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PUBLISHERS’ NOTE 

This fourteenth volume of a Re-issue of the Dictionary 
of National Biography comprises the fortieth, forty- 
first and forty-second volumes of the original edition, 
viz., Volume XL (Myllar-Nicliols) published in October 
1894; Volume XLI (Nicholls-O’Dugan) published in January 
1895; Volume XLII (O'Duinn-Owen) published in April 
1895. Errors have as far as possible been corrected, and 
some of the bibliographies have been revised, but otherwise 
the text remains unaltered. 

Three supplementary volumes, published in the autumn 
of 1901, and now forming the XXIInd and laslvolumo of this 
Re-issue, supply (with a few accidental omissions) memoirs 
of persons who died while the original volumes were in 
course of quarterly publication. The death of Queen Victoria 
(22nd January 1901) forms the limit of the undertaking, 

%* The Index and Epitome of the Dictionary, which is pub¬ 
lished in a separate volume, gives, with full cross-references, an 
alphabetical list of all memoirs in both the Dictionary (1885-1900) and 
the Supplement to the Dictionary (1901). 



DICTIONARY 


OF 

NATIONAL BIOGRAPHY 

EDITED BY 

SIDNEY LEE 

VOL XIV. 

Myllar-Owen 


LONDON 

SMITH, ELDER, & CO., 15 WATERLOO PLACE 
1909 


IAH rights rsserpstll 











LIST OP 

WBITERS 


IN THE FOURTEENTH VOLUME. 


The names of deceased contributors are marked thus f. 

a a. a. .. 

G. A. Aitkm. 

a. h. p. .. 

Prof. 0. H. Pibth, LL.D. 

.T. W. A. . . 

J. \V. Allen. 

J. D. F., .. 

Toe Hon. J. D. Fitzgerald, 

W. A. ,T. A. 

W. A. J. Archbold. 


K.O. 

W. A. 

Sin Walter Armstrong. 

W. J. P. . . 

t W. J. Fitzpatrick, F.S.A. 

Jl, 11—r,. . . . 

Ricimbd Bagwell. 

W. G. D. P. 

The Bey. W. G. D. Flbxchbii. 

0.1''. It. B.. 

G. P. Bussell Barker. 

W. H. P—it.. 

f Sin William H, Flower, 

M. 11. 

f Miss Batkhon. 


K.O.B., F.B.S. 

it. B. 

The Rev.IRohald Bayne. 

j . a . p. .. 

J. G. FoTIIERINGIIAM, 

T. 13. 

Tiiomah Bates. 

T. P. 

| Tee Bey. Tiiomah Fowler, 

0. B. 13. . . 

0. It. Ukazlky. 


formerly President or 

H. L. B. . . 

Tiib Rev. Canon Imran Ben- 


Corpus Oiiribti College, 


NUTT. 


Oxford. 

W, G.B-k. 

\V. G. Black. 

M. P. 

Tiie Bev. Dr. Priedlaxdeb. 

n. b. i). b. 

Tub Bev. 11, E. 1). Blakis- 

s. it. a. .. 

f 8. B. Gardiner, LL.D. 


TON, -PRESIDENT OK 

B. G. 

t Biciiard Garnett, O.B., 


Trinity College, Oxford. 


LL.D. 

G. C.B. . 

f G. 0. Boabe. 

J. T. G. . . 

t Sm John Gilbert, LL.D., 

X. G. B. . 

This Buy. Prop. Bonnet, 


P.S.A. 


F.B.9. 

II. T. G. . . 

B. T. Glazerrook, F.B.B. 

a. h. b. . 

G. H. BoULGKn. 

1. G. 

Paor. Israel Gollanoz, 

A. It. 11. . 

The Bey. A. B. Buckland. 


Litt.D. 

If. Tt. . . . 

Lady Frances Buhhuy, 

0. G. . . 

Gordon Goodwin. 

t. 13. ... 

Prof, Ingram Bywater. 

A. G. . . 

The Bev. Alexander Gordon, 

W. C-R. . 

William Carr, 

It. E, tt. 

B. E. Graves. 

IT. M. 0. . 

111. Manners Ohiouehtkr. 

J. M. tt. 

f J, M. Gray. 

A. M. 0. . 

. f Miss A. M. Clerics. 

W. A.G. 

f W. A. Gmenhill, M.D. 

A. M. 0 e. 

. . Mihr A. M. Cook. 

J. 0. IT. 

J. Cuturbrt Hadden. 

T. 0. . . . 

, f Thompson Cooi'eh, F.8.A. 

j. a. n. 

J. A. Hamilton, K.C. 

0.11.0. . 

. f 0. H. OooTii. 

t. n... 

Tins Key. Tiiomab Hamilton, 

IV. 1*. 0. . 

, W. 1’. Courtney. 


D.D. 

W. II. 0. . 

. W. 11. CuMMtNGB, Mub.D., 

0. A. It. . . 

0. Alexander Harris, C.M.G, 


F.H.A. 

t. p. n. ., 

T. F, Henderson. 

lh 0. . . 

. Lionet, Cubt, RI.V.O., F.B.A. 

j. a. n-T. . 

. »T. A. Herrert. 

A. 1). . . 

. Austin Hudson. 

W. A. B. II. 

, W. A. 8. Hhwins. 

J. A. 1).. 

. f 3. A. Doyle. 

g. ?. n. .. 

. t George Jacob Holyoake. 

H. I). . . 

. ltouiiiiT riUNi.or, 

J. J. II.... 

. f J. J. Hornby, 

,i. i'. (■:.. 

. t <T. 1’. Harwakeii, P.R.A. 

W. H. ... 

Tub Bev. William Hurt, 

V. K. . . 

. Franoih Rhwnahsd. 


D.Lixi. 












VI 


List of Writers. 


W. H. H. 

. . . The Bev. W. H. Hutton, B.D K. P. ... 

. . ICineton Parky,h. 

B. D. J.. 

. . . B.D. Jackson. 

H. P. . . . 

. . IIisnry Baton. 

J. A. J. . 

. . . The Bev. J. A. Jenkins. 

C. P. . . . 

. , Tim Bev. Charles Platts. 

A. J. . . , 

. .. The Bey. Canon jBBsorp, D.D, A. F. P. . 

. . Prop. A. F. Pollard. 

B. J. J.. , 

. . The Bey. B. Jenkin Jones. 

B. L. P. . , 

, . B. L. Poole, LL.D. 

C.L.K. 

. . . 0. L. Kinospokd. 

S. L-P.. . 

. Stanley Lank-Poolk, 

J.K. . , . 

, . . t Joseph Knight, F.S.A. 

B. P. 

, . Miss 'Pouter. 

W.W.K., 

. . t Ooii. W. W. Knollys, 

D’A, P.. . 

. D'Aiioy Power, F.lt.C.H. 

3 . K . L. , 

. . Pboe. Sir John Knox Laugh- B. B. P. . 

. B. B. Prosser. 


ION, Lixt.D. 

E. L. R. . 

. Mrb. Bam’ohi). 

E.L. . . , 

. . Miss Elizabeth Lee. 

J. M. B. . . 

. J. M. limit. 

S.L. . . . 

. . Sidney Lee, LL.D, D.Litt. 

H. E. 

. f Herbert lire. 

B.H.L. . 

. . Bobin H. Leooe. 

0. J.B.. . 

. j Tim Bey. 0. J. Boiiinhon, D.D, 

W. S. L. . 

. . W. S. Lilly. 

J. H, B. . . 

. J. 11. Bound, F.S.A. 

A.G.L. , 

. . Pbop. A. G. Little. 

W. R-e. . 

. Walter Bye. 

J.E. I>.. . 

. . John Edward Lloyd. 

L. 0, 9.. . 

. Lloyd 0. Handers. 

W. B. L. . 

. . The Bev. W. B. Lowthsr. 

1\ s. . . . 

. Tiiomah Hkuuomiie. 

3 . H.L.. . 

. . f The Bev. J. H. Ldpton, 

B.F.S.. . . 

. B. Fariiduarhon Hmari>. 


D.D. 

W. A. S. . 

. W. A. Hiiaw. 

M. MacD. 

. . M. MacDonaoh. 

C. F. S.. . 

. Mian 0, Fell Smith. 

J.B. M. . 

. . J. Bamsay MacDonald, M.P. 

G. G. 9. . 

. Prop. 0. Gregory Smith. 

iE. M. . . 

. . iENEAS Maokay, K.O. 

L.T.S.. . 

. Miss Luuy Toulmin Smith. 

J. M. . . . 

. . The Bey. James Maoicinnon, 

B. H. S. . 

. Basil Harrington Hum, buy. 


Ph.D. 

L. S. . . . 

. f Sir Lehlik Htiu'Rwn, 1C.0.U. 

W. D. M.. 

. . The Bev. W. D. Macbay, B.D., 

G. 8-n_ 

. Gkougb Htron M'lt, 


F.S.A. 

0. W. 9. . 

. 0. W. Hutton. 

E. 0. M. . . 

. . E. C. Mabohant. 

J. T-t. . . 

, Prop. James Tait. 

E. H. M. . , 

. . E. H. Marshall. 

H. B. T. . 

. It. B. Trhdkii, F.S.A. 

Xi. M. M. . , 

. . Mbs Mdddleton. 

D. Lr,. T. . 

. D. Lleueiir Tiiomah. 

A. H. M. . . 

. A. H. Millar. 

T. V. T. . 

. Prop. T. F. Tout. 

0. M. 

. f Cosmo Monhbouse. 

E. V. . . . . 

, t 'Pin! Bev. Canon Viwim.i s. 

N. M . 

. Norman Moore, M.D. 

B. H. V. . 

, Col. B. It. Vetiih, 11. M,, O.H. 

G. P. M-y. . 

. G. P. Moriarty. 

E. W . 

f Edward Wai.kohr. 

J.B.M. . . 

. J. Bass Mullingar. 

G. W . 

Graham Wallah. 

A. N . 

. Albert Nioholson. 

A.W.W. .. 

A. W. Ward, 1,1,. I)., 

P. L. N. . . 

• P. L. Nolan. 


MaHTBR (IV I’ETEUUOllIOi, 

F. N. 

. tFllEDEWOK NORGATE 


CAHnmuut]. 

G.LdG.N. 

. G. Le Grys Norgatb. 

F.W-n.. 

Pitoif, Foktkr Wathon. 

D. J. O'D, . 

. D. J, O’Donoohoe. 

5Y. W, W. . . 

Major W. W. Weiiii, M.l)„ 

F. M. O’D. . 

. F. M. O’Donoghue, F.S.A. 


F.S.A. 

J. S. O’H. . 

. J. S. O’Halloran. 

O.W-ji. . . . 

Gharlrk Wm.nit, F.S.A. 

T. 0. . . . . 

. f The Rev, Thomas Olhrn p p 

! W 


J. O'L_ 

. f John O’Leary. 

H. G, W- 

uhaiujNh vvJUiHir. 

Tl. 0. WlhtjJNK* 

S. P. 0.. . . 

. f Cam, S, Pasheld Oliyeb. 

B. B. W_ 

B. U. Woodward. 

J- £L U. . . 

. 1 The Eey. Canon Overton. 

H. T. W- 

Sir Henry Tiuirvin Wood. 

W. P-H. . . , 

. t Wyatt Papworth, 

W. W. 

Warwick Wroth, f„s.a. 


























DICTIONARY 

OF 

NATIONAL BIOGRAPHY 


Myllar 

' MYLLAR, ANOItOW (Jl. 11503-1508), 
Iho first Scottish printer, wits u burgess of 
Edinburgh anti a booksollor, but perhaps com- 
binucl thu sab) of books with some other oo- 
oupation. On 20 March 1503 the sum of 
10 1. was paid by the lord high treasurer 
‘ to Antlro Millar for tllir bukis undinvritton, 
via., Dooroturu Magnum, Doorotnlos Sextus 
cum Cleiuuntinis, Hcolus super qualuor libris 
Himtuuliarum, (imirtum Scoli, Opera Gur- 
son is in tribus yoluminibuB,’ Anothor pay¬ 
ment of fifty shillings was marlu on 22 Deo. 
1507 ‘ for tii prontit buliis to Iho King, tano 
fra Aiulrii Milluris wif.’ Tho first book on 
which Myllnr's ntuuo appears is au edition, 
pi'iiittitl in 1505, of Joannes de Garlandia’s 
‘ Multorum vocabulorum uquiuocorum iutor- 
pretatio, 1 of wltioli the only copy known is 
in Iho Hibliothbquo Natioualo at Paris, It 
lias a eolophou which statos that Androw 
Myllar, a Scotsman, had boon solioitous 
that tho work should bo printed with admir¬ 
able art and eormstnd with diligent oars, 
Tho second hook is the ' Expositio Sequen- 
liaram,’ according to tho use of Scrum, 
print ml in 1500, tho copy of which in the 
British Museum is believed to be unique, 
Tho last page contains My liar’s punning 
device, representing a windmill with tho 
millor ascending thooutsido ladderand carry¬ 
ing a sack of grain upon his back, Beneath 
is tlui printer’s monogram and name. Tlioso 
two books wbto undoubtedly printed abroad, 
M. Olaudin, who discovered thorn, and Dr, 
DicltBmi have asaribod them to tho press of 
Lnimmen riostiuguo of Rouen j but Mr. Gor¬ 
don Duff has inwlucod ovidoncoto show that 
they should vatlior bo assigned to that of 
L'ioi-ro Violetto, anotlier printer at, Rouon, 
vor„ xiv. 


t Myllar 

It was probably duo to tho influence of 
William Tfilphinstone [q, v.], bishop of Aber¬ 
deen, who was engaged in preparing an adap¬ 
tation of the Sarum breviary for the use of 
his diocose, that .Tamos TV on 16 Sopt. 1507 
granted a patent to Waltor Ohopnian [q. v.] 
and Androw Myllar 1 to fmnis and bring 
home ane pvont, with all stuff bolangand 
tliarto, and export mon to uso tho samyno, 
for imprenting within our Koalmo of the 
bukis of onr Lawis, aotis of parliament, oro- 
niclis, moss bukis, and pnrtuus after the use 
of our Bealmo, with addicions and legondis 
of Scottis sanctis, now gadorit to be oltil 
tharto, and al uthoris bukis that salbe sane 
nooessar, and to sel tho sammyn for com¬ 
petent priois.’ 

Ohepraan 1 laving found tlio nooessary 
capital, and Myllar having obtainod the type 
from Franco, probably from Rouen, thoy 
sot up their press in a house at tho foot of 
Blaokfriars Wynd, in tho Southgait, now 
the Oowgate, of Edinburgh, and on 4 April 
1508 iBStiod the first book known to have 
been printed in Sootland, ‘The Maying or 
Disport of Chancer,’ bailor known as 'The 
Complaint of the Blaok Knight/and written 
not by Obaucor but by Lydgate. This tract 
consists of fourioon loaves, and has Ohop- 
man’s dovico on tho titls-pago, and Myllar’s 
devioa at tho end. Tho only copy known is 
in the library of the Faculty of Advocates at 
Edinburgh. 

Bound with this work are ton other unique 
pieces, eight of which arc also from the 
Southgait press, but two only of all are per- 
feot, 'The Maying or Disport of Ohauoer 1 
and 1 Tho Goldyn Targe ’ of William Dunbar. 
Four of the Lraots boar the devices both of 

B 
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Mylne 

Chapman and of Myllar, and three others 
that of hJyllar alone. 

The titles of the other pieces, two only of 
which are dated, are as follows: 1. 'The 
Knightly Tale of Golagros and Gawaue,’ 
8 April 1608. 2. ' The Porteous of Noble¬ 
ness 30 April 1608. 3. 1 Syr Eglamoiire of 
Artoys.’ 4.‘ The Goldyn Targe,’by William 
Dunbar. 6. * Ana Buka of Gude Counsnle 
to the King.’ 6. 'The Flyting of Dunbar 
and Kennedy.’ 7. ‘ The Tale of Orpheus and 
Eurydiee,’ by Robert Henry son, 8. ‘The 
Ballade of Lord Barnard Stewart,’ by Wil¬ 
liam Dunbar, 

Two other pieces, * The Twa Marrit Women 
and the Wedo,’ also by Dunbar, and ‘ A 
Gest of Robyn Hode,’ are contained in the 
same volume, hut they are printed with dif¬ 
ferent types, and there is no evidence to prove 
that they emanated fiom the first Scottish 
press. About two years later, in 1610, tin 
Aberdeen Breviary, the main cause of till 
introduction of printing into Scotland, was 
executed by the command and at the ex¬ 
pense of Walter Ohepman; bat doubt exists 
as to the actual printer of this, the last but 
most important work of the primitive Scot¬ 
tish press. Neither in connection with the 
Breviary nor elsewhere does Androw Myl- 
lar’s name again occur. 

[Dickson and Edmond’s Annals of Scottish 
Printing, 1890 ; O or don Duff's Early Printed 
Books, 1893 j The Knightly Tale of Golagros and 
Gawane and other Ancient Poems, edited by 
David Laing, 1827; Breuiarium Aberdonense, 
with preface by David Laing (Bannatyne Club), 

1864.] 3a. E. Q. 

MYLNE or MTLN, ALEXANDER 
(1474-1648 P), abbot of Oambusksnneth and 
president of the court of session in Scotland, 
probably a native of Angus, was the son of 
John Mylne (a!, before 161S), who in 1481 
was appointed master-mason to the orown 
of Scotland, and served that office under 
James 1H and James i.V. Alexander was 
educated at St. Andrews, where he graduated 
in 1494. Having taken orders, he becums 
first a canon of the cathedral of Aberdeen 
and afterwards prebendary of Mouithie in the 
cathedral of Dunkeld and rector of Lundie. 
He wa9 also scribe of the chapter and official 
of the bishopj George Brown. Brown having 
divided his diooesemto deaneries made Myln 
dean of Angus, and on 18 May 1610 he be¬ 
came master of the monks for the building 
of the bridge of Dunkeld, of whioh one arch 
was completed m 1613 (see his accounts pre¬ 
served in the Advocates’ Library, Edinburgh], 
After the death of Brown in 1616, Myln wrote 
a history in Latin of the bishops of the see 
from its foundation to the death of Brown, 


Mylne 

which ho dedicated to Gavin Douglne ftp- v.l 
The work is well writ ten, and coni ains a vivid 
description of the contest for the possession 
of the cathedral between Androw Si owart, 
a brother of the Earl of Atlioll, and Gavin 
Douglas. Myln was recommended by the 
regent Albany for the important abbacy o( 
Cambuskenneth, vacant by iho death of 
Patrick Panther [q. v.l, and Loo X appointed 
him abbot in 1017. About the Bamo time lie 
was appoinl ed master-mason to James V, 

He was a diligent and reforming head of Ufa 
chapter; collected the records of tlio abbey, 
whioh were falling into decay, and preserved 
them in a newregistor; made an agreement 
with the abbot of St. Victor in Paris for the 
bettor education of novices both in arts and 
theology, and enforced on the members a 
stricter observance of their rules. Richard¬ 
son, one of these novices, afterwards a enrnrn 
at Oambnskennotli,mentions in his ‘Exegesis 
of the Rule of St. Augustine ’ that, Myln spe¬ 
cially required the reading of script,lire during 
dinner, frequently preached himself, and gave 
the other monks an opportunity of preach¬ 
ing. Ho also oroctod the great alt nr and 
chapter-honso of the abbey church, and two 
new cemeteries which wore consoeratod by 
the bishop of Dunblane in 1621, Like 
other leading ohurolunen, ho took part in 
secular affairs, wont in 162-1 on au em¬ 
bassy to IIib English court to treat, of the 
marriago of Jamas V and Mary Tudor, and 
was one of the lords to whom parliament 
entrusted the custody of James V in 1626, 
.Tames, after he obtained independence, gave 
Myln the administration of t.lm abbey of 
Holyrood and the priory of Fit. Andrews 
during the infancy of the royal bastards, on 
whom tho pope had conferred these rich pre¬ 
ferments. Myln also sorvod in siiocossivo 
parliaments from 1662 to 1642 as lord of the 
articles, Whon in. 1682 thoking instituted tho 
court of session ns the central and supreme 
oivil court for Scotland, it waa arranged that 
the president should hu an ecolosiastie, partly 
because a large part of ile revouut'H wove 
supplied by the church, and partly boeanse 
tho clergy wore the only oIohm at that time 
thoroughly trainod in law. Myln presided 
over the court until his death in 161H er 
1619, being succeeded on 24 Fob. 1649 by 
Robert Reid, bishop of Orkney. 

Myln’B capacity for judicial office was 
shown by tho careful rules of court drawn 
up by him and ombodied in tho first Aot of 
Sederunt. lie was an oxampln of the mo- 
diraval ecclesiastic who was a man of busi¬ 
ness and learning rather than a piwlor or 
theologian. Hie brother Robert (if. J 619) be- 
lame provost of Dundoo, and was 1 lie f« (hur of 
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Thomas Mylno (a!. 160B), mnstor-muson [sco 
undur Mylnh, Jornr, d. 1621]. 

[Vi(R» Epivcoporum Dutikoldaiis.iutn, published 
by tho fliumatyuo Oluh in 1881 (tho manuscript 
is iu liio Advocates’ Library) j Regislrum Ab- 
baciio OambuskonnotliMisia, published by Gram¬ 
pian Olnb; Bpistrilte Itognm Scotorum, oumnte 
Ruddiuun, ii. 72; R. Richardson's Exegesis, 
PartH, 1630; Acta of Sederunt of tlio Oourt of 
.Session from 1632 to 1663, edited by Sir liny 
Campbell, 1811 ; Acta of Parliament of Scotland, 
Record edition, vol. ii.; Brunton and Haig's 
Sonators of tlio CoUoga of Justice; Mylne’s Mas¬ 
ter Masons, pp. 2, 6, 8, 17-31.] M, M. 

MYLNE, .TAMES (d. 1788), pool, was 
laird of Lochill or Loch-hill, n small estalo 
ni'iir Prostonpnnfl, Haddingtonshire. His 
‘ Dooms, consisl ing of Miscellaneous Pieces 
and two Tragedies,’ wore published pas- 
thmnously (Edinburgh, 8vo, 1700) by his son 
George, who obtninod a very long list of sub¬ 
scribers. Somo or tho yoi'ses aro in dialect, 
and all show taste and roading; the host is 
perhaps an invitation from tho pool to Robert. 
Burns to visit him on his farm. Tlio two 
tragedies, ‘The British Kings’ and ‘ Dar- 
lluila,’ dealing rospoolivoly with prehistoric 
Britain and prehistoric Ulster, arc not so 
woll inspired. Mylne diod at Lochill ou 
f) Doe. 1788. 

| Scots Magnzino, 1788, p. 623; Baker’s Bigg, 
I tivunulicn, 1812, p. 637, Advocates' Library and 
Bril. Miwoum Library Catalogues.] T. ,2. 

MYLNE or MYLN, JOHN (d. 1921), 
mason, was tho son of Thomas Mylno, muster- 
nuiflon hotwoon 1661 and 1679 to Iho ovown 
of Scotland, who was admitted a burgess of 
Dundee in 1698, and dying in 1906was buried 
u t Elgin, ltobort. Mylno (d. 1640), provost of 
I lundoft, was his grandfather, while his great- 
unclo was Alexander Mylno [q. v.], abbot of 
Oambuskonnotb. John, who had succeeded 
his father as master-mason before 1684, com¬ 
menced in Juno 1684 tho erection of Drum 
[ louse, Edinburghsluni,which was aomphvtod 
in 1686. Ho was afterwards engaged in 
Auroral public works at, Dundoo, and was on 
12 Sopt. 1687 admit toil a burgess, ‘for ser¬ 
vice dono and to bo done ' to the burgh, but 
chiufly for his sovvioos in renewing tho whole 
of the harbour works. Uo Grouted m LB89tbe 
marlcot oross in the High Street, which was 
romovod in 1777, mid in 1874 was sot up 
again in Iho grounds of tho town’s church 
(cf. Thomson', Jfiat. of Dundee, pp. 177-8; 
view in MYr.tti), Maxtor Mamma, p. 96), Its 
original position is marked by a circle in the 
paving or tho street. Iu 1689 he contracted 
with Thomas Uannatyno, sonator of tho 
College of Justice, for a gallery and other 


i Mylne 

additions to his house at Newtyle, of which 
portions still exist, In 1699 he wont to 
Perth to undertake tho erection of the bridgo 
over tho Tav; in 1004 ‘he entered as master- 
mason to the brig of Tay, 1 and on 17 July 
1805 ho and his men commenced work 
(l Chronicle of Perth, Maitland Club, 1831 p. 
11). In consequence of his connection with 
tho work ha was admitfcod 1 frelie ’ a burgess 
in 1607, After considerable delay, the bridge 
appoars to have been completed soon after 
1017. It was destroyed by a flood on 4 Oot. 
1031, and was not replaced. The present 
bridge, by J. Smoaton, 1770, is built over a 
broader part of the river. On 19 Jan. 1620 
Mylne entered into a contract with David, 
lord of Scono,to erect a church at Falkland. 
Tho work was to he accomplished by tho 
following Novomber (Gen. keg. of Deeds, 
vol. ccclvi, 12 Stay 1024). As master of the 
lodgo of Scone ho entered .Tamos VI, at his 
own roquest, as ‘ friBinan Meason and follow 
craft.' Ho died in 1021, and was buried in 
the Greyfriars churchyard at Perth, whore 
there is a stone, originally tho top etono of a 
tablo-moniunont, with a quaint epitaph in 
vorso to his momory ( Notes and Queries, 2nd 
sor. xii. 228), Robort Mylne (1734-1811) 
£q. v.] placed a mural tablet noar to the tomb 
in 1774. Tlio original stone was restored in 
1849. 

John Myxne (d. 1667), his son (by his 
wife, Holon Kennories), who had assisted 
him sinco 1610 ns mason on Iho bridgo at 
Perth, was called to Edinburgh in 1610 by 
tho town counoil to complete a statue of 
James I at the Nothevbow Port, and in 
acknowledgment of this and other works in 
the town was mado a burgess of Edinburgh 
on 8 Aug. 1617 ; In 1619 he went to Falk¬ 
land to assist his father in the church there. 
Ho woe ongoged from 1022 to 1629 on tho 
present stooplo of tho Tolhonth at Abordoeu 
(Aberdeen Burgh Jlecords, Spalding Olub, 
1848, ii. .379), and was in consequence mado 
a burgess of tho city ex gratia on 12 May 
1622. lie made alterations at, Drummond 
Oastlo, Perthshire, in 1029-80 j constructed 
a water-pond by Holyrood Palace for the 
king in 1629; oxoculed, with the holp of 
his sous, John (1611-1067) fq. v.] and 
Alexander [see under Mylnjd, John, 1011- 
1067], the sundial at Holyrood Palace in 
1688; was principal master-mason of all 
Soofland to Charles I from 1681 to 1686; 
was ongaged on the ohuroh steeplo, tolbooth, 
and fortifications at Dundee from 1048 to 
1661; and on the steoplo of the town-hall in 
1044, He was made follow of orafb in tho 
lodgo of Edinburgh in October 1083, and was 
master of (lie lodgo at Scone from 1621 to 
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1657. He was admitted a burgees of Perth, 
gratis, on 24 March 1627, and of Kirkcaldy 
on 23 March 1643, Laving probably taken 
part in the design of Gladney House in that 
burgh. He married Isohal Wilson of Perth 
i-arly in 1610, and died in 1667. _ His daugh¬ 
ter Barbara, bom in Edinburgh, is frequently 
mentioned in the ‘Canongate and Burgh 
Records’ as being accused of -witchcraft. 
There is a portrait of JohnMylne inMylne’s 
‘Master Masons’ (p. 104). 

[Diet, of Architecture; Mylne’s Mastsr Ma¬ 
sons, pp. 65-128 j Lyon’s Hist, of the Lodge of 
Edinburgh, p. 92; Notes and Queries, 3rd eer. 
vii. 198-9 ; Chronicle of Perth (Maitland Club), 
p 22; Cant’s Notes to Adamson's Muses Thre- 
nodie, 1774, pp. i. 81-2,96; Kennedy’s Annals 
of Aberdeen, i. 408; Gateshead Observer, 20 Oct. 
1860, p. 6.] B. P. 

MYLNE, JOHN (1611-1667), mason, 
son of John Mylne {d. 1657) [see under 
Mtlnb, John, d. 1621], was bom in Perth 
in 1611. On 9 Oat. 1683 he was admitted a 
burgess of Edinburgh, by right of descent, 
and on the same day was made fellow of 
craft in the Edinburgh masonic lodge. He 
succeeded his father as principal master- 
mason on 1 Feb. 1636, and in the same year, 
as deacon of the masons of Edinburgh, was 
elected a member of the town council. In 
1637-8 he was appointed master-mason to 
the town of Edinburgh. He designed the 
TronOhurchinEdinburgh,begun in 1637and 
opened in 1647. The epire was not completed 
till 1663. A portion of it was burnt about 
1826, when it was rebuilt in its present form, 
In August 1637 he repaired portions of St, 
Giles’s Ohuroh. In 1642 he was employed 
in surveying and reporting on the condition 
of the abbey church at Jedburgh, and was 
appointed a burgess of Jedburgh; in 1643 he 
was appointed master-mason to Heriot’s Hos¬ 
pital, and continued the works there till their 
completion in 1669 j in 1646-7 he made ad¬ 
ditions to the college of Edinburgh, probably 
including the library; in 1648 he repaired the 
crown of the steeple of St. Giles's Church; in 
1050 he was busy on tbe fortifications of i 
Leith, andin 1666he commenced the erection, 
from his own designs, of Panmure House, 
Forfarshire, of which portions still exist. 
The town-hall, or tolbooth, at Linlithgow 
was erected from his designs in 1668-70 

g ’lans in Mtlne, Master Masons, p. 240). 

e also made designs for a new palace at 
Holvrood, a plan of which (dated Ootober 
1663) ie in the Bodleian Library, and for a 
grammar school at Linlithgow. 

Mylne’s activity was not confined to bis 
professional work, He was ten times dea¬ 
con of the lodge of Edinburgh and warden 


1 in 1686. In 1640-1 he was with the Scottish 
army at Newcastle; on 4 Sept, 1646 he was 
made by the king captain of pioneers and 
principal master-gunner of all Scotland, which 
offices were confirmed to him by Charles II 
on 31 Dec. 1064; and in August 1652 he was 
chosen by the ‘Commissioneris from the 
schyres and buvghes of Scotland convenit in 
Edinburgh ’ to be one of the ‘ Commissioneris 
to go to Lundoun to hold the Parliament 
thair.’ He returned to Edinburgh in July 
1653, and was present at Perth on 12 May 
1654 on the proclamation of Cromwell as 
lord protector. In 1665, when a member of 
the Edinburgh town council, he was accused 
of having lea the town into much expense by 
a constant altei'ation of the chnrclios. He re¬ 
tained his seat in the council till 1664. From 
lQ55to 1669 he represented the city of Edin¬ 
burgh at the convention of royal burghs. In 
1062 be was elected M.P. for Edinburgh in 
the parliament of Scotland, and attended the 
second and third sessions (till 9 Oct. 1863) of 
Charles II’s first parliament in Edinburgh. 
Late in 1667 he was in treaty with the town 
council of Perth for the erection of a market 
cross in that town, but died in Edinburgh 
on 24 Dec. A handsome monument in the 
Greyfriars churchyard, erected by his nephew, 
Bobert Mylne (1633-1710) [q. v.], marks his 
burial-place. He is described there as 
the Fourth John 

And, by descent from Father unto Son, 

Sixth Master Mason to a Royal Race 

Of seven successive Kings .... 

A view of it is given in Brown’s ‘Inscrip¬ 
tions in Greyfriars,’ p. 248, and in Mylno’s 
’ Muster Masons,’ p. 160. Mylne’s portrait is 
riven in Lyon’s ‘ Lodge of Edinburgh,’ p. 
35, and in Mylna’s ‘ Master Masons,’ p. 133. 
His signature, as commissioner of estates, is 
appended to two letters, August and Ootober 
1680, to Lord Lauderdale and Charles II 
(Addit. MS. 23114, ff, 42, 62), Before 1634 
he married Agnes Fraser of Edinburgh; ehe 
dying, he married, on 11 Feb. 1647, Janet 
Primrose, who survived only a short time, 
when he married, on 27 April 1648, Janot 
Fowlis. 

Albiandbb Mm (1618-1043), brother 
of the above, was a sculptor of some re¬ 
pute [see under Mtlne, John, d. 1021], He 
worked on many of his brother’s buildings, 
on the Parliament House and other public 
buildings in Edinburgh, He was made fellow 
of craft in the lodge of Edinburgh on 2 June 
1635. He died 20 Feb. 1643, it is believed 
of tbe plague, and was buried in Holyrood 
Abbey, where a monument, with Latin and 
English inscriptions to his memory, is fixed 
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against the north-east buttress of the abbey 
church. In 1632he married Anna Vegilman, 
by whom he had two sons and one daughter. 
Robert, the elder son (1633-1710), is sepa¬ 
rately noticed. 

[Diet, of Architecture; Mylne’s Master Ma¬ 
sons, pp, 130-9, 146-8; Maitland’s Edinburgh, 
p. 166, 198,282; Wilson's Memorials of Edin- 
urgh, ii. 203 ; Groome’s Ordnanoe Gazetteer of 
Scotland; Grant's Story of the University of 
Edinburgh, i. 208, ii. 189 ; Ritchie’s Report as to 
who was the Architect of Heriot's Hospital, p. 20; 
Monteith’s Theatre of Mortality, pp. 13, 14, 64; 
Chronicle of Perth (Maitland Club, 1831), pp. 
42-3; Nieoll’s Diary of Public Transactions, 
1660-67 (Bannatyne Club, 1836), pp. 08-9,170; 
Lyon’s Hist, of the Lodge of Edinburgh, pp. 
92-3 ; Haokett’s Epitaphs, ii. 12 ; Members of 
Parliament of Scotland, p. 678; Hist, of Holy- 
rood House, pp. 68-9.] B. P. 

MYLNE, ROBERT (1638-1710), mason, 
eldest son of Alexander Mylne (1618-1643), 
[see under Mylne, Jamr (1611-1667)], and 
of his wife, Anna Vegilman, was born in 
Edinburgh in 1633. He wns apprenticed to 
his uncle, John Mylne, and succeeded him os 
principal master-mason to Charles IIin1608. 
In 16 65 he erected Wood’s Hospital at Largo 
(rebuilt in 1830), and in 1608 entered into 
an agreement with the magistrates of Perth to 
build a market cross, the old one having been 
destroyed by Cromwell's amy in 1062 (cf. 
Penny, Traditions of Perth, p. 16). Mylns’s 
cross, which stood in the High Street, batween 
the Kirkgate and the Skinner Gate, was com¬ 
pleted in May 1069. It was taken down and 
sold in 1706, when increased traffic rendered 
it inconvenient. In 1639 Mylne was occupied 
in reclaiming the foreshore at Leith, where 
he constructed a sea wall, and on the land 
thus acquired he in 1686 erected stone dwel¬ 
lings, which are still in existence; in 1670 
he was assistingSir William Bruce [q. v.] in 
the designs for Holyrood Palace, the founda¬ 
tion-stone of which was laid 16 July 1671 by 
Mylne, who directed the erection of the build¬ 
ing till its completion in 1679. Mylne's name 
and the date 1871 are cut on a pillar in the 
piazza of the quadrangle. Six of his original 
drawings prepared for the king remained in 
his family, and are reproduced in Mylne’s 
* Master Masons,’ p. 168. Leslie House, Fife- j 
shire, which had been commenced by bis 
uncle, waB erected under his direction about j 
1670. It was partially destroyed by Are in ! 
1763. As master-mason or surveyor to the j 
city of Edinburgh Mylne constructed cisterns 
in various ports of the town in connection 
with the new water supply from Oomiston, be¬ 
tween 1674 and 1681. He effected one of the 
first improvements in the old town by the 


construction of Mylne Square in 1689 (view 
in Cassell’s Old and New Edinburgh, i. 287), 
and in the same year assisted in the repair 
of Edinburgh Castle, one of the bastions 
being called after him, Mylne’s Mount. 

At that time he was not only king’s master- 
mason, but also hereditary master-gunner of 
the fortress. On 30 March 1682 he contracted 
for building a bridge of one arch over the 
Clyde at Romellweill Crags, now known as 
Rom’s Horn Pool, Lanarkshire. After the 
revolution he seems to have been superseded 
as maBter-masonhy Sir A. Murray of Black- 
barony, but was employed on Holyrood 
Palace in June and July 1689. InNovember 
1708 he was petitioning for twenty years’ ar¬ 
rears due to him as master-mason. In 1690 
he erected Mylne's Court, and about that time 
completed many buildings inEdinburgh under 
the new regulation for the erection of stone 
buildings m lieu of timber in the principal 
streets. In March 1693 he entered into a 
contract to complete the steeple of Heriot’s 
Hospital, which had been begun in 1076. 
Mylne had been instructed on 3 May 1676 
‘ to think on a drawing thereof against the 
next council meeting; ’ it is not known 
whether the work carried out was entirely 
his own design. He executed the statue of 
Heriot over the archway within the court, 
from an original painting. After the great 
fire in Edinburgh in 1700 Mylne bought 
many sites in the town, and on them erected 
buildings, in which Ms style may still be 
traced. 

Mylne was active in his connection with 
the masonic lodge of Edinburgh. He was 
* entered prentice ’ to his uncle on 27 Dec. 
1668, made fellow craft on 23 Sept. 1060, 
chosen warden in 1603, re-elected in 1664, 
and filled the deacon’s chair during 1681- 
1688andl687-8. Tilll707hetookaleading 
part in the business of the lodge. He was 
made burgess of Edinburgh on 23 May 1660, 
and guild brother on 12 April 1666, As 
magistrate of Edinburgh his signature is at¬ 
tached to letters to the Duke of Lauderdale 
and to Charles II, dated 1674 and 1676 
(Addit. MSS. 281S6 f. 200,23137 f. 72). 

He acquired the estate of Balfaigein Fife- 
shire, and died at his house at Inveresk on 

10 Deo. 1710, aged 77. He married, on 

11 April 1601, Elizabeth Meikle, by whom ha 
had a large family. He is commemorated on 
the monument to his uncle at Greyfriars. A 
portrait of him from a picture by Roderick 
Chalmers is reproduced in Mylne's 'Master 
Masons ’ (p. 217). 

"William Mylne (1662-1728), master- 
mason, son of the above, was bom in 1662. 
He was entered in the lodge of Edinburgh 
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his wife Elizabeth Thomson he had several 
children [see under Must, RoBEaT, 1734- ; MYLNE, ROBERT (1784-1811), archi- 
18111. lie also is commemorated on the tect and engineer, was the eldest son of 
familv monument. 1 Thomas Mylhb (d. 1763) of Powdorhall, near 

[Diet, of Architecture; Mylne’s Master Ma- Edinburgh, maBon, eldest son of William 
tons, pp. 171-249; Lyon’s Hist, of the Lodge Mylne (1662-1728) , mason [see under Mylne, 
of Edinburgh, pp. 93-4; Groome's Ordnance Eobebx, 1633-1710). The father was city 
Gazetteer of Scotland; Gant’s notes to Adam- surveyor in Edinburgh, and, besides having 
ton's Muses, Threnodie, 1774, pp. 129, 184- an extensive private practice, designed tho 
135; Builder, 186S, p. 187; Hist, of Holyrood Edinburgh Infirmary, completed in 1746, and 
House, pp 89-94; Maitland’s Edinburgh, p. 206; recently pulled down. He was apprenticed 
Suren’s Hist, of Harlot's Hospital, pp. 87, 238; to the masonic lodge of Edinburgh 27 Dec. 
Bitchie’s Report «s to who was the architect of 1?3 i admitted fellow craft on 27 Dec. 1729, 
Heriot sHo-rpital pp 23-4; Brown s Insertions master j n 1735-6, in which latter year he re- 
reyfnars, p. .] . p. presented it in the erection of tlio grand lodge 

MYLNE, ROBERT (1643 P-1747), writer of freemasons of Scotland, and was grand 
of pasquils and antiquary, said to have been treasurer from November 1737 to December 
related tobirRobertMylneofBamton.North , 1766, Hswas elected burgess of Edinburgh 
Edinburghshire, was probably bom m No- | on 26 March 1729. He died 6 March 1703 
vemlier 1643. He is generally described as at Powderkall, and was buried in the family 
a 1 writer of Edinburgh, but also as an an- I tomb at Greyfriara. By his wife Elizabeth 
graver; he gained notoriety by hie bitter and < Duncan he had seven children. A portrait 
often scurrilous political squibs against the by Moesman, painted in 1752 is in the poases- 
whigs, hut he also devoted much time and B ion of the family. A copy was presented to 

labour to copying manusermts of n.nt-iminrmT, l qko fin a .,„j_ .i 

and historical 



the preface .——. -~y y- m uunorm-imuam wub uroppoa, ana mat or 

Renfrew, acknowledges his indebtedness to * architect ’ adopted, during his lifetime, 
the ‘vast collections of public records ’ be- Robert was born in Edinburgh 4 Jan. 
longing to Mane, ‘ a person well known to 1734, and began his architectural studies 
be .indefatigable in the study of Scots anti- under his father. He was admitted ‘ pron- 
quities. Among Mvlne s other friends was tice as honorary member’to tho grand lodge 
Archibald Pitcairne [q. yj Mylne died at on 14 Jan. 1764, and was raised to the degree 
Edinburgh on 21 Nov. 1747, aged 103 ac- of master-mason on 8 April of tlu-same year, 
cording to some accounts, and 105 according He left Edinburgh in April 1764 and pro¬ 
to ?“* r . s > a ® dwa3 buned on the anniversary needed to Rome, where he studied for four 
of his birthday. years. On 18 Sept. 1768 he gained tho gold 

Tnlhnnth rSfwH'nvr ? 9 4 U -S' \® 78 > m tb ® j ““J silver medals for architecture in St. 
Tolbeoth Church, Edinburgh,Barbara, second Luke's Academy in Rome—a distinction not 
dau^teof John Govean, minister at Muck- previously granted to a British subject, Tho 

KrStifS 0n 11 n De , 0 ’ 1^6, foliowin/ year he was elected a member of 
having had twelve children, Ml of whom, St. Lulled Academy,but, being a protestant, 
except one daughter, Margaret, predeceased a dispensation from the pope was* necessary 
•! , t0 euable h™ t0 take his place. This wuia 

<d fn hr re S8 E arat ® I 7 obtained through Prince Altieri, himself a 
issued m his lifetime, but others were cm- student of art. THe was also made member of 
culated only in manuscript. From a colleo- the Academies of Florence and of Bologna 
Lon brought together WMyWs son Robert,. He visited Naples and Sicily, and took cfreJ 
ames Maidment published, with an intro- fuldrawings andmeasuiemontsof antiquities 

otn r wrucis, A Hook of Scotish Pasquils, time of his death, though ho was working on 
3 pts EdmWh 1827; another edition ap- them with a view to publilation in 1?74 
peered m 1868. In the Advocates Library, After travelling through Switzerland nnd 
dmburg , there is a pamphlet, apparently Holland he reached London in 1760 bearing 
ConriS^’171^^^ a veiy flattei-iug recommendation from tho 

acriptcatalogueafMyWsprintedbronSides. (J2 A MSS. 
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At the data of Mylne’s arrival in London 
designs for the construction of llltielrMarj 
Bridge were being invited. Mylne, though 
a stranger in London, submitted one, which 
was approved in February 1760. Bis choice 
of elliptical arches in lieu of semicircular 
gave rise to some discussion, in which Dr. 
Johnson took part in three letters in the 
‘ Daily Gazetteer,’ 1, 8, and 16 Dec. 1769, in 
support of his friend John Gwynn [q. v.] It 
is to the credit of those concerned that the 
acquaintance thus formed between Johnson 
ana Mylne developed later into a warm 
friendship, despite this difference of opinion. 
On 7 June 1760 the first pile of Mylne's 
bridge wus driven. The first stone was 
laid on 81 Oct. (view of ceremony, from 
a contemporary print in Thobnbury, Old 
and New London, i. 205), and it was opened 
on 19 Nov. 1769. During the yeurs of 
construction Mylne was often abused and 
ridiculed, and the popular feeling was ex¬ 
pressed by Oharles Churchill in his poem 
of 1 The Ghost,’ 1763 (p. 174). A view of 
the approved design was engraved in 1760; ' 
an engraved plan and elevation by JR. Bald¬ 
win, a view of a portion of the bridge by 
Piranesi in Home, and another by E. Hooker 
in London, were all published in 1766. 
Mylne's method of centering has been much J 
commended, and his design has been fre¬ 
quently engraved. Despite the fact that I 
the bridge was constructed for something 
less than the estimate, Mylne had to resort 
to legal measures to obtain his remuneration. 
The bridge was removed in 1868. 

Among Mylne’s other engineering and 
architectural works may be mentioned: St. 
Cecilia’s Hall in Edinburgh, on the model of 
the Opera House at Parma, since used as a 
school, 1762-6 (view in Cassell's Old and 
New Edinburgh, i. 262); a bridge at Wel- 
beek for the Duke of Portland, 1764; the 
pavilion and wings of Northumberland 
House, Strand,1766; Almack’s (nowWillis’s) 
Booms in KingStreet, St. James’s, 1706-6; 
house for Dr. Hunter in Lichfield Street, 
1766; Blaise Castle, Bristol, 1760 (views 
in Nbai.ii, Seats, vol. iv. 1821, and Brewer, 
Gloucestershire, p. 104); the Manor House, 
Wormleybury, Hertfordsliire, 1767; the 
Jamaica Street Bridge, Glasgow, in con¬ 
junction with his brother William, noticed 
below, 1767-72; offices for the New Elver 
Company in Clerkenwell, 1770 (elevation in 
Maitland, London, Entick, 1776, vol. i. plate 
128); Clumber Park, Nottinghamshire, 1770 
(view in Thoboion, Nottinghamshire iii. 
406); City of London Lying-in Hospital, 
1770-8 (Maitland, ib. vol. i. plate 127); 
Tusmore House, Oxfordshire (plan and eleva- 
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tions in Richardson, New Vit. Brit. vol. i. 
plates 3-5); Addington Lodge, near Croy¬ 
don, since 1808 the residence of the Arch¬ 
bishop of Canterbury, 1772-9 (ib. vol. i. 
plates 32-3); the Bifiiop of Durham’s portion 
of the bridge over the Tyne at Newcastle, 
removed in 1873 (Wooler being the archi¬ 
tect of the corporation of Newcastle’s por¬ 
tion), 1774; house for himself at the comer 
of Little Bridge Street, 1780 (of. Thorn- 
bury, Old and New London, i. 207), after¬ 
wards the York Hotel, taken down in 1803, 
and the ground now occupied by Ludgate 
Hill railway station; works at Inverary 
Castle, 1780 and 1806 [see Morris, Robert, 
f,. 1764]; bridge over the Tyne at Hexham, 
Northumberland, 1784; hospital in Belfast, 
1702 ; Mr. Coutts’s house in Stratton Street, 
Piccadilly, 1797 ; the east front of the hall 
of the Stationers’ Company, 1800; Kidbrook 
Park, Sussex, about 1804 (view in Nbalb, 
Seats,iv. 1821). He made considerable altera¬ 
tions to King’s Weston, Gloucestershire, and 
Roseneath Castle, Dumbartonshire (1786), 
and repairs to Northumberland House in the 
Strand, Syon House, Middlesex, and Ardin- 
caple House, Dumbartonshire. 

Two of Mylne's great engineering designs 
were that for the Gloucester and Berkeley 
C’unal, which has recently been completed to 
Sharpness Point, and that for the improve¬ 
ment to the fen level drainage, by means of 
tho Eau Brink Cut above Lynn, which after 
much opposition was carried out by Rennie 
in 1817. Mylne drew up many reports on 
engineering projects, on which he was con¬ 
sulted. In 1772, after the destruction of 
the old bridge over the Tyne at Newcastle, 
he chose the site for a new one (many of his 
suggestions as to improvement in the ap¬ 
proaches have been carried out in recent 
years); in 1776 he sounded the harbour and 
bridge at Great Yarmouth; in 1781 he sur¬ 
veyed the harbour of Wells-next-the-Sea in 
Norfolk; and in 1802 the Thames as far as 
Reading. In 1783 he reported on the disaster 
to Smeaton’s bridge at Hexham; in 1784 on 
the Severn navigation; in 1789 on the state 
of the mills, waterworks, &c., of the city of 
Norwich; in 1790 on the Worcester canal; 
in 1791,1793,1794, and 1802 on the navi¬ 
gation of the Thames; in 1792 on the Eau 
Brink Cut; in 1799 and 1802 on the bed of 
the Thames in London, with reference to the 
reconstruction of London Bridge; in 1807 on 
the East London water works; and in 1808 
on Woolwich dockyard. He was unsuccess¬ 
ful in his design for the new London Bridge 
in 1800. 

Mylnewas appointed surveyorof St. Paul’s 
Cathedral in October 1706, and held the post 
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till Ms death. In the cathedral, oyer the 
entrance to the choir, he put up the inscrip¬ 
tion to Sir Christopher Wren, designed the 
pulpit and fitted up the building in 1789 for 
the visit of the houses of parliament (view 
among J. C. Crow lea's collection to illus¬ 
trate Pennant's 1 London,’ xi. 95, in Brit.Hus.), 
and again in 1797, &c., for the charity chil¬ 
dren. He "was made joint-engineer (with 
Henry Mill [q.v.]) to the New Hirer Com¬ 
pany in 1767, sole engineer after Mill’s death 
iu 1770, and resigned the post in favour of 
his son, "William Chadwell Mylne [q. v.], in 
1811. In 1800 he erected an urn with in¬ 
scription at Amwell, Hertfordshire, to the 
memory of Sir Hugh Myddelton [q. v.] { pro¬ 
jector of the New ltiver. He was appointed 
surveyor to Canterbury Cathedral in 1787, 
and clerkof the works to Greenwich Hospital 
(where he executed improvements) in 1 y76. 

He published in 1767 a map of 'The Is¬ 
land and Kingdom of Sicily,’ improved from 
earlier maps (reissued, London, 1799). In 
1819 an elevation was issued of the ‘ Tempio 
della Sibylla Tiburtina,’ at Rome, restored 
according to the precepts of Vitruviue and 
drawn by Mylne. 

He became a fellow of the Boyal Society 
in 1767, and was an original member of the 
Architects’ Club, founded in 1791. Mylne’s 
architectural style was almost too thoroughly 
Roman to suit his time. He was the last 
architect of note who combined to any great 
degree the two avocations of architect and en¬ 
gineer. With his death the connection of the 
family with the ancientmasoniclodge ofEdin- 
burgh, which had been maintained for five 
successive generations, ceased. He was ad¬ 
mitted ‘prentice’ on 14 Jan. 1764, and raised 
to the degree of master-mason 8 April 1764. 
His name appears for the last timB in 1769. 

Mylne married on 10 Sept. 1770 Mary, 
daughter of Robert Home (1748-1797) the 
surgeon, and sister to Sir Everard Home 
[q. v.], by whom he had ten children, four of 
whom survived him. His wife died 18 July 
1797. Mylnedied6Mayl811,andwas,athis 
own desire, buried in the crypt of St. Paul's 
Cathedral, near to the remains of Sir Chris¬ 
topher Wren. For the latter years of his life 
he had resided at Great Amwell, Hertford¬ 
shire. His portrait, painted by Biompton in 
Rome in 1767, woe engraved by Vangelisti 
in Paris in 1788. It is reproduced on a 
smaller scale in Nichols’s ‘Literary Anec¬ 
dotes,’ ix. 288. A drawing of him by George 
Dance and engraved by "W, Daniell was 
published in 1810, and again in 1814 in 
Dance’s ‘ Collection of Portraits.’ Another 
portrait is in Mylne’s ‘Master Masons.’ 
Among the satirical prints in the British 
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Museum are two concerning Mylne. No. 
3788, entitled ‘Just arriv'd from Italy The 
Puffing Phenomenon with his Fiery Tail 
turn'd ^Bridge builder,’ dated October 1700, 
represents Mylne perched on on abutment of 
the bridge, with the rival competitors and 
others down below, freely commenting on 
him. The plate was afterwards altered and 
the title changed to‘The Northern Comet 
with his Fiery Tail &e.’ No. 8741, ‘ The 
(Boot) Interest in the (City) or the (Bridge) 
in the (Hole),'represents a conclave of archi¬ 
tects, of whom Mvlne is one. Some accom¬ 
panying verses refer to the influence of Lord 
Bute (Boot) alleged to have been ueed in his 
favour. Mylne ttbb reported to he of sharp 
temper, hut he was always scrupulously juBt. 

William Mtlhb (d. 1790), brother of 
Robert, was entered apprentice on 27 Dec. 
1750, and was with his brother in Rome in 
1756-6. He was admitted freemason in 
Edinburgh in 1758, and was deacon of 
masons in 1761-2 and 1766 He became 
architect to the city of Edinburgh, momber 
of the town council, and convener of trades 
in 1766. On 27 Aug. 1766 he contracted for 
the erection of the NorLh Bridge, part of 
the walls and abutments on the north Bide 
of which gave way on 8 Aug. 1769, when 
the work was already well advanced towards 
completion. Differences arose between the 
town council and Mylne respecting the in¬ 
creased expense of finishing the bridge, and 
the question was brought before the House of 
Lords in 1770. Terms were, however, agreed 
upon, and the bridge was completed in 1772 
(view in Cassell’s Old and New Edinburgh, 
i. 8SB). He afterwards removed to Dublin, 
where he effected great improvements in the 
waterworks of the city. He died 0 March 
1790, and was buried in St. Catherine's 
Church, Dublin, where a tablet to liismemory 
was placed by liis brother Robert. 

[Diet, of Architecture; My Ino’sMaster Masons, 
pp. 260-83; Laurie’s Hist, of Free Masonry, p. 
614; Maitlnud’s Edinburgh, p.182; Scots Mag. 
1768, p. 660; Gent. Mag. 1811, pp. 400-600; 
Hiet. MSS. Comm. 12th Hep. App. x. pp, 252- 
253 ; Cresy’s Encyclopedia of Engineering, pp. 
427-9, where is a history of the construction ot 
Bl&ckfriars BridgB (views of the bridge in figs. 
481, 482, 433); diagrams in Woalo’B Bridges, ii. 
108; see also Eneyd. Brit. 8th edit, article ‘Arch,' 
iii. 409 fplato xli. opposite p. 408), and artiolc 
'Centre, vi. 382. For criticisms of the bridge see 
Gent, Mag, 1797 p. 823, 1813 pt. i. pp. 124, 111, 
pt. ii. pp, 223; Notes and Queries, 2nd sur. xii, 
121-2,169,283,3rd ser. vii. 177, viii. 41. Bos¬ 
well’s Life of Johnson, ed. Birkbeck Hill, i, 261-2; 
Hawkins's Life of Johnson, pp. 873-8; Smiios's 
Lives of the Engineers, i, 264-6; Builder, 1866, 
p. 429; AnnualRegistor, 1760 pp, 74-6,122,143, 
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1761 p. 124, 1770 pp. 154, 176, 1771 p. 124 j 
Casern's Old and New Edinburgh, i. 261-2; 
Thornton's Nottinghamshire, iii. 383 n., 406, 
Lysons ’b Environs, i. 4; Wheatley’s London, ii. 
604; Wheatley's Bound about Piccadilly, pp. 
197,383 ; Wright's Hexham, p. 208; Brayley’s 
Surrey, iv. 27; Gateshead Observer, 20 Oet. 
1860, p. 6; London Hag. 1760 p. 164, 1766 
p. 649; Clutterbuck’s Hertfordshire, ii. 234; 
Scots Mag. 1769 pp. 401-9, 1770 p. 518, 1790 
p. 164; Prin. Probate Beg. Oriekett, p. 297; 
Nichols’s Lit. Anecd. riii. CIO; Lyon’s Lodge of 
Edinburgh, pp. 94-5; Maitland’s London (cont. 
by Entick), 1776, i. 34; Cat. of King's Prints 
and Drawings; Bonn's Belfast, i. 608-9 ; Nash’s 
Worcestershire, ii. Suppl. p. 8; inscriptions on 
tomb at Great Amwell, given in Cussans’s Hert¬ 
fordshire, ii. 126-7; Lords’ Journals, 1770, pp. 
4116,412a, 4146, 4366; Cloland'sAnnals of 
Glasgow, i. 71; Kincaid’s Edinburgh, pp. 128- 
134; Picture of Dublin, 1835, p. 177.] B. P. 

MYLNE or MTT.W , WALTER (d. 
1568), the last Scottish protestant martyr, 
in his early years visited Germany, where 
he imbibed the doctrines of the Reformation, 
and afterwords became priest in the church 
of Liman in Angus. During the time of 
CardinnlBeaton information was laid against 
him ns a heretic, whereupon he fled the 
country, and was oondemned to ha burnt 
wherever he might he found. Long after 
the cardinal’s death he was at the instance 
of John Hamilton, bishop of St. Andrews, 
apprehended in April 1658 in the town of 
Dysart, Fifeshire, where, according to Pits- 
cottie, he ‘ was warmand him in ane poor 
wyfes hous, and was teaching her the com¬ 
mandments of God’ ( Chronicles , p. 617). 
After being for some time confined in the 
castle of St. Andrews, he was brought 
for trial before an assemblage of bishops, 
abbots, and doctors in the cathedral church. 
He was then over eighty years of age, and 
so weak and infirm that he could scarce 
climb up to the pulpit wherehehad to answer 
before them. Yet, says Foxe, ‘wheuhe began 
to speak he made the church to ring and 
sound again with so great courage and 
stoutness that the Christians which were 
present were no less rejoiced than the ad¬ 
versaries were confounded and ashamed.' So 
far from pretending to deny the accusations 
against him, he made use of the opportunity 
baldly to denounce what he regarded as the 
special errors of the Romish church; his trial 
was soon over, and he was condemned to be 
burnt as a heretic on 28 April 1668. Accord¬ 
ing to George Buchanan, the commonalty of 
St. Andrews were so offended at the sentence 
that they shut up their shops in order that 
they might sell no materials for his execu¬ 
tion ; and after his death they heaped up in his 
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memory a great pile of stones on the place 
where he was burned. Mylne was married, 
and his widow was alive in 1678, when she 
received 61.18s. Ad. out of the thirds of the 
benefices. 

[Histories of Lindsay of Pitscottie, Buchanan 
Knox, andCaldorwood; Poxe'sBookof Martyrs.] 

T. E. H. 

MYLNE, WILLIAM OHADWELL 
(1781-1868), engineer and architect, horn on 
5 or 6 April 1781, was the second son of 
Robert Mylne (1784-1811) [q. v.] In 1797 
he was already assisting Ins father to stake 
out the lands for the Eau Brink Cut, and 
he also worked on the Gloucester and Berke¬ 
ley Ship Canal. In 1804 he waa appointed 
assistant engineer to the New River Com¬ 
pany, succeeding in 1811 to the sole con¬ 
trol of the works. This appointment he 
held for fifty years. In 1810 he was em¬ 
ployed on tne Colchester water works; in 
1811 and 1813 he made surveys of the 
Thames; in 1818 he surveyed Portsmouth 
harbour for the lords of the admiralty, and 
was engaged in engineering works in Paris 
and the surrounding country in the autumn 
of 1816. In 1821 he designed and executed 
water works for the oifry of Lichfield, and in 
1886 those for Stamford in Lincolnshire. 
As surveyor to the New River Company 
he laid out fifty acres of land for building 
purposes near Islington, and designed St. 
Mark’s Church, Myddelton Square, 1826-8. 
The property has since become a large source 
of income to the company. He converted 
also, for the New River Company, Sir Hugh 
Myddelton’s old wooden mains and service 
pipes between Charing Cross and Bishops- 
gate Street into cast-iron. In 1828 he con¬ 
structed many settling reservoirs at Stoke 
Newington, for the better supply of the out¬ 
lying districts of the north of London. Al¬ 
though undertaking architectural work, and 
making additions and alterations to many 
private residences, the bulk of his practice 
consisted of engineering projects in connec¬ 
tion with water-supply and drainage. 

In 1837 he designed Garrard's Hostel 
Bridge at Cambridge (plate in Haott and 
Hossnrs, Bridges). In the fen country he 
was much occupied. He effected improve¬ 
ments in the river Ouse between Littleport 
and Ely in 1826, in the river Cam in 1829, 
and in the drainage of the district of Burnt 
Fen. He constructed the intercepting drain 
at Bristol, thus removing the sewage from 
the floating harbour. The Metropolis Water¬ 
works Act of 1852 necessitated extensive 
alterations and improvements in the workB 
of the New River Company, which Mylne 
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carried out, with the assistance of his son 
Robert William Mylne (see below). 

In 1840 he gave evidence before commit¬ 
tees of the House of Lords on the supply of 
water to the metropolis (again in 1860 before 
the sanitary commission of the board of 
health), and (with Sir John Eeirnie) on the 
embanking of the river Thames (Papers and 
II,ports, Hi. [225-8] 63, [867-62] 83; xxii. 
[464-9] 42). With H. B. Gunning he was 
employed as surveyor under the Act for 
making preliminary inquiries in certain cases 
of application for Local Acts in 1847, at 
Leeds, Rochdale, and elsewhere. His many 
printed reports include one on the intended 
Eau Brink Cut (with J. Walker), Cambridge, 
1828, and one addressed to the New Iliver 
Company on the supply of water to the city 
sowers, London, 1864 (cf. also Trans, of Inst, 
nf Civil Eng. iii. 234). In 1831 he wrote an , 
account to the Society of Antiquaries, Lon- ' 
don, of some Roman remains discovered at 
Ware in Hertfordshire. Mylne succeeded to 
the surveyorship of the Stationers'Company 
on the death of his father in 1811, and neld 
the post till 1861. 

He was elected fellow of the Eoyal Astro¬ 
nomical Society in 1821, P.R.S. on 16 March 
1826, fellow of the Institute of British Ar¬ 
chitects in 1834, member of the Institute of 
Civil Engineers 28 June 1842 (on tho council 
from 1844 to 1S48), and was for many years 
treasurer to the Smeatonian Society of En¬ 
gineers. 

He retired from his profession in 1801, 
and died at Amwell in Hertfordshire on 
2oDec.l863. HemarriedMarySmith(1791- 
1874), daughter of George S. Coxhead, by 
whom he had three sons and three daughters. 
Ilia widow died on 10 Feb. 1874, His por¬ 
trait, painted by H. W. Phillips in 1866, was 
engraved by II. Adlard in 1860, and is repro¬ 
duced in Bfylna’s ' Master Masons.' 

His sou, Kobekt WiiniAic Mitite (1817- 
1890), architect, engineer, and geologist, was 
born 14 June 1817, and practised as an archi¬ 
tect and engineer. He was occupied on the 
harbour at Sunderland in 1836, and travelled 
in Italy and Sicily in 1841-2. He assisted 
his father for about twenty years, and became 
au authority on questions ol wuter-supplyand 
drainage. He held the post of engineer to the 
Limerick Water Company for some time. His 
most noticeable work was the providing of a 
good supply of water for one of the sunk forls 
in the sea at Spithead. He succeeded his 
lather in 1860 as surveyor to the Stationers’ j 
Company, and held the post till hisdeath, He 
was associate of the Institute of British Ar- , 
ehitects in 1830, fellow in 1849, retiring in 
1889; member of the Geological Society in ' 


1848, was on the council from 1864 to 1866, 
and again in 1879, and was one of the secre¬ 
taries in 1866-7. He was also a member of 
the Smeatonian Society of Civil Engineors, oi 
which he acted as treasurer for some time, and 
belonged both to the London and Edinburgh 
Societies of Antiquaries. He was preparing 
a work on the architectural antiquities of 
Eastern Scotland at the time of his death. 
He married, on 17 March1862, Hannah (1820- 
1885), daughter of George Scott, J.P., of 
Ravenscourt Park, Middlesex, and died at 
Home Lodge, Great Am well, on 2 July 1890. 

He published: 1. ‘On the Supply of 
Water mom Artesian Wells in the London 
Basin,’ London, 1840. For this Mylne was 
awarded the Telford bronze medal by the 
Institute of Civil Engineers (cf. Minutes of 
Proceedings of the Institute, 1839, pp. 59 et 
seq). 2, ‘ Account of the Ancient Basilica 
of San Clemente at Rome,’ London, 18-16, 
and in Weale’s ‘ Quarterly Papers on Archi¬ 
tecture,’ vol. iv. 3. ‘ Sections of the Lon¬ 
don Strata,’ London, 1860. 4. ' Topographical 
Map of London and its Environs, London, 
1861 and 1856. 6. ‘Map oi the Geology and 
Contours of London and its Environs,’ Lon¬ 
don, 1866—a work which was used ollieially 
until superseded by the ordnance survey. 
6. ‘ Map of London, Geological—Water¬ 
works and Sewers,’ London, 1858. 

[Diet, of Architecture; Mylne's Master Masons, 
pp. 284-88; Builder, 1864, p. 8; Cooper's Annals 
of Cambridge, iv. 60B; Inst, of Civ. Eng., 
Minutes of Proceedings, xxx. 448-61; Oussane’s 
Hertfordshire, ii. 126-7 , Archffiologia, vol. xxiv. 
App. p. 860; Froc. of Royal Sue. 1806, pp. xii, 
xhi; Monthly Notices of tho Astronomical So¬ 
ciety, 1B66, xxv. 82; Probate Registry at 
Somerset Houee; Transactions of Inst, of Civ. 
Eng. iii. 229; Geological Magazine, 1800, p. 384; 
Quarterly Journal of Geological Soc. 1801, pp. 
69-01; Pros, of Royal Soc. 1890, pp. xx, xxi.] 

B. P 

MYNGS, Sib CHRISTOPHER (1025- 
1666), vice-admiral, is said by Pepys to have 
been of very humble origin, ‘ his father being 
always, and at this day, a shoemaker, and 
his mother, a hoyman’s daughter, of which 
he was used frequently to boost’ (Diary, 
18 June 1660; c f. 26 Oct. 1666). This 'ia 
certainly exaggerated, if not entirely false. 
His parents were of well-to-do families in 
the north of Norfolk. His father. John 
Myngs, though describod in the register of 
SaJthouse, where he was married on 28 Sopt. 
1623, as ‘of the parish of St. Katherine in tho 
city of London,’ seems to liave been a near 
kinsman, if not a son, of Nioholus Myimos, 
the representative of a good old Norfolk 
family (B-LOHbmbkd, Topographical History 
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of Norfolk, Indox; cf. Add. MS. 14299, ff. the commissioners of the admiralty, recom- 
66, 143), one of whose sons, Christopher, mending him for preferment. ‘He is,’ he 
was baptised at Blakeney on 8 March 1686 said, ‘ a man fearing the Lord; a man of 
(MAsshall, Genealogist, i. 88-9). Hismother, I sound principles, and of a blameless life and 
Katherine Parr (baptised at Kelling on j conversation j he is one of much valour, and 
16 Jane 1606), was the daughter of Christo- \ has shown it again and again in several en- 
pher Parr, the owner of property in the neigh- gagements and by the prizes he has taken, 
bourhood. The son, Christopher, was baptised Vice-admiral Goodsonn and Vice-admiral 
at Salthouse on 22 Nov. 1626 (Kelling and | Badiley, if they were here, would under- 
Salthouse registers, by the kindness of the i write this writing from their knowledge of 
rector, the Hey. 0. E. Lowe). It is probable f him and their love to him : more than I 
that from his early youth he was brought have written I have heard them say ’ (State 
up to the sea in the local coasting-trade; 1 Papers. Dom. Inter, ciii. 198). 
but while still a mere lad he entered on t In October 1666 Myngs was appointed to 
board one of the state’s ships, and served, as the Marston Moor, which had come home 
a shipmate of Thomas Brooks [q. v.], for from Jamaica, and whose men were in a 
‘ several years ’ before 1648 (State Papers, state of mutiny on being ordered back to 
Dom. Interregnum, ciii. 128). _ In 1662 he j the West Indies (cf. ib. 1 uct. 1666). When 
wus serving in the squadron in the Hedi- . Myngs joined the ship at Portsmouth, he 
terraneon under Commodore Richard Badi- , found the men 1 in such on attitude as did 
ley [q. y/1, probably as lieutenant or master j not admit of further employment.’ They 
of the Elizabeth. On the homeward pas- j were mostly all strangers to him, he Baid, so 
sage in May 1663 the captain of the Eliza- that he had no personal influence with them 
betli was killed in an engagement with a [ (ib. 12 Oct.) Some of the worst were made 
Dutch ship (Cal State Papers, Dom. 16 June prisoners; the rest were paid their wages, 
1668; cf. Lediabd, p. 661«.), and Myngs was and within a few days the ship sailed for the 
promoted to the vacancy. On arriving in West Indies, where during the next six or 
England, the men of tie Elizabeth, with seven years ‘ he came into great renown ’ 
those of the other ships, insisted on being (Purrs, 18 June 1666), though the par- 
paid off; but the ship was refitted and re- ticulars of his service there have not been 
manned as soon as possible ( Cal. State Papers, preserved. In July 1657 the Marston Moor 
Dom. 24^-27 June 1063), and, under Myngs’B returned to England, was paid off and or- 
command, took part iu the final aofaon of dered to he refitted. Myngs, meanwhile, 
the war, 29-31 July 1663 (Add. MS. 22546, obtained leave of absence and was married 
f. 186). On 3 Oot. she had just carried the ( Cal. State Papers, Dom. 7,14 July, 31 Aug. 
vice-chancellor of Poland and his retinue 1657); but by the beginning of December 
across to Dieppe, when, on her return voyage, was again, with the Marston Moor, in the 
she fell in with a fleet of Dutch merchant- Downs, waiting for a small convoy he was 
vessels under convoy of two men-of-wor, to take to Jamaica. He seems to have been 
which, after a sharp action, Myngs brought still in the West Indies at the Restoration, 
into the Downs. He reported the affair on and to have been one of the very few who 
the 4th, and on the Oth. it was ordered by were not affected by the change of govem- 
parliament 1 that the Council of State take meat. In 1662 he was appointed to the 
notice of the captain of the Elizabeth, and Centurion, in which he was again at Jamaica 
consider the widow and children of the in 1663 (cf. Cal. State Papers, America and 
master,’ who had been killed in the fight West Indies, 31 July 1668, 1 and 20 June 
(Cal. State Papers, Dom.) The Elizabeth 1660, 26 May 1664). In 1664he commanded, 
afterwards carried Whitelocke, the ambas- in quick succession, the Gloucester, Portland, 
sador to Sweden, to Gothenburg, where lie and Royal Oak, in which last he hoisted his 
arrived on 16 Nov. The ship was detained flag as vice-admiral of a Channel squadron 
there by contrary winds, and her men became commanded by Prince Rupert. Iu 1665 he 
very sickly; ninety men, Myngs wrote, were : was vice-admiral of the white squadron, with 
sick, aud five had died. She was thus so his flag in the Triumph, in the battle of 
weak that when, on her way home, she met Lowestoft on 3 June; and for his services 
a Dutch convoy, she was obliged to leave ou this day was knighted on 27 June (Lb 
them after an interchange of shot (ib. 2 Jan. Neve, Pedigrees of the Knights'). When 
1654). Myngs continued to command the the Duke of Pork retired from the command 
Elizabeth in the Channel and on the coast and the fleet was reorganised under the 
of Prance during 1664 and the early months Earl of Sandwich, Myngs became vice-ad- 
of 1656. On SO Jan. 1654-6 his old ship- miral of the blue squadron, and served in 
mate and friend, Thomas Brooks, wrote to that capacity during the autumn campaign 
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on the const of Norway and at the capture 
of the Dutch East Indfamen [see Montagu, 
Edward, first E \bl of Sandwich]. After¬ 
wards, with his flag in the Fairfax, he com¬ 
manded a strong squadron for the winter 
guard and the protection of trade. In 
January 1G85-6 it was reported from Ports¬ 
mouth that ‘ by sending out ships constantly 
to cruise about, he hath kept this coast very 
free from all the enemy’s men-of-war’ (Ga¬ 
zette, No. 18); and again, some weeks later, 
‘his vigilance is such that hardly anything 
can escape our frigates that come through 
the Channel ’ (ib. No. 39). In March he 
convoyed the Hamburg trade from the Elbe 
to the Thames; and in April when the fleet 
assembled for the summer, under Prince 
Rupert and the Duke of Albemarle, he 
hoisted his flag in the Victory as vice-ad¬ 
miral of the red squadron (State Paper), 
Dom. Charles II, eliv. 128). On 29 May 
he was detached to the westward with the 
prince (ib. clvii. 40,41; cf. Honox, Geoeoe, 
Duke op Axbemahle; Rupeet, Pbince), 
and was thus absent during the first three 
days of the great battle off the North Fore¬ 
land, 1-4 June. On the fourth day, Myngs, 
in the Victory, led the van, and engaged the 
Dutch vice-admiral, De Liefde, broadside to 
broadside, the yardarms of the two ships 
almost touching. De Liefde’s ship was dis¬ 
masted, whereupon Myngs made an unsuc¬ 
cessful attempt to burn her with a fireship. 
The Dutch pressed in to support De Liefde; 
the two admirals, Van Nes and Ruyter, 
brought up other ships, and the battle raged 
fiercely. Myngs was shot through the throat. 
He refused to leave the deck, even to have 
the wound dressed, hut remained standing, 
compressing it with his fingers till he fell, 
mortally wounded by another bullet which, 
passing through his neck, lodged in his 
shoulder (Brandt, Vie de Michel de Puiter, 
pp. 369, 363; State Papers, Dom. Charles II, 
clviii. 48; Pepys, 8 June 1606). The wound 
was, it was hoped on the 7th, 'without 
danger;’ hut on the 10th Pepys recorded 
the news of the admiral’s death. As he was 
buried in London on the 13th, it would seem 
probable that he died at his own house in 
Goodman’s Fields, Whitechapel. Pepys, who 
was at the funeral, noted that no person of 
quality was there hut Sir William Coventry 
[q. v.j, and described how ■ about a dozen 
able, lusty, proper men came to the coach 
side with tears in their eyes, and one of them, 
that spoke for the rest, said to Sir W. 
Coventry, “ We are here a dozen of us that 
have long known and loved and served our 
dead commander, Sir Christopher Myngs, 
and have now done the last office of laying 


him in the ground. We would be glad we 
had any other to offer after him and in re¬ 
venge of him. All we have is our lives; if 
you will please to get his Royal Highness to 
give us a fireship among ns all, choose you 
one to he commander, and the rest of us, 
whoever he is, will serve him, and if pos¬ 
sible, do that that shall show our memory 
of our dead commander and our revenge ” ’ 
(Diary, 13 June; cf. Cal. State Papers, 
Dom. 28,29 June 1066}. ‘The truth, is,’ 
continues Pepys, ‘ Sir Christopher Myngs was 
a very stout man, and a man of great parts, 
and most excellent tongue among ordinary 
men; and as Sir W. Coventry says, could 
have been the most useful man at such a 
! pinch of time as this. . . . He had brought 
hie family into a way of being great; but 
dying at this time, his memory and name 
will be quite forgot in a few months as if he 
had never been, nor any of his name be the 
better by it; he having not had time to will 
any estate, but is dead poor rather than 
rich.* By his will (at Somerset House, Mico, 
167) he left 300/. to Mary, his daughter by 
his first wife; and his lands, in the parish of 
Ssltihonse, to his second wife, Rebecca, and 
after her death, to his son by her, Christopher 
Myngs, who commanded the Namur in the 
battle of Malaga in 1704; waa afterwards 
commissioner of the navy at Portsmouth, and 
died in 1725, leaving issue (Oiiaknook, ii. 
188; Lb Neve, Pedigrees of the Knights', 
Mabbhaxi, Genealogist, i. 38-9; will, proved 
February 1726-6). There was also a daugh¬ 
ter, Rebecca, bom of the second wife. The 
John Myngs whom he requested to have 
appointed surgeon of the Gloucester (Cal. 
State Papers, Dom. 27 May 1664) may have 
been his brother. Myngs’s portrait, by Sir 
Peter Lely, one of those mentioned byPdpys, 
18 April 1660, is in the Painted Hall at 
Greenwich; there is a contemporary on- 
graved portrait in Priorato’s ‘Historic di 
Leopoldo Oesare ’ (1670, ii. 714). 

[The memoir in Churnock’s Biog. Nav. i. 82 
is very imperfect; the details of Myngs’s career 
are only to he found in the Oaloudars of State 
Papers, Domestic; and, more fully, iu the State 
Papers themselves. There are also many notices 
of kirn in Pepys’s Diary. The wri tor has also to 
acknowledge some notes and suggestions kindly 
furnished by the Rev. G. "W. Minns, himself a 
member of the same family, by Mr. G, E. 
Cokayne, and by Mi’. Daniel Hipwell, The 
spelling of the name here followed is that of 
Myngs’s signature, It is not improbable that 
he adopted it as a difference from that of tho 
elder branch of his family, which retained the 
form Mynnes. But other writors have iuvonled 
a very great number of divorse spellings— 
among them Minns, Mims, Minnea, Mennos— 
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which have led to occasional confusion with Sir 
John Mennes [q.v.] So far as can be ascertained, 
the two families were not related.] J. K, L, 

MYNN, ALFRED (1807-1861),cricketer, 
born, at Goudkurst, Kent, 19 Jan. 1807, was 
the fourth son of William Mynn, a gentleman 
farmer, whose ancestors were renowned for 
their great stature and physical strength. He 
was educated privately, and in 1826 removed 
with his family to Harrietsham, near Leeds 
in Kent, which at that time boasted of the 
best cricket club in the county. Here he 
learned his early cricket under the tuition of 
Willes, the reintroducer (1807) of round-arm 
howling, which had been invented by Tom 
Walker of the Hambledon Club in 1790. 
Mynn was for a time in his brother's business 
as a hop merchant, but appears to have ne¬ 
glected business for cricket, which he played 
continually. He made bis first appearance at 
Lord’s in 1882, and thenceforward for more 
than twenty years played in all important 
matches. He played with the Gentlemen 
against IkePlayerB twenty times, and for his 
county regularly till 1864, and occasionally 
till 1860, Without him the Gentlemen could 
not have met the Players on equal terms, and 
their victories in 1842,1848, and 1848 were 
mainly due to his fine all-round play. It was 
largely due to him also that his county wasfor 
twenty years pre-eminent in the cricket-field. 
He was a member of the touring All-England 
eleven formed bv Clarke of Nottingham from 
1846 to 1864. His lost appearances were at 
Lord's for Kent v. M.O.O., 1864, at the Oval 
in the Veterans’ match (eighteen Veterans v, 
England), 1868, and for his county (Kent v. 
Middlesex), 1860. In his later years he lived 
alternately in Thnmham, near Maidstone, 
and London, where he died 1 Nov. 1861. 
He was buried at Thurnham with military 
honours, the Leeds and Hillingbourne volun¬ 
teers, of which oorps he was a member, fol- | 
lowing him to the grave. He was remarkable 
for his genial temper. About 1830 he married 
Sarah, daughter of Dr. Powell of Lenham, 
by whom he had seven children. 

As a cricketer Mynn held high rank. He 
was a very powerful man, 6 feet 1 inch in 
height, and in his heat day weighed from 
eighteen to nineteen stone. He was a fine 
though not very stylish batsman, and was 
especially good against fast bowling. He had 
a strong defence, and was a powerful and 
resolute hitter, especially on the on side of 
the wicket, Perhapshis mostremarkahleper- 
foimance with the hat was in 1886, when he 
scored 288 runs in four consecutive innings, 
and was twice, not out. 

It was as a bowler, however, that Myna 
made his chief reputation. He was the first 


fast round-arm howler of eminence, and in 
the long list of his successors has had few if 
any superiors. His great strength enabled 
him to maintain a terrific pace for hours with¬ 
out fatigue. Before his appearance the chief 
round-arm howlers,Frederick William Lilly- 
white [q. v.] and Broadbridge and their imi¬ 
tators, were slow howlers, who depended for 
their success upon break, accuracy of pitch, 
and head howling. It was Mynn who added 
pace to accuracy. He was also a great single¬ 
wicket player, beating twice each Hills of 
Kent in 1882, Dearcnnn, the champion of the 
north, in 1838, and Felix [see Wanostbocht, 
Nicholas], his old colleague, in 1846. 

Several portraits exist. The best is pro¬ 
bably that Dy Felix, at one time belonging 
to Mynn’s daughter, Mrs. Kenning, which 
represents him at the age of forty-one. 

[Denison’sSketches ofthe Players; LillywMte’s 
Scores and Biographies of Celebrated. Cricketers; 
Notes and Queries, 6th ser. x. 68.] J. W. A. 

MYNORS, ROBERT (1739-1806), sur¬ 
geon, bom in 1739, practised with consider¬ 
able reputation at Birmingham for more than 
forty years. He died there in 1806. A son, 
Robert Edward Eden Mynors, student of Lin¬ 
coln's Inn, 1806, and M.A. of University Col¬ 
lege, Oxford, 1813, died at Weatheroak Hill, 
Worcestershire, on 16 Dec. 1842, aged 64 
(Foster, Alumni O.von. 1716-1886, iii, 1004 j 
Gent. Mag. 1843, pt. i. p. 222). 

Mynors wrote: 1.‘Practical Observations 
on Amputation,’ 12mo, Birmingham, 1788. 
2, ‘ History of the Practice of Trepanning 
the Skull, and the after Treatment,’ &c., 8vo, 
Birmingham, 1786. He also contributed an 
‘ Account of some Improvements in Surgery’ 
to Duncan’s ‘Medical and Philosophical Com¬ 
mentaries .' 

[Cat. of Libr. of Med. and Chining. Boo.; Reims's 
Alphabetical Register, 1790-1803, pt. ii. p. 129; 
Diet, of Living Authors, 1816, pp. 247, 442; 
Watt's Bibl. Brit.] G. G. 

MYNSHUL, GEFFRAY (160-L1068), 
author. [See Minshtol.] 

MYRDDIN EMRYS, legendary en¬ 
chanter. [See Merlin Ajokoshjs.] 
MYRDDIN Willi, i.e. the Mad ( fi . 
680 P), Welsh poet, is in mediaeval Welsh 
literature credited with the authorship of six 
oemsprintedinthe ‘MyvyrisnAxchaiology,’ 
nd edit. pp. 104-18,848. In two sets of the 
Triads he is styled Myrddin mab Morftyn, or 
ap Madog Morfrvn (Myvyrian Archaialogy, 
pp. 894, Ill), the searching analysis of 
Thomas Stephens (Literature ofthe Kymry, 
2nd edit. pp. 202-70), though needing re¬ 
vision in some of its details,has clearly shown 
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that- these Myrddin poems cannot be tbe -work 
of any poet of the sixth century, and are in 
fact th- product of the Welsh national revival 
of the twelfth and thirteenth, Stephens's 
assumption that the Myrddin Wyllt who is 
traditionally associated with the authorship 
of thepoems is identical with Myrddin Emrys. 
i.e. Merlin or Merlinus Ambrosius [q. v.], the 
legendary enchanter, seems, on the other 
hand, improbable, 

As early as tbe end of the twelfth century 
Giraldus Cambrensis sharply distinguishes 
1 Merlinus Ambrosius ’ (Myrddin Emrys), 
whowas found atCarmartben and prophesied 
before Vortigern, from another 'Merlinus 1 
called ‘Silvester’ or ‘ Celidonius,’ who came 
from the North (Albania), was a contem¬ 
porary of Arthur, saw a horrible portent in 
the sky while fighting in a battle, and spent 
the Teat of his days a madman in the woods. 
Each of the two legends appears to deal with 
a different person, and while it is the former 
legend which Geoffrey of Monmouth, in the 
< Histnria Regum Britannia;,' connects with 
Merlin the enchanter, the latter legend sup¬ 
plies tbe basis of the ‘ Vita Merlini,’ a work 
also attributed to Geoffrey. There is reason, 
to believe, however, that. Myrddin Wyllt 
was in no way connected with either of 
these Merlins, and that he may be identified 
with another person, who was probably called 
in his own Lifetime Llallogan. Jocelyn of 
Furness, in his 'Life of St. Kentigem '(end 
of twelfth century), says that there was at 
the court of Rhvdderch Hael, king of the 
Strathdyde Britons about 680, a fool named 
Laloicen, who had the gift of prophecy; and 
another fragment of a life of the some saint 
adds that some identified Laloicen with Mer¬ 
lin ( Cymmndor, xi. 47). Accordingly, in the 
dialogue entitled ‘ Oyfoesi Myrddin a G-wen- 
ddydd ei Ohwaer ’ (Myvyrian Archuiology, 2nd 
edit, pp. 108-16), Gwenddydd addresses her 
brother (Myrddin or Merlin) as ' Llallogan.’ 

It is not too much to assume that a bard 
named Llallogan lost his wits in connection 
with the battle of Arderydd (fought about 
673, and traditionally associated with Myr- 
ddinWyllt), and, wandering in tbe forest, was 
subsequently revered as a seer and prophet, 
[Myvyrian Archaiology; Stephens’s Literature 
oftheKymry; Giraldns Cambrensis’ Itinerarimn 
Cambria; ef, art. on Meelih,] J, E. L. 

MYTENS, DANIEL (1690 P-1642), 
portrait-painter, son of Maerten MytenB, a 
saddler, was bom about 1590 at tbe Hague 
in Holland, It is uncertain from what 
master he received his instructions in art, 
but it is very likely that it was in the school 
of the portrait-pointer Michiel van Miere- 
veldt at Delft, Subsequently he was much 


influenced by the style of Rubens. In 1010 ho 
I was made a member of the guild of St. Luke 
at tbe Hague. He came over to England be¬ 
fore 1618, and quickly obtained favour among 
the court and nobility. Mytensreooivcd from 
James I, in 1624, a grant of a houso in St. 
Martin’s Lane ( Illustr. London News, 6 June 
1867), and on the accession of Charles I was 
made ‘king’s painter,’with a pension for life 
(Rimer, Fcedera, xxviii. 3). His oarliov por¬ 
traits are with difficulty to be distinguished 
from those bv Paul van Somer [q. v.], on whose 
death in 1621 Mytens was left without a rival. 
There is no ground for Walpole’s suggestion, 
that the full-length portraits by these two 
artists con he distinguished through those 
standing on matting being by Van Somer, 
and those on oriental carpets by Mytens. The 
full-length portraits by Mytens, though stiff 
in attitude and costume, have great dignity, 
and are frequently painted with muoli cnro 
and excellence. He was a versatile artist, 
and was employed by Charles I to copy 
pictures by older mastere. Among such copies 
may be noted that of Titian’s ‘ Venus ’ (now 
at Hampton Court), for which Mytens was 
aid 120/. in 1625 (Illustr. London News, 
7 March 1858), a set of copies of Raphael’s 
cartoons (now at Knole), loss than tlin ori¬ 
ginal size, and the full-length portraits of 
Margaret Tudor, queen of Scotland, and Mary 
Queen of ScotB (both now at HamptonOourtl, 
mad James TV, king of Scotland (at Keir). 
Many pictures by Mytens are includod in llie 
! catalogue of Charles I’s collection. TIo also 
painted small portraits; on 18 Aug. 1618 he 
wrote to Sir Dudley Oarleton concorniug 
‘that picture or portrait of the Ld of Arundel 
and his lady together in a small fonno,' and 
‘ rowled up in a small case ’ (OAWBimm, 
Silt. Notices of Vandych, p. 176). Vortue 
narrstes in his ‘Diary’ (Brit. Mus. Addit, 
MS. 28076, f. 32) that on the arrival of Van- 
dyck in England Mytens felt himself over¬ 
matched, and begged leave from the king to 
withdraw into Holland, but without success. 
It would appear,however, that ho was on very 
friendly terms with Vsndyok, as the latter in¬ 
cluded Mytens’s portrait m liis famous series 
known as the 1 Centum Iconas,’ and painted 
a fine portrait of Mytens and his wire (now 
at Woburn Abbey). 

Among the existing portraits signed and 
dated by Mytens may be noted James, mar¬ 
quis of Hamilton, 1022 (Hampton Court 
and Knole); Lionel Oranfield, earl of Middle¬ 
sex, 1623 (Knole); Lodoviclr Stuart, duke 
of Richmond, 1623 (Hampton Court); Br- 
neBt, count Mansfeldt, and Christian, duke 
of Brunswick, 1624 (Hampton Court), in the 
year of their embassy to solicit help from 
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James I; the Countess of Newcastle, 1024 
(Duke of Portland); George Calvert, lord 
Baltimore, 1627 (Wentworth Woodhouse): 
Charles I, with architectural background 
by H. Steenwycb, 1027 (Turin Gallery); 
Charles I, 1629, and Henrietta Maria, 1680, 
both engraved by W. J. Delff; Robert Rich, 
earl of Warwick, 1632 (Sir 0. S. Rich, hart.); 
Anne Clifford, countess of Dorset, 1682 
(Knole, half-length); Philip, earl of Pem¬ 
broke, 1684 (Hardwick). Among others may 
be noticed a large picture of Charles I, Hen¬ 
rietta Maria, and the dwarf, Sir Jeffrey Hud¬ 
son, with horses, dogs, and servants, of which 
versions exist at Wmdsor Castle, Serlby, and 
Knowsley; Sir Jeffrey Hudson (Hampton 
Court); Charles I (Ooblmm Hall); George, 
duke of Buckingham ("formerly at Blenheim 
Palace); William, second duke of Hamilton 
(Scottish National Portrait Gallery, Edin¬ 
burgh, from Hamilton Palace) ; Charles 
Howard, earl of Nottingham (at Arundel 
Castle, Greenwich, and elsewhere); Heniy 
Wriothesley, earl of Southampton; and his 
own portrait by himself (Hampton Court). 
Portraits of Henry, prince of Wales (d. 1612), 
at Hampton Court and Knole, are ascribed to 
Mytens, and are probably copies from some 
older picture. 

Mytens returned to Holland in 1680, and 
died there in 1642; but there is great un¬ 
certainty as to the end of his life. Mytens 
married at the Hague, in 1812, Gratia Clejtser, 
He was remarried, on 2 Sept. 1828, at the 
Dutch Church, Austin Friars, London, to 
Johanna Drossaert, widow of Joos de Neve, 
by whom he had two children, Elisabeth ana 
Susanna, baptised at the same church on 1July 
1629 (Mobks, Register of the Dutah Church, 
Austin. Friars). Care must be taken to dis¬ 
tinguish his works from those of his younger 
brother, Isaac Mytens (d. 1632), his nephew 
(son of his elder brother, David), Johannes 
Mytens and his son, Daniel Mytens the 
younger, and another nephew (son of Isaac), 
Maerten Mytens, who all became portrait- 
painters, but in no instance worked in Eng¬ 
land. 

[Walpole's Anecd, of Painting, ed. "Wornum; 
Redgrave’s Diet, of Artists; Seguier's Diet, of 
Painters; Catalogues of Exhibitions and Pieture 
Galleries; information from George Scharf, esq., 
O.B., and E. "W". Mobs (Amsterdam); authorities 
citod in the text.] L 0. 

MYTTON, JOHN (1796-1884), sports¬ 
man and eccentric, horn on 80 Sept.1706, 
was the only son of John Mytton of Halston, 
Shropshire,' by his wife Harriet, third daugh¬ 
ter of William Mostyn Owen of Woodhouse 
in the same county. Before he was two 
years old his father died, and he became the 


heir to a fortune which by the time he came 
of age amounted to an income of more than 
10,0001. a year, and 60,000/. in ready money 
On 6 June 1807 he was admitted to West¬ 
minster School, where he remained until 
1811. It is said that he was also educated 
at Harrow, that he was expelled from both 
schools, and that he knocked down the pri¬ 
vate tutor to whom he was subsequently sent 
He became a cornet in the 7th hussars on 
80 May 1816, and served with them in 
France for a short time, but loft the army in 
the following year. From 1817 to 1821 he 
-was master of foxhounds, hunting what was 
afterwards known as the Albrighton country. 
He was on the turf from 1817 to 1830, but 
though he kept a large racing stable he 
never onoe bred a good horse. At a by- 
election in May 1819 he was returned in the 
tory interest lor Shrewsbury, hut resigned 
his seat at the dissolution in February 1820. 
He served the office of high sheriff for Shrop¬ 
shire and Merionethshire respectively, and 
in May 1881 unsuccessfully contested Shrop¬ 
shire as a reformer. ‘ Jade Mytton,’ os he 
was popularly called, was a man of great 
physical strength and foolhardy courage, witb 
an inordinate love of conviviality and a 
strongly developed taste for practical joking. 
He was a daring horseman and a splendid 
shot. Of his foolhardiness there are num¬ 
berless stories. On one occasion he is said 
to have actually galloped at full speed over 
a rabbit warren just to try whether or not 
his horse would fall, which of course it 
did, and moreover rolled over him. On an¬ 
other occasion he drove a tandem at night 
across country for a wager, and successfully 
surmounted a sunk fence three yards wide, 
a broad deep drain, and two stiff quickset 
hedges. He would sometimes strip to the 
shirt to follow wild fowl in hard weather; 
and once he is said to have followed some 
ducks inpurisnaturalibus. Onenightheevan 
set fire to his night-shirt in order to frighten 
away the hiccoughs. His average allowance 
was from four to six bottles of port daily, 
which he commenced in the morning while 
shaving. Owing to Ms reckless way of 
living Mytton lost his entire fortune, and 
Ms effects at Halston were sold up. In the 
autumn of 1831 he was obliged to take re¬ 
fuge from Ms creditors at Ualais. He died 
of delirium tremens in the King’s Bench 
rison on 29 March 1884, aged 87, and was 
uried on 9 April following in the private 
chapel at Halston. 

Mytton married first, on 21 May 1818, 
Harriet Emma, eldest daughter of Sir Tho¬ 
mas TyrwMtt Jones, bart., of Stanley Hall, 
Shropshire, by whom he had an only daugh- 
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ter Harriet Emma Charlotte, who married, Ood’s Ark, p, 260). He was appointed go- 
on -i(j ijjji dement Delves Hill, a vamor of Oswestry, and the newspapers are 
brother of Rowland, second viscount Hill, full of praises of his vigilance and activity. 
Mvttous first wife died on 2 July 1820, and His most important service was the capture 
on 29 Oct. 1821 he married secondly Caro- of Shrewsbury (22 Feb. 1645), though the 
line Mallett, sixth daughter of Thomas Gif- honour of the exploit was violently contested 
fard of Chillington, Staffordshire, by whom between Mytton and Lieutenant-colonel 
he had with other issue a son, John Fox Retaking, one of his coadjutors in the com- 


Mytton, who died in 1875. There is an 
engraved portrait of Mytton on horseback, 
by W. Gifler, after W. Webb, 

[Nimrod’s Memoirs of the Life of John Myt¬ 
ton, 1837; Rice's History of the British Turf, 
1879, i, 179-81; Cecil’s Records of the Chase, 
1877, pp. 218-21; Thormanby's Men of the 
Turf, pp. 65-63; Burke’s Vicissitudes of Fami¬ 
lies. 1889, i. 330-44; Burke's Landed Gentry, 
1879, ii. 1590; Gent. Mag. 1834, pt. i. p. 
657; Shrewsbury Chronicle, 4 and 11 April 
1834; Notes and Queries, 6th ser. vii. 108, 197, 
236; Official Return of Lists of Members of 
Parliament, pt. ii. p. 276; Army List for 1817.] 

G.F.R.B, 

MYTTON, THOMAS (1597 P-1066), 


mand of the forces brought together for the 
assault. Both published narratives of the 
surprise (Phillips, i. 287, ii. 286; Fairfax, 
Correspondence, iii. 170; Vicars, j Bumim/ 
Bush, p, 113; Owen and Blaxbway, Met. 
of Shrewsbury, i. 448, ii. 498). 

On the passing of the self-denying ordi¬ 
nance Sir Thomas Myddelton was obliged 
to lay down his commission, and Mytton 
succeeded to his past as oommander-in-chief 
of the forces of the six counties of North 
Wales, 12 May 1046 ( Lords' Journals, vii. 
867). He was also appointed high sheriff 
of Shropshire, 80 Sept. 1646 (ii, vii. 613). 
Henceforth he is frequently described hr 
tton. He took part in the 


parliamentarian, bom about 1697, son of i defeat of Sir William Vaughan near Denbigh 
Richard Mytton of Halston, Shropshire, by on 1 Nov. 1646, thus frustrating the royalist 
Margaret, daughter of Thomas Owen of Con- attempts to relievo Cheater, and after the fall 
dover, matriculated at Balliol College, Ox- of that city was charged to besiege the rest of 
ford, on 11 May 1616, aged 18 (Clark, Reg. j the royalist garrisons in North Wales (Cal. 
Univ. Oaf. ii. 338]. He became a student of i State Papers, Dom. 1046-7,p. 349; PHILLIPS, 
Lincoln’s Innin 1616. In 1629 Myttonmar- | ii. 282). Ruthin (12 April 1046), Carnarvon 
ried Magdalen, daughter of Sir Robert Napier (6 June 1646), Beaumaris (14 June 1046), 
of Luton, Bedfordshire, and sister of the Conway town and castle (9 Aug., 18 Nov. 
second wife of Sir Thomas Myddelton (1586- ' 1646), Denbigh (20 Oct. 1646), Holt Costlo 
1666) [q.v.] of Chirk. This connection was 1 (18 Jan. 1647band Harlech Castle (16 March 
probably one of the reasons which led Mytton 1047) surrendered in succession to Mytton's 
to take the parliamentary side during the I forces (ib. ii. 801, 306, 812. 826, 828, 832; 
civil war. The gentlemen of Shropshire were Cal. State Papers, Dom. 1645-7, p. 616). [n 
mostly royalists, and Mytton was throughout return for these services parliament main- 
thegnidtagspiritoftheparhamentarianparty tataed Mytton as commander-in-ohief in 
in the county. On 10 April 1643 the pailio- North Woles when the army was disbanded 
ment associated Shropshire with the oounties (8 April 1647), and appointed him vico-admi- 
of Warwick and Stafford under the command ral or North Wales in place of Glyn (30 Dec. 
of Basil, earl of Denbigh, Mytton being 1617). He was also granted 6,0004 out of 
named as one of the committee for Shrop- the estates of royalist delinquents (Lords' 
shire (Husbands, Ordinances, folio, 1646, Journals, ix. 622, 676, viii. 408, x. 660 ■ 
p. 30). On 11 Sept. 1643 Myddelton and Common, s’ Journals, v. 187 ; Collections for 
Mytton seized Wem, and established there the History of Montgomeryshire, viii. 160). 
the first parliamentary garrison in Shrop- In the second civil war Mytton was equally 

shire. Mytton was made governor, and m active on the parliamentary side, and ro- 
October distinguished himself by defeating covered Anglesea from the royalists (Cal 
Lord Capels attempt to recapture Wem State Papers, Dom. 1648-9, pp. 128-31 •’ 
(Vjoaw, God’s Ark, v . p; Phillips, Civil Phillips, ii. 882, 401; Clurendon State 

V 6> * ™, 12 Jftn ’ -ZV"»>,“■ 418). The king’s execution did 
1644 he auronsed the cavaliers at Ellesmere, not shake his adherence tS the parliament 
capturing Sir Nicholasi Byron, Sir Richard and in September 1661 he consented toact 

^“'rt n onV OI1V i 0 I<i f ,?T 1W - tlon *>• “ a m “iber of the court-martial which 
122). On 28 June 1844 Mytton, in conjune- sentenced the Earl of Derby to death (Hist 
turn with Lord Denbigh, captured Oswestry, MSS, Comm, 7th Rep. p. 96V He is said to 
and succeeded in holding it against aroyalist have been a strongpfeshyterian.buthismib- 
attempt at recapture (%b. u. 171-88; Vioaes, Reaction does not support this theory P / 1, ia 
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also stated that he disapproved of Cromwell's 
government., but there is no evidence of this, 
and ho represented Shropshire in the first 
parliament, called by Cromwell {OldParlia¬ 
mentary Hist. xx. 302). 

Mytton died in London in 1666, and was 
interred on 29 Nov. in St. Chad's Church, 
Shrewsbury (Owes and Blake way, ii. 223). 
Hisportrait is given in'England’s Worthies,’ 
by John Vicars, 1647, p. 106. 

Alytton left a son, Richard, who was sheriff 
of Shropshire in 1686, and a daughter, Mary, 
married to the royalist Sir Thomas Harris of 
Boreatton {Collections for the History of 
Montgomeryshire, viii. 299, 309). Another 
daughter is said to have married Colonel 
Roger Pope, a parliamentarian (Babwiok, 
Life of John. Barwick , p. 60), 


[Phillips’s Civil War in Wales, 1874; Pen- 
nant’sTottr in Wales, ed. Rhys, i. 308, ii. 121, 
168, 184, 277, iii. 29, 126, 246; Owen and 
Blakoway’s Hist, of Shrewsbury, 1825; Blabe- 
way’s Sheriffs of Shropshire, 1831. A collection 
of Mytton’s correspondence is in the hands of 
Mr. Stanley Leighton, and has been printed by 
him in tho Collections for the History and At- 
chseology of Montgomeryshire, vii. 353, viii. 161, 
293 ; of. Hist. MSS. Comm. 10th Hop. iv. 874. 
Other letters of Mytton’s are to ho found in 
5th Hop. pp. 104, 421, and 4th Rep. pp. 267-9, 
in the Old Parliamentary Hist. xiv. 355, rv. 2, 
171, and in the Calendar of Domestic State 
Papers. The Tanner MSS. in tho Bodleian 
Library contain twenty-two letters.) C. H. F. 

MYVYR, OWAIN (1741-1814), Welsh 
antiquary. [See Jones, Owen.] 


N 


* NAAS, Babon. [See Bourne, Biotaed 
Southwelu, sixth Eabi, oe Mayo, 1822- 
1872.] 

NABBES, TIIOMAS (,fl. 1638), drama¬ 
tist, bom in 1606, belonged to a humble 
■Worcestershire family. On 3 May 1621 he 
matriculated from Exeter College, Oxford 
{Oof. TJniv. Meg. Oxf. Hist. Soc. n. ii. 387), 
but left the university without a degree. 
He seems to have boon employed subse¬ 
quently in the household of a nobleman near 
Worcester, and he describes in a poem 
‘ upon the losing of his way in a forest ’ a 
midnight adventure in the neighbourhood of 
his master’s mansion after he had indulged 
freely in perry. Another spirited poem ‘ upon 
excellent strong beer which he dranlc at the 
town of Wich in Worcestershire ’ proves 
Nabbes to have been of a convivial disposi- 
lion. 

About 1030 Nabbes seems to have settled 
in London, resolved to try his fortunes as a 
dramatist. He was always a stranger to the 
boat, literary society, but, found congenial 
companions in Chamberlain, Jordon, Mav- 
mion, and Tatham, and was known to many 
1 gontlemen of the Inns of Court ’ (of. Bride , 
Ded.) About January 1632-8 his first 
comedy, ' Oovent Garden,’ was acted by the 
queen’s servants, and was published in 1038 
with a modest dedication addressed to Sir 
John Suckling. In the prologue he defends 
himself from stealing the title of the piece— 
in allusion doubtless to Richard Brome’s 
‘ Oovent Garden Weeded,’ acted in 1682— 
and describes his * muse' as ‘ solitary.’ His 

von. xt v. 


second oomedy,‘ Totenham Court,’ was acted 
at the private house in Salisbury Court in 
1033, and was also printed in 1688, with a 
dedication to William Mills. A third piece, 
'Hannibal and Scipio, an hystorical Tragedy, 
in five acts of blank verse, was produced in 
163.3 by the queen’s servants at their pri¬ 
vate house in Drury Lane. Nabbes obviously 
modelled his play upon Marston’s ‘Sopho- 
nisba.’ It was published in 1637, with a list 
of the actors’ names. A third oomedy, ‘The 
Bride,’ acted at the private honse in Drury 
Lane, again bv the queen’s servants, in 1038, 
was published two years later, with a prefa¬ 
tory epistle addressed ‘to the generally ol 
his noble friends, gentlemen of the severall 
honorable houses of the Inns of Court.’ One 
of the characters, Mrs. Ferret, the imperious 
wife, has been compared to Jonson’s Mistress 
Otter, An unreadable and tedious tragedy, 
entil led 1 The Unfortunate Mother,’ was pub¬ 
lished in 1640, with a dedication to Ri¬ 
chard Brathwaite, a stranger to him, whom, 
he apologises for addressing. It is said to have 
been written as a rival to Shirley's ‘ Politi¬ 
cian,’ but was never acted, owiug to the re¬ 
fusal of the actors to undertake the perform¬ 
ance. Throe friends (E[dward] B[enlowes], 
O. and R. W.) prefixed commendatory 
verses by way of consoling the author for the 
slight thus cast upon him. 

Langbaine reckons Nabbes among the 
oets of the third rate. The author of Gib¬ 
er's ‘ Lives of the Poets ’ declares that in 
strict justice ‘he cannot rise above a fifth.’ 
This severe verdict is ill justified. He is a 
passable writer of oomedies, inventing his 
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own pints, and lightly censuring the foibles 
of nuddle-class Lonion society. His tra¬ 
gedies are not attractive. But Samuel Shep¬ 
pard in the sixth sestiad (‘the Assizes of 
Apollo ’) of his ‘Times Display’d/1046, asso¬ 
ciates Nabbes's name with the names of 
JTAvenant, Shirley, Beaumont, and Fletcher, 
and selects his tragedy of ‘Hannibal and 
Scipio’ for special commendation. Nabbes 
displays a satisfactory command of the 
niceties of dramatic blank verse, in which 
all his plays, excluding the two earliest 
comedies were mainly written. Although 
he wns far more refined in sentiment than 
most of his contemporaries, he is capable at 
times of considerable coarseness. 

As a writer of masques Nabbes deserves 
more consideration. His touch was usually 
light and his machinery ingenious. The 
least satisfactory was the one first published, 
viz. ‘ Microcosinus. A Morall Maske, pre¬ 
sented with generall liking, at the Private 
House in Salisbury Court, and heere set down 
according to the intention of the Anthorn-, 
Thomas Nabbes,’ 1037. A reference to the 
approaching publication of the work was 
made in ‘Don Zara del Fogo/ a mock 
romance, which was written before 1037, 
though not published till 1060. Bichard 
Brome contributed prefatory verses. Hia 
* Spring’s Glory’ (1638) hears some resem¬ 
blance to Middleton’s ‘InnerTempleMasque,’ 
published in 1618. The ‘Presentation in¬ 
tended for the Prince hia Higlmesse on Ms 
Birthday’ (1638)is bright aadattractive, al¬ 
though it does not appear to have been ac- 
tuallyperformed. It was printed with ‘The 
Spring’s Glory/ together with some own 
mortal verse3. The volume, which was dedi¬ 
cated to William, son of Peter Balls, was 
entitled ‘The Spring’s Glory, a Maske, To 
getberwithaundry Poems,Epigrams. Elegies, 
and Epithalamiums. By Thomas Nabbes,' 
1639. Of the poems, the versss on a ‘ Mis- 
tresse of whose Affection hee was doubtfull ’ 
have a certain charm; they are included in 

Lmton’s ‘Collection of Bare Poems.’ 
Aabbes contributed commendatory verses to 
bhackerley Mormion’e ‘Legend of Cupid and 
Psyche/ 1037 j Bohert Chamberlain’s ‘Noo- 
turual Lucubrations,’ 1638; Thomas Jordan’s 
Poeticall Varieties/1040; John Tatham’s 
FawtesTheater/ iS 40 ; Humphrey Mills’s 
A Night’s Search/ 1040; fhomas Bee- 
dome s Poems Divine and Humane/ 1641; 
and the'Phoenix of these Late Times; or 
the Ltfe of Mr. Henry Wclby, Esq.»(1637). 

iVniU 88 a .” eoc « f ntrl > wb? was credited 
with living without food or drink for the last 
forty-four years of his life. To the fifth edi¬ 
tion of Richard Knolles’e ‘ Generall Hisfcorie 


of the Turlies ’ (1688) Nabbes appended * A 
! Continuation of the Turkish Historic, from 
| the Yeare of our Lord 1628 to the end of the 
Yeare 1637. Collected out of the Dispatches 
of S’. Peter Wyche, Knight, Embassador at 
Constantinople, and others.’ The dedication 
is addressed to Sir Thomas Boe, whomNabbes 
describes as a stranger to him [see Ks'om.bb, 
Rhjhabd]. 

According to Nabbes’s ‘Enoomium on tho 
Leaden Steeplo at Worcester, repayred in 
1628/ he desired to bo buried in Worcester 
Cathedral; but Coxeter was of opinion that 
his grave was‘in the Temple Church, under 
the organ on the inner aide.’ The Temple 
burial register contains no record of Nabbes, 
but the register often fails to mention tho 
names of those who, although buriod there, 
had, in the opinion of the authorities, no 
obvious claim to a posthumous reputation. 

All Nabbes’s works, excluding only the 
continuation of ICnolles, were brought to¬ 
gether by Mr, A. H. Bullen in 1887. This 
collected edition forms vole. i. and ii. of the 
new series of Mr. Bullen’s privately printed 
‘ Old English Plays.’ 

[Mr. Bullen’s preface to tho collected edition 
of Nabbas’s works; Hunter’s MS. Chorus Vnfum 
Brit Mus. Addit. MS. 24487, J. 834; 
Brydges’s Craaura, i. 439; Langlmiiis’s English 
Dramatick Posts; Cibber’s Lives of tho Posts, ii. 
24; Fleay’sBiograpbical Chronicle of tils English 
Drama.] fj_ 

NADEN, CONSTANCE CAROLINE 
WOODHILL (1868-1889), poetess, bom on 
24 Jan. 1868 at 16 Francis Road, Edgbaston, 
Birmingham, was the only child of Thomas 
Naden, afterwards president of the Birming¬ 
ham Architectural Association, by his wile 
Caroline Anne, daughter of J. C. Woodhill 
ofPakenhsm House, Edgbaston. (Tor mother 
died within a fortnight of the child’s birth, 
and Constance was brought up by her grnnd- 
parents, Mr. Woodhill was a retired jeweller 
of high character, an older of a' baptist 
church, and a man of some literary taste, 
Prom the ago of eight till the ago of sixtoon or 
Miss Naden attended a day-school 
wEdgbastonhept by two Unitarian ladies, tlw 
MisfiM Martin. She learnt flower-painting. 

told fairy stories to her schoolfellows. 
After leaving school she remained with lior 
grandparents. Tho rejection of somo of her 
pictures by the Birmingham Society of Ar¬ 
tiste, after the acceptance of a first attompt, 
turned her thoughts to other studies. Sue 
learnt Erench, German, Latin, and some 
ureeir, and was much attracted hy the writ- 
mgs of James Hinton [q, v.j, and by R, A. 
Vaughan s Hours with the Mystics,’ She 
wrote a* odd moments her ‘ Songs and Son- 
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nets of Springtimo,’ which, was published in 
1881. In 1879-80 and 1880-1 she attended 
botany classes at the Birmingham and Mid¬ 
land Institute, and acquired an interest in 
science. In the autumn of 1881 shB became 
a student at Mason College. She there want 
through courses of ' physics, chemistry, bo¬ 
tany, zoology, physiology, and geology.’ She 
took a very lively part m dobating societies, 
and she was especially interested m a socio¬ 
logical section of the Birmingham Natural 
History Society, which was started in 1888 
in order to study the system of Mr. Herbert 
Spencer. She became a very eager and sym¬ 
pathetic student of Mr, Spencer’s philosophy. 
In IPS.") she won the ‘Paxton prize ’for on 
essay upon the goology of the district; and 
in 1887 won tlie 1 Heslop ’ gold medal by an 
essay upon 1 Induction and Deduction.’ She 
also wrote in the ‘Journal of Science,’ 
‘ Knowledge,’ and othor periodicals (list in 
Memoir , pp. 29-31). In 1887 she published 
her second volume of poems, ‘A modern 
Apostle, the Elixir of Life, the Story of 
Clarico, and other Poems.’ Mr. Woodhill 
died 27 Dec. 1881, and his widow on 21 June 
1887. Miss Naden inherited a fortune upon 
tho death of hor grandmother, and in the 
autumn of 1887 made a tour with a friend 
through Constantinople, Palestine, Egypt, 
and India, where she was hospitably received 
by Lord Dufferin, the governor-general. She 
returned to England in June 1888, and soon 
nftorwards bought a house iu Park Street, 
Grosvenor Square. She j oined the Aristote¬ 
lian Society, endeavoured to form a Spencer 
society, and. belonged to various societies of 
benevolent, aims. On 22 Oct. 1889 she de¬ 
livered an address upon Mr. Herbert Spencer’s 
‘ Principles of Sociology ’ to the sociological 
section at Mason College. Symptoms of a 
dangerous disease showed themselves shortly 
afterwards, aud she underwent a severe 
operation on 6 Dec. She sank from the 
effects, and died on 23 Doc. 1889. She was 
buried beside her mother in the old cemetery, 
AVarstono Lane, Birmingham. 

Mies Naden was slight and tall, with a 
delicate face and ‘ dear blue-grey eyes.’ She 
was regular and active in her habits. She 
had a penetrating voice, and was thoroughly 
self-possessed in public speaking, She ap¬ 
pears to have been rather aggressive and 
sarcastic in discussion, but had very warm 
friendships, and was always fond of run and 
harmless frolics. 

Miss Naden’s poems had attracted little 
notice until Mr. Gladstone called attention 
to them in on artiole upon British poetesses 
in an early number of the ‘ Speaker.’ Mr. 
Gladstone named her as one of eight who 


had shown splendid powers. The poems 
undoubtedly show freshness and command 
of language, bliss Naden had in 1876 met 
Dr. Lewins, and became his disciple. The 
doctrine taught by both is called ‘Hylo- 
Idealism,’ ana has been described as 1 monistic 
positivism.’ It is on attempt to give a meta¬ 
physical system in accordance with modern 
scientific thought. Miss Naden’s writings 
upon this topic, as an opponent of her theory 
(Dr. Dale) remarks, show great acuteness, 
gracefulness of style, and felicity of illus¬ 
tration. Her chief attempt in philosophy, 
however, the essay upon' Induction and De¬ 
duction,’ though of great promise as the 
work of a student, is based upon inadequate 
knowledge; and she died before her powers, 
obviously remarkable, had fully riponed. 

Miss Naden’s works, besides the two 
volumes of poetry above mentioned, rtb col¬ 
lected in (1) ‘Induction and Deduction . . . 
and other Essays. . .. Edited by R. Lewins, 
M.D., Medical Department,’ 1890; and (2) 
‘ Further Reliqnes of Constance Naden,’ 
edited by George M. McCrie, 1891. Two 
pamphlets, ‘ Miss Naden’s World Scheme,’ 
by George M. McCrie, and ‘ Constance Na- 
den and Hylo-Idealism,’ by E. Cobham 
Brewer, LL.D., both annotated by Dr. 
Lewins, give accounts of her philosophy, A 
selection from her writings, edited by the 
Missos Hughes of Birmingham, appeared in 
1899. 

[Constance Naden: a Memoir, by W. R, 
Hughes, with an Introduction by Professor Lap- 
worth, and Additions by Professor Tilden and 
Robert Lewins, M.D., 1890; article by tho Rev. 
Dr. R. W. Dale (with personal recollections) in 
the Contemporary Review for April 18B1 (also 
roprinted in ‘ Farther Reliqnes.’] 

NADIN, JOSEPH (1765-1848), deputy- 
constable of Manchester, son of Joseph 
Nadin, a former, was born at Fairfield, Derby¬ 
shire, in 1766, At the age of twelve he 
began work at Stockport, and subsequently 
was successful in business as a cotton-spin¬ 
ner. During the time that the cotton opera¬ 
tives were making raids on cotton mills in 
Lancashire and elsewhere, for the purpose of 
destroying machinery, Nadin made himself 
conspicuous in detecting the plotters and 
bringing them to justice. He was prevailed 
upon in 1801 to take the office of deputy-con¬ 
stable of Manchester, and he thereby became 
chief executive officer to the governing body 
of the town, which was then under the 
court-lest of the manor. 

His life as a public officer was eventful 
and dangerous, and he was a zealous, able, 
and courageous servant of the authorities. 
Some said that he was the real ruler of Man- 
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duster, and that the magistrates thought 
they exercised a wholesome authority when ? 
at his suggestion, they sought to repress by 
e-renr means of coercion the rising demand 
for political and social rights. The course 
he took with regard to Samuel Bamford. 
r q v.l and other reformers, as -well as m the 
‘ Peterloo ’ meeting in 1819, rendered him 
Very unpopular; hut he earned tha gratitude 
of the ruling classes, hy whom he was pre¬ 
sented with costly testimonials. He figures 
as ft sort of Jonathan Wild in Mrs. Banks s 
novel of ‘ Rod’s Providence House. He bad 
a magnificent physique, as is shown both hy 
his portraits and by a graphio passage in 
Bamford’s ‘Life of a Radical,’ where, how¬ 
ever, he is described as coarse, illiterate, and 
ill-mannered. He amassed considerable pro¬ 
perty, and on his retirement from office in 
1821 he went to live on an estate which he 
possessed at Oheadle, in Cheshire. He died 
there on 4 March 184S, aged 83, and was 
buried in St. James's Church, Manchester. 
He married Mary Rowlinson in 1792, and 
left several children, 

[Biimford’s Life of a Bndieal, i. 82; Pren¬ 
tice's Manchester, 1851,p. 34; Manchester Notes 
aud Queries, vol. i.; Trans. Lancashire and Che¬ 
shire Antiquarian Sac. vol. si.; informs t ion kindly 
supplied by Mi-. W. S. Nadin.] C. W. S. 


tfAESMITH. [See Nasmith and Na- 

SMSTH.] 

NAFTEL, PAUL JACOB (1817-1891), 

painter in water-colours, born at Guernsey 
on 10 Sept. 1817, was son of Paul and Sophia I 
Naftel of Guernsey. He resided during the ! 
earlier part of his life in Guernsey, where he 
was educated; and, although a self-taught 
artist, was appointed professor of drawing at 
Elisabeth College. Beeomingknown for his 
delicateandrefined studies in water-colour, ha 
was elected an associate of the ‘ Old ’ Society 
of Painters in Water-colours on 11 Feb. I860, 
and a full member on IS June 1869. He 
did not settle in England till 1870, when 
he resided at 4 St. Stephen's Square, West- 
bourne Park, London, continuing to practise 
as a drawing-master, and to be a prolific ex¬ 
hibitor at the exhibition of the ‘ Old' Society. 
He subsequeutlymoved to70ElmPai’kRoad, 
Chelsea, and later to a house at Strawberry 
Hill,wherehedied onlSSspt, 1891. Nofters 
subjects were in his earlier days the scenery 
of his native Channel Islands, and latterly 
■news in the United Kingdom and Italy. 
They were remarkable for tender and light 
effects rather than strength, and in his earlier 
days he was lavish in his use of body colour. | 
He made the designs to illustrate Anstsd and 
Latham's book on the 1 Channel Islands,’ | 


Nagle 


1862. Nafl el married, fiiai, Miss Rohillmrd 
of Alderney; and. secondly, Isabol, youngest 
daughter of Oct-inns Oakley [q. v.J, wn tor- 

colour painter. . 

Kiim, JLura (185(5-1800), pointer, 
daughter of the above by his second wile, 
was°born on 1 June 1866. At first a pupil 
of her father, she afterwards Btudied at tho 
Slade School of Art in London, and m Paris 
underM. Carolus Duran. Sheattained dist mo¬ 
tion as a painter in water-colouTO, and was 
especially noted for her paintings of flowers. 
She was elected an associate of the Old 
Society of PaintersinWater-colours in March 
188 7, bat died in her father’s house at Elm 
Park Road, on 18 Feb. 1890. She pblbhei l 
a book on ‘Flowers and how to paint them. 

[Private information; Rogot’s Hist, of tho 
iota Wator-enlnur ’ Hnnietv.l L. 0. 


NAGLE, Sir EDMUND (1757-1830), ad¬ 
miral, bom in 1767, iB said to have been u 
nephew of Edmund Burlte. It would teem 
more probable that he was a Bon of Burke’s 
first-cousin. He entered the navy in 1770, 
under the care of Captain John Slot t, on board 
the Juno frigate, inwhich ho wentto theFalk- 
land Islands, on the occasion of their being 
surrendered by Spain in 1771 (Bhatron, Nav, 
and Mil, Memoirs, vi. 15 ; cl. art. FaHMIIR, 
Clioxtan). He afterwards soryed in the Win- 
chelsea, Deal OaBtle, Thetis, and Bionlamiit, 
on the Mediterranean and home stations, and 
passed his examination on 7 May 1777 (Pas¬ 
sing Certificate). On 26 Oct 1777 he was 
promoted to be lieutenant of the Greenwich 
Btoresbip, on tho North American station. 
In 1779 he was in the Syren, in tho North 
Sea, and from 1780 to 1782 wus again on 
the coast of North America in the Warwick, 
with Captain Elphinstone [seo Etpuimorr i), 
Gaonax: Kbitii, viscoustt Keith], On! Aug\ 
1782 he was promoted to the command of 
the Rncoon brig, which was shortly after¬ 
wards captured off the Delaware by I lie 
French frigate Aigle, A fow days latov, 
11 Sept., Nagle regained kislibevty, 1 lio Aiglo 
being 'in turn captured by the Warwick, llo 
was thau appointed to the TIound sloop, and 
on 27 Jan. 1783 was posted to tho Grana, 
which he brought borne and paid off. In 
1793 he commissioned the Active frigate, 
and early in 1794 was moved into the Artois 
of 44 guns, in which for the next three years 
he was actively employed, undor the com¬ 
mand of Sir John Borlase Warren [q. v.], or 
Sir Edward Pellew, afterwords viscount 
Exmouth [q.v.] On 21 Oct, 1794,offUshant, 
tho little squadron, then commanded by 
Pellew, sighted the RGvolulionnniro, French 
frigate, also of 44 guns, which was chased 
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and brought to action by the Artois. On the 
other frigates coming up the RGvolutionnairo 
surrendered. She was a new and very fine 
ship, and was for several years one of the 
crack frigates in the English navy. For his 
gallant service Nagle was knighted. _ The 
next year the Artois was with warren in the 
expedition to Quiberon, and, continuing on 
the French coast, was lost on a sandbank olf 
Rochelle on 31 July 1797, when in chase of 
a French frigate. 

In August 1798 Nagle married ‘a lady 
of ample fortune—the widow of John Lucie 
Blackman of Craven Street’—after which ho 
had little service at sea. In 1801-2 he com¬ 
manded the Majestic, and afterwards the 
Juste for a few months, and in 1808 was ap¬ 
pointed to command the sea fencibles of tne 
Sussex coast. At this time, making his head¬ 
quarters at Brighton, he was introduced to 
the Prince of Wales, and, telling a good 
story, and overflowing with rollicking Irish 
humour, became a great favourite. He was 
made rear-admiral on 9 Nov. 1805, and for 
a short time hoisted his flag on board the 
Inconstant at Guernsey. He was promoted , 
to be vice-admiral on 31 July 1810, and, 1 
again for a short time, was commander-in- 
chief at Leith. In 181S he was governor 
of Newfoundland, and in 1814, when the 
allied monarehs reviewed the fleet at Spit- 
head, he was nominated aide-de-camp to tho 
prince-regent. On 2 Jan. 1816 ha was made 
a KC.B., and on 12 Aug. 1819 was promoted 
to the rank of admiral. 

During all this time, however, with these 
few intermissions, he was in attendance on 
the prince, and in 1820, on the prince’s ac¬ 
cession to the throne, was appointed groom 
of the bedchamber. Ho is described aB a man 
of great good nature and a simplicity of 
mind which was said to make him the butt 
for some coarse practical jokes. Ub died at 
hishouseat East Molesey, Surrey, on 14 March 
1830, leaving no issue. 

[Marshall’s Roy. Nav. Biog. i. 277 J Gent. 
Mag. 1830, i.469, Brenton's Naval History.] 

J. K. L. 

NAGLE, NANO or HONORA (1728- 
1784), foundress of the Presentation order 
of nuns, born in 1728, was daughter of 
Garrett Nagle of Ballygriffin near Mallow, 
oo. Cork. The Nagles were of Anglo-Nor¬ 
man origin: a kinswoman (Miss Nagle of 
SkanballyduiT, oo. Cork) was mother of 
Burke. Nano’s mother belonged to the 
Mathew family of Thomastown, oo. Tip- 

B and was connected with Father 
v [q. v.], the apostle of temperance. 
Nano was educatod at home, and afterwards 
at Paris, where a glimpse, early one morning 


on her return from a ball, of some poor 
people waiting outside a church door in 
order to attend mass is said to have given a 
serious turn to her thoughts. 

She returned to Ireland about 1760, deter¬ 
mined to devote herself to the poor of her 
own country; but, deterred by the penal 
laws, she went back to France with the in¬ 
tention of entering a convent. But again 
she was driven home by a sense of her voca¬ 
tion. Her father was dead, but she re¬ 
mained in Dublin with her mother and 
sister until their death forced her to take 
up her residence with her brother in Cork. 
There thepoor Catholic population was desti¬ 
tute of all means of education. With her 
own fortune, and afterwards with the support 
of some members of ber family, sbe secretly 
started a poor school for catholic girls. She 
also visited the sick, and at her own expense 
established an asylum for aged females, 
which still exists. The narrowness of her 
own resources subsequently led her to charge 
fees at her school, and she herself collected 
them. But her health was had, and, finding 
that her own energies were unequal to the 
task of carrying on the school, Bhe deter¬ 
mined to pat it under the care of a religious 
community—a dangerous expedient in face 
of the stringency of the penal laws, which 
proscribed all religious communities. Four 
young ladies entered a convent of theDrsu- 
lino nuns in Paris to prepare themselves to 
undertake Miss Nagle’s work, and after a 
period of trainingtkey reached Cork in 1771 
in the charge of Dr. Francis Moylan [q. v.], 
subsequently bishop of the diocese, and oc¬ 
cupied the convent founded by Miss Nagle. 
Bhe did not become one of their number. 

The order of Ursuline nuns is mainly 
occupied in the education of girls of the 
well-to-do classes, but Miss Nagle interested 
herself mainly in the poor. The corpora¬ 
tion refrainedfrom enforcing thelaws against 
the new community in consideration of its 
beneficent objects. In further pursuit of 
her high aims Miss Nagle in 1776 laid the 
foundation of a new order, which was to 
devote itself exclusively (unlike the TJr- 
sulines) to the education of the female chil¬ 
dren or the poor. To this congregation she 
gave the name of the Order of the Presentation 
of the Blessed Virgin Mary. A convent and 
schools, specially ereoted by Miss Nagle, at 
her own expenso, for the new order, were 
opened on Christmas day 1777, and the 
occasion was celebrated by a dinner to fifty 
beggars, on whom the foundress waited her- 
seS. The rules of the community were 
approved of by Pope Pius VI in 1791, and 
confirmed on 9 April 1806 by Pius VH 
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■who constituted the congregation an order 
of the catholic church. It mi thus that 
systematic education was, since the days of 
tie Reformation, first brought within reach 
of the poor in Ireland. 

"Worn out by her hard work and by aus¬ 
terities, Miss Nagle died at her convent in 
Cork on 20 April 1784, at the age of fifty- 
six. 

There is an oil-painting of her in the Ur- 
suline convent, Blackrock, co. Cork. 

The Ursuline order, which Miss Nagle in¬ 
troduced into Ireland, has numerous con¬ 
vents in that country, offshoots of her foun¬ 
dation ; and her own order (the Presenta¬ 
tion) has had fiity-two houses in Ireland, one 
in England,twelve in BritishNorth America, 
four in Australia, three in the United States, 
and one in India. 

[Hutch's Life of Nano Nagle; Coppinger’s 
Life of Nano Nagle; Webb's Compendium of 
Irish Biography; the Catholic Dictionary.] 

P. L.N. 

NAGLE, Sib RICHARD (f. 1689) 
attorney-general for Ireland, son of James 
Nagle of Clogher, was of an ancient family 
in co. Cork. By old authors the name is often 
incorrectly written Nongle. Carrigacunna 
Castle, on the Blackwater, between Mallow 
and I>rmoy, belonged to him, and some 
neighbouring hills still bear the family name. 
According to the commonly received hut very 
scanty authorities, he was educated by the 
Jesuits and intended far the priesthood. Pre¬ 
ferring the law, ‘ he arrived to a goad perfec¬ 
tion, and was employed by many protestants, 
so that he knew the weak part of most of 
their titles’ (Kiss, ch. iii. sec. iii. p. 9). 

Charles H died 6 Feb. 1684-5, and Or¬ 
monde, though ‘ with dismal sadness at his 
heart,’ proclaimed Janies II in Dublin, He 
was at once removed, and Henry Hyde, earl 
of Clarendon [q. v.], was made lord-lieutenant 
in October, and landed in Ireland 29 Deo.; 
hut Richard Talbot, earl of Tyrconnel [q. v.], 
who was in London, thwarted him at every 
step, and soon took Nagle into consultation. 
In February 1686-6 Nagls proposed to the 
lord-lieutenant that the outlawries on which 
the protestant settlement rested should he 
reversed (Clarendon Correspondence, i. 273). 

In May he became a privy councillor, but 
refused to be sworn, ostensibly on account 
of the great professional loss likely to follow 
(ib. i. 446). At the end of July 1686 Nagle 
was consulted by Clarendon and dined with 
him, the lord-lieutenant regardinghim as the 
authorised representative of the Irish Roman 
catholics (tb. i. 516). He was already con¬ 
templating a parliament (ib. p, 638) whioh 
aught dispossess the English settlers, though 


he as yet admitted that they would have to 
he compensated (ib, p. 664). At the end of 
August Tyrconnel went to London again to 
arrange with James for the supersession of 
Clarendon, and for the further depression, of 
the protestant interest in Ireland. Nagle 
accompanied him, and was consulted by the 
king as well as by Sunderland. He returned 
to Ireland before Tyrconnel, after address¬ 
ing to him the famous letter, hoaring date 
26 Oct., in which the repeal of the Act of 
Settlement was first seriously suggested 
(Jacobite Narrative, p. 193). Clarendon did 
not see a copy of thU letter until January 
following ( Corresp, ii. 142). Though dated 
from Coventry and nominally written on the 
road, this document hears no mark of haste, 
and was probably composed in London after 
careful consultation with Tyrconnel and 
Sunderland (Harris, p, 107). Nagle was 
knighted by James, and at the end of 1686 
was appointed attorney-general for Ireland, 
displacing a protestant who had held the 
office since the Restoration. In August 1087 
Tyrconnel, who had then superseded Claron- 
don as viceroy, want to Chester with Naglu 
and Rice, and Bishop Cartwright entertained 
the party during James H’b visit {Diary, 
pp. 73-6). 

The anti-English interest in Ireland was 
strengthened by this meeting, and Nagle 
was active in the matter ol' the quo war¬ 
rantor which destroyed the protestant cor¬ 
poral ions, often by means of mere legal 
quibbles (King, ch. iii. sec. v. p. 2). In the 
spring of 1688 Naglo joined in the attempt 
to force Doyle upon Trinity Oollogo, Dub¬ 
lin, as a fellow (ib. sec. xv. p. 2). A little 
later he was more friendly to the college 
(Stubbb, p. 127), but its protestmil elm mu¬ 
ter would have bean destroyed if Jumes had 
succeeded. Outlawries arming- out of the 
rebellion of 1641 were reversed wholesale, 
and Nagle told those who were in a hurry 
to sue for their confiscated estates ‘to have 
a little patience, perhaps they would come 
more easily ’ (King, oh. Iii. see. xii, p, 2). lie 
went to Franco about the end of ] 088, and 
returned with JameS (Jacobite Narrative, p. 
816), who landed at Krnsale 12March 1688- 
1689. Means were at once taken to carry 
out the new policy. A parliament was 
called, which met in Dublin on 7 May, and 
h agle sat for the county of Cork with ,1 us- 
tin MacCarthy [q. v.] as a oolluagiio. 11 o 
was at once chosen speaker, and had a prin¬ 
cipal part in repealing the Acte of Settle¬ 
ment and Explanation, and in passing tho 
great Act of Attainder, which deprived 2,465 
landowners of then 1 estates and vested them 
m the crown. King says that when Naglo 
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presented tlie bill for tie royal absent he re¬ 
marked tkat many of these persons had been 
attainted on common fame. Pardons granted 
after 1 Nov. were made null and void, and 
the act was not published, but kept carefully 
secret, lest absentees should return within the 
specified time, We ore told that James him¬ 
self did not know what was in the act, that 
he had read without understanding it, thus 
destroying his own prerogative by mistake, 
and that he upbraided Nagle for deceiving 
him (Kim, ch. iii. sec. xii.) The attorney- 
general was also zealous in depriving pro- 
lestants of their churches (ib. sec. xviiiT), and 
in making the position of their clergy in¬ 
tolerable (ib. sec. xx.) 

Schomberg landed at Oarrickfergus in 
Amgust, and advantage was taken of the 
subsequent mortality among his troops to 
tamper with them. A letter bearing Nagle’s 
imprimatur, and porliaps written by him, 
was circulated among the soldiers reminding 
them of the fate of Sennacherib’s host, and 
exhorting them to return to their legitimate 
king (Jacobite Narrative, p. 251). At Tyr- 
connel’s request, James in September made 
Nagle his chief secretary as well os attor¬ 
ney-general, with Albeville for a colleague 
(Bdbwiok, i. 860). After the Boyne, 1 July 
1090, he was one of those who urged James’s 
immediate flight to Prance. In the Septem¬ 
ber following, if not sooner, he was at St. 
Germain with Tyrconnel and Bice, and re¬ 
turned with them to Galway in January 
1090-1, bringing about 8,000/. and some in¬ 
ferior stores (Stobv, Omit. p. 61). Chief- 
justice Nugent acted as Jacobite secretary 
during Ms absence. Alter the buttle of 
Aughrim in July following, and the conse¬ 
quent fall of Galway, Nagle remained at 
Limeriok with Tyrconnel, who trusted him 
in the most seoret matters (Macarice Exci- 
dium, p. 109), and he remained in the city 
during tho siege by Ginkel. Tyrcounol died 
on 14 Aug., and a commission from James 
was produoed which left the wreck of Ms 
authority in the hands of Fitton, Naglo, and 
Francis Plowden, as lords justices, but with¬ 
out power in military matters (Jaaobite Nar¬ 
rative, p. 166). After the surrender of Lime¬ 
rick they all three sailed together in the same 
vessel with Sarsfleld on 22 Deo., and reaohed 
France in safety (ib, p, 191; Cardinai 
Moran, Spicilegium Ossorieme, ii, 30S), 
With the title of secretary of state for Ire¬ 
land Nagle was for a time one of the junto 
of five who ruled at the melancholy court of 
St. Germain (Clarkd, ii. 411). He probably 
died abroad, but the date is uncertain. He 
had a large family, and one son at least was 
married in France to Margaret, younger 


daughter of Walter Bourke of Turlogh. 
Mr. Garrett Nagle, now a resident magistrate 
in Ireland, is Hu Richard's descendant. 

Berwick (i. 860) says Nagle was a 'very 
honest man, of good sense, and very clever 
in Ms profession, but not at all versed in 
affairs of state.’ At the beginning of 1080 
Clarendon wrote of him as ‘ the lawyer, a 
Roman Catholic, and a man of the best re¬ 
pute for learning as well as honesty among 
that poople’ (Corresp. i, 273), and for Borne 
months after he often backs that opinion; but 
in Ms diary a year later is ‘ sure that he is 
both a covetous and an ambitious man,’ and 
does not in the least believe his most solemn 
asseverations (ib. ii. 150). 

[Archbishop King's State of the Protestants 
under Jamas II, with Charles Leslie’s Answer, 
1692; Singer's Clurendon and Rochester Corre¬ 
spondence; Journal of the Parliament in Ire¬ 
land, 1669; Clarke’s Life of James 11; Macarise 
lixcidium, or Destruction of Cyprus, ed. O'Cal¬ 
laghan; Bishop Cartwright's Diary (Camden 
Sac.); Stubbs’s Hist, of Dubl. Univ.; M&noires 
du MaiAohal de Berwick, Collection Petitot and 
Monmerqiri; Harris’s Life of William IH; 
Story’s Hist, and Cont. 1693; Lodge’s Peorage 
of Ireland, ed. Arehdall; Jacobite Narrative, ed. 
Oilbut, from Lord Pingall’s manusoript. This 
last is tho work quoted by Macaulay as 'light 
to the blind.’] R. B-l. 

NAIRNE, Baroness. [SsbElpuinsionb, 
Maruaret Merger, 1788-1867.] 

NAIRNE, CAROLINA, Baronebs 
Naibnh (1706-1846), Scottish ballad writer, 
born at Gask, Perthshire, 16 Aug. 1766, was 
the daughter of Laurence Ohphant. The 
latter, like Ms father, whom he succeeded in 
1767, was on ardent Jacobite, and married in 
1766 his first-cousin Margaret, eldest daugh¬ 
ter of Duncan Robertson of Strowan, Perth¬ 
shire, cMef of the dan Donnochv. Carolina 
was named after Prince Charles Stuart; in a 
list of births and deaths in her father's hand 
it is written ‘ Carolina, after the King, at Gask, 
Aug. 16th 1766’ (Oijehant, Jacobite Lairds 
of Gask, p. 849). She soon became ‘ a sturdy 
tod’ in her mother’s esteem, and a nonjuring 
clergyman, who was her tutor for a time, 
reported that she was a very promising 
student. Although somewhat delicate in her 
early years—‘ a paper miss ’ her nurse called 
her—she became a skilful rider, and sang and 
danced admirably. Her beauty gained for 
her the title of ‘pretty Miss Car, 1 and subse¬ 
quently of ‘ the Flower of Strathearn.’ 

Carolina induced her brother Laurence to 
become a subscriber to Burns's poems, an¬ 
nounced fiom Edinburgh in 1786. She fol¬ 
lowed with eager interest Burns’s improve¬ 
ments on the old Scottish songs in Johnson’s 
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‘Musical Museum’ and Thomson’s 'Songs 
of Scotland. J The first important result of 
this new stimulus was in 1792, when she 
gate her brothei - in stiict secrecy a new ver¬ 
sion of ‘ The Pleuchman ’ (ploughman) to 
sing at a gathering of the Gael; t ennntry. It 
instantly became popular. She followed up 
her success by writing other humorous and 
Jacobite songs. In 1797 she joined her 
brother, who was about this time serving in 
the Perthshire light dragoons, when he went 
with Ms company to quarters in the north of 
England. There ia a legend that during this 
sojourn she had the distinction of declining a 
royal duke in marriage. On 27 July 1797 
another brother, Charles, died, and the folio w- 
ingyear when her friend, Mrs. Campbell Ool- 
quhoun, the sister of Scott’s ‘Willie Erskine,’ 
lost her firstborn child, Carolina sent her a 
copy of ‘ The Land o’ the Leal.’ On 2 June 
1806 she was married at Gask to her cousin, 
Major William Murray Nairne, assistant in¬ 
spector of barracks (son of Lieutenant-colonel 
John Nairne). Major Naime’s duties required 
bis presence at Edinburgh, and he and his wife 
settled first at Portobello and afterwards at 
Wester Duddingston, in a housenamed Caro¬ 
lina Cottage, presented to them by their re¬ 
lative, Robertson of Strowan. Here their 
only child, William Murray, was born in 
1808. 

Major Nairne was of a humorous, joyous 
temperament, but was restrained by the reti¬ 
cence of Ms wife, who was a victim of that 
‘ unseasonable modesty’ impatiently noted by 
the historian of the family as a failing of the 
Oliphants {Jacobite Lairds of Gask, p. 225). 
They met Sir Walter Scott occasionally, but 
the acquaintance never became intimate. Al¬ 
though her friends admired her artistic ac¬ 
complishments (she could draw and paint), 
and ner wide knowledge of Scottish songs 
attracted attention in private life, she con¬ 
cealed, even from her husband, her poetic 
acMevements. From 1821 to 1824, as Mrs. 
Bogan of Bogan, she contributed lyrics to the 
1 Scottish Minstrel ’ of E. A. Smith, but even 
the publisher was not made aware of her 
identity. Without co mmi tting herself she 
managed to write and copy Jacobite songs 
and tunes for her kinsman Robertson of 
Strowan, who died in 1822. That year 
George IV visited Scotland, and, on the in¬ 
vitation of Sir Walter Scott, interested him¬ 
self in the fallen Jacobite adherents. The 
result was the bill of 17 June 1824, wMch 
restored them to their birthright. Major 
Nairne thus became a peer (beiug the fifth 
Lord Nairne of Nairne, Perthshire), and his 
wife was thenceforth known as Baroness 
Nairne. 


LadyNairne’s chief object in life was no w 
the training of her only son. Up to Ms fif¬ 
teenth year she mainly taught him herself. 
Then she selected tutors with the greatest 
care. On the death of Lord Nairne m 1829 
she left Edinburgh with the boy, soil ling first 
I with relatives at Olifton, near Bristol. It 
was probably at this time that she wrote her 
vigorous and touching ‘Farewell to Edin¬ 
burgh.' In July 1831 they went to Kings¬ 
town, Dublin, and thenoe to Enniskerry, oo. 
Wicklow. Here, as at Edinburgh, her friends 
noticed her artistic tastes, and sko drew a 
striking landscape, with common blaokleinl, 
on the damp back wall of hor dwelling 
(Rooms, Memoir, p. 60). The summer of 
1884 young Lord Nairne and his mother 
spent m Scotland. 

The young man’s delicate health, however, 
constrained them to move in the aut umn, and, 
along with Mrs. Keith (Lady Nairno’s sister) 
and their niece, Miss Margaret II. StumirL 
of Dalguise, Perthshire, they wont to tlio 
continent, visiting Paris, the chief It alien 
cities, Geneva, Interlachen,and Biuluu. They 
spent the winter of 1833-6 in Mannheim ; 
but after an attack of influenza tlio young 
Lord Nairne died at Brussels on 7 Doc. 1837. 
From June 1888 to the summer of 1841, wil li 
a little party of relatives and friends, Lady 
Nairne again visited various continental ro- 
sorts. In 1842-3 the party was at PuriB, and 
in the latter year Lady Nairne relumed to 
j Gask as the guest of her nepliuw, James Blair 
| Olipliant, and bis wife. Her huall h was grow¬ 
ing uncertain, bui she corresponded with hor 
friends, and evinced a deep interest in the 
great movement which was just culminating 
m the disruption of the church of Scolluud. 
In the winter of 1848 she had a stroke of 
paralysis, from which she rallied sufiioiuutly 
to he able to interest herself in various Chris¬ 
tian benefactions, to watch the developmnnt 
of the free Mrk, and to give practical aid to 
the social schemes of Dr. Chalmers. Shi* died 
on 26 Oot. 1845, and was buried witMn the 
chapel at Gask. Eor portrait, at Gask was 
painted by Sir John Watson Gordon. 

Lady Nairne had in her last years con¬ 
sented to the anonymous publication of hor 
poems, and a collection was in preparation 
at her death. Withtho consent of hor sistor, 
Mrs. Keith, in 1846, they were published in a 
handsome folio as ‘ Lays from Stralkearn, by 
Carolina, Baroness Nairne; arranged with 
Symphonies and Accompaniments by Finlay 
Dun, In 1869 the ‘ Life and Songs of 1 ho 
Baroness Nairne ’ appeared, under tho editor¬ 
ship of Dr. Charles Rogors, the lifu being 
largely written by Mr. T. L. Kington Oli- 
pliant of Gask (Jacoliie Lairds of Gush, 
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p. 433). l)r. Rogers revised and amended 
this volume in a now edition published in 

isse. 

Lady .Nairne excels in thehumorous ballad, 
the Jacobite song, and songs of sentiment and 
domestic jiathos. She skilfully utilised the 
example of Burns in fitting beautiful old tunes 
with interesting words; her admirable com¬ 
mand of lowland Scotch enabled her to write 
for the Scottish people, and her ease of gene¬ 
ralisation gave breadth of significance 1o 
special themes. In her ‘ Land o’ the Leal,’ 

‘ Laird o’ Cocltpen,’ and ‘Caller Herrin’,’ she 
is hardly, if at all, second to Bums himself. 

1 The Land 0 ’ the Leal,’ set to the old tune 
‘ Hey tutti taiti,’ also used by Bums for 
‘ Scots wha ha'e,’ was translated into Greek 
verse by the Rev. J. Riddell, fellow of Balliol 
College, Oxford. ‘ Caller Herrin* * was writ¬ 
ten for the benefit of Nathaniel Gow, son of 
the famous Perthshire fiddlerNeil Go w [q. v.}, 
whose melody for the song, with its echoes 
from the peal of church hells ; has been a 
favourite with composers of variations. Two 
well-known settings are those by Charles 
Czerny aud Philip Knapton (1788-1833) [q. v.] 
Lady Nairne ranks with Hoggin her Jacobite 
songs, bat in several she stands first and alone. 
N othing in the language surpasses the exube¬ 
rant buoyancy of her ‘ Charlie is my darling,’ 
the swift triumphant movement of ‘ The Hun¬ 
dred Pipers,’ and the wail of forlorn desola¬ 
tion in ‘Will ye no' come hack againP’ 
Excellent in structure, theso songs are en¬ 
riched by strong conviction and natural feel¬ 
ing. The same holds true of all Lady Naime’s 
domestic verses and occasional pieces, ‘The 
Auld House,’ ‘The Rowan Tree,’ ‘Cradle 
Song,’ the ‘ Mitherless Lammie,’ ‘ Kind Robin 
lo’esme’ (a tribute to LordNairne), and ‘ Gude 
Nicht and joy be wi’ ye a’.’ ‘Would you he 
young again p * woe written in 1842, when 
the authoress was seventy-six. 

|Bugera's Life and Songs of Lady Nairne; 
Kington Oliphant’s Jacobite Lairds of Gash; 
Tytier and Watson's Songstresses of Scotland.] 

T. B, 

NAIRNE, EDWARD (1726-1800), elec¬ 
trician, born in 1720, was probably a member 
of the family of Nairne resident at Sand¬ 
wich, Kent. He early intorosted himself in 
scientific studies, and established a shop at 
20 Oornhill, London, as an ‘ optical, mathe¬ 
matical, and philosophioalinstrument maker,’ 
in which capacity he enjoyed royal patronage. 
In 1771 he began to contribute papers onscien- 
tific suhjeots to the ‘ Philosophical Transac¬ 
tions,’ and probably about this time made the 
acquaintance of Joseph Priestley [q. v.l In 
1774 he contributed to the ‘Philosophical 
Transactions ’ the results of a series of experi- j 


ments, showing the superiority of points over 
balls as electrical conductors,andconstructed, 
on plans supplied by Priestley, the first con¬ 
siderable electrical machine made in England 
(PniESTLBT,ilfe«i£)iVs,ed.lbOSJ, p. 69; Nichol¬ 
son's Journal, ii. 626-6). In the specification 
of the patent which he took out for this 
machine in 1782 it is described as a ‘new 
invention and most usefull improvement in 
the common electrical machine (which I call 
the insulated medical electrical machine) by 
insulating the whole in a particular manner, 
and constructing the conductors bo that either 
shocks or sparks may be received from them.’ 
Nairne published a description of this machine, 
which reached an eighth edition, in 1796. It 
is still well known as ‘Nairne’s electrical 
machine’ (Woodceoit, Specifications of Par 
tents, Electricity and Magnetism, p. 3; Sm 
Hujishey Davy, Works, v. 31 ; Dusoilauto, 
Treatises on Natural Philosophy , p. 677; 
Ganot, Physics, p. 741). 

On 20 March 1776 Nairne was elected 
F.R.S., being admitted on 27 June (Thom¬ 
son, History of the Nopal Society, p. 449). 
In the same year he made some experi¬ 
ments to determine the specific gravity of 
sea-water, the degree of cold at which it 
bogins to freeze, and whether the ice he 
salt or not; his results were published in a 
pamphlet dedicated to Sir John Pringle. 
He also invented the process of artificial 
desiccation by means of sulphuric acid acting 
under the receiver of an air-pump, of which 
he published an aoeount (Phil. Trans. Index ; 
Edinburgh Phil. Journal, iii. C6-9). He im¬ 
proved the astronomical apparatus at Green¬ 
wich (Lybons, Environs), constructed many 
excollent scientific instruments, and contri¬ 
buted numerous papers, besides those already 
mentioned, to the ‘Philosophical Transac¬ 
tions' ( Nicholson’s Journal , passim; Phil. 
Trans,; Ronald, Catalogue of Books and 
Papers relating to Electricity). 

In 1800 Nairne became one of the pro¬ 
prietors of the newly founded Royal Insti¬ 
tution, hut does not seem to have taken an 
active part in its proceedings. In the fol¬ 
lowing year he gave up his business in Com- 
hlll and removed to Chelsea, where he died 
on 1 Sept. 1800,aged 80 (Gent. Mag., 1800, 
ii. 880; London ^Directory, 1801-7). 

The electrician must not he connised with 
a contemporary Edwabd Nairne (1742 P- 
1799), attorney and supervisor of customs at 
Sandwich, who was horn there about 1742, 
and wrote: 1. ‘ Humorous Poems,’ Canter¬ 
bury, 1791; 2nd edit., published as ‘ Kentish 
Tales,’ Sandgate, 1824. 2. ‘ The Dog-tax: 
a Poem,’ Canterbury, 1797. He was known 
as the ‘ Sandwich bard,’ and died at Sand- 
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vicli on 5 July 1799 (Cent. May. 1799 ii. 

028; Bni'DSES, Censurct Litt. iii. 419). 

[Authorities quoted; works in Brit. Mus, 

Library; Lists of Itoya) Society; Weld’s Hist, 
of Royal Boc. ii. 52; Royal Institution Collec- 
tion ot Circulars, &e.; Bence Jones's Boyal In¬ 
stitution : its Founders and its first Professors; 

Journals of the Boyal Institution; Nichols’s II- 
lustr. of Lit. i. 1(35; Hili's Boswell, iii. 21, note; 

Rutt’s Life and Correspondence of Dr. Priestley, 
i. 79; Bolton’s Correspondence of Dr. Priestley, 
p. 116; Mountains’* Description of the Lines 
on Gunter's Scale, as improved by ... J. Ro. 
bertson, and executed by Messrs. Nairne and 
Blunt, Load. 1778,8vo; Lalande’s Bibliographic 
Astronomique; Nicholson's Journal, ii, 420,626- 
526, iv. 265 (new ser.), vi. 235, viii. 81, liii. 56; 

Monthly Review (or Literary Journal), passim; 

Watt's Bib!. Brit.; Royal Society's Oat. of Seion- 
tiflcPapers; Notes and Queries, 8th ser. yii. 40 8.] 

-w™. . A. F. P. was forfeited, but was reprioved and recolvutl 

■NAIRNE, JOHN, third Basok Naibite kis libei’ty. Inl738anact was also passed by 
(70), Jacobite, waatkeeldeat son of Lord parliament enabling him to sue or maintain 
William Murray, second baron Nairne, by any action or suit,and to inkoril any real or 
Margaret, only daughter and heiress of personal estate that might descend to liim. 
Robert, first baron Nairne [q.v .] William He nevertheless remained a staunch Jacobite, 
Nairne, SBcoiidBABOH’h T AiBNE(d. 1724), who and was thoroughly conversant with tint 
assumed Ins wife s surname and succeeded to plans for a rising m 1746. It washis daughter, 
her fathers title, was the fourth son of John Mrs. Robertson of Lude, ivlio, at tho renuost 

jlurpav. Tirst, TTO-rnmo nf A wl T*, _• v ' w h* • 


thus endangeringhis life (ii.p.23), TheDuku 
of Atholl attributed Nairne’s strong Jacobito 
leanings to the influence of his wife, daugh¬ 
ter of the first Lord Nairne, and to her arti¬ 
fices he also imputed the 'ruin' of his own 
three sons (Hist. MSS. Comm, 12tli Rup. Ap¬ 
pendix, pt. viii. p. 71). The second Lord 
Nairne (Red in. 1724. 

The third Lord Nairne, with his father, 
joined the rebellion of 1716, and become 
iioutenant-oolonel of Lord Okarlos Murray’s 
regiment. According to Patten he ‘ took a 
great deal of pains to encourago tho High¬ 
landers by his own experience in tlioir hard 
inarches, and always went with thorn on 
foot through the worst and deepest ways, and 
in highland dress ’ (History of the Hebdlion, 
ed. 1746, p. 44). Like his father, ho was 
taken prisoner at the battle of Preston, and 


, , , v r V , ocbmuu 01 jjlllhibill, ana on wie arrival of I, ho 

, /°. k 3 “ the *“» t °. tila government, 1 prince there on 8 Sept. Nairno was againsenl, 

and refrmned from taking Ins seat m parha- 1 forward to take possession of Perth. On the 
ment. Subsequently he strongly opposed daybaforetliB battle ofPrestonpaus(2l Sept,) 
the union, on* he was one of those who he was posted with five hunZl m m fn . , 


the standard of MarVJt."'" joined ( in at nightfall; and at the battle Nairno hold 
me standflra oi Alar, and naving’ with lus command of tlie second line conaial hirr nf 

and ma I ollea int0 1 Athollmen,the Robertwins, theMacdonalds of 
S 1 &dLStK 1 * aT’I n G 1 “™ 8 (^^^Macluchlan S . Iluwa°s“ 
on 19 Jan 171 fl ' . Athl ® trlai ° ae ° { prince’s privy council, and during 

0 P Iaaded §3“%, and on the march mto England he hold command of 

LItpri:vrd a rd D ln C Mi t 0 H deat ^ S?. 1 * a Inland regimen? of twohSffiTtic 

Straiten, deceived by a fals£msssfflj^^ no? 2* leuu: ? m S tlwt the prince liad resolved 
an express to acquaLt L^dIS “\to°of«ue the contest further, 1 m os- 
Perthshire that the ‘Duke of OrSwS tbf.A 6 ® °° n ) : “ ent ’ II(J was inducted in 

22 ); but Lockhart, dis^i^XatfS^' Z? t ' D “ e > * ^ eight sons and four 
hgcttce was false, sent word to^Noime in time Thn 8 ^ 8 ' ? V ° died young. 
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tenant-colonel in the army, and to whose 
son, William Murray Nairne, husband of 
Carolina, lady Nairne [q, v.], the title was 
restored by parliament 17 June 1824; Charies, 
an officer in the service ofthe States-Goneral, 
who died in Juno 1773; Thomas, who was 
an officer in Lord John Drummond’s regi¬ 
ment, and was captured in October 1746 on 
board the French ship L’Esperance, on Ms 
way to join the prince in Scotland, but after¬ 
wards obtained his pardon, and died at San- 
cerre, in France, 3 April 1777; and Henry, 
who was an officer in the French service. 

[Histories of the Rebellion by Patten, Rue, 
Ray, Home, and Chambers; Lockhart Papers; 
Nathaniel Hooke’s Negotiations (Roxburghe 
Club); Hist. MSS. Comm. 121 b Hep. App. pt. viii.; 
Douglas’s Scottish Peerage (Wood), it. 280-1.] 

T. F. H. 

NAIRNE, Sir ROBERT, of Strath- 
ord, first Baron Nairne (1600-1083), lord 
of session, was representative of a family 
which claimed descent from Michael de 
Nairne, who on 10 Feb. 1406-7 was witness 
to a charter of Robert, duke of Albany. Ho 
was the eldest son of Robert Nairne of 
Muckersie, and afterwards of Strathord, both 
in Perthshire, by Margaret, daughter of Sir 
John Preston of Penicuick, Midlothian, lord- 
president of the court of seesion. Like his 
father, he became a member of the Faculty of 
Advocates. With other royalists he was 
captured by a detachment from General 
Monck at Alyth, ForfarsMre, 28 Aug. 1061, 
and eont a prisoner to the Tower, where he 
remained till the Restoration. By Charles II 
he was appointed one of the lords of session, 
1 June 1061, receiving also the honour of 
knighthood; and on 11 Jan. 1071 he was 
appointed one of the court of justiciary. On 
23 Jan. 1081 he was created a peer of Scot¬ 
land by the title of Baron Nairne, to himself 
for life, and after his docease to his son-in- 
law, Lord William Murray, who assumed 
the surname of Nairne [see under Nairne, 
John, third Baron Nairne l At the trial 
of the Earl of Argyll in 1681 Nairne was 
compelled from fatigue to retire while the 
pleadings on the relevancy were still pro¬ 
ceeding. The judgus who remained being 
equally divided as to the relevancy, and the 
Duke of Queensberry, who presided, being 
unwilling to vote, Nairne was sent for to 
give his vote. According to Wodrow he feLl 
asleep while the pleadings for the relevancy 
were being read to him, hut being awakened 
alter this oeremonyhad been performed, voted 
for the relevancy of the indictment (Suffer¬ 
ings of the Kirk of Scotland, iii. 836). On 
10 April 1C83 Lord OastlsMll was appointed 
to be one ol' the criminal lords in place of 


Lord Nairne, who was excused from atten¬ 
dance on account of his great age, ' 1 This,' 
according to Lauder of Fouutainhall, ‘pro¬ 
voked the old man to reflect that when he 
was lying in the Tower for the king Castle- 
hill was one of Oliver Cromwell's pages and 
servants, and Nairne died within six weeks 
after tMs’ (Historical Notices, p. 436). By his 
wife Margaret, daughter of Patrick Graham 
of Inchbrakie, Perthshire, he had an only 
daughter, Margaret, married toLord William 
Murray, who became second Baron Nairne. 

[Wodrow’s Sufferings of the Church of Scot¬ 
land; Lauder of Fountainhall’sHistoricalNotices; 
Brunton and Haig's Senators of the College of 
Justice; Douglas's Scottish Peerage (Wood), li, 
279-80.] T. F. H. 

NAIRNE, Sir WILLIAM, Lord Dun- 
sinane (1731 P-1811), Scottish judge, born 
about 1731, the younger son of Sir William 
Naime, hart., of Dunsinane, Perthshire, by 
his wife, Emelia Graham of Fintry, Forfar¬ 
shire, was admitted an advocate on 11 March 
1766, and in 1768 wbb appointed joint com¬ 
missary clerk of Edinburgh with Alexander 
Naime. He was uncle to the notorious Ka¬ 
tharine Naime or Ogilvie, whoso trial for 
murder and incest attracted great attention 
in August 1765. He is supposed to have 
, counived at her subsequent escape from the 
, Tolbooth. lie succeeded Robert Bruce of 
Konnet as on ordinary lord of session, and took 
, his seat on tho bench, with the title of Lord 
i Dunsinane, on 9 March 1786, He succeeded 
to the baronetcy on the death of his nephew 
William, the fourth baronet, in January 1790, 
and at tho same time purchased the estate of 
Dunsinane from another nephew for 16,000/. 
On the resignation of John Campbell of 
Stonefield, Nairne was appointed a lord of 
justiciary, 24 Dec. 1792. He resigned his 
seat in the court of justiciary in 1808, and 
his ssat in ths court of session in 1809. Hs 
died at Dunsinane House on 23 March 1811. 

Nairne was unmarried. The baronetcy be¬ 
came extinct upon Ms death, while his estates 
devolved upon Ms nephew, John Mellis, 
who subsequently assumed the surname of 
Nairne. 

Nairne was not a rich man; and in order 
to olearoff the purchase money of Dunsinane 
he had to adopt the most rigid economy. 
To save the expense of entertaining visitors, 
he is said to have kept only one bed at Dun- 
sinaue, and upon one occasion, after laying 
every expedient to get rid of Ms friend 
George Dempster, he exclaimed in despair, 

‘ George, if you stay, you will go to bed at ten 
and rise at three, and then I shall get the bed 
after you’ (Kay, i. 217-18). 

Two etchings of Nairne will be found in 
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Kay's‘Original Portraits’ (Nos. xci. and ccc.) 
His < DLnutatio Juridica ad tit. 4 Lib. xx. 
Pand. Qtu potiores in pignora yel hypothaca 
kabeantur,' &c., was published in 17So, Edin¬ 
burgh, 4to. Ha assisted in the collection of 
the 1 Decisions of the Court of Session from 
the end of the year 1756 to the end of the 
year 1760/ Edinburgh, 1705, fol. 

[Kay's Series of Original Portraits and Cari¬ 
cature Etchings, 1877, i. 117—It, 307, 392, ii. 


tvas promoted to be attorney-general, and 
was sworn of the Irish privy council in the 
January following. In May 1886, at the 
early age of forty-four, he was made by 
Mr. Gladstone’s government lord chancellor 
of Ireland, in succession to Sir Edward Sul¬ 
livan, being the second catholic chancellor 
since the Reformation ; but he held the seals 
only until July, in which month the liberal 
government resigned office. He was ap¬ 
pointed a lord justice of appeal in August of 


scottisn aution, isoa, ui. 200-1 ; muiBu '—------ f— 7 , „ 

of Scot'-men, 1881, p. 381; Adam'n Political m February 1886. But m June tile govern- 
State of Scotland, lS87,p. 262; Burka's Extinct j ment again resigned, and Naish with thorn. 


Baronetage, 1814, p. 634; Burke’s Bunded 
Gentry, 1879. ii. 1151; Scots Mag. xx. 813, lii. 
51, lxxiii. 32U; Edinburgh Star, 2 April 1811; 
Brit. Mui. Cat.] G. E. E. B. 

NAISH, JOHN (1841-1890), lord chan¬ 
cellor of Ireland, son of Carrol Naish of 
Bnllyculleu, co. Limerick, was born in 1841. 
He was educated at the Jesuit school of 
Clongowes Wood in Kildare, and, on leaving 
school, entered Dublin University, where he 


He thereupon resumed the duties of lord 
justice of appeal. In the summer of 1890 
he went to Enas for his health, and he died 
there on 17 Aug. 1890, at the age of forty- 
nine. He was buried at Ems. 

He married in 1884 Maud, daughter of 
.Tampa Arthur Dease of Turhotstou, Wost- 
meath, and had by her three children. 

Naish was by no means a brilliant advo¬ 
cate, being naturally nervouB and retiring; 


obtained numerous distinctions, including a but he was probably the most eminent 
non-foundation scholarship in science in 1861 , lawyer of his time in Ireland. His clear 
(scholarships on the foundation being at that I judgment and his immonse learning gave 
time open to none but members of the theu j great weight to his decisions in the court of 
established church), the Lloyd exhibition appeal. 

for proficiency in mathematics and physics j An engraving of him was published in 
(1862), and a senior modevatorship both in London. 


mathematical science and in experimental 
and naturalscionce(1863). After graduating 
B.A., he entered the law school of the uni¬ 
versity, and was first prizeman in civil law in 
186S, and in feudal and English law in 1864 


[Irish Law Times, 23 Aug. 1890; Times, 
19 Aug. 1890; Freeman's Journal, 19 Aug. 1800; 
Dublin University Oalondar,] P. L. N. 

NAISH, WILLIAM (d. 1800), miniuture- 
also winning the single competitive student- pointer, was born at Axbridgo, Somerset, 
ship then given by the London Inns of Court, and practised with success in London. He 
Called to the Irish bar in Michaelmas term 1 exhibited at the Royal Aoademy almost con- 
of 1805, he joined the Munster circuit. His tinuously from 1783 until his death in 1800. 
industry and knowledge soon brought him' His portraits of Morton the dramatist and 
into good practice, and in 1870 he was re-, Mrs. Twisleton. and Mrs. Wells, actresses, 
tained in the important cose of O’Keefe v. j were engraved by Ridley for the ‘Monthly 


Cullen. In 1S71, in conjunction with Mr. 
(now Judge) Bewiey, he published a treatise 
on the Common Law Procedure Acts, which 
is still much used in Ireland. In 1S80 he 
took silk, and became law adviser to the 
Castle, a post since abolished. In those 
troublous times the office entailed extremely 
arduous labours, and he was credited by his 
political opponents with having unearthed 
the now familiar statute of Edward m, 
which was put in force against the supporters 
of the Land League. He was appointed by 
Mr. Gladstone solicitor-general for Ireland 
in 1863, and in the same year stood as a 
liberal for Mallow, whore he was beaten by 
Mr. WRliam O'Brien, the nationalist con- 


Mirror’ 

[Redgrave's Diet, of Artists, Royal Academy 
Catalogues.] S. M. 01D. 

NAISH, WILLIAM (1785-1860), ^ualrar 
writer, son of Francis Naish, silversmith, by 
Susanna, his wife, was horn in High Streot, 
Bath, on 9 March 1785, Coming to London, 
he opened a haberdasher’s shop in Grace- 
church Street. He interested himsolf in the 
anti-slavery movement, and published a large 
number of tracts and pamphlets in favour of 
that cause. During 1829 and 1830 he opened 
a depository athis shop in Graceckurch Street 
for the sale of these and other publica¬ 
tions. Ho afterwards lived at Maidstone and 


didate. In December of the next year he , at Bath, where he died on 4 March I860, 
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Aged 75, He was 'buried in the Friends' 
burial-ground at Widcombe Hill, near Bath, 
lie married Frances, daughter of Jasper 
Capper, and sister of Samuel Capper, author 
of ‘The Acknowledged Doctrines of the 
Church of -Rome,’ London, 1849. His son, 
Arthur John Neigh (1816-1889), was co¬ 
founder with Paul Bevan [see under Betas', 
Joseph Gtomy] of the valuable * Bevan- 
Naish Library ’ of Friends’ books, now de¬ 
posited in the library, Dr. Johnson Passage, 
Birmingham. 

Naish’s chief publications, nearly all un¬ 
dated, are: 1. ‘The Negro’s Remembrancer,’ 
in thirteen numbers: many of the later 
numbers ran to second and third editions. 
2. ‘ The Negro’s Friend,’ in twenty-six num¬ 
bers. 3. ‘A Short History of the Poor 
Black Slaves who are employed in culti¬ 
vating Sugar, Cotton, Coffee, &c. Intended to 
make little Children in England pity them, 
and use their Endeavours to relieve them 
from Bondage.' 4. ‘ Reasons for using East 
Indian Sugar,' 1828: this proceeded to a 
fifth edition. 5. ‘ A Brief Description of the 
Toil and Sufferings of Slaves in the British 
Sugar Colonies. . .byseveral Eye-witnesses.’ 

6. ‘The Negro Mother’s Appeal’ (in verse). 

7. ‘A Comparison between Distressed Eng¬ 
lish Labourers and the Coloured People and 
Slaves of the West Indies, from a Jamaica 
Paper.’ 8. ‘Plead the Cause of the Poor 
and Needy.’ 9. ‘ The Advantages of Free 
Labour over the Labour of Slaves. Eluci¬ 
dated in the Cultivation of Pimento, Ginger, 
and Sugar.’ 10. ‘ Biographical Anecdotes: 
Persons of Colour,’ in five numbers. 11. ‘A 
Sketch of the African Slave Trade, and 
the Slavery of Negroes under their Chris¬ 
tian Masters in the European Colonies.’ 
12. ‘ Sketches from the History of Pennsyl¬ 
vania,’ 1846. IS. ‘The Fulfilment of tho 
Prophecy of Isaiah,’ &c,, London, 1853. 
14. ‘ George Fox and his Friends as Leaders 
in the Peace Cause,’ London, 1869, A tale, 
‘The Negro Slave,’ 1830, 8vo, is also attri¬ 
buted toNaieh in the ‘British Museum Cata¬ 
logue;’ but from the preface it is evidently 
the work of a lady. 

TSmith’s Cat. ii. 210-14; registers at Devon¬ 
shire House; information from Mr. 0. E. 
Naish."! 0. F. S. 

NALSON, JOHN (1638 P-1686), his¬ 
torian and royalist pamphleteer, horn about 
1638, is said to have been educated at St. 
John’s College, Cambridge, but his_ name 
does not appear in the list of admissions. 
He took holy orders, and became rector of 
Doddington in the Isle of Ely. In 1678 he 
took the degree of LL.D. (Grarluati Qan- 
tabrigienses, p. 336). Nalson was an active 


polemical writer on tho side of the govern¬ 
ment during the latter part of the reign of 
Charles II. In a petition addressed to the 
king in 1682 ho describes himself ns having 
published ‘ a number of treatises far the vin¬ 
dicating of truth and bis majesty’s preroga¬ 
tive in church and state from the aspersions 
of the dissenters ’ ( Tanner MISS. ciii. 247). 
The first of these was ‘ The Countermine,’ 
published in 1677, which at once went 
through three editions, and was highly 
praised by PLOger L’Estrange [q. v.] (Ni¬ 
chols, Illustrations of Literary History, iv. 
69). Though published anonymously its au¬ 
thorship was soon discovered, and the parlia¬ 
ment of 1678, in which the opposition, whom 
he hod attacked, had the majority, resolved I o 
call Nalson to account. On 26 March 1678 
he was sent for on the charge of having 
written a pamphlet called ‘A Letter from a 
Jesuit in Paris, showing the most efficient 
way to ruin the Government and the Pro¬ 
testant Religion,’ a clumsy jew d’esprit, in 
which the names of various members of par¬ 
liament were introduced. After being kept 
in custody for about, a month, he was dis¬ 
charged, but ordered to he put out of the com¬ 
mission of the peace, and tohereprimanded by 
the speaker (1 May). ‘What you have done,’ 
said the speaker, ‘ was beneath the gravity 
of your calling and a desertion of your pro¬ 
fession ’ ( Commons’ Journals, ix. 672, 676, 
692, 608; Grey’s Debates, vii. S3, 103,164- 
167; Preface to the 4th edit, of The Counter¬ 
mine, 1684, pp. ii—ix). Nalson, however, un¬ 
deterred by this experience, published several 
other pamphlets, undertook to make a collec¬ 
tion ol documents in answer to Rushworth 
(1082), and printed the ‘Trial of Charles I’ 
(1684), prefixing to his historical works long 
polemical attacks on the whigs. He estimated 
the value of his services very highly, and 
lost no chance of begging for preferment. ‘A 
little oil,’ he wrote to Saneroft, ‘ will make 
the wheels go easy, which truly hitherto 
without complaining I have found a very 
heavy draught. It is some discouragement 
to see othors, who I am sure have not out- 
stript me in the race of loyal and hearty 
endeavours to serve the king and church, 
carry away the prize’ (14 July 1683; Tanner 
MSS. xxxiv, 80), He asked on 14 Aug. 1680 
for the mastership of Trinity College, Cam¬ 
bridge, which he justly terms ‘preternatural 
confidence,’ on 21 July 1680 for the deanery 
of Worcester, and to be given a prebend 
either at Westminster or Ely (ib. xxxiv. 79, 
136, xxxvii. 117, ciii. 247). In 1684 he was 
at length collated to a prebend at Ely. He 
died on 24 March 1686-6, aged 48, and was 
, buried at Ely. His epitaph is printed in Le 
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Xt*ve'« ‘ Fa'ti Anelicani,’ iiL 7 5, in Bentham’s 
1 Ely,'p. 262, and in Willis’s ‘Cathedrals,’ 
p. 39t. His will is (riven in Chester Waters's 
• Chesters of Chieheley,’ i. 320. 

Nalson married Alice Peyton, who married, 
after his death, John Cremer (d. 1708), of a 
Norfolk family, and was huried in Ely Ca¬ 
thedral in 1717. By Xalson she had ten 
children, seven of whom survived their 
father. The eldest son, Valentine (1693- 
1723), was a graduate of St. John's College, 
Cambridge (B.A. 1702 and Id. A. 1711); vicar 
of St. Martin's, Coney Street, Tort; pre¬ 
bendary of Ripon from 1713; and author of 
‘Twenty Sermons preached in the Cathedral 
of York,’ ed. Francis Hildyard (London, 1724, 
9vo; 2nd edit. 1737). Xalson’s daughter 
Elirabeth married, in 1687, Philip Williams, 
he- father's successor in the rectory of Dodd- 
ington (cf. Nichois, iv. 865). 

Xalson’3 only important work is the ‘ Im¬ 
partial Collection of the Great Affairs of 
State, from the beginning of the Scotch Re¬ 
bellion in the year 1639 to the mnrder of 
King Charles 1/ The first volume was pub¬ 
lished in 1682,and the second in 1083, but the 
collection ends in January 1642. Its avowed 
object was to serve as an antidote to the 
similar collection of Rushworth, whom Nal¬ 
son accuses of misrepresentations and sup¬ 
pressions intended to blacken the memory 
and the government of Charles I. Some 
letters addressed to Nalson on the subject 
of RuBhwoTth’s demerits are printed in the 
' Old Parliamentary History,’which contains 
also Nalson’s scheme for the next volume of 
his work (xxiii. 219-42). As the work was 
undertaken under the special patronage of 
Charles II, the compiler was allowed free 
access to various repositories of state papers. 
Prom the documents in the office of the clerk 
of the parliament ‘he was apparently allowed 
to take almost anything ha pleased, although 
in June 1694 the clerk of the house wrote 
For a list of the books in his possession be- 
longing to the office. He alsohad access to 
the Paper Office, though there he was ap¬ 
parently allowed only to taka copies 9 (lie- 
,wt on the MSS. of the Duke of Portland, 
Preface, p. i). Finding that the paper office 
contained very few documents on the Irish 
rebellion he applied to the Duke of Ormonde, 
and obtained permission to copy some of the 
papers (Tanner MSS. xxxv.68; Report on 
the Carte and Carew Papers, 1864, p. 0) 
liord Guilford communicated to him ex¬ 
tracts from the memoirs of the Earl of Man- 
chester, and he hoped to obtain help from 
the Earl of Macclesfield, one of the last sur¬ 
vivors of the king’s generals ( OU Parlia¬ 
mentary Sistory, xxiiL 233; QoHeetims, ii. 


200). By these means Nalson brought to¬ 
gether a great body of manuscripts illmi- 
trating the history of the period between 
1638 and 1660, to form the basis of Iho docu¬ 
mentary history which he proposed to writ e. 
Had it been completed it would liavo boon 
a work of the greatest value, in spite of the 
prejudices of the editor and the partiality of 
nis narrative. On the death of Nulson both 
the manuscripts which should have boon re¬ 
turned to the clerk of the parliament and tlm 
transcripts whioh he had made himself re¬ 
mained in the possession of his family. The 
collection was gradually broken up, and 
passed into various hands. [Is history in traced 
m Mr, Blnckhnme Daniel's profneo to tlm 
manuscripts of the Duke of Portland (777V. 
MSS. Comm,. 18th Rep. pt. i.) Rome of tlm 
Irish transcripts came into iho hands of 
Thomas Cnrto, and a considerable number 
of the pavliftmontavy papers were abstracted 
by Dr. Tanner. These portions of tlm eolloe- 
tion are in the Bodleian Library. Of (lui rest 
twenty-two volumes are in tlio possession 
of the Duke of Portland, wovo discovorotl 
at Welbeok Abbey by Mr. Maxwoll byte in 
1885, and are calendared in tlin report men¬ 
tioned above. Four volumes woro purchased 
by the British Museum in 1816, and IVinr 
others are still missing. Somo dominion w 
from Nelson’s collection woro printed by Dr. 
Zachary Grey in bis answer to Neal’s ' [lis- 
toiyof the Puritans’ (1737-0), and others 
by Francis Pock rn. y.] i n his ‘Desiilimitn 
Curiosa' (1735). Nulson’s only other histo¬ 
rical work was ‘A True dopy of tlm Journal 
“ -High Court of Justice for the Trial of 
, ' r5. ,1 f * • • ■' n liutflc Introduction, 
by J. Nalson, D.D.,’ folio, 1081. 

He was also the author of the folio wine 
pamphlets: 1. ‘The Ooimtormine, oranliort 
but true Discovery of the Dangerous Prin¬ 
ciples and Secret Practices of the Dissenting 
frvXi specially the Presbyterians,showing 
that Religion is pretended, but Rebellion in- 

8t0 ' j V V Common ln- 

of Emg and Peoplo, showing Iho 
Original, Antiquity, and Excellency of Mo¬ 
narchy, compared with Aristocracy awl De¬ 
mocracy, and particularly of our English 

1C77 ’ 3. ‘Tho Trii'i 

Liberty and nommiim °f Conscience yh„U- 
oated from the Usurpations and Abuses of 
Opinion and Persuasion,’ 1977, 8vo. 4. ‘A 
Letter from a Jesuit m Paris,’ 1078, fi, <Tho 
Rnjeet of Peace, or Unity of Faith and 

P. r0Q ur« 



tbs or a Spooimnn of 

the Danger and Harmony of Popery and 
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Separation,’ 4to, 1080, published under the 
pseudonym of‘ Philireues. ’ It was republished 
m 168S and 1689, with a second and a third 
part added by Robert Ware. 7. ‘The Pre¬ 
sent Interest of England, or a Confutation 
of the W biggish Conspirators’ Antinomian 
Principles,' 1688,4to, by N. N. (attributed to 
Nalson in the Bodleian and British Museum 
catalogues). 

Naleon translated from the French: 
1. Maimbourg’s ‘ History of the Crusades,’ 
folio, 1686. 2. ‘A Short Letter of Instruc¬ 
tion shewing the surest way to Christian 
Perfection, by Francis de la Combe ’ (Itaw- 
linson MS. 0. 002, Bodleian Library). 

Some letters from Roger L’EsI range to 
Nalson concerning his pamphlets are printed 
by Nichols, iv. 68-70, and a series of news¬ 
letters addressed to him bv JohnBrydall, to¬ 
gether with letters from Nalson himself to 
Sanoroft and others, are among the Tanner 
MSS. in the Bodleian Library. 

[A brief life of Nalson is given in Athene 
Oxon. ed. Bliss, iv. 283, under 1 Rushworth.’ See 
also Nichols’s Illustrations of the Literary His¬ 
tory of the Eighteenth Contury, iv. 68, 866; Lit. 
Anecd. ii. 649, viii. 416; Waters's Cbsstors of 
Chicheley, pp. 820-1, othoT authorities men¬ 
tioned in the article.] O. JJ. F. 

NALTON, JAMES (1600P-1602), ‘the 
weeping prophet,’ born about 1600, son of a 
London minis! er, was educated at Trinity Col¬ 
lege, Cambridge, whence he graduated B.A. 
in 1619, and M. A. in 1623. According to Bax¬ 
ter, he acted for atime as assistant to a cerl ain 
Richard Conder, either in or near London, 
and in 1632 he obtained’tho living of Rugby, 
in'Warwickshire. In 1642 he signed a peti¬ 
tion addressed to Lord Dunsmoru respecting 
the appointment of a master to the grammar 
school, which wan not only rejected, but was 
apparently the cause of hie leaving Rugby, 
lie subsequently noted as chaplain to Colonel 
Grantham's regiment; but about 1644 he was 
appointed incumbent of St. Leonard’s, Foster 
Lane, London, where he remained, with a 
short interval, until his death. On 29 April 
1640 he preached before the House of Com¬ 
mons at St. Margaret’s, Westminster, on 
‘The Dolay of Reformation provoking God’s 
further Indignation ’ (London, 1646, 8vo), his 
fellow preacher on this occasion being Dr. 
John Owen [q. v.l In 1661 Nalton was in¬ 
directly concerned in Love’s plot [see Love, 
OnBisiopiiEn], and had to take refuge in 
Ilolland, becoming for a short period one of 
the ministers of the English Oburch at Rot¬ 
terdam ; bAt he returned to England by per¬ 
mission at the end of six months, aiid re¬ 
sumed his work at St. Leonard’s until he was 
ejected in 1662, He died in December of 


that year, and was buriod on 1 Jan. 1662-8. 
Hie funeral sermon, entitled ‘ Rich Treasure 
in Earthen Vessels,’ was preached by TkomaB 
Horton (d. 1678) [q, v.] 

Nalton is described by Baxter as a good 
linguist, a man of primitive sincerity, and an 
excellent and zealous preacher. He was 
called the ‘ weeping prophet’ because ‘his 
seriousness often expressed itself by toars.’ 
He seems also to have been subject to an 
acute form of melancholia. ‘Less than a 
year before ho died,’ writes Baxter, ‘ he fell 
into a grievous fit, in which he often cried 
out, “ 0 not one spark of grace I not a good 
desire or thought! I can no more pray than 
a post ” (though at that very time he did pray 
very well),’ 

He was the first signatory of the preface 
to Jeremiah RmTOughes’s 1 Saint’s Treasury,' 
1664, and he himself published several sepa¬ 
rate sermons. Twenty of these, with a highly 
eulogistio preface and a portrait engraved by 
J. Oliantrey, were issued by Matthew Poole 
[q. v.], London, 1677, 8vo. Another por¬ 
trait of Nalton proaching is mentioned by 
Bromley. 

[Oalamy and Palmer’s Nonconformist’s Memo¬ 
rial, 1802, i. 142-4; Baxter’s Lite and Times in 
Orms’s odil ion, i. 243-4; Colvilo’s Warwickshire 
Worthies, p. 640; Indorwick’s Interregnum, 
pp. 286 sq.; Granger's Bing. Hist, of England, 
1779, ill. 47 i Bloxam’s Bogister of the ViearBof 
Rugby, appended to Derwent Coleridge’s odition 
of Moultrie; M'Clintoek and Strong’s Cyclo¬ 
pedia, vi. 836; Allibono’s Biot, of English Li¬ 
terature, 1397.] T. S. 

NANFAN or NANPHANT, Sin 
RICHARD U7. 1607), deputy of Calais, son 
of John Nanfan of Birinmorton, Worcester- 
shiTB, belonged to a family which originally 
sprang from Trosize, Cornwall. Ilia father 
was ehoriff of Cornwall in 1461 and 1467, 
and in 1468 became governor of Jersey end 
Guernsey, and collector of the customs IheTe. 
Richnrd Nanfan was in the commission of 
the peace for Cornwall in 1486, and is said 
to have been esquire of the Icing's body in the 
same year. Throughout Henry VIFs reign 
ho received frequent grants of stewardships, 
and must have become very rich in later luo, 
On 21 Deo, 1488 he was elected, in company 
with Dr. Savage and Roger Machado [q. v.J, 
the Norroy king at arms, for a mission into 
Spain and Fort ugal. Before starting Nan¬ 
fan was knighted. The party left South¬ 
ampton early in 1489, and reached Medina 
del Oampo on 12 March, They had inter¬ 
views with Ferdinand and Isabella, and left 
for Beja in Portugal on 22 April, After 
staying a mouth there and treating with the 
king the party left for Lisbon, and Nanfan 
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(ime home in a wit-laden ship of twenty 

tons'Imrilen. , .... ,, 

Vt S .0111 h tinin «<*on alter 1488 (he 
sheriff of Cornwall in 1WD Nanfirn, as 
Cavendish says, * had a.great room m Calais. 
Thoii'di =omp Lave “aid that he was only 
treasurer there, it seems certain that he wa. 
deputy (Letters ... of Richard UI aw 
Eerr'n Til, Polls Ser. i. 231). He is men¬ 
tioned as bejng at Calais in 1492, and m 
1.300 A as one of the witnesses at a treft 
sonahle conversation of Sir Hugh Conway, 
the tren^vtor, of \rhich. John Jlamnnk spn 
home an account. At Calais he was an earl' 
natron ofWol«ev.vvhowas his chaplain, and 
who through Nanfan became known to the 
1-in". He returned to Birtsmorton early in 
theeivteenth century, and died in January 
1506-7. Wolscy was one of bis executors. 
His widow Marsraret died in 1510. He left 
no legitimate children: hut a natural son, 
John,"who went to Spain with him, took Ilia 
'Worcestershire estates. 

His great~jrreat-gran.d'On, John IN an fan 
( fl 1634), was grandfather of Captain .Toot 
X yjrBOT (d. 1716) of Birtsmorton, Worcester¬ 
shire, who was captain in Sir John Jacob’s 
r , n-iment of toot, and sailed in 1G97 for New 
York, where, by the influence of the governor, 
Jiichard Coote) earl of liellnmont [q. v.], who 
had married Nanfan’s cousin Catherine, he 
was made lieutenant-governor, On Bella- 
mont’s death in 1700the government of New 
Torb devolved upon Nunfan till the arrival 
of Lord Cornbury in 1702. In 1703 Nanfan 
returned to England; he died at Greenwich 
in 1716, and was buried at St. Mary Ab- 
church, London. His wife was Elizabeth, 
daughter of William Chester of Barbados 
(Watehs, Cheaters of Chicheley, pp. 172-3 ; 
Nash, Worcestershire, i. 86, &e.; Lobob, 
Eerage, ed. Archdall, s.v. ' Bellamont; ' 
Wxssoe, Hist, of America, v. 195; Roose- 
vxxi, Hew Work , p. 84 ; Ravil, MS . in Bodl. 
Libr. A. 272, 289). 

[Notes and Queries, 2nd ser. viii. 228, 294, 
337, 5th -er. viii. 472, ix 129 ; Letters ... of 
Riduirl III and Henry VII, ed. Guirdnar [Rolls 
Ser. 1, i. 231, 238,ii. 292, 380, Nash's Worcester- 
shire, i. 88; Cavendish's Life of Wolsey, ed, 
Holmes, p. 7; Chron. of Calais (Camd. Soo ), xl, 
SO; Memorials of Henry VII, ed, Gairdner (Rolls 
Ser.),-passim; Materialsfor theHist. of Hen. VII, 
ed. Campbell (Rolls Ser.), i. 25, 88, 313, ii, 
87, &c.; Maclean’s Hist, of Trigg Minor, passim.] 
W. A. J. A. 

WANGLE, RICHARD (d, 1541 ?), bishop 
of Clonfert, came of an old Irish family 
settled in Mayo and Galway, and early entered 
the order of the Austin Friars, from whom he 
received his educat ion. He was subsequently 


created doctor of divinity, anti becimie pro¬ 
vincial of his order in Ireland. In 15DB Ins 
earnest solicitations led to tlio foundat ion ol 
the Anguslininn friary at Ralwny (Kvnnt- 
jllu, Rift, of Gate w/, p. 272). On tlm 
death of Denis More, bishop of < lonlert, m 
1534, Rowland Burke was appoint ud hissttr- 
cessor by papal provision; hut floury \ 111, 
who had determined to assort his right as 
head of the church in Ireland, in 1530 ap¬ 
pointed Nangle, who was recommended to 
him by Archbishop Browne ae being 1 not. 
only well learned, but a right honest mail, 
&nci on8 will set forth the Word ol God hi 
the Irish tongue.’ Nangle, howevov, was ex¬ 
pelled from the see, and foroed to ronmm 
shut up in Galway ‘ for fear of Burgh and h is 
complices ’ (Gaiudheb, Betters and Payers 
of Henry VIII, XU. i. 1052; Carew MSS.) 
Henry therefore directed the doputy, Tjord 
Grov, to prosecute the intruder under Iho 
Statute ofTrovisors; hut nothing was done, 
and Burke remained in possession of tho see. 
Nangle died apparently in 1541, and Burhu 
received Hemys assent to his oleotion on 
24 Oct. of the same yenr. 

[Cal. Slato Papers, Ireland, 1609-73; Curuw 
MHS. 1515-74; Letters aud Papors of Iloury V III, 
ed. Gairdner, xn. i. 1062, xin. 1. 114, 1450; 
Laseelles’s Libor Miinernm, ii. 83; Ward’s Ire¬ 
land, i. 842; Slant’s Church of Ireland, i. 163; 
Brady's Episcopal Succossiou, iii. 212 ; (lotion's 
Fasti, iv. 163-8; Froudo’s Hist, of England, iii. 
425; Ruddimatfs Galway, p. 272.1 A. l'\ t*. 

NANMOR, DAFYDD {JL 1400), Welsh 
hard, was a native of Nnnnior, a valley near 
Beddgelart. From a poem by Rhys (4ne.li 
Eryri ( Gorchestion Beirdd Cymru, 2nd edit, 
p. 126) it appears he was a contemporary 
and neighbour of that, poet, though possibly, 
as his successful rival in love, somewhat 
youngpr. Tradition has it that Jlhys Ura-h 
gavsNaumor out of his estate of IlafoeU Inro- 
gog the holding subsequently known ns Olio 
Ddafydd. His lntor years seem to have linen 
spent in South Wales, where he sang in 
honour of the house of Gogorddnn (Cardigan¬ 
shire), and, according to one (not very 
trustworthy) account, won distinction at an 
Eisteddfod, said to have been at Carmarthen 
about 1443 ( Oyfrinaoh y Beirdd, pp, 231), 
240). 

The poet Rhts Nahmou (fl. 1440) of 
ilaenor Fynyw, Pembrokeshire, is generally 
eelievecl to have been his son (Tolo MSS. 
116), though Lewis Dwnn gives a dlflhront 
inrentoge ( Heraldic Visitations of Wales, ii, 
184). Rhys had again a son wha was a pool,, 
,nd bore the name of Dattjid Nanmou ( fl, 
.480), and much confusion has naturally 
trisen from this duplication of tho title, 
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Of the printed pieces attributed to the Nan- 
mors, (1) tho Cywydd to the Hair of Llio, 
daughter of Tthydderch ah Iouan Llwyd or 
Gogerddan; (2) that to Llio’s brother David j 
and (3) the elegy upon the hard’s dead love 
( Cymru Fydd, ni. 22-3) appear to belong to 
the elder Dafydd. A poem referring to the 
troubles of the Wars of the Boses (‘ Oawn o 
ddau arwydd bavlamant cynddeir iog), printed 
by Charles Ashton in 1 Cymru,’ ii. 85, is attri¬ 
buted toBhys, and this soems also the better 
ascription in the case of the cywydd to Henry 
of Richmond, ‘ when a babe in his cradle in 
Pombroko Castle ’ (1457), which is printed in 
1 Drvthon,’ iv. 221-2. The cywydd to Bhys 
ah Mavedudd of Tywyn, near Cardigan, the 
ode to the same person and the olegy upon 
his son Thomas (all printed, with 1 and 2 
above, in Goroheation Beirdd Oymru, 2nd 
edit., pp. 132-42), must be assigned to the 
younger Dniydd, who was probably also the 
author of the poem to Henry VII, printed 
in the lolo MSS. 818-6. The fragments of 
a cywydd to ‘ Rhys of Yetrad Tywi,' given 
in the introduction to Glanmor’s ‘Records 
of Denbigh ’ (pp. vii, viii), do not enable 
the critic to assign the poem to either Dafydd, 
and the chronology of the three poets’ lives 
must remain somewhat uncertain, pending 
the publication of a complete edition of their 
poems, the great bulk of which are still in 
manuscript m various collections of mediaeval 
Welsh poetry. 

[Gorchestion Beirdd Oymru j lolo MSS.1 

J. E. L. 

NANTGLYN, BAJtPD. [See Davies, 
Robert, 1769 P-188C, Welsh post.] 

RAPIER, Snt ALEXANDER^. 1473 P), 
second of Merckiston, comptroller of Scot¬ 
land, was the elder son of Alexander Napier, 
burgess of Edinburgh and provost of the oity 
in1437, who made a fortune by hie extensive 
dealings in wool, had money transactions 
with James I previous to 1438, and as 
security got a oharge over the lands of 
Merchiston, which were then in the king's 
hands. In 1436 he secured a oharter of these 
binds, reserving a power of redemption to 
the king. But the redemption never took 
lace, probably owing to the concision caused 
y the king’s rnurdsr at Perth on 20 Feb, 
1438-7 (Exchequer Bolls, iv. and v.) Alex¬ 
ander died about 1454, The son was one of 
the household of the queen-mother, Jane 
Beaufort (widow of James I,.who after¬ 
wards married Sir James Stewart, oalled the 
Black Knight of Lorn), and was wounded in 
assisting to rescue her and her husband whan 
they were captured on 8 Aug. 1439 by Alex¬ 
ander Livingstone and others in Stirling | 

von. xiv. 


Castle. As a reward for his conduct on this 
occasion Napier, after the forfeiture of Living¬ 
stone, obtained from James II on 7 March 

1449- 60 the lands of Phildo (or Filledy- 
Frasor), forming part of the lordship ofMetli- 
veu, Perthshire {Beg, Mag, Suj. Scot 1424- 
1518, entry 324), and the charter was con¬ 
firmed to him and his wife Elizabeth, 9 March 

1450- 1 (ib, entry 425). These lands were 
again, however, in the possession of the 
Livingstones before December 1466 (ib. entry 
89fi). After the arrest, on 23 Sept, 1419, of 
Robert Livingstone, comptroller of tho house¬ 
hold, Napier suaceeded to his office (Exche¬ 
quer Robs, v. 366), andheheld this office, with 
occasional intervals, until 7 July 1401. He 
was one of thB ambassadors to England who 
on 14 Aug. 1461 Bigned a threo yours’ truce 
(Braun, Fasdera, xi. 203 j Cal. Documents 
relating to Scot!. 1367-1509, entry 1180), and 
took advantage of his visit to Loudon to make 
a pilgrimage to tho tomb of Thomas Becket 
at Canterbury. 

Napier had a oharter of the lands of 
Lindores and Rinloch in the county of Fife, 
24 May 1452 (Beg. Mag. Sig, Scot. 1424- 
1513, entry 565), as security for the sum of 
1,0001. advanced by him to the king. In 
1452, 1463,1464, 1456, 1469, and 1470 he 
was provost of Edinburgh (List of Provosts 
in Extracts from the Records of the Burgh of 
Edinburgh, 1403-1528, pp. 268-261, Burgh 
Record Society’s Publications). Dnring his 
tenure of office the ohoir of St. Giles’s was 
building, and this may aooount for his arms 
appearing over the capital of one of the 
pillars. On 10 May 1469 Napier, along with 
tho Abbot of Melrose and others, had a safe- 
conduct from the king of England to go to 
Scotland and return at pleasure (Cal. Docu¬ 
ments relating to Scotland, 1367-1609, entry 
1299). He was knighted and made vico-ad- 
miral some time before 24Sopt. 1461, when ho 
was appointed one of the ambassadors to the 
court of England. By commission under the 
privy seal, 24 Feb. 1464-5, he was appointed 
one of the searchers of the port ana haven 
of Leith to prevent the exportation of gold 
and silver, and he had a similar appointment 
in 1478. In 1468 he was named joint- 
oommissioner with Andrew Stewart, lord 
chancellor, to negotiate a marriage bofcwoen 
James HI and Margaret, daughter of Chris¬ 
tian I of Denmark. Ho was one of the 
commissioners appointed by the parliament 
of 6 May 1471 with power to determine all 
mattere that should occur for the welfare of 
ihe king and common good of the realm. In 
1472 he was in Brugos ‘ taking up finance' 
and purchasing armour for the king (Re¬ 
ceipt in Woop’s Feerage, ed, Douglas, ii. 284 ; 

D 
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and Napier's Life of John Napier, p. 20). Sib Alexander, d, 1473?). Archibald was 
He also bald the office of master of the infeft in the barony of Edeubellie as heir to 
household, and in this capacity he provided his father on8 Nov. 1548, a royal dispense! ion 
‘travelling gear’for the king and queen enabling him, though a minor, to feudalise lua 
when, after the birth of an heir to the throne right to his paternal barony in contemplation 
—James IV—17 March 1472-3, they went 1 ofhis marriage with Janet Bothwell, which 
on a pilgrimage to the shrine of St. Ninian took place about 1649. He soon began to 
at "Whithorn, Galloway (Accounts of the Lord clear hisproperty of encumbrances. OnlJune 
High Treasurer, i. 44), In May 1478 he 1555 he redeemed his lands of Gartnee, Stir- 
was sent on a special embassy to the court lingshire, and others from Donoan Forester, 
of Burgundy, with secret instructions from and on 14 June 1558 he obtained a precept of 
James XU, respecting the king’s claims to • saaine for infefting him in the lands of Blair- 
the duehy of Gueldres. He died some time I waddis, Isle of Inchcolm (Meg. Man, Sin, 

CM r\^A. lilyO IKlilA 1 <170 A 1 ZAQ OA j. lfioex 1_ fr/>r 1 


tito uuuuy UA ixueiuroe. AAC laicu buiuh tuus ■ wuuuiB, IBio ui AilUilUOJJIl LYLtlij, Otff, 

between 24 Oot, 1473 and 16 Feb. 1478—4, 1646-80, entry 1286). In 1666 bo received 
when hie son was infeft as heir, He was the order of knighthood. He eeemB to have 
buried in St. Giles’s Church, Edinburgh. By sided with Queen Mary after her escape from 
his wife Elizabeth Lauder, probably a daugh- Loehlevan Oustle (Beg. JP. C. Booth 1 . 087). 
ter of the laird of Halton or Hatton, he had During the siege of Edinburgh Caatlo, held by 
three sons—John, his heir, who married Kirkcaldy of Grange for the gueen, ho woe re- 
Elizabeth, daughter and coheiress of Menteith quired on 1 May 1572 to deliver up bis bouse 
of Busty, who on 19 June 1492 was declared of Merohiston (&. ii.730) to the king’s parly 
legal possessor of a fourth part of. the earl- J who placed in it a company of soldiers t o 
dom of Lennox; Henry, who married Janet, prevent victuals being carried past it 1 o the 
daughter of JohnBamsay of Colluthie; and eostle. On this account the defenders of 
Alexander—and a daughter, Janet, married the castle made on attempt to burn it, which 
to Sir Darid Edmoneton of that ilk. ; was unsuccessful (Qalberwood, History, iii. 


~ ,7 7-TTu”, , j unBuuuoBaiui ^uAnuanwuoE, Alston/, m. 

The eldest son, John (third of Merclnston), 213). Napier's name appears with those oi 
known as John of Rushy, was killed at the others in a contract with the regent for 
battle of Sauckeburn on ll June 1488. His working for the Bpace of twelve yoare certain 
AlC ^ bald, - f0Urth of . Merdnston ! gold, shyer, copper, and lead mines (lien, 

r, ^ 06 tome ?, mam ! id ' B. O Seotl. i. 037), He was appointed gont 

first wife he had issue Alexander, fifth of ral of the cunzie-house (master of the mint) 
Mercbston, who w^ kmghted in 1607, end in 1576 (Patrick, Word, of Coirnoo of 
was.lolled at Hodden Field 9 Sept. 1613, Scotland, i. 216), and on 26 April 158L lie 

W f PS** directed, with others, to LakJ proceedings 
at tuB battle of P i nki e in 1647. and left a a&Ainat. .Tnhn a +U* i.;... a .. 


fourth ofHer- 1680 he received a payment of400U’or the Z 
duaton,hadtwo sons, Alexandra and Mungo, panses ofhis mission to England. On2JAm"il 
of whom the elder settled at Exeter, where 1682 he was named one of the am to 

° f pr8pw ? the T tt9M t0 be BUbmiUml to the 
chard Napmr (1559-1634) [q. v.] | generd assemblyof the Mrk of Scotland (Aeo/c 

Llnfonnauoa kindly suppUed by W.Kae Mae- Universal Kwh, u. 548), and his namo 
Q°naW, «q,, of Edinburgh; Reg. Mag. Sig. i frequently occurs in following yam aa an 

Oft'ESTf'S?* of I or ™ary member of assembly® and nlso as 

of tho lord High Treasurer: Cal. Docmnfinfej va- ! untinff a« armnini __.*_i.__ ■» * 


I VYOOUj, II. 284.1 T V TT Al* J V J'r 10 ooliU,lu W1J.O, 

J I “J? ^aoder.their son and heir, the lands 

NAPIEB, Sib ABCHEBALD (16S4- ?6SO f 1 *' 

1608), seventh of Merchiston master of thl J® 80 ” 98 ' antry l456). On 6 March 1580-90 
Scottish mint, bom ^4°^ eldest son W’P 0 ^ °? B of » wnubfai for 

of Alexander Napier, sixth of Merohiston ^ fam® % rain8t ' UlB Jesuits 

who was killed at the battle of Pinkie in T 

1547. His motherwas Annabella, ~eS & &e fls . 8 “ 6 of S ol(l «»1 

laughter of Sir Duncan Campbell ofCUen- of the ° u ni!ie-hou80 was dis- 

areby. His paternal grandfaZ wJ sfr mona y 

—»?- -«ff»iw«tssrsa 
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gold, silver, and alloy which shall be found in 
the box in time coming ’ (£4. vi. 640). 

In January 1692-8 Napier waB appointed 
by a convention of ministers in Edinburgh 
one of a deputation to wait on the king to 
urge him to more strenuous action against 
the catholic nobles (Calddbwooe, v. 210), 
and he was appointed one of a similar com¬ 
mission atameoting of the general assembly 
of the kirk in April (id. p. 240), and also by 
a convention held in October (si. p. 270), On 
10 Nov. 1693 he obtained a grant of half the 
lands of Lauricston, where he built the castle 
of Laurieston. On account of the non-ap¬ 
pearance before the council of his son Alex¬ 
ander, charged with n serious assault, he was 
on 2 July 1601 ordained to 'keep ward in 
Edinburgh ’ until the Icing declared his will 
(Meg. P. O. Scotl. vi. 207). In September 
1004 be went to London to treat with Eng¬ 
lish commissioners • anent the cunzie,’ when, 
according to Sir James Balfour, 'to the great 
amazement of the English, he carried his 
business with a great doal of dexterity and 
drill ’ ( Annals , iii. 2). He continued till the 
end of his life to take on active part in 
mattors connected with mining and the cur¬ 
rency. On 14 Jan. 1608 he was appointed 
along with two others to repair to the mines 
in succession to try the quality of the ore 
(Meg. P. C. Scotl. viii. 34). lie died on 
16 May 1008, aged 74. 

By his first wife, Janet (d. 20 Dec. 1663), 
only daughtor of Sir FrancisBothwell, lord of 
session, ho had two sous—John (1660-1817) 
[q.V.], the mathematician; and Francis, ap¬ 
pointed assayer to the cunzie-house 1 Dec. 
1681—and one daughter, Janet. By hie 
second wife, Elizabeth, daughter of Robert 
Mowbray of Barnbougle, Linlithgowshire, he 
had three sons—Sir Alexander or Laurieston, 
appointed a senator of the College of Justice 
14 Feb. 1626; Archibald, slain m November 
1600 in revenge for a murder committed in 
self-defence; William—and two daughters: 
Helene, married to Sir William Balfour; 
and Elizabeth, married, first, to James, lord 
Ogilvie of Airlie, and, secondly, to Alexan¬ 
der Auchmoutie, gentleman of his majesty’s 
privy chamber. 

[Information from W. Bae Macdonald, esq.; 
Reg. Mag. Sig. Scot.; Beg B. C. Scotl. Csldar- 
wood’e Bust, of the Kirk of Scotland; Sir James 
Balfour’s Annals ; Douglas's Scottish Peerage 
(Wood), ii. 288-9.] T. P. H. 

NAPIER, Sib ARCHIBALD, first Baeoit 
NA rmn (1676-1646), ninth of Merchiston, 
treasurer-depute of Scotland, eldest son of 
John Napier of Merchiston fq. v.] by Eliza¬ 
beth, daughter of Sir James Stirling of Heir, 


Stirlingshire, was bom in 1676. He was edu¬ 
cated at the university of Glasgow, where he 
matriculated in March. 1693. lie was infeft 
in the barony of Merchiston 18 Juno 1697, 
probably soon after attaining the age of 
twenty-one. At an early period he, under his 
fathers guidance, devoted special attention 
to agricultural pursuits, and on 23 Juna 1698 
he received from James VI a patent for 
twenty-one years for the manuring of all 
lands in the kingdom by his new method. 
In the same year he published ‘The New 
Order of Gooding and Manuring all sorts of 
Eield Land with Common Salt, whereby the 
same may bring forth iu more abuudauce both 
of Grass and Com of all sorts, and far cheaper 
than by the common way of Dunging used 
heretofore in Scotland.’ For this work his 
father was doubtless mainly responsible. 

On 12 Dec. 1598 he had a charter of the 
lands of Auchlenschee in the lordship of 
I Menteith (Meg. Mag. Sig. Scot. vi. No. 809). 
On 16 June 1001 Napier was brought before 
the privy council for assault on. a servant of 
I the lord treasurer on the stairhead of the Tol- 
booth, but was assoilzied through the pursuer 
failing in his proof (Meg. P. C. Scotl. vi. 269). 
On the accession or James VI to the English 
throne in 1603 he accompanied him to Lon¬ 
don, and was appointed gentleman of the bed¬ 
chamber. He was sworn a privy councillor 
20 July 1616, appointed treaenrer-depute of 
Sootlandforlife21 Oot. 1622, and named jus¬ 
tice clerk 23 Nov. 1623 on the death of Sir 
John Oockbum of Ormiston, whom on 26 Nov. 
he succeeded as ordinary lord of session, On 
9 Ang. 1624 he resigned tho office of justice 
derk. On 14 Jan. 1626 he had a license to 
transport twelve thousand stoneweight of 
tallow annually for seven years ‘in remem¬ 
brance of the mony good services done to his 
majesty these mony years bigane.’ 

Nspier attended the funeral of King James 
in Loudon in May 1626 (Cat.otikwood, 
History, vii, 034). After the accession of 
Obarles I he was on 16 Fob. 1626 created 
one of the extraordinary lords of session, and 
on 2 March 1627 he was created a baronet 
of Nova Scotia. By warrant of the privy 
seal on 1 May of the same year ha received 
a pension of 2,4001 Scots yearly, for having 
at the king's desire advanced 6,0001 Scots 
to Walter Steward, gentleman of the privy 
chamber. On 4 May 1627 he was created a 
peer of Scotland by the title of Baron Napier 
of Merchiston; he was also appointed a 
commissioner of tithes, and obtained a lease 
of the crown lands of Orkney for forty-five 
thousand marks annually, whiohhesubleased 
to Sir William Dick for fifty-two thousand 
merliB. In March 1631 he resigned the lease 
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of Orkney, the pension, and the office of 
treasurer-depute, receiving a letter of appro¬ 
bation and an allowance of 4,000?. sterling. 
The question of the resignation gave rise tor 
x time to some misunderstanding between 
him and the king, which, however, was 
i ntirelv removed by a personal interview 
(Names, Life 0/ Montrose, i. 107 ; Dona las, 
ed. Wood, ii. 203). 

The political conduct of Napier during the 
covenanting struggle closely coincided with 
that of his brother-in-law, the Marquis of 
Montrose, who was considerably under his 
influence. At first he by no means favoured 
the ecclesiastical policy of Charles, espe- 
ciallyin the political prominence given to the 
bishops, holding that, while to give them a 
competency is ‘agreeable to the law of God 
and man,' to ‘invest them into great estates 
and principal offices of slate is neither con¬ 
fidant for the church, for the king, nor for 
the state’ (fi. p. 70). With the members 
of the council he on 26 Aug. 1637 sent a 
letter to the long explaining the difficulty 
in enforcing the use of the service-book 
(HiT.rnnu, Annals, ii. 230). He was one of 
those who subscribed the king's confession 
at Holvrood on 22 Sept. 1638 (SPALunrs, 
Memerialls, i. 107), and he was appointed ft 
eommiesioner for pressing subscriptions to it. 

In the list of commissioners in Spalding’s 
1 History ’ the word dubito appears opposite 
Napier's name, apparently to indicate dis¬ 
trust of the strength of his adherence to the 
policy of the kirk. When the long’s fleet 
with the Marquis of Hamilton arrived in 
Leith Roads in May 1639, he was deputed 
by the estates to make a conciliatory pro¬ 
posal, and the fleet soon afterwards left the 
roads, In 1640 he was named one of three 
to act as commissioner to the Scots parlia¬ 
ment in the event of the absence of the king's 
commissioner Traquair, and on his order; 
but when Traquair was not sent down, he 
declined to act as commissioner on the ground 
that he had no order from Traquair. 

Along with Montrose Napier drew up the 
band of Cumbernauld, which waB signed by 
them and others in August 1640. On this 
account they were on II June 1641 com¬ 
mitted prisoners to thB castle of Edinburgh. 
On 1 July he petitioned the estates that 
nothing might be read in the house ‘which 
might give the house a had information of 
them, until that first they were heard to 
dear themselves' (Balfopb, iii. 14), and 
his petition for an audience having been 
granted he pleaded that not only had nothing 
been done by them contrary to the law, but 
that their main motive had been a regard 
‘to the honour of the nation’ (it. p. 20 ). 


No deoieion was tkon arrived at, and they 
were recommitted to the cast lo 5 but ou 
20 Ang.they were again brought before par¬ 
liament, when in presence of tile king Nnpior 
declared that, in the course they had pursued 
they thought they wero doing good hoiwico 
to the king and to tli p osifttes ana flul)jecta 
of the kingdom. At the conclusion of his 
speech, theking, he said, noddod to bine mid 
seemed well pleased (manuscript quoted m 
Naples, i. 865). They wero, liowover, de¬ 
tained in prison until 14 Nov., when they 
were liberated on caution that ‘from hence¬ 
forth they carry themselves soberly and dis¬ 
creetly,’ and that they appear before n com¬ 
mittee of the king and parliament on 4 .Inn. 
(Balloto, iii. 168). By act of parliament, 
the proceedings of thiB commitloe wore to 
he concluded on 1 March 1642, but no pro¬ 
ceedings were taken, and on 28^bob, they 
presented a protestation lo the effect that by 
the fact that they were not grunted a trial 
they must he hold free of all charge (NApron, 
i. 867; Mist. MBS. Comm. 2nd Bop. p. 169). 

In October 1644, owing to the successes 
of Montrose in tha north of Scotland, Napier 
together with his son, tho Mob! or of Napier, 
and his son-in-law, Sir George Stirling of 
Keir, was ordered (0 confine himsolf to his 
apartmentB in Holyrood Palace, and not to 
stir from themce under a ponalty or 1 , 000 ?. 
(Gutehtd, Memoirs , 2nd od. p. 170). Thin 
penalty he incurred on the escape ol his son 
to Montrose on 21 April 1646 (76. p. 185) ; 
and, in addition, he himsolf and his wife and 
daughter were sent to close confinement in 
the castle of Edinburgh (74.) Thence, on ac¬ 
count of the pestilence in Edinburgh, thoy 
were transferred to tho prison of Linlithgow 
(76. p. 190), from which thoy were released 
by the Master of Napier after tho victory 
of Montrose at Kilsyth on 16 Aug. Nopinr 
accompanied Montrose to l,ho south of Scot¬ 
land, and after his defeat at Philipbimgh on 
18 Sept, escaped with Mm to Atholl; but, 
there fell sick and had to be loft at Pin 
Oastle, where he died in Novembor. lie 
‘was so very old,’ says Guthry, ‘that ho 
could not have marched with them, yet in 
respect of his groat worth and experience ho 
might have been very useful in his councils' 
(76. p. 209). Montrose made special arrange¬ 
ments for a fitting funeral at tho Writ of 
Blair. In 1647 the covenanting party gave 
notice to hie son that they intended to raise 
his hones and pass sontenoe of forfanlturo 
thereupon, but on the payment of five thou¬ 
sand marks the intended forfnulturo was 
discharged (ib. p. 200 ). 

Napier is described by Wishart as ‘a man 
of most innocent life and bnppy parts; a 
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truly noble gentleman, and chief of an an¬ 
cient family; one -who equalled hie father 
and grandfather, Napiers—philosophers and 
mathematicians famous through all the 
world—in other things, hut far excelled 
them in his doxterity in civil business ’ 
(WishAM, Memoirs of Montrose). 

By his wife, Lady Margaret Graham, second 
daughter of John, fourth earl of Montrose, and 
sister of James, first marquis of Montrose, 
Napier had two sons—John, died young; and 
Archibald, second baron Napier [<j. v.j—and 
two daughters: Margaret, married to Sir 
George Stirling of Koir; and Lilias, who died 
unmarried. Both daughters, on account of 
their devotion to Montrose and the king, were 
subjected to imprisonment and other hard¬ 
ships, and ultimately took refuge in Holland. 

Napier was the author of ‘ A True Rela¬ 
tion of the Unjust Pursuit against the Lord 
Napier, written by himself, containing an 
account of some court intrigues in which ho 
was the sufferer,’ which, under the title of 
‘ Memoirs of Archibald, first Lord Napier, 
written by himself,’ was published at Edin¬ 
burgh in 1798. In Mark Napier's ‘ Memoirs 
of John Napier of Mercbiston ’ (1884, p. 290) 
there is an engraving by R. Bell of a portrait 
of Napier by Jameson; and this is repro¬ 
duced in the same writer’s ‘Memoirs of 
Montrose’ (i. 108). 

[Bishop Guthrie’s Momoirs; Gordon’s Scots 
Affuirs and Spalding’s Momorialls of the Tru- 
bles, both in the Spalding Club, Bobort Baillie’s 
letters and Journals in the Bannatyno Olub; 
Sir James Balfour’s Annals; ‘Wishart’s Memoirs 
of Montroso; Napier's Momoirs of Montrose; 
Lord Napior’B own Momoirs; Brunton and Haig's 
Senators of the College of Justice; Douglas’s 
Scottish Peerage (Wood), ii. 202-4.] T. F. H. 

NAPIER, ARCHIBALD, second Banoir 
Napidk (d. 1GE8), tenth of Merchiston, was 
the second son of Archibald, first baron Napier 

t q. v.], by Lady Margaret Graham. Some time 
ieforo he had attained his majority he was or¬ 
dered, along with his father, in Oclobur 1011 
to confine hirafedf within apartments inHoly- 
rood Palace; hut, notwithstanding the heavy 
penalty that his father might mem 1 , he left 
hie confinement, and on 2 L April 1646joined 
Montroso at the fords of Cardross. He spe- 

a distinguished himself at the battle of 
jarn on 9 May; and at the battle of 
Alford on 2 July he commanded the reserve, 
which was coneouled behind a hill, and on 
being ordered up at an opportune moment 
by Montrose completed the rout of the cove¬ 
nantors. After Montrose’s victory at Kil¬ 
syth on 15 Aug. he was despatched with 
the cavalry to take Edinburgh under his 
protection, and set free the royalist prisoners 
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(Gtjtiiey, Memoirs, p. 196); and on the way 
thither he also released his father and other 
relatives from Linlithgow prison. Along 
with his father end Montroso he escaped 
from Philiphaugh on 18 Sept, and found re¬ 
fuge in Atholl. On the death of his father 
in the following November ho succeeded to 
the title. In February 1046 he left Mont¬ 
rose to go to the relief of his tenants in 
Menteith and the Lennox, and passing 
thence into Strathearn, garrisoned the castle 
of Montrose at Kincardine with fifty men. 
The castle was invested by General Middle- 
ton, hut, although it was assaulted by can¬ 
non, the defenders held out for fourteen 
days, when the failure of their water-supply 
compelled them to capitulate. On 1G March 
terms were arranged, Before the castlo was 

S ivon up Napier and his cousin, the laird of 
ialloeh, left during the night by a poBtem 
gate and escaped on horseback to Montrose. 

After MontroBe disbanded his forces, Na¬ 
pier, who was included in the capitulation, 
went to the continent. Before leaving Scot¬ 
land he on 28 July 1646 wrote a letter to 
CkarloB from Oluny, in which he sold: ‘Now, 
sinco it is freo for your majesty's servants in 
this kingdom to live at home or repair abroad 
at their pleasure, I have token the boldness 
bofore my departure humbly to show your 
majesty the passionate desire I have to do 
you service ’ (Hist. MSS. Comm. 11th Rep. 
App. pt. vi. p. 118; and printed also ni 
Naples, Montrose, p. 645). On 18 Nov. ho 
was served heir to his father in his proper¬ 
ties in tho counties of Dumbarton, Edin¬ 
burgh, Perth, and Stirling, and on 10 May 
1047 he was infeft in the barony of Eden- 
beilie. Previous to his departure to the 
continent ho granted a commission to John, 
lord Erskiue, and Elizaboth, lady Napier, 
his wife, and others, to manage hie estates. 

Notwithstanding a deliverance of the com¬ 
mittee of tho estates, 28 Oct. 1646, against 
Lord Napier conversing with Montrose, he 

C sd him in Paris, where, according to 
self, the common report was ‘that Mont¬ 
roso and liis nephew were like tho pope and 
the church, who would be inseparable ’ (Let- 
torto his wife from Brussels, 4 June 1648, 
in Napier, Montrose, p. 606). According 
to Scot of Sootstarvot, Napier was ‘robbetl 
of nil his money on his way towards Paris ’ 
(Staggering State, ed. 1872, p. 67). When 
Montrose left Paris to travel through Swit¬ 
zerland and Germany, Napier proceeded to 
Brussels, whero Montrose afterwards joined 
him. So desirous was he to be near Mont¬ 
rose and aid him in any possible schemes in 
bohalf of the royal oause that he declined 
the offer of a regiment from the king of 
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Spain. After tlie execution of Charles he 
supported the proposal of Montrose at the 
Hague for a descent on Scotland. Subse¬ 
quently he proceeded with Montrose to Ham¬ 
burg. where he was left to superintend ne¬ 
gotiation's there while Montrose proceeded 
to Denmark and Sweden. After Montrose 
ventured on his quixotic expedition to Scot¬ 
land, Napier applied for leave to join him 
there, which was granted by Charles; hut 
before he could aval himself of this permis¬ 
sion Montrose’s scheme had met with irre¬ 
trievable disaster, and Montrose himself had 
been taken prisoner, 

Napier was one of those who on 18 May 
18.10 were, by decree of the estates, excluded 
from entering Scotland ‘ from beyond seas ’ 
until they gave satisfaction to the church and 
state’ (B vlfoue, Annals,br, 14),and he was 
also one of those who on 4 June were de¬ 
barred from haring access to his majesty’s 
person (ib. p. 42). He was also specially 
excepted from Cromwell’s Act of Grace in 
1634. In June 1656 the yearly value of his 
estate was stated at 600/., and the charges 
on it amounted to 9,780/. 18s. id. {Cal. State 
Papers, Dorn. Ser. 1655-0, p. 362). Lady 
Napier was allowed out of the forfeited 
estates un annuity of 100/., and in July 
166S a farther sum of 60/. In 1658 Napier 
was at Brussels, whence on 21 April ha 

wrote a letter to Secretary Nicholas, in which 
lie expressed the purpose of going to Flush¬ 
ing, and there staying until he heard from 
his friends, and especially whether the Duke 
of York would have any employment for 
him (i4.1057-8, p. 376). He died in Hol¬ 
land, not in the beginning of 1660 as usually 
stated, but in or before September 1658 
(Letter of the third Lord Napier to the king, 
J 8 -26 Sept. 165b, ib. 1668-9, p. 141). By 
Lady Elizabeth Erskine, eldest daughter of 
John, eighth earl of Mar—who after the 
Restoration, in consideration of her hus- 
obtained an allowance of 
500/. per annum—he had two sons—Archi¬ 
bald, third lord Napier (who being unmar¬ 
ried resigned his peerage on 26 Nov. 1676, 
and obtained a new patent of the same with 
the ionner precedency, granting the title to 
himself and, failing heirs male of his body, to 
the heirs of his sisters); and John, killed in 
a sea-fight against the Dutch in 1672—and 
three daughters: Jean, married to Sir Thomas 
Ricolsou of Carnock, Fifeshire, whose son on 
the death of the third Lord Napier in 1683 
became fourth Lord Napier; Margaret, who 
awrittd John Brisbane, esq., and after his 
death became Baroness Napier on the death 
of her nephew m 1886; and Mary, died un- 
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[BishopGuthrie’sMomoirs, Gordon’sBritanos 
Distemper (Spalding Club) ; Sir James Balfour's 
Annals; Gal. State Papers, Dom. Ser., time of 
the Commonwealth; Mark Napier’s Memoirs of 
John Napier of Merckiston and Lift of Mont¬ 
rose ; Douglas's Scottish Peerage (Wood), ib 
295.] T. F. IT. 

NAPIER, to CHARLES (1786-1860), 
admiral, born on 0 March 1786, was the eldest 
eon of the Hon. Charles Napier (1781-1807) 
of HerchistonHall, Stirlingshire, captain in 
the navy, by Christian, daughter of Gabriel 
Hamilton of "West Burn; grandson ofFraneis 
Scott Napier, fifth lord Napier; flrst-coiiBin 
of the half-blood of General BirCkarlos J amoa 
N apier [q.y.], of Henry Edward Napier [q.y.l 
and of General Sir William Francis Patrick 
Napier [q. v.l He entered the navy in 1799 
on board the Martin sloop, then on iho coast 
of Scotland; in 1800 he was movod into tlio 
Renown, carrying the flug of Sir John Bovliiho 
"Warren [q. v.l in the Channel, and after¬ 
wards in the Mediterranean, wkoro, in No¬ 
vember 1802, he was movod into tlio Grey¬ 
hound, and served for a few months under 
Captain (afterwards Sir) William Hosto [q.y. | 
He then served in the Egyptionno in a voy¬ 
age to St. Helena in charge of convoy, and in 
1804-6 in the Mediator and Ronomm6o oil' 
Boulogne, On 30 Nov. 1806 ho was pro¬ 
moted to he lieutenant of the Oouriigeux, one 
of the little squadron with Warren when 
he captured the Marengo and Hollo l’oule on 
18 March 1806. He afterwords went out to 
the West Indies in tko St. George, and from 
her was appointed aoting-commtmdor of the 
Pultusk brig, a promotion which the ml- 
miialty confirmed to 80 Nov, 1807. In De¬ 
cember 1807 ho was present at tlio rudi 10 - 
tion of the Danish islands, St. Thumas and 
Santa Cruz, In August 1808 ho was moved 
nito the 18-gun brig Recruit, and in her, on 
o Sept.,fought a spirited but indecisive action 
with the French sloop Diligento. Napier 
had jus thigh broken, but rofuwd to leiive 
the deok till the engagement ended by 1 1m 
“R “ft Recruit’s mainmast. In February 
1809 lie distinguished himself at tlio reduc¬ 
tion of Martinique; and still more in the 
capture, on 17 April, oi the ILautpoult of 74 
guns, which was brought to action by the 
I ompfie, mainly by the gullant manner in 
which the little Recruit embarrassed her 
flight during the three days of the oliawi 
(TBomiB Patailles namles ie la franca, iv. 

32; of, art. FAitnq Sin Wtij.tau Charmis). 
The commauder-in-chief, Sir Alexander 
Forester Inglis Cochrane [q. v.j, was so woll 
pleased with Napier’s conduct Hint ho com¬ 
missioned the Ifautpoull ae an English shin 
under the norno of Abercromby, with Napier 
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as acting-captain of her; the promotion was 
confirmed by the admiralty to 22 May 1809, 
the date of their receiving Cochrane’s des¬ 
patch. He was afterwards appointed to the 
Jason frigate, in which he returned to Eng¬ 
land with convoy. 

Much to his disgust, he was then placed 
on half-pay; and during, the session 1809- 
1810 he attended classes in Edinburgh; but 
dancing, driving, or hunting, probably occu¬ 
pied more of his time. At the end of the 
session, resolving to pay a visit to his cousins, 
then in the Peninsula, he got a passage out 
from Portsmouth, landed at Oporto about 
the middle of September, and joined tbe army 
just in time to take an amateur's share in 
the battle of Busaco, in which he received 
a smart flesh wound in the leg. He after¬ 
wards accompanied the army in its retreat 
to the lines of Torres Vedras, and remained 
with it till Novembar, when he made his 
way southward to Cadiz, staged some weeks 
withhis brother there in garrison, tooklessons 
in French and Spanish under more charming 
professors than at Edinburgh, and so returned 
to England. 

Early in 1811 he was appointed to the 
Thames frigate, and in her ior the next two 
years was actively engaged on the west 
coast of Italy, and more especially of Naples, 
stopping the coasting trade, intercepting the 
enemy's supplies, and destroying their bat- 
tories. Sometimes alone, sometimes in con¬ 
junction with other frigates or sloops, the 
Thames during these two years captured or 
destroyed upwards of eighty gunboats and 
coasting vessels, generally after a sharp en¬ 
gagement with covering batteries ormusketry 
on shore; Napier also reduced the island of 
Ponza, which, though strongly armed and 
wilh.a garrison of 180 regular troops besides 
militia, yielded in confusion when thB 
Thames, followed hy the Furieuse, ran the 
gauntlet of the batteries under a press of 
sail, and anchored within the mole. It was 
probably the credit of this success which led 
to Napier’s transference in the following 
month to the Euryalus, a much finer frigate. 
The change took mm away from his familiar 
cruising ground to the south coast of France; 
hut the work was of the same nature, and 
was well or, in Homo instances, brilliantly 
performed. Having driven all the coasting 
trade from Toulon to the eastward into Oa- 
valarie Bay, where it was proteoted by bat¬ 
teries and a 10-gun xebec, on 16 May 1818 the 
boats of the Euryalus and of the 74-gun ship 
Berwick went in, destroyed the batteries, 
and brought out the xebeo and twenty-two 
trading vessols, large and small, with ths 
very trifling loss of ono man killed and one 


missing. In June 1814 the Euryalus was 
one of a squadron convoying a fleet of trans¬ 
ports to North America, where Napier took 
a distinguished part in the expedition against 
Alexandria, ana in the operations against 
Baltimore. In the summer of 1816 he re¬ 
turned to England, and on 4 June was nomi¬ 
nated a O.B. 

Shortly after this he married Frances Eliza¬ 
beth, daughter of lieutenant Younghusband, 
R.N., and widow of Lieutenant Edward Elers, 
R.N.; by Elers she had four young children, 
who afterwarda took the name of Napier. 
For a few weeks he and his bride lived at 
Alverstoke, in Hampshire, hut, on the news 
of the occupation of Paris hy the allies, 
they started thither in a curricle, which 
they took across the Channel. They after¬ 
wards settled for a time at Versailles, where 
they were joined hy the children; and, 
tiring of that, drove on—always in the cur¬ 
ricle, the children, with their nurse, follow¬ 
ing in a four-wheeled carriage—as far as 
Naples, where they spent a great part of 
1816. Afterwards they went back through 
Venice to Switzerland, where they stayed 
some time; and in the winter of 1818 they 
returned to Paris. Here Napier took a house, 
and, having succeeded to a handsome fortune, 
lived in good style. In 1819 he entered into 
a speoulativeatlemptto promote ironstsamers 
on the Seine, and being the moneyed man of 
the company, and at the same time quite 
ignorant of business, was allowed to spend 
freely for the good of the concern, without 
receiving any profit. 

In 1820 he took a house near Alverstoke, 
and for. the following years led an un¬ 
settled life, sometimes at Alverstoke, some¬ 
times in Paris, St. Cloud, or, later on, at 
Havre. In 1827 ‘the steam-hoat bubble 
completely hurst,’ and left Napior a com¬ 
paratively poor man. He settled down 
at Rowland’s Castle, near Portsmouth, but, 
after many endeavours to get employed in 
the navy, was appointad in January 1829 to 
the Galatea frigate, and, by special permis¬ 
sion, was allowed to fit har with paddleB 
worked by winches on the main deck. Dur¬ 
ing the commission he carried out a series of 
trials of these paddles, as the result of which 
it appeared that in a calm the ship could 
be propelled at the rate of three knots, end 
that she could tow a line-of-battle ship at 
from one to one and a half; the paddles could 
be shipped or unshipped in about a quarter of 
an hour, and were on one occasion skipped, 
turnedround, and unshipped again in twenty 
minutes. Or the many attempts that were 
made to render a ship independent of the 
wind this seems to have been the most sue- 
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cessful; but it wus= rendered useless by the several southern ports without difficulty, 
adoption of steam power in the navy. At Lagos the sea and land forces separated. 

During the first two years of her commis- Villa, Florwent north, and captured Lisbon; 
sion the Galatea was twice sent to the West Napier with the squadron put to sou on 
Indies, and once, in August 1830, to Lisbon, 2 July, and on the 3rd sighted the squadron 
where Napier was instructed to demand the of Dom Miguel off Cape St. Vincent, lu 
restitution of certain British vessels which material force this squadron was very far 
had been seized by Dom Miguel, at that time 1 superior to that of the queen, although in 
the Ae facto king of Portugal, In the sum- fighting efficiency it was inferior. All or 
mer of 1831 he was sent to watch over Bri- waiting two days for favourable woollier the 
tish interests in the Azores, where the par- action began. Napier’s flagship grappled 
tisang of the little queen, the daughter of with oue of the enemy’s two liuo-of-battle 
Dom Pedro, liad_ established themselves in ships, boarded, and hauled down bar flag ; 
Tercoira in opposition to Dom Miguel. The the other tried to make oil', hut was oliaecd, 
queen’s partygained strength, and ultimately and struck after a merely nominal resistance, 
organised on invasion of Portugal. Napier Two fiO-gun ships were ulso captured; the 
came into close intercourse with the chiefs smaller croft escaped. Tlioviclorywascmlil,- 
of the party, and took a lively interest, in able to Napier and Ins oilicere; but Nupiur’s 
Portuguese aftairs. The Galatea was paid statement‘that at uo time was a naval action 
off in January 1832, and after a year on shore, fought with such a disparity of force ’ i mpl ics 
during which he unsuccessfully contested the more than tho fact: the disparity was only 
borough of Portsmouth in the general elec- apparent. The Migud officers weroincorupo- 
tion, m February 1833 he was formally tent, the crews untrained, and both officers 
offered the command of the Portuguese fleet and men bore so little goodwill to the oauso 
in the cause of Dona Maria and her father, that most of them voluntoeiod immediately 
Dom Pedro. After some negotiation he ac- for the queen’s service. 
ceptedit,on the resignation of Admiral Soj> Napier returned to Lagos, and thorn or- 
tonus [see Sabtoeius, Sib Geoege Hose], gamsed liis foroe, now nearly treble what it 
mid, to avoid the penalties of the Foreign was on the morning of 6 July, and, with his 
Enlistment Act, went out to Oporto under flagon hoard one of the captured linc-ol- 
the name of Carlos de Ponza. He wrote to battle Bbips, put to sea again on the 131 b 
his wife on 30 April: ‘If nothing unexpected The next day he received official nows of 
happens, in one month I hope either to be in his promotion to the rank of admiral, and 
^ Ten ' r ? ut lt , was 28 Ma 7 ofhla being ennobled in the peerage of Por- 
W ended from Falmouth, and 2 June tugal as Viscount Cape St. Vincent. At 
before he arrived at Oporto. He was accom- the same time a virulent attack of cholera 
b y » spall party of English officers, broke out in his squadron, and in the llag- 
Pi EklP w at - 8 ’ md H din 8 bis stepson, ship worst of all. In five days sho buried 
(1 E . 1 ™ fl N % er ’ P a R bezant in the fifty men, and had two hundred on tho B iok 
navy, and byaflotdlaof five steamers, carry- Let. As the best chance of shaking off the 
l^° officars . and seamen, and an deadly infection, Napier stoorod away to I lio 
(fnft T r . westward, and the ship < had not 

„„ bta oommiesion many leagues ere the disease rnosAuddm' 


j ofl , -— B“«J -lu-jiwuuUBf 

and 32-pounder corronade9, and two cor- 
vettes, besides some small steamers, the 
aggregate crews of which numbered barely 
more than one thousand, but were mostly 
Jingush, with a large proportion of old man- 
of-war s men ; all the superior officers were 
English. On 20 June the little squadron 


, " ™. ou baB river uio next (tny, 

and paid a visit to Rear-admiral Porker, 
commanding the English fleet then lying 
there [see Pabkhb, Sib Wiumt, itsi- 
lBObj, when he was much gratified at being 
received according to his Portuguoso vault. 
, when I came on. shore/ ho wrote to his 
Avne, I was hailed os the liberotor of I’or- 


j. ' >T T v-wia Buuuaron wue. * j. wq 
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afterwards Duke offa? The nZ 7 ™? Do “,¥» conferred on him 

Portugal, near the mouth of tin “ ~ 

and, marching along the ooaBt, 
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Sussex in tlie oliair, resolutions -were now 
unanimously carried in favour of Napier 
being restored to Ms rank in the English, 
navy. But, in fact, the removal of Ids name 
from the ‘ Navy List ’ was a matter of course 
when it was officially known that he had 
gone abroad without leave. When he re¬ 
turned to England and reported himself at 
the admiralty, his name was, equally as 
a matter of course, restored to its former 
place. 

Meanwhile Napier’s position in Lisbon 
was by no means easy. At first he exulted 
in having the full control ol’ the dockyards. 
But everything was in a wretched condition. 

1 1 soon found out,’ he wrote, ‘that from the 
minister to the lowest clerk in the establish¬ 
ment 1 was opposed by every species of in¬ 
trigue.’ Worn out by insuperable difficulties, 
he sought relief in more active operations, and, 
though not without considerable opposition, 
obtained leave to make an attempt on the 
northern ports, which were still held for Horn 
Miguel. Accordingly, about the middle of 
March, he sailed from Sotuval, and landing 
his men, about one thousand marines and sea¬ 
men, in the Miuho, entered on a very remark¬ 
able campaign, with the result that * in ten 
days tho whole of the Entre-Douro-e-Minho 
was secured, tho siege of Oporto raised, and 
the enemy cut off from one of the richest 
provinces of Portugal.’ Miguel’s garrisons, 
it must, however, be noted, ottered no more 
than a pretence at resistance. Napier was 
none the less received in triumph by the 
populace at Oporto, and Dorn Pedro raised 
him to the dignity of a count, as Count Cape 
St. Vincent, a title afterwards changed to 
Count Napier St. Vincent, and invested Mrs. 
Napier with the order of Isabella. 

A few weeks later Napier conducted an¬ 
other expedition against Figuera, which was 
abandoned to him. He then marched inland 
and summoned Otirom, which also surren¬ 
dered. With the conclusion of the civil 
war Napier’s work was done. He still koped 
to carry out the reforms he had contemplated, 
hut in June he went to England for a few 
weeks. On kis return to Lisbon the queen was 
declared of age, and on 24 Sept, her father 
died. Napier submitted to the new minis¬ 
ter of war a scheme for the government of 
the navy, and on its rejection he sent in his 
resignation. The queen on IB OoL, relieved 
him of the command, but desired him to re¬ 
tain ‘ the honorary post of admiral.’ He 
struck his flag the same day, and on 4 Nov. 
sailed for England in the packet. 

Considered solely in reference to the busi¬ 
ness for which he had been engaged, Napier's 
conduct was admirable, but it is incorrect to 


describe him as an enthusiast fighting in the 
cause of constitutional freedom; he had, in 
fact, refused to stir till he received six months’ 
pay in advance, and a policy of life insurance 
tor 10,0001. His services were worth the 
money, but have no claim to be ranked as 
patriotic. Napier employed himself for the 
next two years in writing ‘ An Account of 
the War in Portugal between Don Pedro and 
Don Miguel ’ (2 vols. post 8vo, 1886), a book 
in which the author’s achievements and his 
shore in the war are unpleasantly exagge¬ 
rated. 

About the. same time he purchased a small 
estate in Hampshire, near Catherington, 
formerly known as Quallett’s Grove, but to 
it be now gave tke name of Mercbistoun, in 
memory of the old place in Stirlingshire 
which he had sold in 1816. 

In January 1839 Napier commissioned the 
84-gun ship Powerful, which was sent out 
to the Mediterranean in the summer, when 
the troubled state of the Levant made it 
necessary to reinforce the floet under Sir 
Robert Stopford [q. v.] In June 1B40 he was 
sent in command of a email squadron to 
watch the course of events in Syria; and on 
10 Aug. was ordered to hoist a blue broad 
pennant as commodore of the second class, 
and to go off Beyrout. It was then that he 
first learned the intention of the English 
government, in concert with Russia, Austria, 
and Prussia, to support the Turk, and to com¬ 
pel Mohammed All to withdraw. Notwith¬ 
standing the formidable name of the alliance, 
thero was no force onthecoast exoept Napier’s 
squadron; and though he could threaten Bey- 
rout, which the Egyptians held with a force 
of fifteen thousand men, he could not do any¬ 
thing till, early in September, much to Ins 
disgust^ lie was joined by the admiral. 
Brigadier-general Sir Charles Smith too had 
come out, with a small body of engineers and 
artilleryman, to command the operations on 
shore. But Smith fell sick, and tke military 
officer next in seniority was a lieutenant- 
colonel of maiines, a man of neither ability nor 
energy. The admiral consequently directed 
Napier to take the oommand of the forces on 
shoro, and the commodore thus foundhimself 
general of a mixed force of marines, engi- 
nsers, artillery, and Turks. Though in ap¬ 
pearance and mannora sail or of thooldsohool, 
Napier had, since his experience at Busaco, be¬ 
lieved himself to be a horn general; but vanity 
and desire for theatiicol effect characterised 
much of his military work. On 20 Sept, ke 
wrote to Lord Minto, the first lord of the 
admiralty: ‘ I wish you would send out as 
many marines as can be spared; and if Sir 
Charles Smith does not return I trust an 
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(.n?ineer 0 f lower rank may lie sent out, from the sontli against the western face. Ho 
who will not interfere -with me. I have was to anchor abreast of the southern fort 
begun this business successfully, and I feel on that side, the ships astern passing on and 
myself quite equal to go on with it, for it is anchoring' in suooession to the north of tko 
nothing new to me.’ But a few days later, I Powerful, Contrary to his orders, and with- 
when he learned that a detached squadron j outany apparentreason,hepassedoutsidetliu 
v as to be sent against Sidon, under the com- I reef in front of the town, came in from tho 
uiand of Captain Maurice Berkeley [q.v.] of | north, and anchored considerably to the north 
the Thunderer, he wrote very strongly to the j of the position assigned him, thus crowding 
admiral, complaining that he should have all, the ships astern, and leaving the spare ahead 
the ■ fag ’ of tue service, while a junior was unprovided for. It was not till after borne 
to Lave the opportunity of distinction. Stop- delay that the admiral succeeded in placing 
lord gave way, and appointed him to com- a ship in the vacant position (Oonmimw, 
muid the expedition, which returned within pp, 202-8), The next morning he sharply 
tv,o days, having taken possession of Sidon expressed his disapproval of Napier’s con- 
wit hout much difficulty. I duct, on which Napier applied for a courl- 

On hi3 return to the camp Napier found martial. The general wish in the squadron 
the admiral intent on a combined attack on was that the dispute might be settled 
Boyrout. The marines were sent to their amicably, in order not to lessen tho credit of 
ships, and Napier, in command of the Turks, the action. Stopford, who was a very old 
advanced through the mountains to the posi- maig wrote that a difference of opinion did 
tion of the Egyptian army, on the heights to not imply censure, to which Napier, in a rude 
the south of the Nahr-el-Kelb, On 10 Oct., note, replied: ‘ I placed my ship to tho best 
no he was preparing to attack, he received a of my judgment; I could done more.’ BUm- 
lormal order to retire and hand over the com- ford condoned the offence, but tho many ofll- 
mand to Sir Charles Smith, who had just cers in the fleet who had suffered by Napior’u 
returned from Constantinople with a firman capricious disobedience neither forgave if. nor 
appointing him commander-in-chief of the : forgot it. 

Turkish army. Napier judged that to at- It was, however, necessary to strengthen 
tempt a retreat at that time might be disas- the squadron off Alexandria, and Napier was 
trails, and took on himself to disobey the ordered to take oommaad of it He arrived 


. expressed it, stirred them up with his Mohammed Ali as hereditary puslm, subject 
suck, or pelted them with sW, till, to to his restoring the Turkish fleet and eva- 
avoid the attack of the commodore m their ousting Syria, he forthwith TOonoand. urmnl 


to,rtd-J he Bgy fe r^<Bey- and ^thout consuiting the ndmiml^ 

n , ln „ k I " ar ’ m j ed Jy 80 bnUiont from whom he was not forty-eight hours 

? ll ! f \ L '°T? d i Went 011 board thu The first intelligence that Btopl .nl 

1 owerf.il without reluctance. _ _ had of the negotiation was the announee- 

? 4118 onl y portion on the mentthat the convention was signod. llo 

OmJiWr? b? a tbc end of immediately repudiated it, and wrote to Hint 

£5: jKSSSS? i JK stei sSjs 


noon oftlm 3rd Ci N, n F> e governments took a more favour- 

«. Stopfoid [a. vS, 


was not only disrespectful to an 
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officer of Sir Robert Stopford’s rank and ser¬ 
vices, but it was highly ungrateful, In this 
convention business there is not a spark of 
gratitude to his kind old chief; but indeed 
I don’t think the soil fitted for a plant of 
that nature. I wonder what commander- 
in-chief will ever trust him again 1 (id. p. 
213). 

On 2 Dec. 1840, in acknowledgment of the 
capture of Acre, all the captains present 
were nominated C.B's., and Napier, as second 
in command, was made a K.C.B. He also 
received from the European sovereigns of 
the alliance the order of Maria Theresa of 
Austria, of St. George of Russia, and of the 
Red Eagle of Prussia. From the sultan he 
received a diamond-hilled sword and the 
first class of the Medjidie, with a diamond 
star. In January 1841 he was sent on a 
special mission to Alexandria and Cairo, to 
see tho convention duly carried out. Ho re¬ 
joined thePowerful early inMorch, and being 
then sent to Malta obtained a month’s leave 
and went home. His fame and his achieve¬ 
ments, with a good deal of embellishment, 
had been noised abroad. At Liverpool and 
Manchester he was cheered by orowds and 
entertained at civic banquets. He was pre¬ 
sented with the freedom of the city of Lon¬ 
don; he was invited by Marylebone and by 
Falmouth to stand for parliament, and, as 
his leave was within a couple of days of ex¬ 
piring, he applied to Lord Minto for on ex¬ 
tension. 1 It takes time,’ he Haid, ‘to make 
inquiries before pledging oneself.' For suoh 
a purpose the application was refused, 
whereupon Napier requested to he placed on 
half-pay. This was done, and at the general 
election he was returned to the House of 
Commons as member for Marylebone, 

During the next few years he was mainly 
occupiod with parliamentary business, speak¬ 
ing on naval topics, more especially on pro¬ 
posals to improve the condition or seamon, 
and on the nocossity of increasing t ho strength 
of the navy. His ideas, in themselves fre¬ 
quently sound, were spoiled by the extrava¬ 
gance or inaccuracy of their presentment; 
and though some of them found favour with 
the ministers, they had little difficulty iu 
showing others to be absurd or impracti¬ 
cable. He was busy, too, in writing his 
‘ History of the War in Syria ’ (2 vols. post 
8vo, 1842), a hook deprived of most of its 
value by want of core and accuracy. On 
9 Nov. 1846 bo attained the rank of rear- 
admiral, and in the following May hoisted 
his flag onboard the St. Vincent, of 120 guns, 
in eominand of the Channel fleet. In August 
tho fleet was sent to Lisbon, and Napier, on 
the ground that it would he a compliment 
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to the Portuguese, applied for permission to 
assume his Portuguese title. Lord Palmer¬ 
ston refused in a semi-bantering letter: ‘ "W e 
cannot afford to lose the British admiral Sir 
Charles Napier, and to have him converted 
into a Portuguese count.’ During the greater 
part of 1848 the squadron was on the coast 
of Ireland, and in December was sent to 
Gibraltar and the coast of Morocco, to restrain 
and, if possible, to punish the insolence and 
depredations of the Riff pirates. 

In April 1849 the squadron returned to 
Spithead, and Napier was ordered to strike 
his flag. He had expected to hold the com¬ 
mand for three years, and the disappoint¬ 
ment perhaps gave increased bitterness to 
the many letters which he wrote to the 
1 Times ’ denouncing the policy of the admi¬ 
ralty. Many of these, as well as some of 
earlier date, were collected and edited by 
Sir William Napier under the title of ‘ Tho 
Navy, its Past and Present State’ (8vo, 
1861). Many of the reforms which he urged 
ware salutary, and many of his oriticisms 
just; but thB tone of the book as a whole 
was offensive to the service. He had already 
applied for the Mediterranean station when 
it Bhould be vacant; but the admiralty and 
the prime minister were agreed that thov 
could not trust to his discretion. This led 
to further correspondence, and to an extra¬ 
ordinary letter to Lord John Russell, in 
which Napier maintained that the appoint¬ 
ment of Rear-admiral Dundas [see DuHDAS, 
Sib Jambs Whitlhy Deans] to the com¬ 
mand was defrauding him of his just rights, 
and, recapitulating the several events in 
which he had taken port, arrogated to him- 
solf the whole of tne merit. This letter, 
with o thers which he published in the' Times ’ 
of 19 Deo, 1861, brought down many well- 
substantiated contradictions (Times, 23 and 
27 Deo.), and was cleverly travestied in 
verse with historical notes (Morning Ilerald, 
9 Jan. 1862). 

On 28 May 186S he was promoted to be 
vice-admiral, and in February 1864 was 
nominated to the command of the fleet to be 
sent to the Baltic. Popular enthusiasm in¬ 
dulged in the most extravagant expectations 
os to what the squadron might accomplish if 
war with Russia should be declared [Eaup, 
p, 14), and at a semi-public dinner at tbo 
Reform Club on 7 Marob there was a great 
deal of ill-timed boasting (Times, 8 and 
9 March), It was reported that Napier pro¬ 
mised, within a month after entering the 
Baltic, either to be in Cronstodt orinheaven: 
words corresponding to those—then unpub¬ 
lished—which ho had addressed to his wife 
twenty years before, on sailing to lake oom- 
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maud of the Portuguese fleet. At the time 
Kapler's idea, which was shared by the ad¬ 
miralty and the general public, was that what 
had been done at Sidon and at Acre was to 
be repeated at Cronstudt or Helsingfors. But 
when the admiral got into the Baltic he 
realised, in view of tho frowning casemates 
of Sveaborgor Cronstadt, or Hem or Bomai- 
suud, that it was not for line-of-battla 
ships to engage a first-class fortress. What, 
under the circumstances, ships could do was 
done. The Hussion ports were absolutely 
sealed; but beyond this- most stringent 
blockade nothing was attempted, though 
Bcmarsund was cuptured, mainly by a land 
force of ten thousand men specially 6ent 
from France. 

The reality fell bo far short of what had 
been expected that everybody asked who was 
to blame. Kapler, in no measured language, 
laid the blame on the admiralty, for not 
having supplied him with gunboats, and on 
his fleet, as very badly manned and still 
worse disciplined (Eaec, Iraq.; Times, 7 Feb. 
1855; CoDEDfQTOB', p. 497). The admiralty 
and public opinion, on the other hand, laid 
the blame on Napier himself, on hia capri¬ 
cious humour or want of nerve, which— 
there were people who said—had been de¬ 
stroyed by too liberal and long continued 
potations of Scotch whisky; while others 
referred to hia own published words: ‘Mast 
men of sixty are too old for dash and enter¬ 
prise. . . . When a man’s body begins to 
shake, the mind follows, and he is always the 
last to find it out ’ {The Navy, &c., pp. 78, 
100; cf. Edinburgh Review, cxviii. 179 n.) 

In July 1855 Sir Charles Wood, then first 
lord of the admiralty, recommended Napier 
for the G.O.B. He declined to accept it, i 
and wrote at length to Prince Albert, aa i 
grand master of the order, explaining his 3 
masons and stating hia grievances. His < 
enemies, real or imaginary, were numerous, < 
and the abusive language which ho scattered ] 
around continually added to them. In 1855 ( 
he was elected M.P, for Southwark, and in t 
and out of parliament devoted himself to i 
denouncing Sr James Graham and the board x 
of admiralty. During the intervals of his a 
attendance in the House of Commons he rs- ( 
sided almost entirely at Merohistoun, where 
he had all dong taken great interest in ex¬ 
perimental fanning, considering himself an *■ 
authority, more especially on turnips und * 
‘ “®.became an admiral on 6 March v 
1»8, and died on 6 Nov. I860. Si 

Tha angry and often unseemly quarrels of' i 
his later days gave an impression of Napier t 
as much below Ins real merits as that pre- $j 
Viously entertained was above them, As a in 
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man of action, within a perhaps limited 
scope, his conduct was often brilliant; but 
bis insolence und ingratitude to Sir Robert 
Stopford, Ms selfish insubordination, and his 
arrogant representation of himself as the 
hero of the hour, left very bitter nioinorioe 
in the minds of his colleagues. 

As a young man, from his very dark com- 

_: "L - Z. _Gl 'I _ r TIT.. 


tricities of Ms oonduct—many of which aro 
recorded by bis stepson—as Mild Charley. 
His portrait by T. M. Joy [q. v/j, now in 
the Painted Hell at Greenwich, is an ad¬ 
mirable likeness, though, as has boen fre¬ 
quently pointed out, it mokes him look too 
clean ana too well dressed, points on which 


, Simpson, is in the National Portrait Gallery, 
: Edinburgh. A partial observer has doscribod 
i him in 1840 as 1 about fourteen stone, stout, 
1 and broad built; stoops from a wound in his 
neck, walks lame from another in hie log, 
turns out one of his feet, and has a most 
slouching, slovenly gait; a largo round i'oco, 
•with blade, bushy eyebrowB, a double chin, 
scraggy, grey, uncurled whiskers and thin 
hair; wears a superfluity of shirt collar and 
small neck-handkerchief, always bodaubud 
with snuff, which he takoe in immonse quan¬ 
tities ; usually his trousers far too short, anti 
wears the ugliest pair of old shoos ho cau 
find ’ (Elhrs Names, ii. ISO). As yours 
wont on he did not improve, aud in Novem¬ 
ber 1854 his appearance on shore at Kiol, in 
plain clothes, used to excite wonder amount¬ 
ing almost to consternation. 

By his wife (d. 19 Dec. 1857) ho lmd issue 
a son, who died in infancy, and a daughter, 
married in 1848 to the Rev. Henry .Todroll, 
reetor of Gisleham, in Suffolk Of his stop- 
children, who took the name of Napior, tlm 
eldest, Edward Delavul Hungori’oi'd Elors 
Napier, is separately noticed. The second, 

Charles George, who was wifchNapiosthrough 

the Portuguese war, and both thon and after- 
wards was spoken of as ail officer of groat 
promise, was captain of the Avongor frigato, 
™ ™ lost with her on 20 Dee. 1817 
(OiByRNu), 

n.^ 6 W® ? nd Correspondence of Admiral Sir 
£ Wa stepson, General Elors 

Napier (2 vole, 8vo, 1802), loses much of its 

of l ts . **«- 


IJntLxv-* ° f S ,\f J ' (privately 

printed) ; TimoB, 7 Nov. 1800, 28 Jan. 1802: 

Mw. Jodrells Letter to tho Editor of the Times 
m attack upon her father’s conduct 
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of tlio Baltic Fleet; Hansard’s Parliamentary 
Debates; Gore’s Sir Charles Napier in the Medi¬ 
terranean and the Baltic and elsewhere,] 

,T. It. L. 

NAPIER, Sib CHARLES JAMES 
(1782-1863), conqueror of Sind (Scindo), 
eldest son of Colonel the Hon. George Napier 
[q. v.] and, Ms second rvife, Lady Sarah Bun- 
bury, ms horn at "Whitehall, London, on 
10 Aug. 1782, George Thomas Napi er [q . v.], 
Henry Edward Napier [q. v.l, and "william 
Francis Patrick Napier [q. v.J were his bro¬ 
thers. When he was only three, the family 
moved to Celbridge, on the Liffey ten miles 
from Dublin. His father was a very hand¬ 
some man, with a fine figure and grant 
strength, both of body and of mind. His 
mother was, says Horace Walpole, ‘more 
beautiful than you can conceive . . . she 
shone, besides, with all the graceB of un¬ 
affected but animate nature.’ Charles Napier, 
owing to an accident, was sicltly as a child, 
and never attained the fine proportions for 
which the family were remarkable. He was 
also short-sighted; hut he had an admirable 
constitution and a high spirit. 

On 81 Jan. 1794 he obtained a commis¬ 
sion as ensign in the 33rd regiment, from 
wMch he was promoted to be lieutenant in 
the 89th regiment on 8 May the same year. 
He joined theregimentntNetley Gamp/where 
it formed part of an army assembling under 
Lord Moira [see Hastings, Fbancis Raw- 
don-]. His father was assistant quarter¬ 
master-general to the force, and when it 
soiled for Ostond Napier was sent back to 
Ireland, having exchanged into the 4th regi¬ 
ment; but, instead of joining his regiment, 
was placed with Me brother William as a 
day-scholar at a large grammar school in 
Celbridge. When the rebellion took place in 
1798, OmonelNapierfbrtified Ms house, armed 
Msfive hoys, and offered an asylum to all who 
were willing to resist the insurgents. The 
elder Napier, with Charles at his side, used, 
to scour the country on horseback, keeping 
a sharp look-out. In 1799 Charles became 
aide-de-oamp to Sir James Dull’ [q, v.], com¬ 
manding the Limerick district. In 1800 he 
resigned his staff appointment to join the 
96throgimenb, or riflo corps, which was being 
formed at Blatohington, Sussex, by a selec¬ 
tion of men and officers from other TegimentB, 
He was quartered for the next two years at 
Weymout h, Hy the, and Shomoliffe. In June 
1803 he was appointed aide-de-oamp to his 
cousin, General Henry Edward Fox [q, v.l, 
commander-in-chief of the forces in Ireland, 
and served against the insurgents. He accom¬ 
panied General Fox to London when he woe 
transferred to the command of the home dis¬ 


trict. While serving on the London staff he 
saw mitoh of bis cousin, Charles James Fox 
[q. v.], and the cheerful society at St. Anne’s 
Hill was a pleasant interlude in Ms life. 

On 22 Dec. 1808 he was promoted captain 
in the staff corps, a newly organised body of 
artificers to assist the royal engineers and 
the quartermaster-general. In 1804 he was 
quartered at Chelmsford and Chatham. In 
October his father died; the family were left 
in straitened circumstances, hut Pitt be¬ 
stowed pensions on the widow and daughters. 
In the middle of 1806 Napier went with his 
corps to Hytlio, where he was employed in 
the construction of the Military Canal, and 
came under the personal supervision of Sir 
John Moore [q. v.l who was at that time 
training the 43rd, 62nd, and rifle regiments, to 
fit them for the distinguished part they were 
to play as the light division in the Peninsula. 
Napier's brothers William (in the 48rd) and 
George (in the 52nd) were thus in tho same 
command, 

On 29 May 1806, on the accession of Fox 
to power, Napier was promoted to a majority 
in a Cape Colonial corps, from which he ex¬ 
changed into the 60th regiment, then quar¬ 
tered at Bogtior, Sussex. During the next 
two years and a half he was moved about with 
the regiment to Guernsey, Deal, Hythe, and 
Ashford, and was frequently in command of 
the battalion. After the battle of Vimiera 
(August 1808) Napier was ordored to join the 
first battalion of the 60th at Lisbon, and, as 
the colonel had obtained leave of absence, 
Napier found Mmself on arrival at Lisbon in 
command of the battalion. Sir John Moore 
at once incorporated the regiment in the 
army going to Spain. Napier’s battalion was 
in Lord "William Bentinck’s brigade, and 
distinguished itself throughout the famous 
retreat, On 16 Jan. 1809, at Oorufia, it be¬ 
haved splendidly, with Napier leading it. 
Napier was five times wounded: his leg was 
brokon by a musket shot, he received a sabre 
cut on the head, a bayonet wound in the 
back, sevore contusions from the butt end of 
a musket, and Ms ribs were broken by agun- 
skot. Eventually he was taken prisoner; 
Ms name was returned among the killed, but 
Ms life was saved by a French drummer. He 
was taken to Marshal Boult’s quarters, where 
he received every attention. MarsbaPNey, 
who succeeded Sou.lt in command at Oorufia, 
was particularly kind, and on 20 March set 
him at liberty, on parole not to serve again 
until exchanged, it having been represented 
to Ney that Napier’s mother was a widow, 
old and blind. Itwosnot until January 1810 
that an exchange was effected, and Napier 
was able to rejoui his regiment. Finding it 
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in Quarters in Portugal, lie obtained leave of serve again m the Peninsula, he exchanged 
absence and permission to join, as a volunteer, back into the. 50th Teg mount, and on leaving 
the light brigade in -which his brothers were the 102nd regiment the office™ xirosentod him 
serving. He acted as aide-de camp to Robert with a sword of honour. He sailed for Ttng- 
Cranfhrd fq. v.] at the battle on the Ooa land nt September 1813, and arrived to hud 
124 Julv lffioj, and had two horses killed 1 the war with France concluded. IIo served 
under him. On the fall of Almeida the army 1 with the 50th regiment untd December 1814, 
retreated, and Napier was attached to Lord J when he was placed by reduction on nalt- 
Wellinaton’s staff; at the battle of Busaoo pay. Napier at once entered i ha military 
127 Sept. 1810) he was shot through the face, college at Farnham, where ha was joined by 
his law broken, and his eye injured. He was Ills 1 brother William. 

gent to Lisbon, where he was laid up for some When in March 1816 Napoleon escaped 
months. On 6 March 1811 he started to rejoin I from Elba, Napier wont as a volunteer to 
the army, his wound still bandaged. On the ( Ghent. He took port in the storming of 
13th he rode ninety miles on one horse and 1 Oambroi, and marched into Paris with tlio 
in one course, including a three hours' halt, I allied armies, He was mentioned in dos- 
and reached the army between Bedinha and patohes from the Peninsula and North 
Condeixa. The light division was in advance, America. For his services in the Poninsula 
and in constant contact with Mossena’s rear j he received the gold medal for Coruna, wlioro 
guard under Ney. On the 14th, advancing j he commanded a regiment, and the silver war 
with his regiment, Napier met his brothers 
"William (of the 48rd regiment) and George 
being carried to the rear; Doth were woundea, 
the former, it was supposed, mortally. He 
was engaged at the battle of F uentea d’Onoro 
(5 May 1811). At the second siege of 
Badajos he was employed on particular ser¬ 
vice near Medellin. 

On 27 June 1811 he was promoted to the 
lieutenant-colonelcy of the 102nd regiment, 
which had just arrived at Guernsey from 
Botany Bay. He embarked for England on 
25 Aug., and spent some months with his 
mother before joining his regiment in Guern¬ 
sey. lord Liverpool conferred on Napier the 
small non-resident and sinecure government 
of the Virgin Isles, in consideration of his 
wounds and services, and he held it for a 
year or two; but when pensions for wounds 
were granted he resigned it. Napisr went 
to Guernsey in January 1812. 

In July he embarked with his regiment 
for Bermuda, where he arrived in Septem- 


medal with two clasps for Busaco and 
Fuentes d’Onoro. When ihe order of the 
P ith was reconstituted he was mado a 0.15. 
While on Mb way home from Ostend in 1815 
the ship sank at the mouth of the harbour, 
and Napier was nearly drowned. Ho re¬ 
joined the military college at Farnham, and 
remained until the end of 1817, reading dili¬ 
gently, not only military and political his¬ 
tory, but also general literature, and study¬ 
ing agriculture, building construction, and 
political economy. 

In May 1819 he was appointed an inspect¬ 
ing field officer in the Ionian Islands, and In 
2830 he was sent on a confidential mission 
to Ali Pasha at Joonnina. In 1821 ho wont 
on leave of absence to Grwco, to study the 
military advantages of the position of the 
Isthmus of Corinth, as he had tlionghta of 
throwing in his lot with theflroeks, and hoped 
to lead their army, He returned to Corfu in 
the beginning of 1822, and in March was ap¬ 
pointed resident of Oephnlania. This ollioo, 
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her. In May 1818 he was appointed to com- created by Sir Thomas Maitland [q. v.j, tho 
mand a brigade, composed of his own rsgi- high commissioner, conferred almost absolute 
ment, a body of royal marine^, and a corps of J power on the holder, and was designed to 
Frenchmen enlisted from the war prisoners, I protect the people against feudal oppression, 
to take part in the expedition under General [ This was probably the happiest period of 
Sir Thomas Sydney Beckwith [q, v,j, which Napier’s life. He threw himself with all his 
engaged,m desultory operations against the | determination and energy into tho reform of 
United States of America. The expedition | abuses of all kinds, and into tho development 
went with the fleet to Hampton Roads, when 1 of everything that could conduce to the wtsl- 
Granay Island, at the mouth of the Elizabeth fare of the Oephalonians. He carried out 
nyer, was seized, and the town of Little , a number of public works and covered tile 


Ilampton, at the attack on which Napier 
was in command, taken and plundered In 

& uiTllof KTominii wnn >3 nt* /ih - J A J * 1 


island with a network of good roads. ITo was 
ably seconded by Captain (aftorwards Major) 

John Pitt TTannorltr r« it 1 _ ,*i 


j, who l’omameu 
friend. IIo did not 


August Napier was detached, with Admiral 1 John Pitt Kennedy fa v 1 
Sir George Cockburn [q. y.j, to the coast of through life his attached frW. A ,o oiu not 

S^^rr OU8ml ? 0 I 0 ^ ti r too ’ c I ^^ofthe Greek question, mid received 
place, 'aence he proceeded with the regi- j constant demands for advice from Prince 
ment to Halifax, Nova Scotia. Anxious to j Mavrocordato. Napier sent the Greek go- 



47 


Napier 


Napier 


vernment a masterly memorandum on the 
military situation., including a plan of opera¬ 
tions and a strong recommendation to appoint 
Mavrocordato dictator. In the summer and 
autumn of 1828 lie saw a good deal of Byron, 
who inJanuaiyl824, when Napier was going | 
to England on leave, gave him a letter to the ] 
Greek committee in London, recommending 
him os‘ our man to lead a regular force or 
to organise a national one for the Greeks.’ 
He made a deep impression on Byron, who 
spoke of him on his deathbed. Napier re¬ 
turned to England in the beginning of1824, 
and put himself in communication with the 
Greek committee. His services were, how¬ 
ever, declined. He wrote a pamphlet on the 
Greek question, and a memoir on the roads 
of Cephalonia. 

In May 1826 he was back again in Oe- 

S halonia. Maitland was dead, and Sir Ere- 
erick Adam [q. v.]had taken his place as high 
commissioner. Napier was promoted colonel 
in the army on 27 May 1826. He made tlie 
acquaintance of the missionary JosephWolff, 
who waB wrecked off Cephalonia; for Wolff 
he had a great admiration. 

In September 1826 Ibrahim Pasha was 
ravaging the Morea, and the Greeks turned 
to Napier for help. Napier sent hie condi¬ 
tions ; hut the Greek government were per¬ 
suaded by the London committee to spend 
on ships of war the money which would 
have furnished Napier with an army. They 
still desired to secure his services, and offered 
a larger remuneration than he had asked for; 
hut he was not inclined to he dependent on 
the mismanagement and intrigues of the 
Greek government,and,failing toobtain com¬ 
plete power, he declined the offer, and tried 
to forget his disappointment in renewed 
efforts for the prosperity of his government. 
In 1820 he was suddenly called to England 
by the death of his mother. In April 1827 he 
married, and in July returned to Cephalonia. 
He could not brook the interference of the 
new high commissioner, and a coldness arose 
between them, which soon grew into hos¬ 
tility. The roads and publio works in which 
he delighted were taken out of Napier's hands; 
and the feudal proprietors, from whom Napier 
had exacted the duties of their position while 
curtailing some of their privileges, aggra¬ 
vated the ill-feeling by laying many com¬ 
plaints before tlie high commissioner. 

Early in 1880 Napier was obliged to take 
hie wife to England on account or her health. 
Some months after his departure Adam sent 
home charges against Napier, seized his official 
papers, ana publicly declared he would not 
allow him to return. Lord Goderich, who 
thought there were, no doubt, faults on both 


sides, offered Napier the residency of Zante, 
a higher post than that of Cephalonia. But 
Napier declined the offer; ha considered his 
character was not vindicated unless he re¬ 
turned to Cephalonia. He lived with his 
family at one time in Berkshire, and at an¬ 
other in Hampshire, and then settled at 
Bath. During this interval of retirement he 
took on interest in politics, and occupied 
himself in writing a hook on hie government 
of Cephalonia. In 1883 he had a severe 
attack of cholera, and on 81 July of that year 
was completely prostrated by the death of 
his wife. He removed to Caen in Normandy, 
and devoted himself to the education of Ms 
daughters, 

In August 1884 a company received a 
charter to settle in South Australia, and the 
colonists petitioned far the appointment of 
Napier ns governor. Many months of sus¬ 
pense ensued, during which Napier wrote a 
work on colonisation. In May 1886 he was 
informed that the terms which he proposed 
on behalf of the colonists were not acceptable 
to the company, and he declined the appoint¬ 
ment at the end of 1886. He married a 
second time in 1836, and again settled at 
Bath, where he entered eagerly into politics. 
He had a bitter controversy with O’Oonnell, 
which led to his publishing o dialogue on 
the poor laws. He also published a hook 
on military law, and edited ‘Lights and 
Shadows or Military Life,’ from the Frenoh 
of Count Alfred de Vigny and Elzfiar Blase. 
But his principalliterary work at this time was 
on historical romance entitled ‘ Harold,’ the 
manuscript of which strangely disappeared. 
On 10 Jan. 1887 he was promoted major- 
general. In March 1888 he moved to Pater, 
Milford Haven. In July he -was made a 
K.O.B. He applied for the command and 
lieutenant-governorship of Jersey, and, after 
considerable suspense, waa rofused. He then 
made a short tour in Ireland, visiting his old 
friend Kennedy, and the model farm at 
Glasnevin. A pamphlet on the state of 
Ireland was the result of his visit. 

In April 1889 Lord Hill appointed Napier 
to the command of the troops in the northern 
district, comprising the eleven northern coun¬ 
ties of England. Chartism was rife at the 
time; outrages were not infrequent, and 
Napier’s political opinions were on the side of 
the people. He felt the responsibility, and, 
while sympathising with the distress that 
prevailed, determined to uphold law and 
order with a firm hand. He had excellent 
subordinates in Hew Ross, afterwards field- 
marshal, and Colin Campbell, afterwards 
Lord Clyde [q. v.1 Napier's well-organised 
measures judiciously maintained the law in a 
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time of considerable disaffection, end the Napier moved at the end of November to 
IZVvJed Sliikarpur. A fresh treaty, based on Napier's 

In April 1811 he accepted an Indian com- reports, was ordered by tho governor-gonoral 
mand* offered to him by Lord Hill, and in to bo offered as an ultimatum. Ihn pro- 
October left for India. He assumed 00 m- posal produced strong remonstrances ftoin 
mand at Poona at tbe end of December. On both Khairpur and Haidamliad. On 16 Dec 
the arrival in India of Lord Ellenliorough as the British troops commenced tho passage of 
covemor-oeneral in 1842, heappliedtoNapier the Indus, in order to occupy tho ternlonos 
for a statement of his view on the military mentioned in the treaty. Napior fixed, his 
situation. Xapiersenthimamemorandumon headquarters at Rohn, where,_with, his right 
4 March, recommending as the first step the resting on the river and his loft on tlm 
prompt relief of Sale, who was holding Jalala- desert, he harred the amirs from Suuznucot 
bad, ifnd the formation of two strong columns : and Blmng-Bara, which were taken ponses- 
to move on Kabul—one from Peshawar, the sion of by Bengal troops. On 31 Doc. 1842 
other from Kandahar by Ghazni, 'Napier determined to seize tho fortress of 

In Auaust he was ordered to take com- Imamghar, the impregnable refuge of the 
mand in Upper and Lower Sind. He sailed amirs, in the midst of iho great desert in the 
from Bombay on 3 Sept. Cholera broke out east of Sind, He mounted 860 men of tho 
on the voyage, and fifty-four lives were lost Queen’s 22nd regiment on camels, two sol- 
before Karachi was reached. A few days dLersoneach,and,takingtwo24-pouiidliowit- 
after landing, at a review of the troops, he zors and two hundred Sind liorso, started on 
was severely injured in the leg by the burst- 6 Jan. 1843. On arriving on 12 Jan. at 
ing of a rocket. On his recovery he sailed Imamghar, it was found to have boon ova- 
up the Indus to Haidarabad and Sakhar. cuatecTonly a few hours by a garrison of two 
Here he found himself chief agent in Sind thousand men. Aflor three days' rest tlm 
of the governor-general, as well as general fortress was blown up, and Napier made for 
officer commanding the troops. Sind was the Indus nt Pir Abu Dakar, where he halted 
divided under three distinct sets of rulers— on 21 Jan. for the main body of his troops, 
the amirs of Khairpur or Upper Sind, the and whence he could fall, if nocussary, oithor 
amirs of Haidarabad jor Lower Sind, and , upon the amirs of Haidarabad or those of 

‘ Khairpur. The masterly stroke by which 
Napier seized Imamghar before host, i lilies 
had actually commenced, and deprived tho 
amirs of their last retreat in caso of dangor, 
elicited the warm praise of the Duke of Wol- 


the amir of Mirpur. The British occupied 
Sliikarpur, Bakhar, and Karachi by treaty. 
The amirs were in a atate of excitement, duo 
to the recent British reverses in Afghanistan, 
while the return to India of General Eng¬ 


land’s force through the Bolan pass, when lington. 
both advanced on Kandahar, was interpreted Napier at this time had tho govornor- 

as a retreat. The situation was critical. The general’s authority to compel Iho amirs to 
governor-general had instructed Captain accept the new treaty. Ontrum thought 
(afterwards General Sir) James Outram that its acceptance could bo obtained by 
[q. v.], who was chief political officer before negotiations, while Napier knew that every 
the arrival of Napier, in case any of the day's delay would bring him nearer to tho 
amirs proved faithless, to confiscate their hot weather, when operations in tho field, 
dominions; and Napier, after reading Lord would be difficult. Ho nevertholoss was so 
Ellenborough’s instructions, and receiving far influenced by Outram that he decided to 
reports from Outram and othersof the dis- try what peaceable measures would do, anil 
affection of the amirs, made up hismind that scut Outram to Khairpur as his commissioner 
the practical annexation of Smd was inevi- to issue a proclamation calling on the amirs 
table, and could uot belong delayed. The of both provinces to appear on 20 Jun. l,o 
chief complaint against the amirs was the complete tho treaty. The tiraswaB extended 
continued levying of tolls in violation of the to 26 Jon. and then to 1 Feb,, and again to 
treaty, notwithstanding frequent protosts, 6 Feb. Meanwhile Napier sent Outram, at 
then came the_ discovery that negotiations his own request, to Haidarabad, and himself 
irore going on with neighbouring tribes for an moved with his army Blowly southward. Tie 
oftensivBalnance agamst the British. Napier reached Nowshcra on 80 Jon, Outram was 
was impressed with the natural wealth of the still sanguine of a peaceful issuo, and, ropmt- 
country and the oppression of the Pindis ing that not a mm in arms was at TMam- 

7 he /’ ba, suggested that the only thing wZ 
(the poor people), he says, live in a larder was that Napier should leave his army and go 
’ Themeers rob by taxes, in person to haidarabad. But N^offlin- 
the hill-tabes by matchlocks,’ telfigence that some twenty-five thousand 
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mm were collected within six miles of flni- 
d.u.ihad, that fen thousand of the Khandesh 
tribe woro coming down the left bank of the 
Tnd mi, that seven thousandmen under Bust am 
wore in roar of his left flank atK.hunhora,that 
ten thousand under Shir Muhammad were 
marching from Mirpur, while in the moun¬ 
tains on the right Lanlt of the Indus thousands 
were ready at a signal to potir down upon the 
plains, lie therefore ridiculed Outram’s pro¬ 
posal. On 12 Feb. L848 Outram met the 
amirs, who, with the exception of Nasir 
Khan, signed the draft treaties; hut the ex¬ 
citement in the city was so groat that Outram 
and hie staff were threatened and insulted 
on their way hack to their quarters. Next 
day the amirs represented that they could 
not restrain their followers, and on the 16th 
the residency was attacked, and Outram 
and liis gallant hand, after soma hours’ 
sioge, fought their way to the steamers, 
which carried them off to rejoin the main 
force. 

Napier had waited at Nowshera until 
6 Feb. lie then marched to Saknrand, where 
he halted on 11 Fob. After three days he 
rpaehed Siudabad, and on 1G Feb. he was at 
Mfttari. Towards evening ho heard that the 
enemy wore ten miles off, entrenched in the 
boil of the Fnlaili river nearMiani (Meaueo). 
The lowest estimate of the enemy’s strength 
was twenty-two thousand. Napier’s force 
was less than 2,800, and this number was 
further reduced by six hundred men, of whom 
two hundred were sent with Outram to Are 
tho forests on the enemy’s flank, while four 
hundred men were in charge of baggage. Of 
the 2,200 men remaining, fewer than live 
hundred were Europeans. 

The enemy was discovered at daybronk of 
the 17th, and at nine o’clock in the morning 
the British lino of battle was formed, The 
baggage, tlio animals, and tho largo body of 
camp followors wore formed up in the Bri¬ 
tish rear, and surrounded with a ring of camels 
facing inwards, with hales between them for 
the armed followers to fire over. This impro¬ 
vised defence was guarded by 260 Poona horse 
and four companies of infantry. Napier's 
order of battle was—artillery with twelve 
guns and fifty sappers on the right, 22nd 
Queen's regiment next, and on the left tho 
25th, 12th, and 1st grenadier nativo regi¬ 
ments in succession, tho whole in echelon; 
on the loft of tho line were the 9th Bengal 
cavalry and tho Sind or Jacob's horse. The 
enemy had oighteon guns, and were strongly 
posted on a curve of the river, convex to the 
British, with a skikargah on eaoh sido flank¬ 
ing their front. The skikargah, or woody 
enclosure, on the left was covered towards 
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the plain by a stone wall ; behind the wall 
six thousand Baluchis were posted. 

Giving the order to advance, Napier rode 
forward, and noting an opening in the wall on 
his right flank, with an inspiration of genius 
thrust a company of the 22nd regiment and 
a gun into the space, telling Captain Tew to 
block the gap, and if necessary die there, thus 
paralysing the six thousand Baluchis within 
with a force of eighty men. Tew died at hiB 
post, but his diminished company held the 
gap to the end. The main body of tlio 
British, advancing in columns of regiments 
in echelon under heavy firo, formed into line 
successively as each reg-iment approached 
tho river Falaili, and charged up the hank, 
but staggered bade on seeing tho sea of tur¬ 
bans and of waving swords that filled oil 
the broad, deop bed of the river, now dry. 
For over two hours the British lino remained 
a few yards from the top of tho hank, ad¬ 
vancing to deliver their fare into the masses 
of the enemy in the riveT-bed, and returning 
to load. The Baluchis, driven desperate by 
the increasing volleys of the British, pressed 
upon from behind, and unablo to retreat, 
made frequent charges; hut, as these were 
not executed in concort along their line, the 
British troops were able to overlap round 
thoir flanks and push thorn hack over tho 
edge. The Baluchis fought stubbornly. No 
fire of musketry, discharge of grape, or push 
of bayonet could drive them buck. Leap¬ 
ing at the guns, they were blown away by 
scores at a time, their gaps being continually 
filled from tho rear. Napior could not leave 
this desperate conflict. lie sawtlio struggle 
could not last much longer, and, judging 
that the supremo moment, had come, he sent 
orders to Ins cavalry on the left to ohargo on 
the enemy’B right. He himself rode up and 
down his infantry line, holding, os it seemed, 
a charmed life, while uvging his men to sus¬ 
tain the increasing fury of the enomy. The 
British cavalry swept down on the enemy’s 
right, dashed through their guns, rode over 
the high hank of the river, crossed its bed, 
gained the plain beyond, and charged into 
the enemy's rear with irresistible fury. Then 
the Baluchis in front looked behind, and tho 
British infantry, seizing the opportunity, 
charged with a shout, pushed the Baluchis 
into the ravine, and closed in hand-to-hand 
fight, The bottle woe won. The Baluchis 
slowly moved off, as if half inclined to renew 
tho conflict. With a British loss of twenty 
officers and 260 men out of 2,200, no loss 
than (1,000 Baluchis wore killed or wounded, 
and more than three times os many wore in 
retreat. Napier was content. Quarter was 
neither asked nor given, but there was no 
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desire to follow up the beaten foe. Haidar- 
abad surrendered, and six amirs gave up their 

Slur Muhammad, the Lion of Mirpur, con¬ 
fident in the defeat of the British, and un¬ 
willing to swell the triumph of his rivals, 
was a tew miles off, with ten thousand men. 
He now retreated on Mirpur, where he soon 
found himself at the head of twenty-five 
thousand men. The position was one that 
called forth all Napiers powers. His force 
was greatly reduced, the thermometer was 
110° in the shade, he had no transport, and 
Haidarabad, in which he was obliged to place 
a garrison of five hundred men, was too far 
from the Indus to serve as a base or depfit. 
Knowing that Shir Muhammad was a good 
soldier, but deficient in wealth, he resolved 
to give him time, hoping that a largo army 
and no money would compel him to attack. 
Napier sent to Sakhar for all available troops 
to join him by river. These reinforcements, 
consisting of a regiment of Bengal cavalry, 
a regiment of native infantry, and a troop 
of horse artillery, duly arrived; while Major 
Stack’s brigade of fifteen hundred men and 
five eons joined him from the north on 
22 March. Napier had entrenched a camp 
close to thelndua, with a strong work on the 
other side of the river to protect his steamers. 
In the camp he placed nis stores and hos¬ 
pital, with every appearance of the greatest 
caution, in February, and sat down to wait. 
During this time of suspense he, in the words 
of his hero, the Duke of Wellington, ‘mani¬ 
fested all the discretion and ability of an officer 
familiar with the most difficult operations of 
war.’ On 23 Maroh reinforcements reached 
him from Bombay and from Sakhar, The 
Lion was slowly approaching, and sent en¬ 
voys to summon Napier to surrender. On 
the morning of the 24th Napier marched to 
attack the enemy. He crossed diagonally the 
front of Haidarabad towards Duhhn, eight 
miles to the north-west of die city. He found 
the Lion posted at Dubba with fifteen guns 
and twenty-six thousand men. Two lines of 
infantiy were entrenched. The right rested 
on a curve of the river Falaili and could not 
he turned by reason of soft mud in the had of 
the river, while the bank was covered with 
dense wood; in front of the position was a 
scarped nullah, behind which the first line of 
infantiy extended for two miles to another 
wood, and then bent back behind a second 
nullah. The cavalry were mossed in advance 
of the loft, under cover of the wood. Behind 
tie right, where it rested in the Falaili, was 
the village of Dubba, filled with men. 

Napier’s force numbered five thousand 
r e», of which eleven hundred were cavalry, 


with nineteen guns, of which five wero horse 
artillery. The battle began about 9 A..M. 
Napier brought his horse artillery to liis left 
flank and advanced by echelon of battalions 
from the left, the horse artillery leading, with 
two cavalry regiments in support resting on 
the Falaili. The 22nd Queen’s regiment 
formed the left of the infantry, thou came 
four native regiments, and on the right wore 
the 3rd cavalry and Sind horse, Tho horse 
artillery opened o raking fire,and the infantry 
pushed on for the village. TheBaluchis closed 
at a run to their right. It was soon dis¬ 
covered that neither the villngenortho nullah 
in front had been neglected. The 22nd, who 
led the way, were met by a destructive fire, 
and the existence of the enemy’s second line 
became known. Napier had undervalued the 
skill of the Lion, ana there was nothing for 
it but to make up for the mist alto by per¬ 
sistent courage. He himself lod the charge, 
and, by dint of hard fighting and indomitable 
resolution, Dubba waB at length carried. The 
Baluchis lounged off, ns at Minni, slowly, 
and with apparent indifforenceto tho volleys 
of musketry which, at only a few yarns’ 
range, continually rolled them in the dust. 
Five thousand of the enemy wero killed, 
while Napier’sloss amounted to 270, of whom 
147 were of the 22nd regimont. Napior’s es¬ 
cape was marvellous, considering that lie Jed 
tho regiment in person. His orderly’s horse 
was struck audlua own sword-hilt. Towards 
the end of the battle a field magazine of the 
enemy, dose to Napier, blew up and killed 
all around him; but, although his swovd was 
broken in his hand, he was not hurt. Sending 
his wounded to Haidarabad, Napier pursued 
Shir Muhammad with forced marches in 
spite of the heat. Jle roached Mirpur on 
27 March, to find that tho Lion had aban¬ 
doned his capital and fled, with his family 
and treasure, to Omorkot. Napier remained 
at Mirpur, and sent the Sind liorso and a 
camel battery to follow up tho Lion. On 
4 April the troops entered Omorkot, a hun¬ 
dred miles from Dubba, and in the heart of 
the desert. The Lion had fled northwards 
with a few followers. On 8 April Nanior was 
hack at Haidarabad. So long ns the Lion 
was at large in the country Napier felt (hat 
the settlement of Sind could not bo offoctod, 
and all through the hot weather hi(t troops 
were on his track. Napier surrounded him 
gradually by forces under Colonel Roberts 
and Major John Jacob [q.v.] Many men 
were lost, and Napier was himself knocked 
over with sunstroke, when Jacob, on 11 June 
at Shah-dal-pur, finally defeated Shir Mu¬ 
hammad, who escaped to Ins family across 
the Indus into the Kochi hills. 
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The war ms now at ail end, and the task 
nf annexing and settling the country was to 
begin. A great controversy took place as 
to the necessity for tlie conquest of Sind, in 
which Outram and Napier took opposite 
aides. On the one aide it was alleged that 
Lord Eflenborough. and Napier had made up 
their minds that Sind should be annexed, but 
that the amirs might havo beeu safely left to 
rule their country; and that, had they been 
differently treated, there need have been no 
war. On the other side it was statod that 
the disaffection of Sind could not be allayed 
by pacific measures; that it was ‘the tail of 
the Afghan storm,' to use Napier’s expres¬ 
sion, and that it was necessary to act with 

B ilitude, decision, and firmness. Napier 
a state of things bordering on war. 
For a short time he listened to his political 
advisor, then ho acted for himself, and in 
tho conrse of a few months Sind was con- 

S uered. The conquered country had now to 
e organised. Napier had a great talent for 
administration. His administrative staff was 
composed principally of military men, who 
were naturally unfavourably criticised by 
their civilian brethren; but Napier knew ha 
had tho support of tho governor-general, and 
ho energetically pushed forward the work of 
settlement, He lost no time in receiving 
the submission of the chiefs, and he con¬ 
ciliated more than four hundred of them. 
He organised tho military occupation of the 
country. He established a civil government 
in all its branches, social, financial, and 
judicial, end organised an effective police 
force. He examined in person the principal 
mouths of the Indus, with a view to oom- 
morco, and entered enthusiastically into a 
scheme to make Karachi the second port of 
the Indian empire. "He was a prolific writer, 
and, though twice struck down with disease, 
he maintained a largo private correspond¬ 
ence, carried on a considerable public one, 
and entered into all the schemes for the 
government of the now state with an energy 
that never sank under labour. On 24 May 
1844 ho celebrated the queen's birthday by 
holding a durbar at Haidarabad, and sum¬ 
moned all tho Sindian Baluchi chiefs to do 
homage. Some three thousand chiefs, with 
twenty thousand men, attended, and ex¬ 
pressed their contentment with the new 
order of things. 

The hot contention on the question of the 
annexation of Sind had delayed the vote of 
the thanks of parliament for the success of 
the military operation, and the vote was not 
taken until February 1844, The Duke of 
"Wellington had already written to Napier, 
congratulating him warmly on ‘the two glo¬ 


rious battles of Ueanee and Hyderabad ; * 
and in his place in the House of Lords 
he stated that he had ‘never known any 
instance of an officer who had shown in a 
higher degree that he possesses all the quali¬ 
ties and qualifications nooessavy to enable 
him to conduct groat operations. He has 
maintained the utmost discretion and pru¬ 
dence in the formation of his plans, the ut¬ 
most activity in all the preparations to insure 
his suoooss, and, finally, tho utmost zeal and 
gallantry and soienee in carrying them into 
execution.’ Sir Robert Peel was enthusiastic 
in his admiration not only for Napier's cha¬ 
racter and military achievements, hut for tho 
matter and form of his despatches. ‘ No one,’ 
ho said, ‘ ever doubted Sir Oharles Napier’s 
military powers; but in his other character he 
does surprise mo—he is possessed of extra¬ 
ordinary talent for civil administration.’ To 
Edwara Coleridge, PeBl Boid that as a writer 
ho was much inclined to rank Oharles Napier 
above his brother William; that not only he, 
but all thB members of the government who 
had read his letters and despatches from Sind, 
had been immensely struck by their masterly 
clearness of mind and vigour of expression. 
Napier was made a Cr.O.B., and on 21 Nov. 
1848 was given the colonelcy of the 22nd 
regiment. He was quite content, and, speak¬ 
ing of Wellington's praise of him, said: ‘ The 
hundred-gun ship has taken the little cock¬ 
boat in tow, and it will follow for ever over 
the ocean of time.’ 

At the end of 1844Napier began his cam¬ 
paign againBt the hill tribes on the northern 
frontier, who had been raiding into Sind, 
He reached Salchar the week before Christ¬ 
mas 1844. He made Sakhar his base for his 
operations against Beja Klmn Dumki, tho 
leading hill chief, and his eight thousand fol¬ 
lowers. Napier’s men were attacked by fever, 
and tho greater part of the 78th highlandors 
perished. Beja hoard of the sickness, and, 
presuming that it would Btop Napier’s ope¬ 
rations, the hillmen remained with their 
flocks and herds on the level and compara¬ 
tively fertile land at the foot of the Itachi 
hills. Napier then suddenly sallied forth in 
three eohramB, moved by forced marches, 
surprised tho tribes, captured thousands of 
cattle, most of their grain supply, forced the 
enomy into the hills, and watted at the en¬ 
trances to the passes for his guns and com¬ 
missariat. It was early in January 1845 
when the advanoe began, His energetic 
operations and the indefatigable exertions 
of Jacob and Fitzgerald with the irregular 
horse soon put him in possession of Pulaji, 
Shnhpuv, and Ooch, with small loss. But 
Beja Khan was not easily caught, and it was 
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not until after many weary marches, with 
little (rater to lie Lad. and many sharp fights, 
tlint Beja and Ms men were driven into 
Train, a curious fnstne«, of a basin-like 
lurra, with sides of perpendicular rock six 
hundred feet high all round it witli only two 
openings, north and south. Beja and^his fol¬ 
lowers were captured on 0 March 1815. Lord 
Gllenboroiurh had been recalled, much to 
Napier’s grief; hutSir Henry Hardinge [q.y.l 
the new governor-general, was lavish with 
his prai-e. No word of recognition of his 
arduous campaign reached him, however, 
from home. By the end of March Napier 
had returned to his administrative duties in 
Sind. 

The first Sikh war broke out on 13 Dec. 
1845, and on 24 Dec. Napier received orders 
to assemble with all speed an army of fifteen 
thousand men, with a siege train, at Rohri. 
By 8 Feb. 1840 he was at Jlohri with fifteen 
thousand men, many of whom had been 
brought from Bombay, eighty-six pieces of 
cannon, and three hundred yards of bridge, 
'the whole ready to march, carriage and 
everytMng complete, and such a spirit in 
the troops as cannot be surpassed.’ While 
he was in the midst of his preparations the 
battle of Ferozesliah was fought. Hardinge 
ordered Napier to direct his forces upon 
Bhawalpur, and to corns himself to head¬ 
quarters. Leaving his army on 10 Feb., he 
reached Lahore on S March, to find Sobraon 
had been fought and the war was over. 
Early in April Napier was back at Karachi. 
Cholera broke out, and seven thousand per¬ 
sons died in Karachi, of whom eight hundred 
were soldiers. He lost his favourite nephew, 
John Napier (an able soldier), and also a 
favourite littla grandniece. This affliction, 
with the harassing work and great respon¬ 
sibility, began to tell on his health, and as 
time went on he had many worries with the 
court of directors of the East India Com¬ 
pany, for whom be had no affection, and who 
treated Mm with little consideration. On 
9 Nov. 1846 he was promoted lieutenant- 
general. In July 1847 he resigned the go¬ 
vernment of Sind, and on 1 Oct. left India 
*” Europe, staying some time at Nice with 
brother George. On Ms way to Eng- 
in May 1818, be paid a visit to Mar- 
■>ult in Paris, and recalled Coruna. The 
-1 paid him the highest compliment, 
him he bad studied alibis operations 
afl) and entirely approved them. He 
a cordial reception, on arriving in 
n Wellington and Peel, and Lord 
h, whom, strange to say, he had 
‘ met, though they had worked 
gether in India, 
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After a short visit to Ireland, wliero he 
received an enthusiastic welcome, lie settled 
down al Cheltenham, and occupied liimsoU 
in writing a pamphlet ndvoc&l ing tho orga¬ 
nisation of a baggage corps for tho Indian 
army. Early in 1849 the Silth trnub] os pro¬ 
duced a general demand in England for a 
change in the command. The court of direc¬ 
tors applied to the Duke of Wellington to 
recommend to them a general for the crisis, 
and he named Napier. The suggestion wur 
ill received, and the duke was asked to name 
some one else; he then nampd Sir George 
Napier, who declined. Sir William Maynard 
C-fomm [q.v.l was oventually selected, and 
sailed from Mauritius. Lato in February 
came the news of the battle of Ohillinn- 
wallab. A most unjust outcry arose against 
Lord Gough, and there was a popular call 
for Charles Napier. The directors yiolded, 
but tried to arrange that ho should not have 
a seat in the supreme council. Napier de¬ 
clined to go unless he were given tho sent, 
and this was at last conceded. Aftertlio usual 
banquet at the India House, Napier left. Eng¬ 
land on 24March,reached Calcutta on 0 "M ay, 
and assumed the command; tho war was, 
however, over, and Napior unstintedly praiewl 
Lord Gough’s conduct of it. 

In November 1849 a mutinous spirit ex¬ 
hibited itself in the native army, which Na¬ 
pier was determined to put down. Tho 08th 
regiment, on its way from Lnolmnw into tho 
Punjab in January 1860, halted at Gorind- 
ghur, where they refusod their pay, and tried 
to shut the gates of the fortress, and wore 
only prevented by tho accidental preBimce 
of a cavalry regiment on its way hack from 
the Punjab. Napier ordered that tho native 
officers, non-commissioned offioers, and pri¬ 
vate sepoys of the 66th regiment should he 
marched to Ambala, and tbero struck off 
the rolls, and that the colours should be de¬ 
livered to the loyol men of tho Nasiri Gburkb a 
battalion, who should in future ho called the 
60th or Ghurka regiment. _ About the same 
time the regulation by which an allowance 
was made to the sepoys for purchasing their 
food was called in question. lTonrsoy, the 
brigadier-general in command at Wazira- 
bao, where the regulation was unknown, 
deemed it, unsafe to enforco it until it had 
been carefully explained to tho sepoys on 
parade. Hearsay’s opinion was endorsed 
by the divisional commander, Sir Walter 
Kaleigh Gilbert [<J. v,], and was laid before 
Napier by the adjutant-gimeral of the In¬ 
dian army, with a recommendation that the 
regulation should not be enforced. Lord 
Dalhousie, the govemor-genoral, was on a 
sea voyage, and the members of the supreme 
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council separated from the scene by journeys 
of 'weeLb. Napier therefore took upon him¬ 
self the responsibility of suspending the re¬ 
gulation pending a reference to the supremo 
council. Greatly to his surprise, three 
months later he received a severe reprimand 
from the governor-general for exercising 
powers which belonged to the supreme coun¬ 
cil. Napier resigned. lie left Simla on 
16 Nov. 1850, and went down the Indus. At 
Haidarabad the sirdars collected for many 
miles round, and presented him with a sword 
of honour. At Bombay a public banquet 
was given to him, 

In March 1851 he was hack in England, 
lie took a small property at Oaklands on the 
Hampshire Downs, a fow miles from Ports¬ 
mouth. The disease which had settled on 
his liver ever since his ride to Lahore in 
1846 was making rapid strides ; hut he was 
not a man to remain idle, and he commenced 
a work entitled ‘ Defects, Oivil and Military, 
of tho Indian Government,’ which he did not 
live to complete, but which was eventually 
edited and published by bis brother William. 
Tn February 1853 he published a ‘Letter 
on tho Defence of England by Corps of 
Volunteers and Militia,’ whioh did some¬ 
thing to prepare tho way for the great volun¬ 
teer movement of 1859. In spite of illness, 
he took his place as one of the pall-bearers 
at tho Duke of Wellington’s funeral, where 
ho caught a severe cold, which could not be 
shaken off. He never recovered his health, 
and died on 29 Aug. 1853. He was buried in 
tho small churchyard of thogarrisoa chapel at 
Portsmouth. Ilia funeral was a private one, 
hut Lords Ellenhorough and JTardinge and 
many distinguished omoers attended it, and 
the whole garrison crowded to the grave. 

On the north side of the entmnoe to the 
north transept of Sfc. Paul’s Cathedral is a 
marble statue of Napier by G. G. Adams, 
with the simple inscription of his name and 
the words: ‘ A prescient general, a beneficent 
governor, a just man.’ In Trafalgar Square, 
London, is a colossal statue of Napier in 
bronze, by tho same sculptor, which was 
erected by public subscription. By far tbo 
larger number of subscribers were private 
soldiers. A portrait of Napier, painted in 
1853 by E. Williams, is in the possession of 
Lady McMurdo; another, sketched in oils 
by Goorgo Jones, R.A., is in the National 
Portrait Gallery, London, having been pre¬ 
sented by Napier's widow. 

Napier was essentially a lioro. With his 
keen,, hawklike eye ? aquiline nose, and im¬ 
pressive features, his oppearauce exercised a 
powerful fascination j while his disregard of 
luxury, simplicity of manner, careful atten¬ 


tion to the wants of the soldiers under his 
command, and enthusiasm for duty and right 
won him the love and admiration of his men. 
Ilis journals testify to his religious convic¬ 
tions, while his life was one long protest 
against oppression, injustice, and wrong¬ 
doing. Generous to a fault, a radical in poli¬ 
tics yet an autocrat in government, hot- 
tempered and impetuous, he was a man 
to inspire strong affection or the reveree, 
and his enemies wore as numerous as his 
friends. 

Napier was twice married: first, in 1827, 
to Elizabeth, daughter of Thomas Oakeley, 
and widow of Francis John Kelly; she died 
on 81 July 1888. Secondly, in 1835, to 
Frances, daughter of William Philips, esq., 
of Court Henry, Carmarthenshire, and widow 
of Richard Alcock, esq., royal navy. She 
survived him, and died on 22 June 1872. 

Napier was the author of the following 
works: 1. ‘ Memoir on the Hoads of Copha- 
louia . , .. accompanied by Statistical Tables, 
State of the Thermometer/ &c,, 8vo, London, 
1825. 2. ‘Tho Colonies; treating of their 
value generally, of the Ionian Islands in par¬ 
ticular .... Strictures on the Administra¬ 
tion of Sir F. Adam,’ 8vo, London, 1833. 
3. ‘Colonisation, particularly in Southern 
Australia; with some Remarks on Small 
Farms and Overpopulation,’ 8vo, London, 
1835. 4. ‘ Remarks on Military Law and 
the Punishment of Flogging,’ 8vo, London, 
1837. 5. ‘A Dialogue on the Poor Laws,’ 
1808 (P) 6. ‘Lights and Shadows of Mili¬ 
tary Life/ a volume containing translations 
of Count A. de Vigny’s ‘Servitudo et Gran¬ 
deur Militaires/ and ElzSar Blase’s ‘ Military 
Life in Bivouac, Camp, Garrison/ to which 
were added essays by Napier, 12mo, London, 
1840. 7. ‘A Letter to the Right Hon. Sir J. 
Hobhouse ... on the Baggage of the In¬ 
dian Army/ 3rd edit. 8vo, London, 1849; 
4th edit, same date. 8. ‘ A Letter on the 
Defence of England by Corps of Volunteers 
and Militia, &a/ 8vo, London, 1852. 9, ‘ De¬ 
fects, Oivil andMilitary, ofthe Indian Govern¬ 
ment. . . . Edited (with a supplementary 
ohaptor) by Sir W. F. P. Napier/ 8vo, Lon¬ 
don, 1853. 10. ‘William the Conqueror 

a Historical Romance ... Sir W. Napier, 
editor/ 8vo, London, 1858. Ho also edited 
‘ The Nursery Governess (with the addition 
of two other stories)/ London, 1834, ISmo, 
written by his first wife, Elizabeth Napier; 
and contributed to ‘Minutes on tbe Resig¬ 
nation of the late General Sir Charles Napier,’ 
London, 1854, 8vo. A compilation oi his 
general orders issued between 1842 and 1847 
was published in 1860 by Edward Green, and 
Records of the Indian Command of General 
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Sir 0, J. Napier, comprising all his General 
Orders, Remarks on Courts-Martial, &c., with 
an Appendix containing Reports of Speeches, 
Copies of Letters . . . extracted from Con¬ 
temporaneous Prints, by J. Mawson,’ ap¬ 
peared at Calcutta in 1864. 

[Despatches; TVar Office Records; India OJBoe 
Records; Works by his brother, Sir W. F. P. 
Napier; Life by William Napier Bruce, 1866; 
Life by Sir W. F. Butler, 1890; Correclions of 
a few of the Errors contained in Sir W. Napier's 
Life of Sir Charles Napier, by 0. Buist, 1867; 
Remarks on the Native Troops of the Indian 
Army, and Notes on certain Passages in Sir 
Charles Napier's Posthumous Work ou the De¬ 
fects of the Indian Government, by John Jacob, 
C.B., 1864; a Few Brief Comments on Sir Charles 
Napier’s Letter on the Baggage of the Indian 
Army, by Lieutenant-colonel W. Burton, 1849; 
Sir Charles Napier’s Indian Baggage Corps; Re¬ 
ply to Lieutenant-colonel Burton’s Attack (on a 
pamphlet by the former), I860 ■ Finlay’s Hist, 
of Greece, vols. vi. and vii ; Four Famous Sol¬ 
diers, by T. R. E. Holmes, 1889; The Career 
and Conduct of Sir Charles Napier, the Con¬ 
queror of Scinde, by W. MacOoll, 1867; General 
Sir C. J. Napier as Conqueror and Governor of 
Scinde, by P. L. MacDougoB, 1860; History of 
the Indian Administration of Lord Ellenhorongh, 
edited by Lord Colchester, 1874.] R. H. V, 

NAPIER, DAVID (1790-1869), marina 
engineer,-was bom in 1790, and with his 
cousin, Robert Napier (1791-1876) [q. y.] 
laid the foundation of the well-known firm 
of Napier & Sons, shipbuilders and marine 
engineers, of Govan, Glasgow. In 1818 he 
was the first to introduce British coasting 
steamers as well as steam-packets for the 
post-office service. He was also the first 
to establish a regular steam communication 
between Greenock and Belfast. For two 
winters kis vessel, the Rob Roy, of about 
90 tons burden and 30 horse-power, plied 
with regularity between these ports, and 
was then transferred to the English Chan¬ 
nel to serve as a packet-boat between Dover 
and Calais. ShortlvafterwardsNapiercaused 
an elaborate vessel, named the Talbot, to be 
built for him, and, placing in her two en¬ 
gines of 30 horse-power each, thus made 
her the finest steam vessel of her time. He 
employed her in running between Holyhead 

and Dublin, In 1822 he established a fine of 
steam vessels between Liverpool, Greenock, 
and Glasgow, applying to the purpose the 
Robert Brace, of ISOtons, with two SO-horae- 
power Engines; the Superb, of240 tons, with 
t 72r^ llorae ‘P ( ?' fferen fi ilie8 i and the Eclipse, 
with two 30-horse-power engines, 
in 1828 Napier constructed machinery for 
tbe Daited Kingdom, the largest vessel yet 
designed; die was built by Mr, Steele of 
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Greenock, and was 160 feet long, 20} foot 
beam, and 200 horse-power, 

Napier invented the steeple engine, which 
was a great improvement on the eido lover 
as occupying much loss space, and was ono 
of the first, 2 not the first, to try the appli¬ 
cation of the surface condenser in minimi 
engines. Probably, with the exception of 
RobertNapier, no man individually did more 
to improve the steam navigation of tlio world. 
For many years previous to his death ho lived 
in retirement at Worcester. Lalo in lifo 
he proposed a plan for the removal of tlio 
Glasgow sewage by means of barges, and 
offered to subsoribe 6001. towards touting the 
scheme, lie died at 8 Upper Pliillimoro 
Gardens, Kensington, London, on 23 Nov. 
1869, aged 79. 

[Glasgow Daily Herald, 27 Nov. 1889, pp. 4,6; 
Engineering, 3 Dee. 1869, p. 365; Ulust. Lon¬ 
don News, 11 Deo. 186B, p. 602.] G. 0. B. 

NAPIER, EDWARD DELAVA L 
HUNGEKFOBD ELERS (1808-1870), 
lieutenant-general and author, born in 1808, 
was elder son of Edward Elers, lieutenant in 
the royal navy, who was grandson of Paul 
Elers [see Elurs, John Philip], and died in 
1814. His mother, Francos Elizabeth, daugh¬ 
ter of Lieutenant Georgo Youughushiuicl, 
R.N., married in 1816—after hor first hus¬ 
band's death—Captain (afterwards Admiral 
Sir) Charles Napier [q. v.J, who adopted hor 
four children, the latter taking tlio uamo of 
Napier in. addition to that of Elers. 

Edwardwas educatedot tlio Royal Military 
College, Sandhurst, and on 11 Aug. 1826 wii - 
appointed ensign in the 46th foot, in which 
he became lieutenant on 11 Oot, 1820, and 
captain on 21 June 1831. lie served with 
his regiment in India, and was present with 
the nizam’s subsidiary forco at tlio sipgo of 
ITaidarabad in 1830. The regiment returned 
home in 1833, and in 1836 Napier onioned 
the senior department of tlio Royal Military 
College, but left in 1887, before passing his 
examination, on the regiment being onion'd 
to Gibraltar. He commanded Dio light, 
company for several years. Whilo at Q ibraHav 
he made frequentexcursionB into Spain and 
Barbery in pursuit of field sports, and also 
took a cruise in his stepfather’s ship, tlio 
Powerful, 84 guns, in which he visited Con¬ 
stantinople and Asia Minor, and acquired a 
knowledge of Levantine countries, which 1 od 
to his subsequent employment on special 
service there. At this time ho published 
some 'Remarks on tlio Troad,’ which at¬ 
tracted attention, and presented a highly 
finished map of the locality, from his own 
surveys, to file Royal Geographical Society, 
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London. He obtained his majority on 11 Oct. 
1839. "When the British fleet was engaged 
on the coast of Syria in 1840, Napier was 
sent out with the local rank of lieutenant- 
colonel and assistant adjutant-general, and 
was despatched to the Nablous Mountains 
to keep the Druse and Maronite chiefs firm 
in their allegiance to the sultan. In the 
depth of winter, which was very severe in the 
mountains, he collected a force of fifteen 
hundred irregular cavalry, whom he declared 
to be‘ asruffianly a lot of cut-throats as ever a 
Christian gentleman had command of,’ with 
which he watched Ibrahim. Pasha, the leader 
of the Egyptians, who had opened hostilities 
with the Turks, so closely that Ibrahim 
retreated through the desert east and south 
of Palestine instead of occupying Jerusalem 
and ravaging the settled country round abo ut 
ashehadintended; hat Napier’s cut-throats, 
coming suddenly upon an outpost of Ibra¬ 
him’s cavalry, shortly afterwards decamped, 
leaving Napier and three other Europeans to 
themselves. Napier repaired to the Turkish 
headquarters, where he was appointed mili¬ 
tary commissioner, but the convention of 
Alexandria put an end to the war. In 
January 1841Napier was despatched to bring 
hack the chiefs of tho Lebanon, whom Ibra¬ 
him Pasha had Bent to work in the gold 
mines of Sennaors, a sorvice he successfully 
completed. He had not long rejoined the 
46th at Gibraltar when he wus despatched 
to Egypt by the foreign office to demand the 
release of the Syrian troops detained by 
Mahomet Ali, and to conduct them to Bey- 
rout. In this mission he was also successful. 
It oocupied him from Mayto September 1841, 
during which time the plague was raging in 
Alexandria. He escaped the pestilence, hut 
contracted the seeds of ophthalmia, which 
caused him much suffering in after years. For 
his services in Syria and Egypt he was made 
brevet lieutenant-colonel from 31 Deo. 1841, 
and received the Syrian medal and a gold 
medal from the Sultan. Being reported 
medically unfit to accompany his regiment 
to the West Indios, he retired on half-pay 
unattached in 1848, and afterwards resided 
some time in Portugal. In 1846 he was sent 
to the Gaps with other special service field 
officers to organise the native levies, and 
commanded bodies of irregulars during the 
Kaffir wax of 1846-7. He became brevet- 
colonel, while still on half-pay, on 20 June 
1864. Admiral Sir Charles Napier, then in 
command of the Baltic fleet, applied to Lord 
Hardings for the servioes of his stepson 
as British military commissioner with the 
French force in the Baltic under General 
Baraguay d’Hiiliers, but the letter was uover 
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answered, and Napier’s applications for em¬ 
ployment in the Crimea were not accepted. 
With characteristic energy he did much 
good work during the first winter in the 
Crimea in collecting funds for warm clothing 
for the troops, and personally superintending 
its shipment. He became a major-general on 
26 Oct. 1868,was appointed colonel of the 61st 
regimentinl864, was promotedtolieutenant- 
general on 8 Oct. 1864, and transferred to 
the colonelcy of his old corps, the 46th, on 

22 Feb. 1870. 

Napier married in 1844 Ellen Louisa, 
heiress of Thomas Daniel, of the Madras civil 
service, by whom he had two children. He 
died at Westhill, Shanklin, Isle of Wight, 
on 19 June 1870, aged 68. 

Napier was a man of literary and artistic 
ability, and a frequent and very practical 
writer in the public press and elsewhere on 
professional topics. Besides contributing to 
the magazines, chiefly ‘Bailey's’ and the 
‘ United Service Magazine,’ for over twenty 
yearB, he was author of the following works: 
1. ‘ Scenes and Sports in Foreign Lands,’ 
2 vole. 1840. 2. ‘ Excursions on the Shores 
of the Mediterranean,’ 2vo1b. 1842. 8. ‘Remi¬ 
niscences of Syria,' 1848. 4. ‘ Wild Sports 
in Europe, Asia, and Africa,’ 1844. 6.'Ex¬ 
cursions in South Africa, including a History 
of the Cape Colony’ (‘Book of tlie Cape’), 
1849. 6. ‘ Life and Correspondence of Ad¬ 
miral Sir Charles Napier,’ 1802. 

[Hart’s Army Lists; Life of Admiral Sir 
Charles NapiBr, London, 1862; Memoir in Col¬ 
burn’s United Service Mag., August 1870.1 

H. M. 0. 

NAPIER, FRANCIS, seventh Baton 
Naviuk (1768-1823), horn at Ipswich on 

23 Feb. 1768, was eldest son of William, 
sixth lord Napier, who from 17 Jan. 1768 
until his death on 2 Jan. 1776 was adjutant- 
general of the forces in Scotland, by his wife, 
Hainie (or Marion Anne), fourth daughter 
of Charles, eighth lord Oathoart. Ho entered 
the army on 8 Deo. 1774 as ensign in the 
81st regiment of foot, and on 21 March 1776 
obtained a lieutenancy in the same regiment. 
Having accompanied his regiment to Canada 
under General Burgoyne, he was one of those 
who surrendered to the American general, 
Gates, at Saratoga on 16 Oct. 1777. For six 
months he was detained a prisoner at Cam¬ 
bridge, but obtained permission to return to 
Europe on giving his parole not to serve in 
America until regularly exchanged. This 
took place In Ootoher 1780. On 7NTov. 1779 
he purchased a captain's commission in the 
85th foot, which, at the peace in L788, was 
reduced to half-pay. On 81 May 1784 he 
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xchaugcd to full pay a= captain of tlie 4th 
regiment of loot, and on 29 Dec. purchased 
ihe majority of that corps, which he sold in 

1789. . , „ , 

On 10 Sept. 1789 Napier laid the founda¬ 
tion-stone of the new buildings of Edin¬ 
burgh University, and on 11 Nov. following 
the university conferred on him the degree 
ofLL.D. At the election of Scottish peers 
on 24 July 1790 the vote of Napier was 
protested against, on account of an error in 
writing aexagedmo instead of septtutgesimo m 
the second patent of the barony of Napier 
when referring to the date of the original 
charter in 1677 j but on 26 Feb. 1798 the 
lord chancellor moved the committee of 
privileges to resolve that Napier was entitled 
to vote at the election of 1790, and the reso¬ 
lution was unanimously agreed to, and con¬ 
firmed by the House of Lords on 4 July. He 
was chosen a representative peer in 1796, 
and egain in 1802 and in 1807. On 12 Nov. 
1797 he was appointed lord-lieutenant of 
Selkirkshire. He was lieutenant-colonel of 
the Hopetoun fencibles from the embodiment 
of the regiment in 1793 until its disbandment 
in 1799. From 1802 until the dose of his 
life Le was annually nominated lord high 
commissioner to the general assembly of 
the church of Scotland. On 10 Nov. 1808 he 
became a member of the Society in Scotland 
for Propagating Christian Knowledge, and 
on 8 Jan. lbOa was elected president of the 
bociety. On 6 July 1806 he was constituted 
a member of the board of trustees for the 
encouragementof Scottish fisheries andmanu- 
factures. He died on 1 Aug. 1828. 

Napier compiled with great ewe a digest 
of his charters and private papers, forming a 
genealogical account of Ins family, which 
remains in manuscript. He also supplied 
"Wood with important information regarding 
the Napiers for his edition of Douglasu 
'Peerage.' By his wife, Maria Margaret, 
eldest daughter of Lieutenant-general Sir 
John (Havering, he had nine children—four 
sons and five daughters—of whom William 
John succeeded him as eighth lord, and is 
separately noticed. 

[Douglas’s Scottish Peerage (Wood), ii. 302, 
303 ; Mart Napier’s Memoirs of John Napier: 
Gent. Hog. 1823, pt. ii. p. 467.] T. F, H. 

NAPIER, GEORGE (1761-1804), 
colonel, was the eldest son of Francis Scott, 
afterwards Napier, fifth Lord Napier of Mer- 
chiston (d. 1778), by his second wife, the 
daughter of George Johnston of Dublin. He 
was bom in Edinburgh on. 11 March 1761, 
educated under the supervision of David 
Hume, the historian, and on 8 Oct. 1767 was 


| appointed ensign in the26thfoot, thou known 
I as the Edinburgh rogimont. Thu regin out 
was in Minorca and commanded by Lord 
George Lennox. Napier became lieutenant 
in it on 4 March 1771. He subsequently ob¬ 
tained a company in the old 801 h royal Edin¬ 
burgh volunteers, raised in 1778, anil smvd 
on the staff of Sir Henry Clinton (1738P- 
1793) [q. v.l in America. Thoro Nupior, who 
stood six feet two, with a faultless figure, 
was reputed one of the handsomest and most 
active men in the army. lie was at the Hiepo 
of Charleston, South Carolina, and, when 
Major John Andrfi [q. v. j was taken, oll'civd 
to continue Andr6’s services as u Bpyin uni¬ 
form. Olintonrefusedlosanctiim tlio proposal. 
Napier lost his wife and young children by 
yellow fever, and was himsoll' put on board 
ship insensible and, it was thought, dying. 
Clinton took upon liiniBolf to soil his com¬ 
mission for the benefit of the remaining 
child, an infant daughter. Napier recovered 
on the voyage, and in August 1781 married 
again. 

On 80 Oct. 1782 here-entered the army us 
ensign in the 1st foot guards, of which ho be¬ 
came adjutant, and was afterwards prouiol ed 
to a oompany in the old lOOlh foot, llis 
brother-in-law, the Duke of Richmond (soo 
Lmrarox, Oiiaihib, third Dura of Itiunie imu 
and Lmmox], aB master-general of tho ord¬ 
nance, found Napier a temporary berth ns 
superintendent of Woolwich laboratory. In 
1 1788 Napier communicated to theRoyal Irish 
Academy, of which ho was a member, a me¬ 
moir on the ‘Composition of Gunpowder,’ in 
which he stateB, ‘ I wub ably assisted when 
superintending the Royal Laboratory at 
Woolwich.’ It is probable that Sir William 
Congreve [q. v.], who was appointed controller 
of the laboratory in 1783, had a considerable 
share in tbs experiments. This panor appeared 
in the ‘ Royal Institute of Artillory Trans¬ 
actions,’ 1788, ii. 97-118, and was translated 
into Italian and, it is bolievod, oilier lan¬ 
guages. In 1798, Napier, a captain on hall- 
pay of the disbonded 100th foot, was up- 

S orated deputy quailommster-gunoraL, with 
le rank of major,in the force collected under 
the Earl of Moira [see IIabttnub, Fjcanoib 
Rawdow] to assist tho French royalists in 
La VendSe, which eventually joined Urn 1 dike 
of York’s army at Mechlin in July 1704. 
Napier was appointed lieutenant-coionel of 
the newly raised Londonderry rogimont on 
26 Aug. 1794, and worked hard to discipline 
the regiment, which was at Macclesfield; but 
it was drafted to the West Indios Ihe year 
after, to Napier’s disgust and in defiance of 
the men’s engagements. A place was thon 
created for Napior as ‘ chief field engineor ’ 
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on the staff of Lord Carhampton, the Irish 
commander-in-chief, When the troubles 
broke out in 1798, Napier did not fly, like 
most of the gentry, but fortified his mansion 
at Celbridge, Kildare, and armed his sons and 
servants. Eventually he removed his family 
to Castletown. He commanded a yeomanry 
corps in the rehellion. Marquis Cornwallis 
appointed him comptroller of army accounts 
in Ireland; and Napier, a man of varied 
attainments, set to work loyally to reduce 
to order the military accounts, wliiok were 
in disgraceful confusion. He became a 
brevet-colonel on 1 Jan. 1800. Ho died of 
consumption on 18 Oct. 1804 at Clifton, Bris¬ 
tol. There is a memorial slab in the Red- 
lands Chapel there. 

Napier married, first, Elizabeth, daughter 
of Captain Robert Pollock, by whom he had 
several children, all of whom, together with 
their mother, died in America, with the ex¬ 
ception of Louisa Mary, who survived and 
died unmarried on 26 Aug. 1856; secondly, 
the Lady Sarah Bunbury, fourth daugh¬ 
ter of the second Duke of Richmond [sec 
LBNitox, Chahleh, second Duke of Rich¬ 
mond, Lennox, and Atteignt], At the 
age of seventeen she captivated the youth¬ 
ful George III, and it was thought would 
have become queen. Horace Walpole speaks 
of her as by for the most charming of the ten 
noble maidens who boro tho bride’s train at 
the subsequent marriage of the king with 
Charlotte of Mecklenburg on 8 Sept, 1761 
( Letters, iii. 374, 432; Jesse, Memoirs of 
George III, i. 64-9; Tiiaoxerax, Four 
Georges ). She married in 1762 Sir Charles 
Thomas Bunbury, M.P., the well-known 
racing baronet, from whom she was divorced 
in 1776. By her marriage with Napier sho 
had five sons and three daughters, among j 
tho former being the dietinguished soldiers 
Charles James Napier [q. v.], George Thomas 
Napier fq.v.], ana William Francis Patrick 
Napier [q. v. , and the historian, Henry Ed¬ 
ward Napior [q. v.l George IHsettled 1,0001. 
a year on her ana her children at Napier's 
death. Lady Sarah, who had been long 
totally blind, died in London in 1826, aged 
81. She was said to be the last surviving 
great-granddaughter of Charles II. 

[Burke’s Peerage, undoT ‘Napier of Mer- 
chistoun * and ‘ Richmond and Lennox; ’ Napier’s 
Life and Opinions of Sir Charles James Napier, 
i. 47-66; Passages in Early Military Life of 
Sir Georgs Thomas Napier, p. 24; Army Lists; 
Jesbe’s life and Reign of Geo. HI, vol. i.; 
Walpole's Letters, vols. iii-ix.] H. M. 0. 

NAPIER, Sib GEORGE THOMAS 
(1784-1866), general and governor of the 
Cape of Good Hope, second son by his 


second wife of Colonel George Napier 
[q. v.], was bom at Whitehall, London, on 
30 June 1784. Unlike hie elder brother 
Charles, he was a dunce at school. On 25 Jan. 
1800 ho was appointed cornet in the 24th 
light dragoons (disbanded in 1802), an Irish 
corps bearing ‘ Death or Glory’ for its motto, 
in which ho learned such habits of dissipation 
that his lather speedily effected his transfer 
t o a foot regiment. Ho became lieutenant on 

18 June 1800, and was placed on half-pay of 
the 46th foot in 1802. Ho was brought into 
the 62nd light infantry in 1803, became cap¬ 
tain on 5 Jan, 1804, and served with the regi¬ 
ment under Sir John Moore at Skornoliffe, 
in Sicily, Sweden, and Portugal. He was a 
favourite with Moore from the first, and one 
of his aides-de-camp at Coruna. Through 
some mistake he was represented in the army 
list as having received a gold medal in Fe¬ 
bruary 1809 for the capture of Martinique, at 
which action he was not present. Ho served 
with the 62nd in the Peninsular campaigns of 
1809-11. AtBusncoho was wounded slightly 
when in the act of striking with his sword 
at a French grenadier at the head of an op¬ 
posing column. He and his brother William 
were two out of the eleven officers promoted 
in honour of Mnsmia’s retreat. He became an 
effective major iu the 52nd foot in 1811, and 
volunteered for the command of the stormerB 
of the light division at the assault on Ciudad 
Rodrigo on 19 Jan. 1812. John Guvwood 
[q. v.] of tho 62nd led the forlorn hope. Napier 
on this occasion lost his right arm, which he 
had had broken by a fragment of shell at Casal 
Novo three days before (Gebwood, Welling¬ 
ton Despatches, v. 473-7, 478). Napier re¬ 
ceived a brevet lieutenant-colonelcy and a 
gold medal. He went home, married his first 
wife, and was appointed deputy adjutant- 
general of the York distrust. He rejoined 
the G2nd as major at St. Jean de Luz at the 
beginning of 1814, and was present with it at 
Orthez, Tarbes, and Toulouse. Immediately 
after the latter battle he was appointed lieu¬ 
tenant-colonel of tho 71st highland light in¬ 
fantry, which ho brought home to Scotland. 
On 25 July the same year he was appointed 
captain and lieutenant-colonel3rdfoot guards 
(Soots guards), in wkioli he served until 

19 April 1821; when he retired on half-pay 
of the late Sicilian regiment, He was made 
O.B. on 4 June 1816, became a brevet-colonel 
on 27 Aug. 1826, major-general 10 Jan, 1837, 
K.O.B.10 Julyl888, colonel 1st West India 
regiment 29 Feb, 1844, lieutenant-general 
9 Nov. 1846, general 20 June 1864. He had 
the Peninsular gold medalfor OiudadRodrigo, 
and the silver medal and four clasps. 

Napier was governor and commandor-in- 
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chief at the Cape of Good Hope from 4 Oot. 
1837 to 12 Dec. 1848. He enforced the 
abolition of slavery, abolished inland taxa¬ 
tion, depending for colonial revenue on the 
customs duties, and ruled the colony for 
nearly seven years without a Kaffir war. 
fle sent a detachment of troops to Port Natal, 
and the Boers were driven out of that ter¬ 
ritory during his government (see Ann. Rep. 
1 842; JIoodib, Rattles in South Africa, vol. l.) 
After his return in 1844 Napier resided 
chiefly at Nice. King Charles Albert offered 
him the command of the Sardinian army, 
which he declined. After Ohillianwalla Napier 
was proposed for the chief command in India, 
‘but thought,in common with the people of 
England, that it belonged by right to his 
brother Charles.’ He died at Geneva on 
16 Sept. 1855. Napier married, first, on 
28 Oct. 1812, Margaret, daughter of John 
Craig of Glasgow; secondly, in 1839, Frances 
Dorothea, eldest daughter of R. W. Blen- 
cowe, and widow of William Peers Wil- 
liams-FreemanofFawley Court, Oxfordshire. 
By his first wife he had two daughters and 
three sons—General Thomas Oonolly Napier, 
C.B., of the late Cape mounted riflemen; 
Captain John Moore Napier, 62nd regiment, 
who died in Sind in 1846 ; and General Wil¬ 
liam Craig Emilius Napier, colonel King’s 
Own Scottish Borderers (late 26th foot), 
Napier wrote for his children ‘ Passages in 
the Early Military Life of General Sir G. T. 
Napier,’a work of exceptional interest, which 
was published by his surviving son in 1886. 

[Burke’s Peerage under ‘Napier of Merchis- 
toun; 1 Napier's PasEagee in Earlv Military Life; 
Hart’s Army Lists; (i-urwood’s Wellington Des¬ 
patches, vols. iv. and v.; Moorsom’s Hist, of 
52nd Light Infantry; Gent. Mag., 1856, pt, ii, 
p. 420.] H. M. C. 

NAPIER, Sir GERARD (1606-1673), 
royalist, baptised at Steeple, Dorset, on 
19 Oct. 1608, was eldest son of Sir Na¬ 
thaniel Napier, of More Orichel, in the same 
county, by Elizabeth, daughter and heiress 
of John Gerard of Hyde, in the Isle of Pur- 
heck (Hutohxvs, Dorset, 3rd ed, iii. 125). 
Sir Robert Napier (d, 1615) [q. v.] was his 

S andfather, and Robert Napier (1611-1686) 

. v.] was his brother. He was a commoner 
of Trinity College, Oxford, in1623-4. During 
his father's lifetime he lived at Middlemarsh 
Hall, Dorset. In April 1640 Napier, as 
deputy-lieutenant of Dorset, joined his col¬ 
league, Sir George Hastings, in pressing 
men for the king’s service, but was not 
considered energetic enough by the lord- 
lieutenant, Theophilus Howard, second earl 
of Suffolk [q. v.], who reported his remissness 
to Charles. He was accordingly ordered to 


be examined by the attorney-general and 
afterwards to be brought, up before the lords 
(Cal. State (Papers, Dom. 1040, pp. 65,120, 
125). On 21 Oct. he was elected M.P. for 
Melcombe Regis, and in June 1641, having 
made his peace at court, ho was created a 
knight and a baronet (Mhtoaimj, Book of 
Kmghts, p. 196). The House of Commons, 
having ineffectually summoned Mm to at¬ 
tend in his place in July and again in Octohor 
1642, ordered that he be sent for as a delin¬ 
quent on 12 Nov. (Command Journals, ii, 
685, 804, 846). On 6 Jan. 1643 he was 
required to lend 6001 ‘for the sorvice ot 
parliament ’ (ib, ii. 910), but ae he did not 
comply, directions were given to apprehend 
him on 10 April (ib. iii. 88). At longth he 
sent a letter expressing hie roadinoss to 
make a contribution, whereupon tho com¬ 
mons, on 26 May, voted that his attendance 
in the house he dispensed with, to tlm end 
that he might better further their interests 
in the country (ib. iii. 105; Tanner MS. 
bdi. 100). Asa commissioner from tho king, 
Napier, along with Sir Anthony Ashley 
Cooper and Sir John Hele, addressed a let¬ 
ter on 8 Aug. to the mayor and corporation 
of Dorchester, Dorset, urging tho surrender 
of the town (ib. lxii. 217). The commons 
retaliated on 22 Jan. 1644 by voting him 
incapable of sitting'during this parliament’ 
(Commons' Journals, iii. 874). lie doomed 
it prudent to make his submission to the 
parliament on 20 Sept., when he took tho 
covenant, advanced 600 1. for tho roliof of 
parliament garrisons, and apologised vory 
humbly for Ms loyalty. As ne subse¬ 
quently asserted that he had sustained much 
damage at the hands of tho king’s party, by 
whom Ms estate was sequestered, liis fine 
was fixed at the comparatively small sum of 
8,6141. (Cal. qf Committee for Compounding, 
p. 1061). Duringthe OonraionwealthNnpioi 
is said to have sent by Sir Gilbert Taylor 
5001, to Charles. H. Taylor detainod tho 
money, and for his dishonesty ho was prose¬ 
cuted by Napier after the Restoration. In 
December 1 662 he was appointed with eleven 
others a commissioner for discovering all 
waste lands belonging to the crown in 
twenty-three parishes in Dorset (Cal. State 
Papers, Dom. 1663-4, pp. 48, 81, 655). 
Charles 11, with whom Napier became a 
favourite, ordered a number of door to be 
sent to him annually from the New Forest 
without fee. He entertainod the king end 
queen at More Orichel, when tho court re¬ 
moved to Salisbury on account of the plague 
» l® 65 ’, papier died at More OricM on 
14 May 1673, and was huriod in Mintorno 
Church, Dorset (Hwoinifs, iv. -183), By 



59 


Napier 

his 'wife, Margaret (d. 10(30), daughter and 
co-heiress of John Colles of Barlon, Somer¬ 
set, he left one surviving sou, Sir Nathaniel 
Napier [q. v.], and two daughters. 

[Visitation of Dorset, 1628 (Harl. Soe.), p, 
74; Burke’s Extinct Baronetage; will registered 
in P. 0. 0. 128, Dye.] G. G. 

NAP IER, HENRY EDWARD (1780- 
1868), historian, born on 6 March 1780, was 
son of Colonel George Napier [q. v.], younger 
brother of Sir Charles James Napier [q, v.], 
conqueror of Scinde, of Sir George Thomas 
Napier [q. v.T, governor of the Cape of Good 
Hope, and of Sir ‘William Francis Patrick 
Napier [q. v.], historian and general. He 
entered the Royal Naval Academy on 6 May 
1803, and, embarking on 20 Sept. 1800 on 
board the Spencer, 74 guns, was present in 
the expedition against Copenhagen in 1807, 
and assisted at the destruction of Fleckercie 
Castle on the coast of Norway. From 1808 
till 1811 he served in the East Indies, and 
on 4 May 1810 received his commission as 
lieutenant. On 7 June 1814 he was promoted 
to the command of the Goree, 18 guns, and, 
soon after removing to the Rifleman, 18 
guns, was far a considerable time entrusted 
with the charge of the trade in the Bay of 
Fundy, In August 1816 he went on lmlf- 
pay, having previously declined a piece of 
plate which had been voted to him for hiB 
care in the conduct of convoys between the 
port of St. John’s, New Brunswick, and Cas¬ 
tillo. On 81 Dee. 1880 he was gazetted to 
the rank of captain, and was put on half-pay. 

His chief claim to notice is that he was 
the author of * Florentine History from the 
earliest Authentic Records to the Accession 
of Ferdinand the Third, Grandduke of 
Tuscany,’ six vols., 1840-7, a work showing 
m uch independence of j udgment and vivacity 
of style, but marred by prolixity. He was 
elected a fellow of the Royal Society on 
18 May 1820, and died at 62 Cadogan Place, 
London, on 13 Oct. 1863. 

He married on 17 Nov. 1823 Caroline 
Bonnet, a natural daughter of Charles Len¬ 
nox, third duke of Richmond; she died at 
Florence on 6 Sept. 1836, leaving three chil¬ 
dren. 

[O’Byrne’s Naval Biographical Diet. 1849, 
p. 804; Gent. Mag. 1864, pt. ii. p. 90.] 

G. O. B. 

NAPIER,, JAMES (1810-1884), dyer and 
antiquary, was born at Particle, Glasgow, in 
June 1810, and started life as a ‘ draw-boy ’ 
to a weaver. Subsequently he beoamo an 
apprentice dyer, and, being interested in 
chemistry, he with David Livingstone [q. v.] 
and James Young [q. v.], celebrated for his 
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discoveries regarding paraffin, attended the 
classes in Glasgow of Professor Thomas 
Graham, who was later master of the mint. 
Subsequently Napier went to England, and 
lived several years in London and Swansea. 
About 1840-60 he returned to Glasgow, 
where he became closely associated with 
Anderson’s college and the technical school 
founded by James Young; he died at Both- 
well on 1 Dec. 1884. 

Napier wrote : 1. ‘ A Manual of Electro- 
Metaliurgy,’1851,8vo (6th edit, 1870). 2. ‘A 
Manual of the Art of Dyeing,’Glasgow, 1863, 
12mo (8rd edit. 1876,8vo). 8. ‘The Ancient 
Workers and Artificers in Metal,’ 1866,12mo. 
4. ‘ Stonehaven and its Historical Associa¬ 
tions,’ 2nd edit. 1870,16mo. 6. ‘Notes and 
Reminiscences relating to Partick,’ Glasgow, 
1873,8vo, 6. 1 Manufacturing Arts in Ancient 
Times,’ Edinburgh, 1874,8vo. 7. ‘ Folklore; 
or Superstitious Beliefs in the West of Scot¬ 
land within this Century,’ Paisley, 1879,8vo. 
By this last work Napier will he best remem¬ 
bered. It is an admirable example of folklore 
of a district, honestly collected, and narrated 
without ostentation. It is invaluable to any 
student of Scottish folklore. He also con¬ 
tributed various papers to the Glasgow Ar¬ 
cheological Society, one paper on ‘ Ballad 
Folklore’ to Gib ‘Folklore Record,’vol. ii., 
and numerous others to the Glasgow Philo¬ 
sophical Society’s ‘Proceedings ’ (of. The 
Royal Society’s Cat. of Scientifio -Papers). 
He also published additions to Byrne’s 
‘ Practical Metal-worker’s Assistant,’ 1864, 
8vo, and illustrated MacArthur’s ‘Anti¬ 
quities of Arran,’ 1801, 8vo. 

[Brit. Mus. Cat.; Allibone’s Diet, of Engl. 
Lit.; Athonraum, 1884, ii 810; other newspaper 
notices, and personal knowledge.] W. G. B-x. 

NAPIER or NEPER, JOHN (1660- 
1617), eighth laird of Merchiston, inventor of 
logarithms, was eldest son of Sir Archibald 
Napier (1634-1(308) [q. v.], by his first wifo, 
Janet Bothwell, He was horn in 1660, before 
hie father completed his sixteenth year, 
at Merchiston Castle, near Edinburgh. There 
he resided during his childhood with his 
youthful father and mother, a younger brother 
Francis, and a sister Janet. The only brother 
of his mother, Adorn Bothwell [q. v.J, eleotod 
bishop of Orkney in 1669, wrote to ms father 
on 6 Dec. 1600, ‘I pray you, sir, to send John 
to tho schools either to France or Flandors, 
for he can learn no good at home.’ This 
advice was afterwards followed. In the be¬ 
ginning of 1661 tbe bishop executed a will 
in favour of his nephew, but nothing came 
of it, as ho subsequently married and had a 
son (Mark Naixhe, Memoirs, p. 63, &c.) 

At the age of thirteen John went to St. 
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Andrew*, his name appearing in the books 
of the college of St. Salvator for the session 
] Oct. 1663 to July 1564. He was boarded 
with John Rutherford, the principal of his 
collage (ib. pp. 91-5). On 20 Deo, 1568 his 
mother died, and in the inventory of debts 
due by her is a sum of 18/. (Scots) to John 
Rutherford for her son’s board (id. p. 93).. 

In the address to the ‘ Godly and Chris¬ 
tian Reader ’ prefixed to his work on ‘ Reve¬ 
lation/ Napier states that, while at St, An¬ 
drews, he, ‘on the one part, contracted a 
loving familiarity with a certain gentleman, 
a papist, and on the other part, was atten¬ 
tive to the sermons of that worthy man of 
God, Master Christopher Goodman [q.v.], 
teaching upon the Apocalypse.’ He ‘ was so 
moved, he continues, ‘in admiration against 
the blindness of papists that could not most 
evidently see their seven-hilled city of Rome 
painted out there so lively by St. John as 
the mother of all spiritual whoredom, that 
not only bursted fbe] out in continual reason¬ 
ing against [his] said fa mili ar, but also from 
thenceforth pie] determined with [himself] 
by the assistance of Gods spirit, to employ 
[his] study and diligence to search out the 
remanent mysteries of that holy hook.’ 

The absence of Ms name from the list of 
determinants for 1566, or of masters of arts 
for 1668, makes it probable that after one or 
perhaps two sessions Napier was sent abroad 
to prosecute his studies; Mackenzie (Scots 
Writers, iii. 619) says he stayed for some 
years in the Low Countries, France, and 
Italy; hut nothing definite is known. 

By 1671 Napier had returned home. On 
24 Oct. 1571 Ms uncle, Adam Bothwell, now 
commendator of Holyrood House as well as 
bishop of Orkney, assigned to Sir ArcHbald 
and his sons, John and Francis, the teinds 
of Merchiaton for nineteen years (Memoirs, 
p. 129), and, immediately after, negotiations 
began fox John's marriage with Elizabeth, 
daughter of Sir James Stirling of Heir. In 
December 1671 a contract was entered into 
hy the respective fathers, Sir ArcMbald ap¬ 
parently undertaking to infeft Ms son in the 
baronies of Edenbellie-Napier and MercMs- 
ton.and Sir James agreeing to pay Sir ArcM- 
bald three thousand merks in name of tocher. 
Other death, dated 16 and 23 Feb. follow¬ 
ing, are in the Stirling and Napier charter 
chests; and on 2 April 1672 a dead was 
signed at MeroMston by John Napier and 
Elizabeth Stirling, preliminary to their mar¬ 
riage (Stirlings of Keir, p. 48; Memoirs, 
p. 130). After some delay, due to the poli¬ 
tical disturbances in which Napier’s father 
was involved, a royal charter, on 8 Oot. 1672, 
granted to Napier and his future wife, in con¬ 


junct fee, the lands of Edenbellio, Gartups, 

while Napier also received‘the lands of Mor- 

cMston with its tower and the Pultriolands; 
half the lands of Ardewnan, &c., half the 
lands of Husky, Thom, &c., with the houso of 
Barnisdale; the third of tho lands of Onlzio- 
muck; and the lands of Auehinlesh.’ The 
life-rent of all the lands save thoso in con¬ 
junct fee was reserved to Sir Archibald and 
his wife. 

The couple being thus provided for, the 
marriage followed, and Napier and his wife 
settled on their property. A castlo, beau¬ 
tifully situated on the banks of tho Endrick, 
was built at Gartnes, with gardon, orchard, 
and suitable offices; it was completed in 1674, 
as appears from a sculptured stono bearing 
that date, still preserved in a wall of one 
of the buildiugs of an adjacont mill. Two 
sundials from the castlo havo been recently 
taken to Helensburgh, and these lire now 
almost the Bole remnants of Napier's liomu, 
On the opposite side of tho Endrick was a 
lint mill, and the old ‘Statistical A.eemuiL of 
Scotland ’ (xvi. 107) records that the clack 
of this mill greatly disturbed Napier, ami 
that ho would sometimes dosiro the miller 
to stop the mill so that the train of his ideas 
might not he interrupted. Jlis rosidonco at 
Gartnes extended from 1678 to 1008, whon 
the death of his father put Mm in pOHseasion 
of MercMston Castlo. Towards tlio end of 
1579, after bearing two children, his will) 
died, and he subsequently married Agues, 
daughtor of Sir James Chisholm of Oromlix, 
Perthshire. 

The political activity of Ms fat her-in-law, 
Sir Jamos Chisholm, involved Napier in 

me anxieties. In February 1692-3 the 
conspiracy known ob ‘ the Spanish Blanks' 
was discovered, and Chisholm, ‘the king’s 
master of the household,’ was deeply iiujili- 
cated, along with the popish carls Angus, 
Huntly, and Erroll. Tho king, disinclined to 
proceed to extremities, dosirocl that, tho con¬ 
spirators should keep out of tho way for a time, 
With this viow, apparently, a bond of caution 
in 5,000Z. (Soots) was signed, on 2K July slid 
3 Aug, 1693, by John Nupior and another, I hat 
OMsholm, ‘ duringhis absence furlli theroulin, 
oonform to his majoBty’s licence, shall do 
nothing to hurt his majesty, the rouhn, or 
the true religion’ (Beg. Privy Council, v. 
610). Chisholm and tho sails, howovor, re¬ 
mained in the country. Accordingly, u small 
deputation of commissioners of tho church 
followed the Icing to Jedburgh in October, 
and urged their speedy trial and ptjjiisliinont. 
One of the deputies was, according to Itymor 
(Fcedera, 1716, xvi. 228-6), ‘the biird of 
Markinbton younger/ that is John Nupior, 
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who is thus represented as urging the king 
to take proceedings against his father-in- 
law ( Memoirs , p. 102). Oalderwood {Hint. 
Church of Scott. 1078, p. 292) calls the de¬ 
puty, however, 1 the Laird of Merchistoun,’ 
that is, Napier s father. 

As a landlord Napier also had his troubles. 
Thpre had been disputes of long standing, 
occasionally leading to violence (seo Bey. 
Mag. Sig. 2 Nov. 1683), between his 
father's tenants of Oalzieinuck and the Gra¬ 
hams of Boquhopple and other fetmrs of 
neighbouring lands in Menteith. In August 
1691 matters came to a crisis, with reference 
to the ploughing and sowing by Napier’s 
tenants of land which the feuars alleged to be 
commonalty; and on the 20th of that month 
Napier, who appears to have managed the 
Menteith property for his father, wrote to 
him from Keir describing how the fonarshad 
summoned him and his tenants to find law 
burrows (i.e. sureties that they would not 
harm the person or property of the com- 
plainers) and had put an arrestment on their 
crops, ‘so that thero is certainly appear¬ 
ance of cummer to fall shortly betwixt them 
and our folks.’ As he had no mind ‘to 
mell with na silt extraordinar doings,’ ho 
prayed his father to find caution for him in 
a thousand merks ( Memoirs, p. 148). This 
was accordingly done on 23 Aug. (1 leg. 
Privy Council, iv. 073). Disputes between 
the some parties were repealed in 1011,1012, 
and 1613 (ib. vols. ix. and x.), but at length 
on 14 June 1616 Napier obtained a disposi¬ 
tion of the lands of Boquhopple in favour of 
himself and his son Robert (Dotjsias, Peer¬ 
age, ii. 291). In July 1694 be entered into 
a curious contract with Robert Logan of 
Restalrig. The document is in Napier’s 
handwriting throughout. After referring 
to divers old reports of a treasure hidden 
in Logan's dwelling-place of Fast Castle, 
he agreed to go thither, and 1 by all craft and 
ingyne endeavour to find the samo, and by 
the grace of God, either shall find it, or make 
sure that, no such thing is there so far as 
his utter diligence may reach,’ Should the 
treasure be found, Napier was to have a 
third as his share, and he further bargained 
that Logan was himsolf to accompany him 
back to Edinburgh to insure his safe return 
without being robbed, a contingency not 
unlikely if the laird of Restalrig wore absent 
and free to give a hint to his retainers that 
money might he got by robbery {Memoirs, 
p. 220). That Napier's experience of Logan 
was unsatisfactory seems proved by the terms 
of a lease granted by him at Gartncs, on 
14 Sept. 1696, in which it was expressly 
stipulated that the lessee should neither di¬ 


rectly nor indirectly sufler or permit any 
person bearing the name of Logan to enter 
into possesbion. At the same time a like ex¬ 
cept ion was made with reference to Napier’s 
nearest neighbour at Gartnes, Cunningham 
of the house of Drumquliassil, with whom he 
had a dispute respecting crops in 1691 (ib. 
pp. 148,223). Towards the close of 1600 his 
half-brother Archibald was murdered by tbo 
Scotts of Bowhill, and Napier and his father 
had much trouble in restraining the dead 
man's family from taking the law into their 
own hands ( Memoirs, p. 302 j Pitcairn - , Crim. 
Trials, ii. 389; Reg. Privy Council, vi. 269, 
267). On 30 April 1601 he became cautionei 
for Ms father’s brother, Andrew Napier, 
‘ touching the mass which was said in his 
house’ (Reg. Privy Council, vi. 632). On 
11 March 1002 he brought a complaint 
against the provost and baillies of Edin¬ 
burgh that they had caused ‘ build soheillis 
and ludgeis to their Beilt personis infeclit 
with the pest upoun the said complenoris 
yairdis of his proper lands of the schenis ’ 
(ib. vi. 369). On 20 Jon. 1604 Napier's 
turbulent neighbours, Allaster McGregor of 
Glenstrae, Argyllshire, and four of the Mac- 
gregor clan, were brought to trial at Edin¬ 
burgh foT making a raid on their foes the 
Oolquliouns, and Napier was one of the assize 
of fifteen persons who found thorn guilty of 
capital crimes (Crim. Trials, ii. 4.0). On 
30 July 1006 he and another wbi'b named 
arbitrators by Matthew Stewart of Dunduff 
concerning the slaughter of his brother (Reg. 
Privy Council, vii. 100). 

On Sir Archibald’s death, on 16 May 1608, 
Napier, who came inlo full possession of the 
family estates, at once took up his abode in 
the castle of Morchiston. His position as 
laird was first publicly recognised by the 
lords of the privy council on 20 May, when 
ke was appointed a commissioner to fix the 
price of boots and shoos twice a year for 
Edinburgh (ib. viii. 93). A hitter quarrel fol¬ 
lowed between Napier and his half-brother 
Alexander and his half-sisters as to their re¬ 
spective rights over the family property (Me¬ 
moirs, p. 317). Alexander disputed Napier’s 
title to the lands of Over-Merchiston, and a 
long litigation, which was not concluded until 
9 June 1613, was necessary before Napier was 
served heir to that property (ib. p, 313). In 
another dispute regarding the teind sheafs of 
Merchiston, tlie privy council was informed 
on 1 Sept. 1608 that Napier and Ms relatives 
each intended ‘to convoke their kin and 
friends and such as will do for them in arms, 
for loading and withstanding of leading of 
the said leinds.’ Consequently the lords ap¬ 
pointed 'William Napier of wrichtisliousis 
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as a neutral person to lead and stack the 
said teinds in his own barnyard (Reg, Privy 
Council, viii. 169), and Napier, in a letter 
to his son, expressed himself satisfied with 
this arrangement ( Memoirs , p. 316). 

In 1610 Napier sold the Pultrielands to 
Nisbet of Dean for seventeen hundred marks 
(Douglas, Peerage, u. 291); andtoproteot his 
property at Gartnes he entered, on 24 Dec. 
1611, into an agreement with Campbell of 
Lawers, Stirling, and his brothers that ‘if 
the Macgregors or other hieland broken men 
should trouble his lands in Lennox or Men- 
teith,’ the Campbells should do their utmost 
to punish them (Memoirs, p, 826). 

&. man of wide intellectual interests and 
great versatility, Napier^ as a landowner, 
gave considerable attention to agriculture, 
which, owing to the disturbed state of the 
country, was at a low ebb, resulting in fre¬ 
quent scarcity of com and cattle. He ap¬ 
pears to have instituted experiments in th< 
use of manures, and to have discovered the 
value of common salt for the purpose. The 
details of his method are explained in a 
pamphlet nominally written by his eldest son 
Archibald [q. v.], to whom a monopoly of 
this mode of tillage was granted on 22 June 
1693 (td. p. 283). His son's share in these 
experiments—he was only twenty-three— 
cannot have been great. With somewhat 
similar ends in view he invented an hydraulic 
screw and revolving axle, by which, at a 
moderate expense, water could be kept down 
in coal-pits while being worked, and many 
flooded pits could be cleared of water and 
recovered, to the great advantage of the 
country. In order that he might in part, reap 
the profits of his invention, the king, on 
80 Jan. 1696-7, granted him a monopoly 
for making, erecting, and working these 
machines (Reg. Mag. Sig. vi. 172). In 1699 
Sir John Skene published his 1 De Verborum 
Significatione,’ in which he mentions that 
he had consulted Napier—whom he there 
styles' agantlemanofaingularjudgement and 
learning, especially in mathematic sciences’ 
—in reference to the proper methods to be 
used in the measuring of lands. 

To mathematics Napier chiefly devoted his 
leisure through life; but soon after settling 
at Gartnes he interrupted his favourite study 
in order to cross swords with Roman catho¬ 
lic apologists. In 169S he completed with 
that object a work on ‘Revelation,’ which 
had occupied him for five years. He had 
thought at first to write it in Latin, but the 
‘insolency of Papists determined him to 
haste [it] out in English.’ It was entitled 
‘APlaine Discovery of the whole Revela¬ 
tion of St. John,’ and appeared at Edinburgh 
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early in 1694. In his dedication to James VI, 
dated 29 Jan. 1693-4, Napier urged the king 
to see ’that justice he done against the ene¬ 
mies of God’s church,’ and oounsollod him 
1 to reform the universal enormities of his 
country, and first to begin at his ownhouso, 
family, and court.’ The volume includes nine 
pages of English verse by himself. It met 
with success at home and abroad (Memoirs, 
p. 326). In 1800 Mickiel Panned produced a 
Dutch translation, and this reached a second 
edition in 1607. In 1602 the work appeared at 
La Rochelle in a French version, by Georges 
Thomson, revised by Napier, and that also 
went through several editions (1603, 1005, 
and 1607), A new edition of the English 
original was called for in 1011, when it was 
revised and corrected by tho author^ and 
enlarged by the addition of'A Resolution of 
certain Doubts proponed by woll-allbclnl 
brethren;’ this appeared simultaneously at 
Edinburgh and London. The author stated 
that he still intended to publish a Latin edi¬ 
tion, but,‘being advertised that ouvpapistical 
adversaries were to write largely against the 
editions already set out,’ he daforrotl it till 
he had seen their objections. Tho Latin edi¬ 
tion never appeared, and his opponents' 
works proved unimportant. AGorman trails- 
lation, by Leo de Dromnn, of tho first part 
of Napier’s work appeared at Goto in 1011 
(some copies arc dated 1612), and of tho 
whole by Wolfgang Meyor at Pranlcfort-on- 
the-Maine, in 1616 (new edit, 1027). 

But other instruments besides tho pon 
suggested themselves to Napier as a moans 
of confounding tlio foos of his religion and 
country. On 7 Juno 1696 he forwnrded to 
Anthony Bacon [q. v.], elder brother of 
Francis, lord Verulam, ‘ Secret Inventions, 
profitable and necessary in those Days for 
Defence of this Island, and withstanding of 
Strangers, Enemies of God’s Truth and Re¬ 
ligion’ (the manuscript is at Lambeth), 
Pour inventions are specified: two varieties 
of burning mirrors, a piece of artillery, and 
a chariot of metal, double muskot proof, tho 
motion of which was controlled by thoso 
within, and from which shot was disci lavgod 
through small holes, ‘ tho enomy monntimo 
being abased and altogether uneortain what 
defence or pursuit to use against a moving 
mouth of metal’ (Memoirs, p,247). A curious 
stoiy of a trial of the last invention in Scot¬ 
land is given by Sir Thomas Urquliart in 
' The Jewell ’ (London, 1662, p. 79). Napior 
desired that these instruments of destruction 
should be kopt secret unloss necessity com¬ 
pelled their use. " 

Napier’s permanent fame rests on his ma¬ 
thematical discovories. His earliest invusti- 
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gations, begun soon after his first marriage, 
seem to have been directed to systematising 
and developing the sciences of algebra and 
arithmetic; and the fragments published for 
the first time in 1839, under the title ‘ De 
Arte Logistica,’ were the result of his initial 
studies. He here mentions that he was con¬ 
sidering imaginary roots, a subject he refers 
to os a great algebraic secret, ana that he had 
discovered a general method for the extrac¬ 
tion of roots of all degrees. After five years’ 
interruption, while engaged on his theologi¬ 
cal work, Napier again, in 1694, resumed his 
mathematical labours. A letter, presumably 
from a common friend, Dr. Craig, to Tycho 
Brahe, indicates that in the course of 1694 
he had already conceived the general prin¬ 
ciples of logarithms (Epistolce ad Joannem 
Kepplerum, Frankfort, 1718, p. 460; Athena 
Oxonienses, London, 1691, p. 469 ; Memoirs, 
pp. 361-6); and the next twenty years of his 
fife were spent in developing the theory of 
logarithms, in perfecting the method of their 
construction, and in computing the canon or 
table itself. While thus engaged he invented 
the present notation of decimal fractions. 

Napier’s earliest work on logarithms ex¬ 
plained the method of their construction, hut 
was written before he had invented the word 
logarithms, which were thero called artificial 
numbers, in contradistinction to natural 
numbers, or simply artificials and naturals. 
This work, known as the ‘ Construct!o,’ was 
not published till after his death. The de¬ 
scription of the table (known as the ‘De- 
scriptio ’), throughout which the name loga¬ 
rithms is used, was composed later, hut was 
given to the world in his lifetime. This 
famous work; ' Miriflci Logarithmorum Cano- 
nis Desoriptio,’ which embodied the trium¬ 
phant termination of Napier’s labours, con¬ 
tained; besides the canon or table, an ex¬ 
planation of the nature of logarithms, and 
of their use in numeration and in trigono¬ 
metry. Published in 1614, with a dedication 
to Prince Charles, afterwards Charles I, it 
soon found its way into tho hands of two 
enthusiastic admirers, Edward Wright [q. v.] 
and Henry Briggs Jq. v.] The former at once 
translated it into English, and sent his ver¬ 
sion for revision to the author, who found 
it ‘most exact and precisely conformable to 
his mind and the original.’ The translation 
was returned to Wright shortly before the 
latter’s death in 1616, and was next year 
seen through the press hy Wright’s son, 

Briggs received the work with delight, and 
made it his constant companion. While ex¬ 
pounding it to his students in London at 
Gresham College, he observed that it would 
facilitate its use were the canon altered so 


that‘ 0 still remaining the logarithm of the 
whole sine or radius, the logarithm of one- 
tenth thereof should become 10 000 000 000’ 
instead of 23096860, os in Napier’s table. 
He wrote to Napier concerning this change, 
and, having computed some logarithms of 
this kind, proceeded to Edinburgh to visit 
the ‘ Baron of Merchiston,’ in his own house, 
in the summer of 1616. There, being hos¬ 
pitably entertained, he lingered a month. 
Napier told Briggs that he had himself for 
a long time determined on the eame change 
as Briggs suggested, but that he had pre¬ 
ferred to publish the logarithms already 
prepared, rather than wait for leisure and 
health to re-compute them. But he was of 
opinion that the alteration should be made 
thus: that 0 should become the logarithm 
of unity, and 10 000 000 000 the logarithm 
of the whole sine; which, adds Briggs, ‘I 
could not but acknowledge to he far the 
most convenient.’ Briggs undertook the 


heavy task of computing the new canon, and 
Napier promised to write an explanation of 
its construction and use, but this he did not 
live to accomplish. In the following summer 
(1616) Briggs proceeded to Edinburgh a 
second time, and Bhowed Napier so much of 
the new canon as he had completed. The 
first thousand logarithms of the new canon 
were published by Briggs, without place or 
date (but at London before 6 Dec. 1617), 
after N apier’s death (Bkiogs, Logarithmorum 
Chilias Prima, 1617, title-page; Bhiqqs, 
Ariilmetica Logaritlmka , 1024, 'To the 
Reader; ’Names, Mir.Log. Can. Construetio, 
1619, 'To the Reader,’hy Robert Napier). 
The original edition of Napier’s ‘Desoriptio’ 
was reprinted at Lyons, 1020, and in London, 
1807(inMnsares’8‘ScriptoresLogarithmici’). 
Copies of the 1620 edition are known, with 
date 1619, and the remainder-copies were 
reissued in 1668, with title-page and pre¬ 
liminary matter reset. Wright’s English 
translation, which first appeared in 1616, was 
reissued with additional matter and a sub¬ 
stituted title-page in 1618; another English 
translation woe published at Edinburgh in 
1867. 


In the ‘Desoriptio’ Napier had promised 
to publish _ his previously completed ‘ Con¬ 
structs’—i.e. his method of constructing the 
table—should his invention meet with the 
approval of the learned. Kepler, who largely 
helped to extend the employment of loga¬ 
rithms, had expressed a desire to see this 
work published, in a letter to the author 
dated 28 July 1619, before nows of Napier’s 
death had reached him. Kepler’s letter 
was prefixed to his ‘Ephemerides’for 1620 
{Memoirs, pp, 432, 621). Shortly after Na- 
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piers death hi. »on Robert, transmitted the 
manuscript to Briggs, by -whom it w 
edited, and published at, Edinburgh m 1619 
under the title ‘Mirifici Logaritbmorum 
Canonis Constructio, una cum Annota- 
tionibus aliquot doctissimi Heurici Briggn. 
.Viang with it were printed some very re¬ 
markable propositions for the solution of 
spherical triangles, which Napier was en¬ 
gaged in perfecting at the time of his death; 
there are also added 1 Xiemarks and ( in otes 
by Briggs, and a preface by the author s 
eldest son by his second wife, Robert Napier. 
The volume was reprinted at Lyons in 10:10, 
and appeared in an English translation at 
Edinburgh in 1889. 

Napier probably commenced his last work, 
«Rabdologire seu numerationis per virgulas 
libri duo,’in 1G16, that date being appended 
to his first example. He published it in 
Latin at Edinburgh eariv in 1617, with a 
dedication to Chancellor Seton. earl of Dun¬ 
fermline ; he there stated that he had always 
endeavoured, according to his strength and 
ability, to do away with the tediousness of 
calculations. With that aim he had pub¬ 
lished the ‘Canon of Logarithms.' He ex¬ 
plains the title ‘Rabdologia’as ‘numeration 
by little rods.’ These rods'being usually niado 
of bone or ivory, were familiarly called ‘Na- 

f ierisbones ’ (cf. Butleb, Sudibras, ed. Grey, 
819, iii. 48). By means of them multiplica¬ 
tion and division could be performed by me¬ 
thods which, though theynowseem cumbrous 
enough, were received throughout Europe as a 
valuable aidtothe rude arithmetic of the day. 
The extraction of the square and cube root 
could also be performed by their help, in con¬ 
junction with two larger rods, the method of 
constructing which is described. In an ap¬ 
pendix, ‘de sxpeditissimo Multiplicationis 
Promptuario,’ he explains another invention 
for the performance of multiplication and 
division—‘the most expeditious of all’—by 
means of metal plates arranged in a box. 
This is the earliest known attempt at the 
invention of a calculating machine [see Mob- 
land, Sib Samuel, and Babbage, Charles], 
There is also added his ‘Local Arithmetic,’ 
wherein he describes how multiplication and 
division, and even the extraction of roots, may 
be performed on a chessboard by the move¬ 
ment of counters. The ‘ Rabdologia ’ was 
reprinted at Leyden (1026), and copies of this 
are found, with substituted title-page, dated 
1628. -In Italian translation was issued at 
Verona (1628), and a Dutch one at Gouda 
(1620). In 1667 William Leyboum [q. v.] 
published ‘ The Art of Numbering by Speak¬ 
ing Rods, vulgarly termed Napier’s" Bones.’ | 
An enlarged account by Leybouin of ‘ the 


Use of Nepiar’s Bones ’ was appended to his 
‘ Description and Use of Gum or’s Quadrant ’ 
(2nd ecut. London, L721). 

Continuous study and the orduouH work of 
computation, which, Napior says, ‘ ought to 
have been accomplished by thn labour and 
assistance of many computors, but had boon 
completed by the" strength and industry of 
himself alone,’ told soverely on his health. 
In a complaint against the GraliamB of Ro- 
quhopple, his old opponents, which was pre¬ 
sented to the privy council on 28 Aprii 1613, 
he stated that he was ‘heavily diseased with 
the pain of the gout’ (die//. Privy Council, 
x, 41). ‘JohneNaipper of Merckisloun, being 
sick in body attheplosour ofGod,butliaillin 
mynd and spereit,’ made his will and signod it 
on 1 April 1617, ‘ with my hand at tlio pon 
led be the nottors underwrittino at my com¬ 
mand in respect I dow not writ lnyuelt' for 
my present infirmitie and sickness ’ (Memoirs, 
p. 480). Worn out by overwork and gout, 
ho breathed his last at Moroliiston on <1 April 
1617, and was burled outside the west, pert 
of Edinburgh in the church of Hi. Outhbert, 
the parish in which Merchiston is .situated 
(J. Htjhe, Traitb de la Trigonomftrie, Barm, 

1686, p. 116). 

By his first wife, Elizabeth .Stirling, he 
had one son, Archibald (1576—lOdfi) [q. v.J, 
and one daughter, Joanno, to whom ho 
granted an annuity of HUM. (Scots) by charter 
dated 13 Nov. 1596. By his second wife, 
Agnes Chisholm, he had five sons: John, 
Robert (to whom ho granted the lands of 
Ballacharne and Tomdarroch on 18 Nov. 
1595), Alexander, William, and Adam; mid 
five daughters : Margaret (who married Hir 
James Stewart of llossytih before L Jan. 
1608), Jean, Agnes, Elizabeth, and TTolmi. 
On 18 April 1010 Napior grantod tho follow¬ 
ing annuities to the children of his second 
marriage, viz,: 260 merits to Robert, 200 to 
Alexander, 300 to Joan, and 200 to Klizu- 
both (Memoirs, p. 828 ,• Donat,As, Peertu/r. 
ii. 291]. 

Napier appears, in the fragmentary records 
that have survived, as a men both just in 
his dealings with his neighbours and' firmly 
resolved to obtain like justico from thorn. In 
his disputes with his father, hiBSlop-bvothors, 
the Grahams of Boqubopplo, and the magis¬ 
trates of Edinburgh, he suoms invariably to 
have carried his point. He waR a strict (lul- 
vinist, and a resolute opponent of papal ag¬ 
gression. His powerful mtolloot and deter¬ 
mined will are best indicated inliis prolonged 
and successful efforts to facilitate numerical 
calculation which resulted in his discovery 
of logarithms, The advantages of a lablo 
of logarithms are that by its employment 
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multiplication and division can be performed 
by simple addition andsubtraotion, the extrac¬ 
tion of tho roots of numbers by division, and 
the raising of them to any power by multi¬ 
plication. By these simple processes the most 
complicated problems in astronomy, n aviga- 
t.ion, and cognate sciences can be solved by 
an easy and certain method. The invention 
necessarily gave a great impulse to all the 
sciences which depend for tneir progress on 
exact computation. Napier’s place among 
great originators in mathematics is fully ac¬ 
knowledged, and the improvements that he 
introduced constitute a new epoch in the 
history of the science. He was the earliest 
British writer to make a contribution of com¬ 
manding value to the progress of mathematics, 

mi * • v __i __tkt_ l _ 
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the author of the'Memoirs’ in 1834, were six 
in number, all in oil, viz.: (1) throe-quarter 
length, seated, dated 1616, sat. 68, presented 
to Edinburgh University by Margaret, 
baroness Napier, who suoceeded in 1688, en¬ 
graved in ■ Memoirs;’ (2) three-quarter 
length, sealed, with cowl, ret. 66, belonging 
to Lord Napier, and never out of the family, 
engraved in ‘ De Arte Logistioa; ’ (3) half- 
length, with cowl, in possession of Mr. Napier 
of Blacks tone; (4) a similar one in possession 
of Aytoun of Inchdnirnie; (6) half-length, 
without cowl, acquired by Lord Naples, the 
liislory of which is unknown; (6) holf- 
lepgtkjwitli cowl, belonging to Professor Mac- 
vey Napier, and attributed to Jamesou (Me¬ 
moir*, pp. ix, x). Thora is also an engraving 
by Francisco Deinram dated 1020, a half- 
length, with ruff, using his ‘bones,’ of which 
on original impression is at Keir. From tliis 
a lithographic reproduction wos executed for 
Sir William Stiriing-Maxwell, which, how¬ 
ever, appears never to have been published. 


[Mark Napier’s Momoira, 1884; Begistrura 
Mugni 8igilli Begum Scotorum; Register of 
the Privy Council of Scotland; Exchequer Bolls 
of Scotland; Douglas's Peerage, 1813, vol, ii.; 
Crawford’sPoorage, 1716; Mackenzie’s Eminent 
Writers of the Soots Nation, vol. iii. 1722; Earl 
of Burhan’s (D. S. Erskine) Life of Napier, 1787; 
Leibnitz’ Tlieodioee, 1760, i. 218. In an ap¬ 
pendix to the English translation of the Mirifioi 
Logarithmorum Ganonis Conatruotio (Edin¬ 
burgh, 1889) appear full details of the editions 
of Napier’s works, as well as an account of works 
by other authors, interesting from tlioir connec¬ 
tion with the works of Napier,] W. B. M-n. 

NAPIER, Sir JOSEPH (1804-1882), 
lord chancellor of Ireland, bom at Belfast on 
26 Dec.1804, was youngest son of Willjam 
Napier, a merchant of Belfast, find was p do- 
Bcendant of the Napiors of Merchiston. His 
niother was Rosetta MacnagMen of Bglly- 
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reagh House, co. Antrim. His only sister 
Rosetta married .TamesWhiteside [q. v.], chief 
justice of Ireland. He was educated in the 
Belfast Academical Institution under James 
Sheridan Knowles [q. v.J, and in November 
1820 was entered at Trinity College, Dublin, 
under the tutorship of Dr. Singer, afterwards 
bishop of Meath. At the end of his first year 
he brought himself into notice by publishing 
a paper on the binomial theorem. Obtaining 
honours in classics and science, he graduated 
B.A.in 1826, and M.A.in 1828. After taking 
his bachelor’s degree he resided within the 
walls of Trinity College, ocoupied himself in 
writing for periodicals, and tooka conspicuous 
partin the establishment of an oratorical sn- 
oiety outside the walls of the college, some¬ 
what resembling the Union at Oxford. Ho 
was also successful in reviving the old Col¬ 
lege Historical Society, and his connection 
with it lasted fifty-eight years. From 1864 
till his death he was president, and he insti¬ 
tuted an annual prize—designated the ‘ Na¬ 
pier Prose Composition Prize ’—for the best 
essay on a subject to be selected by himself. 

From the beginning of his eareBr Napier 
adopted tory principles, while his religious 
views inclined to those of the protestant evan¬ 
gelical party. Through 1828 he actively op¬ 
posed the movement for Roman catholic 
emancipation. Marrying in the same year, 
he determined to go to the English bar. 
Having entered himself at Gray’s Inn, he 
became a pupil at the law school of the 
London University, and attended tho lectures 
of Mr. Amos. After a few months he passed 
into the chambers of Mr. (afterwards Justice) 
Patteson, then the leading practitioner in 
common law, and in 18S0, upon the pro¬ 
motion of Patteson to the bench, successfully 
praotised for a term as a pleader in London. 

Called to the Irish bar in the Easter term of 
1831, he attnchedhimself to the north-eastern 
cirouit, and at once commanded an extensive 
practice in Dublin j he was the only lawyer 
there who had pupils. He published in 1831 
a ‘ Manual of Precedents of Forms and De¬ 
clarations on Bills of Exchange and Pro¬ 
missory Notes,’ and a * Treatise on the Prac¬ 
tice of the Civil Bill Courts and Courts of 
Appeal,’ and edited tho law reports known 
as ‘Albeok and Napier’s Reports of Cases 
arggad in the King’s Bench’ in 1882-4, For 
many years this volume of reports was the 
only Irish authority ever referred to in Eng¬ 
lish courts of justice. At this period, too, 
Napjer delivered lectures on the common 
law, which attracted much attention both in 
Dublin qnd London, and was busy establish¬ 
ing a law institute. At the Lent assizes of 
1843, held in Monaghan, he was engaged for 



66 


Napier 


Napier 


tie defence in the criminal trial of the Queen 
#. Samuel Gray, when he was refused per¬ 
mission to challenge one of the jurors. A 
verdict of guilty was returned, hut Napier 
sued out a writ of error to the House of 
Lords, on the ground that the jury had been 
illegally constituted, and his contention was 
upheld (Olabkb and Finiteely, Reports, vol, 
ix.) In l&M he was engaged as counsel for 
the crown in a second case of writ of error, 
following the conviction of O'Connell and 
others for seditious conspiracy arising out of 
the Clontarf meeting. A brief was sent by 
O’Connell; but the crown had sent theirs a 
few hours sooner, a fact publicly regretted 
by O'Connell. It was the latter who gave 
Napier the sobriquet of ‘ Holy Joe,’ as indi¬ 
cating a feature of his character which spe¬ 
cially attracted the notice of contemporaries, 
In November 1844 Napier received a silk 
gown from Sir Edward Sugden, lord chan¬ 
cellor of Ireland, and thenceforth there was 
scarcely a trial of note in which lie was not 
retained. In 1846 one of the most important 
suits entrusted to him was that of Lord Dun- 

g annon v. Smith. Lord Dungannon appealed 
■omthe Irish courts to the House of Lords, 
and Napier’s conduct of his case there drew 
high commendation from Lords Lyndhurst 
and Brougham. He was subsequently much 
employed in appeals before line House of 
Lords. 

In 1847 he unsuccessfully contested the 
representation of his university in parliament, 
but in 1848 he was returned without a con¬ 
test. Lord John Bussell was then prime 
minister, and Napier eat on the opposition 
benches, hut he at first declined to identify 
himself either with Peelites or proteotionists. 
He was constant in his attendance, and spoke 
whenever lie deemed the interests of either 
Protestantism or his country endangered, In 
nis maiden speech, 14 March 1848, he argued 
in favour of capital punishment. In a speech 
delivered on 17 March 1848 he opposed the 
extension of the income-tax to Ireland, since 
Ireland, he argued, was already sufficiently j 
taxed for the purpose of swelling therevenues 
of the imperial exchequer. When, on 6 April 1 
1848, the Outgoing Tenants (Ireland) Bill 
was discussed, he sought to prove, by a com¬ 
parison between the condition of Ulster and 
that of the Bouthem and disaffected districts 
of Ireland, that the misery of the tenant was 
not due to the land laws or the greed of his 
landlord, hut to the peasant's indolence and 

fondness for sedition. The efforts of Lord John 
Bussell in the cause of Jewish emancipation 
Napier strenuously opposed; and he disap¬ 
proved of opening diplomatic relations with , 
Rome. He attacked t he withdrawal of a grant I 


called Ministers’ Money—a tax for the support 
of protestant clergy levied upon tho Roman 
catholics living in certain corporate towns 
in the south of Ireland. He next opposed 
the motion, brought forward by Sir Charles 
Wood, to grant 60,000/. out of the imperial 
exchequer for the relief of certain poor-law 
unions in Ireland. He contended that the 
grunt, was inadequate, and that the system 
involved was vicious in principle. A select 
committee was appointed, largely owing (o 
his action, to inquire into the stale of the 
Irish poor law, and of this committee lie was 
a member. Upon the issue of the report of 
the committee Lord John Russoll introduced 
the Bate in Aid Bill. Napier opposed the 
resolution, denying the justice of mailing the 
solvent unions hear the defalcations of the 
insolvent, and censursd the govemmont, for 
its persistence in temporary expedients. The 
speech won a high eulogy from Sir Robert 
Peel. In 1849 he revised and oritioisod the 
various acts to facilitate the sale of oncum- 
hered estates in Ireland. The report upon the 
receivers under the Irish courts of equity 
was prepared by him, and in the Process 
and Practice Act he afforded valuable assist¬ 
ance, which was acltnowledgod by Sir John 
Romilly [q. v.]; while he prepared and carried 
through the house the ecclesiastical code, a 
substantial boon to the Irishprotestant oliurnh 
and clergy, which afterwards wont by the 
name of Napier’s Ecolesiastical Code. He 
resisted Lord John Russell's suggestion that 
the office of lord-lieutenant of Ireland should 
he abolished, and in I860 took part in the 
agitation against the assumption by catholic 
bishops in England of the titles of their sees. 

In March 1863 he was appointed Irish 
attorney-general in the administration of 
Lord Derby, and was made aprivy councillor. 
He dedicated himself wholly to his duties, 
and in No vember 1862 was entrusted by Lord 
Derby with the reframing of the land laws 
of Ireland. His soheme consisted of four 
hills, a Land Improvement Bill, a Leasing 
Power Bill, the Tenants’ Improvement Com¬ 
pensation Bill, and the Landlord und Tenant 
Law Amendment Bill, which he introduced 
on 32 Nov. 1862, in a lucid speech, but none 
of his measures became law, though most of 
his suggestions were adopted by lator ad¬ 
ministrations, Upon the defeat of tire go¬ 
vernment in December Napierretumod to the 
opposition benches, and actiyoly aided his 
party. He had proceeded LL.B, and TAJ), 
at Dublin in 18ol, and on the installation 
of Lord Derby as chancellor of Oxford on 
7 June 1868 he was created D.O.T,. thero, To 
the question of legal education lie had de¬ 
voted muoh attention, and ho comad a motion 
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in tho house for an nddresB to the crown for 
a commission of inquiry into the inns of court, 
which was followed by useful reforms. In 
.February 1850 Napier carried a resolution in 
favour of the appointment of a minister of 
justice for the United Kingdom. The dissolu¬ 
tion of parliament, however, prevented fur¬ 
ther steps being taken. In the same session 
Napier spoke in opposition to tho Sunday 
opening of the museums, and his speech has 
smee been published by the Working Men's 
Lord's Day Rest Association, 

When Lord Derby formed his second 
administration in February 1868, Napier be- 
camolord chancellor of Ireland, although his 
practice had been confined to common law. 
Among many letters of congratulation sent 
him was an address from three hundred 
clergymen of tho churoh of Ireland, accom¬ 
panied by a handsomely bound bible. His 
judgments as chancellor will bo found in 
vols. vii. viii. and is. of the ‘Irish Chancery 
Reports; ’ a selection was published under his 
supervision and with his authority by Mr. 
W. B. Drury. Upon the fall of Lord Derby's 
government in June 1869 Napier retired. An 
attempt was then mado, with the approval 
of Lord Palmerston and Lord Campbell, the 
lord chancellor, to transfer him to the judi¬ 
cial committee of the privy council in London; 
but it was found that the Act of Parliament 
under which the committee was constituted 
did not provide for the admission of ex-judges 
of Ireland or Scotland. 

Thereupon Napier, who was thus without 
professional employment, travelled on the 
continent, spending the autumn and winter 
of 1860 in the Tyrol and Italy. On his return 
he mainly devoted himself to evangelical re¬ 
ligious work, but he incurred much adverse 
criticism by abandoning his early attitude of 
hostility to any scheme of national education 
which should exclude the perusal of the 
scriptures from the protestant schools in Ire¬ 
land. lie had come to the conclusion that 
state aid was essential to any good system 
of education, and that no state aid could be 
expected unless tho bible were omitted from 
the curriculum. He was vice-president and 
an eloquent advocate of the Ohurcli Mis¬ 
sionary Society, and one of his best speeches 
(delivered at Exeter Hall on 80 April 1801) 
was in favour of tho admission of the biblo 
into the government schools of India. He 
also wrote pamphlets on the current topics 
of the day, ponned the preface to John Nash 
Griffin’s 1 Seven Answers to the Seven Essays 
and Reviews,’ and lectured on Edmund 
Burke and other eminent Irishmen to the 
Dublin Young Men's Christian Association, 
and published two volumes of lectures on 


Butler’s ‘Analogy’ (1882-4). When the 
Social Science Association met at Liverpool 
in 1858, and at Dublin iu 1861, Napier was 
on each occasion chosen presidonl of the sec¬ 
tion of jurisprudence. He was unable to 
attend the earlier meeting, and his address on 
‘Jurisprudence and Amendment of the Law’ 
was read by Lord John Russoll. He was a 
constant attendant at the Church Congress 
until 1808, when the subject of his paper was 
‘ How to increase the DfBcienoy of Church 
Service.’ Many ofhis suggestions have since 
been adopted. In 1804 he was appointed a 
member of a royal commission for consider¬ 
ing the forms of subscriptions and declara¬ 
tions of assent required from the clergy of 
the churches of England and Ireland. The 
commissioners issued their report in Fe¬ 
bruary of the following year, Tho ‘ declara¬ 
tion of assent’ now made by priests and 
deacons is substantially the one drafted by 
Napier and submitted to his brother commis¬ 
sioners. At tho close of the commission Dean 
Milman, in ‘ Fraser’s Magazine,’ declared that 
subscription to the Thirty-nine Articles was 
objectionable, and that the only subscription 
required was that to the Book of Common 
Prayer. These views Napier tried to refute 
in a lucid pamphlet published in 1886. 

In the summer of 1866 Lord Derby formed 
his third administration, but Nnpior was 

assed over, and Franois Blackburns [q. v.] 

ecarne lord chancellor of Ireland. Napier 
had mode some enemies by Ms change of 
opinion on tho church education question, 
and they had successfully urged that a slight 
deafness from which he had long suffered in¬ 
capacitated him for the office. He, however, 
accepted Lord Derby’s offer of tho lord jus¬ 
ticeship of appeal, rendered vacant byBIaolc- 
bume’s promotion. But tbe appointment 
oxcited hostile comment, and Napier retired 
so as not to embarrass the government. On 
26 Maroh 1807 he received the dignity of a 
baronetcy. 

Napier was looked upon in England as the 
special champion of the Irish church, and both 
by speaking and writing he endeavoured to 
avert its disostablisbment. From 1867 to his 
death he was viea-chanoellor of Dublin Uni¬ 
versity, and he summed up the case against 
Fawcett's proposal to throw open the endow¬ 
ments of Trinity College to all creeds (June 
1887), In the same month he was appointed 
one of the twenty-six members of tie ritual 
commission, and was constant in his attend¬ 
ance at the meetings. All the reports of the 
commission were signed by Napier, but the 
third and fourth with protests. 

On 28 Maroh 1868 Napier was recalled bv 
Disraeli to professional life by Ms nomi- 

j? 2 
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nation to a vacancy in the judicial committee 
of the privy council (sitting at Westmmsterj 
caused by the death of Lord Kingsdown. 
For sis years he was frequent in his attend¬ 
ance on the committee, and his judgments are 
reported in ‘ Moore’s Privy Council Oases 
(newser. vol. v. seq.) Appeals from the ad¬ 
miralty and from the supreme courts of New 
South Wales, Victoria, South Australia, 
Hong-Kong, and the Cape of Good Hope 
were the cases which chiefly fell within his 
province, and he sat in judgment on the three 
notorious ecclesiastical suits, the Bishop of 
Capetown v. the Bishop of Natal, Martin v. 
Mackonochie, and Sheppard v. Bennett. 

Upon the disestablishment of the Irish 
church Napier took an active part in its 
reconstruction. He helped largely in the re¬ 
vision of the prayer-book, opposing the intro¬ 
duction of any material alterations. During 
the parliament of 1870, Disraeli frequently 
consulted him on Mr. Gladstone’s Irish land 
legislation. About this time a controversy 
arose with regard to the constitution of the 
uni versify of Dublin, and its relation to Trinity 
College, and the matter was referred to 
Napier as vice-chancellor. The results of his 
investigation appeared in his tract, entitled 
■The College and the University,’ which ware 
warmly approved by Lord Cairns, the chan¬ 
cellor of the university. 

In 1874, when Disraeli once more became 
prime minister, the great seal of Ireland was 
put in commission, with Sir Joseph as ohief 
commissioner, while the new lord chancellor, 
Ball, was detuned in the House of Commons. 
The death of Napier's eldest son (8 Dec. 1874) 
impaired his health, and at the close of 1878 
he was attacked by paralysis. In January 
1881 he resigned his seat cm the judicial com¬ 
mittee of the privy council. From Merrion 
Square, where he had long dwelt, he had 
removed after 1874 to South Kensington. 
In 1880 he retired to St. Leonard’a-on-Sea, 
and there he died on 9 Deo. 1883, in the 
seventy-eighth year of his age. He was 
buried in Mount Jerome cemetery, Dublin. 
There are tablets to his memory in the mor¬ 
tuary chapel of the cemetery and in St. Pa¬ 
tricks Cathedral. His coat of arms is in a 
memorial window in the hall of Gray’s Inn. 
He was rightly described after his death as 
an indubitable type of the protestantism of 
the North of Ireland in its best form. But 
he inherited a full share of the indomitable 
energy and talent of his Scottish ancestry. 
The extreme views which he had adopted m. 
religion and politics in his youth were modi¬ 
fied in hi3 later years by a spirit of toleration 
which rendered him popular even with his 
opponents. 
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In 1828 he married Charity, Ihu second 
daughter of John Grace of Dublin, a de¬ 
scendant of the ancient family of the Graces 
of Courtstown, Kilkenny. They had two 
sons and three daughters. While at South 
Kensington he and Lady Napior erected a 
Napier ward in the Brompton Hospital, in 
memory of their elder son, and through life 
he was a generous contributor to church and 
other oharities. 

Among his publications not already men¬ 
tioned were many separate addresses, anil an 
‘Essay on the Communion Service of the 
Church of England and Ireland.’ His ‘ Lec¬ 
tures, Essays, and Letters,’ with an intro¬ 
duction by his daughter, appeared ill 1888. 
A portrait is prefixed to the latfor volume, 
and a second portrait, in his robes as lord 
chancellor, is given in his life by Ewald. 

[Lifo of Sir Joseph Napior, BarL„ Ex-Lord 
Chancellor of Ireland, from his i>rivuto Corre¬ 
spondence, by Alex. Charles Ewald, F.S.A., 1887 
(another edition, 1892) ; Dublin Univorsity Mag, 
xli. 800 ; Times, 12 Deo. 1882 ; IBst. of the 
Lord Chancellors of Ireland from 1186 to 1874, 
by Oliver J. Burke, A.B.T.O.D., Tlamslor-at- 
law; Law Times; Burke’s Baronet age ] 

W. W. W. 

NAPIER, MACJVEY (1776-1847),editor 
of the * Edinburgh Review,’ born on 1J April 
1776 at Kirkintilloch, Dumbartonshire, was 
a son of John Maovey, merolmnt, of Kirkin¬ 
tilloch, by a daughter of John Napier of 
Orai^annet, Stirlingshire. Ho wrb oliriel lined 
Napier, but afterwards obanged liie nemo to 
Maovey Napier in deference to the wish of 
his grandfather. He was educated in tho 
school of hiB native parish. Ln 1789 ho wont 
to the university of Glasgow, and two or 
three years later to Edinburgh. ITo tliero 
studied law, and in 1799 waH admitted to 
the society of writers to tlio signet. His 
tastes, however, were rather literary than 
legal. In 1798 he made acquaintance with 
Archibald Constable (q. r.], who then kept 
a bookshop, and was just sotting up ns a 
publisher. They formed a close friendship, 
which lasted till Constablo’s dontk. In 1805 
the writers to the signet appointed him their 
librarian, and for the next thirty yearn, 
according to a successor, Mr. Law, he was 
< the life and soul ’ of every enterprise in 
‘connection with the library.’ In the same 
year he wrote an article upon Do Gorando in 
the ‘Edinburgh Review, 1 and was subse¬ 
quently a regular contributor, In 1814 lie 
undertook to edit for Constable a supple¬ 
ment to the sixth edition of the ‘ Encyclo¬ 
paedia Britannica,’ which ivas ultimately 
completed in six volumes in 1824. Ho went 
to Loudon in 1814 with an introduction 
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from Dugald Stewart to Francis Ilorner, in 
order to collect contributors. The under¬ 
taking brought him into friendly relations 
with some eminent writers, especially Mack¬ 
intosh, Maltlius, and James Mill—Mill, in 
particular, writing some of the most valu¬ 
able articles in the ‘ Supplement.’ Napier 
had attended Dugald Stewart’s lectures in 
1796, and in 1811 had contributed an article 
upon Stewart’s ‘Philosophical Essays’ to 
the ‘Quarterly Review.' When, in 1820,^ 
Stewart finally resigned the professorship of 
moral philosophy, upon the death of his col¬ 
league, Thomas Brown, he strongly recom¬ 
mended Napier as his successor in a letter 
to the lord provost. He stated that Napier 
agreed with him in philosophy, and had given 
proofs of ability by his writings upon Bacon, 
De Geraudo, and Stewart himself. Napier, 
however, declined to become a candidate, 
knowing that his whig principles would he 
an insuperable objection. In later years 
Napier made arrangements with tho pub¬ 
lishers for Stewart’s last writings. 

In 1824 Napier beoame the first professor 
of conveyancing at the university of Edin¬ 
burgh. He had already, from 1816, held 
the lectureship, founded by the writers to 
the signet in 1798, and they congratulated 
him ofiiciully upon the erection of the office 
into a professorship. His lectures wore much 
vulued, and he supplemented them by cate¬ 
chetical instruction. 

Constable wished Napier, upon the com¬ 
pletion of the ‘ Supplement,’ to become editor 
of a new (seventh) edition of tho ‘ Ency¬ 
clopaedia.’ Constable's bankruptcy and death 
in 1827 interfered with this undertaking, 
the property in which was acquired by Adam 
Black [q. v"] and two others. Napier was 
continued as editor, although he had some 
difficulty with the new proprietors, who 
wished to limit the new edition to twenty 
instead of twenty-four volumes. Napier 
completed the work in 1842, the edition 
containing twenty-two volumes, of which 
tho first is formed of ‘ dissertations ’ by 
Stewart, Mackintosh, Playfair, and Leslie. 
Tho editor wus to receive 7,0007., but he 
gave up 6001. of this in order to increase 
the sum payable to contributors from 6,6001. 
to 7,0001. 

Meanwhile, upon Jeffrey’s resignation of 
the editorship ox the ‘ Edinburgh Review ’in 
1829, Napier became his successor. The in¬ 
teresting volumo of correspondence published 
in 1879, although it includes few of Napior's 
own letters, incidentally shows that he per¬ 
formed his duties with great tact and firm¬ 
ness. Ha had to withstand the overbearing 
pretonsions of Brougham, who tried to drag 


the ‘Review ’ into his own quarrel with the 
whig ministers; while the mutual antipathy 
of Brougham and Macaulay—his most valu¬ 
able contributor—produood many awkward 
discords. Napier won the respect even of 
those powerful supporters without losing 
their help. Tho ‘ Review ’ had now many 
more rivals, and therefore occupied a less 
prominent position than under Jeffl. - ey’srule. 
The articles, however, were probably superior 
in literary merit, and Napier obtained con¬ 
tributions from the most eminent writers of 
the day. In his first number he persuaded 
Sir William Hamilton to write the meta¬ 
physical article whioh made his reputation; 
and the correspondence records assistance 
from Carlyle, J. S. Mill, Thackeray, Bulwer, 
Dallam, Sir G. Oornewall Lewis, G. II. 
LeweB, Nassau Senior, Sir James Stephen, 
and many other distinguished authors. 

Napier’s ‘ Remarks on the Scope and In¬ 
fluence of the Philosophical Writings of 
Lord Bacon,’ originally contributed to the 
‘ Transactions of the Royal Society of Edin¬ 
burgh,' was privately printed in 1818, and 
published, with a ‘ Life of Raleigh,’ in 1863. 

In 1837 Napier was appointed one of the 
principal clerks of session in Edinburgh, and 
thereupon resigned his librarianship, when 
he was warmly thanked for his long ser¬ 
vices. Ho was F.R.S. of London and Edin¬ 
burgh. He died on 11 Feb. 1847. 

Napier married Catharine, daughter of 
Captain Skene, on 2 Dec. 1797; she died 
17 March 1826. They had seven sons and 
three daughters. One son, Macvey, who 
edited hiB father’s correspondence, died in 
July 1893. The sixth son, Amxandur 
Napiue (1814-1887), was born at Edinburgh 
in 1814, educated at Trinity College, Cam¬ 
bridge, and was vicar of Holkhom, Norfolk, 
from 1847 till bis doath in 1887. He was 
chaplain and librarian to the Earl of Leicester, 
lie odited Barrow's ‘Works’ in 1859 and 
Boswell’s ‘Life of Johnson’ in 1886. lie 
also translated and edited Elzc’s ‘ Byron ’ in 
1872 and Payer’s ‘Arctic Circle’ in 1876. 

[Introduction to Correspondence, 1879; infor¬ 
mation from his son, tho late Mr. Macvey N.ipiov; 
nistory of Society of Writers to the Signet, 1890, 
pp. Ixxi, lxxix-bcxx, cxvii, exxi, &e.; Cham¬ 
bers's Eminent Scotsmen, 185fi, v. 480; Gent. 
Mag, 1847, i. 438; Biographical Notice, 1847.] 

L. S. 

NAPIER, MARK (1798-1879), Scottish 
historical biographer, bom on 24 July 1798, 
was descended from theNapiors of Merchis- 
ton. His great-grandfather, Sir Francis 
Scott (fifth lord Napier), inherited the barony 
of Napier on the death of his grandmother, 
the Baroness Napier, in 1706, and through his 
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marriage with a daughter of the Earl of Hope- 
toun had five sons, of whom the youngest, 
Mark, a major-general in the army, was the 
grandfather of the biographer. His father 
was Francis Napier, a writer to the signet in 
Edinburgh, and nis mother was Mary Eliza¬ 
beth Jane Douglas, eldest daughter of Colonel 
Archibald H amil ton of Inuerwick, Hadding¬ 
tonshire. He was educated at the high school 
and the university of Edinburgh, and passed 
advocate at the Scottish bar in 1820. In 1844 
he was appointed sheriff-depute of Dumfries¬ 
shire, to which Galloway was subsequently 
added, and he held office till his death. Al¬ 
though a learned lawyer in all branches of 
Scots law, hie reputation was literary rather 
than legal. His only strictly legal works 
are ‘ The Law of Prescription in Scotland,’ 
1889, 2nd edit. 1864, a standard work, and 
‘ Letters to the Commissioners of Supply of 
the County of Dumfries, in Reply to a Re¬ 
port of a Committee of their Number on the 
Subject of Sheriff Courts,’ 1862, 2nd edit. 
1862. In 1836 he published a ‘ Histoiy of 
the Partition of Lennox,’ with which earl¬ 
dom the Napiers had an historical connection. 
In 18S4 he published his valuable ‘ Memoirs 
of John Napier of Herchiston j ’ and in 1839 
he edited Napier's unpublished manuscripts 
with an introduction. His works on the 
Marquis of Montrose and Graham of Olaver- 
house are the fruit of much original research, 
but as historical guides their value is much 
impaired by their controversial tone and 
violent language. His jacobitism was of 
the old-fashionedfanaticaltype, and although 
in many cases his representations are sub¬ 
stantially founded on fact, his exaggeration 
necessarily awakens distrust, even when he 
has a good case. On Montrose he published 
‘ Montrose and the Covenanters,’ 1838,' Life 
and Times of Montrose,’ 1840, ‘ Memorials 
of Montrose and his Times,’ a collection of 
original documents edited for the Maitland 
Club (yol. i. 1848, and vol. ii. 1860); and 
1 Memoirs of the Marquis of Montrose,’ two 
volt. 1856, which comprehends the substance 
of the previous works and the results of 
later researches. His 'Memorials of Graham 
of Claverhouse, Viscount Dundee,’ 1869-62, 
also includes a large number of the letters 
of Claverhouse and other doouments not 
previously published. Its publication led to 
a keen controversy in regard to the drowning 
of the two women, Margaret Maelachlan ana 
Margaret Wilson, known as the 'Wigtown 
Martyrs.’ Napisr had endeavoured to raise 
doubts as to whether the execution took 
place; and he replied to his objectors in the 
‘ Case for the Crown in re the 'Wigtown Mar¬ 
ly rs proved to be Myths versus Wodrowand 
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Lord Macaulay, Patrick the Pedlar and Prin¬ 
cipal Tulloch,’ 1863; and in ' History Res¬ 
cued, in Reply to History Vindicated (by the 
Rev. Archibald Stewart],’ 1870. Napier also 
edited vols. ii. and iii. of Spotiswood’s ' His¬ 
tory of the Church of Scotland ’ fur tiro Ban- 
natyne Club in 1847. ‘The Lennox of Auld, 
an Epistolary Review of “The Lennox” by 
William Fraser,’ waspublished posthumously 
in 1S80, edited by Ms son Francis, lie occa¬ 
sionally wrote ‘ very toucMng as well as very 
spirited ’ verse (A theneewm, 29 Nov. 1879), 
and possessed a valuable collection of paint¬ 
ings and china. 

Napier died at his residence at Ainslio 
Place, Edinburgh, on 23 Nov. 1879, boing 
the oldest member of the Faculty of Advo¬ 
cates then discharging legal duties. He 
married Ms cousin Charlotte, daughter of 
Alexander Ogilvie, and widow of William 
Dick Macfarlane, and by hor had a son and 
a daughter: Francis John Hamilton Scott, 
commander in the royal navy, and Francos 
Anno, married to Lieutenant-colonol Cecil 
Rice. ‘ Though a keen controversialist and 
most unsparing in epithets of abuse, Mark 
Napier was in person and address a gonial 
polished gentleman of the old school—a 
really beautiful old man, worn to a shadow, 
but with a never failing kindly smile, and a 
lively, pleasant, intellectual face, in which 
the pallid cheek of age was always relieved 
by a little trace of seemingly hectic or of 
youthful colour’ ( Scotsman , 24 Nov. 1879). 

[Obituary notices in Athuuisuni, Scotsman, 
Edinburgh Courant, and Dumfrios Courior; 
Foster's Peerage.) 'I'. I 1 '. TI. 

NAPIER, Sib NATHAN TEL (1686- 
1709), dilettante, born in 1030, was the third 
son of Sir Gerard Nnpior [q, v.], of More 
Orichel or Gritclioll, Dorset, by Margarol, 
daughter and coheiress of John Oolles of Bar¬ 
ton, Somerset. He matriculated at. Oxford, 
16 March 1664, as a follow-commoner of 
Oriel College, to which he presented a line 
bronze eagle loot orn, still in tlio chapel; but, 
being sickly, did not tako a degree. In 1650 
his father married Mm to Blanch, daughter 
and coheiress of Sir Hugh Wyndham, jus¬ 
tice of the common pleas, and holivod quiolly 
at Edmondsham, Dorset, Ho was kingltleil 
on 16 Jan. 1662, and in 1667 went for three 
months to Holland with Ms mother’s brother- 
in-law, Henry Coventry [q.v.], then ambas¬ 
sador to the States; on lus return he wrote a 
‘ Particular Tract’ describing his tiuvols. In 
1671-2 he paid a visit to Franco, and wrote 
another ‘ Tract.’ 

In 1673 he sucoeoded Ms father as second 
baronet, and settled down to the ordinary 
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occupations of a country gentleman, He re¬ 
novated Middlemarsh. HaQ and CriclielHall, 
and represented the county of Dorset from 
April 1677 to February 1678, when he was 
unseated. He next sat as member for Oorfe 
Castle in the two parliaments of 1079, and 
in those of 1681 and 1686-7. In 1689 he 
took his seat in the Convention parliament 
as member for Poole, for which town he had 
procured the restoration in 1688 of the char¬ 
ter forfeited in 1087 j hut a double return had 
beenmadefor the second seat for that borough, 
and a committee of the Ilouse of Commons 
reported, 9 Feb. 1689, that Thomas Chaffin, 
who had a majority of the votes of the com¬ 
monalty paying scot and lot, was entitled 
to the seat. The house, however, resolved 
that the franchise should he confined to the 
1 select body,’ i.e. the mayor, aldermen, and 
burgesses, who had voted for Napier by a 
majority of 88 to 22 {Hist, of Boroughs, i. 
219). Napier continued to represent Poole 
till 1698. He sat for Dorchester from Fe¬ 
bruary 1702 until 1705. 

Lady Napier died in 1696, and, their first 
four sons having also died before 1090, Sir 
Nathaniel married a Gloucesteisliire lady, 
Susanna Guise, in 1097. In 1697 also he re¬ 
commenced his travels by a tour in France 
and Italy, the ovents of which he ‘ noted iu a 
journal in which he has given a full and true 
rolation of all his travels ’ (W mum,Baronet¬ 
age, ii. 161-4). In October 1701 he revisited 
Holland, and in 1704 spent three months in 
Rotterdam, intending to procaed to Hanover. 
FromMarch 1706 to September 1707 he was 
at Spa for his health; and eventually died in 
England on 21 Jan. 1708-9. He was buried 
with his ancestors at Great Minterne, Dorset, 
where lieliad erected a monument during his 
lifetime. A mural inscription was added by 
his son. He was succeeded by his only sur- 
ving son, Nathaniel, who was member for 
Dorchester in nine parliaments between 1696 
and 1722. On the death of his grandson, the 
sixth baronet, in 1766, the estates passed to 
a cousin, Humphry Sturt, with whoso re¬ 
presentative, Lord Aling'ton, they remain. 

Napier is described by the author of the 
‘Memoir’ in Wotton’s ‘Baronetage,’ who 
seems to have been a member of the family, 
as ‘ a guy, ingenious gentleman, well versed 
in several languages,’ who ‘understood very 
well architecture and painting; he has lelt 
behind him several pieces of liis own draw¬ 
ing, besides many others of good value, which 
he had collected on his travels.’ A portrait 
is at Crichel Hall. The whereabouts of his 
manuscripts and drawings is unknown. 

[Wotton’s English Buronstage, ii. 181-4 (ap¬ 
parently u first-hand memoir); Foster’s Alumni 


Napier 

Oxon.j Bliadwell’e Oriel College Register; 
Hutchins’s Dorset, ed. 1888, lii. 123-6, iv. 483; 
Pari. Hist.; Sydenham’s Hist, of Poole, pp. 209 
Beg. 259, 281.] H. E. D. B. 

NAPIER or NAPPER, RICHARD 
(1669-1634), astrologer, bom at Exeter on 
4 May 1669, was third son of Alexander 
Napier, by his wife Ann or Agnes Burchley. 
The father, who was sometimes known by 
the alternative surname of ‘Sandy,’was elder 
son by a third wife of Sir Archibald Napier, 
fourth laird of Herohiston Id. 1522) [see 
under Namee, Alexambb (d. 1473)1; he 
settled at Exeter about 1640. Richard ma¬ 
triculated at Exeter College, Oxford, as a 
commoner on 20 Dec. 1677, hut took no de¬ 
gree, although he was occasionally described 
at alater date as M.A., and he Bent a donation 
to the fund for building the college kitchen 
in 1624. On leaving the university he was 
ordained, and on 12 March 1689-90 was 
admitted to the rectory of Great Linford, 
Buckinghamshire, which he held for forty- 
four years. According to Lilly, he broke 
down one day in the pulpit, and thenceforth 
ceased to preach, ‘keeping-in hie house some 
excellent scholar or other to officiate for him, 
with allowance of a good salary.’ But he 
was always ‘a person of great abstinence, 
innocence, and piety; he spent every day 
two hours in family prayer. .. his knees were 
korny with frequent praying ’ (Aubkhy). 

In hie youth Napier had been attracted by 
astrology, and before settling at Great Lin¬ 
ford apparently spent some time in London 
aB the pupil oi Simon Forman [q. v.] For¬ 
man ‘ was used to say he would bo a dunce' 
(Lilly), bur Napier ultimately developed so 
much skill that Forman on his death in 1611 
bequeathed to him all his manuscripts. He 
claimed to be in continual communication 
with the angel Raphael (Aubrey). With 
the practice of astrology he oombraed from 
an early poriod that of medicine, and thus 
made a large income, great part of which ho 
bestowed on the poor (t'6.) On 20 Dec. 1604 
he received a formal license to practise medi- 
cinol'romErasmusWebb,archdeaeonofBuok- 
ingham (As/tmol. MS. 1293). Throughout the 
midlands his clients were numerous. His 
medical patients included Emanuel Scrope, 
eleventh baron Scrope of Bolton and earl of' 
Sunderland [q. v.], who resided at Great Lin¬ 
ford in 1627 (ib, 421 ff. 162-4, and 1780, f. 
186). He also ‘ instructed many ministers iu 
astrology, would lond them whole clock-bags 
of hooks; protected them from harm and vio¬ 
lence by means of his power with [Oliver St. 
John, first] earl of Bolingbroke.’ William 
Lilly, who occasionally visited him in 1632 
and 1688, describes his library ' as excellently 
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furnMied w itli verv choice books.’ Like all 
tbepopiiki' astrologers of the day,be bad his 
enemies, and John Cotta [q. v,1 is said to bave 
attacked him obliquely m bis ‘ Triall of 
Witchcraft,’ 1616, He died, ‘ praying upon 
bis knees,’ at Great Linford on 1 April 1084, 
and was buried on 16 April. Ho left all 
his property to Lis nephew and pupil Ri¬ 
chard, second son of his elder brother Robert 
[eee below]. Napier's property included, be¬ 
sides the advowson of Great Linford, manu¬ 
script books and notes of his astrologioal and 
medical practice between 1697 and tbe year 
of bis death, his correspondence, and some 
maniibCript religious tracts. A portrait is 
in the Aslunolean Museum, Oxford. 

The astrologer's brother, Sib Kobebt 
Napier ( 1600-1637), bom in 1660, esta¬ 
blished himself in Bisliopsgate Street, Lon¬ 
don, as a successful Turkey merchant, und was 
a member of the Grocers’ Company. He pur¬ 
chased an estate at Luton Hoo, Bedfordshire, 
and was high sheriff of that county in 1611. 
He was knighted in 1012, and was created a 
baronet on 26 Nov. of the same year. He de¬ 
clined to serve the office of sheriff of London 
when elected to it on 24 June 1613, and was 
fined four hundred marks. On 24 Oct. 1614 
he protested that he would be more beneficial 
to the city if the common council relieved 
him of the liability of serving either as alder¬ 
man or sheriff (0\ erail, Rcmanbranda, 
pp. 401-2). Sir Robert died in April 1637. 
By his will, dated 16 April 1637, he left 
charities to the poor of Luton. He married 
thrice. He was succeeded in the baronetoy by 
Robert, his oldest son by his third wife (of. 
Ashmol. MS. 339, No. 29). Sir Robert, the 
second baronet (1602-1600), matriculated at 
Exeter College,. Oxford, in 1619, became a 
student of Gray's Inn in 1620, was knighted 
at "Whitehall in 1623, and was M.P. for Corf e 
Castle (1626 6), and Weymouth and Mel- 
combe Regis (1627-8). He represented Peter¬ 
borough in the Long parliament till 1648, 
whenne was secluded (cf. Letters of Lady 
B. Sarley, Camden Soc., p. 86). Dying in 
1660, he was succeeded by his grandson 
Robert, heir of his eldest son, who hud died 
before him. _With the death of the third 
baronet in 1075 the title expired. But mean¬ 
while a new baronetcy was granted, 4 March 
1600-1, to John, the second baronet’s son by 
a second marriage. That title become extinct 
on the death of Sir John Napier, the grand¬ 
son of the first holder, in 1747. 

SirRiohabd Napier (1607-1676), nephew 
and heir of the astrologer and second son of 
the first Sir Robert Napier, was bom in Lon¬ 
don in 1607. He became a student of Gray’s 
Inn in 1022; entered Wadham College, Ox¬ 


ford, aB a fellow-commoner in 1624: g radunt ed 
B.A. on 4 Dec. 1026, and on 31 Doc. J 027 
1 was created M.A. by vii'iue of letters of the 
chancellor, which described him as a kins- 
man of the DuchesB of Richmond. (The 
Napiers cl aim ed connection with the Sluarf s, 
earls of Lennox, from whom the duchess’s 
husband (d. 1624) was descended.) He was 
elected a fellow of All SouIb College in 1628, 
and proceeded B.C.L. on 16 July J CS0. He 
was tlie favourite nephew of his undo Richard, 
who instructed him in astrology and modi- 
cine during his vacations. As curly as 1025 
he attended some of his unde’s patients at 
Great Linford. In 1638 he obt aiuod from John 
Williams, bisbop of Lincoln, a liconBe to prae- 
tiss medicine, and next year lie inherited all 
his uncle's property and manuscripts. Ho 
settled at Great Linford, tho manor of which 
his father appears to have purchased for him. 
On 1 Nov. 1642 ho took tho degree of H.D. 
at Oxford. He was knighted on 4 July 1617. 
He was incorporated M.D. at Cambrulgo in 
1663, and in December 1064 became an 
honorary fellow of the College of Physicians 
in London; he had given to the college 
library in 1662 the Greek commentators on 
Aristotle in thirteen finely bound volumes. 
Wood describes him as ‘one of the first 
members of the Royal Society, and a great 
pretender to virtu and astrology.’ His name 
does not figure, however, in the lists of tho 
members of the lloyal Society. He ‘ made,’ 
Wood adds, ‘a great noise in the world, yot 
he did little or nothing towards the public. 1 
While on hie way to visit Sir John Lenthall 
at Besselaleigh, near Abingdon, Berkshire, 
in Jauuory 1676-0, he rested at an inn whoro, 
according to Aubrey, as soon as the chamber¬ 
lain had shown him his chamber, ho ‘ saw 
a dead man lying upon the bed; he looked 
more wistly and saw it was himself.’ Ho died 
shortly after his arrival at Leuthall's house 
on 17 Jan. 1675-6. and waB buried in Great 
Linford Church (Wood, Fasti Oxon, od. 
Bliss, i. 487, ii. 47), He married, first, Ann, 
youngest daughter of Sir Thomas Tyringham 
(Lb NEVH,iTmyte,p.24): and,secondly,in 
1646, Anne, daughter of Sir Thomas Vyner, 
lord mayor in 1068. The estate of Linford ho 
left, with all his medical and abtrological 
books,papers, and correspondence, to Thomas 
(bom m 1046), his eldest son by his second 
wife. Thomas sold tho estate in 1670 for 
nearly 20,0001. to Sir William Pritchard, 
lord mayor in 1082. The manuscript col¬ 
lections of his father and great-unclo he made 
over to Elios Ashmole, and they are now pre¬ 
served at the Bodleian Library, Oxford, 

Sir Richard’s eldest sou by his first wife, 
Robert, after spending some time at Oriel 
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Colloge, Oxford, travelled in Italy, and gra¬ 
duated M.D. at Padua on 29 Aug. 1662. He 
was admitted au honorary fellow of the Col¬ 
lege of Physicians in Decomber 1664, and, 
dying in 1670, was buried at Great Linford 
on 6 Oct. A few of his papers arc among 
the Aslimolean MSS. 

[For the astrologer and his relatives Flack's 
Cat.of theAshmolean MSS. istha main Authority, 
See albo for the astrologer Lilly’s Life, 1774, 
pp. 28 , 77-80 ; Aubrey's Miscellanies, 1B67, pp. 
90, 169-01; Lysons’sBedfordshire; Lipscombe's 
Buckinghamshire, iv. 222 saq, For other mem¬ 
bers ui the family see Overall’s Eemembruncia, 
p. 70 , Burke’s Extinct Baronetage; Munk's 
Coll, of Phys. i 828-9; Foster’s Alumni Oxon.; 
Wadlnim Coll. Beg. ed. Gardiner, and tho au¬ 
thorities cited.] 8, l. 

NAPIER Sib ROBERT (tf.1616). judge, 
was the third son of James Napier of Punc- 
knowle, Dorset, and his wife, whose maiden 
namo is variously given as Hilliard, Hillary, 
and Ill cry; he was a distant cousin of tho 
Napiers of Metchiston (Htjiohihs, Dorset, 
ii. 784). Robert joined the Middle Temple, 
and in 1680 was elected member of parlia- 
ment for Dorchester, Dorset, He was 
knighted by Elizabeth before 1698, when he 
was appointed chief baron of the exchequer 
in Ireland, under a writ of privy seal dated 
10 April. He was not satisfied with the ap¬ 
pointment, and complained that there was 
‘little profit incident to the office, dealing in 
an honest and upright course; ’ he conse¬ 
quently managed In obi oin additional grants, 
He arrived at Dublin in August 1563, and 
seems (o have found his chi ef occup&t ion m re¬ 
ceiving information from spies, and troubling 
the home government with complaints about 
the grants he had received, In 1696 lie ob¬ 
tained leave to return to England for three 
months after Easier, and was again at thu 
MiddloTemple in Junol597, in which y uar he 
wlw recommended for the chief j usticoskip of 
common pleas in Ireland. This recommenda¬ 
tion was not adopted, but Napier received 
further grants of lnuds from the government 
in 1699, aud in 1000 was complimented on tho 
valuable services he Ijnd performed. In 1602, 
however^ his frequent absences in England 
caused dissatisfaction, and his administration 
does not appear to have been euooessful; in 
consequence he was discharged, and Sir Ed¬ 
mund Pelham [q, v.] appointed in his steud. 
He sat in the parliament of 1001 for Brid- 
liort, Dorset, and in that of ] 603-4 for IVare- 
bamjke died on 20 Sept, 1015, and was 
biuaod in Great Minteme Church, Dorset, 
whero there is an inscription to Msmemory, 
Napier was & considerable benefactor to 
Dorchester, where he erected a handsome 
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almshouse, called Napier’s Mite, whioh he 
endowed with a lour; h of the mauor of Little 
Puddle, Dorset. Middlemarsh, which he 
purchased, became the family seat. He mar¬ 
ried, first, Catherine, daughtci of John Ware- 
ham, by whom he had one daughter, who 
i married Sir John Ryves; secondly, Magda- 
; len, daughter of Sir Anthony Denton. She 
died in 1036, and was buried by her hus¬ 
band’s side in Great Minterne Church. By 
j her Napier had one son, Sir Nathaniel, whoso 
, sons, Robert (1611-1683) and Sir Gerard, 

I and grandson, Sir Nathaniel (1630-1709], 
are separately noticed. 

[Hutchins's Dorset, ed, Shipp and Hodeou, 
passim; Burke's Extinct Baronetage; Cal. State 
PaperB, Ireland, 1689-1093, pabBim; Carew 
MS8.J Morrin’B Oal. Clone and Patent Rolls, 
Ireland, LubcbUbs’s Liber Mnnerum Hiberni- 
corum; Smyth’s Law Officers of Ireland, p. 138; 
Visitation of Dorset (Harl. Soe.); Official Re¬ 
turns of Members of Parliament.] A P. P. 

NAPIER, ROBERT (1611-1686), 
royalist, born in 1611, was Becond son of Sir 
Nathaniel Napier of More Orichel, Dorset, 
grandson of Sir Robert Napier (d. 1616) [q.v.J, 
and was younger brother of Sir GerardNapier 
fa. v.] On 21 Nov. 1628 he matriculated at 
Queen’s College, Oxford, but did notgraduato, 
and in 1637 he was called to the bar from the 
Middle Temple, being then seated at Ponc- 
kaowle, Dorset (Ywsm, Alumni Oxm. 1600- 
1714, iii. 1062), He was subsequently ap¬ 
pointed receiver-general and auditor of the 
duchy of Cornwall. During the civil war 
he busied himself in collecting money to 
maintain the king’s forces. He lived in 
Exeter whilo it was held as a royalist gar¬ 
rison, and afterwords at Truro. On tho sur¬ 
render of Truro to the parliament in March 
1640, Sir Thomas Fairfax, in a letter to 
Speaker Lenthall, recommended Napier to 
the favourable consideration of the house, 

' as well in respect of the treaty as that he is 
a gentleman ol‘ whom I hear a very good 
report’ (Cal Mate Papers, Dom. 1646-7, p. 
Sal). Cm 30 June 1646, having in the mean¬ 
time taken the national covenant and nega¬ 
tive oath, he begged to be allowed to com¬ 
pound, and was, on. 12 Feb, 1040, fined only 
605Z. 11s. ( Chi. of Qmmitteefor Compounding, 
p. 1872; of. Cal, of Committee for Advance 
iff Money, p. 1877). After the Restoration 
the king, in February 1363, granted him a 
renewal of the office of receiver-general (Cal, 
State Papers, Dom. 1638-4, p, 62). 

Napier died at Puncknowfe in the winter 
of 1680, his will (P. O. 0.170, Lloyd) being 
proved on 4 Dec. He married, first, by 
license dated 12 July 1637, Anne, daughter 
of Allan Oorrance oi "Wykin, Suffolk (Chub- 
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tbb, London Marriage Licensee, ed, Foster, 
col. 95a): secondly, Catherine, sister of 
Lord Hawley; and thirdly, by license dated 
18 March 1688, Mary, daughter of Sir 
Thomas Evelyn, hart,, of Lone Ditton, Sur¬ 
rey, and widow of Edmond Ironside of 
Rickmansworth, Hertfordshire, who survived 
him. By his first wife he left a son and a 
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engine for the steamship Leven, which was 
to ply between Glasgow and Dumbarton. 
In 1828 he constructed the engines for the 
Eclipse, for the Glasgow and Belfast route; 
and in 1827, in a steamboat race on the 
Clyde, two vessels with engines provided by 
Napier proved the fastest. The following 
year Napier took over more extensive works 


daughter, Anne, who married John Fry of atthe Vulcan foundry in Washington Street, 
Yarty Devonshire, son of the regicide John near the harbour, the deepening of which 

Fry (1609-1657) fq. v.] -’-- “ “ J 

Hie son, Sib Robebt Names (1642 P- 


1700), horn about 1642, matriculated at 
Oxford from Trinity College on 1 April 
1656, but did not graduate, and became a 
member of the Middle Temple in 1660. He 
is wrongly stated to have been master, of 
the hanaper office. On 27 Jan. 1681, being 
then high sheriff for Dorset, he was knighted 
(Leitbeu, Brief Historical Relation, i. 64), 
and on 26 Feb. 1682 became a baronet. He 
was M.P. for Weymouth and Melcombe 
Regis in 1689-90, and for Dorchester in 
1690 till unseated on 6 Oct. 1690. He was, 
however, re-elected in 1698. Napier died 
on 81 Oct. 1700. By license dated 25 Oct 
1667 he married Sophia Evelyn of Long 
Ditton. 

[Hutchins’s Dorset, 8rd ed. ii. 770; Burks’s 
Extinct Baronetage.] G. &. 

NAPIER., ROBERT(1791-1876),marine 
engineer, bom at Dumbarton on 18 June 
1791, was the son of a well-to-do blacksmith 
and burgess of that town. After receiving 
a good general education at the Dumbarton 
grammar school, and acquiring considerable 
skill in mathematical and architectural 
drawing under the instruction of a friend 
of his father, named Traill, who was con- 


enabled vessels of larger size to be built, and 
provided with engines at Glasgow. Inl830he 
joined the Glasgow Steam-packet Company, 
and supplied the engines for most of its 
vessels running between Glasgow and Liver¬ 
pool Three years later he was consulted 
as to the practicability of running steamships 
between England and New York; hie report 
was favourable, but the project was aban¬ 
doned for lack of funds, ii 1884 Napier 
engined three steam-packets to ply between 
London and Dundee, and in titm following 
year succeeded his cousin David at the Lance- 
field foundry on Anderston Quay. 

In 18S6 Napier supplied engines of 280 
horse-power for the East India Company’s 
vessel Berenice, and soon after engines of 280 
home-power for the Bame company’s Zenobii 
(drawings of the Berenice are given on plates 
xcv. andxcvi. ihTshdooid, The Steam Engine, 
ed. Woolhouse). In 1839 he engined the Bri¬ 
tish Queen,which was to run between England 
and New York, and the Fire King, a steam 
yacht belonging to Mr. Assheton Smith, which 
proved the fastest vessel then afloat. In 1840 
he became member of the Institution of Civil 
Engineers, and executed his first commission 
for the government by supplying engines for 
the Vesuvius and the Stromiboli. About the 
same time he contracted to supply Samuel 
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nected with Messrs. Dixon’s works, Napier Cunard with engines of 300 horse-power for 
was in 1807, at his own request, apprenticed '* ’ - ’ - -- 

to his father for five years. He occupied his 
spare time in making small tools, drawing- 
instruments, guns, and gun-locks, and exe¬ 
cuted the smith’s work for Messrs. Stirling’s 
extensive calico-printing works. At the end 
of hie apprenticeship in 1812 Napier went to 


three vessels of 1,000 tons, to carry mails to 
North America, Convinced that these were 
not large enough, Napier induced Oimard to 
ordeT four vessels of 1,200tons and 400 horse¬ 
power ; and, to meet the expense, others were 
induced to j'oin in the contract. This was 
the origin of the Cunard Company; and for 


Edinburgh, where, after precarious employ- fifteen years Napier engined all their paddle- 
ment at low wages, he obtained a post in wheel ships. 

i,;, - 


Robert Stevenson’s works. A blunder in his 
first attamptto construct the boiler of asteam- 
engine led to Napier’s return to his father, 
and in 1816 he purchased asmallblacksmith’s 
business in Greyfriars’ Wynd, Glasgow. He 
succeeded so well as to be able to remove 
Us business to the Comlachie works in Gal- 
lowgate, which had been previously occupied 
by his cousin, David Napier [q. v.J Here he 
engaged in ironfounding ana engineering, 
and in 1S23 constructed his first marine 


Hitherto Napier had confined himself to 
constructing engines, but in 1841 he opened 
his shipbuilding yard at Govan, and in 1848 
he built his first ship, the Vanguard, of 680 
tons, for the Glasgow and Dublin route. In 
1850 he began constructing iron ships, his 
first being one for the Peninsular and Oriental 
Company in 1852; in 1851 he was a juror at 
the Great Exhibition, London. In 1854 he 
built for the Cunard Company the Persia, of 
8,800tons; inl865hewasajuroratthoPnris 
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exhibition, and received the gold medal and 
decoration of knight of the Legion of Honour 
from Napoleon III, In 1858 he constructed 
for the government the Erebus, and in 1860 
the Black 1’rince, of 0,040 tons, one of the 
two armour-clad vessels first built; and from 
this time onwards built more than three 
hundred vessels for the government and great 
companies, first paddle-wheel, and then 
screw steamers. Among them was the troop- 
bilip Malabar, the Scotia for the Ounaxd 
Company, the Hector, Agitator, Audacious, 
and Invincible. He also built men-of-war 
for the French, Turkish, Danish, and Dutch 
governments. 

In 1802 Napier was chairman of the jury 
on naval architecture at the London inter¬ 
national exhibition; from 1868 to 1866 he 
was president of the Institution of Mecha¬ 
nical Engineers, of which he had become a 
member m 1866. In 1806 he took out two 
patents—one for a new method of con¬ 
structing the upper deck of ships of war, the 
other for on improved method of constructing 
turrets. Inl867hewas royal commissioner at 
the Paris, exhibition, and in 1868 the king of 
Denmark conferred on him the commander- 
ship of the most ancient order of Dannebrog. 
Napier died at West Shandon, Glasgow, on 
23 June 1876, and hia valuable collection of 
works of art was sold by Messrs. Christie. 

He married in 1816 the sister of his cousin 
David, and by her, who died in 1876, he had 
three daughters and four sons, two of whom 
died young. The other two, James Hobart 
and John, werelakeninto partnership in 1863. 
An engraving of Napier is given in ‘ Engineer¬ 
ing,’ iv. 694, and another in 1 The Clyde,' &c., 
p. 209. 

[Engineering, 1807, pp. 594-7; 1878, pp. 664- 
556; Proo. Inat. Oivil Engineers, xlv. 246-51; 
Proo. Inst, Mechanical Engineers, 1877, pp. S, 
20-1; Sootsman and Times, 24 June 1870; 
Imperial Diet, of Biography; English Cyclo¬ 
pedia; Mon of the Time, 9th edit.; Man of 
the Reign; Griffin's Contemporary Biography 
in Brit. Mua. Add. MS. 28511; Armstrong’s 
British Navy; Pollock's Modern Shipbuilding; 
Woodcraft's Abridgments of Specifications for 
Patents (Shipbuilding, &o.), pp. 618, 687]. 

A. F. P. 

NAPIER, ROBERT CORNELIS, first 
Baroh Napier op Magdaia (1810-1890), 
field-marshal, son of Major Charles Frede¬ 
rick Napier, royal artillery, and of Catherine, 
his wife,’daughter of Oodrington Carrington, 
esq., of the Chapel and Carrington, Barbados, 
West Indies, was born in Colombo, Ceylon, 
on 6 Dec. 1810. His second name commemo¬ 
rated the storming, on 26 Aug. 1810, of Fort 
Oornelis in Java, in which his father was 


engaged. It was during this campaign that 
his father was wounded, and he died on his 
way to England. Napier entered the military 
college of the East India Company at Addis- 
combe in 1824, and on 16 Deo. 1826 received 
his commission as second lieutenant in the 
Bengal engineers. After the usual course of 
instruction at the royal engineer establish¬ 
ment at Chatham, during which he was pro¬ 
moted first lieutenant, He sailed for India, 
and lauded at Calcutta in November 1828. 

After a few months spent at Alighur, then 
the headquarters of the Bengal sappers and 
miners, Napier was sent to Delhi to command 
a company. In 1830 a serious illness com¬ 
pelled him to take sick leave to Mussori, 
where he made an extensive collection of 
plants, which he presented to the govern¬ 
ment museum of Saharunpiir. In March 
1831 he was employed in the irrigation 
branch of the public works department on 
the Eas tern Jamna Canal with Captain (after¬ 
wards Sir) Proby Thomas Cautley [q.v.j At 
the time of his arrival the canal was in a 
critical state, and it was a daily fight againBt 
time and nature to aai e it. Napier’s recrea¬ 
tions were the study of geology, under the 
guidance of Falconer the palaeontologist, 
whose discoveries in the miocenobeds of the 
Siw61ilc hills he followed up, and made the 
first drawing of a Siw&lik fossil. At Addis- 
combehe had been a pupil of Theodore Henry 
Adolphus Fielding [q. v.], brother of Copley 
Fieldmg, and showeefsome skill both in land¬ 
scape and portrait painting. The former was 
a favourite amusement to the end of his life. 
In 1886he had another severe illness, brought 
on by exposure, and in April 1836 he ob¬ 
tained three years’ furlough, went to Europe, 
and was indefatigable in visiting all sorts or 
engineering works, both oivil and military. 
He made the acquaintance of Stephenson and 
Brunei, and visited with them the railways 
on which thov were engaged. He spent 
some time in Belgium, Germany, and Italy, 
and, as he was proficient in French, he gaim-d 
valuable hnowlodge about irrigation. 

Early in 18118 ho returned to Bengal, and, 
after a tour of travol, was sent to Darjiling, 
the beautiful station in the hill country of 
Sikkim, which at that time consisted of a few 
mud huts and wooden houses, cut off by the 
dense forests from the world, and without 
roads or even regular supply of provisions. 
Napier laid out the new settlement and 
established easy communication with the 
plain, some seven thousand feet below. To 
supply the deficiency of skilled workmen 
and of labourers he completed the Organisa¬ 
tion of a local corps, called ‘ Sebundy sap¬ 
pers,’ which owed its origin to Gilmore. 
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This corps was composed of mountaineers, 
whom he himself instructed, although only 
one of them understood Hindustani, and his 
instruction had to be interpreted. The corps 
was armed, and expected to fight if neces¬ 
sary. Napier drilled them himself, and was 
for long his own sergeant. At a later date, 
when labour became plentiful, the ‘ Sebundy 
sappers ’ were disbanded. Napier lived in a 
log hut, and his fare was rice and sardines, 
varied occasionally by a jungle fowl. 

In 1840 he was appointed to Sirhind, but 
his services at Darjiling were in such request 
that it was not until September 1842 that he 
was allowed to leave. In the meantime, on 
28 Jan. 1841, he was promoted second captain. 
At Sirhind his duty was to lay out a can¬ 
tonment to take the place of that at Kamil, 
which it was intended to abandon on ac¬ 
count of its unhealthiness, and also to pro¬ 
vide immediate accommodation for the troops 
then returning from Afghanistan in great 
numbers. Napier chose a stretch of land 
about four miles south of Ambala, and, im¬ 
pressed with the importance of the free cir¬ 
culation of air around dwellings as a pre¬ 
ventive measure against sickness, he arranged 
the buildings in echelon on the slopes. This 
arrangement was freely adopted by the go¬ 
vernment in many other cantonments, and 
Went by the name of' Napier’s system.’ 

The work at Ambala was progressing when, 
on 16 Dec. 1845, Napier was ordered to join 
the army of the Satlaj under Sir Hugh (after¬ 
wards Lord) Gough [q.v.l, on the outbreak 
of the first Sikh war. He left Ambala on 
horseback, and covered 160 miles in three 
days, arriving just in time to take command 
of the engineers at the battle of Mudki, 
where he had a horse killed under him. At 
the battle of Ferozesliah on 21 Dec. he again 
lost a horse, and, having joined the Slst regi¬ 
ment on foot, he was severely wounded when 
storming tho entrenched Sikh camp. Napier 
was present at the battle of Sobraon on 10 Feb. 
1846, no longer in command of the engineers, 
as officers senior to himself had joined, but ho 
■was brigade major of engineers, and accom¬ 
panied the headquarter force in its advance 
on Lahore. Napier was mentioned in des¬ 
patches, and for his services received the 
medal with two clasps and was promoted 
brevet major on 3 April 1846. 

The part of the Punjab between the Bias 
and Satlaj rivers was annexed to the British 
dominion and administered by John (after¬ 
wards Lord) Lawrence [q. v.J The rest of 
the Punjab was ruled by Ilenry Lawrence, as 
British resident, with assistants in different 
parts of the country, acting with the Sikli 
durbar, or council of regency, on the part of 


| the young Maharaja Dhalip Singh. This new 
order of things was naturally distasteful to 
' the old Sikh soldiery of Riujit Singh, and 
the garrison of the strong hill fort of Note 
Kangra, 180 miles east of Lahore, determined 
to resist; and in May 1846 Napier served as 
chief engineer in the force sent under Briga¬ 
dier-general "Wheeler toreduce it. Napier’s 
extraordinary energy in dragging thirty-three 
guns and mortars by elephants over mountain 
paths, and the skilful execution of the engi¬ 
neering work, secured the capitulation of the 
fort. Napier was mentioned in despatches, 
and received the special thanks ofthe govern¬ 
ment. 

Napier returned for a time to Ambala and 
the construction of the cantonment. His 
charge also included the hUl cantonments of 
Kasauli and Subatku. He took great in¬ 
terest in Lawrence’s asylum for children of 
European soldiers, which was being built at 
Sanawar, near Kasauli. In October 1846 
Napier selected tho site of DagsMi for a new 
cantonment. Napier was at this time one 
of a group of men who were destined to he 
famous, and who were thrown together for 
some days at Subathii and Kasauli—Henry 
Lawrence, Herbert Edwordes, John Becher, 
William Hodson, and others. On the esta¬ 
blishment of the Lahore regency Henry 
Lawrence obtained for Napier the appoint¬ 
ment of consulting engineer to the resident 
and council of regency of the Punjab, and 
Napier set to work with vigour to make 
roads and supervise public works. 

The murder of Vans Agnew and Anderson 
at Multan brought on the second Sikh war 
in 1848, and Lieutenant (afterwards Sir) 
Herbert Benjamin Edwardes [q. y,] recom¬ 
mended that Napier should he sent to aid in 
the siege of Multan. The siege accordingly 
began under Napier’s direction as chief en¬ 
gineer. Napier took part in the storming of 
the entrenched position on 9 and 12 Sept., 
and was wounded. The Sikh army through¬ 
out the Punjab was eager for an opportunity 
of a fresh trial of strength with the British. 
Shir Singh, who had a large body of men in 
the field, openly joined Diwan Mulraj, who 
was shut up in Multan. This made it diffi¬ 
cult to carry on the siege without a much 
stronger force, and although Napier was in 
favour of an immediate concentrated attack, 
his opinion was overruled, and it was decided 
to await reinforcements. With the reinforce¬ 
ments came Colonel (afterwards Sir) John 
Cheape [q.v,], ofthe engineers,who, as senior 
officer, took over the direction of the siege 
operations. N apier was engaged in the action 
of Suijkund, in the capture of the Buburbs, 
storm of the city, and surrender of the fortress 
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of Multan on 23 Jan. 1849. He was also pre¬ 
sent at the surrender of the fort and garri¬ 
son of Cheniote. The troops then joined Lord 
Gough, and Napier was in time to take part 
as commanding engineer of the right wing in 
the battle of Gujrat on 21 Feb. 1849. Napier 
accompanied Sir Walter Ealeigh Gilbert 
'n y. J as civil engineer in Ms pursuit of the 
defeated Sikhs and their Afghan allies, and 
was present at the passage of the Jhelum, the 
surrender of the Sikh army, and the surprise 
of Attock. He was mentioned in despatches, 
received the war medal and two clasps, and 
was promoted brevet lieutenant-colonel 
7 June 1849. 

At tbe close of the war Napier was 
appointed civil engineer to the hoard of ad¬ 
ministration of the annexed province of the 
Punjab, and during the time he occupied the 
post he carried out a great scheme of impor¬ 
tant public works, among wMch was the 
construction of the high road from Lahore 
to Peshawar, 275 miles, a great part of it 
through very difficult country, together with 
many thousands of miles of byways with 
daks; the great Bari-Doab oanal, 250 miles 
long, which transformed a desert into culti¬ 
vated country, was partly completed; the old 
Shah Nahr or Hash canal was repaired and 
many smaller ones dug; the principal towns 
were embellished with public buildings ; 
the great salt-mines of Find Dadur Khan 
were made more efficient; new cantonments 
were laid out; the frontier defences were 
strengthened and connected with advanced 
posts; bridges were placed in order; and 
all this was done in a country where the 
simplest tool as well as the more complicated 
apparatus hud to be manufactured on tbe 
spot. The board of administration reported 
in 1862: ‘For the energetic and able manner 
in which these important worits have been 
executed, as well as for the zealous co-opera¬ 
tion in all engineering and military ques¬ 
tions, the board ore indebted to Lieutenant- 
colonel Napier, who has spared neither time, 
health, nor convenience in the duties en¬ 
trusted to him. 1 

In December 1852 Napier commanded 
the right column in the first Black Mountain 
Hazara expedition, under Colonel Frederick 
Mackeson [q. v.], against the Hassmezia tribe. 
Napier’s services were higMy commended by 
government. In November 1853 he was 
employed in a similar expedition under 
Colonel S. B. Boileau against the Bori olan 
of the Jawalri Afridis in the Peshawar dis¬ 
trict, was mentioned in despatches, and re¬ 
ceived the special thanks of government and 
the medal with clasp. On his return to 
civil work he found the board of adminis¬ 


tration had ceased to exist, and John Law¬ 
rence reigned supreme. Napier’s designation 
was ohanged to ohief engineer, in accordance 
with the practice in other provinces. He 
pushed on the works as before; but the out¬ 
lay made the chief commissioner uneasy, and 
LawTenoe endeavoured to cheek it, This 
led to a difference between the two men, and 
some friction ensued, Each, however, ap¬ 
preciated the other; and some years later 
Lawrence, in writing to Lord Canning after 
the mutiny, acknowledged that the large 
and energetic development of labour, and the 
expenditure by wMch it was aocompanied 
under Napier’s advice and direction, was one, 
at least, of the elements which impressed the 
most manly race in India with the vigour 
and beneficence of British ride, and tended, 
through the maintenance of order and aotive 
loyalty in the Punjab, to the recovery of 
Hindustan. Napier was promoted brevet 
colonel in the army on 28 Nov. 1864, in re¬ 
cognition of his services on the two frontier 
expeditions, and regimental lieutenant- 
colonel on 15 April 1866. In the autumn ot 
1856 he went on furlough to England. On 
Napier relinquishing the post, Lord Dal- 
housie wrote in the most flattering terme of 
the results of his seven years’ service at the 
head of the public works department of the 
Punjab. 

Napier left England again in May 1857, 
before news had been received of the Indian 
mutiny, and his intention was to retire after 
■three years’ further service. On arrival at 
Calcutta he was appointed officiating chief 
engineerofBengal. When General Sir James 
Outram [q. vj returned to India from the 
campaign in Persia, and was appointed chief 
commissioner in Oudh and to command the 
force for the relief of Lucknow, Napier was 
appointed military secretary and chief of the 
adjutant-general’s department with him, 
Theyleffc Calcutta on 6 Aug. 1857. Sir Henry 
Havelock [q. v.] was then at Oawnpore at the 
head of the force intended for the relief of 
Lucknow, and was awaiting reinforcements 
before maroMng. Outram arrived at Oawn- 
poreonlSSept., and relinquished the military 
command to Havelock, accompanying him 
in his civil capacity, and giving his military 
services as a volunteer. Napier was engaged 
in the actions of Mangalw&r, Alambagh, and 
Ohaibagh, The entry to Lucknow was made 
on 25 Sept. The rear guard of Haveloolds 
force, with the siege tram and the wounded, 
had, however, become separated from the 
main body, and was not in sight on the fol¬ 
lowing morning, wMle the enemy intervened. 
On the 26th 250 men were sent to their 
[ assistance, but could neither help the rear 
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guard nor themselves get baclv to Lucknow.'' brigade of engineers. On the 21st Lucknow 


Napit r volunteered to rescue both, and 
Outram, who had assumed military com¬ 
mand when the first relief was effected, 
feeling the difficulty of the undertaking, 
gave Napier permission not only to go, but 
authorised him, if it were necessary in order 
to secure the safety of the wounded, to 
nbandon the siege train and baggage, On the 
afternoon of the 26th Napier set out, taking 
with him Captain Olpherts, one hundred 
highland -r=, some Sikhs, and artillery. He 
reached the rear guard under a sharp fire, 
removed the wounded into Lucknow under 


fell, and the commander-in-chief in 
despatch wrote that Napier’s 1 great profes¬ 
sional skill and thorough acquaintance with 
the value of his enemy have been of the 
greatest service, and I recommend him most 
cordially to your Lordship’s protection. I 
am under very great obligations to him.’ 

A week later Napier submitted to Camp¬ 
bell memoranda of the defensive measures 
by which he considered the control of Luck¬ 
now could he secured with a garrison of 
three thousand men. Campbell had esti¬ 
mated in writing to the viceroy that ten 


cover of nidit, and finally got the whole of thousand men would he required. For liis 

LL- 1_.1_J il.. __•_T_1_"VT __. « , 


services at Lucknow Napier was mentioned 
in despatches and made a O.B. 

In the middle of MayNapierwentto Allah¬ 
abad, where he received instructions to take 
over the command of the Central Indian force 
from Sir Hugh Rose, who had been invalided. 


the baggage, train, and guard safely to the 
residency. 

The union of the relieving force with the 
garrison was thus completed. This was the 
first relief of Lucknow; hut their united 

strength was insufficient to overpower the be- _ 

siegers or to convey the women and children Just at this“ moment the beaten army of 
in safety to Cnwnpore. The second siege en- | TantiaTopiand the Ranee of Jhansi marched 
sued. Frequent sorties were made. Napier on Gwalior, defeated Sindhia, and took pos- 
headed a strong party that was sent out session of the stronghold. Sir Hugh Rose 
against Phillips’s garden battery, which had 1 threw up his leave and marched on Gwalior, 
proved particularly offensive. He carried andNapier joinedhimassecondincommand, 
it with very small loss, capturing the guns. He took over the command of the 2nd bri- 
Then the position occupied by the troops gade at Bahndimmr on 16 June, and the 
had to beextended anu the defences ad- same dav Sir Hugh Rose attacked the oan- 
yonced. The extension work was much of, tonments of Morar, and after a sharp action 
it, in the first instance, underground. It routed the enemy. Rose expressed his 
was work which had been carried out very warmest thanks to Napier for his skilful 
efficiently by the engineers of the original I management. On the 18th Rose left for 
garrison, and Napier undertook the general Gwalior, leaving Napier at Morar to guard 
direction of it. The extent and effeot of the cantonment and pursue the enemy on 
these mining operations in strengthening the receipt of orders. Gwalior was captured on 
position and counteracting the schemes of | the 19th, and orders sent to Napier to pursue 
the enemy gave great satisfaction to OutTam. the flying enemy as far and as closely as he 
On 17 Nov. 1857 the second relief of Luck- could. Napier, with seven hundred men, 
now was effected, and Napier on that day, came up with Tantia Topi, who had with 
when accompanying Outram and Havelock him twelve thousand men and twenty-five 
to meet Sir Colin Campbell (afterwards Lord guns, on the plains of Jaora Alipiir. He 
Clyde) [<!• v,J across a very exposed space, took Tantia completely by surprise, and 
was severely wounded. He accompanied secured a signal victory, capturing all his 
Campbell as his guest to Cawnpore, where he guns, ammunition, and baggage. On 29 June 
remained in hospital for some weeks. Napier assumed command of the Gwalior 

As soon as Napier was convalescent he division on the departure of Sir Hugh Rose 
rejoined Outram as chief of the staff at the from India. The country was now clear of 
position of the Alambagh, outside the city any large organised force of rebels; but small 
had 1,6611 evacuated by parties continued to give trouble, and it was 
the British. He drew up an outline of pro- necessary to prevent their amalgamation, 
posed operations for the reduction of Luck- Napier dealt with this state of affairs bv 
su1)I1 ^ tte(3 Campbell, who sending out flying columns, concentrating 

.W^^L pi vi, t ^ a ™ p0re ,’ „ d 1 60 ^ ed ’ the tod y of traps at Gwalior to rest 
in accordance with, his views, to attack from and prepare for fresh exertions. 

the east side of Lucknow. Napier’s argu- In August Rajah Man Singh of Narw&r 
S? fp Bn “,*? ■ Bo X al ^“groeers 1 with twelve thousand men/surpriseTthe 
Professional Papers, vol.x, Campbell com- strongly fortified town of Paori, eighty-times 
° n 4 M . arch la58 i with miles south-west of Gwalior anf eighteen 
Napier as brigadier-general commanding a I miles west of Sipri, and garrisoned it with 
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nearly four thousand men, Brigadier-gene¬ 
ral Smith, commanding at Sipri, advanced 
towards Paori, but, finding himself too weak 
to capture the place, applied to Napier for 
reinforcements. Napier started at.once with 
a force of six hundred men and artillery, and 
by forced marches reached Smith on 19 Aug. 
Operations against Paori commenced on the 
following day, when, having singl ed out the 
only possible point of attack, Napier opened 
fire with his 18-pounders and mortars, and 
maintained the bombardment continuously 
for thirty hours. When he was about to storm 
he found the enemy had evacuated the place 
in the night. A column was despatched in 
pursuit, and, having demolished the fortifica¬ 
tions of Paori, Napier returned to Gwalior. 

On 12 Deo. Napier took the field against 
Ferozeshah, a prince of the house of Delhi, 
who, having been driven out of Rohilkund 
and Oudh on the restoration of order, crossed 
the Ganges and Jcunna, cut the telegraph 
wires, and joined Tantia Topi. Napier had 
thrown out three small columns to intersect 
the anticipated route of the enemy, and held a 
fourth ready to act under his own command. 
He was at this time very ill and hardly able 
to sit a horse j hut on learning that the rebels 
would pass through the jungles of the Sind 
river south-west of Gwalior, he set off 
through the jungle to out them off. At. 
Bitowar, on the 14th, he learnt thatFeroze- 
shah was nearly nine miles ahead. Con¬ 
tinuing his pursuit through Nar war he there 
dropped his artillery, and, mounting his 
highlanders on baggage animals, pressed for¬ 
ward with his cavalry and mounted infantry 
through the jungle and struck the enemy at 
Eanodo. So unexpected was tha onslaught, 
and so extended waB the front of Feroze- 
shah’s army, that Napier completely routed 
it. The rebels lost 460 men killed, while 
only sixteen British were wounded. 

At the end of January 1869 Tantia Topi, 
beaten in the north-west, fled southward 
to the Parona jungles, a belt of hill and 
jungle little known, flanked at each end by 
a hill fort, with plenty of guns and a gar¬ 
rison the reverse of friendly. This tract 
Napier determined to control. He caused 
the forts of Paxone to he destroyed and clear¬ 
ings to be out through the jungle past the 
most notorious haunts of the rebels. The 
policy proved successful j and on 4 April Na¬ 
pier reported to Campbell, 'Mon Singh has 
surrendered just as his last retreats were laid 
open by the road. . . . Sinco the days of 
General Wade the efficacy of roads so ap¬ 
plied has not diminished.’ Shortly after 
Tantia Topi was also caught, The two rebel 
leaders were tried and executed. The mutiny 


was stamped out. For his services in Cen¬ 
tral India and the mutiny Napier received 
the medal and three clasps. He also re¬ 
ceived the thanks of parliament and of the 
Indian government, and he was made a 
K.C.B. 

In January 1860 Napier was appointed to 
the command of the second division in the 
expedition to China. He went to Calcutta 
ana superintended the equipment and em¬ 
barkation of the Indian troops; and it was 
due to the great care he bestowed upon the 
sanitary arrangements and ventilation of the 
transports that the men arrived at their des¬ 
tination in good condition. Hong Kong was 
reached in the middle of April, and here 
Sir Hope Grant fa. v.] assembled his force and 
arranged his plans. On 11 June Napier 
started for Tahlien Bay, which had been 
selected as the rendezvous. On 28 July the 
expedition sailed for the Pehtang-ho. The 
first division disembarked between 1 and 
3 Aug. on the right bank, and seized on the 
town of Pehtang. Napier’s division landed 
between the 6th and 7th, and was ordered to 
attaok the village of Sin-ho, strongly occu¬ 
pied by the enemy. They had to cross with 
great labour a mud flat, making a road with 
fascines and brushwood; but the Tartars, 
finding themselves taken in flank, were 
speedily driven out. The French were now 
desirous to attack the south forts of the Peiho, 
while Grant, who was cordially supported 
by Napier, preferred to attack the north 
forts. Eventually the French general Mont- 
auban yielded; and on 21 Aug. Napier's 
division, with Coll hurt's French brigade, at¬ 
tacked and took the first upper fort. The 
second north fort was taken without oppo¬ 
sition, and then the whole of the Peiho forts, 
north and south, were abandoned, with up¬ 
wards of six hundred guns. Napier had his 
field-glass shot out or Ms hand, his sword- 
hilt broken by a shell fragment, three bullet- 
holes in his ooat, and one in his boot, hut 
he escaped unhurt. 

The forts were dismantled by Napier, who 
had been left beMnd for the purpose, while 
the remainder of the forces of the allies 
advanced, His work accomplished, Napier 
reached Tientsin on 6 Sept., and remained 
there while the expedition pushed on to¬ 
wards Pekin. On Napier devolved the duty 
of seeing to communications and pushing on 
supplies to the front. After the battle of 
Ohang-kia-wan Grant summoned Napier to 
the front. He reached headquarters on the 
24th, having marched seventy miles in sixty- 
hours, and brought a supply of ammunition, 
wMoh was muon required. Although not in 
time for the battle of Pa-le-cheaon, he was 
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able to take part in the entry to Peldn on 
24 Oct. Napier and his staff embarked for 
lions' Konsr on 19 Nor. for India. Napier re¬ 
ceived for his services in the expedition the 
medal and two clasps. He was thanked by 

arlmrnenl, and promoted major-general on 

5 Ifeh. 1801 for distinguished service in the 
field 

In January 1861 Napier was appointed 
military member of the council of the go- 
vcrnor-seneral of India. For four years he 
did a areat deal of valuable work. With 
the aid of a committee he arranged thB de¬ 
tails of the amalgamation of tne army of 
the East India Company with that of the 
queen. On the sudden death of Lord Elgin, 
Napier for a short time acted os governor- 
general until the arrival of Sir William 
Thomas Deni-on L q. v.] from Mudras. In 
January li-fjo Napier was appointed com¬ 
mander-in-chief of the Bombay army. In 
March 1807 he was promoted lieutenant- 
general. 

Meant) bile the English government was 
arriving at the conclusion th.it a military ex¬ 
pedition to Abyssinia would he needful to 
compel Theodore, king of that country, to 
release certain Englishmen who were con¬ 
fined in Abyssinian prisons. In July 1867 
Napier was asked by telegram how soon a 
corps could he equipped and provisioned to 
sail from Bombay to Abyssinia in case an 
expedition were decided upon. Long before 
Napier had carefully considered the question, 
and amassed information on thesubject,which 
enabled him to reply promptly and satisfac¬ 
torily. It was, however, some months before 
his advice was acted upon. It was due to the 
personal influence of the Duke of Cambridge, 
warmly supported by Sir Stafford Northcote 
(afterwards Lord Iddesleigh), that Napier 
wa= appointed to command the expedition. 
He was allowed to choose his own troops, 
and he naturally selected those with whom 
he had had most to do; for, as lie put it in 
an official minute, in an expedition m which 
hardship, fatigue, and privation of no ordi¬ 
nary kind may he expected, it is important 
that the troops should know each other and 
their commander, 

The equipment of the troops occupied 
Napier till December, and on 2 Jan. 1868 
the expedition to Abyssinia landed at Zoulah 
in Annesley Bay. Napier worked indefatig- 
ahly on the hot sea coast until all was ready 
for the march, and he instilled activity and , 
real into everyone. Two piers, nine hundred i 
feet long, were constructed, and a railway 
laid, involving eight bridges, to the camp 
inland some twelve miles. Reservoirs were 
constructed and steamers kept condensing 


I water to fill them at the rate of two hundred 
tons daily. The march to Magdala com¬ 
menced on 25 Jan,; 420 miles had to be 
traver-ed and an elevation of 7,400 feet 
crossed. On 10 April the plateau of Mng- 
dala was reached, and the troops of Theo¬ 
dore were defeated. 0a the 18th Magdala 
1 was stormed, and Theodore found dead m his 
stronghold. The English captives were set 
at liberty, Magdala razed, and the campaign 
was over. On 18 June, in perfect order, the 
last man of the expedition had left Africa. 
In this wonderful campaign Napier displayed 
all the qualities of a great commander. 
He organised his base, provided for his com¬ 
munications, and then, launching his army 
over four hundred miles into an unknown 
and hostile country, defeated his enemy, at¬ 
tained the object of his mission, and returned. 

Niapier went to England, where honours and 
festivities awaited him. A new government 
had just come into power, and both parties 
competed to do him honour. He received the 
war medal. Parliament voted him its thanks 
and a pension. The queen created him a 
peer on 17 July 1868, with the title of Baron 
Napier of Magdala, and made him a G.O.S.I. 
and Gt.O.B. The freedom of the city of Lon¬ 
don was conferred upon him and a sword of 
honour presented to nim. The city of Edin¬ 
burgh also made him a citizen. He was 
appointed hon. colonel of the 3rd London 
rifle corps. Subsequently, on 26 June 1878, 
he was created D.C.L. of Oxford University. 

In December 1869 Napier was elected a 
fellow of the Royal Society. In January 
1870 lie was appointed commandor-in-chief 
in India, and in May he was made, in addi¬ 
tion, fifth ordinary member of the council of 
the governor-general. During the six years 
he was commander-in-chief he endeavoured 
to raise the moral tone and to improve the 
physique of the soldier, both European and 
native. He bestowed much personal atten¬ 
tion on the new regulations issued in 1873 
j for the Bengal army. He encouraged rifle 
practice, and gave annually three prizes to 
be shot for. He advocated the provision of 
reasonable pleasures for all ranks, and insti¬ 
tuted a weekly holiday on Thursday, known 
in some parts of India as St. Napier’s Day. On 
1 April 1874 Napier was promoted general 
and appointed a colonel-commandant of the 
corps of royal engineers. 

Eariy in 1876 Napier was nominated to 
the government of Gibraltar, and on 10 April 
he finally left India, to the regret of all 
classes. _ He was present in 1876 at the Ger¬ 
man military manoeuvres, when he was the 
gueBt of the crown prince, and was enter¬ 
tained by the Emperor William. In Sep- 
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temper lie went to Gibraltar as governor. 
In 1879 he was appointed a member of the 
rojul commi.-don ou army reorganisation. 
In November he was sent to Madrid as am¬ 
bassador-extraordinary to represent her mt- 


medallion, in the possession of Miss A, F. 
Yule, was the original modal for the marble 
memorial in the erypt of St.. Paul’s Cathe¬ 
dral. The corps of royal engineers erected a 
largo recreation-room for the Gordon Boys’ 
jesty at the second marriage of the king of Home at Ohohham, in raemoiy of thoir bro- 
Spam. Napier was much oppnssd to the cos- ther officer. 

sionof Kandahar,andhismemorandumontbe Napier was twice married: first, on 3 Sept, 

subject in 1880 was included in the Kanda- 1840, to Anne Sarab, eldest daughter of 
bar blue-book. On 1 Jan. 1888 Napier wns George Pearsa, M.D, 11.13.1.0.8. (.she died 
made a field-marshal on his retirement from on 30 Dec. 1849) j seonndly, on 2 April 1861, 
the government of Gibraltar. lie spoke to Mary Cecilia, daughter of Major-general 
occasionally in the House of Lords, and . E. W, Sraythe Scolt, royal artillery, in- 
always with effect, for he had a charming j spector-general of ordnance and magazines 
voice and ease of manner. He left no means { in India. Lady Napier survived him. 
untried in 1884 to induce the government | By kis first wife lie had three sons: Ro¬ 
to do its duty to General Gordon at KhaT- j bert William, second and present peer, born 
foutn. In December 1886 he was appointed 1 on 11 Feb. 1845; George Campbell (twin 
constable of the Tower of London and lieu- ' with his brother Robert), major-general, 
tenant and eustos rotulorum of the Tower Bengal, and 0.1.13.; James Pearse, bom on 
Hamlets. j 30 Dec. 1849, lieutenant-colonel 10th hus- 

Napier was a man of singular modesty and j sors and deputy assistant-adjutant general, 
simplicity of character. No one who knew Also three daughters: Catherine Anne Oa- 
him could forget the magic of his voice and rington, bom 12 Oct. 1841, married in 1893 
his courteous bearing. lie had a great love to Henry Robert Dundas; Anne Amelia, 
for children. His delight in art remained to bom on 11 Nov. 1842, married m 1864 to 
the Inst; and, always ready to learn, at the Hpnry R. MadockR, late Bengal civil Rer¬ 
age of seventy-eight he took lessons in a vice; Clara Frances, who died in childhood, 
new method of mixing colours. He had a By his second wife he had six sons, throe 
great love of books, especially of poetry, of whom became officers in the nrmy, and 
lie never obtruded his knowledge or attain- three daughters; the eldest, of whom, Mary 
ments, and only those who knew him inti- Grant, man led in 1889 North More Nisbets, 
mately had any idea of their extent and esq., of Oairnhill, Lanarkshire. 


depth. 

Napier died at his residence in Eaton 
Square, London, on 14 Jan. 1890, from an 
attack of influenza. On his death a special 
army order was issued by command of the 
queen, conveying to the army her majesty's 
deep regret, and announcing a message from 
the German emperor, in which his majesty 


[Despatches; India Office Records; Royal 
Engineer Corps’ Records; Royal Engineers’ 
Journal, vol. xx.; Memoir by General R. Mncla- 
gan, R.E.; Porter's Hist, of the Corps of Royal 
Engineers; Feldmarschall Lord Napier of Mag- 
dala, Breslau, 1890.] R. IT, V. 

NAPIER, Sib THOMAS ERSKINE 
(1790-1863), general, second son by his 


X / j 1/ \ — -/# n i - - T j -—— 

said: ' I deeply grieve for the loss of the bx- second wife of Captain Charles Napier of 
cellent Lord Napier of Jlagdala. . . . His ,r —* 
noble clnracteT, fine gentlemanly bearing, 


his simplicity and splondid soldiering were 
qualities for which my grandfather and father 
always held him in high esteem.’ 


Merchiston, Stirlingshire, anil brother of 
Admiral Sir Charles Napier [q. v.l, was bom 
nly 1805 


on 10 May 1790. On 3 July I8i)5 lie was 
appointed ensign in the 52nd light infantry, 
and on 1 May 1806 he became lieutenant. lie 


Napier’s remains were interred on 2L Jan,, served with the 52nd at Copenhagen in 1807; 
with all the pomp of a state military funeral, was aide-de-camp to Sir John Hope [see 
in St. Paul’s Cathedral. No funeral since Hope, John, fourth Eabl op Hopmouin in 
that of the Duke of Wellington in 1862 had the expedition to Sweden in 1808, and after- 
been so imposing a spectacle. wards served at Coruna and in Portugal. 

When Napier finally left India an eques- On 27 Oct. 1809 he was promoted to be cap- 
trian statue of him, by Boehm, was erected tain in the Chasseurs Britanniques, a corps 
by public subscription in Calcutta; and after of foreigners in British pay, with which he 
his death, a replica of this statue, also by served in Sicily, at Fuontes d’Onoro, at the 
Boelun, wns emoted by public subscription dofence of Cadiz, and in Spain in 1812-13. 
in Waterloo Place. In the royal engineers’ When Sir John Hope joined the Peninsular 
mess at Chatham are two portraits of Napier, army in 1813, Napier resumed his position of 
a full-length by Sir Francis Grant, and a aide-de-camp; in the groat battles on theNive 
three-quarter length by Lowes Dickenson. A he was slightly wounded on 10 Deo. 1813, 
voi.xiv. q 
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and lie lost bis left arm on tbe following day, 
The Chasseurs Britanniquea were disbanded 
at tbe peace of 1814, and Napier was placed 
on ball-pay, He received a brevet majority 
26 IJec. 1813, and became brevet lieutenant- 
colonel 21 June 1817, and colonel 16 Jan. 
1837. He was for some years assistant, 
adjutant-geneml at Belfast. He became a 
major-general in 1846, and wns general officer 
commanding tbe troops in Scotland and 
governorofEdinburgh Castle from May 1862 
until his promotion to lieutenant-general 
20 June 1854. He became a full general 
20 Sept. 1861. He was appointed colonel 
lethfootin 1854, and transferred to the 71st 
highland light infantry on the death of Sir 
James Hacdonell [q.v,] in 1857. He was 
made a C.B. in 1888, K.C.B. in 1800, and 
had the Peninsular silver medal, with clasps 
for Corunna, Puentes d’Onoro, Salamanca, 
Vittorio, Pyrfin6es, NiveHe, and Nive. 

Napier married Margaret, daughter and 
coheiress of Mr. Falconer of Woodcot, Ox¬ 
fordshire, and by her hod one daughter, who, 
with her mother, predeceased him. He died 
at Polton House, Lasswade, near Edinburgh, 
5 July 1863, aged 73. 

[Burke’s and Foster’s Peerages, under 'Napier 
of Merchistoun; ’ Hart's Army Lists ; Ghent. 
Mag. 1803, pt. ii. p. 240. Incidental notices of 
Napier will he found in the Life and Corre¬ 
spondence of Admiral Sir Charles Napier, Lon¬ 
don, 1882, and in the published letters of his 
cousins, Charles James, George Thomas, and 
William F. P. Napier.] H. M. C. 

NAPIER, ‘Sir "WILLIAM FRANCIS 
PATRICK (1785-1860), general and histo¬ 
rian of the Peninsular war, born at Celbridge, 
co. Kildare, on 17 Dee. 1786, was third son of 
Colonel the Hon. George Napier [q. v.] and of 
Lady SarahBunhury, seventh daughter of the 
second Duke of Richmond. His father was 
sixth son of Francis, fifth lord Napier. His 
brothers, Charles James, George Thomas, and 
Henry Edward, are noticed separately. Ad¬ 
miral Sir Charles Napier [q, v.J was his first- 
cousin. William received some education at 
a grammar school at Celbridge, but mainly 
spent his youth in field sports and manly 
exercises. When the insurrection of 1798 
broke out, Colonel Napier aimed his five sons 
and put his house in a state of defence. At 
the early age of fourteen William received 
his first commission as enBign in the Royal 
Irish artillery, on 14 June 1800. He was soon 
after transferred to the 62nd regiment. He 
waa promoted lieutenant on 18 April 1801, 
and reduced to half-pay at the treaty of 
Amiens in March 1802. Afewmonths later 
hisuncle, the Duke of Richmond, brought him 
into the ‘ Blues,’ and Napier joinedthe troop, 


then stationed at Canterbury, of Captain 
Robert Hill, brothor of Lord Hill. 

In 1803 Sir John Moore (1701-1809)fq. v.l, 
who was forming bis celebrated experimental 
brigade at Shornclifl'e, proposed that Napier 
should take a lieutenancy in the 62nd regi¬ 
ment, at which young Napier caught eagerly. 
Moore was pleased by his readiness to learn 
Ms profession in earnest, and,on 2 .Tune 1801, 
obtainedfor him a eompany in a West. India 
j regiment, whence he caused him to be re¬ 
moved into a battalion of the army of reserve, 
and finally secured for him, on 11 Aug., the 

ost of ninth captain of the 43rd regimnnt. 

elonging to Mooro’s own brigade. Napier 
threw himself into his duties wilh ardour, 
and his company was soon second to none. 

At this time Napier was exceptionally 
handsome, high-spirited, and robust. Six 
feet high, and of atMetic build, ho excelled 
in outdoor exercises, while his memory was 
unusually retentive, and he had a rarefnoility 
for rapid reading. In 1804 lie made tho ac¬ 
quaintance of Pitt, on tho introduction of tho 
latter’s nephew, Charles Stanhope, an officer 
of Napier's regiment. He spent some timo 
at Pitt’s house at Putney, where he was 
treated with great kindnoss by Lady llesler 
Stanhope, and tho great man was wont to 
unbenaand engage in practical jokes with 
the two young off!eers. In ] 800 Napier was 
selected to procure volunlecru from the Irish 
militia to serve in the lino. In 1807 he 
accompanied bis regiment in Iho expedition 
against Copenhagen, was present at tho siogo, 
and afterwords marched under Sir Arthur 
Wellesley to attack the Danish levies as¬ 
sembled in tbe rear of tlio besieging forco. 
He took part in the battle of Kioge, and in 
tho subsequent pursuit of tlio enemy. On 
the return of the 48rd from Denmark in No¬ 
vember, Napier accompanied the regiment to 
Maldon, and in the summer of 1808 movod 
to Colchester. 

On 18 Sept. 1808 he embarked with his 
regiment at Harwich for Spain, and arrived 
at Coruna on 13 Oct. He reached Villa 
Franca on 9 Nov., and took port in the cam¬ 
paign of Sir John Moore. Napior’s com¬ 
pany and that of his friend Captain Lloyd 
were employed in the roar-guard to delay 
the French pursuit by destroying the com¬ 
munications. Napier spent two days and 
nights without relief at the bridge of Castro 
Gonzalo on tbe Esla river, half his men 
working at the demolition, and tho oilier 
half protecting the workmen from tho enemy’s 
cavalry. Then he retired to Bonavonte, and 
to rogain the army had to make a forced 
march of thirty miles. During the subse¬ 
quent retreat to Vigo, Napier was charged 
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w ith the care of a large convoy of sick and 
wounded men and of stores, wiLli which lie 
crossed the mountain between Oreiiso and 
Vigo without, hi-hj but the hardship Miflhved 
during Ibis retreat, in which he marched for 
several days with barn and bleeding feet, and 
only n jacket ftnd pair of linen trousers for 
clothes, throw him into a fever which nearly 
proved fatal, and perimmently weakened his 
constitution. 

On his return home m February ISO!) 
Napier was appointed aide-de-camp to his 
uncle, the Duke of Richmond, lord-lioulunant 
of Ireland, but gftvo up the appointment to go 
with his regiment to Portugal in May. On 
the march to Talavera ho was attacked with 
pleurisy, and was loft behind at Placont in ; 
hut,, heai’ing t hat the army had been defeated, 
and that the French, under Soull, wuro clos¬ 
ing on Placentia, ho got out of bud, walked 
forty-eight miles to Oropesa, and, llioro get¬ 
ting post-liorsos, rodo to Talavera to join the 
army, ire fell from his liovse at the gato of 
Talavera, hut was succoured by an officer of 
the 45th regiment. ] lo was soon carried off 
by his brother 0-oorgo to tlio light division 
at the outposts of tlio army, and was 
afterwards in quarters at Campo Mayor, 
whore his regiment in six weeks lost 150 
men by the Ouadiaua fever. 

At tlio light on the Con in July 1810, Na¬ 
pier highly distinguished himself. On the 
occasion General Hubert, Oranfurd [q. v.J, 
with livo thousand men and six guns, stood t« 
receive the attack of thirty thousand French, 
having a sloop ravine and river in his rear, 
and only one bridge for retreat. Napier rallied 
his company under a heavy lire, and thereby 
gave time 1 to gather a force lo cover lliopmt- 
sage or tlui brolcon troops over the bridge, 
[lo received on tlio Hold llm thanks of Ids 
commanclingotticoi'. Hisoompany lost thirty- 
five men killed and wounded out of the three 
hundred, the loss in the whole division. To¬ 
wards the end of tlio action ho was shot in 
tlio left hip; but. the bone was not broken, 
and, although suffering considerably, lie con* 
tinuod with Ids regiment until tho battle of 
Busaco, 27 Sept. 1810, where both Ids bro¬ 
thers were wounded, lie took port in tlio 
actions of Pomlml and Jiodinlia, At, tlio 
combat of Oasiil Novo on 14 March 1811, 
during Massona's retreat, Nnpior was danger¬ 
ously wounded when at, tlio head of six com¬ 
panies supporting tlio B2nd regiment, and his 
brother George had liis arm broken by a 
bullet, It was aft or this light that, Ids brother 
Charles, hastening to tho front, with the 
wound that ho liimsoif had received at Bu- 
saco unhealed, met, tlio litters carrying his 
two wounded brothers, and was informed 


that William was mortally injured. Na¬ 
der rejoined the army with a'bullet near 
ds spine and his wound still open, IlewnH 
appointed brigade major lo the Portuguese 
brigodo of tho light division, [lo look part 
in tho battle of Puentes d'Onoro on 5 Alay 
181 l,nnd on tlio 80tli was promo Led brevot- 
major for his services. IIo coni inued 1 o servo 
until after tho raising of the second siege of 
Bndnjos,wlien lie was attacked by fever. Ill ns 
ho was. ho would not quit t lie army uni 11 Lord 
Wellington directed Ids brother to take him 
to Lisbon in a headquarter ealeelie, Welling¬ 
ton took a great internal in tlioNapiora, and 
himself wrote to acquaint, their moth or when¬ 
ever they wore wounded, from Lisbon in tho 
autumn of 1811 Napier was sent, lo I'lnglimd, 
and in February 18115 lie married Caroline 
Amelia, daughter of General 1,1m lion. Homy 
Fox and niece of the statesman. 

Throe weeks after Ilia marriage Napier 
sailed again for Portugal, on hearing Quit 
Dadnjba was besieged. Before lio readied 
Lisbon Badqjos was token, (i April 1812, 
and his dearest friend, Lieutenant-colonel 
Charles Maelood of the 4Urd regiment, had 
been killed in tlio breach. Napier was doeply 
affected liy this loss, lie took command (it 
his regiment ns tlio senior ollicor, having 
become n regtmenlal major on 11 May 1812. 
At the battle of FWanmnca on 28duly 1813, 

I lie 48rd, with Napier at ita head, led tlio 
heavy column employed to drive bank hoy’s 
division and suite tho ford of ljnorla. Napier 
rodo in front of tlio regiment, which advanced 
in lino for a cliatancu of throe milcH under a 
constant nanuonado, lumping aa good a lino 
as at a review. After Salamanca Welling¬ 
ton with his victorious army entered Madrid 
on J2 Aug,, and hero Nnpior remained with 
Ms regiment until the aiego of Burgos wus 
raised, when tho <J3rd joinod tho army on its 
retreat into Portugal. 

Napier obtained loavo to go to Mngland in 
January 1818, and remained uL homo until 
A ugnsl, when lie rejoined liis regiment in tho 
I’ouinauln as regimental major, lie landed 
at Passages, and found the -I.'lnl regiment, at 
the oamp above Vera, in tlio PyrenuoR. On 
10 Nov., at the battle of the Nivolle, Oolonel 

II earn fell aide, and t lio oommand of the regi¬ 
ment dovolved upon Napier, who waR directed 
to storm the hog’s back of tlio smallor Ltliunn 
mountain. Thisposilinn had been entrenched 
hv six wecika’ continuous labour on tho part 
of the enemy. Napier and the <18vd carrioil 
it with great gallantry, When Lord Wel¬ 
lington forced the passage of the Nivo, tho 
light division, in which was the 4Hrd regi¬ 
ment, romainod on tho loft bank, and on 
10 Dec. the divisions on the left bank wore 

a 2 
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suddenly attacked by Soult. Napier and 
tbe 43rd were on piequet duty in front, and 
fortunately detected suspicious movements 
of the enemy, so that General Kempt was 
prepared, when the pieqnet was attacked, 
Napier withdrew without the loss of a man 
to the church of Arcangues, the defence of 
which had been assigned to him. Here he 
was twice wounded; but he continued to 
defend the church and churchyard until the 
13th, when the fighting terminated by Lord 
Hill’s victory at St. Pierre. Napier was pro¬ 
moted brevet lieutenant-colonel on 22 Nov. 
1813. 

Napier was present at the battle of Orthez 
on 27 Feb, 1814, but his wounds and ill-health 
afterwards compelled him to go to England. 
On his recovery from a protracted illness he 
joined the military college at Farnham, where 
his brother Charles was also studying. On 
the return of Napoleon from Elba, Napier 
made arrangements to rejoin his regiment, 
and embarked at Dover on 18 June 1815, too 
late for Waterloo. He accompanied the 
army to Paris. Napier, with the 43rd, was 

the return home of the army of occupation, 
the regiment was sent to Belfast, want of 
means to purchase the regimental lieutenant- 
colonelcy of his regiment determined Napier 
to go on half-pay, and he accordingly retired 
from the active list at the end of 1819. He 
received from the officers of the 43rd a very 
handsome sword, with a flattering inscrip¬ 
tion, and was granted the gold medal and 
two clasps for Salamanca, Nivelle, and Niva, 
and the silver medal with three clasps for 
Busaco, Fuentes d’Onoro, and Orthez. He 
was also made a C.B. 

Napier took a houso in Sloane Street, 
London, and devoted himself to painting 
and sculpture, for which he had considerable 
talent, spending much of his time with the 
sculptor Chontrey, George Jones, R.A., Mr. 
Bickersteth (afterwards Lord Langdale), and 
several old friends of the Peninsula. He 
contributed to periodical literature and wrote 
an able article which appeared in the ‘ Edin- 
bmwk Be view ’ in 1821 on Jomini’s ‘ Principes 
de la Guerre.' In connection with this con¬ 
tribution he visited*Edinburgh, where he 
made the acquaintance of Jeffrey and other 
literary celebrities. He also visitedPariswitk 
Bickersteth, and was introduced to Soult, 

In 1823, on the suggestion of Lord Lang- 
dalejNapier decided to write a 1 History of 
the Peninsular War.’ He lost no time in 
collecting materials. He went for some time 
to Paris, where he consulted Soult, and then 
to Strathfieldeaye, to be near the Duke of 
Wellington. The duke handed over to him 
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the whole of Joseph Bonaparte’s correspon¬ 
dence which had been taken at the battle of 
Vittoria, and which was dcoiplierod with in¬ 
finite putionco by Mrs. Napier. 

In the autumn of 182(i Napier moved with 
his family to Battle House, Brotnlmm, near 
Devizes. Here he was only a quarter of a 
mile from Sloperton, theresidenco of thp well- 
known poet, Thomas Moore, and a warm 
friendship sprang up between the t wo families. 
At the end of 1831 ho settled at Froshford, 
near Bath. 

In the spring of 1828 the firat volume of 
liis ‘History’ was published, and Napier 
found liimself at a bound placed high among 
historical writers. The proofs wore sent to 
Marshal Soult, who lmd arranged that Count, 
Dumas should make a French translation. 
Although the book was well rucoivod, John 
Murray the publisher lost money by it, and 
would not undertake tlio publication of the 
second volume on the same terms. Napier 
determined to publish Iho remainder of the 
work on his own account. The second volume 
appeared in 1829, when ho had a very largo 
subscription list. Tho third volume was 
issued in 1831. Early in 1834 tho fourth 
volume was published, and t ho description of 
tho battle of Albueraand the sieges of Roda- 
jos and Oiudad Rodrigo elicited unqualified 
admiration. Towards tho end of 1830 Napier 
was introduced to the King of Oude’s minis¬ 
ter, then in London, who told him that his 
master had desired him to translate six 
works into Persian for him, and Unit. Napier’s 
‘History’was one. In tho spring of 1810 
Napier completed his ‘History ’ by the pub¬ 
lication of tbe sixth volume. Tlio French 
translation by Count Mathieu Dumas was 
completed shortly after, and translations ap¬ 
peared in Spanish, Italian, and Gorman. The 
work steadily grew in popularity, and has 
become a classic of the English languago, 
while the previous attempts of (!nplain Ha¬ 
milton, of Southey, and of Lord Londonderry 
have been completely forgollon. It is com- 
meadod to the general reader no less by its 
impartial admiration for the hovoes on both 
sides than by the spontaneity of its st ylo. Its 
accuracy was tho more firmly estsblishod by 
the inevitable attacks of actors in tho scenes 
described, who thought the parts thoy had 
played undervalued. 

Napier was promoted oolonel on 22 July 
18S0. In April 1831 ho declined, on account 
of his ill-health, his largo family, and his 
small means, an offer of a seat in pnrlinmnnt 
from Sir Francis Burdett. Other after* 
came in succeeding years from Bath, Devizes, 
Birmingham, Glasgow, Nottingham, West¬ 
minster, Oldham, and Kendal, but Nupior de- 
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dined them all. Nevertheless, ho toolf grunt 
interest ill politics, lie wit i ex( rcmolv domo- 
ciafcio in his views, and spoko with great effect 
at public mootings. Owing to the wide in¬ 
fluence exerted by his speeches, the younger 
and more determined reformers thought in 
lb81 that Napier was well ilttod to assume 
the leadership of a movemont to establish a 
national guard whereby to secure tho success 
of the political changes then advocated by 
the radicals, and to save the country from 
the dangers of insurrection. Burdott was 
tho president of tho movoment, and both 
Erskine Perry and Oharlcs Buller wrote to 
Napier pressing him to undertake the mili¬ 
tary leadership. Napierrofused, 'Amilitary 
leader in civil commotions,’ he said, ‘ should 
bo in good health, and froe from personal 
tios. I am in bad health, and I have a family 
of eight children.’ 

An insatiable controversialist, Nnpior, in 
lettors to tho daily papors or in pamphlets, 
wuged incessant wurfuro with thoso who 
dissontod from his viows, besides writing 
many critical articles on historical or mili¬ 
tary topics. In 1832 Napior had published 
a pamphlet, ‘Observations illustrating Sir 
John Moore’s Campaign,’ in answer to re¬ 
marks on Moore which appeared in Major 
Moyle Shevor’s ‘ Ilucolloctions in Lho Penin¬ 
sula.’ Napiur offered to insert, ns an appen¬ 
dix to his 1 History,’ any roply Major olioivr 
might dosiro t o make. Tho ollor was declined. 
Napier entered tho lists on every occasion 
against tlio real or supposed enemies of Sir 
J ohn Moore; and when a biography, written 
by Mooro’s brolhar, appeared, Napier ex¬ 
pressed his dissatisfaction with it in a severe 
articlo on it in tho ‘Edinburgh lioviow ’ for 
April 183d. 

In the summer of 1838 Marshal Soult 
visited England ns the ropresentalivo of 
Louis-PMlippo at tlio coronation of Queen 
Victoria. Napier wroto a very warm letter 
to tho ‘ Morning Ohroniolo’ in defence of tho 
marshal, who had been attacked in tlio ‘ Quar¬ 
terly Tteviow,’ and ho acoompanied Soult on a 
tour to Manchester, Liverpool, Birmingham, 
and othur places. In December Napier do- 
feudod, in a letter to tho ‘ Times,’ ifio chit- 
racter and intellect of Lady Heat or Stanhope, 
Lady Hestor appreciated Ms intervention, 
and a long and ltiudly correspondence onsuod, 
During 1880 the Chartist agitation rooohod 
its climax in the deplorable Bull-ring riots 
at Birmingham. Napier regarded these pro¬ 
ceedings with abhorrence; out in a loiter to 
the Duke of Wellington ho expressed Ike 
belief that tho rioters were troatud with a 
severity unjustifiable in a whig government, 
which, as he thought, hod boon roady to avail 
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itself of the excesses of tlio people for its own 
advantage in 1882. 

On 29 May 1841 Napier was given a 
special grant of 1601. per annum for Ids tlis- 
t mguiahed services. On 23 Nov. ho was 

roraoled major-general, and in February 

8J2 was appointed lioutonant-govomor of 
Guernsey and major-gonoral commanding 
the troops in Guernsey and Alderney. He 
lauded at Guernsey on 0 April, and llirew 
himself into his new duties heart and soul; 
hut lie found much to discourage him, The 
defoneos were wretched, tlio militia wanted 
complete reorganisation, and tho adminis¬ 
tration of justice whs scandalous. In the 
five yoars of his government, despite local 
obstruction, ho devised a scheme of defenco 
which was generally accepted by a special 
committee from Loudon of avtillery and en¬ 
gineer officers, and wus partially exue.uted. 
lio reorganised and rearmed the militia. Ho 
powerfully influenced the statos of tho island 
lo adopt a now constitution, by which feuds 
botwouu Lho country and town parties, which 
had lastod eighty yoars and impeded improve¬ 
ment, ware sot at rest. Finally, ho proouvod 
tho appointment of a royal commission of 
inquiry into tho civil anil criminal laws of 
the island, whose recommendations limited 
to romovo tho ovils in the administration of 
justice. 

At Guernsey ho dovoted his spare lime lo 
writing a IdHtory of Lho ‘Conquest of Scindo,’ 
the achievement in which his brother Ohavles 
had recently boon engaged. On tho return of 
Lord EHonbormigli from J ndia ho wrote, offer¬ 
ing to publish the political part of tho his¬ 
tory first, awl after some correspondence 
which established a lifolong friendship be¬ 
tween him and Ellonborough, this was done. 
In Novomhor 1844 tlio first part was pub¬ 
lished, and was road by tho public with 
avidity; but, as with tho ‘Ilislory of tho 
I’oninsular War,’ it involved Napior in ond- 
Ions controversy, l'hovowas lids difference, 
however: the ‘History of tlio Oonquosl of 
Soindo ' was written with a purpose, it was 
not only tho hisiory of Hind, but the dofonco 
of a brother who had boon ortiolly misrepre¬ 
sented. >Tho descriptions of tho battles avo 
not surpassed by any in the Peninsular war, 
but tlie calmness and impartiality of the 
historian are too often wanting. Tlio publica¬ 
tion of the second part of the ‘ Conquest of 
Soindo’ in 1840 drew upon him further at¬ 
tacks, and tlio strength of his languago in 
reply ofton exceeded conventional usage. 

At the end of 1847 Napior resigned his 
appoinlmoutaslioulouant-govornorofGuarn- 
sey. In February 1848 he was given tho 
colonelcy of tho 27th regiment of foot, oud in 
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May he was made a K.C.B. In the same 
year Napier wrote tome ‘Notes on the State 
of Europe.’ Towards the end of 1818 the 
Liverpool Financial Reform Association pub¬ 
lished some tracts attaching the system by 
which the soldiers of the army were clothed 
through the medium of the colonels of regi¬ 
ments. The association sent its tracts to 
Napier, himselfaclothing colonel, upon which 
lie wrote a series of six vindicatory letters to 
the ‘ Times newspaper, dating 29 Deo, 1818 
to 1 Feb. 1849. They form Appendix VII. to 
Bruce’s 1 Life of General Sir William Napier. 1 

Napier moved in 1849 with his family to 
Scinde House, Olapham Park, whero he 
spent the rest of his life. In 1860 his brother 
Charles, then commander-in-chief in India, 
resigned his command because he had been 
censured by Lord Dalhousie. He arrived in 
England in March 1861. Napier was indig¬ 
nant, and, after Sir Charles Napier’s death, 
defended him in a pamphlet. 

In 1861 Napier completed and published 
the ‘ History of the Administration of Scinde.’ 
This work, recording the gradual introduc¬ 
tion of good government into the country, 
contains some masterly narratives of .the 
hill campaigns. In 1860 Carlyle read it, and 
wrote to Napier: ‘ There is a great talent 
in this hook, apart from its subject. The 
narrative moves on with strong, woighty 
step, like a marching phalanx, with tho 
gleam of clear Bteel in them.’ 

When the Birkenhead transport went 
down in Simon’s Bay, Cape of Good Hope, 
Napier, impressed with the heroism of the 
officers, and seeing no step taken to reward 
the survivors, wrote letters to every member 
of parliament he knew in both houses. The 
result was that Henry Drummond brought 
the matter before the House of Commons, 
and the two surviving officers were promoted 
and all the survivors received pecuniary com¬ 
pensation for their losses. 

Napier was much affected by the death of 
the Duke of Wellington in September 1862. 
lie was one of the general officers selected to 
carry banderoles at the funeral. He watched 
at the death-bed of his brother Charles in 
August 1868, and succeeded him, in the colo¬ 
nelcy of the 22nd regiment. He had beon 
promoted lieutenant-generalonll Nov. 1861, 
On 18 Oct. 1863 followed the death of hie 
brother Henry, captain in the royal navy, 
Napier solaced himself in his grief by prepar¬ 
ing for the press the bookwhich Charles nad 
left not quite oompleted, viz. ‘Defects, Civil 
and Military, of the Indian Government,’ and 
by commencing the Btory of Charles's life, 
which he published in 1867. The work is 
that of a partisan. 


During 1857 and 1868 Napier beenmo in¬ 
creasingly feeble. lie had long been unable 
to walk, In October 1858 lie had a violent 
paroxysm of illness, and, although he ralliod, 
lie never recovered. lie was promotod gonu- 
ral on 17 Oct. 1869, and died on 10 Fob, 18B0. 
lie was buried at Norwood, nis wife sur¬ 
vived him only six weeks. Sho was a woman 
of great intellectual power, and assiBlnd her 
husband in his literary lahonrs. 

His only son, John, was (leaf end dumb, 
but hold a clerkship in the quartermaster- 
general’s office at Dublin. His second sur¬ 
viving daughter married in 1830 tku Earl of 
Arran. The third daughter died on 8 Wept. 
1806. In 1848 his fifth daughter married 
Philip Miles, esq., M.P., of Bristol. His 
youngest daughter,Norah, married,in August 
1864, H. A,Bruce, afterwards Lord Aborilare 
and Napior's biographor [see StrraJ,.] 

Napier was noble and g onerous by nature, 
resembling his brother Charles in hatred of 
oppression and wrong, in a chivalrous dofenco 
of the weak, and a warm and active benevo¬ 
lence. lie was an oloquent public speaker, 
but sometimes formod his judgments loo 
hastily. He had a great lovoof art, and was 
no mean artist. His statuette of Alcibiades, 
in virtue of which ho was made im honorary 
member of the Royal Academy, received tho 
warm praise of Clmntrey. Whou at Hlrath- 
ficldsayo, obtaining information from tho 
Duke of Wellington l'or his ‘ History,’ ho 
copied some of the paint ings very success¬ 
fully, and made two very fine paintings of 
tho duke’B horse Blanco. The act ivily of his 
mind to the very last was extraordinary, con¬ 
sidering the kolploss state of Ids body. He 
was one of tho first to advocate tlic right, of 
the private soldier to share in t he honours as 
he had dono in tho dangers of t ho bat tlidleld. 
On the south sideof tho entrance to the north 
transept of St. Paul’s Cathedral is a si ill no 
by G. G. Adams of Napier, with the simple 
inscription of his name, and tho words, ‘His¬ 
torian of the Peninsular Wav.' Out lie ol her 
sideof the entrance iB a statue oC his brother 
Charles. A portrait in crayons, by M r. U. F. 
Watts, R. A., is in the possession of Napier's 
randson, Lord Aburdare. 

Napier’s chief works arc: 1. ‘ History oi 
the War in the Poninsula and in tho Honth 
of France from the year 1807 to the year 
1814/ including answers to some attacks 
in Robinson’s ‘Life of Piet on ’ and in tho 
1 Quarterly Review j ’ with counter-re¬ 
marks to Mr. D, M. Porceval’s ‘ Remarks/ 
&c.j justificatory pieces in reply to Colonel 
Gurwood, Mr. Alison, Sir W. 'Scott, Lord 
Beresford, and tho ‘ Quarterly Review/ 
0 vols. London, 1828-40, 8vo; 2nd odit., 
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to which is prefixed a 1 llupiv to Various 
Opponents, together with Observations 
illustrating Sir Joint Moore’s Campaign,’ 
t ols. i. to iii., London, 1832-3,8vo. Nomoro 
appears to liavo lieon published of i his edition ; 
3rd edit, of vols. i. to iii., London, 1836-4,0, 
8vo; -1th edit, of vol. i., London, 1848, 8vo. 
A new revised edition, in 6 vole., appeared in 
London, 1851, 8vo; another edition, 8 vols. 
London and Now York, 1877-82. Various 
epitomes and abridgments of the 1 ITistory ’ 
have appeared, the most valuablo being 
Napier’s own * English Battles and SiegoB in 
the Peninsula,’ 1862, 8vo ; 2nd adit. 1855. 
2. ‘The Conquest of Scindo, with some 
Introductory 1’assagOH in the Life of Major- 
general Sir Charlos .Tumua Napier,’ &c,, 
2 vols. London, 1846, 8vo. 3. 1 History of 
Sir Charlos Napior’s Administration of 
Scindo and Campaign in the Outchoo llills,’ 
with maps and illustration, London, L8i> i, 
8vo. 4. ‘Tlio Life and Opinions of Cionorul 
Sir 0. .T. Napier,’ 4. vols. London, 1857, 8vo j 
2nd edition same year. Ill addition Napier 
wrote innumerable controversial pamphlets 
and articles in l ho ’ Times ’ and othor news¬ 
papers. Ho contributed ‘ an explanation of 
the Batllo of Meaneu’ to tin* tenth volume 
of tlio ‘Professional Papers of l ho lloyal En¬ 
gineers’ (1844). 

|The main authority is llrneu’s (Lord Ab«r- 
daro’s) Life of Uumiral Nir W. J«’. P. 'Napier, with 
porfrails, 2 vols. Loinlon, 1864; hut War Offlco 
Bocords and Despatches have boon cousultud for 
this article. Tho controversies uxuitcdby Najiior’s 
writings arc mainly doalt with in llui following 
works:—Smytlio’s Lord Klrangford: Observe- 
tions on sonio passages in Liouteuuul-coloiiol Nu- 

S 'or'nHiat.of tlioPeninsular War, 1828; Further 
bsorvnllons occusionod by Limit onanl-coloncl 
Napier’sEoply, See., 1828; Scroll's Notes of tho 
Campaign of 1808-0 hi tho North of Spain in 
rofuronce to some pus- igos ill Lieut onniit-coiomi] 
Napier's History of tlio War in Olio Poninsula, 
1828; Strieturos on Oertaiu I’liswigoM of Lieut e- 
naut-eolonol Napier's Ilisloi’y of tho Peninsular 
War which roluLo to Ulo Military Opinions and 
Conduct of (II(moral Lord Viscount Strung ford, 
1831; Purtlior Strictures on tlioso parts of Cohmul 
Napior’s History of tho Peninsular War which 
roluto to Viscount, Borosford, to which is addud 
a Report of tho OpoiutionH in tlio Aiomtojo and 
Spanish lihlramadurn during tho Campaign of 
1811, by Sir ii. U’Urbau, 1832; Gurwond’s 
Major-gonornl Gurwood and Oolonol Gurwood, 
1846; Eovidwh of tho work ontitlod 'Tho Con¬ 
quest of Scindo’ . . . by . . . W.R l’. Napior, 
to. (ropublishod from I,ho ‘Bombay Monthly 
Times’ of March 1846), Bombay, 1846, Hvo ; 
Tho Soindo Policy- afow Common!,s on Major- 
gonor.tl W. O’. P. Nnpior's Dofoilco of Lord 
EUonborough’s Govornmont, 1846; Poronml's 
Eomarltb on tlio Oliaraotor ascribod by Oolonol 
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Napier in his History of tlio War in tho 
Poninsula to llio into Eight Hon. HponeovPor- 
coval ; Dorosforil’s Rofntation of Colonel 
Napior’s Justification of his Third Volume, 1831; 
Long’s lioply to tlio Misrepresentations and 
AsporsioM on tlio Military Roputation of tho 
iaio Lioutonnut-geneval Jt. B, Long, containud 
in Further Stricture* on tliOBa parts of Oolonol 
Nnpior’s History of tho Peninsular War which 
roluto to Viscount Boris turd, &o., 1832; llmst’s 
Correction of a few of tho Errors contained iu 
Sir W. Napier’s Lifo of Sir 0. Napior, 1867 ; 
Crniksliank's (tlio Eklor) A Pop-guu fired ntf by 
(lonrgo Oruikshnnk in defoneo of tho British 
Volunteors of 1803 aguinsL the uncivil attacic 
upon Lhat body by Gonornl Sir Willis m Napior, 
I860; Holmus’s Four FmnouB Soldiors, 1889. 
An udmirnhlo criticism of Napior’s History, 
in which Napior is duscribod as tho compeer of 
Thucydides, Caienr, and Davila, wns contributed 
by Mr, Morao Rlophons to tho Otli odiL. of tho 
linoyclopiediu Brilannica.] It. II. V. 

NAPIER, WILLIAM JOHN, oiglith 
Dahok NapIJJB (1786-1834), captain iu tho 
navy, oldest son of Francis, seventh baron 
Napier [q. v.], was horn on 13 Oct. 178(1, 
and cider0(1 tlio navy in L803 oil hoard tlio 
Ohiffoime, wil h Capl ain Charles A dam [q. v.] 
During 1801 and 1805 ho was with Oaptiiin 
(Icorgo I lopu iu tlio Dofenco, mid in her was 
presold. aL tho batllo of Trafalgar, llo was 
I lion for a year in tho Foudroyanl, carrying 
tlio ilug of Sir John Borinso Warren |q, v. |, 
and was present at tlio cap turn of Linois’s 
sq uadion on 13 March 1800. From November 
1800 to Ropt emlior 1800 ho was in tho Im- 
periouse with Lord Oochrano, (luring liis ru- 
marlcttblo sorvico un tlio coasts of l ,1 rnnco and 
Spain, and iu (,liu attack on tho French Hoot 
iu Aix roads [sco Ooohkanjb, Thomas, tenth 
ItiAiu, of i) ukdonai.ii], 11 o was promoted to 
bo lioulonant on 0 Oot. 1800, and for tho 
next, two yearn served in the [font, on tho 
Mediterranean station, [Jo waB aftorwards 
with Captain l’riuglo in tlio Sparrowliawlc, 
on tiiocouat ofOalulouiiqaiid being promoted, 
oil I Juno 1812, to tho command of tho 
Goshawk, continued on tlio samo sorvico till 
Soptumbur 1818. IIo thou wont out to tho 
const of North Amorica in tlio Erno, and, 
though promoted to postrank on 4 Juno J 81 d, 
romuinod in tlio same command till Soplom- 
bsr 1816, whou tho Erno returned to England 
and was paid oil’. 

In tlio following March Napier married 
Elisabeth, daughter of the Hon. Andrew 
Janies (Joclirano Johnstone [q. v.], and oousin 
of liis old captain, Lord Oachrauc, and, set¬ 
tling down in Selkirkshire, applied himsolf 
vigorously 1 n slioop-farming, InJantiary 1818 
ho was olectad a follow of tho Royal Society 
of Edinburgh. With groat poi'soual labour, 
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and against much opposition and ignorant 
prejudice, he opened out the country by new 
roads, in the survey of which he himself 
took part. He drained the land, buil t shelters 
for the sheep, and largely coniributed to 
bringing in the white-faced sheep of the 
Cheviots as a more profitable breed than the 
black-faced sheep of the district, some account 
of all which he published under the title of 
‘A Treatise on Practical Store-farming as 
applicable to the Mountainous Kegion of 
Etterick Forest and the Pastoral District of 
Scotland in general’ (8vo, 1822). 

On 1 Aug. 1823, by the death of his father, 
he succeeded to the peerage, and from 1824 
to 1820 he commanded the Diamond frigate 
on the South Americanstation. In December 
1888 he was appointed ohiof superintendent 
of trade in China, and took a passage out 
with Captain Chads in the Andromache. He 
arrived at Macao on 16 July 1884, and after 
arranging the establishment, as it was called, 
went up to Canton, which he reached on the 
26th. This measure was contrary to and in 
defiance of the wisbos of the viceroy, Loo, 
who refused to hold auy correspondence with 
him, as, by established custom, all commu¬ 
nications regarding trade passed through the 
hong merchants. It was Napier’s object to 
break down this custom, and open direct in¬ 
tercourse with the government. Loo, on the 
other hand, was determined not to admit this, 
andorderedNapiertoreturntoMacao. Napier 
refused to go, and was in consequence sub¬ 
jected to many petty annoyances, snoh os the 
withdrawal of all domestic servants, while 
at the same time the trade was stopped. 
Anxiety, worry, and annoyance, added to 
the heat and confinement, now made Napier 
seriously ill, and the surgeon on his staff de¬ 
rided that he must leave Canton. 

Napier reached Macao on 26 Sept., and died 
there on 11 Oct. 1834. He left a family of 
five daughters and two sons, of whom the 
eldest, Franck, suceeeded as ninth baron. 

[MorslinU’s Roy. Nav, Biog. vii. (Supplement, 
pt. iii.) 265 ; Bent. Mag. 1836, i. 287-9, 420; 
Blackwoods Mag. xiii. 175; Pari, Papers, 1840, 
vol. xxxvi., including correspondence relating 
to China, 1840, pp. 1-61 ; Additional Papers re¬ 
lating to China, 1840, pp. 1-4, and Paper relating 
to China, 8 April 1840 ; Poster's Peerage.] 

J. K. L. 

NAPLETON,. JOHN (1788P-1817), 
divine and educational reformer, was the son 
of the Rev, John Napleton of Pembridge, 
Herefordshire. He matriculal ed at Brasenose 
College, Oxford, on 22 March 1766, at the 
age of sixteen, and graduated B.A. 1768, 
M.A. 1781, B.D. and D.D, 1789. On 13 Deo. 
1760 ha was elected to a fellowship at his 
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college, and he remained in residence as a 
tutor until the close of 1777. During this 
period he endeavoured to raise the standard 
of education at Oxford, with the result that 
he was condemned by many of liia contem¬ 
poraries as a ‘martinet’(roi.wrnjj.n, Remi¬ 
niscences, i, 107). lie was inducted as vicar 
of Tarring ton, Herefordshire, on 27 Sept. 
1777, and as rector of Wold, Northampton¬ 
shire, a college living, on 24 Oct. 1777; ho 
resigned his fellowship on 20 Sept. 1778. 
When Dr. John Butler [q. v.] was translated 
to the see of Hereford, ho called to Ills aid 
the services of Naplofon, who became the 
golden prebendary in Hereford Cathedral on 
8 May 1789, and the bishop's chaplain, lie 
now endeavoured to effect an exchange ni 
benefices, buL bis collego ultimately refused 
its oonsent, and bo was compelled to vacate 
tbe living ofWold on 28 Nov. 1789. In the 
diocese of Hereford be was soon rewarded 
with ample preferment. lie was made chan¬ 
cellor of the diocese (1790), mast er of tho 
hospital at Ledbury, reotor of Sloke Edith, 
vicar of Lugwardine, in llio gift of the dean 
and chapter (1810), and was nominated by 
Bishop Luxmoore as prinloelor of divinity at 
Hereford Cathedral (18L0), retaining most of 
these appointments until his death. 1 lo died 
at Hereford on 9 Dee. 1817, and wuh buried 
in a vault in llie centre of t he cathedral choir. 
A small wliito tnblot, formorly over his grave, 
has been removed to the eighth bay of tlio 
bishop's cloister. A more elaborate inscrip¬ 
tion on a similar tablet is over tho door, on 
tbe south Bide of the nave, which loads to tho 
same cloister. 

Napleton married on d Doc. 1793 Eliza- 
betli, the only daughter of Thoinus Deni ell of 
Truro, ond the sister of Ralph Allen Dnniell, 
M.P, for West Looej Cornwall. There was 
no issue of the marriage. Polwhelo praised 
Napleton's conversation: * ho bad anecdote 
and told a story well.’ lie eonlbssod that he 
was somowhat over-strict in his examination 
of candidates for ordination. His portrait, 
painted by T. Looming, of Corn Market. Ox¬ 
ford, in 1814, was ongraved byOhurloB Pienrt, 
Another, apparently by Opio, which cost 701., 
was afterwards sold at Bath for 71, 

Napleton wrote many works. While at 
Oxford he published: 1. ‘ Elemonta legions, 
subjicitur appendix de usu logiem ot con¬ 
spectus orgam Aristololis’(1770), which was 
not a reproduction of any previous toxt-book 
on logic, but bis own composition in style 
and arrangement. 2. ‘Considerations on the 
Public Exercises for the First and Second 
Degrees in the "University of Oxford 1 (1778). 
Both of these works were anonymous. The 
second was reprinted at Gloucester in 1805. 
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After quitting the university he issued! 
3. ‘Advicoto n Student in the University 
concerning tlie Qualifications and Duties of 
a Minister of the Gospel in tho Church of 
England/ 179C. 4. ‘The Duty of Church¬ 
wardens respecting the Church,’ 1799) 2nd 
edit. 1800. 6. ‘Sermons (nr tho Use of 

Schools and Families,’ 1800,1802, and i 804. 
0. 1 Advice to a Minister of the Gospel in 
tho United Church of England and Ireland,’ 
1801. 7. ‘Sermons lor tlio Use of Colleges, 
Schools, and Families,’ 1800 and 1800. JS'a- 
pleton contributed a set of Greek verses to 
tho Oxford ‘ Epithalamia’ on the marriage of 
George 111, and was the author of many 
single sermons, the most important of which 
was that on the consecration of Bishop 
Buckner. 

[Foster’s Alumni Oxon.; Manchester School 
Bogibl cr (Ohotlium Roc.), i. lfiiJ; Nichols's I llusl r. 
of Lit.vi. 727-8; Gant.Meg., UU7,pt. ii.p. 030; 
"Bonsc's Collectanea Cornnh. ]>. (113 ! Ilnvorgal’s 
Hereford Inscriptions, pp. xxi, fit-2; Ilavorgal’s 
Fasti Hereford, p. 66; Allen’s Bibl. Hereford, 
p. 96; Polwhelo’s IJoniiuisconees, i. 107, ii. 182; 
information through Mr. 1 ? . Madnn, llodloiim 
Lib, Oxford.) W. P. C. 

NAPPEK-TANDY, JAMES (1747- 
1808), United Irishman. [Sue Pandit.] 

EARBOEEE, PETEK, ltE MI (1800- 
1839), Canadian insurgent, was bom in 1800 
at St. Kami in Lower Canada, of an old French 
Canadian family, lie took an active part in 
tho ovents preceding tho Lowor Canadian 
rebellion of 1837, uud was among tho insur¬ 
gents defeated at Bt. Charles on 83 Eov. 

1837, hut managed to escape to American 
soil. IIo now entered a band of insurgents 
collected together by Louis Gagnon, with 
whom he recrossed tho frontier, hut was de¬ 
feated and driven back by tho loyalists at, 
Mooro’s Corner on 28 Fob. 1838. llo then 
joined another body of insurgents, and with 
them made afrosli attack on Canada in March 

1838. Ue was taken prisoner at St. Eust aclio, 
nineteen mileB from Montreal, and brought 
a captive to St. Joan, 

Earbonno was mloasod from prison, in July, 
but immediately joined the fresh rebel army 
organised across the frontier by Robert Eel- 
son in the autumn of 1838. Ho took part 
in a number of raids on tho Canadian terri¬ 
tory, tho cliiof of which was chocked by the 
loyalists at Odeltown Church on 9 Eov. 1888. 
Earbonno was eaplurod after the latter defeat, 
and token to Montreal. Ho was tried there 
for high troason, oonviotod, and hanged on 
15 Feb, 1839. 

[Applet,on’s Cyclopmdia of American Bio¬ 
graphy; Histories of Canada by (luraoau and 
Withrow; Canadian Hint o Trials. J U. P. M-r, 


NARBROUGH, SiuJOIIN (1640-1088), 
i admiral, son of Gregory Narbrough of Cook- 
| thorpe, Norfolk, was baptised at Oookthorpe 
on 11 October 1040. His early careor in tlie 
| navy was closely associated with that of Sir 
I Christ opber Myngs [q. v.], who was probably 
a relation or connection. 'Whether be first 
wont to sea with Myngs is, however, doubt¬ 
ful. lie has himsolf recorded that liu made 
moro than one voyago to tho const of Guinea 
and to St. Helena, apparently in the mer¬ 
chant servico j he mentions also having boon 
in the West Indies, presumably with Myngs. 
In 1064 ho was appointed to bo lieutenant 
of tho Portland, and during the noxt two 
years he followed Myngs very closely; was 
with him successively in tho Koyal Oak, 
Triumph, Fairfax and Victory, and wlion ho 
was mortally wounded on 4 .lime 1060. For 
Ilia conduct in this battle Narbrough was 
promoted to tho command of the Assurance, 
from which ho was moved some months lutor 
1 ,o the Bonavonture. In May 1(16!) ho was 
appointed to the Sweepstakes, of 300 tons, 
witli 36 guns and 80 men, for a voyago to 
tho Soutli Sens, mid Bailed from (ho Thames 
on 20 Sopl. In Novoinhor 1070 the Swoop- 
8tnkes passed through tins Straits of Magel¬ 
lan, and on 15 Doc. arrivod in Valdivia Bay, 
whore, aft or somo friendly intoroourso with 
tlie Spaniards, two of lior officers, with tho 
interpreter and aseaimm, being on shore witli 
a mussnge, wore forcibly dotainud. Tho go¬ 
vernor alleged that he was acting on ordors 
from the governor-general of Cliili, and de¬ 
clared his inability to let thorn go. Nar- 
brough at tribntod it to tlie old prohibitive 
policy of tho Spaniards, and believed that 
they wishod to Boizo tlie ship, It is probablo 
that, tlioro was also borne idea of reprisal for 
tho ravages of tlie buccannerB in the West, 
Indies and on the Spanish Main [of, Mona an, 
Slit IlDNitr]. Being unable to recover his 
men, having neither force nor authority to 
wugo a war of reprisals, and finding the 
Spanish ports thus closed to him, Narbrough 
judged it best, to return; and accordingly, 
'ropassing tho Straits in January, lie arrivod 
in England in Juno 1071. 

In 1072 he was second cnplain of I ho 
Prince, the llasnlnnof tho Duke of York, and 
in tho battle of Solobay, 28 May, was loft in 
command when Sir John Cox, the first oap- 
tain,was slain, and the Duke of York shifted 
his Jhig to the St,. Michael. ByNarbrough’s 
oxortione tho ship was fit for service again 
in a few hoars, and the duke rehoisted his 
flag on board the same evening. Narbrough 
was then appointed first cap tain of tho Prince, 
bulon the duke’s retiring from the command 
was moved into the Fairfax, in wliiok in 
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Not ember lie sailed fnr the Mediten .mean in 
charge ra’convoy. By the end ol' M ay 1673 
he was lack in England, and was appointed 
to the St. -Michael, but wan -liortly after¬ 
wards moved into the Henrietta, which he 
commanded in the action of 11 Aug, On 
17 Sept, lie was promoted to be rear-admiral 
of the red, and on the SOth was knighted by 
the Linj at Whitehall. 

In October 1674 he was sent out to the 
Mediterranean aa admiral and commander- 
in-cliiei of a squadron against the Tripoli 
eor.-airs. As the bey paid no attention to the 
complaints which were laid before him Nar¬ 
brough blockaded the port, and through the 
summer and autumn of 1C76 captured or de¬ 
stroy td several of the largest Tripoli frigates ; 
on 14 Jan. 1676-6 the boats of the squa¬ 
dron under the immediate command of Lieu¬ 
tenant Shovell of the Harwich, the flagship, 
forced their way into the harbour of Tripoli, 
and there burnt four men-of-war; and in 
February four others were very roughly 
handled at sea, though they managed to es¬ 
cape intoport. Tliesetuccessivelosses brought 
the bey to terms; he consented to release all 
English captives, to pay 80,000 dollars as 
compensation for injuries, and to grant seve¬ 
ral exclusive commercial privileges. The 
treaty was afterwards ratified by the new 
hey whom a popular revolution placed at the 
head of the government, and Narbrough re¬ 
turned to England early in 1677. 

"Within a very few months he was ordered 
back to the Mediterranean to punish and re¬ 
strain the piracies of the Algerine corsairs. 
In the autumn of 1677 and during 1878 he 
waged a successful war of reprisals against 
the ships of Algiers, blockading their ports, 
destroying their men-of-war, seizing their 
merchant ships, and finally, in November 
1678, capturing five large frigates which the 
corsairs had newly fitted out in the hopes of 
recouping their losses. This so far broke 
the spirit of the Algerines that in May 1679 
Narbrough was able to leave the command 
with Vice-admiral Herbert [see Hebbebt, 
Abthtjb, Ea-BL or Toerihgton], and return 
to England with a great part of the fleet. 

In March 1680 he was appointed a com¬ 
missioner of the navy, and so he continued 
till September 16S7, when he hoisted his 
flag in the Foresight as commander-in-chief 
of a small squadron sent to the West Indies. 
In the end of November he was at Barbados, 
and, at the desire of the Duke of Albemarle, 
went to the scene of a wreck near Cape 
Samana in St. Domingo, where an attempt 
was being made to recover the treasure [see 
Phipps, Sib Willi ah ; Dartmouth MSS.-, 
Skt. MSS. Comm . 11th Rep. v. 136-6], 


Here he was joined by Lord Mordaunt, then 
in command of a Dutch squadron, and wish¬ 
ing, it has been supposed, to sound Narbrough 
as to his adhesion to the reigning king [see 
MoBDirar, Charles, third Eael or Pbteb- 
eoeotjctK]. This ‘treasure fishing’was carried 
on with some success for several mouths; 
but the crews became very sickly. Narbrough 
himself caught the fever, and died on 27 May 
1688. It was proposed to embalm the body, 
and so take it to England; but, that being 
fo und impossible, it was buried at sea the same 
afternoon, the bowels being carried to Eng¬ 
land and buried in the church of Knowlton, 
near Deal, in which parish he had acquired 
an estate, where a handsome monument 
bears the inscription, ‘ Here lie the remains 
of Sir John Narbrough.’ 

Narbrough was twice marriod. First, on 
9 April 1677, at Wembury in Devonshire, to 
Elizabeth, daughter of Josias Calmady; she 
died on 1 Jan. 1677-8, being, according to 
the inscription on her monument in Wcm- 
bury Church, ‘mightily afflicted with a cough, 
and* big with child.’ Secondly, on 20 June 
1681, at Wanstead in Esbbx, to Elizabeth, 
daughter of Captain John Hill of Shadwell; 
she survived him, afterwards married Sir 
Clowdisley Shovell [q. v.l, and died 16 April 
1732, By his second wife ho had five chil¬ 
dren, of whom two sons and a daughter sur¬ 
vived him. The elder son, John, horn in 
1684, created a baronet 16 Nov. 1088, and 
his brother James, horn in 1686, were both 
serving with their stepfather, Shovell, as 
lieutenants of the Association, and were lost 
with him on 22 Oct, 1707. The daughter, 
Elizabeth, born in 1682, married in 1701 
Thomas d’Aoth, created a baronet in 1716, 
in whose family the Knowlton property still 
remains. A portrait of Narbrough, believed 
to be the only one, is at Knowlton Court. 

[Chamock’s Biog. Nav. i. 245; A particular 
Narrative of the burning in the Port of Tripoli, 
four men-of-war belonging to those Corsairs by Sir 
John Narbxongb, Admiral of hisMiy csty’sFleet in 
tbe Mediterranean, on the 14tb of January 1875-6, 
together with an Account of his taking aft erwards 
five barks laden with corn, and of his fertlier 
action on that coast, published by Authority, 
1878. Narbrough’s Journal is printed in An 
Account of several late Voyages and Discoveries 
to the South and North: Printed for Samuel 
Smith and Benjamin Wolford, 1694. The original 
is in the Bodleian Library. See also Duckett’s 
Naval Commissioners, 1060-1760, and Hist. MSS. 
Comm. 12th Hep, App, vii. passim (Fleming 
MSS. at Rydal). The family history is given 
in a very full notice by the Hon. Bobert Mar- 
eham-Townshend in Notes and Queries, 7th ser, 
vi. 502. The Mariner’s Jewel, or a Pocket Com¬ 
pass for the Iugenions . . . from a MS. of Sir 
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John Xarbrough’s and methodised by Janie 
Liglitbody, seems to be partly pockof-book 
memoranda and partly common-place book], 

J. K. L. 

NARES, EDWARD (1702-1841), mis¬ 
cellaneous writer, born in London in 1702, 
was the third and youngest son of Sir George 
Nares [q. v.], judge of the court of com¬ 
mon pleas, who married on 23 Sept. 1751 
Mary ( d. 1782), dauglit er of Sir John Strange, 
nutter of the rolls. Edward was admitted 
at Westminster School on 9 July 377Ct but 
was not upon the foundation, and left in 1779. 
On 22 March in that year he matriculated at 
Christ Church, Oxford, and graduated B.A. 
1783, M.A. 1789. From 2 Aug. 1788 to his 
marriage in 1797 he held a fellowship at his 
college, and about 1791 he was living, as libra¬ 
rian, at Blenheim Palace, where he played in 
private theatricals with the daughters of the 
Duke of Marlborough, undone of them, with 
whom he is said to have eloped, subsequently 
became bis wife. In 1702 lie was ordained, 
and was almost immediately appointed to the 
vicarage of St. Poler-in-tlie-eaHfc, Oxford. On 
the nomination of the Archbishop of Canter¬ 
bury he was collated to the rectory of Bid- 
denden, Kent, in 1798, and retained it until 
his death. Nares was Bampton lecturer in 
1805, and select preacher in 1807,1814, and 
1826. From 1813 to 1841 he filled the regius 
professorship of modern history at Oxford, to 
which he was appointed by the crown, on the 
recommendation of Lord Liverpool. G. Y. Cox 
remarks that he took his professorial duties 
easily, not always attracting an audience, 

‘ though he was an accomplished scholar, a 
perfect gentleman, and an amusing writer,' 
His range of knowledge was wide, and hB is 
said to have been a fiiand of J. A. De Luo 
[q. vj, the geologist. He died at Biddenden 
on 20 Aug. 1841. Nares married at Henley- 
on-Thames 10 April 1797 Lady Georgina 
Charlotte, third daughter of George Oliur chill 
Spencer, duke of Marlborough, She died at 
Bath on 16 Jan. 1802, at the age of thirty- 
one. His second wife, whom he married in 
June 1803, was Cordelia, second daughter of 
Thomas Adams of Osborne Lodge, Cron- 
brook, Kent. He had issue hy both wives. 
He was nephew, as well as trustee and exe¬ 
cutor under his will, to John Strangs, British 
resident at Venice, a great collector of books 
ttad curiosities. 

Korea's best known work was bis monu¬ 
mental 1 Memoirs of the Life and Adminis¬ 
tration of William Cecil, Lord Burghley,’ 
1828-31, in throe volumes. Those enormous 
tomes were reviewed by Macaulay in the 
1 Edinburgh Review ’ for April 1832, and were 
described by him as consisting of about two 


thousand closely printed quarto pages, occu¬ 
pying fifteen hundred inches cubic measure, 
and weighing sixty pounds avoirdupois. The 
author tried to retaliate in ‘ A lew Observa¬ 
tions on the “ Edinburgh Review ” of Dr. 
Nares’s Memoirs of Lord Burghley.’ 

His other writings are: 1 ‘Tninks-I-to- 
mysclf. A serio-ludicro, Iragico-comico tale, 
written hy Thinks-I-to-myself whoP’ 1811, 

2 vols. j 8th edit. 1812; another edit. 1821. 
2. ‘I says, says I. A Novel, by Thinks-I- 
to-myseif,’ 1812, 2 vols. j 2nd edit. 1812. 
These novels, which contain much cenBUre of 
fashionable and social life, have been praised 
for their 1 dry humour andsatirical pleasantry.’ 
8. ‘ Heraldic Anomalies. By it matters not 
who,’ 1823, 2 vols. 2nd edit, (anon.) 1824. 
A work of many curiouB anecdotes. 4. ‘ Efr 
0«tis ehiietrLTrii, or an Attempt to show liow 
far the Notion of the Plurality of Worlds is 
consistent with the Scriptures,’ 1801. The 
first impression was issued anonymously in 
July 1801. 6. ‘View of the Evidences of 
Christianity at the Close of the Pretended 
Age of Reason.’ Bampton lectures, 1806. 
6. ‘ Remarks on the Version of the New 
Testament lately edited by the Unitarians,’ 
1810; 2nd edit. 1814, with letter to the Rev. 
Erancis Stone, originally written and pub¬ 
lished in 1807 on his support of unitariamsm. 
Some portion of these remarks appeared in 
the ‘ British Critic.’ 7. ‘ Discourses on the 
three Creeds and on the Homage offered to 
our Saviour,’ 1819. 8. ‘ Man as known to 
us theologically and geologically.’ 

Nares added in 1822 to Lordwoodhouse- 
lee’B ‘Elements of General History, Ancient 
and Modern,’ a third volume, bringing the 
compilation down to the close of the reign of 
George IH ; which was reissued and continued 
by successive editors in 1840 and 1866. He 
supplied in 1824 a Beries of historical pre¬ 
faces for an fame of the Bible, ‘ embellished 
by the most eminent British Artists,’ 1824, 

3 vols. fol., and he contributed a preface to 
an edition of Burnet’s ‘ History of the Re¬ 
formation,’ which came out at Oxford in 1829. 
He was also the author of many single ser¬ 
mons. 

[Foster’s Alumni Oxon,; Gent. Mag., 1797, 
pt. i.p. 349, 1802 pt. i. p. 93, 1803 pt. ii. p. 689, 
1841 pt. ii. pp. 43S-6; Welch's west. School, 
p. 406 ; Barker and Stenning’s West, School Re¬ 
gister, p. 108; Le Neve’s Fasti, iii. 680; Niohols’s 
Illustr. of Lit. vii. 614, 684-6; Nates and 
Queries, 2nd ser. ix. 230, 5th ser. ix. 63-4, 276, 
8th ser. ii. 91-2; Gr. V, Cox’s Recollections of 
Oxford, 2nd edit. pp. 9, 152.] W. P. 0. 

NARES, Sib GEORGE (1718-1780), 
judge, bom at Hanwell, Middlesex, in 1718, 
fvas the younger son of George Nares of 
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Albury, Oxl'ord&liire, steward to the Earl of 
Abingdon. Jamea Nares [q, v.l "was Ms elder 
brother. He 'was educated at Magdalen Col¬ 
lege School, and having been admitted a 
member of the Inner Temple 011 19 Oct. 1738, 
was called to the bar on IS June 1741. He 
appears to hare practised chiefly in the crimi¬ 
nal courts. He defended Timothy Murphy, 
charged with felony and forgery, in January 
1753 (Howell, State Trials, 1813, six. 702), 
and Elizabeth Canning, charged with per¬ 
jury, in April 1764 (tb. xix. 461). He re¬ 
ceived the degree of the coif on 6 Feb. 1769, 
and in the same year was appointed one of 
the king's aeqeants. He was employed as 
one of the counsel for the crown in several 
of the cases arising out of the seizure of 
Ho. 46 of the ‘North Briton’ (ib. xix. 1153; 
Haxbis, Life of lord Chancellor Hardwiche, 
1847, in. 349). At the general election in 
March 1768 he was returned to the House 
of Commons for the city of Oxford, of which 
he was already recorder. He spoke in favour 
of Lord Barrington’s motion for the expul¬ 
sion of Wilkes on 3 Feb. 1769, and declared 
that he would ‘rather appear before this 
house as an idolater of a minister than a 
ridieuler of his Maher’ (Cavendish, De¬ 
bate!, i. 166). On the delivery of the great 
seal to Bathurst, Hares was appointed a 
justice of the common pleas, and was sworn 
m at the lord-chancellor’s house in. Dean 
Street, Soho, on 26 Jan. 1771 (Sib William 
Blackbtone, Reports, 1781, ii. 734-6). He 
was knighted on the following day. 

Nares took part in the hearing of Brass 
Crosby’s case (Howell, State Trials, xix. 
1162), Fabrigas ». Mostyn (ib. xx. 183), and 
Sayre ». Earl of Rochford (tb. xx. 1316), A 
number of his judgments will be found in 
the second volume of Sir William Black- 
stone’s ‘Reports.’ After holding office for 
more than fifteen years, Nares died at Rams¬ 
gate on 20 July 1786,and was buried at Evers- 
ley, Hampshire, where there is a monument 
to his memory (Nichols, Illustrations of the 
Literary Bistory of the Eighteenth Century, 
vii 636). He married, on 23 Sept. 1761, 
Mary, third daughter 01 Sir John Strange, 
masterof the rolls, who died on 6 Aug. 1782, 
aged 66. Their eldest son, John, & magistrate 
at Bow Street and a bencher of the Inner 
Temple, died on 16 Dec. 1816, and was the 
grandfather of Sir George Strong Nares, 
K.C.B., the well-known Arctic explorer. 
George Strange, their second son, became a 
captain in the 70th regiment of foot, and 
died in the West Indies in 1794. Their 
youngest son, Edward, is noticed separately. 

Nares was created a D.C.L. of Oxford 
University on 7 July 1773. He is ridiculed 


bj- Foote in his farcical comedy of the ‘ Lama 
Lover/ under the character ox Serjeant, Cir¬ 
cuit. Thera is a mezzotint engraving of 
Nares by W. Dickinson after N. Hone. 

[Foss’s Judges of England, 1861, viii. 348-9; 
Gent. Mag. 1761 p. 427, 1782 p. 406, 1786 pt. 
ii. p. 622: Foster’s Alumni Oxon. 1718-1886; 
Martin’s Masters of the Bench of the Inner 
Temple, 1883, p. 92; Alumni Westmon. 1862, 
p. 405; Official Return of Lists of Members of 
Parliament, pt. ii. p. 141; Haydn’s Book of Dig¬ 
nities, 1890; Notes and Queries, 8th ser. ii. 29, 
91, 173, 478.] G. F. R. B. 

NARES, JAMES (1716-1783), composer, 
son of George Nates and brother of Sir 
George Nares [q. v.] the judge, was bom at 
Stanwell, Middlesex, in 1716, and baptised 
19 April (parish register). The family re¬ 
moved to Oxfordshire, and he became a 
chorister in the Chapel Royal under Dr. Croft 
and Bernard Gates. He subsequently studied 
under Dr. Pepnsch, and, after acting as 
deputy organist at St. George’s Chapel, 
Windsor, was in 1734 appointed organist of 
York Cathedral. By the interest of Dr. 
Fountayne, dean of York, he was in 1766 
chosen to succeed Dr. Greene as organist 
and composer to the king; and in 1707 gra¬ 
duated Mus. Doc. at Cambridge, In the same 
year he succeeded Gates as master of the 
children of the Chapel Royal, and held the 
post until ill-health compelled him to resign 
in July 1780. He died 10 Feb. 1783, and 
was buried in St. Margaret’s, Westminster. 
He married Miss Bacon of York, who sur¬ 
vived him forty years, and by her he had 
four children. The eldest son, Robert, is 
noticed separately. 

It is as a composer for the church that 
Nares is now known, and, although he has 
left nothing of great merit, several of his 
anthems and other pieces are still in use. 
Thayindude three setsof harpsichord lessons, 
two treatises on singing, * A Regular Intro¬ 
duction to Playing on the Harpsichord or 
Organ ’ (1769), six organ fugues, and twenty 
anthems composed for the Chapel Royal 
(1778). A ‘ Morning and Evening Sorvice 
and Six Anthems ’ were published in 1788. 
This volume contains his portrait, engraved 
by W. Ward after Engleheart, state 65, and 
a biographical notice by his son, which is 
reprinted in the ‘ Harnxonioon,’ 1829, His 
compositions are to be found iu Arnold’s 
' Cathedral Music ’ (vol. iii.), Steven’s ‘ Sacred 
Music/ and Warren’s collections. 

[His son’s biographical notice and Harmoni- 
con as above; Ohalmers’s Biog. Diet.; Didot’s 
Nouvelle Biograpbie Ginerale, xxxvii.; Biogra¬ 
phical Diet, of Mumeiaub, 1824; Brown’s and 
Grove a Dictionaries of Musicians; Lovc’b Scot- 
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ti-L Church HiHc ; Yorks. Avehseol. Journ. iii. 
119, Parr't Chuieli of England Psalmody; Notes 
amlQumes, Btli ter.viii. 348; Abdy 'Williams’i. 
Degrees in Music, p. 133.] J. C. IT. 

NAE.ES, ROBERT (1733-1829), philo¬ 
logist, was bom on 9 Jims 17oS at York, of 
the minster of which city his father, James 
Nares [q. r.], Mus.Doc., was then organist. 
He was the nephew of Sir George Nares £q. v.] 
the judge. jTe was sent to Westminster 
School, where in 1767 he was elected a king’s 
scholar. In 1771 he was elected to a student¬ 
ship at Christ Church, Oxford, where he gra¬ 
duated BA. 1776, M.A. 1778. Prom 1779 
to 1783 he was tutor to Sir Waikin and 
Charles Williams Wynn, living with them 
in London and at Wynnstay, Wrexham. 
George Column the younger mentions him 
as one of the actors in the Wynnstay thea¬ 
tricals of that period. In 1782 he was pre¬ 
sented by his college to the small living of 
Easton Mauduit, Northamptonshire, and in 
1784 received from the lord chancellor the 
vicarage of Great Doddington, Northampton¬ 
shire. In 1784 he published hie first philo¬ 
logical work, ‘ The Elements of Orthoepy,’ 
which was highly commended by Boswell. 
Prom 1780 to 1788 ha was usher at West¬ 
minster School, acting as tutor to the Wynns, 
who had been sent to the school. In 1787 
he was appointed chaplain to the Duke of 
York, and from 1788 till 1803 was assistant 
preacher at Lincoln’s Inn. 

Lx 1793 Nares established the ‘British 
Critic,’ and edited the first forty-two numbers 
(May 1793-December 1813), in conjunction 
with the Rev. William Beloe [q. v.], his life¬ 
long friend. In 1796 he was appointed as¬ 
sistant librarian in the department of manu¬ 
scripts at the British Museum, and in 1799 
was promoted to he keeper of manuscripts. 
The third volume of the 1 Catalogue of the 
Harleian MSS.’ was published under hie edi¬ 
torship. He resigned his keepership in 1807. 

Nares was a member in 1791 ox tho Na¬ 
tural History Society in London (ib. vi. 
836), and was elected fellow of the Society 
of Antiquaries in 1796, and fellow of the 
Royal Society in 1804. He was a founder 
of the Royal Society of Literature and vice- 
president m 1823. In. 1822 he published his 
principal work, the ‘ Glossary ’ (No, 9 below), 
a book described in 1869 by Ilalliwell and 
Wright as indispensable to readers of Eliza¬ 
bethan literature, and it contains nume¬ 
rous sensible criticisms of the text of Shake¬ 
speare. Nares says that he collected the 
various illustrative passages in a somewhat 
desultory way during a long course of reading. 
The correspondence of Nares with Bishop 
Percy and others, dealing with a variety of 


literary topics, is printed in Nichols’s ‘Lite¬ 
rary Illustrations ’ (vii. 678). During this 
enod ho received Iho following preferment: 
e was vicar of Dalby, Leicestershire, 1796; 
roctor of Stamford, Leicestershire, 1798 to 
1799; canon residentiary of Lichfield from 
1798 till his death; prebend of St. Paul’s 
Cathedral, 1798; archdeacon of Stafford from 
28 April 1801 till his death; vicar of St. 
Mary’s, Reading (having in 1805 resigned 
Easton-Mauduit), from 1806 till 1818, when 
he exchanged to the rectory of Allhallows, 
London Wall. There he ministered till 
within a month of his death, which took 
place at his house, 22 Hart Street, Blooms¬ 
bury, London, on 23 March 1829. A monu¬ 
ment bearing some verses by W. L. Bowles 
was erected to him in Lichfield Cathedral. 
Nares is described by Beloe (Nichols, Lit. 
niuktr. vii. 686-7) as a sound and widely 
read scholar, and as a witty and cheerful 
companion to his intimates (cp. ib. vii. 684). 
A portrait, engraved in the ‘ National Por¬ 
trait Gallery,’ vol. ii., is taken from the paint¬ 
ing by J. Hoppner, R.A., who had known 
Nares well from his youth. 

Nares married, first, Elizabeth Bayley, 
youngest daughter of Thomas Bayley of 
Chelmsford, died 1786; secondly, a daughtpr 
of Charles Fleetwood, died 1794; thirdly, the 
youngest daughter of Dr. Samuel Smith, 
head-master of Westminster School, who 
survived her husband. He left no children. 

Naxes’s principal publications, excluding 
separately issued sermons, are: 1. ‘ An Es¬ 
say on the Demon or Divination of Socrates,’ 
London, 1782, 8vo. 2. ‘Elements of Or¬ 
thoepy, containing... the whole Analogy of 
the English Language, so far as it relates to 
Pronunciation, Accent, and Quantity,’ Lon¬ 
don, 1784, 8vo. 3. ‘ General Rules for the 
Pronunciation of the English Language,’ 
London, 1792,8vo. 4. ‘ Principles of Govern¬ 
ment deduced from Reason,’London, 1702, 
8vo. 6. ‘ A short Account of the Character 
and Reign of Louis XVI,’ 1793, 8vo. 6. ‘ A 
Connected and Chronological View of the 
Prophecies relating to the Christian Church’ 
(the Warburtoniou Lecture, 1800-2), Lon¬ 
don, 1806, 8vo. 7. ‘ Essays. . . chiefly re¬ 
printed,’ 2 vols. London, 1810,8vo. 8. ‘ The 
Veracity of the Evangelists demonstrated by 
a comparative View of their Histories,’Lon¬ 
don, 1816,8 to; 2nd edit. 1819,12mo. 9.‘A 
Glossary, or Collection of Words, Phrases, 
Names, and Allusions to Customs, Proverbs, 
&c., which have been thought to require 
Illustration in the Works of English Authors, 
particularly Shakespeare and his Contem¬ 
poraries,’ London, 1822, 4to; another Bdit. 
Stralsnnd, 1826, 8vo; edit, by Halliwell and 
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Wright, London, 1S39, Svo; also London, 

1 v. 3 ' 6vo. 1 A Thanksgiving for Plenty and 
Warningagainst Avarice,'published in 1801, 
w,is reviewed bv Sydney Smith in the ‘ Rdin- 
biu’gli Review^ for 1602, and ridiculed as 
illogical. _ 

la 1790 Naras assi-ted in completing 
Piridges '' History of Northamptonshire.’ In 
1798/in conjunction with W.Tooke and W. 
Beloe, he revised the ‘ General Biographical 
Dictionary,’ himself undertaking vols. vi. 
viii. x. xii. nnd xiv. He also edited Dr. Vi. 
Vincent’s ‘Sermons’ (1817), and Purdy's 
‘ Lectures on the Church Catechism’ (1815), 
writing memoirs. He was a contributor to 
the 1 Gentleman’s Magazine,’ the ‘ Classical 
Journal,’ and the 1 Archaeologia.' 

[Preface to Nares’s Glossary, ed. Halliwell and 
Wright; Gant, Mag. 1829, pt. i. pp. 370, 371 ; 
Nichulsb Lit. Illustrations, vii. 393 (T. 1 Biog. 
Diet, of Living Authors, 1816. p. 218 ; Poster’s 
Alumni Omn.; Welch's Alumni Wcstmonast.; 
Eoowell’s Johnson, ed. Hill, iv. 380; Brit. Mus. 
Cat.] W - 

NARFORD, NERFORD, or NERE- 
FORD, ROBERT (d. 1223) eonstahle of 
Dover Castle, was the sou of Sir Richard da 
Nerfnrd, by his wife, Christian, and inherited 
from his parents Nerford Manor in Norfolk 
(BiojinriEED, Bi.it. of Norfolk, v. 119 ; he 
does not name his authority). He married 
Alice, daughter and coheiress of John 
Pouchord, and so came into possession of 
lends between Crevk and Burnham Thom. 
On a meadow there called Lingerescroft he 
founded a little chapel (1208) called Sanota 
Maria de Pratis (Ron. Angl. vi. 487). His 
wife’s sister Joan married Ileyner de Burgh, 
and her two sons were Hubert de Burgh [q. v.J 
nnd Geoffrey de Burgh, bishop of Ely Wads¬ 
worth MS. c.vxx. f. 3, and the Bari. MS. 
294, f. 148 h ; see, too, BioiEBrimn, x. 265, 
quoting Philipps MS.) To his relationship 
with Hubert, Narford no doubt owed the 
favour of Ring John; in October 1215 John 
ordered Hubert de Burgh to give Narford 
seisin of lands in Kent {Sot. Claus, i, 230). 
On 18 March 1210 John addressed a patent 
to Narford as bailiff at one of the seaports 
(Rot. Pat p. 1705); probably he was a cus¬ 
todian of Dover Castle, of which Hubert de 
Burgh was chief constable (Richard db 
Cogoesiiaia, ed. Stevenson, p. 183; ef. Rot, 
Claus, p. 259). When Hubert de Burgh 
defeated Enstace le Moine in the naval battle 
of the Straits of Dover, fought on St. Bar¬ 
tholomew’s day (24 Aug. 1217), Narford was 
present; aUd, to commemorate the victory, 
he founded, at his wife's desire, a hospital for 
thirteen poor men, one master, and four chap- 
labs, by the side of his earlier foundation at 


Lingerescroft. His cousin Geoffrey, bishop 
of Ely, dedicated the linusi to St. Bartholo¬ 
mew in 1221 (Mon. Angl. vi. 4S7). After 
Narford’s death the master, at his widow’s 
' wish, took the Austin habit, and was called 
Prior of the Canons of St. Mary de Pratis; 

I in 1230 Henry HI accepted the patronage of 
the house and made it an abbev (ti. vi. 488). 

When Hubert de Burgh became chief 
justiciar, Narford was made chief constable 
of Dover ( ib. vi. 487), and received a salary 
of twenty marks a year (Rot. Claus, i. 514). 
In 1220 he received a precept to summon 
the barons of the Cinque Ports to his court 
at Shepway (Pat. 5, lien. 3, quoted by J. 

I Lyon, ii. 203). 

1 ‘in March 1224 he received payments as 
1 an ambassador to foreign parts (Rot. Claus. 

i. 382 seq.) Narford (fled in 1225, and his 
son Nicholas succeeded to his estates (ib. 

ii. 40). 

[Rotuli Liteminn Clau'.arum, vols. i. ii.; 

, Hot. Lit. Patentinm, ed. Hardy; Lyon's Hist, 
of Dover, ii. 203; Blomoflold’s Hist, of Nor¬ 
folk, vols. v. x.; Monaslioon Anglicunum, vi. 
486 sen ; Harl. MS. 294. f. 148 5, No. 2898.] 

I M. B. 

I NARRIEN, JOHN (1782-1860), astro¬ 
nomical writer, was the son of a stonemason, 
and was bom at Chertsey, in Surrey, b 1782. 
He kept for some years an optician’s shop in 
1 Pall Mall, and his talents having procured 
1 him friends and patronage, he was nominated 
in 1814 one of the teaching staff of the Royal 
1 Military College at Sandhurst. Promoted 
in 1820 to he mathematical professor in the 
senior department, he was long the virtual 
head of the establishment. His useful and 
honourable career terminated with his re¬ 
signation, on the failure of Ms eyesight, in 
1868. He was elected a fellow of the Royal 
Society b 1840, and retired from the Royal 
Astronomical Society b 1858. He died at 
Kensbgton on SO March 1860, aged 77. He 
had lost his wife eight years previously. 

I He published in 1833 ‘ An Historical Ae- 
, count of the Origin and Progress of Astro¬ 
nomy,’ a work of considerable merit and 
research; and compiled a series of mathe- 
' matical text-books for use in Sandhurst Col- 
| lege, of whioh the prbcipal were entitled 
‘ Elements of Geometry/ London, 1842; 
j ‘ Practical Astronomy and Geodesy/ 1846; 
and 1 Analytical Geometry/ 1846. He ob- 
; served the partial solur eclipse of 6 May 1846, 
at the observatory of Sandhurst College 
(Monthly Notices , vi. 240). 

[Monthly Notices Royal Astron. Soe. xviii. 
! 100, ixi. _102; Ann. Reg. 1860, p. 475; AJ.H- 
bone's Critical Diet, of,English Literature ; Ob¬ 
servatory, xi, 300 (W. T. Lynn).] A. M, O. 
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NARY, CORNELIUS (1660-1788), Irish 
catholic divine, was born in co, Kildare in 
1660, and received liis early education at 
Naas in the same county. lie was ordained 
priest by the Bishop of Ossory at Kilkenny 
in 1682, and soon afterwards entered the 
Irish College in Paris, of which he was sub¬ 
sequently provisor for seven years. "While 
in Tatis‘he graduated doctor of divinity in 
the university in 1694, and he was also twice 
appointed procurator of the German or Eng¬ 
lish ‘ Nation ’ at the university of Paris, and, 
as such, was for the time being a member 
of the academic governing body. Leaving 
France about 1096, he went to London, where 
he acted for a while as tutor to the Earl of 
Antrim, an Irish catholic peer; but after¬ 
wards removing to Dublin, he was arrested 
and imprisoned for his religion in 1702. In 
the ‘ Eegistry of Popish Clergy' for 1708-4 
he is described os popish parish priest of 
St. Michan, and so he remained until his 
death, at the age ofseventy-eightj on 3 March 
1788. He is described by Hams, the editor 
of Sir James Ware’s ‘ Works,' as ‘ a man of 
learning and of a good character.’ 

An anonymous mezzotint portrait is men¬ 
tioned by Bromley. 

He was the author of the following works: 
1. ‘A Modest and True Account of the 
Chief Points in Controversy between the 
Roman Catholicks and the Protestants,’ Ant¬ 
werp and London, 1699, 8vo. 2. ‘ Prayers 
and Meditations, 1 'Dublin,1706,12mo. 3. ‘The 
New Testament translated into English from 
the Latin, with Marginal Notes,’ Loudon, 
1706 and 1718, 8vo. 4. ‘ Rules and Godly 
Instructions,’ Dublin, 1716, 12mo. 6. ‘A 
Brief History of St. Patrick’s Purgatory 
and its Pilgrimages; written in favour of 
those who are curious to know the Particu¬ 
lars of that famous Place and Pilgrimage, so 
much celebrated in Antiquity,’Dublin, 1718, 
12 mo. 6. 1 A Catechism for the use of the 
Parish,’ Dublin, 1718,12mo. 7. ‘ A Letter 
to His Grace Edward ; Lord Archbishop of 
Tuam, in answer to his charitablo Address 
to all who are of the Communion 'of the 
Church of Rome,’Dublin, 1719,1720,1728, 
8 vo. 8. ‘A New History of the "World, 
containing an Historical and Chronological 
Account of the Times and Transactions from 
the Oreation to the Birth of Christ, accord¬ 
ing to the Computation of the Septuagint,’ 
Dublin, 1720, fol. 9. ‘The Case of the 
Catholics of Ireland,’ Dublin, 1724, 

He was also the author of several contro¬ 
versial pamphlets and the translator of 
others, and left in manuscript a work en¬ 
titled ‘ An Argument skewing the Difficul¬ 
ties in Sacred Writ as well m the Old as 


New Testament; ’ ho is also stated by Ander¬ 
son (Sketches of the Native Irish ) to have 
published a short ‘ History of Ireland.’ 

[Harris’s Works of Sir James Ware; Bat- 
tersby's Dublin Jesuits; Anderson’s Sketches of 
the Native IriBh; Bellesheim’s Geschichte der 
Katholisohen Kirche in Irland, vol. ii.; Webb’s 
Compendium of Irish Biography.] P. L. N. 

NASH, FREDERICK (1782-186G), 
water-colour painter, was bom in Lambeth, 
London, on 28 March 1782. He was the son 
of a builder, and at an early age became a 
pupil of Thomas Malton the younger [q. v.j, 
although a wealthy relative had offered to 
give him a legal education. He studied also 
at th8 Royal Academy, and began to exhibit 
there in 1800 by sending a druwing of ‘ The 
North Entrance of Westminster Abbey.’ 
He was afterwards employed by Sir Robert 
Smirke [q. v.] the architect, and between 1801 
und 1809 ho made some of the drawings for 
Britton and Brayley’s ‘Beauties of England 
and Wales,’ and for Britton’s ‘Architectural 
Antiquities.’ In 1807 he was appointed 
architectural draftsman to the Society of 
Antiquaries. He had three drawings in 
the first exhibition of the Associated Artists 
in Water-Colours in 1808, and in 1809 ex¬ 
hibited six drawings as a momber of that 
short-lived society. These included two in¬ 
teriors of Westminster Abbey, the west front 
of St. Paul's, and a large drawing of the 
choir of Canterbury Cathedral. In 1810 he 
was elected an associate, and six months 
later a full member, of the Society of 
Painters in Water-Colours; he seceded in 
1812, in consequence of his disapproval of 
certain changes made in its constitution, hut 
he was re-elected in 1824. 

His first published work was ‘ A Series of 
Views of the Collegiate Chapel of St. George 
at Windsor/ 1806, drawn and etched by 
himself, and finished in aquatint by Frederick 
C. Lewis and others, This was followed 
by ‘Twelve Views of the Antiquities of 
London/ 1805-10. In 1811 he exhibited a 
fine drawing of the ‘ Interior of Westmin¬ 
ster Abbey, with a funeral procession, which 
was highly praisod by Benjamin West, and 
in 1812 some of the drawings which were 
engraved in Ackermann’s ‘History of the 
University of Oxford/ 1814. In 1818 and 
1816 appeared the drawings of Glastonbury 
Abbey and the Tower of London, in 1816 
those of Malmesbury Abbey, and in 1818 
those of the Temple Church, all made for 
the ‘ Vetusta Monumenta.’ He visited 
Switzerland in 1816, and in 1819 hogan the 
serips of drawings of P.aris and Versailles, 
which were engraved by John Pye, John 
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Byrne, Edward flnod.ill, Robert Walli-, 
William It. Smith, George Cooke, and others, 
for his 1 Pirtuie-que Views of the City of 
Paris and its Environs,’ publi-hed between 
1820 and 1823. In 1821 be exhibited bis 
drawings of Tewlte-bury Abbey, also made 
for the ‘Vetusta -Monumenta.' lie was 
again in Paris in 1824 to nuke a series of 
drawings of its environs for M. J. F. d’Os- 
tervald, and in 1825 he returned thither 
with Sir Thomas Lawrence, whom he as¬ 
sisted by painting the accessories in n por¬ 
trait group of Louis XVTII and the French 
royal family. He had previously painted in 
oil, and among the works which he con¬ 
tributed to the British Institution between 
1812 and 1852 was a picture representing 
‘The Enthronation of King George the 
Fourth,' exhibited in 1824, and engraved 
in mezzotint by Charles Turner. In 
1824 he exhibited at the Society of Pointers 
in Water-Colours a very large drawing 
of the ‘Interior of Westminster Abbey,’ 
this time with a royal procession, and in 
1325 a ‘ View of Calais Harhour.’ A view 
of ‘Paris from Pere-La-Chaise,’ engraved by 
Edward Finden, appeared in the ‘ Literary 
Souvenir’ for 1825. In 1828 he sent six 
drawings of Durham Cathedral, and in 1829 
•seven drawings of the ruins of St. Mary’s 
Abbey, York; the latter ho drew on stone 
for the * Vetuata Munumenta.’ In 1830 he 
was sketching in Normandy, and he ex¬ 
hibited some views in the Netherlands, of 
which ‘ The Packet Boat entering the Har¬ 
hour of Ghent ’ was engraved by Edward 
Goodnll for the 1 Literary Souvenir 1 of 1831. 
Nosh retired to Brighton in 1881, hut con¬ 
tinued to send drawings to the Royal 
Academy until 1847, and to the Society of 
Painters in “Water-Colours until 1850, his 
contributions to the latter exhibition num¬ 
bering in all nearly five hundred. 

The subjects of Nash’s later works were 
generally drawn from the locality in which 
he lived and the adjacent parts of Sussex. 
While painting a view of Arundel, in 1837, 
he had a narrow escape from being killed by 
the fall of a stack of chimneys through the 
roof of the room in which he was at work. In 
1837 he made a tour on the Moselle, and in 
1843 visited the Rhine. His usual practice 
was to make and colour on the spot three 
drawings of the subject which he had in 
hand, one representing the effects of early 
morning, another that of midday, and a 
third that of evening, His later style, 
which commenced with his Paris views, 
although lighter in touch and brighter in 
colour, did not equal that of his earlier 
drawings, whose grandeur of effect led 


Turner to pronounce Nash to be the finest 
architectural painter of his day. 

Nash died at 4 Montpellier Road, Brighton, 
from an attack of bronchitis, on 5 Dec. 1830, 
and was buried there in the extra-mural 
cemetery. The contents of his studio, in¬ 
cluding the palette of Sir Thomas Lawrence, 
were subsequently sold at Brighton. 

The South Kensington Museum pos- 
i ses=es four examples of his art : ‘ The 
1 Waterworks at Versailles,’* Tintem Abbey,’ 
‘ Distant View of London from Holloway,’ 
and a ‘ View of the Mansion House and the 
Poultry, looking down Oheapside.’ 

[Ait Journal, notice by J. J. Jenkins, 1857, 
p. 81; Redgrave’s Diet, of Artists of tho Eng¬ 
lish School, 1878 ; Rogst’s History of the Old 
Water-Colour Society, 1891 ; Royal Academy 
Exhibition Catalogues, 1800-47; Exhibition 
Cataloguos of the Society of Painters in Water- 
Colours, 1810-1856; British Institution Ex¬ 
hibition Catalogues [Living Artists), 1812- 
1852.] R. E. G. 

NASH, JOHN (1752-1835), architect, of 
Welsh extraction, was horn in 1762, at Car¬ 
digan in Wales, or, according to another 
account, in London. He was placed by his 
aronts os pupil to Sir Robert Taylor [q. v.], 
ut on leaving him he discontinued the pro¬ 
fession of an architect, and retired to ft pro¬ 
perty neaT Carmarthen. About 1793 he was 
1 induced bv his former fellow-pupil, Samuel 
I Pepys Cockerell [q. v.], and others, to resume 
practice as an architect. He soon obtained 
a large local practice in publio and private 
architecture, extending rapidly throughout 
the country. Among his early works were 
the county gaol, Cardigan (1798), the county 
gaol, Hereford (1797), the west front and 
chapter-house of the cathedral at St. David’s 
(1798), and various private commissions, such 
os Sundridge in Kent, Luseombe in Devon¬ 
shire, Killymore Castle in county Tyrone, 
Childwall Hall, Lancashire, and alterations 
or additions to Corsham House in Wiltshire, 
Bulstrode in Buckinghamshire, Hale Hall in 
Lancashire, See. In 1814, at the celebration 
of the peace by fireworks and other enter¬ 
tainments in St. James's Park, Nash de¬ 
signed the temporary bridge over the lake 
(which remained for some years after), and 
also the Temple of Concordia in the Green 
Park. 

Nash had by this time obtained as an archi¬ 
tect a large snare of the patronage of royalty, 
the nobility and gentry, and public bodies, 
and became the favourite architect of the 
prince regent. He designed or remodelled 
numbers of mansions, bridges, market-places, 
See. _ It is, however, with his share in London 
architectural improvements that his name 
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will be inseparably connected. "When the 
crown in January 1811 re-entered into pos¬ 
session of tbe land known as Marylebone 
Park an act of parliament was obtained to 
form a public pnrkthere and to build on the 
ground adjoining it. The plans were made 
by Nash, who obtained tbepremium of 1,0002, 
offered by the treasury in 1798. Nash also 
designed the ten-aces along the edge of the 
park (except Cornwall and Minister Terraces); 
fn these he followed out a design previously 
adopted by the brothers Adam, of uniting 
several houses in a single facade, faced with 
stucco. A special clause was inserted iu the 
leases whereby the lessees covenanted to 
renew the stucco exteriors every 4th August 
during their lease. The park was christened 
the Hegent’s Park. Park Orescent and 
Square, with Albany and other adjoining 
streets, were also erectedfromNssh’s designs. 
He also projected the Regent’s Canal, con¬ 
necting the Thames at Limehouse with the 
Grand Junction Canal at Paddington. This 
was commenced in October 1812, and finally 


completed in August 1820. 

A desire was now felt to make a wide 
street as a means of communication from 
Carlton House, the residence of the prince 
regent, to the Regent’s Park. An act of par¬ 
liament for this important work was obtained 
in 1818, and the new street was nearly com¬ 
pleted in 1820. The street started from 
Carlton House, sweeping away St. Alban's 
Street and the rest of the small streets known 
as St. James's Market; it then crossed Picca¬ 
dilly, and, following the course of the old 
Swallow Street, was originally intended to 
open straight into Portland Place. Foley 
House and its grounds, on which the Lang- 
ham Hotel now stands, were purchased by 
Nash for this purpose at a price of 70,0002., 
but he subsequently altered his plan through 
a disagreement with Sir James Langham, 
and diverted the new street so as to make 
a sharp turn into Portland Place. At this 
turn Nash built All Souls’ Church, to ter¬ 
minate the view up the new street, which 
was christened Regent Street, This church, 
with its pointed spire and round colonnade, 
which was advanced unduly forward towards 
the street, was the butt of many caricaturists 
of the period. For the buildings Nash adopted 
his former principle of several single facades; 
these gave a continuous architectural effect, 
but owing to the great length of the street 
became featureless and monotonous, Among 
the important features of Nash’s design was 
the Quadrant, extending from Glasshouse 
Street to Piccadilly, consisting of two rows 
of shops with projecting colonnades. The 
colonnades, however, in themselves a very 
vol. xrv. 


striking piece of architecture, were removed 
iu 1818 at the request of the shopkeepers, and 
for other public reasons. Among the build¬ 
ings erected by Nash in this street were the 
Argyll Rooms (burnt down in 1884), and a 
spacious residence, situated halfway between 
Piccadilly Circus and Waterloo Place, on the 
east side, which he built for himself; ha re¬ 
moved to it from his former house at 29 Dover 
Street, Piccadilly, and resided there until he 
retired from the profession. To this house 
he added a picture gallery, decorated with 
copies of paintings by Raphael, to make 
which he obtained tbe special permission of 
the pope, and employed artists for four years 
at Rome. The house subsequently passed 
through various hands, was known at one 
time as 'The Gallery of Illustration,’ and 
was the temporary home of the Constitu¬ 
tional and Junior Constitutional Clubs. 
Nash also altered and enlarged the opera- 
house in the Haymarket (pulled down in 
1898), and added the arcade and colonnade. 
He designed the Haymarket Theatre; the 
Gallery of British Artists, Suffolk Street 
(with James Elmes [q. v.l); the Church of 
St. Mary, Haggerston; the United Service 
Club, Pall Mall; the east wing of Carlton 
House Terrace; and he completed the laying 
out of St. James’s Purk. Nask was employed 
by tbe prince regent to repair and enlarge 
Buckingham House ; contrary to the inten¬ 
tion of parliament in voting the money, this 
resulted in its complete reconstruction as 
Buckingham Palace (again altered by Ed¬ 
ward Blore [q. v.J after the accession of 
Queen Victoria). One of the features of 
Nash’s design was a large entrance archway, 
modelled on the arch of Constantine at Rome; 
but this was removed to Cumberland Gate, 
Hyde Park, in 1850-1, and is generally known 
as the Marble Arch. Nash also designed tbe 
entrance to the Royal Mews in Buckingham 
Palace Road. lie was further employed 
by the prince regent in making extensive 
alterations and additions to the Pavilion at 
Brighton, About 1881 Nash retired from 
business, and went to reside at East Cowes 
Castle, Isle of Wight, which lie had erected 
in earlier days for himself. He died there 
on 18 May 1886, in his eighty-third year. 

Few architects have been given such 
opportunities of distinction as Nash, but it 
cannot be said that he proved himself quite 
worthy of them. Regent Street ranks among 
the great thoroughfares of the world, but its 
architecture is its least satisfactory feature. 
Never original in hie ideas, Nosh seemed de¬ 
void of any sense of grandeur or freedom in 
hie style. No one ofthe buildings designed 
by him qualifies him to rank as a great archi- 
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ti ct; and where an effect of solidify and mas- 
-ive rsjio=e is produced, it is maired by his 
perai-tent use of stucco in the same monoto¬ 
nous tint. This gave ri«e to the well-known 
epigram {Quarterly lieiieir, June 1820): 

.Auges'-Us at Roma was for building renown’d, 
i'or of m mbit hr lett what of brick lie had found; 
Hut is not o'.r -Nash, too. a very gie.it master '< 

He finds us all brick and he le,u e„ u' all [ Lister. 

Nadi mad“ irreat use of cast-iron in his 
buildings, and took out several patents for 
this purpose. 1 Ie had many pupils and assist- 
.nfe, among them being Augustus Putin 
"a. v.], who was led very much by hash’s 
advice and encouragement to the study of 
Gothic architecture. Nash was in every way 
a liberal encourage! of art and artist’*, nid 
In private life was highly esteemed; but the 
ixee»sive patronage lavished on Xa*h by- 
George IV brought him many enemies, espe¬ 
cially after the king’s death. His booiis, 
vints, and drawings, including a barge num- 
er of his original architectural designs, were 
-old by auction at Evans's, Pall Hall, on 
15 .Tilly 1885, and following days. Aportruit 
uf Nosh by Sir Thomas Lawrence is at Jesus 
College, Oxford, placed there at his own re¬ 
quest, instead of pecuniary recompense for 
work done on behalf of the college; and a 
bust of him is in the Eoyal Institute of 
British Architects. He frequently exhibited 
his designs at the Eoyal Academy. 

[PapWoitli’s Diet, of Architecture (where an 
extensive list of authorities is given); Gent, 
Mag. 1835, ii. 437; ReJgrave's Diet, of Artists.] 

L. 0. 

NASH, JOSEPH (1809-1878), water¬ 
colour painter and lithographer, son of the 
Her. Okey Nash, who kept the Manor House 
School at Croydon, was bom at Great Mar¬ 
low, Buckinghamshire, on 17 Dec. 1809. He 
was educated by his father, and at the age of 
twenty-one commenced the study of archi¬ 
tecture under the elder Pugin [see Pugin, j 
Augustus, 1762—1832], whom he accompa¬ 
nied to France, and for whose work, ‘ Paris 
and its Environs,’ 1880, he made some of 
the drawings. In the early stage of his 
career Nadi was much occupied on figure 1 
subjects illustrating the poets and novelists, 
and exhibited many drawings of that class 
with the Society of Painters in Water- 
Colours, of which he was elected an as¬ 
sociate in 1881; of these some were engraved * 
for the. 1 Keepsake,’ and similar publication?. 1 
But he earned celebrity by his picturesque 1 
views of late Gothic buildings, English and | 
foreign, which he enlivened with figures [ 
grouped to illustrate the habits of theirj 


owners in bygone days, somewhat in the 
manner of Cattermole. Hai mg at an early 
period mastered the art of lithography, Nadi 
utilised it in the production of several evcel- 
I lent publications; his ‘ Architecture of the 
| Middle Ages' appeared in 1838, and between 
1838 and 1849 his great work, in four series, 
; ‘ Mansions of England in the Olden Time,' 
j which was highly successful, and has main- 
' tain^-d its reputation. lnl846helitliographed 
, Wilkie’s * Oriental Sketches/ and in 1848 a 
9et of views of Windsor Castle from his own 
drawings. Other works to which Nash con- 
tribu ted were Lawson’s ‘ ScotlandDelineated/ 
1847-64, ‘Comprehensive Pictmes of the 
Great Exhibition of 1851/McDermot’s ‘The 
Merrie Days of England/1868-9. and ‘Eng¬ 
lish Ballads/1864. He became a full member 
of the Water-Colour Society in 1842, and 
was a constant exhibitor up to 1876, sending 
many of the original drawings for the above 
publications, with occasionally subjects from 
Shakespeare, &c. In his views of buildings 
Nash aimed chiefly at picturesque effect, pay¬ 
ing little attention to structural detail; he 
followed James Duflleld Harding [q. v.] in 
his free useof body colour, and his lithographs 
are executed in the tinted style made popular 
by that artist. He died at Hereford Road, 
Bayswater, London, 19 Deo. 1878, having a 
few months before been granted a oivil-fist, 
pension of 1007. HU only son, Joseph, is 
a painter of marine subjects, and has Men a 
member of the Royal Institute of Painters in 
Water-Colours since 1886. The South Ken¬ 
sington Museum possesses some examples of 
Nask’6 art. 

[Roget's Hist, of the Old Water-Colour Society, 
1891, ii 240; Redgrave’s Diet, of Artists; Uni¬ 
versal Cat. of Books on Art; Great Marlow parish 
register.] p. Ji. O’D. 

NASH, MICHAEL {fi. 1796), protes- 
testant conversialist, may have been the son 
of Richard Nash, who married Sarah Joyce 
on 20 Aug. 1723 at St. James's, Clerkenwi'll, 
London {Harl, Soe, Reg. xiii. 248), though a 
assagein one of his controversial pampkiots 
The Windmill Overturned, p, 43) reads like 
a confession of illegitimate birth. Nash is 
conjecturally credited with the authorship 
of 1 Stenography, or the most easy and concise 
Method of writing Shorthand, on an entire 
new Plan, adapted to every Capacity, and to 
the use of Schools/ Norwich, 1783. In 1784 
one ‘Michael Nash of Homarton, Middle¬ 
sex, gentleman/ was granted a patent speci¬ 
fication for making blacking, No. 1421. 

Although often described as a xnathodist 
minister, Nash was a member of the church of 
England. In December 1791 he was ap- 
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pointed a collector of subscriptions or can¬ 
vasser for tlie Societas Evangelica, a society 
for the maintenance of itinerant preachers; 
but be soon embroiled himself with the com¬ 
mittee by publishing an attack on the well- 
known Dr. William Romaine [q. v.] It was 
entitled ‘ Gideon's Cake of Barley Menl, a 
letter to the Rev. William Horn am e on his 
Preaching for the Emigrant Popish Clergy, 
with some Strictures on Mrs, Ilannah Moie’s 
Remarks, published for their Benefit, 1793,’ 
London, 1793. A second edition of the same 
year contains ‘another letter sent to Mr. 
Romaine prior to this, and sundry notes 
and remarks, wherein all the objections and 
replies of opponents that have come to the 
author's knowledge, are fully answered.’ ‘The 
Barley Cake defended from the Foxes . . . 
addressed to the editors of the '■ Evangelical 
Magazine,”’ appeared a few months later. 
It seems that Nash was also secretary of 
the Society for the Promotion of the French 
Protestant Bible, and in that capacity called 
on Romaine in November 1793, and failed to 
induce him to preach on behalf of the society. 
But he found shortly after that Romaine 
had preached in his own church, and made 
a collection on behalf of the French cathoiio 
refugees. 

The committee of the Societas Evangelica, 
disapproving of Nash’s attach,, dismissed 
him on 17 Jan. 1794. Subsequently one of 
the committee, a Mr. Parker, ‘of the Mews,' 
denounced Nash in ‘ A Charitable Morsel 
of Unleavened Bread for the Author of 
. . . Gideon’s Coke of Barley Meal,’ 1793, 
and Nash retaliated in ‘An Answer . . . 
proving that Pamphlet to he a Beast with 
Seven Heads, end Thirty Homs or False¬ 
hoods,’ London, 1793. and in ‘ The ’Windmill 
Overturned by the Barley Cake . ,. with a 
Faithful Narrative of the Dark Transactions 
of a Religious Society called Societas Evnu- 
gelica,’ London, 1794. On page 19Nash claims 
to be extremely loyal, and to have sent 
through. Lord Salisbury to the king expres¬ 
sions of loyalty in a manuscript which he 
himself valued at fifty guineas, and which 
waB graciously received. Nash's strong pro- 
testant sympathies are revealed in his latest 
extant tract, ‘The Ignis Fatuus or Will o’ the 
Wisp at Providence Chapel Detected and 
Exposed, with a Seasonable Caution to his 
infatuated Admirers to avoid the Bogs of 
his Ambiguous Watch Word and Lying 
Warning,’ London, 1798, an attack on Wit 
liarn Huntington [q. v.] Other tracts by 
Nash of the same kind are extant. 

[Cndog.in’s Life of William Romaine in "Works, 
vol. vij,; Nash's Tracts ut supra; Evangelical 
Magazine, 1703, i. 83, contains a short review 


[ of Gideon’s Cake of Barley Meal; Reuss’s Alpha¬ 
betical Reg Bter; Watt's Bibl. Brit.; Wemhj- 
Gibson’s Bibl. of Shorthand.] W. A. S. 

NASH, RICHARD, Buatt Nash (1674- 
1761), born at Swansea on 18 Oct. 1674, was 
the son of Richard Nash, a native of Pem¬ 
broke, who, as partner in a glass-house at 
Swansea, had earned the means of giving hie 
son an excellent education. It was commonly 
stated, by Dr. Cheyne among others, that 
Nash had no father, and the Duchess of Marl¬ 
borough ones twitted him with the obscurity 
of his Dirth; but Nash rejoined with charac¬ 
teristic felicity, 1 Madam, I seldom mention 
my father in company, not beoause Ihave any 
reason to be ashamed of him, but because he 
has some reason to be ashamed of me.’ The 
‘Beau's’ mother was niece to Colonel John 
Poyer [q, v.] 

After some years spent at Carmarthen 
grammar Bchool Nash matriculated from 
Jesus College, Oxford, on 19 March 1691-2; 
but he left the university without a degree. 
His father next purchased him a pair of 
colours in the army, and Nash dressed the 
part, says Goldsmith, ‘ to the very edge of 
his finances;’ but he soon found that ‘the 
profession of arms required attendance and 
duty, and often encroached upon those hours 
he could have wished to dedicate to softer 
purposes.’ He accordingly reverted to tli6 
law, for which profession he had originally 
been intended, and entered as a student of 
the Inner Temple in 1C03. There he dis¬ 
tinguished himself by his good manners, by 
his taste in dress, and by leading so gay 'a 
life without visible means of support thgt 
his most iutinmte friends suspected him of 
being a high wayman. He was selected by the 
students of the Middle Temple to superin¬ 
tend the pageant which they exhibited before 
William HI in 1696, and displayed so much 
skill in the matter that William offered to 
knight him. Nash, however, evaded the 
honour by the remark, ‘ If your majesty is 
pleased to make me a knight, I wish it may 
be one of your poor knights at Windsor, for 
then I shall have a fortune at least able to 
support my title.’ He is said to have been 
oflered a knighthood subsequently by Queen 
Anne, but refused to receive the distinction, 
simultaneously with Sir William Read ("q, v.l 
theempiricaloculist. Betweenl696and 1706 
he must have been reduced to strange ex¬ 
pedients in quest of a livelihood, A favourite 
resource was the acceptance of extravagant 
wagers, such as that ho would ride through 
a village on cowback naked. On one occa¬ 
sion he won fifty guineas by standing at the 
great door of York Minster as the congrega¬ 
tion came out, clad only in a blanket. To 
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the gaming tables he was soon indebted 
for a handsome addition to hie income, and 
his addiction to gambling drew him to Bath 
in 1703, 

Bath had been rendered fashionable as a 
health resort by Queen Anna's v isit in 1 / 03 
(cf. art. Vesker, Touiis). But the wealthy 
and leisured visitors found no arrange¬ 
ments made for their comfort or amusement. 
Dancing was conducted on the bowling- 
green; there was no assembly, and no coda 
of etiquette, nor of dress; men smoked in 
the presence of the ladies who met for tea and 
cards ina canvas booth; gentlemen appeared 
ut the dance in top-boots, and ladies m white 
aprons; the lodgings, for which exorbitant 
prices were charged, were mean and dirty; 
the sedan chairmen were rude and uncon¬ 
trolled ; there was no machinery for introduc¬ 
tions : the gentlemen habitually wore swords, 
and duals were frequent. In 1704 Captain 
Webster, a gamester, had endeavoured to im¬ 
prove matters bv establishing a series of sub¬ 
scription balls at the town-hall; but Webster 
was killed in a duel shortly after Nash’s ar¬ 
rival. Nash soon resolved to correct the pro¬ 
vincial tone of the place, and, as an agreeable 
and ingenious person of organising capacity, 
he obtained a paramount influence among the 
visitors. He readily obtained the goodwill 
of the corporation, and engaged a good band 
of music; ne then set on loot a subscription 
of a guinea, subsequently raised to two 
guineas, per annum, provided an assembly 
house, drew up a code of rules, and caused 
them to be posted in the pump-room, which 
was henceforth put under the care of an 
officer called 1 the pumper.’ The company 
consequently increased; new houses of a more 
ambitious type began to be built, and in 1706 
Nash Taised 18,0001. by subscription for re¬ 
pairing the roads in the neighbourhood of the 
city. Hb also conducted a successful crusade 
against the. practice of habitually wearing 
swords, against duelling, against informali¬ 
ties of dre«s, promiscuous smoking, the bar¬ 
barities of the chairmen, and the exorbitant 
charges of the lodging-house keepers, His 
command of the hand gave him the control 
of the hours for the balls and assemblies, and 
his judicious regulations were despotically en¬ 
forced. Royalty in the person of the Princess 
Amelia was compelled to submit to his au¬ 
thority, and deviations from his code hyper- 
sons of inferior rank were severely dealt with. 
It is related how on one occasion the Duchess 
of Queensbery came one night to the as¬ 
sembly in a white apron. Nash, on perceiv¬ 
ing this infringement of his rules, promptly 
approached her grace, and, with every ges¬ 
ture of profound respect, untied her apron, 


and threw it among the ladies women on the 
back benches, observing that such a garment 
was proper only for Abigails. By such dis¬ 
plays Nash arrived at the position of un¬ 
questioned autocrat of Bath and 1 arbiter 
elegantiaruin.’ He became formally known 
as master of the ceremonies, and informally as 
, king of Bath. The corporation hung his por- 
i trait, by Hoare, in the pump-room, between 
the busts of Newton and Pope, a proceeding 
which occasioned Chesterfield’s epigram s 

This picture plac’d the basts between, 
Gives satyr all his strength; 

"Wisdom and wit ore little seen, 

But folly at full length. 

(The various reasons given for disputing 
Chesterfield’s authorship in 1741 are quite 
inconclusive. See Notes and Queries, othser. 
xi. 337). 

Nash now had his levfie, his flatterers, his 
buffoons, and even his dedicators. His vanity 
was proportionately large; he habitually tra¬ 
velled in a post chariot, drawn by six greys, 
with outriders, footmen, and French horns; 
his dress was covered with the most expen¬ 
sive embroidery and lace; he always wore an 
immense cream-coloured beaver hat, and as¬ 
signed as a reason for this singularity that 
he did so to secure it from being stolen. In 
1737 his reputation suffered considerably by 
his failure to recover the commission due to 
him on winnings at the gaming tables from 
Walter Wiltshire, lessee of the Assembly 
| Rooms, the court deciding that the compact 
was immoral. In 1738, however, Nash took 
a leading part in the welcome given by the 
city to Frederick, prince of Wales, in me¬ 
mory of whose visit he erected an obelisk, 
for which, after some correspondence, he in¬ 
duced Pope, who had described him as an im¬ 
pudent fellow, to write the inscription. 

In addition to being a sleeping partner 
in Wiltshire’s, and very possibly in other 
gambling-houses in the city, Nash was him¬ 
self a regular frequenter of the gaming tables, 
at which he made large sums, until by the act 
of 1740 severe penalties were enacted against 
all games of ohance. He managed to evade 
thelaw for a time by the invention of new 
games, among which one called E 0 beoame 
the favourite; but in 1746 a more stringent 
law was passed. His income now became 
very precarious,. and as a new generation 
sprang up, to which Nash was a stranger, his 
splendour gradually faded. Embittered by 
neglect, he lost the remainder of his popu¬ 
larity, and about 1768 the corporation voted 
him an allowance of 10/. a month. He long 
occupied a house in St. John’s Court, known 
as the Garrick’s Head, and subsequently 
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rented bv Mrs. Delaney, but moved to a 
smaller liouse near to it in Gascoyne Place, 
before bis death, at the Rge of eighty-seven, 
on 3 Feb. 1701. The corporation having voted 
507. towards his funeral, he was buried with 
great pomp on 8 Feb. in Bath Abbey, whore a 
monumental tablet bears an epitaph written 
by Dr. Henry Harington [q.v7| A long epi- 
tapli was also composed byNasli’e old friend, 
Dr. William Oliver, and an elaborate ‘ Epi- 
tapbium Kicardi Nash ’ by Dr. William King, 
principal of St. Mary Hall, Oxford (all three 
are pnnted in Bichard Warner’s ‘Modem 
History of Bath,’ 1801, pp. 870-2). 

‘ Nature,' says Goldsmith, * had by no 
means favoured Mr. Nash for a beau garqon; 
his person was clumsy, too large and awk¬ 
ward, and his features harsh, strong, and 
peculiarly irregular; yet, even with these 
disadvantages lie made love, became a uni¬ 
versal admirer, and was universally admired. 
He was possessed at least of some requisites 
as a lover. He had assiduity, flattery, fine 
cloaths, and as much wit as the ladies he 
addressed.’ His successes with the fair sex ex¬ 
tended to Miss Fanny Murray, whose charms 
were supposed. to nave inspired Wilkes’s 
famous ‘ Essay on Woman ’ (see Notes and 
Queries, 4th ser. iv. 1). 

Nash’s foibles were compensated by many 
sterling qualities. According to Goldsmith, 
his virtues sprang from an honest, benevolent 
mind, and his vices from too much good 
nature. 'With Balph Allen and Dr. Oliver, 
he was mainly instrumental in establishing 
the mineral-water hospital at Bath, He is 

S d for the great care he took of young 
, whom he attended at the balls at the 
assembly-room, and warned against adven¬ 
turers like himself. He was free alike from 
meanness and brutality, and the Btories 
of hia generosity at the gaming table are 
numerous. The humorous author of the 
anonymous life of Quin, published in 1760, 
describes Nash as in everything original: 
‘There was a whimsical refinement m his 
erson, dress, and behaviour, which was 
ahitual to and sat so easily upon him that 
no stranger who came to Bath ever expressed 
any surprise at his uncommon manner and 
appearance.’ Many of his sayings have found 
their way into familiar collections. Qis flow 
of conversation was irresistible, and examples 
of his monologue en gasconade have been pre¬ 
served in tbe ‘ Gentleman’s Magazine ’ and 
elsewhere. Ho was notorious as a scoffer at 
religion, but on one occasion he was effec¬ 
tually silenced by John Wesley (Wesley, 
Journal, 5 June 1789). 

Nash’s portrait, by Ho i re, engraved by A. 
Walton, is prefixed to Goldsmith’s ‘Life.’ 


Another portrait, painted by T. Hudson in 
1740, has been engraved by Greatbatoh and 
by J. Faber. 

[Goldsmith’sadmirably written Life of Bichard 
Nash, bought by Newbery for 147., and published 
in 1762, was added by Dr. Johnson to nis select 
library, and remains a classic; but the amount of 
information contained in it is, like Nash’s own 
gold, 1 spread out as thinly and as far as it would 
go.’ 0 oldsmith speaks, h owever, as if he had been 
personally acquainted with the ‘ Bean.’ An excel¬ 
lent memoir appeared in the Gentleman’s Maga¬ 
zine for 1762. See also Anstey’s New Bath Guide 
for 1762; Newbery’s Biog. Mag. 1776, pp. 489, 
600; Hist. MSS. Comm. 11th Bop. App v. 327 
(a letter from Lord Orrery giving an account of 
Bath in 1731); Wright’s Historic Bath; Peach’s 
Historic Houses in Bath, 44-6 ; Doran’s Me¬ 
mories of our Great Towns, 83-9; Lewis Mel- 
villa’s Bath under Beau Nash, 1907; Lon- 
don Mag. xxxi. 616-17; Univ, Mag. xxxi. 266; 
Blackwood’s Mag. xlviii. 773; Grace Wharton's 
Wits and Beaux of Society; Leeky’s Hist, of 
England, ii. 64; Bichard Warner’s Literary Be- 
collections, vol. ii. passim; Chambers’s Book of 
Days, i. 217-18; Letters of Henrietta, Countess 
of bnffolk, ed. Crokor, ii. 114 sq.; Elwin and 
Courthope’s Pope; James Hervey’s Life, 1772, 
pp. 163,179; Ann. Beg. xx. 176. Nash’s history 
has also bsen treated with discernment in two 
modern novels, Mrs. Hibbert Ware’s King of Bath 
and Mary Deane's Mr. Zinzan of Bath.] T. S. 

NASH or NASHE, THOMAS (1687- 
1601), author, son of William Nash, * mi¬ 
nister,’ and Margaret, his second wife, was 
baptised at Lowestoft in November 1667. 
According to Nash’B own account the family 
was of Herefordshire origin, and boasted 
‘ longer pedigrees than patrimonies’ {Lenten 
Stuffe). His father, who is called in the 
Lowestoft parish register ‘ preacher’ as well 
as ‘minister,’ seems to have been curate 
there, and never obtained preferment. Tho¬ 
mas describes him as putting ‘ good meat in 
poor men's mouths’ (Have with you to Saffron 
Walden, ed. Grosart, iii. 189). Two older 
sons, Nathaniel (1663-1666) and Israel (6. 
1666), were horn at LoweRtoft, os well as 
four daughters, Mary (b, 1602), Bobecca ( b. 
1678), and two named Martha, who both died 
in infancy, The nomenclature of the chil¬ 
dren suggests that the parents inclined to 
Puritanism, The father survived his son 
Thomas, and was buried in Lowestoft Church 
on 26 Aug. 1603. 

_ In October 1582 Nash matriculated os a 
sizar at St. John’s College, Cambridge, having 
possibly resided there a year or two before. 
In his youth he described his college (in 
Boger Ascham’s phrase) as at one time ‘ an 
university within itself’ (Epistle to Mena- 
phon ); and in his latest work he declared 
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that he • loved it still, for it ever was and 
is the sweetest nur->e of knowledge in all 
that university’ (Lentui Stuffe, v. 241). 
Some Latin verses on Ccclesia-tes (xli. 1), 
b) himself and fellow-scholars belonging to 
the Lady Margaret Foundation, are preserved 
at the Record Office ( Cal. State Papers, Dom. 
Addenda, 1580-1625, p. 166). He graduated 
B. A. in 1585-6, and remained at Cambridge, 
he states, for ‘ seven vere together, lacking a 
quarter.’ ‘ It is weft known,’ he wrote, ‘ I 
might have beenafellowif lhad would’(2Tore 
Kith you to Saffron Walden, iii. 189). His 
malignant foe, Gabriel Ilurvey, represents his 
academic career as briefer and less creditable. 
He is charged by Harvey with habitually 
insulting the townsmen, ‘ insomuch that to 
this day [they] call every untoward scholar of 
whom there is great hope “ a verie Nashe.” ’ 
After graduating (Harvey proceeds) he ‘ had 
a hand in a show called '• Terminus et non 
Terminus,” for which ‘ his partner in it was 
expelled the college.’ Hash ‘played in it’ 
(Harvey conjectured) 1 the varlet of clubs.... 
Then, suspecting that he should be staiedfor 
cgregie Humus, and not attain the next degree, 
said he had commenced enough, and eo forsook 
Cambridge, being bachelor of the third year ’ 
( Habvet, Trimming of Thomas Nashe). In 
Clerke’s ‘Polimanteia’ (1591) the university 
of Cambridge is reproached with having been 
‘unkind’to Kadi in ‘weaninghim before his 
time.’ The words may merely mean that he 
left before proceeding to the degree of M.A. 
That he contrived to make a hasty tour 
through France and Italy before seriously 
seeking a profession in his own country is 
to be inferred from a few passages in the 
works assigned to him (cf. The Unfortunate 
Traveller, v. 65 su.) 

By 1588 Hash had settled in London. A 
fair classical scholar, and an appreciative 
reader of muchforeign and English literature, 
he resolved to seek a livelihood by his pen. 
Robert Greene, Lodge, Daniel, and Marlowe, 
whose acquaintance he early made, were at¬ 
tracted by Ms sarcastic temper and his over¬ 
mastering scorn of pretentious ignorance and 
insincerity. But with these stem character¬ 
istics he combined some generous traits. Sir 
George Carey [q.v.L heir of the first Lord 
Hunsdon, recognised his promise, and to Sir 
George’s wife and daughter respectively he 
dedicated in grateful language his ‘ Christes 
Teares’and his'Terrors of the Kight.’ He 
seems to have resided for a time at Carey’s 
house at Beddington, near Croydon. In 1592 
he wrote that ‘fear of infection detained me 
with my lord in the country’ (Pierce Penni- 
lesse, 2nd ed. Epistle). Nash also made deter¬ 
mined efforts to gain the patronage of the 


Earl of Southampton, ne once tasted (he 
wrote) ‘ in his forsaken extremities ’ the 
‘ full spring’ of the earl’s liberality, and paid 
him a visit in the Isle of Wight, of which 
the earl was governor and Sir George Carey 
captain-general ( Terrors of the Night, 1594). 
To Southampton Nash dedicated his ‘ Unfor¬ 
tunate Traveller,’ his most ambitious produc¬ 
tion. Nash essayed, too, to attract the favour 
of the Earl of Derby, but he did not retain 
the favour of any patron long. Till his death 
he suffered the keenest pangs of poverty, and 
was (he confesses) often so reduced as to pen 
unedifying ' toyes for gentlemen,’ by which 
he probably meant licentious songs. 

His first publication was an epistle ad¬ 
dressed ‘ to the Gentlemen Students of both 
Universities,’prefixed to Greene’s romance 
of ‘ Menaphon,’ Although written earlier, 
it was not published till 1589. It is an acrid 
review of recent efforts in English literature, 
and makes stinging attacks on poetasters like 
Stanihurst, the translator of Virgil, and on 
some unnamed writers of bombastic tragedies 
in blank verse. Kyd seems to have been the 
dramatist at whom Nash chiefly aimed. His 
appreciative references to Marlowe elsewhere 
render it improbable that his censure was in¬ 
tended for that poet. Nash always appre¬ 
ciated true poetry, and his denunciation of 
those whom he viewed aa impoBtors is in this 
earliest work balanced by sympathetic refer¬ 
ences to ‘ divine Master Spencer,’ to Peele, 
to William Warner, and a few others. 

At the close of the essay Nash announced 
that he was engaged upon his ‘ Anatomie of 
Absurdities,’which was to disclose his ‘ skill 
in surgery,’ and to further inquire into the 
current ‘ diseases of Art.’ It was entered on 
the ‘ Stationers’ Registers’ 17 Sept. 1688, but 
appeared only late m 1689, with a flattering 
dedication to Sir Charles Blount (afterwards 
Earl of Devonshire) [q. v.] The title, which 
was doubtless modelled on Greene’s ‘Ana¬ 
tomie of Flatterie’ or the ‘Anatomie of 
Fortune ’ (the second title of his ‘ Arbasto’), 
ran: 'The Anatomie of Absurditie, con- 
tayning a breefe Confutation of the slender 
imputed Prayses to Feminine Perfection, 
with a short Description of the severaR Prac¬ 
tises of Youth and sundry Follies of our licen¬ 
tious Timee,' London, 1689. The booh, which 
the author describes as ' the embrion of my 
infancy’ and the outcome of a disappointment 
in love, consists of moral reflections of a 
euphuistic type, and a further supply of sar¬ 
castic reflections, on contemporary writers, 
some of whom it is difficultto identify. One 
reference to ' the Homer of Women ’ appears 
to be an unfriendly criticism of Nash’s ally, 
Robert Greene; and a contemptuous comment 
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on tliO'fi who ‘ anatomize abuses and stub up 
sinne by the roots ’ is an attack on Philip 
grubbes, the puritan author of the ‘ Anatomie 
of Abuses ’ (1583). 

At the time puritan pamphleteers under 
the pseudonym of Martin Mar-Prelate were 
■waning a desperately coarse and libellous 
war upon the bishops and episcopal church- 
g-ovemment. Nash’s hatred of puritanism 
was ingrained. His powers of sarcasm ren¬ 
dered him an effective contro verbalist. The 
frny consequently attracted him, and he en¬ 
tered it with spirit. The publisher John 
Danter doubtless encouraged him to engage 
in the strife, and Gabriel Harvey afterwards 
sneered at Nash as ‘ Danter’s gentleman.’ All 
the actors in this controversial drama wrote 
anonymously, and it is not easy to describe 
with certainty the part any one man played 
in it. Internal evidence shows that Nash’s 
customary nom de guerre was Pasquil, This 
pseudonym he probably borrowed from the 
satiric ‘Pasquil the Playne’ (1540) of Sir 
Thomas Elyot [q. v.], a writer whom he fre¬ 
quently mentioned with respect. The earliest 
of the tracts claiming to proceed from Tas- 
quil's pen seems to have been circulated in 
Aug list 1580; it was entitled‘A Counter- 
cufte given to Martin Junior, by the ven¬ 
turous, bardie, and renowned Pasquill of 
England Cauiliero. Not of olde Martin's 
making, which newlie knighted the Saints in 
Heauen, with rise uppe SiT Petur and Sir 
Paule, But latelie dubd for his seruice at 
home in the defence of his Countrey, and for 
the cleane breaking of his staffs vpon Mar¬ 
tins face. Printed between the skye and the 
grounde, wytliin a myle of an Oake, and 
not monie Eielda off from the vnpriuiledged 
Presse of the Ass-ignes of Martin Junior,’ 
4to, 1589 (cf. Brit. Bibl. ii. 124). Nash re¬ 
entered the combat in October, with 1 The 
Ileturoe of the renouned Cavaliero Pasquil, 
of England from the other side of the Seas 
and his meeting with Marforius at London 
upon the Royall Exchange, where they en¬ 
counter with a little houshold Talke of Mar¬ 
tin and Martinisme, discovering the Scabbe 
that is bredde in England, and conferring 
together about the speedie Dispersing of the 
Golden Legends of the Lives of the Saints 
..4-to, 1689. The latest contribution to the 
controversy that can safely be assigned to 
Nash was 1 The First Parte of PaBquus Apo¬ 
logia 'Wherein he renders a reason to his 
Frieudes of his long Silence, and gallops the 
fields with the treatise of Reformation, late 
written hy a fugitive, John Penrie, Anno 
Domini, 1690,’ 4to. 

Frequent references are made by Pasquil 
and other writers to PaBquil’s resolve to ex¬ 


pose exhaustively the theories and practices 
of the puritans m a volume to he entitled 
' The Lives of the Saints ’ or the new ‘ Golden 
Legend.’ He also promised in the same in¬ 
terest an 1 Owls’ Almanack ’ and ‘ The May- 

f ame of Martinisme,’ but the battle seems to 
ave ceased before these pieces of artillery 
were constructed. That Nash was respon¬ 
sible for other published attacks on Martin 
Mar-Prelate is, however, very possible. A 
marginal note in the 1 Stationers’ Registers’ 
tentatively assigns to Nash ‘ A Mirror for 
Martinists ’ (22 Dec. 1689). This was 1 pub¬ 
lished by T. T.,’ doubtfully interpreted as 
Thomas Thorpe, and ‘ printed by Iolin Wolfe, 
1590 ’ (Lambeth and Britwell). Two other 
clever pamphlets which did notable havoc on 
the enemy have been repeatedly assigned to 
Nash, with some plausibility." The first is 
‘ Martins months minde that is, a certaine 
Report and true Description of Death and 
Funeralls of olde Martin Marre-prelate, the 
great M&kebute of England and Father of the 
Factious, contayning the cause of his death, 
the manner of his buriall, and the right copies 
both of his will andsuch epitaphs as by sundrie 
his dearest friends and other nis well wishers 
■were framed for him , . August 1589, dto. 
But the fact that the dedication is addressed 
by a pseudonymous Marphoreus to ‘Pasquiu/ 
i.e. Pasquil, renders it probable that it is by 
an intimate associate of Kush, but not by 
himself (cf. Brit. Bibl. ii. 124,127). To the 
same pen should probably be allotted one 
of the latest of the Martin Mar-Prelato lucu¬ 
brations: ‘An Almond for a Parrat, or 
Cuthbert Ourry-knauesAlmes’(1690). This 
is dedicated to William Kemp [q. v.] the 
actor, and the writer claims to have travelled 
in Italy. John Lyly [q. v.] was closely as¬ 
sociated with Nash during the controversy, 
but it is unlikely that he was responsible 
for these two sparkling libels. To Lyly, 
however, should be ascribed the ‘Pappe with 
a Hatchet,’ which often figures in lists of 
Nash's works. 

In the opinion of the next generation, 
Nash’s unbridled pen chiefly led to the dis¬ 
comfiture of the ‘ Martinists.’ Many pam¬ 
phleteers claiming to be his disciples at¬ 
tempted to employ his weapons against the 
soctories of Charles I’s reign. In 1340 John 
Taylor the water-poet issued ‘ Differing Wor¬ 
ships ... or Tom Nosh his ghost (the old 
Martin queller) newly rous’d and is come to 
chide . . . nonconformists, schismatiques, 
separatists, and scandalous libellers.’ In 
1842 another disciple published ‘ Tom. Nash 
his Ghost to the three scurvy Fellowes of the 
upstart family of the Snufflers, Ruliiers, andi 
Shufflers ... a little revived since the 80 
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yeare of tlie ]ftte Queen Elizabeth -when 
I\£artin Marprelate was as mad as any of his 
Tubmen are now.' hash's ghost in a verse- 
preface claims to have ‘made the nest of 
Martins take their flight.’ On 17 Feb. 1044 
there appeared a third work of like calibre, 

1 Crop-eare curried, or Tom Nash his Ghost: 
declaring the pruining of Prinnes two last 
Parricidicall Pamphlets,’ by John Tavlor. 
hash’s ‘ merry wit,’ wrote* Izaak "Walton, I 
‘made some sport and 3uch a discovery of 
[the Martini-ts’] absurdities as—which is 
strange—he put a greater stop to these 
malicious pamphlets than a much wiser man 
had been able ’ I life of Hooker, ed. Pullen, I 
p. 203). 

"When the controversy subsided, Wash 
sought employment in more peaceful paths, 
and apparently tried his hand at poetry. 
The publisher Thomas Newman employed 
him in 1501 to edit an unauthorised edition 
of Sidney’s ‘Astrophel and Stella.’ But it 
was quickly withdrawn, and in Newman's 
revised edition of the same year Wash’s con¬ 
tributions were suppressed (cf. Arbee, Gar¬ 
ner, i. 467 seq.) In a prefatory address, en¬ 
titled • Somewhat to reade for them that 
list,’ Wash had bestowed profuse and appa¬ 
rently sincere commendations on Sidney and 
his sister, the Countess of Pembroke, and 
only showed his satiric vein when mockingly 
apologising for his ‘ witless youth ’ and ‘ the 
dulness of his style.’ More serious offence was 
probably given Dy Wash’s, or the publisher's, 
boldness in appending to Sidney’s poems 
•other noblemen 


verses by Daniel and ‘ sundry other noblemen 
and gentlemen,’ without apparently asking 
the consent of the authors. An anonymous 
poem of two stanzas, which in the unautho¬ 
rised edition concludes the collection (‘If 
floods of tears could cleanse my follies past ’), 
has been reasonably assigned to Nash himself 
(Fierce Pennilesse , ed. Collier, xxi.) These 
stanzas, transposed in order, were again 
printed with music in Dowland's ‘Second 
Booke of Songs,’ 1000. A manuscript copy 
of them is found in a printed edition of 
Nicholas Breton’s ‘Melancbolike Humours,’ 
1600, among Tanner’s hooks in the Bodleian 
Library, and there an admirable third stanza 
is added (‘Praise blindness, eyes, for seeing 
is deceit’). The additional lmes, however, 
properly belong to a separate poem, which is 
also set to music in Dowland's ‘ Second Booke,’ 
and possibly came likewise from Nash’s pen ’ 
(Shakspeare Soc. Papers, i. 76-9, ii. 62-4). 

As a professional controversialist, Nash 
was not willing to let the Martin Mar-Pre¬ 
late controversy wholly die without making 
a strenuous effort to revive it. Circumstances 
favoured his ambition. In a lame and im¬ 


potent way, Richard Ilarvey [cj. v.l, astro¬ 
loger and divine, had taken part in the latest 
stages of the warfare. He hadreeommended 
peace, but his contributions were largely cha¬ 
racterised by savage denunciations at the men 
of letters who had, he argued, irresponsibly 
embittered the strife. In his ‘Theological 
Discourse of the Lamb of God ’ (1590), and ui 
his ‘ Plain? Percevall,’ he especially singled 
out Nash, Greene, and Lvly for attack. Wash 
he openly referred to as ‘ the Cavaliero Pas- 
quir (cf. Notes and Queries, 2nd set. iv, 820 
seq.) Nash retaliated bv satirising his as¬ 
sailant’s notoriously ineffective efforts in as¬ 
trology in ‘ A wonderful, strange, and miracu¬ 
lous Astrologicall Prognostication for this 
year of our Lord God 1591, by AdamFoule- 
weather, student in Asse-tronomy,-, Lon¬ 

don, by Thomas Scarlet.’ Next year Nash’s 
triend Greene carried the dispute a step fur¬ 
ther in his ‘ Quip for an Upstart Courtier ’ by 
contemptuously describing Richard Ilarvey 
and his well-known brothers Gabriel and John 
as the sons of a poor ropemaker of Saffron 
Walden. Moreover, in his ‘ Groats worth of 
"Wit, 1 which he completed on his deathbed, 
Greene encouraged Nash to carry on the con- 
troversv by apostrophising him as ‘ young 
Juvenal, that biting satirist,’whose business 
in life it was to 1 inveigh against vain men.’ 

In the autumn Nash liberally followed 
this advice by penning his ‘Pierce Penni- 
lesse his Supplication to the Divell,’ which was 
first entered on the ‘ Stationers’ Registers ’ 
on 8 Ang. 1592. It was an uncompromising 
exposure of the deceits by which worldly 
prosperity was fostered, and satirised con- 
temporaiy society with all the bitterness of 
a disappointed aspirant to fortune. Some 
verse in the opening chapter—containing the 
lines: 

Divines and dying men may talk of hell, 

But in my heart ber several torments dwell 

—illustrates the depths of Nash's despond¬ 
ency. The couplet was effectively introduced 
into thepopularplay ‘ The Yorkshire Tragedy,’ 
1606. At the close of Nash’s pamphlet is a 
fine sonnet commending Spenser’s 'Faerie 
Queene,’ hut lamenting the omission of the 
name of a great nobleman (doubtless the Earl 
of Derby) from the list of those whom Spen¬ 
ser had commemorated in his prefatory son¬ 
nets.. ‘ Pierce Pennilesse' was first published 
by Richard Jones with a pretentious title-page 
of the publisher’s composition. The wordsran: 
‘Pierce Pennilesse his Supplication to the 
Divell. Describing the overspreading of Vice 
and the suppression of "Vevtue. Pleasantly 
interlac’d with variable delights and pathe¬ 
tically intermixt with conceipted reproofes. 
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"Written by Thomas Nash, Gentleman, Lon¬ 
don, by Richard Jhones, 1592,’ Of this 
i long-tailed' verbiage Nash disapproved, and 
he contrived that Abel Jeft’es, another sta¬ 
tioner, should issue at once a second edition 
■with the first seven words alone upon the 
title-page, along with the motto ‘ Herbaria 
grandis habere nihil.’ In a ‘ private epistle,’ 
Nash here explained that fear of the plague 
kept him from London while the hook was 
going through the press, and that he had no 
intention of attacking any save those who 
attacked him. The work was well received; 
it was six times reprinted within the year, 
and was ‘ maimedly translated ’ into Trench. 
In 1595 H. 0. (perhaps Ilenry Chettle) pub¬ 
lished a feeble imitation, entitled ‘Piers 
Plainnes seaven yeres Prcutiship.’ About 
1606, after Nash’s death, an anonymous 
writer issued on ineffective sequel, ‘ The Re- 
tume of the Knight of the Post from Hell 
with the Devils Answeare to the Supplica¬ 
tion of Piers Penniless.’ Nash had himself 
contemplated the continuation of his ‘ Piers ’ 
under some such title. Dekker, as the cham¬ 
pion of Nash’s reputation, adversely criti¬ 
cised this effort in his ‘Newes from Hell 
brought by the Divells Carrier ’ (1006). 

In one bitter passage of ‘Pierce Penni- 
lesse,’ Nash pursued his attack on the Har¬ 
veys. Immediately afterwards Gabriel Har¬ 
vey descended into the arena, avowedly to 
avenge Greene’s attacks in his ‘ Quip r on 
himself and his brothers. Greene was now 
dead, but Gabriel had no scruple in defam¬ 
ing his memory in his ‘Foure Letters and 
certain Sonnets,’ which waslioensed for pub¬ 
lication in December 1592. Nash sprang to 
the rescue, as he asserted, of his friend’s repu¬ 
tation. In his epistle to ‘ Menaphon ’ he had 
written respectfully of Gabriel Harvey as a 
writer of admirable Latin verse, and Gabriel 
Harvey had hitherto spoken courteously of 
Nash. He numbered him in his ‘Fours 
Letters’ among ‘the dear lovers and professed 
sons of the Muses,’ and had excused his on¬ 
slaughts on Richard Harvey on the ground of 
his youth. But Nosh now scorned compli¬ 
ments, and wholly devoted his next publica¬ 
tion to a vigorous denunciation of Gabriel. 
He was seeking free play for his gladiatorial 
instincts, and Ins claim to intervene solely as 
Greene’s champion cannot he acoepted quite 
literally.. In the second edition of his ‘Pierce,’ 
issued within a month of Greeno’s death, he 
had himself denounced Greene’s ‘ Groatsworth 
ofWit/hisfriend'sdyingutterance, as'ascald 
trivial lying pamphlet/ His new tract was 
entitled' Strange Newes of the Intercepting 
certaine Letters and a Conuoy of Verses as 
they were going prinilie to victuall the Low 


Countries,’i.e. tohe applied to very undignified 
purposes, London, by John Danter, 1693, The 
work was licensed for the press on 12 Jan. 
1592-3, underatitle beginning ‘The Apologie 
of Pierce Pennilesse,’ and the second edition 
of 1693 was so designated. The dedication 
was addressed to ‘ William Apis-Lapis,’ i.e. 
Bee-stone, whom Nash describes as ‘ the 
most copious Curminist of our time, and 
famous persecutor of Priscian ’ (Christopher 
Beestone, possibly son of William, was a 
well-known actor). Harvey replied to Nash’s 
strictures in his venomous ‘Pierce’s Super¬ 
erogation.’ But a novel experience for Nash 
followed. He grew troubled by religious 
doubts j his temper took a pacific turn, and 
he was anxious to come to terms with Har¬ 
vey. On 8 Sept. 1693 he obtained a license 
for publishing a series of repentant reflec¬ 
tions on the sius of himself and his London 
neighbours, called ‘Christes Teares over 
Jerusalem.’ The dedication is addressed to 
Elizabeth, wife of Sir George Carey. There 
he affected to bid ‘ a hundred unfortunate 
farewels to fantasticall satirisme, in whose 
veines heretofore I misspent my spirit and 
prodigally conspired against good houres. 
Nothmg is there now so much in my vowes as 
to he at peace with all men, and make submis¬ 
sive amends where I have most displeased.’ 
Declaring himself tired of the controversy 
with Harvey, he acknowledged in generons 
terms that he had rashly assailed Harvey’s 
‘ fame and reputation.’ But Harvey was deaf 
to the appeal; ‘ the tears of the crocodile/ 
he declared, did not move him. He at once 
renewed the battle in his ‘ New Letter of 
Notable Contents.’ In a second edition of 
his ‘ Christes Teares ’ Nash accordingly with¬ 
drew his offors of peace, and lashed Harvey 
anew with unbounded fury. Thereupon for 
a season the combatants refrained from hos¬ 
tilities, and in 1595 Clarke in his ‘ Poleman- 
teia ’ made a pathetic appeal to Cambridge 
University to make her two children friends. 

In the intervals of the strife Nash had 
written ‘The Terrors of the Night, or a 
Discourse of Apparitions/ London, by John 
Danter, 1594, 4to j he gives an enlightened 
explanation of the character of dreams, and 
declares his incredulity respecting many 
popular superstitions. It was dedicated to 
Elizabeth, daughter of Sir George Carey, 
The dedication is rendered notable by its 
frank praise of Daniel’s ‘ Delia.’ The work 
was licensed on 30 June 1593. A new 
literary experiment, and one of lasting in¬ 
fluence and interest, followed. In 1594 ap¬ 
peared Nash’s ‘Unfortunate Traveller, or 
the Life of Jack Wilton/ which he dedicated 
to the Earl of Southampton. It was entered 
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'■n the 'Stationers’ Itegister,’ 7 Sqit. 1593. 
It is a romance of reckle*-, adventure, and, 
..Ithough itisaworkof fiction, a few historical 
personages and episodes are introduced with- 
>ut much regard to strict uccmut y, but great ly 
'o the advantage of the vraisemblance of the 
-tory. The hero is a page, ‘ a little superior 
iurank to the ordinary picaro 5 ’ he has served 
in the English army at Tournay, but lives on 
his wits and prospers by his impudent devices. 
He visits Italy in attendance on the Earl of 
Surrey the poet, of whose relations with the 
‘lair Geraldine' Xudi tells a romantic but un- 
’ rust worthy story, long accepted as authentic 
by Surrey's biogiapliers. After hairbieadth 
escape* from thepunifhment due to his mani- 
; old offence*, Jack Wilton marries aiich Vene- 
nun lady, and rejoins the English army w Idle 
i rancisl and Henry VIII arp celebrating the 
i leld of the Cloth of Gold, Thomas Deloney 
q. v.] may Lave suggested such an effort to 
.Nash"by his pedestrian 1 Jack of Xewbery ’ 
or ’Thomas of heading,' but Hash doubtless 
designed his romance us a parody of those 
medieval story-books of King Arthur and 
Sir Tristram which he had already ridiculed 
in his ‘Anntomie of Absurditie.’ Whatever 
Hash's object, the minute details with which 
he describes each episode and character 
anticipate the manner of Defoe. Ho one of 
Hash's successors before Defoe, at any rate, 
displayed similar powers as a writer of realis- 
‘ : c fiction. The ‘ I nfortunate Traveller' was, 
unhappily, Hash’s sole excursion into this 
attractive field of literature. 

In 1596 Hash returned to his satiric vein. 
He had learned that Harvey boasted of hav¬ 
ing silenced him. To prove the emptiness of 
r be vaunt, he accordingly issued the most 
*comful of all his tracts: 1 Haue with you 
to riafl'ron-Walden, or GabrielHarueys Hunt 
is Up,containing aFullAnswere to the Eldest 
Bonne of the Hatter-Maker ... 1596.' The 
work was dedicated, in burlesque fashion, to 
Diehard Litchfield, barber of Trinity College, 
Cambridge, and includes a burlesque bio¬ 
graphy ot Harvey, which is very comically 
devised. Harvey sought to improve on this 
sally bypublishing his 1 Trimming of Thomas 
Naske ’ late in 1597, while Hash was sutier- 
ing imprisonment in tho Fleet. The heated 
conflict now attracted the attention of the 
licensers of the press. The two authors were 
directed to desist from further action; and 
in 1699 it was ordered by the Archbishop of 
Canterbury and others ‘ that all Nasbe’s 
bookes and Dr, Harvey’s hookes be taken, 
wbersoever they may be, and that none of 
the same bookes be euer printed hereafter.’ 
Hash undoubtedly won much sympathy from 
many spectators of this protructed duel. 


Francis Meres wrote in hiVPallftdisTamin' 
(I 0 O 8 J, ‘As Eupolia of Athens used great 
liberty in taxing tho vices of men : so doth 
Thomas Nash, Witness the brood of the 
Harvevs.’ Sir John Harington was less 
complimentary in his epigram (bk. ii. 36): 

The proverb says who fights with dirty foes 
Must needs be soil’d, admit they win or lose; 
Then think it doth a doctor’s credit dash 
To make himself antagonist to Hash. 

Thomas Middleton in his 1 Ant and the 
Nightingale,’ 1604, generously apostrophises 
Hash, who was then dead: 

Thou hadst a strife with that Tergemini; 

Thou hurt'st them not till they hod injured thee. 

Dekker wrote that Nash 1 made the doctor 
[Harvey] a flat dunce, and beat him at his 
two sundry tall weapons, poetrie and ora- 
torie ’ ( Neicesfrom Hell, 1606). _ 

Like all the men of letters of his day, Hash 
meanwhile paid some attention to the stage. 
The great comic actorTarlotonhadbefriended 
him on his arrival in London, and he has 
been credited with compiling ‘ Tarltons 
Hewes out of Purgatorie,’ 1590. Alleyn he 
had eulogised in his ‘Piers Penniless.’ In 
1503 he prepared a ‘ Pleasant Comedie, called 
Summers Last Will and Testament.’ It was 
privately acted about Michaelmas at Bedding- 
ton, near Croydon, at the house of Sir George 
Carey. It was not published till 1600. The 
piece is a nondescript masque, in which Will 
Summers, Henry VlII’s jester, figures as a 
loquacious and bitter-tongued chorus (in 
prose), while the Four Seasons, the god Bac¬ 
chus, Orion, Harvest, Solstitium, and similar 
abstractions soliloquise in competent blank- 
verse on their place in human economy. A 
few songs,breathingtke genuine Elizabethan 
fire, are introduced; that entitled ‘Spring’ 
has been set to music by Mr. Henschel. For 
Marlowe’s achievements in poetry and the 
dranm Nash, too, had undisguised regard, and 
in 1594 he completed and saw through the 
press Marlowe’s unfinished ‘ Tragcdleof Dido ’ 
[see Marlowe, Christopher] (cf. J Lenten 
Slufie, v. 262). Nash’s contribution to the 
work is bald, and lacks true dramat ic quality. 
But Hash was not discouraged, and in 1597 
attemp tedto convert to dramatic uses his ‘ fan¬ 
tastical ’ powers of satire. Henslowe agreed 
to accept a comedy for the lord admiral’s com¬ 
pany to be called ‘ The Isle of Dogs.’ At the 
time Hash was in exceptional distress, and 
had to apply to HbmIows for payments on 
account. ‘ Lent the 14 May 1597 to Juhie,’ 
wrote Henslowe in his ‘ Diary ’ (p. 94), ‘ uppon 
a notte from Nashe, twentie shellinges more 
for the Jylle of dogges, w ch he is wrytinga 
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for the company.’ The play duly appeared 
a mouth later. But Nash asserts that, as far 
as he was concerned, it was ‘ an imperfect 
embrio.’ He had himself only completed 
‘ the induction and first act of it; the other 
five acts, without my consent or the least 
guess of my drift or scope, by the players 
were supplied ’ (Lenten Stuffe , v. 200). The 
piece, however, attacked many current abuses 
in the state with so much violence as to 
rouse the anger of the privy council. The 
license to Henslowe's theatre was withdrawn, 
and Nash, who protested that the acts written 
by others ‘bred’ the trouble, was sent to the 
Fleet prison, after his lodgings had been 
searched and his papers seized (Privy Coun¬ 
cil MS. Beg. October 1596-September 1697, 
p. 346). Henslowe notes (p. 98): ‘P 11 this 
23 of auguste 1697 to harey Porter, to carve 
to T Nashe nowe at this in the Flete, for 
wrvtinge of the eylle of Doggesten shellinges, 
to be paid agen to me when he canne.’ The 
restraint on the company was removed on 
27 Aug., but Nash was not apparently re¬ 
leased for many months; and, when released, 
he was for a time banished from London. ‘ As 
Actseon was worried by his own hounds,’ 
WTOte Francis Meres in his ‘Palladia Taniia,’ 
‘so is Tom Nash of his Isle of Hogs. Dogs 
■were the death of Euripides, hut be not dis¬ 
consolate, gallant young .T uvenal! Linus, the 
son of Apollo, died the same death. Yet God 
forbid that so brave a wit should so basely 
perish I Thine are hut paper dogs, neither 
is thy banishment like Ovid’s, eternally to 
converse with the barbarous Get®. Therefore 
comfort thyself, sweet Tom! with Oicero's 
glorious return to Roma, and with the coun¬ 
sel ./Eneas gives to his sea-beaten soldiers 
(Lib. i.jEneid).’ But persecution did not curb 
Nash’s satiric tongue. In the printed version 
of his ‘ Summera Last Will’ (1600) he in¬ 
serted a contemptuous reference to the hubbub 
caused by the suppressed play: ‘ Here's a coil 
about dogs without wit! If I had thought 
the ship of fools would have stay'd to take 
in fresh water at the Isle of Dogs, I would 
have furnish’d it with a whole kennel of col¬ 
lections to the purpose.’ The incident was 
long remembered. In the ‘Retume from 
Pemassus’ one of the characters says ‘Writs 
are out for me to apprehend me for my plays, 
and now I am bound for the Isle of Dogs.’ 

In 1607 Nashj in despair of recovering 
his credit, and being‘ without a penny in his 
purse,’ appealed for assistance to Sir Robert 
Cotton, but, with characteristic effrontery, 
chiefly filled his letter with abuse of £nr 
John Harington’s recent pamphlet, ‘ Meta¬ 
morphosis of A-jax.’ He signed himself 
* Yours, in acknowledgment of the deepest 


bond,' but hie earlier relations with Cotton 
are unknown (Coiiimn, Annuls, i, 302). In 
1592, in the second edition of his * Pierce 
Pennileste,’ he had complained that 'the 
antiquaries,’ of whom Cotton was the most 
conspicuous representative, ‘ were offended 
without cause ’ by his writings, and had pro¬ 
tested that he reverenced that excellent pro¬ 
fession ‘ as much as any of them all.’ Nash’s 
hitter temper certainly alienated patrons, and 
no permanent help seems to have reached him 
now. Selden, in his ‘ Table Talk ’ (ed. Arber, p. 
71), tells a story of the scorn poured by Nash— 
‘ a poet poor enough as poets used to be ’—on a 
wealthy alderman because‘the fellow’ could 
not make ‘ a blank verse.’ In 1699 he showed 
all his pristine vigour in what was probably 
his latest publication, ‘Nashe’s Lenten 
Sluffe, containing the description and first 
procreation and increase of the towne of 
Great Yarmouth, in Norfolke,’ This is it 
comioally burlesque panegyric of the red 
herring, and is dedicated to Huinfrey King, 
tobacconist and author. Nash had) he ex¬ 
plains, recently visited Yarmouth, and had 
obtained a loan of money and very hospi¬ 
table entertainment there (v. 202-3). Hence 
his warm commendation of the town and its 
industry. In the course of the work he an¬ 
nounced that he was about to go to Ireland 
(v. 192). Next year he published his ‘ Sum¬ 
mers Last Will) and he has been doubtfully 
credited with a translation from Ilia Italian 
of Garzoni’B ‘ Hospitall of Incurable Fooles,’ 
a satiric essay published by Edward Blount 
in 1600. But Blount seems to olaim the 
work for himself. At the same time Nash’s 
name figures among the ‘ modem and ax- 
taut poets ’ whoso work is quoted in John 
Bodenham’s ‘ Belvedere, or Garden of the 
Muses ’ (1600). In 1601 Nash was dead; he 
had not completed his thirty-fourth year. 
A laudatoiy 1 Cenotaphia ’ to his memory 
is appended by Charles Fitzgeffrey to his 
‘ Afianiffi ’ (p. IDS), which was published in 
that year, A less respectful epitaph among 
the Sloane MSS. states that he ‘never in his 
life paid shoemaker or tailor ’ (Don star, Old 
JPlays, 1874, viii, 9). 

NaBh’s original personality gives him a 
uniquB place in Elizabethan literature. In 
rough vigour and plain speaking ke excelled 
all his contemporaries; like them, he could 
be mirthful, but his mirthfulness was always 
spiced with somewhat hitter sarcasm, lie 
was widely read in the classics, and was well 
versed in the Italian satires of Pietro Are- 
tino, whose disciple he occasionally avowed 
himself. Sebastian Brandt’s ‘ Narren-scbiff' 
he also appreciated, and he was doubtless 
familiar with the work of Rabelais. He bad 
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real sympathy at the same time ■with great 
English poetry, and he never wavered in his 
admiration of Surrey, Spenser, Sir Philip 
Sidney, and Thomas Watson. ‘The poets 
of our time . . . have cleansed our language 
from barbarism,’ he wrote in his ‘Pierce 
Pennilesse.' His own excursions into verse 
are few, but some of tbe lyrics in ‘ Summers 
Last Will’ come from a poet's pen. His 
rich prose vocabulary was peculiar to him¬ 
self as far as his English contemporaries 
were concerned, and he boasted, with some 
justice, that he therein imitated no man. 
‘Is my style," he aslcs, ‘like Greene’s, or my 
jests like Tarleton’sP’ On euphuism, with 
its ‘talk of counterfeit birds or herbs or 
stones,’ he poured unmeasured scorn, and 
he tolerated none of the current English 
affectations. But foreign influences—the in¬ 
fluences of Rabelais and Aretino—are per¬ 
ceptible in many of the eccentricities on 
which he chiefly prided himself (cf. Harvey, 
New Letter , in'Grosart's edit. i. 272-8, 289). 
Like Bubeiais and Aretino, he depended 
largely on a free use of the vernacular for 
his burlesque effects. But when he found 
no word quite fitted to his purpose, he fol¬ 
lowed the example of his foreign masters in 
coining one out of Greek, Latin, Spanish, or 
Italian. ‘No speech or wordes,’ he wrote, ‘ of 
any power or force to confute or persuade 
hut must be swelling and boisterous, 1 and he 
was compelled to resort, he explained, ‘ to 
his boisterous compound words' in order to 
compensate for the great defect of the Eng¬ 
lish tongue, which, 1 of all languages, most 
swnrmeth w T ith the single money of mono¬ 
syllables.’ ‘ Italianate' verbs ending in ize, 
such as ‘tyrannize or tympanize,’ he claims 
to have introduced to the language. Like 
Rabelais, too, Nash sought to develop em¬ 
phasis by marshalling columns of synonyms 
and by constant reiteration of kindred 
phrases. His writings have at times some¬ 
thing of the fascination of Rabelais, but, as 
a rule, his subjects ore of too local and topi¬ 
cal an interest to appeal to Rabelais’s wide 
circle of readers. His romance of ‘Jack 
"Wilton,’which inaugurated the novel of ad¬ 
venture In England, will best preserve his 
reputation. 

His contemporaries acknowledged the 
strength of his individuality. Meres uncriti¬ 
cally reckoned him among ‘ the best poets 
for comedy.' Lodge described him more con¬ 
vincingly as ‘true English Aretine’ ( Wits 
Mieene, p. 57), while Greene suggestively 
compared his temper with that of Juvenal. 
In — - 

ray, p, 
here 



carried the deadly stock [i.e. rapier] in his 

E en, whose muse was armed with a gag tooth 
i.e. tusk], and his pen possessed with Her¬ 
cules’ furies.’ Another student answers: 

His style was witty, tko’ he had some gall, 

| Something he might have mended, sn may all; 

I Yet this I s ly, that for a mother's wit, 
j Few men have ever seen the like of it. 

| Middleton very regretfully lamented that he 
I did not live to do his talents full justice 
| (Ant and Nightingale, 1604). Dekker, who 
I mildly followed in some of Nosh's footstep*, 
| strenuously defended his memory in his 
I ‘Newes from Hell,’ 1606, which was directly 
inspired by ‘ Piers Penniless,’ and was re- 
1 issued as‘Knights Conjuring’in 1607. Into 
s Nash’s soul (Dekker asserts) ‘ the raptures 
j of that fierce and unconfineable Italian spirit 
was bounteously and boundlessly infused.’ 
‘ Ingenious and ingenuous, fluent, facetious,’ 
are among the phrases that Dekker bestows 
on his dead friend. Later Dekker described 
Nash as welcomed to the Elysian fields by 
I Marlowe, Greene, and Peele, who laughed to 
] see him, ‘ that was but newly come to their 
college, still hunted with the sharp and satiri¬ 
cal spirit that followed him here upon earth, 
inveighing against dry-fisted patrons, accus¬ 
ing them of his untimely death.’ Michael 
Drayton is more sympathetic: 

* Surely Nash, though he a proser were, 

A branch of laurel well deserved to boar; 
Sharply satiric was he. 

Izaak "Walton described Nash as ‘a man of 
a sharp wit, and the master of a scoffing, 
satirical, and merry pen.’ 

Besides the works noted, Nash was author 
1 of a grossly indecent poem, of which uaanu- 
1 script copies are in the Bodleian Library 
(Pawl. MS. Poet. 216, f. 01 and ff. 90-106) 
and in Inner Temple MS. 538. A part of 
the poem is in MS. 44 in the Dyce Library at 
South E ensington. The poem is called ‘ The 
Choosing of Valentines by Thomas Nashe’ 
in the Inner Temple MS. A few opening 
lines were printed by Dr. Grosart from this 
MS. The whole was first printed privately by 
Mr, JohnS. Farmer in 1899, and again by Mr. 
MeKenow in his edition of Nash’s works 
(1905), Oldys in his notes on Langbaine’s 
* Dramatick Poets 1 asserts that the work was 
published. John Davies of Hi-reford, in his 
‘Paper's Complaint’ (‘Scourge of Folly’) 
mentions the shameless performance, and de¬ 
clares that ‘good men’s nate did it in pieces 
tear.’ Inhis ‘New Letter ofNotable Contents’ 
Harvey had denounced Nash for emulating 
Aretino’s licentiousness. In his ‘ Haue with 
you to Saffron Walden ’ (iii. 44) Nash ad¬ 
mitted that poverty had occasionally forced 
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him to prostitute his pen ‘in hope of gain’b^ 
penning ‘ amorous Viilanellos and Quipassas 
tor ‘ new-fangled Galiardos and senior Fan- 
tasticos.’ Of such exercises only the poem 
on valentines is known to he extant, 

A caricature of Nash in irons in the Fleet 
i = engraved in Harvey’s ‘Trimming’ (.1597) 
(cf. Harvey’s * Works,’ ed. Grosart, iii. 43). 
Another rough portrait is on the title-page 
of 1 Tom Nash his Ghost ’ (1642), 

All the works with certainty attributed 
to Nash, together with ‘ Martins Months 
Mind,’ which, is in all probability from 
another's pen, are reprinted in Dr, Grosart’s 
< Huth Library ’ (6 vols.), 1883-6. Another 
collection, edited by R. B. McKerrow, in 
6 vols. (1904 sq.), includes among ‘doubtful 
works ’ ‘ An Almond for a Parrat ’(1690). The 
following list supplies the titles somewlial 
abbreviated. All the volumes are very rare: 
1. ‘ The Anatomie of Absurditie,’ London, by 
I. Charlewood for Thomas Hacket, 1689,4to; 
the only perfect copy is in Mr. Christie 
Miller's library at Bntwell; on imperfect 
copy, the only other known, is at the Bodleian 
Library; another edition, dated 1590, is in 
the British Museum, 2. ‘A Countercuffe 
giuen to Martin lunior. . . . Anno Dom. 
1689,’ without printer’s name or place (Brit. 
Mus. and Huth Libr.) S. 1 The Eeturne of 
the llenowned Caualier Pusquill of England. 
. .. AnnoDom. 1689,’without printer’s name 
or place(Huth Libr., Brit well, and Brit. Mus.) 
4. ‘ The First Parte of Pasquils Apologia.’ 
Anno Dom. 1690, doubtless printed by James 
Eobert for Danter (Huth Libr., Britwell, and 
Brit. Mus.) 5. ‘ A. Wonderfull strange and 
miraculous Astrologicall Prognostication,’ 
London, by Thomas Scarlet, 1691 (Bodl.) 
6 . 1 Pierce Pennilesse his Supplication to the 
Devill,’ London, by Richard Jhones, 1692, 
an unauthorised edition (the only known 
copies are at Britwell and that formerly in 
the library at Eowfant); reprinted for the 
Shakespeare Soc. by J. P, Collier, in 1842 ; 
the authorised edition by Abel Ieffes, 1692 

g !odl.,Trm,Coll.Camb,,formerly at Eowfant, 
rit. Mus., and Huth Libr.); 1693 and 1696 

S oth in Brit. Mus.) 7. ‘ Strange Newes of 
0 Intercepting certaine Letters ... by 
The. Nashe, Gentleman/ printed 1692 (Brit. 
Mus.); London, by John Danter, 1693, with 
the title ‘An Apologie for Pierce Pennilesse ’ 
(Huth Libr.) j reprinted by Collier in 1867. 
8. ‘ Christs Teares over Ierusalem, London, 
by James Roberts, and to besolde by Andrews 
Wise,’ 1603 (Brit, Mus., Britwell, and Huth 
Libr.); 1694, with new address ‘ to the 
Header/ ‘printed for Andrew Wise’ (Huth 
Libr.); 1613 (Bodl.), with the prefatory 
matter of 1693. 9. ‘The Terrors of the 


Night/ London, printed by John Danter 
for William Jones, Loudon, 1694, 4to 
(Bodl., Britwell, and Bridgwater Libr.) 
10. ‘ The Unfortunate Traveller, or the Life 
of Iacke Wilton/ London, printed by T. 
Scarlet for O. Burby, 1594, 4to (Brit. Mus. 
and Britwell); reprinted in ‘ChiswickPress 
Reprints/ 1892, edited by Mr. Edmund 
Gosse. 11. 1 The Tragedie of Dido ... by 
Christopher Marlowe and Thomas Nash 
Gent/ London, by the Widdowe Orwin for 
Thomas Woodcocks, 1694 [see under Mab- 
lowd, Chbistophuhj, 12. ‘Haue with you 
to Saffron-Walden/ London, by John Danter, 
1690 (Brit. Mus., Britwell, and Huth Libr). 
13. ‘Nashe's Lenten Stuffe/ printed for 
H. L. and 0. B., 1699 (Huth Libr., Bodl., 
Britwell, and Brit. Mus.); reprinted in 
‘ Harleian Miscellany,’ 14. ‘ A pleasant 
Coinedie called Summers Last Will and 
Testament/ London, by Simon Stafford for 
Walter Burre, 1600 (Brit. Mus., Britwell, 
Huth Libr., formerly at Eowfant, and Duke 
of Devonshire's Libr.) : reprinted in Dods- 
ley’s ‘ Old Ploys,’ 

[Bibliographical information from Mr. E. E. 
Graves of Brit. Mus.; Grosart'B introductions to 
Nash’s Works, in vols. i. and vi.; McKerrow’s 
edition of Nash; Collier’s preface to his roprint 
of Pierce Pennilesse, for SliakespeaTe Sou 1842; 
Mr. Gosse’s preface to bis iBprint of the Unfortu- 
nateTraveller, 1892; Cunningham's Now Facts in 
the Life of Nash, in Shakspeure Society’s Papers, 
iii. 178; Fleay’s Biog. Ohron. of English Drama; 
Collier's Bibl. Account of Early English Lit.; 
Cooper's Athenm Ountabr. vol. ii.; Jusserand’s 
English Novel in the Time of Shakespere (Engl, 
tvansl.), 1800; DTeiweli’e Quarrels of Authors; 
Herford's Lit. Eolations of England and Ger¬ 
many, pp, 185, 372; Dodsley’s Old Plays, ed. 
Hazlitt, 1874, viii. • 1 seq.; Harvey's Works, 
ed. Grosart; Hunter’s manuscript Chorus Va- 
tum, in Addit, MS. 24489, f. 367; Oldys’s 
manuscript notes on Langbaine’s Draiualick 
Poets, 1691, f. 882, in Brit. Mus. (0. 28. g. 1.); 
Simpson's School of Shakspere; Anglia, vii. 223 
(Sbakspere and Puritanism, by F. G. Fleay, 
whose conclusions there respecting Naeh eeem 
somewhat fantastic); Maskoll's Martin Marpre- 
late Coutroversy j Arbor's Introduction to tho 
Martin Murprelate Controversy. A third-rate 
poem in Sloane MS., called ‘The Trimming of 
Tom Nashe/ although its title is obviously bor¬ 
rowed from Harvey’s tract, does not concern 
itself with either Harvey or Nash. Sob arts.: 
Gheene, Robert ; Habvey, Gabriel ; Habvby, 
Richabd ; Lily, John ; and Marlowe, Chris¬ 
topher.] S. L. 

NASH, THOMAS (1688-1048), author, 
was second son of Thomas Nash of Tappenhall, 
Worcestershire. He matriculated as ‘Thomas 
Naishe ’ from St. Edmund Hall, Oxford, on 
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•2i March ICO1-5, ugud 17 ( Oxf. Unit. lie/, vaneed 100?. to tlie cause of Charles I, and 
' itf. Hist. See. II. ii. 2 5 1), and > ntered the was the largest contributor among the resi- 
Inuer Temple in November ICO" (Members of dents of Stratford. Nash died at New Place 
Inner Temple, 1571-1625, p. 100 1 . lie owned on 4 April 1647, and was burled in the 
-onie property at Mildenham Mills, Claine-, chancel of Stratford Church nest day (Dra- 
’•Vorceotershire, but, unlike most members of dale, Wandchshire, ed. 1666, p. 618). He 
♦lie family who resided in the parish of St. had no children. His widow ruarried, 5,Tune 
Peter's,tiroitwieb.be wa« nstauneh loyali-*, ]049,SirJolinBamard,anddiedatAbington, 

, nd was derived of his pos^e—ions. The Northamptonshire, on 17 Feb. 1669-70. 
misfortunes of Charles I are said to hat e Dollaway in his * West Susses,’ ii. 77, in- 
listrc.ssed him so greatly as to have paired correctly credits Thomas Nash of Stratford- 
lits dftth. He died on' 25 An". 1048, and on-Avon with the paternity of three sons: 
was buried in the Temple Church (cf. Na-h, i Thomas Nash, who purchased the manor of 
Worcester hire, i. 827, and ii. Suppl. 24-5), i IV albert on, Sussex; Walter Nash, B.D.; and 

He published 1 Ouatemio, or a Fourfold ; Gawen Nash. Both Walter and Gawen are 
Way to a Happy Life, ret fourth in a Dialogue 1 said by Dallaway to have been fellows of 
between a Countryman and a Citizen, aDivine Pembroke Hall, Cambridge, but of Gawen 
and a Lawyer, by Tlxo, Nash, Pliilopolitem,’ only is this true. 

dedicated to Lord Coventry, London, for John Gawds' Nash (1605-1658), son of Thomas 
Dawson, 1633, 4to; 2nd edit., by Nicholas ' Nash of Eltisley, Cambridgeshire, butler of 
Okes for John Benson. 1630, 4to. A new j Pembroke Hall, Cambridge, was admitted a 
edition, dated 1689, bore the new title ‘ Mis- sizar of that college in 1620, and a fellow on 
celanea, or a Fourefold Way.’ After a con- 20 Oct. 1627. He has verses before William 
ventionul comparison of tie advantages of Hawkins’s ‘ Varia Corolla,’ 1634. After 
town and country life, Nash passes a eulogy serving as incumbent of St. Mary’s, Ipswich, 
m law, the whole of which he deduces from j he became rector of St. Matthew's, Ipswich, 
the ten commandments. He denounces the in 1638. He was afterwards charged with 
cruelty of field sports, expresses a hatred of superstitious practices ( Tanner MS. eexx. 
separatists, and mentions Uou«, keeper of the 32). He was appointed to the vicarage of 
Bodleian Library at Oxford, and Captuiu Waresley, Huntingdonshire, in 1642, and 
Thomas James [q.v.] as his friends. An was ejected from it in 1646. According to 
epistle addre^ea by Nash to 'my worthy Walker's ‘ Sufferings’ (p. 319), he was also 
friend and fellow templar Captain James ’ is imprisoned for refusing the engagement. He 
prefixed to James’s ' Strange and Dangerous died in 1658 (information kindly forwarded 
Voyage to discover the North-West Pa-sage' by the master of Pembroke College, Cam- 
(1633). Nash also published a translation bridge). A son of the same name graduated 
from the Latin of Evenkellius, entitled B.A. from Trinity College, Cambridge, in 
1 TuuvaaiapxoV] oi the School of Potentates,’ 1671 (M.A. 1676). 

by T. N. Philonomon, 1648. Half the volume [For the Worcestershire Thomas Nash see 
is occupied hv‘ illustrations and observations’ Hunter's manuscript Chorus Vatum in Addit. 
by the translator. MS. 24487, f. 86; Dallaway's Sussex, p. 73; 

Another TuoeiAS Nash (1593-1647), eldest his works. For the Warwickshire Thomas Nash 
son of Anthony Nash of Welcombe and Old see pedigree in Addit. MS. 24494, f. 14 (Cul- 
Stratford, Warwickshire, by Mary, daughter lectaueaHunteriana); Halliwell-Phillipps's Out- 
of Rowland Baugh of Twining, Gloucester- lines of the Life of Shakespeare ; and art. Hall, 
shire, was baptised at Stratford-on-Avon on ^ 0HN > 1675-1636.] S. L. 

20 June 1598. He entered Lincoln’s Inn in NASH, TREADWAY RUSSELL, D.D. 
1619. His father, who died in 1622, and a (1725-1811), historian of Worcestershire, 
younger brother John, who died in 1023, are bom at Clerkenleap, in the parish of Kempsey, 
remembered in Shakespeare’s will of 1616 by j in that county, on 24 June 1726, was son of 
gifts of rings. Thomas was intimate with Richard Nash, esq., by Elizabeth, daughter of 
Shakespeare's family. He was executor of George Treadway, esq. At the age of twelve 
his father's will in 1622, and received under j he was sent to the King’s School at Worcester, 
its provisions two houses and a piece of land, and proceeded to Worcester College, Oxford, 
On 22 April 1626 he married Elizabeth Hall, whence he matriculated on 14 July 1740. He 
daughter of Dr. John Hall (1575-1036) [q.v.], graduated B.A. in 1744, and MiA. 20 Jan. 
by his wife Susannah, Shakespeare’s elder 1746-7 (Fosteb, Alumni Oxon .) In March 
daughter. On the death of Hall in 1 OSS 1749 he started for the Continent, in com- 
Nash and hie wife became owners of New pany with his brother Richard, and made the 
Place, formerly Shakespeare’s residence, and . ‘grand tour,’returning to Oxford about 1751. 
removed thither, On 24 Sept. 1642 he ad-1 About this time he was presented to the 
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vicarage of Eynshum, Oxfordshire, and be¬ 
came tutor at Worcester College, but resigned 
liotb positions on the death ot bis brother in 
1757 . In 1738 be cumulated the degrees of 
IJ.D. and D.D., and soon afterwards quitted 
Oxford. In October 1768 ho married Mar¬ 
garet, youngestdaughter of Jobn Martin, esq , 
of Overbury, nearTewkesbury. Immediately 
afterwards he purchased an estate at Bevere, 
in the parish of Claines, Worcestershire. 

On 18 Feb. 1778 he was elected a fellow 
of the Society of Antiquaries of Loudon 
(Gough, Chronological List, p. 26), and on 
23 Aug. 1702 he was instituted to the rec¬ 
tory of Leigh, Worcestershire. Some of his 
parishioners told ‘ Cnthbert Bede ’ (the Rev. 
Edward Bradley) that he used to preach at 
Leigh once a year, just before the titbe audit, 
his text invariably being 1 Owe no man any¬ 
thing.’ On these occasions he drove from 
his residence at Bevere in a carriage-amd-four, 
‘withservants afore him and servants ahind 
him 1 (Notes and Queries, 2nd ser. vii. 325). 
On 23 Nov. 1797 he was collated to the 
rectory of Strensham, Worcestershire, and 
in 1803 he was appointed proctor to repre¬ 
sent the clergy of the diocese. He died at 
Bevere on 28 Jan. 1811, and on 4 Feb. his 
remains were interred in the family vault 
at St. Peter’s, Droitwich, of which rectory he 
and his ancestors had long been patrons. 
Margaret, his sole daughter and heiress, was 
married in 1786 to John Somers Cocks, who, 
on the death of hie lather in 1806, succeeded 
to the title of Lord Somers. 

The doctor's penurious disposition gave 
rise to the following epigram: 

The Muse thy genius well divines, 

And will not ask for cash; 

But gratis round tiw brow she twines 
The laurel, Dr. Hash. 

Of his great topographical work, 1 Collec¬ 
tions for the History of Worcestershire,’ the 
first volume appeared at London in 1781, 
fol., and the second in 1782, theipublic&tion 
being superintended by Richard Gough [q.v.] 
A ‘Supplement to the Collections for the 
History of Worcestershire’ was issued in 
1799. To some copies a new title-page was 
affixed, bearing the date of 1799, To these 
an oval portrait of Nash is prefixed. A com¬ 
plete index to the work is about to be issued 
to members of the Worcestershire His¬ 
torical Society as supplementary volumes of 
the society’s publications during 1894 and 
1896 (Athenceum, 2 Feb. 1894, p. 248). 

In 1793 Nash published a splendid edi¬ 
tion of Butler’s ‘Iiudibras,’ with enter¬ 
taining notes, in three vols. Ato. nis own 
portrait, engraved by J. Caldwell from a 


painting by Gardner, is prefixed. This edi¬ 
tion is embellished with many engravings 
after nogarth and John Skipp. It was re¬ 
published in two vols., London, 1835-40; 
and again in two vols., London, 1847, 8vo. 
Nash communicated to the Society of Anti¬ 
quaries papers 1 On the Time of Death and 
Place of Burial of Queen Catharine Parr 
(Archceologia, ix. 1) and 'On the Death 
w arrant of Humphrey Littleton ’ (ti. xv. 180), 

[Addit. MSS. 29174 f. 283, 32329 ff. 92, 99, 
101; Bromley’s Cat. of Engr. Portraits, p. 366; 
Chambers's Biog. Ulustr. of Worcestershire, 
p. 469 ; Sent. Mag. 1811, i. 190, 393 ; Gough’s 
Brit. Topography, ii. 383; Granger Letters, p. 
171; Lowndes’s Bibl. Man. (Bohn), pp. 336, 
1683; Hash's Worcestershire, vol. ii., Corrections 
and Additions, pp. 61, 72; Nichols’s Lit. Anecd. 
vii. 282, viii. 103; Notes and Queries, 2nd ser. 
vii. 173, 325, 3rd ser. viii. 174, 4th ser. ix. 34, 
05, xii. 87, 164, 5th ser. vii. 67, viii. 128; 
Pennant’s Literary Life, pp. 23, 28; Upcott’s 
Engl. Topography, iii. 1330.] T. 0. 

NASMITH, DAVID (1799-1839), origi¬ 
nator of town and city missions, born at 
Glasgow on 21 March 1799, was sent to the 
city grammar school with a view to the uni¬ 
versity, but, as he made no progress, he was 
apprenticed about 1811 to a manufacturer 
there. In June 1813 ha became secretary to 
the newly established Glasgow Youths’ Bible 
Association, and devoted all his leisure to 
religious work in Glasgow. From 1821 un¬ 
til 1828 he acted as assistant secretary to 
twenty-three religious and charitable socie¬ 
ties connected with the Institution Rooms 
in Glassford Street. Chiefly through his 
exertions the Glasgow City Mission was 
founded on 1 Jan. 1826. He afterwards pro¬ 
ceeded to Dublin in order to establish a simi¬ 
lar institution there. He also formed the 
Local Missionary Society for Ireland, in con¬ 
nection with which he visited various places 
in the country. In July 1830 he aailedfrom 
Greenock to New York and visited between 
forty and fifty towns in the United States 
and Canada, forming in all thirty-onemissions 
and various benevolent associations. In June 
1832 he wont to France, and founded mis¬ 
sions at Paris and Havre. In 1836 he ac¬ 
cepted the secretaryship of the Continental 
Society in London. There he organised the 
London City Mission, with the assistance of 
Sir Thomas Fowell Buxton [q. v.], as trea¬ 
surer, the Philanthropic Institution House, 
the Young Men’s Society, the Adult School 
Society, the Metropolitan Monthly Tract 
Society, and finally the London Femnle Mis¬ 
sion. In March 1887 he resigued his office 
as gratuitous secretary of the London City- 
Mission, and with a few friends he formed, 
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on 16 March, the British and Foreign Mis¬ 
sion, for the purposes of corresponding with 
the city and town missions already in exist¬ 
ence and of planting new ones, while pro¬ 
secuting this work Nasmith died at Guild¬ 
ford, Surrey, on 17 Nov. 1839 ( Gent. Mag. 
1839, pt. ii. p. 066), and was bmied on the 
2oth in Bunhill Fields. lie died poor, and 
2,420/. was collected by subscription and in¬ 
vested on behalf of his widow and five chil¬ 
dren. In March 1828 he had married 
Frances, daughter of Francis Ilartridge, of 
East Farleigh, Kent. There is a portrait of 
him by J. C. Armytage. 

[Dr. John Campbell's Memoirs of David Nas¬ 
mith (with portrait), Chambers’s Eminent 
Scotsmen, iii. 204.] G. G. 

NASMITH, JAMES (1740-1808), an¬ 
tiquary, son of a carrier who came from Scot¬ 
land, and plied between Norwicb and London, 
was born at Norwich late in 1740. He was 
sent by bis father to Amsterdam for a year 
to complete bis school education, and was en¬ 
tered in 1760 at Corpus Ohristi College, Cam¬ 
bridge, where he graduated B.A. 1764, M.A. 
1767, andD.D. 1797. In 1766 he was elected 
to a fellowship in his college, he acted for 
some time as its sub-tutor, and in 1771 he 
was the junior proctor of the university. 
Having been ordained in the English church, 
he served for some years as the minister of the 
sequestrated benefice of Hinxton, Cambridge¬ 
shire. Nasmith devoted his leisure to anti¬ 
quarian research, and ha was elected F.S.A. 
on 30 Nov. 1709. He was nominated by his 
college in 1773 to the rectory of St. Mary 
Abchureh with St. Laurence Pountney, Lon¬ 
don, but be exchanged it before he could he 
instituted for the rectory of Snailwell, Cam¬ 
bridgeshire. He was then occupied in ar¬ 
ranging and cataloguing the manuscripts 
which Archbishop Parker gave to his col¬ 
lege, and he desired for convenience in his 
work to be resident near the university. The 
catalogue was finished in February 1776, and 
presented by him to the master and fellows, 
who directed that it should be printed under 
his direction, and that the profits of the sale 
should be given to him. When the head¬ 
ship of his college became vacant in 1778, he 
wae considered, being ‘ a decent man, of a 
good temper and beloved in his college,’ to 
have pretensions for the post; but he declined 
the oner of it, and was promoted by Bishop 
Yorke in 1796 to the rich rectory of Lever- 
ington, in the isle of Ely. As magistrate for 
Cambridgeshire and chairman for many years 
of the sessions at Cambridge and Ely, he 
studied the poor laws and other economical 
questions affecting his district. He was also 


for sometime chaplain to John Hobart, second 
earl of Buckinghamshire I"a. vj After a long 
and painful illness he diet! at Leverington on 
16 Oet. 1808, aged 67, and was buried in the 
church, where his widow erected a monu¬ 
ment to his memory on the north side of 
the chancel. He married in 1774 Susanna, 
daughter of John Salmon, rector of Shelton, 
Norfolk, and sister of Benjamin Salmon, fel¬ 
low of his college. She died at Norwiohou 
11 Nov. 1814, aged 76, bequeathing 'con¬ 
siderable sums for the use of public and 
private charities.’ His character was warmly 
commended by Cole, in spite of difibrences 
of opinion in ecclesiastical matters, and Sir 
Egerton Brydges adds that he was much 
respected. ‘His person and manners and 
habits were plain.’ 

Nasmith edited: 1, 1 Catalogue librorum 
manuseriptorumquosoollegioOorporis Ohristi 
in Acad. Oantabrigiensi legavit MaUhmus 
Parker, arehiepiscopus Oantuariensis,’ 1777, 
2. 1 Itineraria SymoniB Simeonis et Willelmi 
de "Worcestre, quibus acoedit traclatus de 
Metro,' 1778. 3.' Notitia Monastica, or an 
Account of nil the Abbies, Priories, and 
Houses of Friers formerly in England and 
Wales.’ By Bishop Tanner. ‘Published 1744 
by John Tanner, and now reprinted, with 
many additions,’ 1787. The additions con¬ 
sisted mainly of references to books and 
manuscripts. Many copies of this edition of 
the 'Notitia MonaBtica’ remained on band, 
and, after being warehoused for twenty years, 
were consumed by fire on 8 Feb. 1808. 

Nnsmith was also author of: 4. 1 The Duties 
of Overseers of the Poor and the Sufficiency 
of the present system of Poor Laws con¬ 
sidered. A charge to tho Grand Jury at Ely 
Quarter Sessions, 2 April. With remarks on 
a late publication on the Poor Laws by Robert 
Saunders,’ 1799. 6. 'An Examination of the 
Statutes now in force relating to the Assize 
of Bread,’ 1800. Saunders replied to these 
criticisms in ‘An Abstract ox Observations 
on the Poor Laws, with a Reply to the 
Remarks of the Rev, James Nasmith,’ 1802. 
The assistance of Nasmith is acknowledged 
in the preface to Iienry Swiuden’s 1 History 
of Great Yarmouth,’ which was edited by 
John Ives in 1772, 

[Gent. Mag., 1808 pt. ii. p, 068, 1814 pt. ii. 
p.OlOj Maaters’sCorpusChristiOoll.(od.faimb), 
pp. 406-7; Lysons's Cambridgeshire, pp 228, 
200; Watson’s Wisbech, p. 464; Brydges’s Resti- 
tuta, iii, 220-1; Nichole's Lit. Anocd, ii. 164, 
viii. 603-9, 614, ix. 647.] W. P. 0. 

NASMITH or NAYSMITH, JOIIN 
id. 1619 ?), surgeon to James VJ of Scot¬ 
land and I of England, was second sou of 
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Michael Naesmith of Posso, Peeblesshire, 
and Elizabeth Baird, The family trace their 
descent to a stalwart knight, who wlule in 
attendance on Alexander III was unable to 
repair his armour, but so atoned for his 
jack of skill as a smith by his bravery in the 
fight that after its conclusion he was knighted 
by the king with the remark that, although 
i he Wtta nae smith, he was a brave gentlo- 
man.’ Sir Michael, who was chamberlain to 
the Archbishop of St. Andrews, came into 
the possession of Posso, with the royal eirie 
of Posso Craig, by liis marriage to Elizabeth, 
daughter of John Baird, lie was an ad¬ 
herent of Mary Queen of Scots, and fought 
for her at Langside. The second son, John, 
was surgeon to King James. lie was with 
other attendants of Lhe king in llolyrood 
Palace when on 27 Dec. 1691 Bolhvvoli [see 
Hnmtmsr, Feancjis Sxdwabx, fifth Eaki op 
Bothwdi.Ii] made an attempt to capture tlio 
king there. David Moysie says: ‘ lie was 
committed to ward within the castle of Edin¬ 
burgh, and found thereafter to have been the 
special plotter and devisor of that business’ 
(Memoirs, pp. 87-8). On Wednesday, 10 Jan, 
1691-2, he was brought to Glasgow, ‘ where,’ 
says Calderwood, ‘lie was threatened with 
torments to confess I hat the Earl of Murray 
was with Bothwoll that night he heset the 
king in the abbey. Blit he answered he 
■would not damn his own soul with speaking 
an untruth for any bodily pain’ ( Jlistori/, 
v. 147). Subsequently he was confined tn 
Dumbarton Castle, and on 8 April caution 
was given for him in one thousand morks 
* that within twenty days after hoing reloasod 
from Dumbarton Castle he shall go abroad, 
and shall not return without the king's li¬ 
cense’ (Her/. P. C, Scotl. iv. 741). This 
caution was, however, deleted by warrant 

of the king 1 Aug, 1693 (ib.) Naysmith was 
riding with tho Icing wlule ho was hunting al 
Falkland on 5 Aug. 1600, the morning of 
the Gowrie conspiracy, and was sent by the 
king to bring back Alexander Ruthvon, with 
whom the king dolormiuod to proceed t o 
Perth (Oahddkwood, vi. 31). JIo was one 
ol those to whom in 1601 the coinage was 
set, in tack (Peg. P C. Seotl. vi. 314). 

Naysmith accompanied .Tamos to London 
on his accession to the English throne in 
1603, and appears to have recoivod from him 
a yearly gift of 061. (Nxoitoi.s, Progresses of 
James I, ii. 44). lie attended Prince Henry 
during his fat at illness in 1612 (ib. p. 4 88). On 
12 July 1612 Homo of Cowdenknowes sold 
to him the lands of Earlston, Borwiokshiro, 
under reversion of an annual rent of 3,000/. 
Scots (jEftsf, MSS. Comm. 12th Bop. App, 
pt. viii. p. 120), and the sale was confirmed by 
yon uv. 


the king 17 June 1613 (Peg. Mug. Pig. Scot. 
1009-20, entry 861). lie died some time 
before 12 June 1619, when Helen Makmalh 
is referred to as his widow (ib. entry 1962). 
Among other children he left a son Henry, 
to whom on 12 Fob. 1620 the king conceded 
the lands of Cowdonknowes (ib. entry 2130). 
On 10 Nov. 1020 Charles I, among other in¬ 
structions to the president of the court of 
session, directed him 1 to take special notice 
of the business of tlio children of John 
Nasmyth, so ofton recommended to your 
late dear father and us, and an end to be 
ut to that action’ (Baltouk, Annals, ii. 
61). Nasmyth devoted special attention 
to botany, and is referred to m terms of high 
praise by the botanist Lobcl, who acknow¬ 
ledges several important communications 
from him (Adversaria, 1606, pp. 487, 489, 
490). 

[Reg. Mag. Sig. Scot..; Reg. P. 0. Scotl.; 
Histories of Spobiswood and Oublorwood; David 
Moywe’s Momoirs (Bannatyno Cluh); Nichols's 
Progresses of James I; Birch’s Life of Princo 
Henry; OhamborB’s History of Pooltlos ; Ander¬ 
son's Scottish Nation ; Pultonoy's Nisi, and 
Biog. Skotches in the Progross of Botany.] 

T. F. H. 

NASMYTH, ALEXANDER (1768- 
1840), portrait niul landsoapo paintnr, second 
son of Michael Nasmyth, a builder, and 
his wife, Mary Andorson, was bom in the 
Grassmarlcet, Edinburgh, on 9 Sopt. 1768. 
He was educated in tlio high school, re¬ 
ceiving instruction from his lather in men¬ 
suration and mulhnmaticR; and ho studied 
art in the Trustees’ Academy under Alex¬ 
ander Runciman, having been apprenticed to 
Crichton, a coachbuildor, by whom bo was 
employed in painting arms anil decorations 
upon the panels of carriages. Ilis work of 
this kind attracted the notice of Allan Ram- 
Ray the portrait-painter, while ho was on a 
visit to Edinburgh, and ho induced Crichton 
to transfer to himself the indentures of his 
apprentice. Removing to London, t ho youth 
was now employed upon tlio subordinate 
portions of Ruin say's portraits, aud ho dili¬ 
gently profited by the study of a fine col¬ 
lodion of drawings by tlio old masters which 
the artist possessed, 

In 1778 Nasmyth returned to Edinburgh 
and established himself as a port rail-painter. 
TIis works were usually oabinol-sized full- 
longths, frequently family groups, and in¬ 
troducing landscape backgrounds and views 
of tbs mansions of the sittors, One of his 
host_ subject b of this kind is his group of 
Professor Dugald Stewart with his first wife 
and tlioir child; and other examples are in 
the possession of the Earls of Minlo and 

I 
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Rosebery. He had already begun to mani¬ 
fest that interest in science which distin¬ 
guished him through life. His pencil was of 
much service to Patrick Miller [q. v.] of Dal- 
swinton in connection with his mechanical 
inventions, and he was present on 14 Oct, 
1788 when Symington and Miller first ap- 

e jtoam power for propelling a vessel on 
'inton Lake; his sketch of the boat 
is engraved in James Nasmyth's ‘ Autobio¬ 
graphy.' From that volume we learn that 
Miller, as a reward for his aid, advanced a 
sum of 500/. to enable the artist to visit 
Italy. He left in the end of 1782, visited 
Rome, Florence, Bologna, and Padua, and 
returned to Edinburgh in the end of 1784 
with increased skill and many studies and 
sketches from nature. On 3 Jan. 1780 he 
married Barbara Foulis, daughter of William 
Foulis of Woodhall and Colinton, and stater 
of Sir James Foulis, seventh baronet of 
Woodhall. 

He was introduced by Miller to Hobart 
Burns, and in 1787 oxecutod liis celebrated 
cabinet-sized bust portrait of the poet, which 
lie presented to Mrs. Burns. This portrait 
was bequeathod by her sou, Colonel William 
Burns, to the National Gallery of Scotland. 
It was engraved in stipple by John Beugo, 
with the advantage of three sittings from 
the life, for the first Edinburgh edition of 
the ‘Poems,’ 1787, and the plate was re¬ 
peatedly used iu subsequent editions. Thera 
are various other engravings from this pic¬ 
ture, the best being the mezzotint, on the 
scale of the original, executed by William 
Walker and Samuel Cousins in 1830, of 
which the painter stated that ‘ it conveys a 
more true and lively remembrance of Burns 
than my own picture does.’ Nasmyth made 
two replicas of this portrait. One is in the 
National Portrait Gallery, London, the other 
in the possession of the Misses Cathcart of 
Auehendrane, Ayrshire. Nasmyth became 
intimate with the poet, and frequently ac¬ 
companied him in his walks in the neigh¬ 
bourhood of Edinburgh. On one of these 
occasions ho executed a small full-length 
pencil sketch, formerly in the collection of 
Dr. David Laing, which served as the basis 
of a cabinet-sized full-length in oils, which 
he painted, apparently about 1827, ‘ to enable 
him to leave his record in this way of the 
general personal appearance of Burns, as 
well as his stylo of dross.’ This picture is 
deposited by its owner, Sir Hugh Hume 
Campbell, in the National Gallery of Scot¬ 
land. Its subject was engraved m line by 
W, Miller,with alterations in the background, 
in Lockhart,'s ‘ Life of Burns,’ 1828. 
Nasmyth’s liberal views in politics having 


alienated his aristocratic patrons, his em¬ 
ployment as a portrait-painter dedinod, and 
he‘finally restricted himself to landscape 
subjects, modelling his style chiefly upon the 
Dutch masters. Ilis work of this class is 
admirably represented in the National Gal¬ 
lery by a large view of Stirling Castla, and, 
less adequately, in the National Gallery of 
Scotland by a smaller view of Stirling. 
Among other works* he painted the stock 
scenery of the Theatre Royal, Glasgow, which 
greatly impressed David Roberts in his youth, 
produced in 1820 the scenery for • Tlie'lleart 
of Midlothian ’ in the Theatre Royal, Edin¬ 
burgh, and published in 1822 a scries of 
views of places described by the author of 
1 Waverley.’ lie was an original member 
of the Society of Associated Artists, Edin¬ 
burgh, contributing to their exhibitions 
1808-14. lie exhibited in the Royal Insti¬ 
tution, Edinburgh, 1821-30, appearing ns an 
associate of the body in 1823, and receiving 
an annuity from the directors in L828 ; and 
he exhibited from 1830 to 1840 in the Royal 
Scottish Academy, of which lie became an 
honoravy member in 1834. He was a mem-, 
ber of the Society of British Artists, Lon¬ 
don, and exhibited in their rooms, and in the 
Royal Aoademy and the British Institution 
between 1807 nnd 1839. 

lie devoted considerable attention to archi¬ 
tecture, designing the Dean Bridge, Edin¬ 
burgh, and the Temple to llygeia at St. 
Bernard's Well, Water of Leith, submitting 
a design for the Nelson Monumunt, Oalton 
Hill, and affording so many valuable sug¬ 
gestions regarding the laying out of the 
New Town of Edinburgh, that the magi¬ 
strates presented him with a sum of 200/., 
with a complimentary letter addressed 'Alex¬ 
ander Nasmyth, architect.’ Most of the 
illustrations in the essay ‘On the Origin of 
Gothic Architecture,’ by Sir James Ilall of 
Dunglass, are from bis poncil. Nasmyth was 
also much employed by the Duke of Athol 
and others regarding the laying out of parks 
and ornamental grounds, Til construction 
his most important discovery was tho ‘ bow- 
and-string bridge,’ which he invented about 
1794, ana which lias been much used for 
spanning wide spaces, as in the Ohiiving 
Cross and Birmingham stations. Ilis draw¬ 
ings of this bridge, dated 1790, are repro¬ 
duced in James Nasmyth’s ‘Autobiography.’ 
He died in Edinburgh 10 April 1840. 

In addition to his sons, Patrick [«, v.] and 
,Taines [q. v.], Nasmyth had six daughters, all 
known as artists—Jane, horn in 1787, Barham 
in 1790, Margaret in 1791, Elizabeth in 1793, 
Anne in 1798, and Charlotte in 1 SOL Thpy 
contributed to the chief exhibitions inEdin 
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burgh, London, and Manchester, and aided 
tiien father in the art classes held in his 
house, 47 York Place. Elizabeth Nasmyth 
married Daniel Terry the actor about In'll, 
and her second husband was Charles Richard¬ 
son [q. v.L author of the well-known dic¬ 
tionary. A collection of 165 works by Nas¬ 
myth, his son Patrick, and his six daughters, 
was brought to the hammer in Tait’s Sale¬ 
room, Edinburgh, on 13 Way 1840. 

The portraits of Nasmyth are: (1) an oil- 
sketch of him as a youth by Philip Reinugle, 
R. A., engraved in James Nasmyth’s * Auto¬ 
biography,’ from the original in the author's 
possession! (2) an admirable dry-point by 
Andrew Geddes, A.R.A.; (3) a water-colour 
by 'William Nicholson, R.S.A., reproduced 
in a very scarce mezzotint by Edward Bur¬ 
ton ; (4) a cameo by Samuel Joseph, R.8.A., 
engraved in James Nasmyth’s ‘ Autobio¬ 
graphy.’ lie is also included in a picture 
of the Edinburgh Dilettanti Olctb by Sir 
William Allan, P.R.S.A.,wliich was acquired 
by Mr. Ilorroclte of Proston. 

[James Nasmyth’s Autobiography, Loarlon, 
1883; Wilkie and Geddes’b Etchings, Edinburgh, 
1876; Chambers’s Life and Works of Burns, 1891, 
ii. 31, iv. 161 j Art Journal, vol. xxxiy. 1882; 
Bedgrave’s Diet, of Engl. ArLists, London, 1878 ; 
Catalogues of Exhibitions, &o„ mentioned above.] 

,T. M. C. 

NASMYTH, On ARLES (1820-1801], 
major, ‘ defender of Silistrla,’ oldest son of 
Robert Nasmyth, follow of the Royal Col¬ 
lege of Surgeons, Edinburgh, was born in 
Edinburgh m 1820. lie eniored the East 
India Company’s military seminary at Ad- 
discomhe in 1843, and subsequently was 
appointed direct to the Bombay artillery, in 
which he became a socondlioutenant, 12 Due. 
1346 and first lioulonant 4 Feb. 1860. 
Having lost his health in Guzerat, ho went 
on side leave to Europo in 1863, and was re¬ 
commended to try the Mediterranean, Prom 
Malta he visited Constant iuoplo, and was sunt 
to Omar Pasha’s camp at Shumla as 1 Times ’ 
correspondent. Ho visited tho Dobruscha 
after it had been vacated by the Turks, and 
famished some valuable information respect¬ 
ing tho state of the country to Lord Strat¬ 
ford de Redcliffe [see Canning, Stbatpobd]. 
His letters in the ‘ Times ’ attracted a good 
deal of notice, and ho was sent on by that 
paper to Silistria, which ho reached Wore 
it was invested by tho Russians, on 28 March 
1864, Nasmyth and another plucky, light¬ 
hearted young English oilioor, Captain James 
Armar Butler [q.v.], attained a wonderful 
ascendency over the Turkish garrison, and 
were the life and soul of the famous defence, 
which endod with the Russians being com¬ 


pelled to raise the siege, on 22 June 185i, 
The defence gave tho first, check to the Rus¬ 
sians, and probably saved tho allies from a 
campaign amidst tho marshes of the Danube. 
Nasmyth received the thanks of the British 
and Turkish governments and Turkish gold 
medals for the Danube campaign and the 
defence of Silistria, and was voted the free¬ 
dom of his native city, lie returned lo 
Constantinople in broken health and having 
lost all his belongings. lie was transferred 
from the East India Company’s lo tho royal 
army, receiving an unattached company 
16 Sep!. 1854, and a brevet majority the 
same (lay ‘ for his distinguished servioes at 
Ihe defence of Silistria. lie was present 
with tho headquarters staff at tlio Almn 
and (ho siege of Sevastopol (medal aud 
clasp), and in 1836 was appointed assistant 
adjutant-genoral of the Kilkenny district, 
and was afterwards brigade-major at tho 
Ottrragk camp, and brigade-major and de¬ 
puty-assistant adjutant-genoral in Dublin, 
Hie infirm health' suggested a ohango to a 
southern ciimal o, and lio was transferred to 
Now South Wales, as brigade-major at Syd¬ 
ney. IIo was invalided to Europo at the 
end of 1859, and, after long suffering, died at 
Pan, Bassus-Pyrtjnfies, Franco, 2 Juno 1801, 
aged 36. 

Kinglako, who knew him in the Crimea, 
wrote of him as * a man of quiet and gentle 
manners and so free from vanity— ho ireo 
from all idea of sclf-gratulation—that it 
seemed as though ho wove unconscious of 
having si ond ns ho did in llio path of the 
Czar and had really omitted to think of llie 
sliare which he had hail in changing tho 
face of events, lie had gono to Silistria 
for the “ Times,” and natnrally the lustre of 
ills aohiovomont was in some elegroo shod on 
tho keen and watchful company, which had 
tho foresight to send him at tho right mo¬ 
ment into the midst of ovonls on which the 
fate of Russia was hanging’ (Kingiaud, 
revised edit, ii. 245). 

[For the defence of Silistria see Nasmyth's lot- 
tors in thn TimoB, April to June 1861 ; Annual 
Bog. 1864, [207] ami 108; Eraser's Magazine, 
Uoeombor 1864; Kinglako’s Invasion of tile 
Crimea, rev. edit, vol, ii. passim; boo also East 
India Registers, 1816-63; Hurt’s Army List, 
1800; Gent, Mag. 1861, ii. 92.] IT. M. C. 

NASMYTH or NAESMITH, Sik 
JAMES (el. 1720), lawyer, was tho son of 
John Nasmyth and his wife, Isabella, daugh¬ 
ter of Sir James Murray [q.v.lof Pliiliphaugh. 
lie was admitted advocate m 1684, and bo- 
caino a successful lawyor, known by the sobri¬ 
quet of the 1 Dell o’ Dawiok.’ Tie acquired the 
estate of Dawiok from the last of tne Yoitoix 
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family, He had a crown charter of the 
barony of I) a wick in 1703, ratified in parlia¬ 
ment in 1705, lie was created a baronet of 
Scotland on 81 July 1706, and died in July 
1720. He marriod three times: first, Jane 
Stewart, widow of SirLudovic Gordon, hart., 
of Gordonstoun, Elgin ; secondly, Janet, 
daughter of Sir William Murray of Stanhope, 
Peeblesshire; and, thirdly, Barbara (d. 1703), 
daughter of Andrew Pringle of Clifton, Rox¬ 
burghshire. 

His eldest son James (A. 1779), by his first 
wife, succeeded him, and appears to have 
attained some note in his day os a botanist, 
having studied under Linnoeus in Sweden. 
He is said to have made extensive collec¬ 
tions, and to hove been among the first in 
Scotland to plont birch and silver firs. The 
genus Nasmylhia ( = Eriocaulon) was most 
probably named in his honour by Hudson 
n.778). He was member of parliament for 
Peeblesshire from 1780 to 1741, and died on 
4 Peh. 1779. He had married Jean, daughter 
of Thomas Keith. 

[Burke’s Peerage; Irving's Book of Scotsmen; 
Hudson’s Flora Anglica, 2nd ed. 1778 ] 

B. B. W. 

NASMYTH, JAMES (1808-1890), en¬ 
gineer, son of Alexander Nasmyth [q. v.], 
artist, and of his wife Barbara Foulia, was 
horn at 47 York Place, Edinburgh, on 19 Aug. 
1808. After being for a short time under a 
private tutOT he was sent to the Edinburgh 
high school, which he left in 1820 to pursue 
his studies at private classes. His education 
seems to have been acquired in a very desul¬ 
tory way, much of his spare time being spent 
in a large iron-foundry owned by the father 
of one of his schoolfellows, or in the chemical 
laboratory of another school friend. His 
father taught him drawing, in which he 
attained great proficiency. By the age of 
seventeen he had acquired so much skill in 
handling tools that he was able to construct 
a email steam-engine, which be used for the 
purpose of grinding his father’s colours. lie 
also made models of steam-engines to illus¬ 
trate the lectures given at mechanics’ insti¬ 
tutions. The making of one of these models 
brought him into communication with Pro¬ 
fessor Leslie, of the Edinburgh University, 
who gave him a free ticket for his lectures 
on natural philosophy. In 1821 he became a 
student at the Edinburgh school of arts, and, 
his model-making business proving very re¬ 
munerative, he was able to attend some of 
the classes at the university. When only 
nineteen he was commissioned by the Scottish 
Society of Arts to build a steam-carriage 
capable of carrying half a dozen persons. 


This was successfully accomplished, and in 
1827-8 it was tried many times on the roads in 
the neighbourhood of Edinburgh. Hearing 
from some of his acquaintances of the fame ot 
Henry Maudslay[q. v.],he determined toseek 
employment with him at Lamboth, and in May 
1829 he became assistant to Maudslay in his 
private workshop. On Mandslay's death, in 
February 1831, he passed into the service of 
Joshua Field, Mandalay’s partner, with whom 
he remained until the following August. 
Nasmyth's engagement with Maudslay was of 
groat service to him, and hs always spoke in 
the highest terms of his 1 dear old master.’ 

Returning to Edinburgh, he spent two 
years in making a stook of tools and machines, 
and at the same time he executed any small 
orders which came in his way. In 1834 he 
started in business on his own account in Dale 
Street, Manchester, his total capital amount¬ 
ing to only 83Z. lie received much holp from 
friends there, among others from the brothers 
Grant, the originals of the ‘ Brothers Ohecrv- 
ble' of Dickens. His business increasing, he 
took a lease in 1830 of six acres of land at 
Patricroft, near Manchester, and commenced 
to lay the foundations of what eventually 
became the Bridgewater foundry. In 1838 
also he gave evidence on the arts and prin¬ 
ciples of design (see Report, p. 28) before a 
select committee of the IIouso of Commons. 
A few years aft or wards he took into partner¬ 
ship Holbrook Gaskoll; and the firm acquired 
a very high reputation as constructors of 
machinery of all kinds, stoam-ongines, and 
especially of improved machine-tools. 

The invention with which Nasmyth’s name 
is most closely associated, and of which ho 
himself scorns to havo been most proud, is 
that of the steam-hammer. This was called 
forth in 1889 by an order for a largo paddle- 
shaft for the Groat Britain steamship, then 
being built at Bristol. lie at onoo applied 
hie mind to the question, and 1 in little wore 
than half an hour I had the whole contri¬ 
vance in all its executant details before me, 
in a page of my scheme-book ’{Autobiography, 
p. 240), A reduced photographic copy of the 
sketch, dated 24 Nov. 1839, is given in his 
‘ Autobiography.’ There is probably no in¬ 
stance of an invention of equal importance 
being planned out with such rapidity. The 
paddle-shaft was eventually not required, 
the proprietors having decided to adopt the 
screw-propeller, aud,us there was no induce¬ 
ment to go to the oxpense of malting a steam- 
hammer, the matter l'omainsd in abeyance, 
The sketches seem to havo been freely shown, 
aud in 1840 they were seen by Schneider, 
the proprietor ox tho great ironworks at 
Creuzot, during a visit to Patricroft. He 
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appeal's to have immediately grasped the the House of Commons, in the course of 
importance of the invention, and the infor- which he stated that the first idea of a steam- 
mation which he and his manager obtained hammer was due to his chief manager, 
was sufficient to enable them to construct a Thereupon Nasmyth obtained leave to be 
steam-hammer, which was set to work about heard by the committee for the purpose of 
1841. Nasmyth first became aware of this placing his version of the matter before 
in April 1842, when he saw his own hammer them, The question of priority is fully dis- 
at work on the occasion of a chance visit to cussed in the ‘Engineer,’ 10 May 1890 
Crenzot. Upon his return to England ha p. 407. A working model of the hammer, 
lost no time in scouring his invention by with the self-acting gear, made at Patri- 
taking out a patent (No, 9382,9 June 1842), croft, may ho seen at South Kensington, 
but Schneider had anticipated him in France together with an oil-painting by Nnsmyth 
by patenting the hammer in his own name on himself, representing the forging of a largo 
19 April. shaft. 

The first steam-hammer SBt up in this The fame of Nasmyth’s great invention 
country was erected at Patricroft in the lias tended to obscure his merits qb a con- 
early part of 1848, and, after working for triver of machine-tools. Though he was not 
some time, it was sold to Muspvatt & Sons the discoverer of what is known as tho eelf- 
of Newton-le-Willows for breaking stones acting principle, in which tho tool is hold by 
(cf. Rowlabdsomt, History of the Steam an iron hand or vice while it is constrained 
Hammer, Manchester, 1875, p. 9). Tho valves to movo in a definite direction by moans of 
of the early hammers were worked by hand, a slide, ho saw very early in his carour tho 
and much time was spent in making the importance of this principle. "While in the 
machine self-acting, so that immediately employment of Maudslay he invented the 
upon the delivery of the Wow steam should nut-shaping machine, and in later years 
be admitted below the piston to raise the tho Bridgewater foundry bocame famous 
hammer up again. This self-acting gearwas for machine-tools of all kinds, of excellent 
patented by Nusmyth in 1843 (No. 9850), workmanship and ologant design. Ife used 
but the iuvontiouis claimed for Hobert Wil- to say that tho artistic perception which he 
son, one of the managers at Patricroft (op. inherited from his father was of singular sor- 
cit. p. 6). Self-acting guar is now generally vice to him. Many of those are figured and 
discarded, except, in small hammers, whero described in George Ronnie’s edition of Bu- 
straighlfarwnrd work is executed. Largo chanan’s ‘Essays on Millworlt’ (1841), to 
hammers are now universally worked by which Nasmyth contributed a section on tho 
hand, according to Nasmyth's original plan, introduction of tlio slide principle in tools 
the introduction of balaucod valvos giving and machines. Most of liis workshop eontri- 
the hammer-man perfect control, even over vnnoos are inoludod in tho appendix to his 
the most ponderous machines (Tract Mceh, 1 Autobiography.’ As far back as 1820 lie in- 
Joum. July 1848 p. 77, November 1855 vented a iloxiblc Bhaft, consisting of a closc- 
p. 174), ilie patent of 1843 contained a coiled spiral wire, for driving small drills, 
claim for the application of the invention as This has been re-invent ed several tirnoB since, 
a pile-driver, and the first steam pile-driver and is now in general use by dentists as a 
was used in the Ilamoazo in July 1845. In supposed American contrivance. IIo seoms 
that yoax Nasmyth took out a furthor patent also to have been the first to suggest the use 
for a special form of steam-hammer for work- of a submerged chain for towing boats on 
ing and dressing stone, So much was tho rivers and canals. He proposed the use of 
machine in his mind that ho designed a chilled cost-iron Bliot at a mooting of the 
Eteam-engino in which the part a wore arranged British Association at Cambridge in 1802, 
as in a steam-hammer, the cylinder being in- some months boforo Pulliser took out liis 
verted. For this engine ha received a prize patent in May 1803. Having boon requested 
medal at the exhibition of 1801, and tliu do- by Faraday to furnish Borne strikingoxamplo 
sign lias since been largoly adojil ad for marine of the power of machinery in overcoming 
engines (cf. Engineer, 3 May 1867, p. 392), rcsistunco to penetration, no contrived a 

Attempts have been made to deprive rough hydraulic pimcliiiig-nmcliuio, by which 
Nasmyth of tho credit of the invention of ho was enabled to punch a liolo through a 
the steam-hammer, and it has beun pointed block of iron fivo ineliOB thick. Tills was 
out that James Watt in his patent of 1784 exhibited by Paradev at one of his lectures 
(No. 1432), and William Deveroll in 1806 at the Royal Instilution. Subsequently 
(No. 2939), had both suggested a direct- Nasmyth communicated his idoas to Sir 
acting steam-hammer. In 1871 Schneider | Charles Fox, of Fox, Henderson, & Co., and 
gavo evidence before a select committee of a niachino was constructed for punching by 
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hydraulic power the holes in the links of a 
chain bridge then being constructed by the 
firm. 

From a very early age he took great in¬ 
terest in astronomy, and in 1857 lie con¬ 
structed with his own hands a very efi'ective 
reflecting telescope of six inches diameter. 
His first appearance as a writer on the sub¬ 
ject was in 1843, when he contributed a 
paper on the train of the great comet to the 
‘ Monthly Notices of the Royal Astrono¬ 
mical Society ’ (v. 270). This was followed 
in 1846 by one on the telescopic appearance 
of the moon {Mem. Royal Astron. Soo. xv. 
147). The instrument with which most of 
his work was done was a telescope with a 
speculum of twenty inches diameter, mounted 
on a turntable according to a plan of his 
own invention, the object being viewed 
through one of the trunnions, which was 
made hollow for that purpose. lie devoted 
himself more particularly to a study of the 
moon’s surface, and made a series of careful 
drawings, which he sent to the exhibition 
of 1851, and for which he received a prize 
medal. In 1874 he published, in conjunc¬ 
tion with James Carpenter, an elaborate 
work under the title of 1 The Moon con¬ 
sidered as a Planet, a World, and a Satellite.’ 
This work embodied the results of many 
years’ observations, and its object was to 
ive ‘ a rational explanation of the surface 
etails of the moon which should be in 
accordance with the generally received theory 
of planetary formation.’ The illustrations 
consist of photographs taken from carefully 
constructed models placed in strong sun¬ 
light, which give a better idea of the tele¬ 
scopic aspect of the moon than photographs 
taken direct. He was the first to observe in 
June 1860 a peculiar mottled appearance of 
the sun’s surface, to which he gave the name 
of ‘willow leaves, 1 but which other ob¬ 
servers prefer to call ‘ rice grains.’ He com¬ 
municated an account of this phenomenon 
,o the Literary and Philosophical Society of 
Winchester in 1861 {Memoirs, 3rd ser. i. 
14)7). The discovery attracted much atten- 
ion at the time, and gave rise to consider¬ 
able discussion; but no satisfactory explana- 
ion of the willow leaves has yet been 
impounded. 

Inl866 lieretiredfrom business, andsettled 
i Penshurst, Kent, where he purchased the 
Duse formerly belonging to F, R. Loo, 
.A. This be named Hammerfield, from his 
lereditary regard for hammers, two broken 
ammer-shafts having been the crest of tbe 
imily for hundreds of years.’ He died at 
Bailey’s Hotel, South Kensington, on 7 May 
1890. Nasmytli married, on 18 June 1840, 


Miss Hartop, daughter of the manager of 
Earl Fitzwilliam’s ironworks near Barnsley, 

[James Nusmyth: an Autobiography, ed. 
Smiles, 1888 j Griffin's Contemporary Biog. in 
Addit. MS. 28511, f. 212. A list of his scientific 
papers is given in the Royal Soc, Cat., and his 
various patents are described in the Engineer 
16 and 23 May 1890.] R. B. P. 

NASMYTH, PATRICK (1787-1881), 
landscape-painter, born in Edinburgh on 
7 Jan. 1(87, was the eldest son of Alexander 
Nasmyth [q. v.] the painter, and his wife 
Barbara Eoulis, He early displayed a turn 
for art, and was fond of playing truant from 
school in order that he might wander in the 
fields and sketch the scenes and objects that 
surrounded him. He received his earliest 
instruction in art from his father, and studied 
with immense care and industry, painting 
with his loft hand after Iris right had been 
incapacitated by an injury received while on 
a sketching expedition with the elder Nas¬ 
myth. He also suffered from deafness, the 
result of an illness produced by sleeping in 
a damp bed when he was about sevonteon 
years of age. From 1808 to 1814 he exhi¬ 
bited his works in the rooms of the Society 
of Associated Artists, Edinburgh; and he 
contributed to the Royal Institution, Edin¬ 
burgh, 1821-8, and to the Scottish Academy 
in 1830 and 1831. In 1808 lie removed to 
London, hut he did not exhibit in the Royal 
Academy tilll811 (compare catalogues), when 
he was represented by a ‘View of Loch Ka¬ 
trine,’ and he afterwards contributed at inter¬ 
vals till 1830. In 1824 he became a founda¬ 
tion member of the Society of British Artists, 
with whom, as also in the British lnstilu- 
1 ion, he exhibited during the rest of liis life. 
His earliest productions dealt chiefly with 
Scottish laudscupe, but in the neighbourhood 
of London he found homely rustic scenes 
better suited to his brush. lie delighted to 
render nature in her humbler aspects, paint¬ 
ing hedgerow subjects with great care and 
delicacy, his favourite tree being the dwarfed 
oak. He also closely studiedfheDutchland- 
scape-painters, and Imitated their manner 
with such success that he has beeu styled 
‘ theEnglishnohbema,’ so preeiseand spirited 
is his touch, so brilliant are the skios Lhat ap¬ 
pear above the low-toned fields and foliage 
in his pictures. In all monetary matters 
he was singularly careless, and ho seems to 
have fallen into habits of dissipation which 
undermined his constitution. Whilo re¬ 
covering from an attack of influenzahe caught 
a chill as he was sketching a group of pollard 
willows on the Thames; and he died at 
Lambeth on 17 Aug, 1831, propped up in 
bed at Ms own request, that he might witness 
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a thunderstorm that was thon raging. Do 
was buried in St. Mary’s Church, where the 
Scottish artists in London erected a stone 
over his grave. Patrick Nasmyth is one of 
the characters 1 brought upon the scene as 
sketches from the fife' in John Burnet’s 
‘Progress of the Painter’ (London, 1854). 
Since his death the reputation of his works 
has greatly increased. One of tho finest, 
' Haselm ore,’ sold for 1,300 guineas at Chris¬ 
tie’s in 1892, and his ‘ Turner's Hill, East 
Urinstead,’ realised 987/. at Christie’s in 
1886. He is represented in the National 
(tul I try by five works, in the South Kensing¬ 
ton Museum hy three, and in tho National 
Gallery of Scotland hy one. His portrait., 
a chalk drawing by "William Bewick, is in 
the National Portrait Gallery, London, 

[James Nasmyth's Autobiography, London, 
1888; Redgrave’s Diet, of Artists, London, 
1878; Anderson's Scottish Nation; Catalogues 
of Exhibitions, &c., mentioned above; Academy, 
29 jVIuyl886; Scotsman, 20 June 1892. His 
name is duly entered ns ‘ Patrick ’ in the City of 
Edinburgh liaptiwii Register, fl Rob, 1787, though 
he appears as ‘ Potor Nasmyth 1 in bomo of tho 
catalogues of tho Socioty of Associated Artists 
and of the Royal Institution of Edinburgh.] 

J. M. a. 

NASSAU, GEORGE RICHARD 
SAVAGE (1760-1823), bibliophile, born 
on 5 Sept. 1766, was second son of the Hon. 
Richard Savage Nassau, who was second 
eon of Frederic, third earl of llocliford. Ilis 
mother, Anna, was only daughter and heiress 
of Edward Spencer of Iiendlcsham, Suffolk, 
and widow ot James, third duke of Hamilton. 
Under tho will of Sir John Fitch Barker of 
Grimaton Hall, Trimloy St. Martin, Suffolk, 
who died on 3 Jan. 1706, he inherited con¬ 
siderable possessions. In 1806 he served ms 
high sheriff lor Suffolk, He diud in Chari os 
Street, Berkeley Square, London, on 18 Aug. 
1823, from the effects of a paralytic seizure, 
and was buried in Easton Church, Suffolk, 
whore a monument was ereotud to ids 
memory. 

Nassau was a man of considerable attain¬ 
ments and culture. Ilis lit urary tost os found 
gratification in the formation of a lino 
library, rich in emblem books, early English 
poetry, the drama, topography, and his¬ 
tory. In the two latter departments iiis 
collection comprised manylurgc-paper copies, 
which were oxtra-illustrated by the inser¬ 
tion of numerous drawings, prints, and por¬ 
traits, and were accompanied by rare his¬ 
torical tracts. For the history of Stiilbik he 
made extensive collections, both printed and 
manusoript, which lie enriched by a profu¬ 
sion of portraits and ongravings. lie like¬ 


wise employed the pencils of Hooker,TIenrne, 
] and Byrno, and many Suffolk artists, parti- 
' cuiarly Gainsborough, Frost, and Johnson, 
to depict the most striking scenes and ob¬ 
jects in his favourite county. Of this re¬ 
markable library only the volumes of Suffolk 
manuscripts, thirty in number, wore reserved 
for the library of the family mansion at 
Easton. The bulk was Bold by Evans in 
J824 in two parte, the first on 16 Fob, and 
eleven following days, and tho second on 
8 March and seven following days. The 
catalogue contained 4,264 lots, and the 
whole collection realised the sum of 8,600/. 
A low of tho most remarkable articles of 
Nassau's library are noticed in Adam Clarke's 
‘ liopertorium Bibliograpluoum,' 

[Nichols's Rlustr. of Lit. vi. 827.] G. G. 

NASSAU, ITENiiY, Count and L»»u of 
AuVEiwuBurtra (1 OH-1708), general, born 
in 1641, was third son of Louis, count of 
Nassail (il legitimate son of M aurioe, prince ol 
Orange, grand-undo of William III, king ot 
England), by bis wife Elizabeth, daughter 
of Count de Horn. Ilonry accompanied 
William, prince of Orange, on his visit to 
Oxford in 1670, and received from tho uni¬ 
versity (lie degree of D.O.L. (20 Dec.) He 
at tended William wit li great devotion during 
his illness in the spring of 1675, aud Haved 
his life at the risk of his own at Uio battle 
ofMons, 13 Aug. (N.H.) 1678. In rueognilion 
of this service lie was presented by the 
Ktatos-Gunonil with a gold-hiltnd sword, a 

S old inlaid pair of pistols, and a pair of gold 
orse-lweklos, He came to England in 1686 
us William’s special envoy to congratulate 
James II on his accession, attended William 
to England in 1688 us captain of ids body¬ 
guard, was appointed in February 1088-9hit 
master of the horse, and Hie same year win* 
naturalised by act of parliament. 11c fought 
at tho battle of tlm Boyne, 1 July 1600, anil 
afterwards occupied Dublin with nine troops 
of horse, and served at Limerick, Advanced 
to t!io rank of majov-gouerallfl March 1600-1, 
lie sewed in the subsequent campaign in 
Flanders, and distinguished himself by the 
gallant manner iu which lie rescued the re¬ 
mains of Muckay’s division at tho battle of 
Steinkirk, July 1602, 

In February 1692-3 ho was appointed 
deputy stadtholdcr, and in t,he suitunor ol 
1607 was promoted to the rank of (’moral in 
tho English army, William on his death¬ 
bed thanked him for his long and faitlrftii 
services. Iu command of tho Dutch forces, 
with the milt of fioldsmarshal, he co-oporatoil 
with Marlborough, whoso entire confidence 
he enjoyed, in the oarlior campaigns, of tho 
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■war of the Spanish succession, and died in 
the camp before Lille on 17 Oct. (N.S.) 1708. 
He -was buried at Owerkerk (Auverquerque) 
in Zealand, of ■which place he was lord. 

Nassau married Isabella van Aersen, 
daughter of Cornelius, lord of Sommelsdyok 
and Plaata, who survived him, and died in 
January 1720. By her Nassau had issue five 
sons, the eldest of whom died in his life¬ 
time, and one daughter. Nassau’s only daugh¬ 
ter, Isabella, became in 1691 the second wife 
of Charles Grenville, lord Lansdowne, after¬ 
wards second Earl of Bath. His second son, 
Henry (d. 1761), was raised to the peerage by 
letters patent of 21 Dec. 1698, by the titles 
of Baron Alford, Viscount of Boston, and 
Earl of Grantham. lie married Henrietta, 
daughter of Thomas Butler, styled Earl of 
Ossory, by whom he had issue two sons, who 
died without issue, and three daughters, of 
whom the youngest, Henrietta, married, on 
27 June 1732, "William, second earl Cowper. 

[Foster's Alumni Oxon.; Wood's Fasti Oxon, 
(Bliss), ii 821; Harm's Life of William III, 
1749, p. 60; Harl. Misc. ii. 211; Clarendon and 
Rochester Corresp i. 115, 116 n.; Dalrymplo’s 
Memoirs of Great Britain and Ireland, ii. 116; 
Fox's Hist, of the Early Part of tbs Roign of 
James II, App. p. xl et soq.; Hist. MSS. Comm. 
5tl) Hep. App. p. 881, 7th Rep. App. p. 769, 
10th Rep. App. v. 130 et seq., 11th Rep. 
App. v. 178 ; Bean Davies’s Jaurn. (Camd. Soc.) 

р. 144 ; Grimblot's Lettsra of William III and 
Louis XIV, i. 323, 427, ii. 238; Burnet's Own 
Tima, fol., ii. 78, 303,381; Luttrell's Relation of 
State Affairs; Coxe’s Marlborough, ii. 660-8; 
Carte's Ormonde, ii. 607; Hist. Reg, Citron, 
Diary(l728), p. 6; Notes and Queries, 6th sor. 
iv. 525; Commons’ Journ. x. 130; Lords’ Journ, 
xvi. 367; Groan Van Prinetorer's Archives de la 
liaison d’Orange-Nassau, 2“» sdrie, v. 848, 
360 ; Burke’s Extinct Peerage; Imhof‘s No- 
titia S. Rom. Gorman. Imp. Procer. (1899), 1. v. 

с. 6, § 30; Eg. MS. 1707, f. 828; Kobus and 
Riveconrt'a Biog. Handwoordonboelc van Nedor- 
land; Van der Aa’s Biog. Woordenboek der 
Nederlanden; Peerago of England, 1710,'Grant¬ 
ham;' and Complete Peerage, 1892, 'Grantham,'] 

J. M. R. 

NASSYNGTON, WILLIAM op (ft. 
1376 f), translator, probably came ftom Nas- 
sington in Northamptonshire, and is de¬ 
scribed ns proctor in the ecclesiastical court 
of York. That he lived in the north of 
England is proved by the dialect in which 
hia work is written, but his date has been 
very variously given. Warton puts him as 
late as 1480; but as the transcript of his 
work in the Royal MSS. is dated 1418, it is 
almost certain that he livBd in the latter 
half of the fourteenth century. He is pro¬ 
bably distinctfromthe William of Nassynton 


I who is mentioned in 1865 in connection with 
the church of St. Pet er, Exeter ( Cal. Inq.post 
mortem, ii. 100 6). _ Nassyngton’s one claim t» 
remembrance is his translation into English 
verse of a ‘ Treat ise on the Trinity and Unity, 
with a Declaration of God’s Works and of the 
Passion of Jesus Christ,’ written in Latin by 
one John of Waldeby or Waldly, who had 
studied in the Augustinian convent at Ox¬ 
ford, and becamo provincial of the Austin 
Friars in England. The ‘ Myrrour of Life/ 
sometimes attributed to Bichard Rolle [q, v.] 
of Hampole, is identical with Nassyngton’s 
translation. Ten manuscript copies ol it are 
in the British Museum, including Beg. MS. 
17. C. viii, Additional MS. 22668, and Addi¬ 
tional MS. 22283, ft'. 33 -01; two aro in the 
Bodleian Library, Oxford, viz. Bawlinson 
MSS. 884 and 890 ; another, said by Warton 
to he in the library of Lincoln Calhodral, is 
really a different work. The British Museum 
MSS. show some variation at the end oi the 
work, and Additional MS. 22283 is imperfect, 
lacking about 960 linos at tlia beginning. 
Additional MS. 22568, which appears to 
he the most complete, contains nearly fifteen 
thousand lines. It bog ms wit ha commentary- 
on the Lord’s Prayer, and onds with the Beati¬ 
tudes. The sent ences from the Lord’s Prayer 
are worked in in Latin, but the commentary 
is in English, and in Additional MS. 22283the 
Latin sentences only appear in tho margin. 
The authorship is determined by the con¬ 
cluding lines, which ask for prayers 
For Frisre Johan saule of Waldly, 

That fast slndyd day and nyght, 

And made this talo in Lntyn right, 

Prayer also w‘ douocion 

For William taulo of Nassynotono. 

[Manuscript works in Brit. Mus. Libr.; Tan¬ 
ner’s Bibl. Anglo-Hibemicn; Warton’s English 
Poets, ii. 387-8; Riteon’s Bibl. Anglo-Poeticn, 
pp. 91—2 ; Cox’s Oat. Codicum in Bibl. Bodl,; 
Morloy’e Englibh Writers, ii. 442; NotoB and 
Queries, 4th ser. iii. 169.] A. F. P. 

NATAEES or NATUBES, EDMUND 
(d, 164 9), master of Clare Hall, Cambridge, 
bom in Richmondshire (Yorkshire), was ad¬ 
mitted probably to Catharine Hall, Cam¬ 
bridge, about 1496. He graduated B.A. in 
1600, M.A., by special grace, 1602, B.D. 1609, 
and D.D. 1616. He became a fellow of 
Catharine Hall, and in 1607 was one of tho 
roctors for the university. Seven years later, 
0 Oct. 1614, he was elected master of Clare 
Hall, and held that post tiE his resignation 
(libora cossatio) in 1530. During liis master¬ 
ship the master’s chamber and the college 
treasury were burned down (1521). The 
whole buildings now belonging to the master 
were erected four years later at N&tares’e 
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expense (Clare Cell. MSS. ; see Wiixis and the churches of Botlielney (now Meldruna), 
Ciabs, i. 79). During these years he was Collie (now Cowie), and Tullick, where he 


four times vice-chancellor of the university, 
1518,1521,1620-7; and in this capacity he 
presided at the preliminary trial for heresy of 
Robert Barnes fq. v,] for his sermon preached 
on 24 Dec. 1626, at St. Edward’s Church 
(Coopeb, Annals of Cambridge, i, 814, seq.) 
Fox' styles ‘Dr. Notaries’ a ranli enemy to 
Christ, and one of those who railed against 
Master Latimer. 

In 1517 he became rector of Weston 
Colville, Cambridgeshire, and on 20 June 
1622 was presented at "Winchester to the 
rectory of Middleton-upon-Teos, Durham, 
void by the death of John Palswell ( State 
Papers, 14 Ilenry VIII, 2856). In August of 
the same year he was included in a list of 
twenty people appointed to be surveyors in 
survivorship of mines in Devonshire and 
Cornwall (lb, pp. 24, 82). NaUros’s suc¬ 
cessor (William Bell) in the Middleton- 
upon-Tees rectory was instituted in 1549, 

‘ post mortem Natros.’ ' ne gave an estate 
or money to Clare Hall for an annual ser¬ 
mon at Weston Colville (Coorim). 

[Coopar’s Athcnse Cautabrigionsos quotas 
manuscript authorities ; le Nevo’s Fasti; 
Latimor’s Works, it. xii. (Parker Society); 
Robert Barnes's Supplication to Homy VIII, 
1534; Willis and Clark's Architect. List, of 
Cambridge ; Cooper’s Annals of Cambridge, 
i. 314 seq.; Stale Papers, Ilenry VIII; Fore’s 
Acts and Monnmonts. v. 415, vii. 451; Hutchin¬ 
son’s Durham, id. 278 ; oxtruct from MS, regis¬ 
ter at Clare College, communicated by tlio Itor. 
the Master of Clare College, Cambridge j infor¬ 
mation from the Rev. John Miluor, roelor oi 
Middleton-iii-Teosdalo, and the Rev. the Mnslor 
of St, Cathurina’e College, Cambridge.] 

W. A. S. 

NATHALAN or NATJOHLAN (d. 
452 P), Scottish saint, said to hnvo been 
bom at Tullich, Abcvduenshiro, was well 
educated as a member of a noble family, but 
devoted himself wholly_ to divine contem¬ 
plation, and adopted agriculture as an occu¬ 
pation heat suited to this object. During a 
famine he distributed all the grain he had 
accumulated, and tliero being none left to 
sow 1 he fields with, he sowed thorn with 
sand, which resulted in a plentiful and varied 
grain-crop. Subsequently, as a ponauco for 
murmuring against God, he bound Ms hand 
and leg together with a look and iron chain, 
and threw the hey into the Dee, with a vow 
not to releaso himsolf until lie had visited 
homo. Arrived there, lie found the rusty 
hey inside a fish he had bought, and the 
pope thereupon made Mm a bishop. Return¬ 
ing in his old age to Scotland, he founded 


died and was buried. lie is the patron saint 
of the churches he founded. At the old kirk 
of Botlielney is Naughlan’s Well, and his 
name is preserved in Kilnauglilan in Islay, 
and by the fishermen of Cowie in tlie 
rhyme— 

Atwcen the kirk and the ldrk-ford 

There lies Saint Nmichlan’e hoard. 

Dempster (Mist. Pccles, Scot. Bannatyne 
Club, ii. 504) attributes to Nathalan five 
treatises, none of which aro extant. 

According to Adam King’s ‘Kalendar’ 
(given in Fomins, Scottish Saints, p. 141), 
Nathalan died on 8 Jan. 4C2; but Skene, 
Forbes, and O’llaulon have identified him 
with Nochtanan or Noclani, an Irish saint, 
who appears in tlio ‘Felive’ of Oengus as 
‘Nccktan from tlio East, from Alhn,’ and is 
said to have been a disciple of Si. Patrick 
(Tripartita Life, Rolls Sor. ii. 600), became 
abbot of Dmigoimhin or Dniigiveu, and died 
in 077 according to tbo Four Masters, or 
079 acoordiugto tlio 'Annalsof Tiglioarnacli.’ 
But tliero wore no less than four Irish aainte 
of this name, and their chronology is very 
confused. 

rO’Unnlon’s Irish Sainls, i. 127-30; Forhos’s 
Xiitondurs of Scot!Mi ftdnls, jip. 141, 417-10; 
Dempster’s Ilistoriu Kcclcs. (lontis KeoLorum 
(Buunalyno Club), ii. 601; Skpnu’a ColLic Scot¬ 
land, ii. 170; Colgan’s Ada Hai’.dorum; Tri¬ 
partite Life of St. Patrick; Diet, of Ohrislian 
Biog,; Chambers's Days, i. 73.] A. F, p, 

NATHAN, ISAAC (1701P-18G4), musical 
composer, teacher of singing, and author, was 
hom at Canterbury, Kent, about 1791, of 
Jewish parents. Being by thorn intended 
for tlio Hebrew priesthood, ho was sent 
oarly in life to Cambridge to study Hebrew, 
German, and Chaldean, in all of which ho 
made rapid progress, with one Lyon, a teacher 
of Hebrew in tlio university; but in his leisure 
ho diligently practised tlio violin, and showed 
such uncommon aptitude for music that his 
parents wore persuaded to give thoir consent 
to his abandoning tlio study of theology for 
that of music. With this object, Nathan 
was taken away from Cambridge and articled 
in London to Domenico Com (1740-1826), 
tbo Italian composer and loacW. Under 
Corn's guidance Nathan advanced rapidly. 
Eight months after tho apprenticeship began 
tbo young composor wrote and published liis 
first song,' Infant Love.’ There followed in 
quick succession more works in the same 
stylo, the host of wliich was ' The Sorrows 
of Absence.’ 

About 1812 Nathan waa introducod by 
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Douglas Kinnaird [q, vj to Lord Byron, and 
thus commenced a friendship which was 
only dissolved by the death of the poet. At 
Kinnaird’s suggestion Byron wrote the ‘ He¬ 
brew Melodies ’for Nathan to set to music, 
and Nathan subsequently bought the copy¬ 
right of the work, He intended to pubUBh 
the‘Melodies’ by subscription, andBraham, 
onputting his name down for two copies, sug¬ 
gested that he should aid in their arrangement, 
and sing them in public. Accordingly the 
title-page of the first edition, published in 
1815, stated that the music was newly ar¬ 
ranged, harmonised, and revised by I. Nathan 
and J. Brahara. But Braham's engagements 
did not allow him to share actively in the 
undertaking, and in later editions his name 
was withdrawn (cf. Pref. to 1829 ed.) The 
melodies were mainly ‘ a selection from the 
favourite airs sung in the religious cere¬ 
monies of the Jews^ (cf. Nathan's ‘ Fugitive 
Pieces,’Pref. p. ix, ed. 18i9p. 144; of. adver¬ 
tisement byByroninhis collected works.Lon- 
don, 1821). Lady Caroline Lamb [q.v.j was 
also among Nathalie friends, and wrote versus 
for him tosetto music. In 1829 he published 
‘ Fugitive Pieces and Reminiscences of Lord 
Byron . . . together with his Lordship's 
Autograph; also some original Poetry, Let¬ 
ters, and Recollections of Lady Caroline 
Lamb.’ Despite Nathan’s claim to long in¬ 
timacy with Byron, Moore avoids men¬ 
tion of him in his ‘Life’ of the poet. A 
note affixed to the earlier editions of Byron’s 
works stated that the poet never ‘ alludes 
tohis share in the melodies with complacency, 
and that Mr. Moore, having on one occasion 
rallied him a little on the manner in which 
some of them had been set to music, received 
the reply, “Sunburn Nathan 1 Why do you 
alwaye twit me with his Ebrew nasalities P 
Have I not already told you it was all Kin- 
nuird'a doing and my own exquisite facility 
of temper P”’ (see Notes and Queries, bthser, 
1884, ix. 71). Nathan's ‘Fugitive Pieces’ 
gave him a wide reputation, but the success 
of the volume was not sufficient to keep him 
out of financial difficulties, He contracted 
a large number of debts, was compelled to 
quit London, and for a time lived in retire¬ 
ment in the west of England and in Wales. 
On returning to London he was advised to 
appear on the stage in au attempt to satisfy 
lus creditors. He accordingly matlo his dfibul 
iu the part of Henry Bertram in Bishop’s 
opera, * Guy Manneriug,’ at Govent Garden 
about 1816. His voice was, however, too 
small in compass and strength to admit of 
this being an entiiely successful experiment, 
though his method was declared by competent 
judges to have been decidedly good. As his 


next resource he essayed opera writing, and 
several operas, pantomimes, and melodramas 
of his composition were produced at Govern 
Garden and Drury Lone Theatres, one or 
two of which obtained a certain amount of 
favour. Among them may be mentioned 
‘ Sweethearts and Wives,’ a comedy with 
music by Nathan and libretto by James Ken- 
ney [q. v.], which ran for upwards of fifty 
nights after its production at the Haymarket 
Theatre on 7 July 1828. It included two of 
Nathan’s most popular songs, ‘ Why are you 
wandering here ? ’ and ‘ I’ll not be a maiden 
forsaken.’ Nathan’s eomie opera, ‘ The Alcaid, 
or the Secrets of Office,’ the words also by 
Kenney, was produced at the Ilaymarket on 
10 Aug. 1824, Nathan’s musical farce, ‘The 
Illustrious Stranger, or Mamed and Buried,’ 
the wordB written for Liston by Kenney, was 
first given at Drury Lane in October 1827 
(see Cat. Sacred JIarmonio Soc.Library, 1872, 
p. 95). 

In 1828 Nathan published ‘Musurgia Vo- 
calis: an Essay on the History and Theory 
of Music, and on the Qualities, Capabilities, 
and Management of the Human Voice, with 
an Appendix on Hobrow Music ’ (London, 
4lo), which he dedicated to George IV. The 
issue of on enlarged odilion was begun in 
1836, but of this only the first volume seems 
to have appeared. Contemporary eritios con¬ 
sidered the work excellent (.seo Monthly Re¬ 
view, J une 1 823; Quart. Mas. lieu. vol. xix. j 
Rime Rncyrlopetlique ,p. 150, October 1828; 
La Belle Assemblie, July 1828). Nathan also 
ave to the world a ‘Life of Mina. Malibran 
e Beriot, intevspersod with original Anec¬ 
dotes and critical Remarks on nor Musical 
Powers’(1st and 3rd ed. London, 1888, 
12mo). He was appointed musical liisl orian 
to George IV, and instructor in music to the 
Princess Charlotte of Wales. 

In 1841 Nathan emigrated to Australia, 
because, itissaid, ofhis failure to obtain from 
Lord Melbourne’s ministry recognition of a 
claim for 3,3207. on account, lie asserted, of 
work done and money expended in the service 
of the crown. The precise nature of the work 
is not statod by Nathan, but his treatment 
at the hands of the 1 Melbournitish M inislry ’ 
weighed heavily upon him. Tlio odd 8267. 
was paid him, but tlio remaining sum was 
disallowed (Notes and Queries, 6th ser. ix 
355). The matter is fully dealt with by 
Nathan in ‘The Southern Euphrosyne,’ 
pp. 101-7, though again the precise nature of 
the business is omitted. lie liret took up his 
abode in Sydney at 105 Kanter Street, but 
later removed to Randwick, a suburb of that 
city; and there, and indeed in tlio entire 
colony, he did a groat deal to benefit church 
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music and clioral societies. In 1846 lie 
published simultaneously in Sydney and 
fn London 1 The Southern Euphrosyne and 
Australian Miscellany, containing Oriental 
Moral Tales, original Anecdotes, Poetry, and 
Music ; an historical Sketch with Examples 
of the Native Aboriginal Melodies put into 
modem Bhytlim, ana harmonised as Solos, 
Quartets, &c., together with several other 
vocal Pieces arranged to a Pianoforte Ac¬ 
companiment by the Editor and sole Pro¬ 
prietor, Isaac Nathan.’ lie also frequently 
lectured in Sydney on the theory and prac¬ 
tice of music. The first, second, and third of 
a series of lectures delivered at Sydney Pro¬ 
prietary College were published in that city 
in 1846. 

While resident at liandwiek, -where he 
named his house after Byron, he took great 
interest in the Asylum for Destitute Children, 
for whose benefit henrrauged in 1869 u monster 
concert at the Princo of Wales's Theatre, 
Sydney. He subsequently wont to live at 
443 Pitt Street. lie was killed in Pitt 
Street, ‘ in descending from a tramcar, 1 on 

16 Jan. 1804. lie was in his seventy-fourth 
year. His last composition was a piece en¬ 
titled ‘A Song of Freedom,’ a copy of which 
was sent, through Sir John Young, to the 
Queen. Nathan’s remains were interred ou 

17 Jan. 1804 in the cemetery at Campur- 
down (Sydney Morning Herald, 19 J an. 1804). 
lie was twice married, and left a number of 
children. One son, Charles, was a F.li.O.S., 
enjoyed a wide reputation us a surgeon, and 
died in September 1872. Another son, 
Robert, was an officer in tlia New South 
Wales regular artillery, and aide-de-camp to 
the governor, Lord Augustus Loftue. 

In the music catalogue of the British 
Museum no less than twelve pages are de¬ 
voted to Nathan’s compositions and literary 
works, all of which savour strongly of the 
dilettante. Of tlioao not hitherto mentioned 
the best are: 1. A national song, ‘ God save 
the Regent,'poem by J. J.Stockdale (London, 
fol. 1818). 2. 1 Long live our Monarch,’ for 
eolo, chorus, and orchestra (London, fol. 1880). 

[Authorities oiled above; also Notes and 
Queries, 8th nor. viii. 491, ix. 71,137, 178, 107, 
366 j Cat. Auglo-Jowish Jlist. Exhib.; Letters 
from Byron to Moore, 22 Fob. 1816; Alliboiio’s 
Diet, of Engl. Lit. 1870, Philadelphia; Geor¬ 
gian Era, iv, 281; Keaton's Australian Dint, of 
Dates, 1879, p. 160; Jewish Ohrouiola, 26 March 
1864.] It. U, L. 

HATTER, LORENZ (1705-1703), gem- 
engraver and inodulliaL, was horn 21 March 
1705atBiberachiu Suabia (Natick, Treatise 
&c., p. xxix). At his native place he for six 


years followed the business of a jeweller, and 
then worked for the same period in Switzer¬ 
land, where he had relatives. At Berne he 
was taught by the seal-cutter Johann Ru¬ 
dolph Ochs [q. v.] He next went Lo study 
in Italy, and at Venice finally abandoned 
his jeweller's business and took to gem- 
engraving. His first productions were prin¬ 
cipally seals with coats of arms. On coming 
to Rome he was, ho tells us (Hi. p. xxviii), at 
once 1 employed by the Ohovalior Odnm to 
copy the Venus of Mr. Veltori, to make a 
Danae of it, and put the [supposed engraver's] 
name Aulus to it,’ For this engraved stone, 
as well as for others copied by him from the 
antique, Natter found purchasers. Writing 
in 1751, ho says that he is always willing to 
recsoivB commissions to copy ancient gems, 
hut declares that ho never sold comes in- 
originals. It is fair to notice that Nattor’s 
productions frequently boro a signature. II i* 
usual siguoture on gems is NATTKP oi 
NATTHP. He also ofton signs YAP02 or 
YAPOY, a translation of the German word 
natter, a water-snake, and this was by some 
supposod to bo an ancient Greek name. At 
Florence hs was employed by Baron Do 
Btosch, who doubtless was not scrupulous 
about disposing of NuUer’similntioiis, llore 
also from L732 to 1735 Natter was patronised 
by the Grand Duke of Tuscany, for whom he 
made aporf rail of the GrandDuke himself, and 
one of Cardinal Albnni. In 1738 ho mads at 
Florence a portrait-modal of Charles Saek- 
villB, earl ol Middlesex (afterwards of Dor¬ 
set). This is signed l. natob v. H.0BBM. 
(IIawkins, Med. lllustr, ii, 601; reverse, 
llarpocrates). In L7-1J (or onriior) lie cams 
to England lo work as a medallist and cem- 
engrnvor, bringing with him from Italy n 
colioction of antique goins and sulphur oasts. 
In 1743 he left England and visited, in eom- 

E witli Martin Tuscher of Nuremberg, 
unrlc, Sweden, and 8t. Petersburg. Chris¬ 
tian VI, king of Denmark, gave him a room 
in his palace, whore ho worked at gem and 
die cutting for nearly a year. JIo was well 
paid, and presented by tile Mug with a gold 
medal. Walp’olo (Anecdotes of Tainting, 
(Natter’) says that Nutter visited. Holland 
in 1748, Nalter does not mention t his visit, 
but he was certainly patronised by Wil¬ 
liam IV of Ormigo and his family, and uuido 
for them portraits in intaglio and portrait- 
medals, tliu latter oxocutoil in 1761 (Haw¬ 
kins, Med. lllustr, ii, 003, (180), lie returned 
to England in or before 175-J, and appears 
to have remained here till tho summer of 
1702. _ 

During Natter's two visits to England ho 
was patronised by the royal family, and iu 
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1741 made the medal ‘ Tribute to George II 
(Hawkins, op, cit. ii. 666, signed i. nat- 
ibb, and l. N.) He was much patro¬ 
nised by Sir Edward Walpole (H, Walpole, 
Letters , ed. Cunningham, ix. 164) and by 
Thomas Hollis, He engraved two or three 
seals with the head of Sir Robert Walpole, 
and produced a medal (Hawkins, op. cit. ii. 
662,667) of him with a bust from Ryebrach’s 
model, and having on the reverse a statue 
of Cicero with the legend, 'Eegit diotis ani- 
mos.’ This medal was engraved in ‘ The 
Medalist ’ (Hawkins, u.s.), with the legend 
altered to 'Kegit nummis animos,’ Natter, 
when at Count Moltke’s table in Denmark, 
mentioned tliie alteration, and some one sug¬ 
gested ‘ Hegit nummis animos et nummis re- 
gituripse,’ a motto which was afterwards en¬ 
graved on the edge of some specimens of the 
medals, oneof which isintlieBritishMusoum. 
For Hollis (who speaks of this artist as 
‘ a worthy man ’) Natter engraved, for ten 
guineas, a seal with the head of Britannia, 
and also a cameo of‘Britannia Victrix/with 
a head of Algernon Sydney on the reverse, 
lie also engraved a portrait of Hollis in in¬ 
taglio, and a head of Socrates in green jasper, 
which latter Hollis presented to Archbishop 
Seeker in 1757 (Nichols, lot lUuatr. iii. 479- 
480). A portrait of Natter drawn by him¬ 
self, ‘ exceeding like,’ is mentioned in Hollis’s 
1 Memoirs,’ p. 188. Natter also worked for 
the Dukes of Devonshire and Marlborough, 
and drew up for the latter a catalogue of 
the Besshorough gems, which were incor¬ 
porated with the Marlborough cabinet. This 
was published in 1761 as ‘ Catalogue dee 
pierres gravies tant en relief qu’en oreux de 
Mylord Comte de BesBborougli,’ London, 4to, 
with plates. On the title-page Natter is de¬ 
scribed as fellow of the Royal Society and 
of the Society of Antiquaries of London. He 
projected, but did not carry out, a work on 
glyptography, called 'MuseumBritannicum.' 
According to Ruding (Annate of the Coinage, 
i, 46), Natter was employed as engraver or 
assistant-engraver at the English mint at the 
beginning of the reign of George III, but he 
cannot he right in stating that he was so 
employed in the fourth year of this reign, i.e. 

26 Oct. 1763—24 Oct. 1764. In the sum¬ 
mer of 1782 Natter went in the exercise of 
hie profession to St. Petersburg, and died 
there of asthma late in the autumn of 1768 (ac¬ 
cording to "Walpole, Anecdotes, on 27 Deo.j 
according to Aligemeine deutsche Eioq. on 

27 Oct.) 

Numerous gems engraved by Natter are 
described by Hasps in his ‘ Catalogue of the 
Tassie Collection.’ Among these may be 
mentioned No, 1706, pi. xxv., ‘Birth of 


Athena; ’ No. 9116, pi. Ii., ‘ Bust of Paris 
in Phrygian Cap,’ apparently copied from a 
fine silver coin of Carthage (B. V, Head, 
Guide to Coins of Ancients, iii. 0. 41) ; No. 
11043, 1 Head of Augustus j ’ No. 15787, onyx 
cameo with portrait of the Marchioness of 
Rockingham ; Nos. 15786-6, cameos of the 
Marquis of Rockingham. Among Natter’s 
best imitations of the antique was his copy 
of the Medusa, with the name Sosihles, at 
that time in the cabinet of Ilemsterhuys, 
a correspondent of Natter’s on glyptography 
(King, Antique Gems, &e., p. xxviii). He 
also copied the 'Julia Titi of Evodus.’ A 
description of his workB preserved in the 
Imperial Cabinet at St. Petersburg is given 
in J, Bernouilli’s ‘ Travels,’iv. 248. Nattor’s 
talents as a gem-engraver were warmly eulo¬ 
gised by Goethe (Wirtckahnann und sein 
Jahrhundert, ii. 100). H. K. Kuliler (Ge- 
sammelte Schrifte, 1861, p. 119) remarks on 
his freedom from nmnnonsm. Charles Wil¬ 
liam King (Antique Gems, &c., i. 467), while 
calling him 1 one of the greatost of tho modern 
practitioners of the art,’ considers that his 
works ‘differ materially from the antique, 
particularly in the treatment of the hair 1 (»i. 
p. 436). 

As a medallist Natter was decidedly skilful, 
though he produced comparat ively few works. 
Natter published in 1764 ‘A Treatise on the 
Ancient Method of Engraving on Precious 
Stones compared with the Modern/ London, 
fol. This was also published in French in 
the same year (‘Traitfi de la mfitliodo antique 
de graver en pierres fines/ &o., folio). In 
this interesting treatise Natter gives from 
his own experience practical instructions in 
gem-engraving. He strongly advises be¬ 
ginners to copy from tlio antiquo. Godcfrid 
Kraft of Danzig is mentioned by him as a 
pupil of his in the glyptic art. 

Nagler and Bolzenthal (Sfristzen, p. 261), 
followed in Hawkins’s ‘ Modallic Illustra¬ 
tions/give Natter’s name as ‘Johann Loronz.’ 
There seems no authority for the ‘ Johann;’ 
Natter on his gems and medals and on the 
title-pages of his publications uses only the 
Christian name ‘ Lorenz ’ (Laurent, Lauren- 
tius, &c.) 

[Nattor’s writings; P. Book’s art. ‘Natter’ 
in Allgemeins deutsche Biogmphio; Hollis’s 
Memoirs, pp. 81, 182-4; Hawkins’s Medallio 
Illustrations, ed. Franks and Uruobor; King’s 
Antique Gems and Rings, and his Handbook of 
Engraved Gems; Walpole’s Anecdotes of Paint¬ 
ing, ed, Wornum, iii. 768, 704.] W. W. 

NATTES, JOHN CLAUDE (1765P- 
1822),topographical draughtsman ana water¬ 
colour painter, is stated to have boon born in 
1766, and to have been a pupil of Hugh 
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Primrose Deane, the Irish landscape-painter. 
Nattes worked as a topographical draughts¬ 
man, travelling all over Great Britain and 
also in France. His method of colouring 
causes his drawings to be ranked among the 
earliest examples of water-colour painting in 
this country, though there is little artistic 
merit in his productions. lie published the 
following works, illustrated by himself: ‘ Hi¬ 
bernia Depiota,’ 1802 ; ‘Scotia Depicta,'1804; 
‘Select Views of Bath, Bristol, Malvern, 
Cheltenham, and Weymouth,’ 1805; ‘ Bath 
Illustrated,’ 1806; ‘Views of Versailles, 
Paris, and St. Denis,’1809 (P). Other draw¬ 
ings of his were engraved for the ‘Beauties 
of England and Wales,’ the ‘Copperplate 
Magazine,’ and llowlatt’s ‘ Views in the 
County of Lincoln.’ Nattes was an occa¬ 
sional exhibitor at tho Royal Academy from 
1782 to 1801. In the latter year he was 
one of the artists associated in the founda¬ 
tion of the ‘Old’ Society of Painters in 
Water-colours. He contributed to their ex¬ 
hibitions up to 1807, in which year ho was 
convicted of having exhibited drawings 
that were not his own work. Nattes was 
therefore expelled from the society. He re¬ 
sumed exhibiting at the Royal Academy up 
to 1814, and died in London in 1822. lie 
lived at No. 49 South Molton Street. 

[Roget’s History of tho 1 Old Water-Colour ’ 
Society; Redgrave’s Diet, of Artists.] L. 0. 

NAU, CLAUDE nn la BOISSELIERE 
(Jl, 1674-1605), secretary of Mary Quoon of 
Scots, was descended from an old French 
family originally settled in Touraine, but 
subsequently in Paris under the patronago of 
the house of Guise. He was educated for 
the law, and for some timo practised in the 
courts of parliament. After acting as secre¬ 
tary to the Cardinal of Lorraine, he entered 
the service of the king of France, by whom 
lie was made counsellor and auditor of the 
Chambre des Gomptes (M. De La Ciienaye- 
Desbois, Dietionnaire de la Noblesse, Paris, 
1776, s.n.) On tho death of Quean Mary’s 
secretory Raullet, in 1674, he was, on the re¬ 
commendation of the Cardinal of Lorraine, 
chosen to succeed him, and entered upon his 
duties in the spring of 1676, Mary was 
then a prisoner m the Earl of Shrewsbury’s 
house at Sheffield. Besides succeeding to the 
secretarial duties of Raullet, he was entrusted 
with the management of (he queen’s accounts, 
He was also her confidant and adviser in 
all important matters of policy, lie showed 
himself both zealous and able, but a letter to 
his brother in 1677 indicates also supreme 
devotion to his own personal interests, lie 
advised his brother, for whom he was de¬ 


sirous to obtain the office of treasurer to the 
queen, whenever he talked to any of the 
king’s servants about him, ‘ to always com¬ 
plain of my stay here, and that I am losing 
m this prison my best years, and the reward 
of my services and all hopes of advancement ’ 
(Leader, Captivity of Mary Stuart, p. 397). 

In 1679 Han was sent by Mary on a mis¬ 
sion to Scotland, the removal of Morton 
from the regency having aroused hopes that 
her cause might win the support of the now 
advisers of the king of Scots. On 17 June 
he presented himself at the castle of Edin¬ 
burgh, desiring to speak with the master of 
Gray, hut was refused an audience (Motsie, 
Memoirs, p. 23). lie therefore, on the 19th, 
passed to Stirling; but as the communica¬ 
tion sent by Mary to King James was morely 
addressed ‘ To our Son the Princo of Scot¬ 
land,’ the king, with the advice of tho privy 
council, declared ' the said Franschoman un¬ 
worthy of his Hienes presence or audience, 
and to deserve soveir punoisment for his 
presumptionn, meit to be execute presenilis 
upoun him war it nocht for the respect of 
his dearest sustcr, the Queene of England, 
and hirsorvand that accumpanyis him ’ (lley. 
P. C. Scotl. iii. 180). He again undertook 
a mission to Scotland after the final fall of 
Morton, loaving Sheffield on 4 Deo. 1681 
{Cal, State Papers, Scott. Ser. p, 932), and 
reluming again on 3 Dec. 1682 (ib. p. 935). 
In 1684, aftor long negotiations, he was per¬ 
mitted an interview with Elizabuth, oliiutly 
to present complaints of the Scottish queen 
against Lady Shrewsbury (Sameb, State 
Papers, ii. passim). Aftor a favourable re¬ 
ception lie returned to Wingfield on 29 Doe. 

Nau, aided by his subordinate, Curio, 
was supposed to ho the chief agent in 
carrying on the correspondence with An¬ 
thony Babington [q. v.] in connection with 
tho conspiracy against Elizabeth. Both 
were npproliended, along with Mary Quoon 
of Scots, on 8 Aug. 1686. They were 
sent up to London, and wore sevoral I titles 
examined as to their knowledge of the plot. 
Nau was stated to lmvo confessed that Mary 
wrote tho letter to Babington with hor 
own hand (Cal. State Papers, Scott. Sor. p. 
1010), and that ho admitted her knowledge 
of the plot is substantially borne out by the 
report of the trial (evidence against Mary 
Queen of Scots in IIaxtowioice, State Papers, 
i. 224-67); but he nevertheless, on 10 Sopt,, 
addressed a memorial to Elizabeth, in which 
he protested that Mary ‘ had no connection 
or coucom with the designs of Babington 
and others’ (Labanoot, Letters of Mary 
Stuart, vii. 194-5), Mary asserted that Nau 
had been induced by throats of torture to 
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make iratrae confessions against her. He 
seems to have ingeniously defended himself 
against the accusation of betraying her, by 
explaining that such confessions as he was 
induced to make were really more beneficial 
to her than absolute silence. The fact, how¬ 
ever, that he received his liberty while she 
was condemned seems to indicate that with 
him the main consideration was his own 
safety. Nau sent certain papers to Mary 
from London in vindication of his conduct, 
and she forwarded them for examination to 
the Duke of Guise, who declared his con¬ 
viction that the suspicions againbt Nau were 
not justified (manuscript in British Museum, 
fortonian Library. Calig.D, fol. 89 b, quoted 
in Stevenson's preface to Nau, JIht. of Mary 
fit swart). The general impression among 
the friends of Mary was, however, that Nau 
had betrayed her. It was also stated that 
he had. taken advantage of his opportunities, 
as manager of Mary’s finance, to enrich him¬ 
self ; that when taken prisoner at Chaitley. 1 
Staffordshire, twenty thousand livres. all m t 
hard cash, were found in his wardrobe, to- I 
gather with thirty costly mantles; that when 
he crossed over to France lie carried with 
him ten thousand livres, and that he had pro¬ 
perty in France amounting to one hundred 
thousand livres, all uma«sed within twelve 
years (‘ La Morte de la Royne d'Ecosse,’ in 
!Tebb, Cullections, ii. 061). 

Nan was set at liberty about 7 Sept. 1587 
(Cal. State Papers, Dom. Ser, 1581-90, p, 
424), and immediately crossed over to France. 
On his return he was nominated councillor 
and infendant of finances, and on 1 July 
1600 secretary in ordinary of the chamber of 
the king. By nenrylV he was ennobled 
by letters dated at Fontainebleau in May 
1005. In the same year he visited England, 
when he addressed a memorial to James I 
in vindication of his conduct in reference to 
Mary Stuart. 

By hi$ wife, Anne du Jardin, Nau had a 
son, James, and three daughters, Claude, 
Martha, and Mary. During his residence at 
Chartlev be vainly paid addresses, in 1686, to 
Bessie Pierrepoint, who was in attendance 
on the Queen of Scots (ib. Scott. Ser. passim). 

A manuscript in the British Museum en¬ 
titled 1 An Historical Treatise concerning the 
Affairs of Scotland, chiefly in Vindication of 
Mary Queen of Scots 1 (Caligula B. iv. 94- 
129), was published by Joseph Stevenson, 
S.J., as the work of Nau, under the title 
‘History of Mary Stewart from the Murdor 
of Iticcio until her flight into England,' 
Edinburgh, 1883, Mr, Stevenson is of opi¬ 
nion that it was authoritatively the work of 
Mary herself. He also states that Nau seems , 


to have intended to write an account of the 
royal house of Stuart from the accession of 
King Robert II to his own time, and that 
with that view 1 he began his collections by 
translating into French the Latin history of 
Bishop Leslie’(MR. Cot. Vesp. Calig. xvi. 
fol. 41, from a d. 1436 to 1454), to which'he 
added a continuation, a few fragments of 
which remain.’ Besides his skill as a finan¬ 
cier, Nan had special linguistic qualifications 
for Mary’s service, could read and speak 
English and Italian, and was also a specially 
good Intinist. He was roputod to be ‘ quick 
spirited ’ and 1 ready,’ but given to ostenta¬ 
tion (Sadler, State Papers, ii. 523). 

[Cal. State Papers, Scott. Ser.; Ilardwicke 
3tn*e Papers; Letters of Mary Stuart, otl.La- 
banoff, Sadler's State Papers; M.DeLa Chenaye- 
Desbois's Dietionnaire de La Noblesse, Paris, 
1775; Stevenson’s Proface to Nnu’s Ilist. of 
Mary Stewart.] T. F. H. 

NAUCHLAN (d. 452P), Scottish saint, 
[See Nathalan.] 

NAUNTON, Sir R OBERT (1563-1035), 
politician, born at Aldertnn, Suffolk, in 1563, 
was cl dost son of Henry Naunton of Aldorton, 
by Elizabeth Ashby, and was grandson of 
William Naunton, whose wife Elizabeth was 
daughter of Sir Anthony Wingfield, IC.G. 
Robert was educated at Cambridge, where hu 
matriculated as a fellow-commonev of Trinity 
College. On 11 Nov. 1582 he was elected a 
scholar, graduating B.A. in the same year; 
ho became on 2 Oct. 1685 a minor fellow, and 
on 16 March 1585-0 a major follow, and pro¬ 
ceeded M. A. soon afterwards. In 1589 Naun~ 

I ton accompanied his uncle William Ashhv to 
' Scotland, where Ashby was acting ns English 
ambassador. Naunton seems to have carried 
messages between his uncle and the English 
government, and spent much of his time at 
court in London in July, fie rrtnrned to 
Scotland in August; but Ashby died in the 
following January, and Natmton’s connec¬ 
tion with Scotland coased. Settling again in 
Cambridge, he was elected afellow ofTrinity 
Hall in 1502, and was appointed public ora¬ 
tor in 1594 (Lb Nevti, Fasti, iii. 614). Soon 
afterwards he attractod the attention of the 
Earl of Essex, who determined to fit him 
for a diplomatic appoint mont by sending him 
abroad to study continental politics and 
foreign languages. Essex obtained for him 
the position of travelling tutor to a youth 
named Vernon, and Naunton undertook, 
while he journeyed about Europe with his 
charge, to regularly send to Essex all the 
political intelligence ho could scrape toge¬ 
ther. Writing to his patron from the Hague 
in November 1596, be complained that his 
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appointment combined tlie characteristics of 
a pedagogue and a spy, and lie could not 
decide which office was 'the more odious or 
base, as well in their eyes with whom I live 
as in mine own ’ (Sari. MS. 288, f. 127). 
Early in 1597 Naunton was in Paris, and 
Essex genially endeavoured to remove his 
scruples. ‘ I read no man’s writing ’ (Essex 
wrote to him) 1 with more contentment, nor 
ever saw any man so much or so fast by any 
such-like improve liimsolf. . . . The queen is 
every day more and more pleased with your 
letters,’ In November, however, Naunton 
was still discontented, and begged a three 
years’ release from his employment so that 
he might visit France and Italy, and return 
home through Germany. Such au experi¬ 
ence, he argued, would tho better fit him for 
future work in Essex’s service ai home (ib. 
288, f, 128). It is probable that he obtained 
his request, and Essex’s misfortunes doubt¬ 
less prevented him from re-entering the earl’s 
service. At any rate, he returned to Cam¬ 
bridge about 1000, and resumed his duties as 
public orator. In 1(101 lie sorved the office 
of proctor. A speech which he delivered in 
behalf of the university before .Tamos I at 
Uinchinbrook on 29 April 1(103 so favourably 
impressed the king and Sir Robert Cecil (hat 
Naunton once again sought, his fortunes ill 
court (cf. Sydney Papers, ii. 325). A few 
months lator he attended the Earl of Rut¬ 
land on a special embassy lo Denmark, and, 
according to James Howell, broke down while 
making a formal address at tho Danish court 
(Hownr,L, Letters, ed, Jacobs, i. 204). On 
his return ho entered parliament as mombor 
for Holston, Cornwall, in May J (100. Ilo was 
chosen for Camelford in 1(514, and in Ihethreo 
parliaments of 1021,1021, and 1026 ho repre¬ 
sented the university of Cambridge. lie 
sat for Suffolk in CharlesI’s first parliament. 
Although ho never took a prominent part in 
the proceedings of tho ITouso of Commons, 
Naunton secured, in the early days of his 
parliamentary career, tho favour of Goorgo 
Yilliers. lie retained it till tho death of the 
favourite, Mid preferments accordingly came 
t o him in profusion, On 7 Soul, 16 Id he was 
knighted at Windsor. In 1010, whim he 
ceased to he follow of Trinity ITn.ll, ho was 
made master of requests, in succession (o Sir 
Lionel Cran field (Oaivuvv, Letters, p. 00, Cam¬ 
den Soc.), and afterwards becamo surveyor 
of the court of wards, The lnttor post had 
hitherto been hold ‘ by men learned in tho 
law,’ and Sir James 'Whileloeko complained 
that Naunton was 1 a scholar and more 
stranger to tho law’ (Liber I'ameticus, pp, 
54, 02, Camden Soc.) 

On 8 Jan. 1017-18 Naunton, owiug to 
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Buckingham’s influence, was promoted to bo 
secretary of state. Sir Ralph AVinwood, the 
last holder of this high office, hod died three 
months earlier, and the king had in the in¬ 
terval undertaken, with tho aid of Sir Thomas 
Lake [q. v.], to perform the duties himself. 
But the arrangement soon proved irksome 
to the king, and Buckingham recommended 
Naunton as a quiet ami unconspicuous per¬ 
son, who would act in dependence on himself. 
In consideration of his promotion, Naunton 
made Buckingham’s youngest, brotlior, Chris¬ 
topher Villiors, heir to lands worth 5001, it 
year. In August Naunton was appointed a 
member of the commission lo examine Sir 
Walter Raleigh. Popular report credited 
Naunton with a large share of responsibility 
for Raleigh’s execution on 29 Oct. 1018, anil 
a wealthy I .ondouer named Wiomark publicly 
declared that Raleigh’s head' would do well' 
on Naimtou’s bhouklers. Wlinn summoned 
before tho council to account for his words, 
Wicmark explained that ho wne merely al¬ 
luding to tho proverb, ‘Two heads are bolter 
than one.’ Naunton jestingly revonged him¬ 
self by directing Wiomark to double his sub¬ 
scription to the fund for restoring St. Paul’s 
Oatliodral, of wliieh Naunton was a com¬ 
missioner. Wiomark had ottered 1007., hut 
Niumton retorted Unit two hundred pounds 
were hel ter than one (FuiXUU). ‘ Seerelnry 
Naunton forgets nothing,’ wrote Frunois 
Bacon (Rramiutfii, Life, vi. 320). 

Through L(!19 Naunton was mainly occu¬ 
pied in nogotiut ions between tlio king and the 
council respecting the support to be given 
by the English government to tho Hug’s son- 
in-law, the oleetor Froderiek in Bohemia. 
Naunton was a staunch proles taut, and such 
influence as ho possessed lit) doubtless exer¬ 
cised in the elect or’s helinlf. Tn May 1020 ho 
wrote lo Buckingham that Iib had not had a 
free day for l wo years, and that his honltli was 
suffering in consequence. In October Gon- 
domar complained to James that. Naunton 
was enforcing tho laws against catholics wit h 
extravagant steal, The king resented Gondo- 
mar’s interference, and informed him that ‘his 
secret ary was not in the habit, of acting in 
mall ore of import unco wit haul his own direc- 
1 ions.’ In t he Janunry following Naunton for 
once belied tho king s description of his con¬ 
duct by entering without instructions from 
.lames into negotiations with Oadonot, tho 
French ambassador, Ilo told Cadonet that 
tho king was in desperate want of money, and, 
if the Frenoh government desirod to marry 
I’rinecBs Henrietta Maria to Prineo Charles, 
it would be prudent t o offer James a largo por¬ 
tion with tho lady. The conversation reached 
Gondomar’s ears, and ho brought it to James’s 
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knowledge. Naunton was sharply repri¬ 
manded, and threatened with dismissal^ His 
wife was frightened by his peril into a miscar¬ 
riage, and, although the storm passed away, 
Naunton had lost interest in his work, All 
the negotiations for the Spanish marriage 
were distasteful to him. In September 1822 
he begged Buckingham to protect him from 
immediate removal from his post, on account 
of his wife's condition, but in January 1623 
he voluntarily retired on a ppnsion of 1,000A a 
year. Buckingham remained his friend, and, 
although in April he made a vain appeal for 
the provostslnp of Eton, in July 1623 he 
received the lucrative office of master of the 
court of wards. He sent the king an effu¬ 
sive letter of thanks for the appointment 
(Bari. MS. 1681, No. 23), but practically 
retired from further participation in politics. 
Although he was still a member of the 
council, he was not summoned (in July 1G23) 
when the oath was taken to the articles of 
the Spanish marriage, and some indiscreet 
expression of opinion on the subject seems 
to have led to his confinement in his own 
house in the following October. But he sent a 
worm letter of congratulation to Buckingham 
on his return from Spain in the same month 
(Fortmue Paperi, pp. 192-8, Camden Soe.) 
As master of the court of wards he dis¬ 
charged his duties with exceptional integrity j 
hut Charles I’s advisers complained that it 
proved under his control less profitable to 
them than it might be made in less scrupulous 
hands. In March 1635 Naunton was very ill, 
but Cottington vainly persuaded him to re¬ 
sign. At length Charles I intervened, and, 
after receiving vague promises of future 
favours, Naunton gave up his mastership to 
Cottington on 16 March. A day or two 
later he sent a petition to the king begging 
for the payment of the arrears of the pen¬ 
sion granted him by JameB I. But his ill¬ 
ness took an unfavourable turn, and before 
his petition was considered he died at his 
house atLetharingham, Suffolk, on 27 March, 
Naunton had inherited, through his grand¬ 
mother Elizabeth Naunton, daughter of Sir 
Anthony "Wingfield, a residence at Lether- 
ingham, which had been formerly a priory of 
Black canons. This Sir Robert converted 
into an imposing mansion, and he added to 
it a picture-gallery. He was buried in Letlier- 
ingham Church, where in 1600 he had erected 
a monument to his father and other members 
of his family. An elaborate monument was 
also placed there to his own memory; it is 
figured in Nichols's 1 Leicestershire,’ iii. 
616; but in 1789 the church was destroyed, 
with all its contents. Naunton built alms¬ 
houses at Letheriugham, but he failed to en¬ 


dow them, and they soon fell into neglect. 
His property in the parish he bequeathed to 
his brother William, who died 11 July 1636. 
William’s descendants held the property till 
1768, when the Leman family became its 
owners. The old house was pulled down in 
1770. Naunton married Penelope, daughter 
and heiress of Sir Thomas Parrot, by Dorothy, 
daughter of Walter Devereux, first earl of 
Essex, who survived him, Naunton’B only 
son, James, died in infancy in 1624, and a 
long epitaph was inscribed by his father on 
liis tomb in Letheringham Church. An only 
daughter, Penelope, married, first, Paul, vis¬ 
count Dayning (d. 1688); and, secondly, 
Philip Herbert, fifth earl of Pembroke [see 
under Heebeet, Phiup, fourth Earl], 
When Lady Naunton, _ Nuuntpn's widow, 
wa3 invited by the parliament in 1646-6 to 
compound for her estate, which was assessed 
at 800 l., mention was made during the pro¬ 
tracted negotiations of a son of hors, called 
Sir Robert Naunton, who was at the time 
imprisoned in the king’s bench for debt. The 
person referred to seems to be a nephew of 
Sir Robert Naunton ( Cal. Committee for 
Compounding, pp. 188, 000). 

Naunton left unpublished a valuable ac¬ 
count of the chief courtiers of Queen Eliza¬ 
beth, embodying many interesting reminis¬ 
cences. Although he treats Leicester with 
marked disdain, he made it his endeavour to 
avoid all scandal, and he omit led, he tells us, 
much information rather than ‘ trample upon 
the graves of persons at rest.’ IIo mentions 
the death of Edward Somerset, earl of Wor¬ 
cester, in 1628, and Sir William Ivnollys, 
who was created Earl of Banbury on 18 Aug. 
1026, and died in 1032, ho describes as an 
earl and as still alivo. These facts point 
to 1630 as the date of the composition. 
Many manuscript copies are in the British 
Museum (cf. Ilarl. MSS. 3787 and 7898; 
Lansdownc MSS. 238 and 254; Addit. MSS. 
22691 and 28716); one belongs to the Duke 
of Westminster (Hist. MSS, Comm. 3rd ltop. 
p. 214, cf. 246). The work was printed for the 
first time with great carelessness in 1611, 
and bore the title, ‘Fragmenla Regalia writ¬ 
ten by Sir Robert Naunton, Master of the 
Court of Wards.’ An equally unsatisfactory 
reprint appeared in 1012, A revised adilion 
was issued in 1668, as ‘Fragmonta Rogalia; 
or Observations on the late Que'en Elizabeth, 
her Times and Favourites, written by Sir 
Robert Naunton, Master of the Court of 
Wards.’ James Caulfield reprinted (lie 1641 
edition, with biographical noles, in 1814, and 
ProfessorArbarthe 1063editionin J870, One 
or other edition also reappeared in various col- 
lections of tracts, viz.: ‘Arcana Auliea,’ 1694, 
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rm 157-247; the ‘ Phoenix/ 1707-8, 1 .181- 
221; ‘ A. Collection of Tracts,’ 1721; 'Paul 
Hentzner's Travels in England/ 1797, with 
portraits; ‘Memoirs of Robert Cory, Eurl of 
Monmouth/ edited by Sir Walter Scott, 
pp 109-301 ; the * Harleian Miscellany, 
1809, li. 81-108, and the ‘ Somers Tracts.’ 
A- Pranoli translation of the work is appended 
to Gregorio Leti’s ‘La Vie d’Elisaheth, Reins 
d’Angfeterre/ Amsterdam, 1708, 8vo, and an 
Italian translation made through the Trench 
appears inLeti’s ‘ Historia o vero vita di Elisa- 
betta/ Amsterdam, 1703. Another French 
version, by 8. Le Pelletier, was issued in Lon¬ 
don in 1746 

Some Lai m and English verses and epitaphs 
by Naunt on on Lords Essex and Salisbury, 
and members of his own family, are printed 
in the ‘ Memoirs/1814,from manuscript notes 
in a copy of Holland’s ‘ Ileroologia/ onco in 
Naunton’s possession. Several of Naunton’s 
letters to Buckingham between 1618andl028 
are among the Fortescue Papers at Drop- 
moro, and have been edited by Mr. S. B. 
Gardiner in the volume of Fortescue Papers 
issued by tlio Camden Society. Others of his 
letters are in the British Museum (of. Marl. 
MSS. 1581, Nos. 22-8); at Melbourne TIall 
(Oowper MSS.), and at the Public Record 
Office. 

A fine engraving by Robert Cooper, from 
a painting dated 1016 ‘in possession of Mr. 
Read/ a descendant of Naunlon’e brother 
William, appoars in ‘ Memoirs of Sir Robert 
Nairn! an,’ 1814. Another engraving is by 
Simon Passi. 


[Memoirs of Sir Eobort Nannlon, knl., Lon¬ 
don, 1814, fol.; Wcovor's Fnnerall Monuments, 
1631, pp. 768-7; Puller's Worthies, 1002, pt. 
w. p. 04; Birch’s Memoirs of Queen Elizabeth; 
Lloyd’s Memoirs, 1006; Nichols’s Leicestershire, 
ill. 616 aeq.; Pago’s Suffolk, p, 119; Spoilfling's. 
Life of Bacon; Cal. Slato Papers, 1318-35; 
Gardiner’s Hist.; Strafford Papors, i. 380, 372, 
380,410-12. A paper roll, coutaininga ‘Btomraa’ 
of tim Naunton family made by James Jermyn in 
1808, is in Brit. Mils. Addit. MS. 17098.1 

S. L. 

NAVARRE, JOAN OP (1870 P-1437). 
[See Joan.] 

NAYLER, Sir GEORGE (1764 P-1881), 
Garter king-of-arms, was fifth son of George 
Nayler, surgeon, of Stroud, Gloucestershire, 
and one of the coroners of the county, by 
Sarah, daughter of John Favk of Olitkeroo, 
Lancashire. The Duke of Norfolk gave him 
a commission in the West York militia, and 
in recognition of his taste for genealogy ap¬ 
pointed him Blanc Coursier herald and ge¬ 
nealogist of the ardor of the Bath on 15 June 
1792. His noble vellum volumes of the 
vol. xtv. 


genealogies of the knightB of the Bath, now 
in the library of the Collage of Arms, 
are eulogised by Mark Noble in the last 
paragraph of his ‘ History ’ of the oollego 
(1804). Nayler becamB an actual member 
of the college when appointed Bluemantle 
Pursuivant in December 1793. On 16 March 
1794 he was made York herald. Whon the 
Emperor Alexander of Russia was to bo in¬ 
vested with the Garter in September 1818, 
Nayler, greatly to his disappointment, was 
not included in the mission. By way ol 
consolation, the Duke of York, to whom he 
was a persona grata, persuaded (he regent 
to knight him (28 Nov. 1818). At the ex¬ 
tension of the order of the Bath in January 
1815, Naylor was confirmed in his position 
in connection with that order, and every 
knight commander and companion were re¬ 
quired io furnish him with a statement of 
their respective military servicos, to be en¬ 
tered by him in books provided for tkat pur¬ 
pose, No salary was assigned to him in 
that capacity; his fees were trifling, and the 
‘services/ according to Sir Harris Nicolas 
(Mist, of the Order of the Bath, 1842, pp. 
248-9), ‘ after the lapse of twenty-five years 
still, itis believed, remain unwritten.’ When 
the Hanoverian Guelpliic order was esta¬ 
blished in August 1815, he was appointed 
its first king-of-arms, and in the following 
year a knight of tlio order. Again, whon an 
order woe instituted for Iho Ionian Islands 
by the title of the Distinguished Order of 
Sit. Miehaol and St. Georgo, he was also 
nominated its first king-of-arms on 17 April 
1818. On 28 May 1820 he was promoted 
Olarsuceux lttng-of-arms, in which capa¬ 
city he offioiatod us doputy to the aged Sir 
Isaac Hoard (then Garter) at the coronation 
of George IV, and succeeded him as Garler 
on 11 May 1822. He wont on lour missions 
to foreign sovereigns with the Garter: to 
Denmark in 1822, to Portugal in 1823, to 
France in 1825, and to Russia in 1827. 
From John VI of Portugal he received the 
insignia of a knight commander of the 
Tower and Sword, which he was licensod 
by George IV to wear (5 June 1821). He 
also received from Spain the order of 
Charles TIL 

Nayler died suddenly at his house, 17 Han¬ 
over Square, on 28 Oct. 1881, aged about 67, 
havingjust survived the abridged ceremonial 
of the coronation of William IV and Queen 
Adelaide, and was buried in the family 
vault at St. John’s Church, Gloucester, on 
9 Nov. He leil a widow and four daugh¬ 
ters. His portrait, painted by Sir "William 
Beechsy, was engraved in mezzotint by 
Edward Scriven. 
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Nayler was elected F.S.A, on 27 March 
1794, and in the following year sent a paper 
to the society on ‘An Inscription in the 
Tower of London.’ which is printed in the 
< Archreologia ’ (xii, 193), accompanied by 
a plate representing the tablet erected in 
the Tower in 1608 by Sir "William Waad, 
the then lieutenant, to commemorate the 
Gunpowder plot (cf. A.veheeologia , xviii. 
29). 

He also undertook a ‘ History of the Co¬ 
ronation of King George IV,’ which he did 
not live to complete. For this work he en¬ 
gaged the services of Obalon, Stephanoff, 
Pugin, Wild, and other able artists. Parts 
i. and ii. were published in 1824, in atlas 
folio, price twelve guineas each. After 
Nayler’s death the plates came into the 
hands of Henry George Bohn, and he made 
up parts iii. and iv., combining another 
contemporary work on the same subject by 
Whittaker, and republished the wnole at 
twelve guineas in 1839. 

In Lowndes's ‘Bibliographer's Manual’ 
(ed. Bohn, 1860, p. 1666) there is attributed 
to Nayler an anonymous publication en¬ 
titled ‘ A Collection of the Coats of Arms 
borne by the Nobility and Gentry of Glouces¬ 
tershire,’ 4to, 1786 (2nd ed. 1792); it was 
in reality the work of one Ames, an en¬ 
graver at Bristol, Nayler being merely one 
of the subscribers. 

Nayler formed a collection of private acts 
of parliament, which is now in the library 
of the city of London at Guildhall. It is 
in thirty-nine volumes, and each act is illus¬ 
trated m manuscript, with a pedigree de¬ 
noting the persons named in it, The series 
commences about 1733 and extends to 1830. 
Each volume is indexed. Nayler likewise 
made a collection of impressions from coffin- 
plates, which fills fourteen volumes, and is 
now in the British Museum, Addit. MSB. 
22292-22306. They extend from 1727 to 
1831, inclusive, and each volume has an index 
and a few biographical notes made by him. 
This collection wns for some time in the pos¬ 
session of W. B. D. D. Turnbull [q, vj, who 
added a few impressions down to 1842. 

[Nichols’s Herald end Genealogist, vii. 72-80; 
Gent. Mag. December 1831, p. 667; Barham’s 
Life of R. H, Barham, 1870.] G. G. 

NAYLER, JAMES (1617 P-1060),quaker, 
was bom at Ardeley, near Wakefield, West 
Riding of Yorkshire, about 1617, His father, 
a substantial yeoman, gave him a good Eng¬ 
lish education. About the age of twenty- 
two he married and settled In Wakefield, 
where his children were bom. In 1042, on 
the outbreak of the civil war, he left his wife 


in Wakefield (he never lived with her again) 
and joined the parliamentary army, serving 
firBt in a foot company under Fairfax, then 
for two years as quartermaster in Lambert’s 
hoTse. Lambert afterwards spoke of him as 
‘very useful;’ he ‘parted from him with 
great regret.’ While in the army he became 
an independent and a preacher. He was at 
the battle of Dunbar (3 Sept. 1060). An 
officer who heard him preach shortly after¬ 
wards declares, ‘I was struck with mors 
terror by the preaching of James Nayler than 
I was at the battle of Dunbar' (Jajfeax, 
Diary , 1833, p. 643). In the same year he 
returned home on the sick list, and took to 
agriculture. He was a member of the con¬ 
ational church under Christopher Mor- 
(d. February 1074, aged 59), meeting 
in the parish church of Woodchurch (other¬ 
wise West Ardsley), also at Horbury (where 
Marshal had property), both near wake- 
field. He became a quaker during the 
visit of George Fox (1624-1691) fq, v.] 
to Wakefield m 1061. Some time alter lie 
had left the independents he was excom¬ 
municated by Marshal’s church. Early in 
1662 Fox attempted to preach to the inde¬ 
pendents in the ‘steeple-house’ at Wood- 
church. but was forcibly ejected. Hanoe 
Naylers letter (1064 P) ‘To the Independent 
Society’ (Colleation^. 097 seq.),inwhiokhe 
denies their church standing. This church 
afterwards met at Topoliffe, near Wakefield. 
Miall represents Nayler as expelled from the 
Topoliffe church on a charge of adultery, and 
says that, removing to London, he became a 
member of the baptist church under Han¬ 
sard Knollys [q. v.J, from which also he was 
expelled. The Topcliffe records, to which 
Miall refers, do not begin till 16 Feb. 1653-4. 
His real source is Scatcherd; and Scatclierd 
relies upon Deacon, who, on Marshal’s autho¬ 
rity and that of his ohurch, tells a gossiping 
story of Nayler's familiarity with one Mrs. 
Roper, whose husband was at sea, whence 
arose suspicions of incontinence. 

Nayler was ploughing when he became 
convinced of a call to the travelling ministry, 
Not immediately obeying it he fell ill; re¬ 
covering, he left home suddenly (1052) with¬ 
out leave-taking, and took his journey towards 
Westmoreland, At Swarthmoor Hall, Lan¬ 
cashire, he found Fox, who introduced him 
to Margaret Fell [q. v/l He accompaniod 
Fox on a mission to Waluey, Lancashire, 
and was present at Fox’s trial at Lanoastor, 
of which he wrote an account on SO Oot. 
1062. At Orton, Westmoreland, he was 
arrested for preaching unsound doctrine. 
He had maintained against Francis niggin- 
son (1587-1080) [q v.], vicar of Kirkhy §te< 
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phan. Weatmoreland, that the body of the 
risen Christ is not fleshly, but spiritual, He 
•was carried to Kirkby Stephen, where Francis 
Howgill was arrested, and the two were sent 
next day to Appleby. He was tried at the 
Appleby sessions in January 1663 by Anthony 
Pearson [q. T.j, who became a qualcer, and 
other justices, for the blasphemy of alleging 
that ‘ Christ was in him/ and remitted to 
prison for about twenty weeks. Margaret 
Fell 1 Bent him 21., he took but 6s.’ She also 
despatched (18 Feb. 1068) his tract, ‘ Spi¬ 
ritual Wiclcednesse,’ with some others, to her 
husband in London, to be printed. This 
appears to be the first batch of qualcer tracts 
that was sent to press. Regaining his liberty, 
Nayler resumed preaching in the north. lie j 
went to London early in 1666, and soon , 
became famous foT a fervid oratory, rich in 
pathos, and with more cohesion of matter 
than was common in qualcer appeals at that 
period. In July 1666 he hold a public dis¬ 
putation in one of the separatist meeting¬ 
houses (possibly that of Hansard KnollysJ; 
in November he addressed ' a meeting at tno 
house of Lady Darcy,’ whon soveral of the 
nobility and presbyterian clergy, and Sir 
Harry Vane, were present. Meanwhile ho 
hod been holding successful meetings with 
Fox in Derbyshire, and had engaged in a 
discussion at Chesterfield with John Ooopo 
the vicar. 

He was idolised by the qualcer women, and 
their enthusiasm turned his head. Quaker¬ 
ism. had not yet emurgod from its ranter 
stage j Fox’s discipline was as yet only in | 
course of gradual formation. Naylor was a 
man of striking appearance. The arrange¬ 
ment of his hair and beard aidod the fanoy of 
those who saw in his countenance a resem¬ 
blance to the common portraits of Christ. 
Foremost among his devoted followors was 
Martha, sister of Giles Calvert, the woll- 
known publisher, and wife of Thomas Sim¬ 
mons, or Simmonds, a printer. Early in 
1666sheproposed(inhis absence) that Nayler 
he set at the head of the London mission. 
The women's meetings were not yet esta¬ 
blished ; but Martha Simmons and hor 
friends rebelled against Edward Burrougk 

S I- v.] and Howgill, and were rebuked for 
isturbing meetings. They went to Nayler 
with their grievance j ho deolined to support 
them against Burrough and Howgill, out 
was overcome by their passionate tears, and 
put himself into their hands. 

Fox was at this time imprisoned in Laun¬ 
ceston gaol, Cornwall. Nayler's connection 
with him had been very close. He was Fox’s 
senior by about seven years. During the first 
three years (1853-6) of Fox’s authorship 


Nayler had joined him in the production 
of tracts, ana Fox had greatly oncouraged 
Nayler'e preaching and disputations, At this 
crisis Naylor set out for Launceston to see 
Fox. His ‘company’wentwithhim,making 
a sort of triumphal progress through the west 
of England. At Bristol they created a dis¬ 
turbance, and tkonce moved on to Exeter, 
where in JnnoNayler and others were thrown 
into gaol by the authorities. 

Released from Launceston gaol (13 Sept. 
1060), Fox made his wav to Exetor, and on 
the Saturday night (20 Sept.) of his arrival 
visited Nayler. Ho at once percoived that 
Nayler ‘ was out and wrong, and so was his 
company.’ Next day Fox held a mooting in 
the prison; Nayler did not attend it. On 
llio Monday ho saw Nayler again, and found 
him obstinate, hut anxious to ho friendly. 
Fox, however, refused his parting salutation. 

‘ After T had boon warring with the world,’ 
he writes, ‘there was now a wicked spirit 
riBon up among Friends to war against.’ Ho 
wrote two strong letters to Nayler, warning 
him ‘it will be harder for thee to sot down 
thy rude company than it was to set them 
up.’ But a sones of extravagant letters 
roachod Nayler from London. J ohn Stranger, 
a combmnker, wrotB (17 Oct.), ‘ Thy namo is 
no more to be called Jamos, but Jesus.’ 
Thomas Simmons styled him ‘the lamb of 
God.’ His followers came to ExoLer in in¬ 
creasing numbers just before his discharge 
from gaol. Three women, Hannah Stranger 
(wife of John), Martha Simmons, and Dorcas 
Erbury of Bristol, widow of William Erbury 
[q.v,], kneeled before him in the prison and 
kissed his feet. Dorcas Erbury claimed that 
ho had raised hor from the dead; she hail 
beon two days dead, when he laid his hands 
on her! lead m Exeter gaol, saying, ‘Dorcas, 
arise.’ In ranter language this morely meant 
that ha had revived her spirits. Vague 
cliargos of immorality with these women are 
made in the gossip of the period, but they 
rest on no evidence. 

Set free from Exeter gaol, Nayler returned 
with liis following to Bristol. At Glaston¬ 
bury and Wells garmentswore strewed on the 
wav. On 24 Oot. 1666, amid pouring rain, he 
rode into Bristol at the Redeliflb gato, Timo¬ 
thy Wedlook (Sowol calls him Thomas Wood- 
oock), a Devonshire man, preceding him bare¬ 
headed, the women Simmons aud Stranger 
leading his horse, and a concourse of ad- 
korQnts singing hosannas, and crying ‘ Holy, 
holy, holy, Lord God of Israel.’ Julian 
Widgorloy was llie only qualcer who remon¬ 
strated, They made for the White Hart in 
Broad Street. Nicholas Fox was the land¬ 
lord, and it was the property of Dennis 
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Hollister (d. 13 July 1676) and Henry How, 
both leading quakers. The magistrates at 
once arrested Nayler and seven of his fol¬ 
lowing. Among them was 'Rob. Crab/ 
not improbably Roger Crab [q. v.] the 
hermit; he was discharged with another on 
81 Oct. The rest were forwarded to Lon¬ 
don on 10 Nov., to be examined by the 
House of Commons on the report of Robert 
Aldworth, town clerk of Bristol, and ono of 
the members for that city, They were not 
sent to prison, but kept under guard at an 
inn, where they received numerous visitors, 
and the homage of kneeling was repeated by 
Sarah Blaekbury and others, 

On 15 Nov. they were brought before a 
co mmi ttee (appointed 31 Oct.) of fifty-five 
members of the commons in the painted 
chamber, Thomas Bampfleld [q. v.l, recorder 
of Exeter, being the chairman. After four 
sittings the committee reported to the house 
on 6 Dec. The report mentioned the Roper 
business in a review of Naylor’s life. He 
challenged a full inquiry into his past cha¬ 
racter ; no witnesses were examined on oath. 
Nayler was brought np at the bar of the 
house on 8 Dec., and adjudged, on 8 Dec., 
guilty of'horrid blasphemy.’ The blasphemy 
was constructive; Chalmers observes that 
it does not appear that he uttered any words 
at all in the incriminated transaction. Under 
examination he maintained that the honours 
had been paid not to himself, but to * Christ 
within’him. Petitionsurgingseverityagainst 
quakera were presented from several English 
counties. Por seven days the house debated 
whether the sentence should he made capital; 
it was carried in the negative by ninety-six 
votes to eighty-two on 16 Dec., when the 
following ingenious substitute was devised J 
by the legislature. On 18 Dec. Nayler was 
to be pilloried for two hours in New Palace 
Yard, and then whipped by the hangman to 
the Exchange. On 20 Dec. he was to be pil¬ 
loried for two hours at the Exchange, his 
tongue pierced with a hot iron, and the letter 
B (for blasphemer) branded on hie forehead. 
Afterwards he was to be takan to Bristol by 
the sheriffs of London, ridden through the 
city with his face to the horsetail, and then 
whipped through the city. Lastly, he was to 
he conveyed back to London, and kept in 
Bridewell during the pleasure of parliament, 
at hard and solitary labour, without use of 
pen and ink, his food to be dependent on the 
chances of his earnings by labour. Nayler 
was brought up to receive this sentence on 
17 Dec. He said he did not know his offence. 
The speaker, Thomas "Widdringaon, told him 
he should know his offence by his punishment, 
Nayler was pilloried and whipped on 


18 Dec. He was left in such a mangled state 
that on the morning of 20 Dec. a petition for 
reprieve was presented to parliament by out¬ 
siders, and a respite granted tiii 27 Dec. On 
28 Dec. a petition, beaded by Colonel Seropc, 
sometime governor of Bristol, for remission 
of the remaining sentence, was presented to 
parliament by Joshua Sprigg, formerly an 
independent minister. Parliament sent five 
divines (Gary], Manton, Nve, Griffith, and 
Reynolds) to confer with Nayler, who de¬ 
fended the action of his followers by scrip¬ 
ture. The petition was followed np by an 
address to Cromwell, who on 25 Dec. wrote 
to the speaker, asking for the reasons of thn 
house’s procedure. A debate (26,27,30 Dec.) 
on this letter was adjourned to 2 Jan. ami 
then dropped. It was a moot point whether 
the existing parliament had power to act as 
a judicatory. Meanwhile Nayler was sub¬ 
jected to the second part of his punishment 
on 27 Dec., when Robert Rich (d. 17 Nov. 
1079), a quoker merchant (who had appealed 
to parliament on 16 Dec.) stood beside him 
on the pillory, and placed a placard over his 
head, with the words, ‘TMb is the king of 
the Jews.’ An officer tore it down. Nayler 
“put out his tongue very willingly,’ says 
Burton, ‘ but slirinked a little when the iron 
came upon bis forehead. Ho was pale when 
he came out of the pillory, but high-coloured 
after tongue-boring.’ 1 Rich... criod, stroked 
his hair and face, kissed Nayler’s hand, and 
strove to suck the Are out of his forehead.’ 
The Bristol part of tho sentence was carried 
out on 17 Jan. 1667, amid a crowd of Naylor’s 
sympathisers, Riohxiding in front bareheadod, 
singing ' Holy, holy/ &c, Nayler was again 
immured (23 Jan.) in Bridewell, to which 
Ms associates had been sent. On 29 Jan. the 
governors of Bridewell were allowed to give 
Eis wife access to him; and on 26 May, owing 
to the state of his health, a ‘ keeper ’ was 
assigned to him, After a time pen and ink 
were allowed him, and he wrote a contrite 
letter to the London Friends. Ho fell ill in 
1658. Cromwell in August sent William 
Malyn to report upon him, hut Cromwell’s 
death ooeurred shortly after (3 Sept.) Not 
till 8 Sept. 1669 was Nayler released from 
prison on the speaker’s warrant. 

He oaane out sobered and penitent. Bis 
first not was to publish a short tract, ‘Glory 
to God Almighty’[1669], 4to, and then he 
repaired to George Fox, who was at Reading 
and ill. He was not allowed to see him, but 
subsequently Fox sanctioned bis return to 
mission work. He went on to Bristol, and 
there made public confession of his offence. 
Early in 1860 (so Whitehead’s date, 1657, a 
misprint for 1659, may be read, in modern 
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reckoning) lie was preaching -with George 
Whitehead [q. 7.] in Westmoreland, Some¬ 
what later he lodged with. "Whitehoad in 
Watling Street, London. 

In the autumn of 1600 he left London in 
ill-health, intending to return on foot to his 
family in Yorkshire. A friend who saw him 
sitting by the wayside near Hertford offored 
him hospitality, but he pressed on. A few 
miles north of Huntingdon he sank exhausted, 
and wns rohbed by footpads. A rustic, find¬ 
ing him in a field, tool; him to the house of 
a quaker at Holme, near King’s Eipton, 
Huntingdonshire. Here he was visited by 
Thomas Parnel, a quaker phy sician. Ho died 
in October 1600, aged about 48, and was 
buried on 21 Oct. in Paruel’s grays in the 
Friends' buxying-ground (now an orchard) 
at King's ltiptou. Ho loft a widow and 
children. The Wakefield parish register 
records the baptisms of Mary (28 Maroh 
1640), Jane (8 May 1641), and Sarah 
(26 March 1613), children of James Naylor. 
A Joseph Naylor of Ardbley was a prominent 
local quaker in 1G89-9-J. A small contem¬ 
porary print of him, with the 23 on his fore¬ 
head, is reproduced in Ephraim Pagitt’s 
‘ Ileresiography,’ ed. 1661. From this his 
portrait was painted and engraved by Francis 
Place (d. 1728). Later engravings nro by 
T. Preston and Grave. A small engraving 
was published (1823) by W. Dalton. 

Diehard Baxter [q. v.], in his account of 
the qualcers (. Reliqmee Bruterimue, 1006, i. 
77), does not mention Fox, and specifies 
Nayler as 'their chief leafier'prior to Penn. 
It seems probable that tho authorities shared 
Baxter’s mistake, and supposed that in crush¬ 
ing Nayler they were suppressing quakcrism. 
The emotional mysticism of Naylorsdovoloes 
was one of tho untrained forces, active in the 
religions field, and anterior to qunkerism 
proper. To Fox, in his early career, was 
addressed language as exalted as any that 
was offered to Naylor (see Lehxid, Smite in 
the Grass, 1698, pp. 369 seq.; Biraa, Pilgrim's 
Progress, 1700, pp. 46 soq.) With very little 
encouragement Margarot Fell (seeher letter 
in WiLTiJKBON, Quakerism Examined, 1830, 
and cf. Newcomb, AutoUog. 1862, i. 126) 
wouldhave gone as far ns Hannah Strangor. 
But Fox brought this Iondenoy under con¬ 
trol and subdued it, while Nayler wns its 
dupe. He exhibit s nothing of it in his own 
writings, which for depth of thought and 
beauty of expression deserve a place in tlio 
first rank of quakor literature, His contro¬ 
versial pamphlets compare favourably, in 
their restraint of tone, with those of many of 
his coadjutors. Some of his other piocos boar 
the stamp of spiritual genius of a high order. 


For a defence of his special mysticism, see 
his ‘ Safaris Design Discovered,’1666, 4to. 

_ A full bibliography of his publications is 

? i vonin Smith’s 1 Catalogue ufFriends’ Books, 1 
867, ii. 216 seq. His. writings [ell into neglect, 
but an admirable ' Collection’ of them (omit¬ 
ting his controversial pieces of 1666-8) was 
edited, 1716, 4to, by Whitehead, with an 
‘ImpartiRlAecount’ofhiscareer. His'How 
Sin is Strengthened, and how it is Ovoroome,’ 
&c., 1657, 4to, one of the many tracts written 
during his long imprisonment, lias been very 
frequently reprintod; tho last edition, I860, 
is editod by W. B. Sissison, who reprinted 
another of hie tracts in t he Bamo year, His 
1 Last Testimony,’ beginning ' there is a 
Spirit which I feel,’ haB ofton beon cited for 
the purity of its pathos. Bernard Barton 
[q. v.] paraphrased it (1821) in stanzas which 
are not so poetic ns the original prose. 

[A Brief Account of James Naylor, tho Quaker, 
18,56 (published with tlio authority of parlia¬ 
ment) , Deacon's G rund Impostor Examined, 106(1 
(reprinted id Harleian M iseollany, 1810, vol. vi.); 
Deacon’s ExactHisLory, 1067; A Truo Narrative 
of the. . . Tryall, &c, 1067 (by Fox, Itioh, and 
William Tumlmeonl; A True Hohtl ion oi tho Life, 
&o., 1667 (fionlispirai); firiggo’s Tlio Quaker’s 
Joans, 1068 (ailhwoml in Kuhslmkoh’s Outrage 
Jtoprovcd, 1668); Dloino’bFauatickllislory, 1660 
(answered by Bieliard Hnbburthorn | q, v,] and 
Naylor in A Short Answor, I860); Wlmrlun’s 
Gosta Bril annorura, 1667; George Fox’s Journal, 
160 1 , pp. 64,70,167,220*; Denham's Booms, 1681, 
pp, 110-18; Oroose’s nistoria Qunkerinna, 1606, 
pp, 160 seq.; Whitehead's Impartial Account, 
1716; Memoirs of tho Life, &c. 1710 (by an ad¬ 
mirer, but apparently uot a quaker); Bowel's 
History of the Qualcers, 1726, pp. 134 Boq.; 
Salmon’s Chronological Historian, 1733, p. 130; 
Sevan's Life, &o., 1800; SLuto Trials (Cabbott), 
1810, v. 601 soq, (from tlio Commons’ Journals; 
givos tho argument of Bulstrodo Whitolooko 
against tho capital punnlLy); Ilughbon's (i.o. Ed¬ 
ward Pugh’s) J,ifo, &c,, 1814, also in M. Aikin’s 
(i.e. Edward Pugh’s) IVIomoirs of Boligions Im¬ 
posters (sie), 1821; Tuko’s Life, &e., 1816; 
Chalmers’s d-cueua) lliog. Diot. 1816,xxiil. 37 seq. j 
Neal’s Ilist. of tho Puritans (Toulmin), 1822, 
iv. 139 seq. j Burton’s Diary, 1828 i. 10 seq,, ii, 
131 soq.; Sculcherd’s Ilist. of Morloy, 1830, 
PP. 206seq.; Webb’6 Foils of Swarthmoor Hull, 
1367, pp. 37 seq.; Miall’fl Congregationalism in 
Yorlcshiro, 1808, p. 382 (of. Oalamy's Aoeotml, 
1713,p,801); Bickloy’s Q enrgo l^ox, 1884, p. 144; 
Book, Wells and CJhalkley’a Biog. Out. 1888, 
P[>. 469 soq.; Tumor's Qmikors, 1880,pp, 113 soq.; 
Foil Smith’s Stovou Crisp and his Corre¬ 
spondents, 1892, pp. 60 soq, (portrait ); infer- 
mation front D, Travers 11 urges, esq,, town 
dark, Bristol, and tho Itev. E. Greene, roctorof 
King's Bipton; extract* from tho parish rogistar, 
Wakefield Cathedral,] A. Q. 
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NAYLOR, FRANCIS RARE (1768- 
1815), author. [See BL 4 .EE-Ni.Ti 01 :.] 

NEA.DE, WILLIAM (fi. 1625), archer 
and inventor, began experiments in Janies I’s 
reign with a ‘ ■warlike invention of the bow 
ana the pike,’ a simple arrangement by which 
a bow could be attached to a movable pivot 
in the middle of the pike, thus making a com¬ 
bined weapon for offence or for close quarters. 
In 1624he exhibited his invention before tbs 
king in St. James’s Park, and the Honourable 
Artillery Company soon afterwards made 
trial of it ( "Double-armed Marine, Epistle 
Ded.) In July 1688 ( State Papers, Dom, 
ccxliii. 70) he petitioned the council to ap¬ 
prove 1 a direction for a commission to 
authorise the inventor to touch the service 
and for a proclamation to command the 
general exercise thereof.’ On 12 A ug. follow¬ 
ing (Record Office, Collection of Proclama¬ 
tions, Car. I, No. 1C6) the proclamation was 
issued at Oatlonds, and five days later a com¬ 
mission was given to Nendo and his son Wil¬ 
liam to instruct lieutenants of oaunties and 
justices of the peace in the exercise. The 
specification of the patent which was granted 
to Neade in the following year (16 May, 
Patent Specifications , 1034, No. 09) recites 
that he had spent many years in practising 
the weapon. In 1635 and again in 1037 
Neade informed the king that he had laid 
out his whole estate of 6007. on his inven¬ 
tion, 1 but by the evil example of the city of 
London the service is now wholly neglected,’ 
although three hundred of the Artillery Com¬ 
pany had given an exhibition of the weapon 
m action before King Charles in St. James’s 
Park. The council seems to have meditated 
some fresh concussions to Neade, but no 
further reference to the matter exists ( State 
Papers, Dom. May 1687). 

Neade wrote: ‘ The Double-armed Man, 
by the New Invention, briefly showing some 
Famous Exploits achieved by our British 
Bowmen, with several Portrait ures proper 
for the Pike and Bow,’ London, 1625 (Brit, 
Mus.), with six plates, which have all been 
reproduced in Grose’s ‘ Military Antiquities.' 
Ward, in his ‘Animadversions of Warre,’ 
1689, gives an engraving of a similar weapon, 
and Captain Venn, in his ‘ Mili tary Observa¬ 
tions,’ 1672, strongly recommends ‘ the gal¬ 
lant invention of the Half Pike.’ 

[Hewitt’s Ancient Armour in Europe, Supple¬ 
ment, p. 706; Grose’s Military Antiquities, i. 
364; Ward’s Animadversions of Warre; Venn’s 
Military Observations; Specifications of Patents, 
1034, No. 09; State Papers, Dom. ubi supra; 
Epistle Dedicatory to Noade’s Tract; Cat. of 
Hnrh Library, iii. 1020-1; Lowndes’s Biblio¬ 
graphical Manual.] W. A. S. 


NEAGLE, JAMES (1700 P-1822), en¬ 
graver, is said to have been born about 1700 1 
he worked with ability in the line manner, con¬ 
fining himself almaet entirely to book illus¬ 
trations, of which I 10 executed a very large 
number, from designs by Stothard, Smirke, 
Fuseli, Hamilton, Singleton, II, Cook, and 
other popular artists. They include plates 
to Boydell’s and other editions of Shake¬ 
speare j Sharpe’s and Cooke’s,'Classics,’ For¬ 
ster’s ‘ Arabian Nights,’ 1802 ; ‘ Gil Bias,’ 
1809; ‘Ancient Terra-Cottas in the British 
Museum,’ 1810; and Murphy’s ‘ Arabian 
Antiquities of Spain.’ 1816. Neagle’s most 
important work is ‘ The Royal Procession in 
St. Paul’s on St. George’s Day, 1789,’ from a 
drawing by E, Dayes. In 1801, in the action 
brought by Ddattre the engraver against J.S, 
Copley, R.A., to recover the price of a plate 
made from the latter’s ‘Death of Chatham,’ 
Neagle was a witness for the plaintiff. To¬ 
wards the end of his life he emigrated to 
America, and, according to a statement on a 
crayon portrait of him in tho print room of 
the British Museum, died there in 1822. He 
had a son, John B. Neagle, who practised as 
an engraver in Philadelphia until hia death 
in 1866. 

[Redgrave's Diet, of Artists; Dodd’s manu¬ 
script Hist, of English Engravers (Brit. Hue. 
Addit. MS. 38403); Baker’s American Engravers 
and their Works, 1876.] F. M. O’D. 

NEAL. [See also Nil am, Nbem, Neile, 
and Nbiw,,] 

NEAL, DANIEL (1678-1743), historian 
of the puritans, was horn inLondon on 14 Doc. 
1678. His parents dying when he was very 
young, he, the only survivmgson, was brought 
up by a maternal uncle, to whose care he 
frequently in after life expressed himself as 
dsoply indebted. On 11 Sept. 1686 he was 
sent to the Merchant Taylors’ School, and 
became head scholar there. Thence he 
might have proceeded as exhibitioner to St. 
John’s College, Oxford, but he declined tho 
offer, preferring to be educated for the dis¬ 
senting ministry. About 1096 he entered 
a training college for tho ministry in Little 
Britain, presided over by the Rev. Thomas 
Rowe, to which Isaac Watts, Josiah Horl 
(afterwards archbishop of Tuam), and other 
distinguished men were indebted for their 
more advanced education. According to a 
family tradition, Neal was honoured at this 
time by the notice of William III, and was 
even allowed to use a private ontranco into 
Kensington Palace in order to gain admit¬ 
tance with less ceremony. If such were the 
case, it may possibly have some connection 
with Neal’s subsequent visit to Holland, 
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whither ha went about 1699, studying first 
at Utrecht for two years, in the olasses of 
D'Uries, Grsevius, and Burman, and subse¬ 
quently for one year at Leyden. In 1703 he 
returned to England in company with two 
fellow students, Martin Tomkins [q. v.] and 
Nathaniel Lardner [q. v.J In 1704 he waa 
appointed to act as assistant to Dr. John 
Singleton, pastor of an independent congre¬ 
gation in ALdersgate Street, and on Single- 
ton’s death was elected to succeed him, being 
ordained at Loriner's Hall on 4 July 1706. 
The congregation, increasing considerably 
under hie ministrations, removed to a larger 
chapel in Jewin Street, and this became nis 
sphere of labour for life. He was at once an 
indefatigable minister and student, preaching 
regularly twice on each Sunday, and visiting 
the members of his flock two or three after¬ 
noons every week, while all the time he 
could spare from these duties was dovoted to 
literary research. In 1720 he published his 
first work, the ‘ History of New England,’ and 
the favourable impression produced by the 
volume in America led to his receiving in 
the following year, from the university of 
Harvard, the honorary dogroe of M.A., ‘ the 
highest academical degree thoy were able to 
confer.’ In the same year he published 1 A 
Letter to the Rev. Dr. Francis Ilare, dean of 
Worcester, occasioned by liis Reflections on 
the Dissenters in his late Visitation Sarmon 
and Postscript.’ In 1722 Lady Mary Wort- 
ley Montagu [q. v.] was endeavouring to 
introduce the practice of inoculation into this 
country, hut her efforts were strongly con¬ 
demned by the majority of the medical pro¬ 
fession, as woll as by the olorgy,and popular 
prejudice generally was roused to vehement 
opposition. Neal, however, had the oourago 
to publish * A Narrative of the Method and 
Success of Inoculating the Small Pox in N ew 
England, by Mr. Bonj. Column; with a Re¬ 
ply to the Objootions made against it from 
Principles of Conscience, in a Letter from a j 
Minister at Boston. To which is prefixed an 
Historical Introduction.’ Tho‘Introduction’ 
was from Neal’s own pon, and in it he mo¬ 
destly disclaims all idea of dogmatising on 
the question, declaring that ho has only ‘ actod 
tho part of an historian’in order that the world 
might he enabled to judge ‘ whether inocula¬ 
tion would prove serviceable or prejudicial to 
the service of mankind.’ On the appearance 
of the volume, tho Prinooss Caroline Bent for 
him in order to obtain further information 
on the subject. lie was received by her in 
her closet, where ho found her reading Foxe’s 
‘Marlyroiogy. 1 The princess made inquiries 
respecting the stale of the dissenting' body in 
England, and of religion generally in New 


England. The Prince of Wales also dropped 
in tor a quarter of an hour. On 1 Jan. 1723, 
Neal preached at the request of the managers 
of the Charity School in Gravel Lane, South¬ 
wark, a sermon (Job xxix. 12-18), on ‘ The 
Method of Education in the Charity Schools of 
ProteBtant Dissenters : with the Advantages 
thataxiseto IhePublicfromthem.’ Tliesohool 
in Gravel Lane is said to have been the first 
founded by the dissenting body, It num¬ 
bered over one hundred children, who wore 
taught gratuitously and instructed in reading 
and arithmetic and theassembly’s catechism. 
They were required to attend public worship 
on Sundays. Neal urged on his audience 
that the surest foundation of the public weal 
was laidin the goodsducationofchildren. In 
17S0he preached (2Thess. ixi. 1) on'Tlie Duly 
of Praying for Ministers and the Suocoss of 
their Ministry.’ In his discourse ho said, ‘ Let 
us pray that all penal luws for religion may 
be taken away, uud that no civil discourage¬ 
ments may be upon OlirisUane of any denomi¬ 
nation for the peaceable profession of their 
faith, but that tho Gospel may have freo 
comm’ In 1732 the first volume of tho 
* History of the Puritans' was published. The 
work originated in a projoct formed by Dr. 
John Evans [q. v.] of writing a history of 
nonconformity from the Rol'ornmtion down 
to 1610, Non! undertaking to continue tho 
narrative from that dote, sad to bring it 
down to the Act of Uniformity. Dr. Evans 
dying in 1730, Neal found it necessary him¬ 
self to write the earlier portion, and in doing 
so utilised the large collections whioh Evnns 
hod already made. Tho first volumo was 
favourably received by tho dissenting public, 
and was followed in 1738 by the second. 
The third appeared in 1736, and was followed 
in 1738 by the fourth, bringing tho narrative 
down to tho Act of Toleration (1089). The 
whole work was warmly praised by Neal’s 
party, but his occasionally sorious misrepre¬ 
sentation or suppression ol' facts did not pass 
unchallenged. Isaac Maddox jb. v.], aftor- 
wurds bishop of St. Asaph, published m 1733 
‘A Vindication of IhoDootrino, Discipline, and 
Worship of tho Ohurch of England, esta¬ 
blished in the Reign of Queen filimbat h, from 
the Injurious Reflections of Mr, Neal’s first 
Volumo of the IBstory of tho Puritans.’ Neal 
replied in ‘A Review of tho Principal Foots 
objected to in the first Volume of the History 
of the Puritans,’ and his party claimed that 
he had completely vindicated himself, and 
‘established his character for on impartial 
regard to truth.’ A far moro formidable 
criticism, however, was that which proceeded 
from the pon of Zachary Groy [q. v.J who in 
1786, 1737, and 1789, published a searching 
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Examination of the second, third, and fourth 
volumes respectively. To these attacks Neal 
never replied, although it was asserted that 
he intended doing so, but was prevented by 
ill-health. They were to some extent met 
by Dr. Joshua Toulmin in his elaborate edi¬ 
tion of Neal’s ‘ History ’ in five volumes in 
1797. 

In 1736, alarmed at the marked advance of 
Nomun catholic doctrines, he arranged, in 
concert with certain other dissenting minis¬ 
ters, to deliver a series of discourses against 
the errors and practices of the Soman, church, 
the subject allotted to him being ' The 
Supremacy of St. Peter and the Bishops of 
Rome, his successors.’ In his treatment of 
this topic Neal discussed the lawfulness of 
the papal claims, and pointed out the abuses 
with which they had been attended, conclud¬ 
ing with the assertion that * an open toleration 
of the popish religion is inconsistent with the 
safety of a free people and a protest ant go¬ 
vernment’ (Oockbawd, Protestant's Manual, 
vol. i.) 

Neal’s close application to hie studies, com¬ 
bined with too sedentary habits, eventually 
undermined his health and brought on pa¬ 
ralysis. He died in his sixty-fifth year, 
4 April 1743, and was buried in Bunhili 
Fields. He married Elizabeth, only daugh¬ 
ter of Richard, and sister of his friend, Dr. 
Nathaniel Lardner, by whom he had one 
son, Nathanael, who was an eminent attorney 
and secretary to the Million Bank, and two 
daughters. One of these married Joseph 
Jennings, son of his friend, Dr. David Jen¬ 
nings ; the other married "William Lester of 
Wore, for some time Neal’s assistant. Neal’s 
widow died in 1748. 

Many of Neal’s lotters are preserved in tha 
collection of Doddridg e’s correspondence, pub¬ 
lished in 1700 by the Rev. Thomas Stedman, 
vicar of St. Chad's, Shrewsbury [see Don- 
dbihsb, Philip], His ‘History of the Puri¬ 
tans ’ was translated into Dutch by Ross, and 
published at Rotterdam in 1765. Zachary 
Grey’s copy of the work, interleaved and 
containing numerous notes by himself and 
some by Thomas Baker, is in the library 
of St. John’s College, Cambridge, Grey 
animadverts with considerable severity on 
Neal’s frequent practico of advancing stoto- 
ments_reflecting on the church party without 
adducing his authorities. In a note to ii. 
287 he says, 'I am really unwilling to credit 
a Person without an authority, who is so 
aptwbon he has authorities to mistake or 
falsify them.’ 

Neal’s portrait, an engraving by Ravenet, 
after Wollaston, is givon in the quarto odi- 
tion of his ‘ History of the Puritans ’ (1764), 


vol. i. It represents him with a full and 
somewhat sensual face, and black piercing 
eyes. 

[Life by Toulmin, compiled chiefly from 
Funeral Sermon by Dr. Jonnings, and manu¬ 
script account by his son, Nathanael Noal. com¬ 
municated by bis grandson. Duniol Lister, cap., 
of Hackney j Wilson's Ilist. of Dissenting 
Churches, iii. 90-102; Ohalinors’b Biog. Diet, 
xxiii. 41; informal ion kindly suppliotl by Lady 
Jennings.] J. B. M. 

NEAL or NEALE, THOMAS (1619- 
1690 P), professor of Hebrew at Oxford, was 
bom about 1619 at Ynate (Gloucestershire), 
and became in 1531 scholar of Winchester 
College ‘by the endeavours of his maternal 
uncle, Alexander Belsire, Fellow of New Col¬ 
lege, Oxford.’ On. 19 June 1638 he was chosen 
probationer of New College, and in 1640 ad¬ 
mitted perpetual fellow. Ho graduated JJ.A 
16 May 1642, M.A. 11 July 1640, and was ad¬ 
mitted B.D. 23 July 1666. Bufore ho look 
orders he had acquired a great reputation as 
a Greek and Hebrew scholar and theologian, 
and was allowed a pension of 101. per annum 
by Sir Thomas Wliyto, afterwards founder of 
St. John’s. He troveiled in France, probably 
during the time of the Edwardian reforma¬ 
tion, and appears to have been there in 1666 
(see below), but soon after the beginning oi 
Mary’s reign he had been made chaplain (not 
domestio chaplain) to Bonner, bishop of Lon¬ 
don, and appointed rector of Thmford in 
Northamptonshire. Ilis name does not ap¬ 
pear in the registers of that place. At the 
accession of Elizabeth he ‘ hot 00 k himpelf’ 
to Oxford, and in 1669 was made Queen’s 
professor of the Hebrew lecture. ITo entered 
himself as a commoner of Hart Hall, though 
he seems to be described of that hall in 1612, 
and built ‘ little lodgings ’ for himself at the 
west end of Now College, and opposite to 
Ilart Hall, ne seems at first to Imvo bpon 
disturbed in his professorship, as the dean 
and chapter of Oiirisl Church at ono time 
detained liis salary (Smi'Pli, Annuls, 1 , i. 48; 
see two letters of the privy council ordering 
payment, Council Book, 1 iSli*. 10 Inn. 1568- 
1669; Earl. MS, 169, f, 20; Laitulmtmo MS. 
982, f. 162). He took a prominent part in 
the ontertainmonl of Elizabeth at Oxford in 
1606, and wrote an account of it, which wns 
embodied in Wood’s ‘ Hist my and Antiqui¬ 
ties of Oxford’ (ed, Gutch, ii. 154), and which 
served ns tho source for Richard Stephens’s 
‘Brief Rehearsal.’ In 1669, being timid be¬ 
cause of his Catholicism, ho resigned hie pro¬ 
fessorship and retired to Cassington, tour 
milos from Oxford, purchased a house there, 
and ‘ spont the rest of his life in study and 
devotion.’ He diad either in or shortly nfter 
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1690, but whether at Cassington or Yeate is 
uncertain (soe Ins epitaph as put up by him¬ 
self in Cashing ton churoh during his lifetimo; 
HjitESU, Dodwell). 

Neal is regarded as the ultimate authority 
for thu ‘Nag’s Head Story.’ But the state¬ 
ments that Bonner sent him to Bishop An¬ 
thony Kitrhin [q. v.] to dissuadB him from, 
assisting in the consecration of Parker, and 
that he was present at the pretended cere¬ 
mony at the Nag’s H ead, rest on the doubtful 
assertion of Pits. 

Neal’s works are : 1. ‘ Dialogue in ad- 
ventum serenissim® Begin® Elizabeth® 
gratulatorius inter oandeiu lieginam et D. 
Bob. Dudlciuin comitem Leicestri® et Aead. 
Ox. caneellarium' (Tanner speaks of this as 
‘ Qratulationem Efebraicam’), together with 
‘ Colleaiorum scholarumque publicarum Ae. 
Ox. Topograpkica delmoatio,’ being versos 
written to accompany drawings of the col¬ 
leges and public schools of Oxford by John 
Bearblock [q. v.] Neal’s work was first 
printed imperfectly by Allies Windsor in 
‘ Academiarum Cal ulogus,’ London, 1690; re¬ 
printed by iloarne, Oxford, 1713, at. thu end 
ofbis edition of ‘ DodwclldeParmaEquoatri; ’ 
also by Nichols in liis ‘ Progresses of 
Elizabeth,’ i. 225; by the Oxford Historical 
Society (vol. viii.), and reproduced iu fac¬ 
simile, Oxford, 1882 (cf. Wood, A theme 
Ozmi.676). 2. ‘Oonnnanlariiltiiljlii Duvidl. 
Kirnhi in IJaggunmi, Zacliariam, et Mn- 
lacbinui proplietos ex Hebraico iduiiuuto in 
Latinum sermonem traducti,’ Paris, 1657, 
dedicated to Cardinal Pole. Tanner also as¬ 
signs to Neal: 3. A translation 1 of all tlio 
Prophets ’ out of tho Hebrew. <1. A trans¬ 
lation of ‘ Oommontarii Babbi Davidis Kim hi 
super Hosoam, Joelom, Amos, Abdonm, Mi- 
cbearu, Nahum, Habacuo, ot Sophoniam’ 
(dedicated to Queen Elizabeth). Tiumor 
quotes this and No. 6 thus: ‘MS. Bibl. Bug. 
Westmou. 2 D. xxi.’ 5. ‘ Rabbinic® quirdam 
observationes ex prmdictis common turns ’ 
(possibly identical with, although Tiumor 
distinctly separat ob it from, ‘Bioves qumdnm 
observationes in eosdom propbotes partial ex 
llieronymo partim ox aliis probulio fldei au- 
tboribus decerptro,’ The latter is appended 
to No. 2 above. 

[Wood's Atlion® Oxon.i, 678, ot passim; Pusli, 
aud Iti«t, and Autiq of Oxford; Oxford Univ. 
Eogistsrs; Kirby's Winchester Bcholnrs, p. 
117; Plummer’s Elizabethan Oxford (Oxford 
Hist. Soc.); Iloarno’s Boinnins, ii. 190, and 
his edition of Bode oil do Parma Eqnestri (con¬ 
tains a life of Heal by Ho,true, based on Wood); 
State Papers, Dom. 1647-80; Hist, MSB. Gi.ro. 
4tb Eep, p. 217 a ; La Nove's Basil, R try pc's 
Annals, 1 , i. 48; Tanner’s Bibl. Brit.; Pits, l)o il- 


Instribus Anglins Soriptoribus; John Bearbloek’i 
Ephomor® Aetionei, p. 282, piinted by Hearne, 
Oxford, 1729; Puller’s Church History, ii. 387, 
iv. 290, and Worthies, i. 384, Poster’s Alumni 
Oxon.; Walt's Bibl.Brit.; LftnbduwuoMS.982, 
f. 160; Bar). MS 169, f 26; inlormation from 
the Bov. G. Montagu, rector of Thenford.] 

W. A. S. 

NEALE. [See also Neal, Nimn, Nbilb, 
and Neill,] 

NEALE, ADAM, M.D. (d. 1832), army 
physician and author, was born in Scotland 
ana educated in Edinburgh, where he gra¬ 
duated M.D. on 18 Sept. 1802, his thesis 
being published as ‘Disputatio de Aoido Ni- 
trico,’ 8vo, Edinburgh. Ho was admitted a 
licentiate of the Royal College of Physicians, 
London, on 26 Juno 1806, and during the 
Peninsular war acted as physician to the 
forces, being also one of tho physicians extra¬ 
ordinary to the Duke of Kent. In 1800 he 
published, in ‘Letters from Portugal and 
Spain,’ an interesting account of the opera¬ 
tions of the armies under Sir John Moore 
and Sir Arthur WelleBloy, from the landing 
of the troops in Mondogo Bay to tho battle 
of Coruna. Neuio subsequently visit ed Ger¬ 
many, Poland, Moldavia, and Turkey, where 
lie was physician to tins British embusby at 
Const antiliapla, and in 1818 gave t otl )0 public 
a tie: cription of bis tour in ‘Travels through 
some parts of Germany, Poland, Moldavia, 
and Turkey,’ 4to, London, 1818, with lift con 
coloured plates. About, 1814 lie settled nt 
Exeter,but romoved to Oholtenhiuniu 1820. 
Therolio attempted to at tract notice by pub¬ 
lishing a pamphlet in which ho cast a doubt 
on the genuineness of tho waters as sorvod 
to visiters nt tho principal spring. It was 
called ‘ A Letter to a Professor 01 Medicine 
iu tho University of Edinburgh respecting 
the Nature mid Proportion ol the Mineral 
Waters of Cheltenham, 1 8vo, London, 1820. 
This discreditable pamphlet wus soberly an¬ 
swered by Dr. Thomas Jameson of Chelten¬ 
ham, in ‘A Befutation,’ &i\, and more cate¬ 
gorically in* Fact, versus Assert ion,’by Wil¬ 
liam Henry Hatpin the younger, and in ‘A 
Loiter’ by Thomas Newell. The controversy 
was ended by a satirical pamphlet entitled 
‘ Hints to a Physician on the opening of his 
Aledical Career at Cheltenham,’ 8vo, Stroud, 
1820. As tho result of those tactics, Neale 
was obliged in a few months to roturn to 
Exeter. In 1821 he was an unsuccessful 
candidate for tho ottieo of physician to the 
Devon and Exot ft Hospital. 11 0 acoordingly 
wont to London, and resided for some time 
at 68 Guilford Steel, Bussell Squaro, but 
died at Dunkirk on 22 Dec. 1632, His sons, 
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Erskine and William Johnson Neale, are 
noticed separately, 

Neale, who was fellow of the Linnean 
Society, published, besides the worts men¬ 
tioned: 1. ‘The Spanish Campaign of 1808,’ 
contributed to vol, xxvii, of ‘ Constable’s 
Miscellany,’ 18mo, Edinburgh, 1828, which 
is entitled ‘Memorials of the late War,’ 2 
parts, 2. ‘ Researches respecting the Natural 
History, Chemical Analysis, and Medicinal 
Virtues of the Spur or Ergot of Rye when ad¬ 
ministered as a Remedy in certain St at es of the 
Uterus,' 8vo,London, 1828. 8. ‘Researches 
to establish the Truth of the Linnsean Doc¬ 
trine of Animal Contagions,’ &c., 8vo, Lon¬ 
don, 1881. He also translated from the 
French of Paolo Assalini ‘ Observations on 
.. the Plague, the Dysentery, the Ophthal- 
my of Egypt,’ &c., 12mo, London, 1804. 

[Munks Coll, of Phyt,. 1878, in. 87-8; Gent. 
Mag 1883 i. 191; Cat. of Advocates' Library at 
Edinburgh.] G-. G. 


NEALE, EDWARD VANSITTART 
(1810-1892), Christian socialist and co-opera¬ 
tor, of Bisham Abbey, Berkshire, and of AHea- 
ley Park, Warwickshire-was the only son of 
Edward Van&ittaxt, LL.B., rector of Taplow, 
Buckinghamshire, by hie second wife, Anne, 
second surviving daughter of Isaac Spooner 
of Elrndon, near Bumingham. The father 
tookthesurnameNeale under thewill of Mary, 
widow of Colonel J ohn Neale of Allesley rant, 
Me kinsman. George Vansittart of Bisharu 
Abbey was Neale’s paternal grandfather. 
Bom at Bath in the house of his maternal 
grandfather, Isaac Spooner, on 2 April 1810, 
he was educated at home until he matricu¬ 
lated at Oriel College, Oxford, on 14 Dec. 
1827. After graduating B.A. in 1831, he 
made a long tour, principally on foot, 
through France, Germany, Italy, and Switz¬ 
erland, and thoroughly mastered the lan¬ 
guages of those countries. He proceeded 
M.A. in 1836, entered at Lincoln's Tnn hi 
1837, and was called to the bar. ‘ But he was 
too subtleforthe judges, and wearied them by 
taking abstruse points which they could not 
or did not choose to follow 1 (J. M. Ludlow, 
Economic Journal, December 1892, p. 758). 

Keenly interested in social reform, Neale 
had obtained a firm grasp of the theoretical 
bases of the systems of Fourier, St. Simon, 
and other writers. In 1850 Ms attention 
was attracted hy the Working Tailors’ As¬ 
sociation, which was started in February of 
that year by the Society for Promoting 
Working Men’s Associations, He became 
acquainted with the work of the Chrietiau 
socialists, and, on the invitation of F. D, 
Maurice, joined the council of promoters, 


‘ ready to expend capital in the cause, and 
with many new ideas on the subject ’ (Life 
of F. JD. Maurice, ii. 75). The efforts of the 
promoters had hitherto been directed to the 
establishment of self-governing workshops 
on the lines of the Paris Associations 
Ouvrieres. N sale’s accession to theirrauksim- 
mediately had an important influence on the 
movement. He deemed to try experiments 
in co-operation on a larger scale, and Ms 
wealth enabled him to realise his wish. He 
founded the first London co-operative stores 
in Charlotte Street, Fitzroy Square, and ad¬ 
vanced the capital for two buildors’ assooior 
tions, both of which ended disastrously, al¬ 
though the first of them began with a profit 
of 260 1. on their contract for Neale’s own 
house in Hill Street. So far there had been 
no marked divergence botwoon Noulo’s views 
and those of the other members of the coun¬ 
cil. In 1851, however, on Ms own initiative, 
and without the direct sanction of the council, 
(Hughes in the Economic Review, January 
1893, p. 41), he established the Central Co¬ 
operative Agency, which, so far as the state 
of the law at that time admitted, anticipated 
the Co-operative Wholesale Society. Some 
of the promoters strongly disapproved of tllia 
experiment. T1 ib publication of an address 
to the trade societies of London and ths 


United Kingdom, inviting them to support 
the agency as 1 a legal and financial institu¬ 
tion for aiding the formation of stores and 
associations, for buying and soiling on their 
behalf, and ultimately for organising credit 
and exchangehetween them,’brought matters 
to a crisis, and an attempt was nmdo, but 
checked by Maurice, to exclude from the 
council both Noalo and Hughes, who, with¬ 
out undertakiug any pecuniary liability, was 
associated with him as co-tmstae of the 
agency (ill. p. 42; Co-operative News, 1 Oct, 
1892, p, 1108). The promoters and the 
agenoyoontinued to workside hy sido, on the 
understanding that the former were iu no 
way pledged to support the latlor; but two 
years later Neale and the agoncy hud ac¬ 
quired the ohiof influence hi the movement 
(Life of F. H. Maurice, ii. 75, 220). 

On the great look-out of engineers in 
1862, Noale not. only presided at a mooting 
of the metropolitan trades, hold at St. Mar¬ 
tin’s Hall on 4 March, in sujiport of the 
Amalgamated Society of Enginoors, but 
gave tliom pecuniaiy aid. lie also published 
‘May I not do what I will with my ownP 
Considerations on the present Contest be¬ 
tween the Operative Engineers and their 
Employers,’ London, 1862, When the men 
were forced to return to work on the em¬ 
ployers' turms, Nealo purchased the Atlas 
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Ironworks, Southwark, -where he established 
several of the leading engineers as a produc¬ 
tive association. The scheme ended in total 
failure. The Central Co-operative Agency 
was at the same time involved in difficulties, 
and the loss on both schemes fell entirely on 
Neale, who is said to have spent 40,0001. in 
his efforts to promote co-operation (Economic 
Journal, December 1892, p. 768). From 
this time until he succeeded to the Bisham 
Abbey estate (November 1886) he was a 

C r man; but failure seemed only to make 
ding more tenaciously to the cause of 
co-operation, in which he saw the promise 
of great improvement in the condition of 
the working daesee. 

Meanwhile Neale’s activity in other direc¬ 
tions was incessant. He had already (1860) 
given evidence before tho select committee 
on the savings of the middle and working 
classes. When the Industrial and Provi¬ 
dent Societies Act, which was the out corns 
of the inquiry, led to a great development 
of co-operation, Neale closely associated 
himself with tho northern movement. This, 
however, did not prevent him from keeping 
in touch with the Society of Promoters, now 
merged in the Working Men’s College, 
where he took a class in political economy for 
two terms. He frequently noted as legal ad¬ 
viser to co-operative societies, which sought 
his aid in the revision of rules for registra¬ 
tion. Until 1870 he prepared, wholly or 
in part, all the amendments proposed in the 
act of 1862 j the Consolidation Act (1862) 
and the Industrial and Provident Societies 
Act (1870) were almost entirely due to his 
efforts. He was a membra of tho executive 
committee appointed by the Loudon confer¬ 
ence of dolegates from co-operative sooioties 
(July 1862), which was the gram of the 
central co-operative board; and, in addition 
to lectures and pamphlets, he found time to 
write ‘ The Co-operator’sHandbook, contain¬ 
ing the Laws relating to a Company of 
Limited Liability,’London, I860,8vo, which 
he gave to Mr. G. J. Holyoake to publish for 
the use of co-operators, and ‘The Analogy 
of Thought and Nature Investigated,’ Lon¬ 
don, 1803,8vo. ne also spent some months 
in Calcutta winding up the affairs of ahrancli 
of the Albert Insurance Company with which 
he had unfortunately boon connected. 

In tho establishment of the central agency 
Neale had given practical expression to lus 
view that associations of producers could he 
best promoted by concent rating the whole¬ 
sale trado of the co-operative stores. Natu¬ 
rally therefore he was keenly interested in 
the formation of the North of England Oo- 
operative Wholesale Society (1863), of which 


he drafted the rules for registration. Ho 
was one of the founders of the Oohden 
Mills in 1866, and of the Agricultural and 
Horticultural Association in 1867, the ob¬ 
ject of which was to introduce co-operation 
into agriculture (Social Economist , 1 Nov. 
1868, p. 181). From ] 869 he was one of 
the most active promoters of the annual co¬ 
operative congress. On the establishment 
of tho central board at the Bolton congress 
(1872), he was eleoted one of the membors 
of the London section, a position which he 
held until 1876. When, m that year, Wil¬ 
liam Nutlall resigned the post of general 
secretary to the hoard, Neale, mainly on tho 
suggestion of Mr. G. J. Holyoake, undertook 
to succeed him. That position required tho 
exorcise of great tact and patience. Some 
of liis friends indeed regarded his ap¬ 
pointment with anxiety, for it was doubtful 
how far hs would be successful as the paid 
servant of workingmen. He received a 
salary of 260b a year for his official work, 
acting gratuitously as legal adviser to tlio 
csntralboard, until 1878, when his remunera¬ 
tion was increased to 360b Devoting him¬ 
self entirely to his work, he took lodgings 
in Manchester, visiting his family at Hamp¬ 
stead once a week, 11 is succession to tlio 
Bisham Abbey estate made no difference in 
his habits. Though he was for somn timu 
treated' with a studied disrespect/ long be¬ 
fore he resigned tho secret ary slop ho had 
completely won the confidence of the work¬ 
ing classes, who regarded him with reve¬ 
rence and affection. 

Neale was for sevontcon years a director 
of tho Co-operative Insuranco Company, and 
for sixteen years a member of the committee 
of tho Co-operative Newspapor Society. 
Throughout his life he kopt up a largo 
correspondence with foreign co-operators, 
ond frequently attended the continental 
congresses. In 1876 he visited Amerioa, 
with Dr. Rutherford and John Thomas 
of Leeds, on behalf of the _ Mississippi 
Yalley Trading Company, with a viow 
to opening up a direct trade between 
tho English co-oporalive storoB and tlio 
farmers of the Western Stalos, A diary of 
this visit was publisliod in tho * Oo-opera¬ 
tive News.’ In August 1800 Neolo took part 
in a conference at tho summer meeting of 
university extonsiou student j at Oxford on 
the relationof tho univorsityoxlonsionmove- 
mont to working-class education. He re¬ 
signed tho general secretaryship on 11 Sept. 
l»9i, at tlio age of eighty-one. Even then 
he did not entirely give up work in tlio 
cause of co-oporation. On tho formation of 
the Christian Social Union, he became a 
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member of the Oxford. University branch 
of that organisation. He wrote an article, 
‘Thoughts on Social Problems and their 
Solution,’ for the 1 Economic Review ’ (Octo¬ 
ber 1802), which was passing through the 
press at the time of his death j and a few 
months before that event he read a paper 
before the ‘ F. D. M.,’ a private society, named 
after Frederick Denison Maurice’s initials, on 
‘Robert Owen,’which showed no diminution 
of his intellectual powers. He had been for 
some time suffering from a painful malady, 
aggravated by earlier neglect of his own 
health. He died on 16 Sept. 1892, and was 
buried in Bisham churchyard. A'Vansittart 
Neale’ scholarship for the sons of co-opera¬ 
tors was founded at Oriel College (February 
1890), with the subscriptions of co-operators 
in various parts of the country. 

With rare generosity Neale devoted his 
wealth and energies to co-operation when 
it was a new and struggling movement, 
In his judgment, the two systems of co¬ 
operation—viz. collective control of pro¬ 
duction by combinations of consumers, and 
production by self-governing workshops— 
were not mutually exclusive, but comple¬ 
mentary. The experiments of the Christian 
socialists, in which he took so prominent a 
part, showed that the workshops could not 
stand alone. On the other hand, although 
Neale was fully alive to the advantages 
which the working classes obtain by becom¬ 
ing their own shopkeepers, and although he 
himself had initiated the first wholesale 
society—the Central Oo-operative Agency, 
such a system of combination among con¬ 
sumers with a view to their controlling pro¬ 
duction afforded in bis own view na security 
that employes would receive better treat¬ 
ment from co-operative societies than they 
would under a competitive rfigime. If was 
his object to raise the condition of the work¬ 
ing classes in their character of producers. 
When, therefore, the wholesale society un¬ 
dertook the manufacture of commodities, ho 
urged that it was the duty of co-operators 
to grant a share of the profits to the opera¬ 
tives in their factories, and so take an impor¬ 
tant step in the direction of what he regarded 
aa complete co-operation. He failed, how¬ 
ever, to convince the wholesale sooiety of 
the desirability of this course. 

Neale married on 14 June 1887, at St. 
George’s, Hanover Square, Frances Sarah, 
eldest daughter of James William Farrar, 
master in chancery, of Insleboroufrk, York¬ 
shire, and widow of the Hon. John Scott, 
eldest son of John, first lord Eldon, by 
whom he had issue Edward Ernest 'Vansit- 
tart(d, 23 Jau, 1840) ; Sir Henry James Van- 


sittart, K.C B. (i. 80 Nov. 1842), married, 
16 April 1887, Florence, daughter of Hia 
Honour Judge Shelley Ellis, and had issue 
George Kenneth, who died a boy at Eton, and 
two daughters; Henrietta Vausittart, mar¬ 
ried, 6 Oct. 1864, Henry Dickinson, and died 
1879, leaving issue; Oonstanco and Edith. 

Neale published, in addition to the works 
already mentioned, nineteen pamphlets is¬ 
sued by the Co-operative Union, model rules 
for societies intending to regist er, tlio con¬ 
gress reports, with prefaces and statistical 
tables, and articles contributed to the ‘ Oo- 
operator,’ the ‘ Oo-operntive Nows,’ &c. 
1. ‘Feasts and Fasts: an Essay on tlio Rise, 
Progress, and present State of tho Laws re¬ 
lating to Sundays, and other Holidays and 
Days of Fasting,’London, 1846,8vo. 2. ‘The 
Real Property Acte of 1846 .. . with intro¬ 
ductory Observations and Notes,’ London, 
1845,8vo. 8. ‘Thoughts on tho Registration 
of the Title of Land; its Advantages and tho 
Moans of effecting it,’ &c., London, 1840, 
8vo. 4. ‘The Characteristic Features of somo 
of the principal Systems of Socialism,’ Lon¬ 
don, 1861,8vo. 6. ‘ Genesis cril icallyanalysed 
and continuously arranged; with Introduc¬ 
tory Remarks,’Ramsgate, 18(‘>0,8vo. 6. ‘Docs 
Morality depend on Longevity!” London, 
1871, 8vo. 7. ‘The new Bible Commen¬ 
tary and the Ten Commandments,’ London 
[1872], 8vo, 8. ‘ The Mythical Element in 
Christianity,’Loudon[187318vo. 9. ‘ Reason, 
Religion, and Revelation, London, 1875, 
8vo. 10. ‘ A Manual for Oo-oporators. Pre¬ 
pared at the Request of the Oo-operative 
OongTess held at Gloucester, April 1879,' 
London, 1881, Bvo, in collaboration with 
Judge Hughes, who wrote the preface. 

[Berry’s Bucki'iglunualiiro Genealogies, p. 63; 
Foster’s Alumni Oxou. 1716-1880, p. 1009; 
Honours Register of the University of Oxford ; 
Gentleman’s Magazine, 1837, ii. 83; Life ot 
F, D. Maurice, ii. 76, 167, 220,232, Knruivoll'b 
Early History of tho Working Mon's Collogo 
(reprinted from the Working Mon’s College 

Magazine), 188 0; Holy o.iko’s Ili story o C Co-opera¬ 
tion, i. 189, ii. 56,58, 69,393,435, bis Co-opora- 
tive Movement to-day, pp. 26, 29, 47, 61, 96, 
103,127, and bis Sixty Years of an Agitators 
Life, 3rd odit. ji. 6; Beatrice Potter's (Mrs. Sid¬ 
ney Webb) British Co-operative Movement, oh. 
v.; Brontano’s Clirisllich-sozialo llowegung in 
England; Lavoloye's Socialism of To-day (t r.ms- 
ln.tedbyG.II. Opbon), p, 802; Siilnoy and Beatrice 
Webb's Hist, of Trade Unionism, pp. 198, 820 ; 
Burke's Landed Gentry, 1894, ii. 2087; Itepoil 
from the Select Uonimittoo on the Savings of the 
Middle and Working Classes, 18f>0,pp. 14,24,39, 
40; The Christian Socialist, 1860 - 1 ; ThuRoc'wl 
Economist; Oo-operator ; Alnmtmrh do In Co¬ 
operation Franjaise, 1892, p. 19;Daily Chronicle, 
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19 Sopt. 1882; Co-opmitivo Nows, especially 
the notices of Nealo by Holyoake, Hughes, and 
others in the numbers for 24 Sept., 1 and 8 Oct. 
1892; Agricultural Economist, October 1892, 
obituary notice by J. M. Ludlow (Economic 
Journal, December 1892, pp. 762-4); Hughes’s 
Neale as a Christian Socialist (Economic Review, 
January 1803 pp. 38-94, April 1893 pp, 174, 
189).] w - A- S. H. 

WE AT.Til, ERSKTNE (1804-1883), divine 
and author,born on 12 March 1804, was son 
of Dr. Adam Neale [a- v.l, and brother of 
William Johnson Neale Tq. v.] He wns 
educated at Westminster School 1816-16, 
and at Emmanuel College, Cambridge, whore 
he graduated 11,A. 1828, and M.A. 1832. On 
24 Jimel8281ie became lecturer of St. Hilda’s 
Church, J arrow, in the county of Durham, was 
appointed vicar of Adlingflrot, Yorkshire, on 
19 Oct, 1836, rector of Kirton, Suffolk, in 
1844, and vicar of Dining with Lanwn.de, 
Suffolk, in 1854. He possessed a very curious 
collection of autographs, including a number 
of letters written by the Duko of Keni re¬ 
ferring to his public life, and elucidating the 
mutiny at Gibraltar. TIis knowledge of hand¬ 
writing led to his being subpoenaed on the 
part of the crown at the trial of Ryvna v. the 
Attorney-Genoral in June 1860, when it wns 
sought without success to establish the claim 
of Mrs. Serres, the mother of Mrs. Tlyvefl,to 
be the Princess Olive of Cumberland, Tie 
died at Exning vicarage on 23 Nov. 1888, 
after an incumbency of twonty-nino years. 

In his day Neale was a woll-kno wu author, 
possessing a ready and graphio peu and con¬ 
siderable stores of information. Ilis chief 
work, 1. ‘The Closing Scene, or Christianity 
and Infldolity contrasted in the Last Hours 
of Remarkable Pinsons’ (1st sur., 1818; 2nd 
Bar., 1849), ran to several editions, and was 
reprinted in America; but it is not a work of 
authority. Tic was also author of: 2. ‘ The 
Living and the Dend,’ 1827 ; 2nd rot., 1829. 
8. ‘ Reason for Supporting the Society for the 
Propagation of the Gospel in Foreign Parts,’ 
1830. 4. ‘Sovmons on the Dangers ana 

Duties of a Christian,’1880. 6.‘ Whyoliotto 
of St. John's, or tho Court, the Camp, tho 
Quarter-Dealt, and the Cloister,’ 1888, 2 vols. 
6. ‘ Tho Life-Book of a Labourer: Essays,’ 
1839 ; 2nd edit., 1850. 7. 'The Bishop’s 
Daughter,'1812; 2nd edit., 1863. 8. ‘Self- 
Sacrifice, or the Chancellor’s Chaplain,’ 1844; 
2nd edit,, 1868. 9. ‘ Experiences of a Gaol 
Chaplain,’ 1847, 8 vols.; three editions; a 
fiotitious work. 10. ‘The Track of the 
Murderer marked out by an Invisible Hand: 
Reflections suggested by the CaBO of the 
Mannings,’ 1849. 11. ‘ Scenes where the 
Tempter has triumphed,’ 1849. 12. ‘The 


Life of Edward, Duke of Kent,’ I860; 2nd 
edit., 1850. 13. ‘The Earthly Easting Blare 
of the Just,’ 1851. 14. 'The Pilches thiil 
bring no Sorrow,’1862. 16. ‘The Summit 
and Whiter of the Soul,’ 1852. 10, ‘ Riben 
from tho Ranks, or Conduct, remit Caste,’ 
1868. 17. ‘ My Comrade end my Colours, or 
Men who know not when they are hoaten,’ 
1864. 18. ‘The Old Minor Canon, or a Life 
of Struggle and a Life of Song,’ 1854; 2nd 
edit,, 1858. 19. ‘ Sunsets and Sunshine, or 
Varied Aspects of Life,’including notices of 
Lola Montes,Neild,Hone, and Oobbott, 1802. 

[Notes anti Quartos, 1886, 6th ser. xxi, 486. 
1886, 7th sor. i. 81,116,153; Men of the Tima, 
1872, p. 716.] G. O. B. 

NEALE, Sm HARRY BURRARD 
(1766-1840), admiral, bom on 16 Sept. 1760, 
was the eldest son of Lieutonont-colonel 
William Burrard (1712-1780), governor of 
Yarmouth Castle in the Telo of Wight, whoao 
elder brother, Harry Burrard ( d . 1791), was 
created a baronet in 1769. He was first-cousin 
of General Sir Harry Burrard [q. v.j lie 
entered the navy in 1778 on hoard tho Roe¬ 
buck with Sir Andrew Snape Jlamond |[q. v.L 
and in her was present, at the reduction of 
Oliorluslown in April 1780. He was after¬ 
words in the Clinlhnm, with Captain Dou- 
glus, Ilamond’s nephew, and took part in 
the capture of the Froucli frigate, Magi- 
cionne, off Boston, 2 Sopt. 1781. In 1788 
he returned to England, acting lieutenant oi 
the Perseverance. He was afterwards will) 
Sir John Hamilton in the Hector, and in 
1785 was in the Europe in the West Indios, 
and was officially thanked for his conduct 
in saving five men from a wreck during a 
hurricane, On 29 Sept. 1787 ho was pro¬ 
mo l od. to he lieutenant of the Expedition. 
In 1790 he wae in tho Southampton with 
Koala, and afterwards in tlio Victory, Lord 
nood's flagship. On 8 Nov. 1790 he was 
promoted to 1)8 commandor of the Orestes, 
employed in the preventive service. 

On tho death oHur uncle, Sir Harry Bur¬ 
rard, on 12 April 1791, he succeeded to tho 
baronotoy, ana on 1 Fob. 1793 he was ad¬ 
vanced to post rank, He was then appointed to 
the Aimahle frigate, in whiekho accompanied 
Lord Hood to the Mediterranean, whore he 
was actively employed both in attendance on 
the floet and in charge of convoys for the Le¬ 
vant. ne returned to England towards tho 
end of 1794, and bv royal lioense, dated 
8 April 1795, assumed the name and arms of 
Neale, on his marriage (16 April) with Grace 
Elisabeth, daughter and colieircsB of Robert 
Nealn of Shaw House, Wiltshire. Tie was 
, shorllyaftorwarde appointed to thecommand 
\ of the San Fiorenzo of 42 guns, stationed 
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for some time at "Weymouth, in attendance 
on the king. On 9 March 1707 the San 
Fiorenzo, in company with the Nymphe, cap¬ 
tured the French frigates Resistance and 
Constance off Brest [see Cooed, John, 1763- 
1806]. She was afterwards at the Nore 
when the mutiny broke out. Her crew re¬ 
fused to join in the mutiny; she was ordered 
to anchor under the stem of the Sandwich, 
but a few days later she effected her escape, 
running through a brisk fire opened on her 
by the revolted ships. Her escape was a 
fatal blow to the mutiny, and on 7 Juno a 
meeting of London merchants and ship¬ 
owners, held at the Royal Exchange, passed 
a vote of thanks to Neale and the officers 
and seamen of the San Fiorenzo for their 
spirited conduct. Neale continued in the 
win Fiorenzo, and was, on 9 April 1799, in 
company with the Amelia of 38 guns, off 
Lorient, where three large frigates were 
lying in the outer road, ready for sea. In 
a sudden squall off the land the Amelia was 
partly dismasted, and the French frigates, 
seeing the disaster, slipped their cables and 
made sail towards the San Fiorenzo. The 
Amelia, however, cleared away the wreck 
with promptitude, and the two ships, keeping 
together, succeeded in repelling the attack, 
and the French, havinglos t severely, returned 
to Lorient (Trodde, iii. 163; Jambs, ii. 876). 

In 1801 Neale was appointed to the Cen¬ 
taur of 74 guns, from which he was moved 
into the royal yacht. In May and June 180-1 
he was one of the lords of the admiralty, but 
in July returned to the yacht. Iu the follow¬ 
ing year he was appointed to the 98-gun ship 
Loudon, one of the small squadron under Sir 
John Borlase Wairen [q. vj which oapLured 
the French ships Marengo and Belle Poule on 
13 March 1800. The two ships were actually 
brought to action by the London, but after 
an hour the Amazon frigate [see Parker, Sir 
Wibliam, 1781-1866] coming up, engaged 
and captured the Belle Poule, while the 
Marengo, of 74 guns, under the personal 
command of Admiral Linois, seemg the 
Foudroyant, Warren’s flagship, drawing near, 
struck to the London after a running fight 
of more than four hours [Trottde, iii. 4(56; 
Jambs, iv. 130], 

In 1808 Neale was captain of the fleet 
under Lord Gambler, with whom, in 1809, 
he was present at the abortive attack on the 
French ships in Basque Hoads [see Oooh- 
rane, Thomas, tenth "Barb op Dundonald], 

On 81 July 1810 he was promoted to the 
rank of rear-admiral, and from 1811 to 1814 
commanded a squadron on the coaet of France, 
with hiB flag in the Boyne, and afterwards 
in the Ville de Paris. On 4 June 1814 he 
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was advanced to be viee-admiral, and on 
2 Jan. 1816 was nominated a K.C.B., and 
GC.B. on 14 Sept. 1822. He was com¬ 
mander-in-chief in the Mediterranean, 1828- 
1826, a post which, by the rule thou in force, 
carried with it a nomination as G.C.M.Q, 
In 1824 his prompt action enforced the obi 
servanoe of the treaty of 1816 on the Dpy 
of Algiers, though not till a considerable 
force of bombs had been sent from England, 
and the squadron was actually in position 
for opening Are (Ann, Reg. 1824, pi. i. pp, 207- 
208). He became an admiral on 22 July 
1880; and in January 1883, on the death of 
Sir Thomas Foley, was offorod the oommand 
at Portsmouth, on the condition of resign¬ 
ing his seat in the House of Oommona 
Neale refused the command on those terms, 
pointing out that the condition was unpre¬ 
cedented and tliorefore insulting. The case 
was brought up in the house, but Sir James 
Graham, then first lord, maintained that as 
tho admiralty was responsible for its ap¬ 
pointments, it, had and must have authority 
to moke what stipulations it judgod neces¬ 
sary (Hansard, 3rd ser. xv. 622). Noala 
died at Brighton on 16 Feb. 1840; and, 
having no issue, was succoodod in the baro¬ 
netcy by his brother, the ltev. George Bur- 
rard, rector of Yarmouth (I.W.) Ilia wife 
survived him for several years, and died at 
the age of eighty-three, in 1866. His por¬ 
trait, Dv Matthew Brown, has boon engraved. 
A hanaBomo obelisk waB eroded to his me¬ 
mory on Mount Pleasant, opposite the town 
of Lymington, of which he was lord of the 
manor, and which he had represented in 
parliament for forty years. 

[Marshall’s Roy. Nav. Biog. ii. (vol. i.) 488; 
Gent. Mag. 1840, i. 640 ; Fotlor’s Baronetage, 
s.n, ‘Burrard;’ James’s Naval History (edit, of 
1880); Troude’s Batailles Navalos do la Franca,] 

J K L J 

NEALE, JAMES (1722-1792), biblical 
saliolar, baptised on 12 Nov. 1722, was son of 
Robert Neale, druggist, of St. Paul’s, Oovent 
Garden. On 14 May 1731 bo was elected to 
Christ’s Hospital (List of Exhibitioners , ed. 
Lockhart), whence he proceeded with an ex¬ 
hibition to Pembroke College (then Pembroke 
Hall) Cambridge, being admitted a sizar on 
4 July1789 (College Register), He graduated 
B.A. inl742,M,A. in 1746. From 1747 until 
1762 he was master of Henley-upon-Thames 
grammar school (Burn, Itmley-upom- 
Thames ,_ p. 97), which flourished greatly 
under his superintendence; he also served 
the curacy or Bix, in the neighbourhood, 
under Thomas Hunt (1696-1774) [q. v.],the 
rector, whom Neale desoribes as having been 
1 a father to me in a thousand instances ’ (Prse- 
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monition to Funeral Sermon on John Sarney, 
1760). He wag subsequently curate of Ald- 
boume, 'Wiltshire. Neale died in 1792. Jle , 
left a son, James Neale, who graduated B. A. 
in 1771 as a member of St. John’s Oolloge, 
Cambridge, became perpetual curate of Aller- 

tonMalleverer, near York, and died on 1 ONov. 

1828 atBotley, Hampshire (Qent.Mag. 1828, 
pt. ii. p. 671). _ . 

Neale was an excellent classical ana orien- 
tal scholar, but want of means prevented him 
from publishing very much. In 1771 ap¬ 
peared his translation, in small octavo, of the 
‘Prophecies of Hosea.’ strictly literal, with¬ 
out division of verses, accompanied by a 
scripture commentary, to which a few per¬ 
tinent notes were appended. 

His grandson, WIM.IAM Horn Ns AM 
(1785-1866), theological writer, bapt isod at 
Little Hampton, Sussex,on 12 May 1785, was 
third son of the Rev. James Neale (d. 1828) 
mentioned above. Hewas elected to Christ’s 
Hospital in April 1798, wkure he gained an 
exhibition, was admitted sizar of Pembroke 
College, Cambridge, on 11 Feb. 1803, and 
graduated B.A. in 1808, M.A. in 1811, On 
8 Feb. 1808 he was appointed to the master¬ 
ship of Beverley grammar school, Yorkshire, 
but resigned it in December 1816 (CtaVTUi, 
Beverley, p. 279). In Novembor 1823 lie be¬ 
came chaplain of the county bridewell in Gos¬ 
port, Hampshire (Cent. May. 1823, pt,. ii. p. 
463), where he continued until 1850, On 
6 March 1840 Neale was oloeled F.S.A. 
(Oent.. Mag. 1840, pt. i. p. 416), hut had 
withdrawn from the society by 1847. In 
1863 he accepted nomination as a poor 
brother of the Charterhouse, and died on 
20 Jan. 1866 (Charterhouse Beyister). 

Besides re-oditin^ his grandfather’s trans¬ 
lation of ‘Hosea,’with much original matter, 
in 1860, Neale wrote: 1. ‘The Mohammedan 
System of Theology; or, a compendious Sur¬ 
vey of the history and doctrinos of Islamism, 
contrasted with Christianity,’ 8vo, London, 
1828. 2. ‘The Different Dispensations of 

the true Religion, Patriarchal, Levitical, and 
Christian, considered,’ 8vo, Loudon, 1848. 

[Information Prom the master of Pembroke 
Oollego, Oambridgo ; W. H. Neele’s Preliminary 
Observations to J. Neale's Prophecies of Bosou, 
2nd edit. pp. 6-8; Poulaon's Boverlack, i. 407, 
and Holdorness, ii. 280.] G. G. 

NEALE, JOHN MASON (1818-1860), 
divine and author, born at 4 0 Lamb's Conduit 
Street, London, on 24 Jan. 1818, was only 
son of the Rev. Cornelius Neale, Tho latter 
was senior wrangler and first Smith’s prize¬ 
man at Cambridge in 1812, fellow of St, 
John’s College, of evangelical views, and a 
writer of allegories, sermons, and various com¬ 


positions in prose and verse, which were col¬ 
lected and published after his death, with a 
memoir of the writer prefixed, by his brother- 
fellow of St. John’s, tho Rev. William Jowetl 
[a. v.], a leader of the evangelical party at 
Cambridge. His mother, Susanna Noale, was 
a daughter of John Mason Good [q. v.], and 
her religious opinions resembled those of her 
husband. Cornelius Neals died at Ohiswielc 
in 1823, and the widow, with her son and 
three daughters, went to live at Shopporton, 
where the little hoy was placed under the 
charge of the rector, William Russell, with 
whom he maintained a lifelong friendship. 
In 1829 the family removed from Shepperton, 
and Neale was educated sometimes at home 
andsomotimpB at school, first atBlackheath, 
next at Sherborne, Dorset, and then for a 
short time at Farnham, Surrey. Early in 
J 888 he read with Dr. OhalliB, professor of 
astronomy, at Papworth Everard, of whioli 
village Ohallis was incumbent, andin Oct ober 
1888 he won a scholarship at Trinity College, 
Cambridge. He wiib accounted the host clas¬ 
sical scholar of his year; but, although the 
son of a senior wrangler, he had so rooted a 
distaste for mothematics that he would not 
qualify himself to become a candidate for 
classical honours by gaining a place in the 
mathematical tripos. The rule which ren¬ 
dered this necessary was rescinded in 1861, 
but Neale took an ordinary degree in 1840. 
He won the members’ prize in 1888, and after 
his graduation he acted for a while as chap¬ 
lain and assistant tutor at Downing Oolloge, 
He was not elected fellow. In 1846 lie 
won the Seatonian prize for a sacred poem, 
an achievement which ho repealed on ten 
subsequent occasions. The roligious move¬ 
ment which is usually identified with Oxford 
was proceeding in a different way, hut with 
scarcely less l'orco, at Cambridge, and it 
doeply affected Neale, no warmly espoused 
liigu-ohurok views, and in 1889, while yet 
an undergraduate, was one of the founders of 
the Cambridge Camden Society, which was 
afterwards, on its removal to London, called 
the Ecclesiological Society. Neale was or¬ 
dained deacon at St. Margaret’s, Westmin¬ 
ster, hv the Bishop of Gloucester and Bristol 
(Dr. Monk), on Trinity Sunday, 1841, on tho 
titlo of liis followship. He began parochial 
work at St. Nicholas, Guildford, Surrey, os 
assistant curate, or ralhor loom 1 tenons, for 
Ms friend HughNicolaB Pearson [q. v.l; but 
as a‘ Oamdanian’ he was now a marked man, 
and the Bishop of Winchester (Dr. Sumner) 
would not license him in his diocese. On 
Trinity Sunday 1842he was ordained priaBtby 
Bishop Monk at St. Margaret’s, Westminster, 
and the next day he accepted the small living 
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of Crawley in Sussex. But the climate was 
unsuited to his frail health, and he was not 
instituted. A visit to Penzance proved no 
more satisfactory, and with his wife, Sarah 
Norman Webster ("whom he had married on 
27 July 1842), he went in the first week of 
1843 to Madeira. The next three years worn 
spent between Madeira and England, and 
during this time he was busy with his pen. 
In the autumn of 1815 Neale removed to 
Iieigate, and in the spring of 1848 he was 
< presented by the Ladies Amherst and De la 
W an, coheiresses of the third Duke of Dorset,’ 
lo the wardenship of Sackville College, East 
(Jrinstead. Sackville College was a charitable 
institution founded in 1608 by Robert Suck- 
ville, second earl of Dorsot, for the shelter and 
maintenance of thirty poor and aged house¬ 
holders, under charge of a warden, not neces¬ 
sarily in holy orders, and two sub-wardens. 
The stipend was only betwoen 20?. and 30?. 
a year; and this was the only preferment— 
which was not really any ecclesiastical prefer¬ 
ment at all—that Neale held, in spite of his 
high claims on the church. In 1860 he declined 
an offer of the deanery, or, as it was called, 
the provostship, of St. Ninion's, Perth, and 
he remained at East (Jrinstead for the rest of 
his life. Scotland, America, and Russia all 
showed themselves more appreciative of him 
than his own country. Harvard University 
conferred the degree of D.D. upon him, and 
in 1860 the Metropolitan of Moscow showed 
the appreciation in which his liturgical 
labours were held in Russia by funding him 
a valuable copy of the Liturgy of the Staro- 
vertzi (Old laith dissenters), with an inte¬ 
resting inscription. 

Neale’s avowal of high-church doctrines 
and practices and his support of Puseyism 
raised against him much opposition, and even 
subjected him occasionally to mob violenoe. 
Although extremely gentle in manner, he ad¬ 
hered to his principles with iron inflexibility. 
When the college buildings, which were in a 
ruinous state, were restored early in hia career 
at East Qrinstead, he rebuilt the college 
chapel, adding such ornaments as are now 
the rule rather than the exception in every 
well-ordered church. The additional orna¬ 
ments were brought to the notioe of the 
bishop of the diocese (Dr. Gilbert), who, in a 
painful controversy, denounced Neale’s acces¬ 
sories to worship ss ‘frippery’or ‘spiritual 
haberdashery,’ and inhibited him from offi¬ 
ciating in ms diocese, Sackville College 
ohapelhad not been under episcopal jurisdic¬ 
tion. Neale had desired to place it under the 
bishop, but the patrons objected. Indepen¬ 
dently of hie natural desire to minister to the 
gpiritualwant-s of his flock, he nowfelt bound 


to contend for the privileges cif the college, 
A suit was instituted, and Nealo was do! 
feated. The episcopal inhibition was not 
formally removed until November 1863, 1 So 
I hope,' writ es tho warden, 1 ends a battle of 
more than sixteen years; I having neither 
withdrawn a single word, nor altered a single 
practice (except, in a few msl ances by way of 
going further).’ Bishop Wilber Force inter¬ 
ceded warmly with Bishop Gilbovt in behalf 
of the college. Finally friendly relations 
were established between Nealo and his die- 
cesan, to whom ho dedicated tho volnniB of 
bis collected ‘Soatonian Poems,’ 

While at East Grinstend Neale founded a 
well-known nursing sist erhood. It began in 
a vory small way at Rotlierfiold, Nealo work¬ 
ing in conjunction with bliss S. A. Greara, 
daughter of the rector of theparish. In 1850 
it was brought back t o East Grinstoad, whore 
it still flourishes under the name of St. Mar¬ 
garet’s Sisterhood. An orphanage, a middle- 
class school for girls, and a home at Aider- 
shot for tho reformation of fallen women 
were one by one attached to tho sisterhood; 
but the homo, after having done much useful 
work, was abandoned in conaoquonco of the 
proteetant prejudices raisod against it. The 
work grew upon Iub hands, and lie was anxious 
to see the buildings of tho sisterhood en¬ 
larged. His last public act was to lay the 
foundation of a new convent for tho sisters 
on St. Margaret’s day (20 July) 1866; hut 
he did not live to see it completed. Ilis 
health utterly brnlco down, and, after a period 
of severe suffering, lie diod on the Feast 
of the Transfiguration (6 Aug.) I860. Ilia 
domestic life was eminently happy: he left 
behind him a widow and fivo children. He 
had also a circle of dovoted friends, among 
whom maybe especially mentioned the Revs. 
Benjamin Webb and E. J.Boycu (co-founders 
of the Cumbridgo Camden Society), E. ITos- 
koll, and Dr. Littledale. 

Neale is best known to tlm outer world ns & 
writer. As a translator of anciont Latin and, 
still more, Greek hymns he lias not an equal; 
but he was a most voluminous writer on on 
infinite variety of other subjects. His lin¬ 
guistic powers were enormous; he know 
more or less of twenty languagos; he was a 
true poet, and his Latin verses are not less 
graceful than his English. A story is told 
by Gerard Moultrie [seo undor Mouxmu, 
John] of Neale’s placing before Keble the 
Latin of one of Kebln’s hymns with the 
words, ‘ "Wliy, Keble, I thought you told me 
that the “ Clrristian Year ” wae entirely origi¬ 
nal.’ Keble professed himself utterly con¬ 
founded until Neale relieved him by owning 
that he had just turned it into Latin, TTis 
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pi’ose style is puro and lucid, end the range 
of his historical knowledge was very wide. 
In 1 Pol he undertook to write three leaders a 
week for the ‘ Morning Ohroniclo,’ which he 
continued to do till the end of 1853, while at 
the same time he was contributing' import ant 
articles to the‘ Christian Remembrancer, and 
afterwards, at, the invitation of Mr, J. II. 
Parker, to the ‘ National Miscellany ’ and the 
1 p e miy Post,’ and to the ‘ Ohurohman’s Com¬ 
panion.’ 

Neale’s more important works, many ot 
which appeared after his death, chiefly under 
the direction of Dr. Littledale, are here ar¬ 
ranged under four chief headings : I. Theo¬ 
logical and Ecclesiological; II. Ilymno- 
logical; in. Tales and Books for tlio Young; 
TV. Miscellaneous. 

I. Tiicolooioal and EoannsionooiaAi,: 
1. ‘A History of Pews,’ 1841 (a supple¬ 
ment to this work appeared in the following 
year). 2. ‘An Historical Outlino of the 
Book of Psalms’ (originally wrilton by 
his father, hut revised and edited by him), 
1819. 3. ‘ A Translation of TJurandus on 

Symbolism, with Introductory Essay, Notes. 
See.,’ 1843. 4. ‘ A History of Alexandria.’ 
1844. 5. ‘ Tetralogia Liturgioa, sive S. 

Chrysostomi, S. Jacobi, S. Marci, Divinm 
Mis‘Mc/1848, 6. ‘ The Palriarohat oof Alex¬ 
andria’ (the first instalment of his groat 
wovkontlu'Eftstomoluu'oh),]8-18. 7,‘Eoclo- 
siologieal Notes on the Islo of Man,’ L848. 
8. ‘ An Introduction to tlio History of the 
Holy Eastern Church’ (an important work 
in two thick quarto volumes), 1850. 9. 'Life 
and Times ol‘ Patrick Torry, Bishop of St. 
Andrews, Dunkold, and Dunblane,’ 1868. 
10, ‘A History of the so-called Jansenist 
Church in Holland,’ 1868. 11. ‘The Litur¬ 
gies of St. Mark, St. James, St. Clement, St. 
Chrysostom,and St. Basil,’ 1859. 12, ‘Voices 
from the East: Documents on the present 
State and Working of the (Iriontal Church, 
translated from the original lluss, Sclavonic, 
and French, with Notes,’ 1859. 13, ‘A Com¬ 
mentary on 1 I 10 Psalms from primitive and 
medimval Writers,’ 1860. 14. ‘History of 
the Council of Florence,’ 1861. 15. ' Essays 
on Liturgiology and Church History,’ 1863, 
There appeared posthumously: 16. ‘Twenty- 
eight Sermons for Children,’ 1867. 17. ‘ Ser¬ 
mons for the Black-Lellor Days; or Minor 
Festivals of tho Church of England/ 1808 
(a most, valuable and interesting volume, quito 
unique of its kind). 18. ' Thirty-three Ser¬ 
mons for Children/1809. 19. ‘ Via Fidelium, 
being Litanies, Stations, and Hours, com¬ 
piled by J. M. N./ 1869. 20. ‘ Catechetical 
Notes and Class Questions, Literal and Mys¬ 
tical, chiefly on the Earlier Books of Holy 

yol. xrv. 


Scripture/1809. 21, ‘ The Venerable Sacra¬ 
ment of the Altar (‘ De Saci’amento Allaris’ 
of St. Thomas Aquinas), translation com¬ 
menced by J. M. N./ 1871. In 1874 was 
published for the first time the full ‘ Com¬ 
mentary on the Psalms from primitive and 
modiiBval Writers/ compiled partly by Neale 
and partly by Littledale, in 4 vols. In 1873 
was published for the first t ime, in 6 yoIb,, all 
that, Neale wrote—and that only a fragment 
—on ‘The History of tho Holy Eastern 
Church.’ 

n. Hymnopogioai, : 1. < J. M. Nealii 
Epistola Oriticn de SequentiiB,’ in the fifth 
volume of the ‘Thesaurus Hymnologicus,’ 
1841. 2. ‘Hymns for the Sick/ 1843. 

3. ‘ nymns for Children,in Accordance with 
the Catechism,’ 1843. 4. ‘ Hymni Ecelusim e 
Breviariis quibusdam ot Mis'salibus Gallica- 
nis, Gormanis, Hispnnis, Lusitanis desumpli. 
Oollogit ot rooensuit J. M. N.,’ 1851. 5. ‘Se- 
quentire ex Missalibus Germanieis, Angliois, 
Galliqis, aliisque Medii JGvi collectto. Ro- 
eensuit notulisque instruxit Johannes M. 
Neale' (a companion volume to the pre¬ 
ceding), 1852. 6. ‘ The Rhythm of Bernard 
de Morlaix ... on the Celestial Country’ 
(Latin and English), 1859. 7. ‘Hymns, 

chiefly medimval, on the Joys and Glories of 
Paradise/1885. 8. ‘ Ilymns for Urc during 
tho Cattlo Plague/ I860. 0. ‘ The Invalids 
nymn Book’ (with a profaco by Hr. Little- 
dale), 1806. 10. ‘Sequences, llymns, and 
other Ecclesiastical Verses/ 1866. 

In 1861 appeared the first part of the 
‘ Hymnal Noted/tho second and more popu¬ 
lar part appearing in 1864. Tho great 
majority of the hymns in both parts were 
translated by Nealo. In ‘HymiiB Ancient 
and Modern’no loss than one-ciglith of the 
hymns are from his pen, oither originals or 
1 ranslatod (this is oxclusivo of the last ap¬ 
pendix), No other hymn-writer is so largely 
represented in this the most popular or all 
English hymnals. Two admirable volumos 
of carols collected by Nonle, with music by 
Helmore, ‘Carols for Christmas!idc’ and 
‘ Carols for Eastertide,’ were issued in 1868 
and 1864 respectively. 

III. Tapps and Books poe man Youito: 
1, ‘Herbert Tresham: a Tale of the Groat 
Rebellion,’ 1842, 2. ‘Agnes do Traoey: a 
Tale of the Times of St. Thomas of Canter¬ 
bury,’1843. 3. ‘ Ayton Priory; or the re¬ 
stored Monastery/ 1848. 4, ‘ Shepperfcon 

Manor: a Talo of tho Times of Bishop An- 
drewos/1844. 6. ‘ A Mirror of Faith: Lays 
and Legends of the Church of England/1845. 
6. ‘ Annals of Virgin Saints/ 1845. 7. * Si ories 
of tho Crusades/ 1815. 8. ‘The Unseen 
World,’ 1847. 9, ‘ Duehenier: a Tale of the 
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Revolt in La Veud6e/1847. 10. 'Victories 
oftiio Saints/1860. 11. ‘Stories for Children 
from Church History,' 1860 j 2nd series, 1861. 
12. ‘The Followers of the Lord/ 1861. 
18.‘Evenings at SaokvilleCollege: Legends 
for Children/ 1862. 14. ‘Tlie Pilgrim's Pro¬ 
gress for ths Usa of Children in theEnglish 
Church/1868. 16. ‘Historyof the Church 
for the Use of Children/ pt, i. (no more pub¬ 
lished),1863. 16, * The EgvptianWandeiers; 
a Story for Children of tne Great Persecu¬ 
tion/1864. 17. ‘Lent Legends: Stories from 
Church History/ 1866. 18, ‘The Farm of 
Aptonga/1858, 19. ‘ Church Papers: Tales 
illustrative of the Apostles' Creed,' 1867. 
20. ‘ Theodora Phranra; or the Fall of Con¬ 
stantinople/ 1867 (an excellent story of the 
events preceding 1463). 

In 1846 ha commenced a series of tales in 
the Juvenile Englishman’s Library, includ¬ 
ing ‘The Triumphs of the Cross: Tales and 
Sketches of Christian Heroism' (vol. vi.); 
‘ A History of Portugal ’ (vol. xvi.), ‘ Stories 
from Heathen Mythologv and Greek Hist ary 
lor the Use of Christian Children' (vol. xix,), 
‘Allistory ofGrcece for Young Persons’ and 
‘ English History for Children ’ (‘ Triumphs 
of the Cross/ 2nd sar.), and ' Tales of Chris¬ 
tian Endurance ’ (vol. xxii.) In Parker’s 
series of tales illustrating church history, 
‘The Losar House of Leros/ ‘Ths Exiles of 
the Cevenna/' Lily of Tiflis /' Lucia’s Mar¬ 
riage/ &c., were from his pen. 

IV. Neale's Misowxaototts WEmses, 
translations,and editions include: 1, 'niero- 
logus; orthe Church Tourists/1848,2. ‘ Songs 
and Ballads for the People/1843. 8. ‘ Sir 
Henry Spslman’s History and Fate of Sacri¬ 
lege ' (edited by J. M. N.), 1846, 4, ‘ Songs 
and BalladsforManufacturers/1860 6.' A 
Few "Words of Hope on the present Crisis of 
the English Church ’ (in reference to the G or- 
ham controversy), I860, fi, ‘ Handbook for 
Travellers in Portugal/1866, 7. ‘Ths Moral 
Concordances of St. Antony of Padua, trans¬ 
lated by J, M.N,,’ 1866, ‘Meaimval Preachers/ 
8. ‘Notes Ecolesiological and Picturesque 
on Dalmatia, Croatia, Istria, Slyria, with 
a Visit to Montenegro/ 1801, 9. ‘Sea- 
tonian Poems' (written many years before), 
1804. In 1848 he issued a volume caUod 
‘ Readings for the Aged/ and this was fol¬ 
lowed by a second series in 1854, a third 
series in 1860, and a fourth in 1858. 

To the Cambridge Camden Society’s pub¬ 
lications he contributed ‘ A Few "words to 
Churchwardens on Churches and Ohnrcli 
Ornaments/ ‘ A Few Words to Church 
Builders,’ ‘ A History of Pews/ and a ‘Me¬ 
moir of Bishop Montague/ dedicated to hie 
tutor at Trinity, Archdeacon Thorp, and pre¬ 


fixed to a reprint of Bishop Montague's 
‘ Visitation Articles' (1839-41). 

[St. Margaret's Magnsiao from July 1887 on¬ 
wards (where the fullest and most accurate 
account of Neale's life and writings will bj 
found); Littloiale’s Momoir of Dr. J. M. Neale; 
Neale's own Works, passim; Memoir of the flea 
Cornelius Neale by tho Rev. William Jowett; 
Julian's Diet, of Hymnology, pp 786-90; Hunt¬ 
ington's Random Recollections, 1893, pp. 19j_ 
228; Newbery House Magnaine for March 1893 
(A Layman’s Recollections of tho Church Move¬ 
ment of 1833); Notoa and Queries, 8tli ser.vi, 
383; private information.) J.H. 0 

NEALE, JOHN PRESTON (1780-18J7), 
architectural draughteman, wue bom in 1780, 
Npale’s earliest works wart* drawings of in¬ 
sects, and the statement that his father wot 
a painter of insects senme due to a misinteiv 
pratation of this fact. While in soarch of 
specimens in Hornsey Wood in tint spring of 
1790, Neale mot John Varley [q, v.] tho water- 
colour painter, and commenced a friendship 
which Wed through life. Together they 
projected a work to he entitled 1 Tho Pio- 
tiraque Oabinot of Nature/ for whichVaricy 
was to make the landscape drawings, and 
Neale was to etch and colour llio platen, 
No, 1 was published on 1 Sept. 1790, but no 
more appeared. In 1797 Neale exhibited at 
the Royal Academy two drawings of insects, 
and sent others in 1799, 180J, and 1803, 
Meanwhile he was discharging tho duties of 
aclerit in the General Post Office, but eventu¬ 
ally resigned his appointment in ordor to de- 
vote his whole timo to art. In 1804 hesonUo 
the Royal Academy a drawing of the' Custom 
House, Dover/ and continuod I o exhibit topes 
graphioaldrawinge and landscapes until 1844, 
He contributed also to tho exhibitions of the 
Society of Painters in Oil and Water Colour! 
in 1817 and 1818, and from timo to time to 
thoBB of the British Institution and of tho So¬ 
ciety of British Artists, Some of his works 
worein oil-colours; but hisreputationrestsoa 
his aroliitooturaldrawings,which are executed 
carefully with the pun and tint ed with water¬ 
colours, In 181(4 he commenced the publi¬ 
cation of the ‘ History and Antiquities of the 
Abbey Church of St, Peter, Westminster,’ 
which was complel ed in 1823, in two quarto 
volumes, with descriptive text by Edward 
W.Brayley. He next began, in 1818, his 
‘Views of the Seats of Noblomen and Gentle¬ 
men in England, Wales, Scotland, and Ire¬ 
land/ of wlucli the first series, in six volumes, 
was completed in J 824, The second series, iu 
five volumes, was published between 1824 and 
1829, and tho entire work comprised no less 
than seven hundred and thirty-two plates. 
He likewise in 1824-6 undertook, in colls- 
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borntion with John Le Keux [q. v.], the en¬ 
graver, the publication of ‘ Views of the moat 
interesting Collegiate andParochial Churches 
in Great Britain,' but the work -was discon¬ 
tinued after the issue of the second volume. 
Besides these works he published ‘ SixViews 
of Blenheim, Oxfordshire,’1828; 'Graphical 
Illustrations of Fontliill Abbey,’ 1824; and 
‘ Am Account of the Deep-Dene in Surrey, 
the seat of Thomas Dope, Esq,,’ 1826. M any 
other works contain illustrations from his 
pen and pencil. 

Neale died at Tattingstone, neaT Ipswich, 
on 14 Nov. 1847, in the sixty-eighth year or 
liia age. The South Kensington Museum has 
a drawing by him of 1 Rtaplehurst, Kent,’ 
made in 1880. 

[Ipswich Express, 28 Nov. 1847 ; Gent. Mag. 
1847, ii. 867; Bryan’s Diet, of Painters and 
Engravers, ed. Graves and Armstrong, 1886-9, 
ii. 202; Bogat's History of the Old Water- 
Colour Society, 1891,i. 168-70; RoyalAcadomy 
Exhibition Catalogues, 1797-1844.] E. E. G, 

NEALE, SAMUEL (1729-1792), quakor, 
bom in Dublin on 9 Nov. 1729, was son or 
Thomas and Martha Neale, He succeeded 
to an estate in Kildare county at seventeen, 
and spent his youth in hunting, coursing, 
and ‘frequenting the playhouse.’ In Lis 
twenty-second year he was deeply impressed 
by the preaching of Catherine Peyton and 
Mary Peisley at Cork. lie accompanied them 
on their mission to Buudon and Kinsale, and 
returned to Cork a changed man. Becoming 
a quaker minister, he started in March 1762, 
with an American Friend, on a journey 
through Ireland, attended the London yearly 
meeting, and travelled in Holland and 
Germany. He held many meetings on his 
own account. In 1766 he visited Scotland, 
aud stayed at Ury, near Aberdeon, with the 
grandson of Robert Barclay (1048-1600) 
[q. v.] the apologist. He many times subse¬ 
quently viaitad England, but his home was at 
Ralhangan, near Edenderry, King’s County. 

In August 1770 he sailed for Amorica on a 
ministerial visit, accompanied by Joseph Ox¬ 
ley [q, v.] He travelled on horseback to most 
of the meetings in Philadelphia, Maryland, 
Virginia, North and South Carolina, East and. 
West Jersey, New England and New York, 
and returned to Cork on 16 Sept. 1772. 

He died at Cork on 27 Fob. 1792, and was 
buried in the Friends' burial-gro und there on 
2 March, having been a minister forLy years. 
Neale married Mary Peisley (5. 1717) on 
17 May 1767. She had long been a minister, 
and in her youth had a similar experience 
to Neale’s. She travelled in England and 
America, and oxerted much influence. She 
died suddenly three days after the marriage. 
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Three years leterNunlp married Sarah Beale 
(d. 7 March 1793). Before his death he pre¬ 
pared the journals and letters of Mary Peisloy 
for publication, Dublin, 1795. Ilis own jour¬ 
nals were first published in Dublin in 1806. 

[Some Account of the Lives and Religious 
Labours of Samuel and Mary Neale, forming 
vol, viii. of Barclay’s Select Series, London, 1845. 
Reprinted in vol. xi. of The Friends’ Library, 
Philadelphia, 1847 ; Loadbester’B Biog. Notices, 
pp. 291-806.] C. F. 8. 

NEALE, THOMAS (d. 1099 P), was mas¬ 
ter of tho mint and groom-porter in the latter 
part of the seventeenth century. Nothing 
seems known of his early life, but he is said 
to have run through two fortunes, doubtless 
through his gaming and speculative 1 puden¬ 
cies. He was appointed master and worker 
of the mint in the thirtieth yoar of Charles H 
(80 Jan. 1077-8—29 ,7im. 1678-9), aud held 
the office under James II and William III 
till about January 1689. Hia name iu this 
capacity appears on certain medals of Wil- 
liamlll(TI awkinh, Med. Illuitr. ii. 13). nis 
salary in 1693 was 6007. per annum (Oiiam- 
BDBIATNII, Present Slate of England , 1694, 
p. 618). ‘A Proposal for amending the 
Silver Coins of England,’ 1690, 8vo, by 
Neale is in the British Museum Library, and 
also the following proposal, printed 20 Feb. 
1090-7; ‘The best way of disposing of 
Hammer'd Money and Plato, as well for 
the advantage of the Ownors thereof as for 
raiBing One Million of Money ill (and for 
the service of) the year 1007 by way of a 
Lottery, wherein the boneflts will he tho 
sumo ... as wore had in the Million Ad¬ 
venture, and tho blanks will be prizes be¬ 
sides, to bo paid soonor or later, ob clianoe 
shall determine, but all to be cleared in one 
year.’ Hammorod money and plato were by 
this scheme received at 6s. an ounce, and 
tickets of 10/. each given as an equivalent. 

In (or before) 16S1 Noale was appointed 
groom-porter to Charles H (London Gazette , 
24-28 July 1884). He held the same post 
under William III till about 1699. His duties 
wero to see the king’s lodgings furnished 
with tables, obairs, and firing; lo provide 
cards and dice, and to decide disputes at the 
card-table and on the bowling-green. His 
annual salary was 27. 18s. 4d,, with board- 
wages 1277. 16s. (CiiAMBiiniiAxiro, op. cit. 
p, 239). In 1684 ho was, as groom-porter, 
authorised by the king to liceuso ana sup¬ 
press gaming-houses, and to prosecute un¬ 
licensed keepers of 1 rafflings, ordinaries, and 
other public games ’ (London Gazette, 24-28 
July 1084; Maioom, Manners and Customs 
of London, 1811, pp, 480-1). 

In 1094 the government proposed to raise 
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a million by a lottery-loan, on tho security 
of n new duty on salt, See. (5 "Will. & 
Many, c. 7), The plan—n loan and lottery 
combined—appears to have originated with 
Neale, who was appointed master of the 
transfer office established in that year (in 
Lombard Street) for conducting the busi¬ 
ness of the lottery. lie acted in this way- 
till about January 1099. The loan was di¬ 
vided into a hundred thousand shares of 
10/. each. The interest on each share was 
20*. annually, i.e. ten per coni. during six¬ 
teen years. As an additional inducement to 
the public to lend, some of the shares were 
to be prizes, and the holders of the prizes 
(determined by lot) were to receive not only 
the ten per cent, interest, on their shares, but 
to divide among them the sum of 40,000/. 
annually during sixteen years. A million 
was obtained for the slato in this way (of, 
A snioif, Hist. ofEmjl. Lotteries, p.49). Neale 
conducted at least, two other public lotteries, 
Several of his printed prospectuses are pre¬ 
served in the British Museum, that of the 
lottery-loan of 1094 being headed: ‘A Pro¬ 
fitable Adventure to the Fortunate, and can 
he unfortunate to none ’ (London, 1098-4, s. 
sh. fol.) Pepys {Diary, ed. Braybrooko, v, 
344) spcalrs of Neale’s project for a lottery as 
the chief t alk of the town, and Evelyn (whose 
coachman won a prize of 40/.) mentions ‘the 
lottery set up after the Venetian manner by 
Mr. Neala’ (Evelyn, Diary, ed. Bray, ii. 026). 

Neale’s name appears in the list, of sub¬ 
scribers to theNational Land Bank proposed 
by Briscoe in 1696, and carried into effect by 
Robert Harloy [q. y.], afterwards Earl of Ox¬ 
ford, in the following year, bis subscript ion 
being entered as 3,000/. On 24 Feb. 1096-0 
Neale printed a proposal entitled ‘ Tho Na¬ 
tional Land Bank, together with Monoy ., . 
capable also of supplying the Government 
with any sum of Money ... as likewise the 
Freeholder with Money at a more moderate 
Interest than if such Bank did consist of 
Money alone without Land ’ (copy in Guild¬ 
hall Library, London). Two millions wore 
to be raised by a subscription of money, and 
one million by a subscription of land. 

lie also engaged in building and mining 
schemes, and was interested in the East India 
trade (Neale’s tract ‘ToPreserve tho East 
India Trade,’ &c., 1095, s, sh. fol. in Brit. 
Mus.) He projected and began the build¬ 
ing of the London streets known as the 
Seven Dials. On 6 Oct. 1694 Evelyn {Diary, 
ii. p. 332) went‘to see the building beginning 
near St. Giles’s, where seven streets make a 
star from a Doric pillar placed in tho middle 
of a circular area’ (cp. Pope, Works, ed. Elwin 
and Gourtkope, x. 281). The streets were not 


all completed till after 1708 (Wali’ojsh, Old 
and New London, iii. 201). Before 1095 
Npalo obtained from Sir Thomas Charges 
[a. v.] a largo piece of land on fin* road from 
Piccadilly to Hyde Park. The rent was 100/, 
per annum, and Neale undertook 1o c\pend 
10,000/. in building on tho land. Ilo, how¬ 
ever, left, the ground waste for ten years, and 
died insolvent, owing 800/. for rent, to Sir 
Waller (eon of Sir Thomas) (J1 arses (Mal¬ 
colm, Londinium Jicdir. is 1 . 328-9). Olntnes 
Street was subsequently built on this site 
in 1717 (Walpost), Old and New London, iv, 
292). On 28 Aug. 1697 Neale (and another) 
obtained by letters patent a lease for thirty- 
one yeare of ‘ tho coal-mines in Lanton, alias 
Lampion Hills, in tho common fields of 
Wickham,’ Durham {Cal. State Papers, Trea¬ 
sury Ser, 1720-8, p. 456). 

It is sometimes staled that Neale died in 
1705, but, a report of the commissioners of 
the lottery made to tho lord high treasurer 
in 1710 refers to bis death as having taken 
place ‘ about January 1699’ {ib. 1708-14, 
p. 517). It, is moreover certain that his 
connection with the mint and with t he trans¬ 
fer office ceased just about that lime. A rare 
medalet (or lottery ticket P), existing in the 
British Museum, in silver and copper, is en¬ 
graved, and described in Hawkins’s‘Modallio 
Jllust rations,’ ii. 104-5. 11 has on the obverae 
a bust of Neale inscribed Tito. NEAin ab- 
Mionn, and on tlio revorso a figure of Fortune 
on a globe,and tlie motto non hatom bdmpeb. 
The portrait bears out Mallhew Prior’s ob¬ 
servation (made in France in 17011 as to ilia 
likeness between James II, ‘lean, worn, and 
rivalled,-' and ‘Neale the projector’ (Ellis, 
Letters of Eminent Mm, p. 2G6). 

Another Neale, Thomas (/l. 1043), was 
eldest soil of Sir Thomas Noale, knt. {il. 
1020), of Warnford, Hampshire, one of (lie 
auditors of Queen Elizabeth and James 1. 
Walter Neale [q, v.] was his uncle. Nealo 
was author of ‘ A Treatise of Direction how 
to Travellsafely and profitably into forraigne 

Countries,’published tnLondoninlOi3,12mo 
{Brit. Mus. Cat .; TIazlttt, Bibl. Coll, and, 
Notes, 3rd ser. 1887, p. 109). This work, which 
was orig inally writ! on in Lftt in, is d wheat oil 1 0 
the author’s brother, William Neale. Il is a 
pedantic little treatise, full of qnof at ions from 
the classics, but devoid of a solitary hint 
from tho writer’s own experience. A second 
edition appeared in 1004, London, 12mo 
(Brit. Mus. Cat .; Lowndes, Bibl. Manual), 
Complete copies have a portrait, of the author 
by W. Marshall. Noale married on 16 Sept. 
1632 Lucy, third daughter of Sir William 
Uvedalo of Wickham, JTnmpsliire (Nichols, 
Herald, and, Genealogist, iv. 42). 



Neale 


149 


Neale 


Nlalu, Thomas (/. 1057), engraver, 
worked in the style of Wenceslaue Hollar 
[q. v,] He engraved, copying Hollar, twenty- 
iour plates of llolboin’s • Dance of Death.’ 
The lirst plato is dated ‘Paris, 1057,’ and 
the plates aro signed ‘ T. N.,’ or with Ms 
name in full, Nagler supposes him to have 
engraved the plates for thu eighth edition of 
John Ogilby’s * Fahlus of JEsop,’ and states 
that he engraved some of the plates for Bar¬ 
low’s ‘ Divers® Avium species ’ Paris, 1859 
[see, however, under Barlow, Francis], 

[Nealo’s tracts and prospectuses m Brit. Mns. 
and Guildhall Library; Ruding’s Annals of the 
Coinage; Cal. State TapBrs, Treasury Ser.; Lon¬ 
don Gazette; Hawkins’s Medallic Illustiations, 
in HM-fi.&c.; Macaulay’s llist. of Engl, eh. xx., 

‘ 1694authorities cited above.] W, W. 

NEALE, WALTER (Jl. 1639), New 
England explorer, is erroneously said to have 
been son of ‘William Neale, one of tha 
auditors to Queen Elizabeth, of Warnford, 
Hampshire, bv his first wife, Agnes, daugh¬ 
ter of Robert Bowyer of Chichester (Bebiu', 
Genealogies, 1 Hampshire,’ p. 149); but this 
Walter Neale died in 1812 or 1818 ( New 
England IILt. and Geneal. Beg. April 1898), 
and the explorer's parentage is unknown. 
In 1018 he fought under Count Ernest of 
Mansfeld on behalf of the elector palatine, 
both in Bohemia and in the Rhine country, 
and rose to he captain. His difficulties com¬ 
pelled Mm in February 1626 to petition for a 
grant of two thousand decayed trees in the 
New Forest in lien of a month's pay (4001) 
due to his company (Gal. State Papers, Dorn, 
1823-5,p. 487), and inFabruary 1629heagain 
prayed for relief (ib. 1028-9, p. 480). In 1630 
he sailed for Pmcataqua, or the lower settle¬ 
ment of New Hampshire, to act qb governor 
of tho infant colony at Portsmouth. He pro¬ 
mised to discover a reported groat lake to¬ 
wards the west, so as to secure to his employ¬ 
ers a monopoly of the beaver trade (Wir- 
mntop, Hist, of New England, ed. Savage, 
1826, i. 38). During a stay of three years he 
‘exactly discovered,’ according to his own 
account, all tho rivers and harbours in tho 
hahitableport of the country, reformed abuses, 
subdued the natives, and sottled a staple 
trade of commodities, especially for building 
ships. On 16 Aug. 1638 Neale embarked for 
England, and in 1631, at the request of tho 
king, was chosen captain of the company of 
the Artillery Garden in London ( Cal. State 
Papers, Dom. 1633-1634, pp. 230,448). After 
carefully drilling the company for four 
years, Neale asked to be appointed sergeant- 
major of ‘Virginia, but George Donne, second 
son of the dean of St. Paul's, obtained tho 
post (ib. Col. Ser., American and West Indies, 


1574-1600, pp. 134-6, 285). He was ap¬ 
pointed in 1689 lieutenant-governor of Ports¬ 
mouth (ib. Dom. 1039, pp. 32, SOI). 

[Fell’s Ecel. Hist, of New England, i. 166, 
165, 190-1, Neill’s Virginia Garolorum, pp. 
87, 182; Neill’s Founders of Maryland, p. 184.] 

G. Gh 

NEALE, Sib WILLIAM (1609-1691), 
royalist, belonged to the Neales of Wollas¬ 
ton, Northamptonshire, who came origMaily 
from Staffordshire, and were the younger 
branch of tho Buckinghamshire, Bedlord- 
sMre, and Warwickshire family (Nonna, 
Memorials of Cromwell, pp. 11,15 note, and 
82). He was third son of John Nealo, 
grandson of Richard Neale of Staffordshire, 
whose will was proved In 1610 ( Northamp¬ 
tonshire and Itutlcmd Wills, 1510-1662, 
Index Library). Sir Edmund Neale, lent., 
who had to compound for his estates as a 
royalist, and who died in 1671, aged 73, 
was his eldest brother (Cal. Mate Papers, 
Dom. 1046,1647, 1648; Bridogs, Hist, of 
Northamptonshire'). 

William took an active port in the civil 
war as scout muster-general M Prince Ru¬ 
pert’s army. On 3 Feb. 1043 Lb was knighted 
by the ltmg at Oxford for bringmg thu news 
of tho taking of Cirencester by the royalist 
army ; at the roliBving of Newark, which 
was besieged by Sir John Meldrum (a . v.] in 
March 1614, he foughtclosetoPrmcoltupert, 
who wus attacked at onco by three ‘ sturdy 
souldiers/ one of whom, ‘ being ready to lay 
hand on the Prince’s Collor, had it almost 
chopt oft' by Sir William Neul.’ At the 
end of the light ho was employed in a parley 
to draw up tho terms upon which Melurum’s 
forces should retire. He was still M tho 
army in 1659, in which year he seems to 
have boon taken prisoner (Cal. State Papers, 
1669, 25 Aug.-4 Sept.) 

Presumably as a roward for his services 
a baronet’s warrant was made out for Mm 
on 20 Fob. 1646, in which he was speoiolly 
exempted from the 1,0951 * usually payd in 
respect of that dignity; ’ hut the grant was 
never completed. A second warrant of 
8 Aug, 1067 (muds out to William Neale of 
Wollaston, omitting the titlo of knight) 
seems equally to have failed to prooure him 
tho honour which he sought. 

He died in Gray’s Inn Lane on 24 March 
1001, and was buried in St. Paul’s Church, 
Ooveut Garden. Ilis arms were the same as 
those of the Neales of Deane, Bedfordshire, 
and of Allosley, Warwickshire: per pale 
sable and gules, a lion passant guaraant or. 

[Metcalfe’s Book of Anights; Hist, Momoirs 
of the Life and Death of that Wise and Valiant 
Prince Rupert, Sea., 1683; His Highussso Prince 
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Rupert’s ItnWng of the Siege at New<uko-upon- 
Tront Unroll 21, 1C 43, being a letter written by 
an eyo-witneas to a Person of Honour (this is 
copied by Rnshworth pt. iii pp. 11, 308, and Old- 
mixon, p.247), Marshall's Genealogist, vi 211; 
Cal. of State Papers, 8 Aug 1667, Wood’sAthenn 
Oxon. iii. 802 : Burke’s General Armoury ] 

E. G. P. 

NEALE, WILLIAM JOHNSON (1812- 
1893), 'whoso full name was William John- 
ftoun Nelson Neale, lawyer and novelist, born 
in 1812, was second son of Adam Neale (d. 
1832) [q. v.l, and brother of Erskine Neale 
[q. v.J In 1824 he entered the navy, and 
for his services on hoard the Talbot at tho 
battle of Navarino in 1827 was awarded a 
medal. Onl7 Jan. 1833 he became a student 
of Lincoln’s Inn, but subsequently migrated 
to the Middle Temple, whore he was called 
to the bar on 26 Nov. 1836. He went tbo 
Oxford circuit, and practised also at Shrop¬ 
shire and Staffordshire sessions. In 1869 ho 
was appointed recorder of Walsall. Neale 
died at Cheltenham on 27 March 1893. He 
married, on 12 Dec. 1846, Frances Horhert, 
daughter of Captain .Tosiah Nisbet, R.N., 
and eldest grandchild and coheiress of Vis¬ 
countess Nelson. 

Neale wrote several stirring sea stories, 
many of which achieved considerable popu¬ 
larity. Their titles aro: 1. ‘Cavendish, or 
the Patrician at Sea’ [anon.], 3 vols. 12mo, 
London, 1831 (reprinted in 1864, 1860 as 
vol.ccxix. of the ‘Parlour Library,’ and 1861 
asvol.v.of the ‘Naval audMilitary Library ’). 
2. ‘The Port Admiral, a Tale of the War’ 
[anon.], 3 vols. 12mo, London, 1838 (also in¬ 
cluded in vol. iv. of the ‘ Naval and Military 
Library,’ 1861). 8.‘Will-Watch: from the 
Autobiography of a British Officer,’ 3 vols. 
12mo, London, 1834.4. ‘ ThePriors of Prague,' 
3 vols. 12mo, London, 1836. 6. ‘ Gentleman 
Jade, aNaval Story,’ 8 vols. 8vo,London, 1887. 
6. ‘The Flying Dutchman: a Legend of the 
High Seas,’ 3 vols. 12mo, London, 1839, 7. 
‘ The Naval Surgeon,’ 3 vols. 12mo, London, 

1841 (reprinted in 1868, and again in 1861, in 
vol. vi. of the ‘ Naval and Military Library’). 

8. ‘ Paul Periwinkle, or the Pressgang,’ 8vo, 
London, 1841, with forty etchings by ‘Phiz.’ 

9. ' The Captain’s Wife,’ 8 vols. 12mo, London, 

1842 (another edit. 1862). 10, ‘The Lost Ship, 
or the Atlantio Steamer,’ 3 vols. 12mo, Lon¬ 
don, 1843 (another edit. 1890). 11. ‘ Scape¬ 
grace at Soa; or, Soldiers afloat and Sailors 
ashore,’ 2nd edit. 8 vols. 12mo, London, 1863. 
12. ‘ History of 4 he Mutiny at Spithead and 
the Nore' (anon.), 8vo, London, 1842, an 
adaptation of a ‘Hist, of the Mutiny’ by 
George Boberts (d, 1860) [q, v.] 

Neale wrote also ' The Lauread, a . . , 


Satire. . . Book the first’ (anon,), 8vo, Lon¬ 
don, 1838 (two uditions), and, with Basil 
Montagu, a handbook on tbe 1 Law of Par- 
liamentary Elections,’ 2 pts. 12mo, London, 
1839-40. 

[Foster’s Men at tho Bar, p. 336; L,tw Lists; 
Bnt. M/m. Oat.; ReynoldB’a Newspaper, 9 April 
1893, p. 6; Oat. of Lib. of Advocates.] G. G. 

NEATE,CI1ARLES(1784-1877),pianist 

and composer, born in London on 28 March 
1784, gained his earliost musical education 
on the pianoforte from James Windsor of 
Bath, and on the violoncello from William 
Sharp. Subsequently he studied tho piano¬ 
forte under John Fiold, and composition 
under Woelfl. On 2 March 1808 Neate was 
admitted a member of the Royal Society of 
Musicians. In 1818 he was one of the ori¬ 
ginal members of the Philharmonic Sooioty, 
of which he becamo a director and at whose 
concerts he was often a performer and occa¬ 
sionally conductor, In 1816 he spoilt eight 
months in Vienna, where ho contracted a 
close intimacy with Boethovon, and for five 
months subsequently studied counterpoint 
with Winter at Munich. After spending 
two years abroad he returned to London, 
where he resided first in Foley Placo, and 
afterwards in Charlotte Street. By this time 
he had acquired a considerable reputation ns 
a pianist and teacher of music. Ho was tho 
first to introduco to English audiences, at the 
Philharmonic Society’s concerts, Beethoven’s 
pianoforte concertos in O minor and E flat, 
Weber’s Concertstiiclc, and Hummel’s con¬ 
certo in E and septuor in D minor. As a 
composer he lacked fancy and originality. 
He died at Brighton on 80 March 1877, after 
a retirement of many years. His wife pre¬ 
deceased him, and he left one son. 

nis compositions include a sonata in 0 
minor for pianoforte, Op. 1, 1808; a sonata 
in D minor for pianoforte, 1822; a fantasia 


and violoncello; and various quadrilles, fan¬ 
tasias, and minor pieces for pianoforte. 

He was the author of ‘An Essay on 
Fingering.. .. Together with sonio Genornl 
Observations on Pianoforte Playing,’ Lon¬ 
don [1866], 

[Grove's Diet, of Music, ii. 460; Records of 
Royal Soo, of Musicians; Musical Directory of 
1878, p. xiv; Quarterly Musical Muguzine and 
Review, ii. 384; Bril. Mas. Catalogues.] ^ 

NEATE, CHARLES (1806-1879), econo¬ 
mist and political writer, was the fifth of 
tho eleven children of Thomas Neate, rector 
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and squire of Alveacot, Oxfordshire, and Ca¬ 
therine, his wife. He was Lorn at Adstook, 
Buckinghamshire, on 18 June 1800, and, 
after remaining long enough in his rural home 
to acquire a lifelong love of field sports, he 
was sent to the Oollbge Bourbon in Paris. 
There Sainte-Beuve was one of his school¬ 
fellows, and he obtained a prize for French 
composition, open to all the schoolsof France, 
lie was matriculated as a commoner of Lin¬ 
coln College, Oxford, on 2 June 1824, aged 
17; he was scholar 1826-8, and graduated 
as a first-class man in 1828. The some year 
hewas elected fellow of Oriel College. Neate 
was called to the bar at Lincoln’s Inn in 
1832, but an unfortunate fracas with Sir 
Richard Bethell, afterwards Lord Westbury, 
terminated his career there. It was charac¬ 
teristic of Noate that, when at a subsequent 
eriod member of the House of Commons, 
e opposed the vote of censure which wdb 
passed upon his former opponent. By sup¬ 
porting Lord Palmerstou's motion for the 
adjournment of the debate, Neate voted for 
the ‘ old scoundrel,’ as he was in the habit 
of styling Westbury (Times, 4 and 5 July 
I860). 

In 1867 he was appointed Drummond pro¬ 
fessor of political economy at Oxford, but at 
the end of the five years for which the profes¬ 
sorship is held he was not again a candidate. 
Several pamphlets on economical subjects 
bear witness to his learning and activity at 
this period. He was also examiner in the 
School of Law and History at Oxford in 
1863-4-6, and was appointed lecturer on the 
same subjects at Oriol in I860. 

In earlier life Neate acted as secretary 
to Sir Francis Thornhill Baring (afterwards 
Lord Northbrook) [q. v.] when chancellor of 
the exchequer (1839-41), and he was elected 
member of parliament for the city of Oxford 
in the liberal interest in 1867. lie was, how¬ 
ever, a few months later unseated for bribery. 
Hie second election was to the parliament 
which eat from 1868 to 1868; and on the dis¬ 
solution he did not seek re-election. As a 
speaker in the House of Commons he was 
effective from his evident sincerity, but made 
no special attempts at eloquouce. On re¬ 
tiring from parliament _ he lived wholly at 
Oxford, amid a large oirole of friends, who 
esteemed him on acoount of his fearless 
honesty and outspokenness. He died senior 
fellow of his college on 7 Feb. 1879, and 
was buried at Adetock. 

Neate's writings convey an inadequate idea 
of his powers, Oxford residents still remem¬ 
ber the spare, somewhat gaunt figure, and 
the keen eyes which flashed with wit. Many 
good sayings by him have been preserved, 


Thus, when speaking of some political leaders 
of a then failing party, he added: ‘"Wherever 
I look I see only brilliant political sunsets.’ 
He was a liberal of the old school; inclined to 
reform, but with certain paradoxical ten¬ 
dencies. ELis chivalrous disposition led him 
always to range himself on the weaker side. 
When he managed the estates of the college, 
he was always on the side of tho tenants. He 
favoured university reform till it was taken 
up_ by tho government, and then resented its 
being forced upon the university, in his pam¬ 
phlet entitlea ‘Objections to the Govern¬ 
ment Scheme for the present Subjection and 
future Management of the University of 
Oxford, 1 1864. He opposed the lavish outlays 
upon the new museum at Oxford, and wheu 
they had been voted, said: ‘ Gentlemen, you 
have given science a laced shirt, and you must 
pay for it.’ In the same way Mb opposition 
to free trade was very characteristic. He 
was by temperament somewhat a ‘laudator 
temporis acti.’ Owing to his French educa¬ 
tion ho had an exceptional mastery of that 
language. He wrote it with an elegance 
which elicited admiration from Frenchmon 
thsmsolvea. ne was aho a good Greek and 
Latin sokolor of the old-fashioned type, and 
many humorous copies of verse in tho latter 
language are familiar to old Oxonians, some 
of the happiest being directed against Lord 
Beaconsfield, whoso policy and character he 
thoroughly disliked. He was at one time a 
well-known rider and steeplechaser. A good 
portrait of Mm, engraved on steel, is to bo 
seon in one of the Oriel common-rooms. 

The pompMetB written by Neato chiefly deal 
with political questions. The most remark¬ 
able is that entitled ‘ Considerations on the 
Punishment of Death,’ in which the bone- 
volence of Ms character was shown by his 
arguments for its abolition. Hie most im¬ 
portant pamphlets, besides those already 
mentioned, ore: 1. ‘Game Laws’ (anon.), 
London, 1830. 2, ‘ Arguments against Re¬ 
form ’ (anon.), London, 1831. 8. ‘ (Juavrol 
withOonada’(anon.),London,1838.4.‘Sum¬ 
mary of Debates and Proceedings in Parlia¬ 
ment relating to the Oorn Laws,’ 1842, 

6. ‘ Dialogues des Morts; Guizot et Louis 
Blano’ (anon.), Oxford, 1848; Paris, 1849. 
0. ‘ Remarks on a late Decision of the Judges 
as "Visitors of the Inns of Court,’ 1848. 

7. ' Introduction au Manuel Desoriptif do 
l’UMversitd d’Oxford’ (anon.), Oxford, 1851. 

8. ‘ Observations ou College Leases, Oxford, 
1868. 9. ‘ Remarks on the Legal and other 
Studies of the University, 1 1860. 10. ‘ An¬ 
swer to a recent Vote of Convocation,’1868. 
11. ‘The proper Share of the University in 
the Board of Street Commissioners' (no dale, 
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but after 1868). 12. ‘ Two Lectures on the 
Currency,’ Oxford, 1869. 13. 'Two Lec¬ 
tures on the History and Conditions of 
Landed Property/Oxford, 1860, 14. ‘Three 
Lectures on Taxation, especially that of 
Land,’Oxford, 1861. 15. ‘ Delations of Law 
and Equity as affected by Statute of Uses,’ 
1801. 16. ' Two Lectures on Trades Unions,’ 
Oxford, 1862. 17. ‘Somnium Ricardi/1868. 
18. ‘ Law of Entail,’ London, 1886. 19. ‘ Ob¬ 
servations on the Reorganisation of our 
Courts of Justice,’ 1868. 20. ‘ Specimens of 
Composition in Prose and Verse,’ Oxford, 
1874. 21. ‘Oratio in Oollegio Orielensi’ 
(anon.), Oxford, 1876. 22. 1 Besilta Bay, a 
Dialogue,’Oxford, 1877, 23. ‘Universities 
Reform Bill,’ Oxford, 1877. 

[Thomas Mozlay’s Remitneoanasa, chiefly of 
Oriel College and the Oxford Movement; Burgon’s 
Liveeof Twelve Good Men; notes contributed by 
Rov. D. P. Chase, principal of St. Mary Rail, and 
the pereonal recollections of the writer; Notes 
and Queries 8th eer. vi. 38o.] W. R. M. 

WEAVES, CHARLES, Loan Weaves 
( 1300-1876), Scottish judge, son of Charles 
Weaves, a solicitor of Forfar, who was after¬ 
wards clerk of the justiciary court, Edin¬ 
burgh, belonged to an old Forfarshire family 
long eettlad in the town of Forfar, The on- 
inal name of Weave was altered to Neaves 
y the father. Charles, horn in Edinburgh 
on 14 Oot. 1800, was educated at the high 
school and university there, and after a bril¬ 
liant academical career was called to the bar 
in 1822. He toon gained an extensive prac¬ 
tice, aud even in his early years was engaged 
in many difficult and important coses, At 
that time legal pleadings before tho court 
were written, and the literary ability of 
Neaves speedily declared itself. In 1841 
he was appointed advocata-dcpnte when Sir 
■William Raa fq. v.] was lord-advocate, and 
he retained this position for four years. From 
184C till 1852 he was sheriff of Orkney and 
Shetland. On the resignation of Lord Pre¬ 
sident David Boyle [q. vi] in May 1862 Weaves 
was appointed solicitor-general for Scotland 
in Lora Derby’s administration. He held 
office tillDcrbysresignationin January 1868; 
and in the following April was made a judge 
in the court of session, taking the title of 
Lord Neaves, to fill the vacancy causod by 
the death of Cockhurn, Five years afterwards 
he was appointed a lord of justiciary, and he 
filled this office until his death on 23 Dec. 
1876. His widow, who survived him, was a 
daughter of Coll Macdonald of Dalness, writer 
to the signet, and one of his daughters was 
married to John Millar, lord Craighill, a judge 
of the court of session. 

Tu his profession Neaves was regarded M 


one of the greatest‘ oase lawyers | of his day. 
His tenacious memory enabled him to quote 
apposite decisions with unfailing accuracy, 
and he was one of the foremost authorities 
on criminal law in Scotland. His reputation 
as a literary man was almost equally great. 
For more than forty years he was a regular 
contributor of prose and verse t o 1 Blackwood's 
Magazine,’ though only a few of his poetical 
contributions have been rop ublished. One of 
his favourito studios was philology, and his 
articles in ‘Blackwood’ on Grimm’s philolo¬ 
gical works are still quoted as autlioulutive. 
As a humorist Noavos enjoyed a wide re¬ 
putation. Many of his most brilliant bathos 
have been published inthuvolunio entitled 
‘Songs and Versos, Social and Scientific* 
(Edinburgh, 1868,2nd edit. 1872). Hie wide 
knowledge of the classics was shown in his 
volume on ‘ The Greok Anthology,’ 1870 (in 
Blackwood’s ‘Ancient Classics’J, which con¬ 
tains many gracoful translations and elabo¬ 
rate noteB. For more than fifty years ho was 
a prominent figure at all tho public litomry 
functions in Edinburgh. Ho was present at 
the Theatrical Fund banquot in 1827, when 
Scott acknowledged tho authorship of the 
‘ Waverlfiv Novak;’ at tho banquet given in 
honour of Dickens in 18-11; at the similar 
function in recognition of Thackeray in 1867; 
and he prasided at tho Leyden centenary 
celebration in 1876. He received the dogree 
of LL.D. from Edinburgh University in I860 
and was elected lord rector of Hi. Andrews 
University in 1872. Many of Urn voluminous 
manuscripts which he loti behind, especially 
hie translations and notes on Greek epigrams 
not included in his ‘ Anthology,’ would be 
worthy of publication. 

Neaves’s principal works besides those 
noticed are: 1. 'On Fiction as a Means of 
Popular Teaching,’ Edinburgh, 1809. 2, ' A 
Glance at some of the Principles of Compara¬ 
tive Philology/ Edinburgh, 1870. 3. ‘ Lec¬ 
ture on Ohoap and Access: olo Pleasures,’ bldin- 
burgh, 1872. 4, ‘ Inaugural Addvoss as Lord 
Rector of the University of St. Andrews/ 
Edinburgh, 1873. 

[Compboll Smith’s ■Writings by tho Way, pp. 
408-81 ; privato information.] A. 11. M. 

NEOHTAN, a Piotish personal namo, of 
whioh there are many examples variously 
spelt in the ‘ Ohvonicles of the Piots in Scot¬ 
land/ besides others in Ireland; it is sup¬ 
posed to survive in tho Irish and Scottish cion 
names Maenaghten or Mocnaughton,andtlie 
place names Dunnichon (Dun-nochton) nnd 
Neohtans Mere in Forfarshire, and porhops 
Naughton in Fifoshiro. Of tho many persons 
so called, only two aro of historical import- 
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ance, both of whom weru kings of tlio Piets 
—Nechtan Morbet or Morbroac, son of Erip, 
and Nechtan, son of Deroloi or Dergnrd. 

Nbohtan Mobjujt (d, 481 ?) is smd in the 
earliest verses of tho Pictisli chronicle or 
manuscript of the tenth century (Imperial 
Library, Paris, 4126) to lmvo reigned 1 tweu t y- 
four years. In tho third year of his ruign, 
Darlugdach [ip v.l abbess of Kildare, came as 
an exile to Britain for the sake of Christ. 
The second yuar after her arrival Nechtan 
dedicated Abernathy to St. Brigil [q. v.], and 
Darlugdach, who was present, shouted Allo- 
luia in respect of that ottering. 1 The same 
legend is repoated in tho additions to the 
Irish Nennius. The cause of tho ottering is 
said by the Piolish chronicle to have been 
that Nechtan had been driven to Ireland 
during tlio reign of liis brother Drust, and, 
having sought fit. Brigil } she prayed God for 
him, and promised that if ho returned to his 
country he would possess tho kingdom of tho 
Piets in peace. It is not possible to reconcile 
the probablo date of Nechtan Worbot’s roign 
(4(57-81) with the probable datoof St. Brig it’s 
life, as her death is recorded in tho Irish 
annals in 623, 624, or 626. Still tho circum¬ 
stantiality of the abovo statement as to tho 
dedication of Abernethy appears to point, 
as so often happens, to a fragment of true 
history, tho dates of which have boon mis¬ 
placed. Mr. E. W. llohorison (Early Scottish 
Kings, i. JO) conjectures that the foundation 
of Abornetuy was antedated, and that its real 
founder was NocliLan MacDeroli. This would 
accord bettor with its geographical position, 
but is inconsistent with tho introduction of 
Darlugdach into tho story and with tho con¬ 
nection assigned to Abernethy with tho Irish 
and not with the Homan ohurcli. 

NnaitTA.iT, son of Doroli or Dorgnrd, king 
of the Piets (d. 782), is first mentioned as 
lung of thu Piets in 717, when he is suit! to 
have expelled 1 tho family of Iona ’—that is, 
the clerics who followed tlio Irish customs 
—across the mountains (trims dorsum Bri¬ 
tannia)), Iloroignod, according to tlio earliest 
chronicle of tho Piets, fifteen yoars, which 
synchronises with tho ditto of his dealhin 
782 in tho‘Annals ofTighornach.’ According 
to tho legend of St. Bonifnuo ( Ghramulcs $ 
Piots and Scots), that saint baptised him at 
ltcBtenct, Forfarshire, along with his noblos 
and whole army. Bode, who narrates contem¬ 
porary facts, informs us that in 710 Naitan, 
as ho calls tho king, conformed to tho Homan 
date of the observance of East or, and sent to 
Csolfrid, then abbot of Yarrow in Anglian 
Northumbria, with a roauest that he would 
supply him with tho best arguments in 
favour of tho Homan rule both with regard 


to Easier and tho Bhape of the tonsure, in 
order to confute t he hoietical practices of the 
Celtic church. Uo also bugged that archi¬ 
tects might be sent to instruct his country¬ 
men how to build a church of stone after the 
Roman fashion. Tho answer of Oeolfridlinn 
buon preserved, and was porliaps written by 
Bede himself, nt that time a monk of Yarrow. 
Tho adoption of these two symbols of the 
Roman church throughout the territory of 
the Pictisli king wus the cause of tho ex¬ 
pulsion from the Piotish territory ol' those 
Celtic monks who continuod to recognise tho 
Ooltic customs. Slteno conjectures that it 
was tlio publication of Npclilan’s edict on 
those points which procured for tlio Moot- 
hill and Cnstlo of Scono the titles of the llill 
and Castlo of Belief (Claislon Orodi). A few 
years later Noolitan, aft or tho fashion of so 
many early Celtic chiefs and kings, became 
a monk, and he waB supplanted in tho Pict- 
ish throne by BrusL in 721; hut, like iho 
monks of that ago, he did not abandon 
secular ambition or ooase to fight for tem¬ 
poral power. In 726 ho was taken prisonor 
and bound by Drust, as a sou of Drust hail 
been by Neelitan in tbo previous your, hi 
728 Nechtiiu, after Lwo victories over Drust’s 
successor, lilphin or Alpin, one at JMoneriolV 
and tho oilier at Scono, both within a few 
miles of Perth, regained tho kingdom. On 
12 Aug. 720 Drust was slain in a third battle 
at 1 humdorg or Mount Onrno, the Cairn o’ 
the Mount in Kincardineshire or the Moarns, 
by Angus, another king or chief of the Piets. 

In 782 Neelitan diod. "Wynlouu in his 
1 Ohronielo ’credits Nechtan with the founda¬ 
tion of tho ohurcli ofRosmurldem Jloss-shiro, 
which afterwards hocamo tho cathedral of 
Moray {Cronytil of Scotland, v. 6810), 
but, by an error oitiior in transcription or 
chronology, dates this foundation in 600 A.]), 
it would appear Dial tho error is in tho lntl or, 
for ho places the foundation in tho reign of 
Maurice, thu emperor of tho East, who was 
killed by I’hoctis in 602. It is not likely that 
Noohtan’s powor uxlundod so fur north as 
Ross; Scono was his capital. Porlhsbiru and 
tho adjacoufc counties of Forfar and Fife 
wore die probablo limits of bib kingdom. 

Tho fact of his converting his subjects, as 
thurosultof Mb own conversion, to tho Roman 
customs, and his consequent submission to 
tho Roman boo, appear to bo oloarlv proved, 
on tbo authority of Bode, to have taksn place 
in thu Jirst or second decade of the eighth 
century, which substantially agrees with the 
dates in tlio Irish annals. This conversion 
and submission weru almoBt contemporaneous 
with that of tho monks of Iona itself through 
the influenoe of tike example of Adamnan 
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[q. v.l, who had conformed to the Homan 
rule later in 703, and the exertions of the 
Anglian priest Egbert, who preached the 
orthodox doctrine in Iona in 718. 

[Bseda’s Historia EccIom® Anglican®; Chro¬ 
nicles of the Piets and Scots, edit, by W. 3?. 
Skene for the Lord Clerk Register of Scotland; 
Reeves's Life of St. Colnuiba; T. Innes's Civil 
and Ecclesiastical Hist, of Scotland; Skene’s 
Celtic Scotland, vol. i.; E. W, Robertson’s Scot¬ 
land under her Early Kings, vol. i.] M. M. 

NECKAM or NECHAM, ALEX¬ 
ANDER (1167-1217), scholar, was born at 
St. Albans, Hertfordshire, in September 1167, 
on the same night as Richard L His mother 
was chosBn to be Richard’s foster-mother, 
and she suckled both the children together. 
Neckam received his early education at St. 
Albans, and is sometimes called Alexander de 
Sancto Albano. While very young he is said 
to have had charge of the school of Dunstable, 
dependent on St. Albans Abbey. He went 
to the university of Paris and became a mem¬ 
ber of the school of Petit Pons, then lately 
founded, and famous for its subtlety in dis¬ 
putation. By 1180 he was a distinguished 
teacher at the university (Do Botjiay). He 
was sometimes in joke called ‘Nequam’ 
(wicked) by his contemporaries. Returning 
to England in 1186, he seems to have again 
had charge of the Dunstable school for a y ear, 

the St. Albans school. In answer the Ab^ot 
Warm is said to have written punningly to 
him, ‘Si bonus es,venias; si nequam, nequa- 
qimm,’to which he replied in the same spirit 
( GestaAlbatumS.Albani, i. 196; ifthisstory 
is to he received at all, this version of it is of 
better authority than that quotod by Tanner 
from BoBtonof Bury). He is supposed to have 
been prior of St. Nicholas, Exeter, hut of this 
there is no proof. Having become on An gus- 
tinian canon, he was, in 1213, chosen abbot of 
Cirencester. It is asserted that ho visitud 
Rome with the Bishop of Worcester [seo 
Geby or Gea.y, Walter De, archbishop of 
York], hut this is unlikely; for in his ‘ De 
LaudibusDivin® Sapientioo,’ written towards 
the end of his life, lie speaks of the approach 
of old age os a bar to such a journey. He 
was a great deal at court at some period of 
hia life. He died at Kempsey in Worcester¬ 
shire in 1217, and was buried at Worcester 
(Annales de Wigomia, sub an.) His nick¬ 
name, Nequam, was so frequently used that 
he » called by it in the record of his death 
end in the epitaph said to have been placed 
on his tomb (Whisht, Biog. Lit. ii. 460). 

His range of learning was wide, ana ho 
wrote much and on various subjects. Both 
in prose and verse he wrote better Latin than 


was then common, and he shows a consider¬ 
able acquaintance with the ancient Latin 
poets. Two of his works have been edited by 
T. Wright in one volume in the Rolls Series 
of ‘Chronicles and Memorials.’ They are 
both on natural science. The one entitled ‘De 
untune rerum ’ is in prose, and exists in four 
manuscripts, two being in the Royal Library 
in the British Musoum, and the other two at 
Magdalen and St. John’s Colleges, Oxford. 
It was a popular work, and is frequently 
quoted, as by Sir Thomas de la More fa, v.j 
(ap, Chronicles of EH ward I and II, Rolls 
Ser. ii. 309; Geojwrey i.b Bim, ed. Thomp¬ 
son, p. 22), and by John Bromplon (ed. 
Twysden, col. 814). It presents n highly ln- 
terestingpicture ortho notions about natural 
scionce then held by men of learning, to¬ 
gether with many quaint stories and illustra¬ 
tions. The other work in the samo volume of 
the Rolls Series is his'De Laudibns Divinie 
SapientifB,’ takeu from a single manuscript in 
the Royal Library in the British Museum. R 
is in elegiac verse, and is aparaphraBoof the 
proBe work, with some fresh matter, and with 
the stories left out. It was evidently written 
late in the life of the author, who says that 
he purposes to offer tho hook to Gloucester 
Abbey, and in case refusal thoro, to St. Al¬ 
bans. Neolcam is somotimes said to have pen¬ 
ned another elegiac poom on tho monastic life, 
entitled ‘De Oontomptu Mundi,’ which is 
found in several manuscripts, and 1ms been 
printed with St. Anselm's works. It hi more 
probably bv Rogor Caen. Hie translation of 
‘^Esop’s Fables’ into elegiacs has been pub¬ 
lished (Wmo'sCut.Romances, ii. 351), and six 
fables have buen priutod from a Baris MS. in 
Robert's ‘Fables infidites,’vol. i. (ftliornoems, 
as one ‘Do OonvorsioueMagdalena),’ known 
by name, are perhaps lost. Neckam albo 
wrote treatises on grammar, somo of which 
are extant. Of his learning in this direction 
Roger Dacon said that, though ‘in many 
things he wrote what was Into and useful, he 
neither has nor ought to have any title to ho 
reckoned an authority’ (Opera Inr/lila, p, 
467). Grammar seems tohavobeenhisfavonr- 
ito pursuit, and when writing on other sub¬ 
jects he somotimes notes some derivation 
which now appears strango. lie also wrote a 
kind of vocabulary in the form of a reading 
hook, entitled ‘Do Utensilibus,’ of which 
there are manuscripts in the British Museum 
(MS. Cotton, Titus D. 20), and at Oaius Col¬ 
lege and Peterhouse, Cambridge, Some ex¬ 
tracts from this have been printed by Wright. 
His other works ore commentaries on parts of 
scripture, theological traots and sermons, and 
commentaries on Aristotle, Ovid's ‘ Metamor¬ 
phoses,’ and a portion of Martianus Qapolla, 
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rWright’spref.to Ncoknm’s DeNaturis Rmim, 
&c. p. S08 (Bolls Ser,); Wright's Bing. Brit, Lit. 
ii. 449-50; there is nothing additional in the 
short notice in Moriey's English Writers, iii. 190 ; 
Bale’s Soriptt. Cat.pt.i.p, 272, ed, 1687; Tanner's 
Bihl. Brit, (list of -works); Hardy's Cat. Mat. 
ill. 67, 58 (Bolls Ser.); Du Bouhiy’s Hist. Univ. 
Paris, ii. 427, 725; Hist Litt. do Prance, xviii. 
621; Peter of Blois’ Epist. 187 ; Q-esta Abbatum 
Mon. S. Albani. i. 196 (Rolls Ser.); Annals of 
Tewkesbury, an. 1217, of Dunstable, an. 1213, 
of Worcester, an. 1217, ap. Ann. Monastic!, i. 63, 
ii. 40, iv. 409 (Rolls Ser.)] W. H. 

NECTON or NECHODUN, HUM¬ 
PHREY (d. 1803), Carmelite, was a native of 
Norfolk according to Leland, of Suffolk ac¬ 
cording to Bale. He joined the Carmelite 
order -while it was new in England. De¬ 
voting himself to study, he went to Cam¬ 
bridge in 12C9, and was the first CarmBlilo 
who took the degree of doctor of theology 
there. His preaching against heretics in i ho 
schools and to the populace met with praise 
(Bald, Sari. MS. 3888, £ 635). He was 
chaplain to William de Luda, bishop of 
Ely (1204-8) (Blomiotjbld, vi. 49). He 
died and was buried in the Carmelite house 
at Norwich 1308 (Baxii, MS. loc. cit.) Ilis 
works, according to Bale, were : 1. Fourteen 
'Sermones Dominicalos,’ or ' Sacrie Con¬ 
dones,’in one book, beginning ‘Oinnc debi- 
tuni dimisi tibi,’ which somo attribute to 
John Foulaliam (see Ldland, Comment, ii. 
346). 2. ‘ Qumstiouea ordinariro,’ in one 

book, 3 . 1 Lectures Scholastic® ’ in ono book. 
4. ‘Super artioulis theologicis/in one book. 
No copies of these works are known to oxist. 

[Pits, Do Angliw Soriptoribns, p. 388; Bale's 
Scriptorum Catalogue, iv. 24; Tanner’s Biblio¬ 
theca, p, 642; Loland's Oommonlarii doScripto- 
ribus, ii. 313.] M. B. 

NEEDHAM, CHARLES, fourth Vis¬ 
count KiLMonnr (d. 1600), descended from 
Thomas, older brother of Sir John Needham 
[q. v.], was second son of Robert (d. 1CG3), 
second viscount, by Ms socond wifo, Eleanor, 
daughter of Thomas Dutton of Dutton, Oho- 
bliirs, and widow of Gilbert, lord Gerard of 
Gerard’s Bromley, Staffordshire. He suc¬ 
ceeded to the title in January 1667 on the 
death, without issue, of his brother Robert, 
third viscouni,, who had three years pre¬ 
viously surrendered to liiiu his interest in 
the family estates at, Shaving-ton, Shropshire, 
He was a staunch royalist, and these es¬ 
tates suffered in consequence by sequestra¬ 
tion and otherwise (cf. Act of Parliament 
fur the Payment of the Debts cf Charles, 
lute Lord Viseovnt Kilmorey, 29 Charles JT, 
eh. v.) In August 1669 he joined with Sir 
George Booth and tho Earl of Derby in an 


attempt to restore Charles to the throne,which 
was defeated by General I ,ambert [q. v.]; and 
LordjKilmorey was taken prisonerto London, 
whore he died suddenly the following year. 

He married, in February 1061, Bridget, 
eldest daughter of Sir William Drury of 
Drury House, London (whioh occupied the 
site of the present Drury Lane theatre), and 
Beesthorpo, Norfolk, by whom he had five 
sons (Charles, who died in infancy; Robert 
and Thomas, who succeeded to the family 
honours as fifth and sixth viscounts respec¬ 
tively ; Byron, and a second Charles) and one 
daughter. His widow remarried Sir John 
Shaw, hart. His descendant, Francis Jack 
Needham, twelfth viscount Kilmorey, is 
noticed separately. 

[Case and Pedigree of Robort viecount JTill- 
moroy on Claim to vote at Elections of Irish 
Peers, April 1813; Ilmrod’a Jliab. of Shavington, 
pp. 90 olsoq.; Lodge’s Peerage, iv. 224; informa¬ 
tion kindly supplied by W. II, Weldon, osq., 
Windsor ITorald ] T. H. 

NEEDHAM, ELIZABETH, commonly 
known os ‘ Mother Needham’ (d. 1781), a 
notorious procuress, kopt a house in Park 
Place, near St. James’s Street. She is said 
to have been employed by the infamous 
Colonel Ohnrteris [see Ohawidbis, FbanOIh], 
and in ‘Don Francisco’s Descent into tho 
Infernal Regions’—a satiro published upon 
Chtn-teris’s death in February 1732—she is 
represented as proposing in hell to many tlio 
colonel, much to the latter’s horror ana dis¬ 
gust. She is represented in tho first plate of 
Hogarth’s 1 Harlot's Progress,’ in tho oourt- 
yaru, of the Bell Inn, Wood Street, cajoling 
with Battering xu'omiscs the then innocent 
Kate Ilackabout on her first arrival in 
London. Sho is depictod as a middla-agod 
woman, simpering beneath her pal chos, and 
well dressed in silk. The male figure lean¬ 
ing on his stick, and leering at tho maid 
from the inn door, is supposed to represent 
Ohorteria himself, while behind him stands 
his factotum, Jack Gourlay. In spito of per¬ 
tinacious efforts mado to screen her, Mother 
Needham was committed to the Gate House 
on 24 March 1731, convicted of keeping a 
disorderly house on 29 April, and ordered to 
si and in the pillory over against Park Place 
on 30 April 1731. She is described in tho 
contemporary journals as lying upon the 
pillory on her face; notwithstanding which 
evasion of the law, and I ho diligence of 
a number of beadles and other persons who 
had been paid to protect lior, sbe was no 
severely pelted by the mob that her life 
was despaired of” Sho aotuolly died on 
3 May 1731, declaring that what most 
affected her was the terror of standing in the 
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pillory again. SI 10 is alluded to in tho 
‘ Dunciad ’ as ‘ pious Needham. 1 Pope states 
in a note that she ‘ ■was a matron of great 
fame, and very religious in her way,’ her 
constant prayer being that she might get 
enough by her profession to leave it off in 
time and make her peace with God. ‘Mother 
Needham’s Lamentation, 1 a sixpenny pam¬ 
phlet, was published in May 1731. 

[Daily Advertiser, 1 May 1731; Grub Street 
Journal, 26 March, 29 April, and fi May 1731; 
Stephens's Cat. of Satirical Prints, Nos. 1833 and 
2081; Hogarth’s Works, ad. Nichols and Stoevens, 
1810, li. 96-8, Wheatley and Cunningham’s 
London; Elwin’s Pope, iv. 124.] T. S. 

NEEDHAM, FRANCIS JACK, twelfth 
Visoomsi and first Earl op KitMoJinr 
(1748-1832), descended from Charles Need¬ 
ham, fourth viscount Kilmorey [q. v.J, third 
son of John .tenth viscount, hv Anne, daugh¬ 
ter of John Hurleaton, osq., of Newton, Oho- 
shire, and widow of Geoffrey Shakerley, e«j., 
of Somerford in the same county, was born in 
1748. Entering the army in 1762 as a cornet 
in tho 18th dragoons, he exchanged into the 
lBt dragoons in 1763, and became lieutenant 
in that regiment in 1773, and captain in the 
17th dragoons in 1774. lie served during the 
whole of the American war of independence, 
and was taken prisoner at tho siege of York- 
town. When peace was proclaimed he was 
placed on half-pay. Shortly afterwards he 

E urchaeed a majontyin the 80th foot. In 1788 
e became lieutenont-colone] in the 104th 
foot, and in the Bame year exchanged into the 
1st foot-guards. In 1793 ho became un aide- 
de-camp to the king. In the two following 
years he served in the war with Prance. 

Needham is best known for his aotion in 
Ireland during the rebellion of 1798. Ho 
commanded the loyalist troops at the de¬ 
cisive battle of Arklow on 9 June of that 
year; and it was largely owing toliis courage 
and skilful arrangements that a body of 
rebels, variously estimated at from nineteen 
thousand to thirty-four thousand, led by 
Father Michael Murphy [a, v.] (who was 
killed in the battle), was, after three hours of 
hard fighting, defeated by a foroe not more 
than sixteen hundred strong, and composed 
chiefly of militia and yeomen. Dublin was 
thus saved, and the back of the rebellion effec¬ 
tually broken in that part of the country. 
Needham also commanded one of the five 
columns which, a little later in the same 
month, were despatched bv General Lake 
[see Laid;, Gerard, first Visaouira Lake] 
to hem in the rebel encampment at Vinegar 
Hill. Whether from some misunderstanding 
of orders or with the actual design of tem¬ 
pering judgment with mercy, an opening, 


afterwards known as ‘Needham's Gap,’ was 
left by his troops arriving lalu, so that, when 
the battle turned against, them, numbers of 
the rebels escaped. Needham becumo colonel 
j of the 86th foot in 1810, and general in 1812. 

In December 1806 Needham entered tho 
House of Commons as member for tho 
borough of Newry, which ho continued to 
represent uninterruptedly during four par¬ 
liaments. Noodham’B eldest brother, Tho¬ 
mas, had died unmarried in 1778, and iu 
November 1818, on tho death of his second 
brother Robert, eleventh viscount, Kilmnroy, 
lie succeeded to tho peerage. Jn February 
1832 ho was created Earl of Kilmoroy and 
Viscomit Newry and Mcmrno; and, in memory 
of tho event, he rest orod the lfilmorey chapel 
m the parish church of Addorloy, Shropshire, 
in wlnoh Shavington Hall, tho neat of tlio 
Needhams since 1438, is situated. Ilo died 
at Shavington on 21 Nov. 1882, and was 
buried in Adderley Oliuicli, whore a monu¬ 
ment stands to his memory. Ho was i emom- 
beu’d as a liberal, landlord and a kind friend 
of the poor on his extonsivo estates. 

lie married on 20 Fell. 1787 Anne, socond 
daughtor of ThornaB Fisher of Acton, Mid¬ 
dlesex, by whom he had two sons—of whom 
the eldest, Francis Jack (L787-1880), suc¬ 
ceeded to the earldom—and oight daughters, 

[Caso nnd Fedigruo of Robert, Viscount Kill- 
moroy, on OUim. to vote at Eluet ions of Irish 
Poors, April 1813; Lodge's Petrngo, ed Arch- 
dull, iv. 228; Harrod’s History of Hlnvitigton, 
1891, pp. 119 otboq.; Locky’a History of ling- 
land in tho Eighteenth Century, vili. 138 ob 
saq,, Fronde's English in Ireland, iii. 410 at snip; 
Musgr.ivo's Momoirs of Dittbront Rebellions in 
Iruland, 2nd ed. pp.430, 473 ot soq.; Plowdon’s 
Historical Review of tlio Stuto of Ireland, vol.ii. 
pt.ii.pp. 739_, 764, 701; Journal and Correspond¬ 
ence of William, Lord Auckland, iv. 14 ol soq.; 
Sequel to Teoling’s Personal Narrative, p. 114; 
Maxwell's History of tho Irish Rebellion, pp. 
131 et eeq.; Gordon’s History of tliu Irish Re¬ 
bellion, pp. 166 ot scq., information kindly 
supplied by the present Earl of Kilmnroy mid 
Robert Needham Oast, esq.] T. H, 

NEEDHAM or NEDEHAM, JAMES 
(fi. 1030), arohilpct aud muster-earpunIn', 
belonged to o Derbyshire family (Ouhsanh, 
Hertfordshire, ii, 00), Tn 152'3 ho accom¬ 
panied the Duko of Suffolk’s army to Franco, 
and his name appears among tlio pioneers 
and artificers in Sir William Skovmglon’s 
retinue as a master carpenter in tho receipt 
of twelve pence a day. In September 1526 
he was appointed by grant n gunner in the 
Tower of London. After 1530 Needham's 
name frequently occurs in tlio Stuto Papers 
in connection with the building operations of 
the king and Cromwoll, He was appointed 
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elerlt of tlie king's works on 30 Api il 1530, 
and during ilut tmd the I wo following years 
was engaged in duvismg und supoi intending 
the 'braiding alterations which wort' oitm. <1 
out at Esher, York Place, and Westminster 
Palace. In Sept ember 1532 ho was engaged 
in tho ‘re-edilymg’ of St. Thomas's! tower 
within the Tower of London, and was oc¬ 
cupied on that and other works in the Tower 
during the nevt three years, In April 1533 
he was appointed by grant clerk and overseer 
of the king’s works in England. An entry 
among the records of tlie Carpenters’ Com¬ 
pany shows that Neodham was master of 
the company m 1580. From 1.137 to 1811 
large sums of money passed through his 
hands for works and alt oral ions at the king’s 
manors of Otford, TCnole, Pet worth, and 
More (Arundel MS. 97); and about this 
time he signs himself as ‘accountant, sur¬ 
veyor-general, and clerk of tho king's works’ 

(Addit. MS. 10109, f. 173). Needham is 
doubtfully said to have died ill 1546. 

On the dissolution of tho monasteries the 
priory of Wymoudley in Hertfordshire was 
granted to James Neodliam for a torn of 
twenty years, and subsequently an absolute 
grant of this property was made to liis son, 
and it continued in his family until 1731. 
Them was a brass pinto in Wymondloy 
church erected by his grandson to the memory 
of Needham, in which mention wns made of 
his services to the king in England and 
Franco, and of llio fact that his body ‘ liclk 
buried in our lady-church of Ilolvino.’ 

[Calendars of Hi ale Papcis, T)om, ITon. VIII; 
.Tupp’a Hist. of Carpenters' Company; Diet, of 
Architecture; Cussaus’a Hertfordshire, vol. ii.] 

W. 0-TV. 

NEEDHAM, Km JOHN (eZ.14-80), judge, 
was third eon of Hubert Needham (d. 14 18) 
of Cranach or Ornnago, Cheshire, and brother 
of Thomas Needham, from whom was de¬ 
scended Robert Needham, created Viscount 
ICilmorny in tho peerage of Ireland in 102/3 
[see Nra'innAM, Giia.ui, lie, fourth YlflUOUNT 
Kilmoihiy], ITis grandfather William mar¬ 
ried, in 1378, Alice, daughter of William do 
Cranach, whosu family had long been settled 
in Cheshire; sho brought her husband, tvs lior 
dowry, half the manor of Cranage (Ohmehop, 
lii. 78), John’s motlior was Dorothy, daugh- 
ter of Sir John Savage, K.G., of Clifton, 
Choshire ( Visitation s of Shropshire, Ilorl. 
Soc. ii. 371; Hahrod, History ofShavmi/ton, 

pp. 18-21). 

On 28 Dec. Fill John was ducted M.F.for 
Newoastlc-undov-Lymo, being again returned 
for that constiturncy in 1 MU-7 and 1118-9. 
(In 6 Oct. 1149 ho was elected member for 
London, for which in tho saiuo year he was 


common sorj cant ( Official Heturns, i. 333,336, 
339, 312). ' On 1 Feb 1483 he was called to 
the degree of tho coif, and on 13 July in tho 
same year was appointed king’s sorjoant; pro¬ 
bably this lost appoint meat was temporary, 
for in 1454 ho was ogam made king’s serjeant 
‘ pro hae vice tant um ’ (Cal. Hot. Put. p. 296). 
Ilis arguments in this capacity aro roportod 
in the year-books until 9 May 1457, wlion he 
wns appointed jus!ice of common pleas. Ho 
retained his post under Edward TV, reoeived 
a fresh confirmation of it and was knighted 
on 9 Oct. 1470, when Henry VI was rest ored, 
and was again appointed m May 1471, after 
Edward IV’s return (Dim halm, Chronica 
Series, pp. 05, 70). lie was a Irier of peti¬ 
tions from England andWales in 1461,1463, 
1172-3, and 1477 (Jx'olls of Pari, v. 461 b, 
496 b, vi. 3 b, 34 a, 167 b, 181 b, 290 a) ; lie 
also frequently acted a.s justice of nssizoin 
Yorkshire and Lancashire, and was chief 
justice of Chester ( Notitia Cestriensis, i. 258). 
Ilia judgments are rccordod in yoar-books as 
late as biliary form 1479, and ho died on 
25 April 1480; he was burinrl at Holmos- 
Ciiapul, Cheshire, wliero a monument was 
creeled with an inscription to liis memory. 

Needham married Margaret, youngest 
daughter of Randal Mnnwaring of Over- 
Poovor, Ohoshiro, and widow of William, son 
of Sir John Itroinloy of Budding I on ( Visita¬ 
tions of Skiopshire, ITarl. Soc. ii. 371). Ho 
loft no issue, and settled liis lands in Holme, 
called llallum-lftnds, Olieshiro, which ho had 
purchased in 1471 from Thomas Oliickford, 
with all his estate, on his next brother, 
Robert Neodham of Athorley (Ormerod, i. 
511). Tlo also had a seat at Shavington, 
Shropshire, which subsequently descended to 
tho Earls of Kilmoroy. Ilis sister Agnes 
marriod John Starkey of Oulton ( laneasliire 
and Cheshire Wills, 1 .11). 

[Itolls of Pari. vols. v. vi.; Cal. Rot. Pat. 
pp. 290,310; Rymor'B Feodora, ed, 174.fi, vii. 
170; Dttgdalo’s Chronica Sor. pp. 06, 70, and 
Originos Juridiciales, p. 46 ; Official RoturnB of 
Members of Parliament; Notitia Coslriansis and 
Lancashire and Ohoshiro Wills, published by tho 
Ohothnm Soc.; Visitntion of Choshiro (Harl. 
Soc.); Orraorod’s Hist, of Choshiro, i. 370, 644, 
iii. 71,78, be.; Piiilipps’s Grandeur of tho Law; 
Lodge’s Poorago of Ireland, nd. Archdall, iv. 
219 soq.; Harrod’s Hist, of Shaving!on, pp. 18- 
21 ; Foss’s Judges of England.] A. S. P. 

NEEDHAM, JOHN TURBERVILLE 
(1713-1781), catholic divine and man of 
science, born in London on 10 Sept. 1713, 
was eldest son of John Needham and Mor- 
1 gurol Lucas, his wife, both of whom woro 
wall descended. Ilis father was a mombur 
1 of the younger and oalholio branoh of the 
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family of Needham seated at Hilston, Mon¬ 
mouthshire ; the head of the elder and pro- 
testant branch -was Lord Kibnorey, created a 
•viscount in 1626 [cf. Needham, Charles]. 
The father, aharristerin London, died young, 
leaving a considerable fortune and four chil¬ 
dren, two of whom become priests. 

John prosecuted his studies under the se¬ 
cular clergy of the English College at Douay, 
whore he arrived 10 Oct. 1722. He was 
absent in England from ill-health between 
31 May 1729 and 12 June 1730, received 
the tonsure at Arras on 8 March 1781-2, 
and was ordained priest at Oambrai on 
31 May 1738. From 1736 till 1740 he taught 
rhetoric in the college. In 1740 he was 
ordered to the English mission, and directed 
with great success the school for catholic 
youth at Twyford, near 'Winchester. About 
1744 Needham went to Lisbon to teach philo¬ 
sophy in the English College, hut, disliking 
the climate, he returned to England after a 
stay of fifteen months. 

Needham hod always interested himself in 
natural science, and during the following 
years, spent partly in London and partly in 
Paris, he made important microscopical ob¬ 
servations, which he described in the‘ Philo¬ 
sophical Transactions of the Royal Society 
of London’ in 1749. An account of them 
was also given in the first volumes of his 
‘ Natural History ’ by Needham’s friend 
Buffon, the French naturalist, with whom 
Needham did much scientific work. On 
22 Jan. 1746-7 Needham was elected a fel¬ 
low of the Royal Society of London, being 
the first of the English catholic clergy who 
was admitted to that honour (Thomson, 
-Hist, of Royal Soc. App. p. xliv). On 10 Dec. 
1761 he was elected a fellow of the Society 
of Antiquaries of London. 

In 1761 Needham travelled abroad as 
tutor to the Earl of Fingall and Mr. Howard 
of Corbie. Subsequently he accompanied 
Lord Gommnaton and Mr. Towneley in the 
same capacity; and lastly Charles Dillon, 
eldest son of Henry, eleventh viscount Dillon, 
with whom he spent five years in France 
and Italy (1762-7). At the end of 1767 
Needham retired to the English seminary at 
Paris, where he devoted himself solely to 
scientific pursuits; and on 26 March 1768 
he was choson a member of the Royal Aca¬ 
demy of Sciences, In 1788 a literary society 
was founded at Brussels by the government 
of the Austrian Netherlands, Needham was 
appointed chief director of the new society 
in February 1768-9. It rapidly grew into 
the Imperial Ac idemy, which was established 
in 1773, and Needham held the same office 
in relation to it till May 1780. The govern- , 


ment also appointed him to a cauonryinlhe 
collegiate church of Dendermonde, and he 
afterwards exchanged it for another canonry 
in the collegiate and royal church of Soignies 
in Hainaut, being installed on 29 Nov. 1773, 
He was elected a member of the Royal 
Basque Society of Amis de la Patrie, esta¬ 
blished at Vittoria in Spain, 19 Sept. 1771; 
of the Socifitd d’Emulation of Liege 10 Oct. 
1779; and of the Society of Ant Lqnaries of 
Scotland 28 July 1781. Ho died at, Brussels 
on 30 Deo. 1781, and was buried in the 
vaults of tho abbey of Coudenberg. 

According to liis biographer, the Abhfi 
Mann, Needham was a pattern of piety, 
temperance, and purity; passionate in his 
opposition to infidels, and so simple and can¬ 
did as to be often the dupe of the dishonest. 
For more than thirty years he onjoyed a 
high reputation as a man of soionee. Ue was 
a keen and judicious observer, and had a 
peculiar dexterity in confirming liie observa¬ 
tions by experiments; but ho was some¬ 
times too precipitalo in Mb generalisations. 
‘His pen,’ observes the Abb6 Mann, ‘was 
neither remarkable for fecundity nor method; 
his writings are rather the groat lines of a 
subject expressed with energy and thrown 
upon paper in a hurry than finished 1 voatisos,’ 

His works are: 1. 1 An Account of some 
New Microscopical Discoveries founded on 
an Examination of the Oalainary nml its 
Wonderful Milt-vessels, &c.,’ London, 1716, 
8vo; translated into Fronch (‘Ddcou varies 
faitos avee le Microsbope,’ Leyden, 1747, 
12mo) by a professor at Leyden, who added 
remarks of his own; and again by Lnvirotlo 
V Nouvolles Observations Micrnscopiques,’ 
Paris, 1760, 12mo), with a loiter from (lie 
author to Martin Folkes. 2. ‘ A Lellor from 
Paris, concerning soma Now Electrical Ex¬ 
periments madethero’ (anon.), London, 1746, 
4to, 3. ‘Observations upon tho (tenoral 
Composition and Decomposition of Animal 
and Vegetable Substances; addressed to the 
Royal Society,’ London, 1749, 4to. In this 
work he laid the foundations of the physical 
and metaphysical system which ho main¬ 
tained throughout his life with littlo varia¬ 
tion, 4. ‘Nouvelles Observations Micros- 
copiques, avac das d6couvertes intfiressantes 
surla composition et la decomposition des 
corps orgamsSs,’ Paris, 1760,12nio, pp. 62-J. 
This work contains the development of the 
author’s system. The ‘Biographie MCdicale’ 
says; ‘Needham maintains that nature is 
endowed with a productive force, and that 
oyery organised substance, from tho most 
simple to the most complex, is formed by 
vegetation. He undertakes to prove that 
animals are brought to life from putridity, 
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flial they are formed hy an expansive and a 
resistant force, and that they degenerate into 
vegetables, Generally speaking, his ideas 
are difficult of comprehension, because they 
are set forth -without lucidity or method.’ 
5, ' Observations des Hauteurs failos avoc le 
barometre an mois d’Aoust, 175], sur uno 
partie des Alpes,’Berne, 1760, d-to; reprinted 
in Needham’s ‘Nouvelles recherchos sur les 
DGcouvertes Microscopiques,’ ii. 221, 6. ‘Do 
Inscriptione quddnm /Egyptiacil Taurini in¬ 
vent®., et Oharacteribus /Egyptiacis, olim 
Sinis corumunibns, exarata, Idolo cuidam 
antique in Begin univorsitate servato, ad 
utrasque Academies, Londinensem et Pari- 
siensem, rerum antiquarum investif. ationi et 
studio prrepositas, data Epistola,’ Home, 
1761, 8vo. In thie work, which produced a 
great sensation among the antiquaries of 
Europe, Needham endeavoured, hy means of 
the Chinese characters, to interpret an Egyp¬ 
tian inscription on a bust, supposed to be 
that of Isis, which is preserved at Turin, 
tlis ingenious theory was completely refuted 
by Guignes and Thirl oli in ,tho ‘Journal das 
jfovans ’ (December 170] and August 1702) ; 
also by Winokolmnnn and Wortloy Mon¬ 
tague. The ioMiils, assisted hy the Ohinoso 
literati, derided that the characters in ques¬ 
tion, though four or five bore a sensible re¬ 
semblance to as many Chinese onns ? were 
not genuine Chinese characters, having no 
connected souse nor proper resemblance to 
any of the dillerent forms of writing, and 
that the whole inscription had nothing 
Chinese on the faco of it; hut, in order to 
promote discoveries, they sent an actual col¬ 
lation of the Egyptian with the Chinese 
hieroglyphics engraved on twenty-six plat us. 
7.'Questions eur les Miracles,'Geneva, 1701, 
8vo, Loud. ] 709,8vo ; a collection of letters 
which passed between Neodham and Vol- 
tairo, 8. ‘ Nouvelles recherchos sur los d6- 
couvertos Mioroscopiques et la gfinfirntion 
des com organises; tradnites do lTlnlien de 
M. l'Alibfi Bpnlaimani; avec dos uotos, des 
Beoherchos physiques et mdlaphysiquos sur 
la Nature ot la Beligion, et uno nouvello 
Thfiarie do la Torre, par M. do Neodham,’ 
2 vols. London mid Paris, 1769, 8vo. Ap¬ 
pended to tha second volume is Neodliani'e 
‘Belation de son voyage sur los Alpos, avoo 
la mesure do leurs hauteurs, compnrfios A 
oelles des Cordilioros.' 0. ‘ Mdmoire sur la 
maladio contogieuse des boles ft, cornea,’ 
Brussels, 1770, 8vo. 10. ‘ Tdfin aommaire ou 
too gfindralo du Bysfomo Physique et Mfita- 
phyaiquo de M, Needham sur la g6n6mtian 
des corps organists,’ first printed at the end 
of ‘La vraio Philosophic’ of tlio AbbG 
Monestiar (Brussels, 1780, 8vo), and after¬ 


wards separately (Brussels, 1781, 8vo). In 
this work he modifies, and even retracts, 
some of his ideas which seemed to tend 
towards materialism; but lie does this in an 
obscure and embarrassed maimer, and he 
complains particularly of the consequences 
which had been deduced from his system by 
the Baron von Ilolbacb. 11. ‘ Principes de 
l'Electrieitt, trnduits do l’Angloie do Mylord 
Mahon,’ Brussels, 1781, 8vo. 

A list of his communications to the ‘ Phi¬ 
losophical Transactions of the Royal Society ’ 
will be found in Watt’s ‘ Bibliotheca Britan- 
nica,’ His contributions to the ‘JlGmoires 
do l’Acadfunio Imperials et Royale des 
Sciences et. Bellos Lettres de Bruxelles’ in¬ 
clude 1 realises on the nature ami economy 
of honey-bees; a colleelion of physical ob¬ 
servations, and observations on tlio not oral 
history oftbe ant. A complain list, is given in 
Namur’s ‘Bibliographie Acadfmiqtio Beige,’ 
pp. 6, 21,30, 43, 60. 

Noodliam edited tlio tronslat ion int o French 
verso hy John Townoloy of Butler’s ' Iludi- 
bras,’ London (Paris), 3 vols. 1767,12mo, and 
‘ Letl.re do Pclriii, sur le gfinie de In langue 
Oliinoise, et la nature do leur ficrituru sym- 
bolique, roniparfio avec ceBe dos Aneiens 
Hgyptiens; onr6ponseft collo de la SociGlfi 
Itoynlo de Londros, stir le mfime sujol: avec 
un Avis Pr61imiimire do M. Needbain, et 
quolqucH autres pieces,’ Brussels, 1773, 4to. 
This was written by Father Oibot, S J. 

[Life by tha Abbi Mann in 1 Mftmniros do 
l'Acnddmio do Bruxelles,’ 1 788, vol. iv. introd. 
pp. xxxiii. Boq.; Ellis’s Letters of EminontLite- 
rury Mon, pp. 418,422, ilulton’s Philosophical 
anil Mathematical Diet. 1816; Lowndes’s Bibl. 
Man. (Bohn),p. 8:1(1; Monthly Roviow, 1784,lxx. 
624; Nichols's lllnstr. of Lit. viii. 806; Nichols's 
Lit. Anocd. vii. 288, 686; Nouvollo Biog. Glmi- 
role, xxxvii. 002; Nouveau Diet. Ilist.j T. O. 

NEEDHAM or NEDHAM, MAB- 
OHAMONT (1020-1678), journalist, was 
born at Burford in Oxfordshire, and baptised 
tkoro 21 Aug. 1020. Ilis father, also named 
MarchamontNedham, born of gent eel permits 
in Derbyshire, matriculated at St. John’s 
Collage, Oxford, 10 Juno 1610, and took tho 
degreo of B.A. from Gloucester Hall 19 Feb, 
1011-12, He was afterwards au attendant 
on the Lady Elixaboth Walter (wife of Sir 
William Wallor of Sarsdon, near Burford), 
and diod in 1621. Nedham’s mother was 
Margery, daughter of John Oollior, the host 
of the George Inn at Burford, who took as 
her second husband, in 1622, Christopher 
Glynn, vicar of Burford and master of the 
free school there (Wood, Athena 1 O.ron. iii. 
1180; Fohtkk, Alvmni O.ron, 1st ser, p. 
1055). Nedkam was educated at Burford 
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school, and at fourteen years of age was sent 
ns a chorister to All Souls’ College, Oxford, 
where he continued till 1637. ITis name ap¬ 
pears Ln the subscription book under 22 Jan. 
1636-8, and he took his bachelor's degree 
on 24 Oct. 1837 ( ib .) After a short stay 
m St. Mary Hall he left Oxford for ‘ an 
usher’s place in Merchant Taylors’ School, 
then presided by ono Mr. Will. Staple j ’ and 
later, ‘ upon the change of the times, ho be¬ 
came an under clerk in dray's Inn, where, by 
virtue of a good legible eourt-liand, lie ob¬ 
tained n comfortable subsistence' (Wood). 
He was admitted a member of Gray’s Inu on 
7 July lf).)2, as ‘ of the city of Westmin¬ 
ster, gent ’ (Foster, On/i/'s Inn Register, 
p. 261). During the e,u ly part of his career 
Nedhiun also studied medicine, but soon dis¬ 
covered that his natural vocation was jour¬ 
nalism. 

The ‘Mercurous Britanieus’ (sic) is dis¬ 
tinguished by several marked charact er¬ 
istics from other parliamentary newspapers. 
It professed to ‘communicate tko ail'airs 
of Great Britain for the better informa¬ 
tion of the people,’ hut was in reality little 
more than a railing commentary on the 
news of the day. Its object was to answer 
the statements of the royalist ' Mercurius 
Aulicus,’ and to refute the charges brought 
there against the parliamentary cause and 
its leaders. The first number is duted 
10-22 Aug. 1813. Of this journal Nodliam 
■was from the beginning the chief, if not the 
sole, author, though its responsible editoT 
seems to have been Captain Thomas Audloy, 
and it is not always easy to decide whether 
Audley or Nedham is referred to in tko at¬ 
tacks of the royalists upon ‘ BriLannicus,’ 
The scurrility and boldness of Nedham’s 
writings soon made him notorious. One 
number parodied Charles I’s speech to the 
inhabitants of Somerset; another oommentod 
with the greatest freedom on the king’s 
letters t akenat Naseby ( Mercurius Britanni- 
cus, 6-13 May 1044; 21-8 July 1046). In 
the number for 4 Aug. l646Nedham printed 
a 1 Hue and Cry after a Wilful King . . , 
which hath gone astray these four Years 
from his Parliament, with a guilty Con¬ 
science, bloody Hands, and a Heart full of 
broken Vows and Protestations.’, For this 
insult to monarchy Audley was committed 
to the Gatehouse, and Nedham seems to 
have shared the same fate (Lords' Journals, 
vii. 525, C39; Hist. MBS. Comm,, 6th Bop, 
p. 74; Aulicus his Hue and Cry after Bri- 
t amicus, 1646,4to; Mercurius Anti-Britan - 
nicus, or the second part of the King’s Cabinet 
vindicatedfrom the Aspersions of animpoient 
Libeller ., . now Prisoner in the Gate-House. 


1815, 4to). The author of the second of 
these pamphlet, identities Nodliam with 
1 Britannicus,’ and describes him as ‘ once a 
week sacrificing to the boast of many heads 
tlie fame of some lord or porson of quality, 
nay, even of the king himself,’ Nedliam was 
soon released, but on 21 May 1010 was coin- 
lamed of for publishing ‘divers pnssnges 
etween the two Houses of Parliament, and 
other scandalous particulars not, fit to bo 
tolerated.’ lie was orreBted liy order of the 
lords, owned I lie authorship of the lust 
eighty numbera of ‘ Britminicns ’ (which 
seoms to show that Audley was 1 he anther 
of the earlier numbers), and wns commit,led 
to tlie Fleet (23 May 1640). Nedham ap¬ 
pealed to the Earl of Denbigh to present his 
petition for release, protesting his loyally to 
tlie IIouRe of Lords in spite of any errors 
which might hare (iillon from his pen, and 
was released on 4 June 1610. But lie was 
obliged to give bail to the oxtont of 2001. 
for his good behavionr, and prohibited from 
writing any pamphlets in the future (Lords' 
Journals, vtu. 321,325,3 tl, 365; Hist. MSS, 
Comm. 4th Bop. iv. 273). Dobarrod from 
journalism, Nedham turned to meiliciiio, and 
‘describes himself on the title-page of a 
pamphlet published in 1(117 as ‘Mod. Pr.’ 

In 1617 Nodliam, for some unevplainefl 
reason, resolved to change sides. ‘ Obtaining 
the favour of a known royalist to introduce 
him into his Majesty’s presenco at, Hamilton 
Court, ho then and thorn knelt before hiul and 
desired forgiveness for what ho had written 
against him and his cause; which being 
readily granted, ho ldssud his Majesty's hand” 
(Wood). In defenco of the kiiig’ho published 
a nowspapor, entitled ‘ Mercurius l’rngmati- 
cus,' ‘communicating intelligence from all 
parts touching all affairs, designs, humours, 
and conditions, tliroughout tlie kingdom, es¬ 
pecially from Wostminstev and I,he Hoad- 
Qunrters,’ Tko first, number is dated 14-21 
Sept. 1047. Like ' Mercurius Brilannicus,’ 
it consists mainly of commenlarios on the 
news of the day, but it does contain a good 
deal of information not to ho found else¬ 
where, especially witli regard to procoodiugs 
in the two houses of parlinmout. Tt is for 
that reason frequently quoted by tho com¬ 
pilers of the ‘ Old Parliament ary History.’ 
Ono of the characteristics of this newspaper 
is that each numbor begins with four stanzas 
of verse on the state of public affairs. Its 
royalism is combined with hittor hostility 
to the Soots, shown oven after they had 
invaded England to rostove tho king, and in 
tho scurrility of its attacks on political 
enemies it matched ‘ Britannicus.’ Crom¬ 
well, foT instance, is referred to as 1 Ooppor- 
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Nose,’ ‘Nose Almighty,’ and ‘The Town- 
bull of Ely.’ Nedham’s journal, says Wood, 
‘being very witty, satirical against the pres- 
byterians, and full of loyalty, made him 
known to and admired by the bravadoes and 
wits of those times.’ The government sought 
to suppress it, and Richard Lownes, its prin¬ 
ter, was committed to prison by the House 
of Commons on 16 Oct. 1647 ( Commons' 
Journals, v. 885). Nedham was obliged to 
leave London, and for a time lay concealed in 
the house of Dr. Peter ITeylyn [q. v.J at Min¬ 
ster Lovel in Oxfordshire (Wood, iii. 1181). 
In .Tune 1649 he was caught and committed 
to Newgate, but was discharged three months 
later (14 Nov.) on taking the ‘ engagement’ 
(Cal. State Papers, Dom. 1649-60, pp. 387, 
1554). According to Wood, Speaker Lenthall 
and John Bradshaw saved his life, procured 
his pardon, and engaged him to adopt the 
cause of the Commonwealth. Thoflrstfruit of 
his conversion was the publication, on 8 May 
1660, of ‘The Case or the Commonwealth 
of England stal ed: or the equity, utility, and 
necessity of a submission to thu present 
Government cleared, out of Monuments both 
Sacred and Civil. . . With a Discourse of 
the Excellency of a Freo State above a 
Kingly Government.’ In his address ‘To the 
Header’ Nodliam boldly begins: ‘Perhaps 
thou art of on opinion contrary to what is 
here written ; 1 confess thn t for a t iino I myself 
was so too, till some causes made me reflect 
with an impartial eye upon the affairs of 
the new government.’ _ For this thorough¬ 
going and cynical vindication of the govern¬ 
ment, the council of state voted Nedham 
a gift of 507, and ordered him for the future 
a pension of 1007 a year, * whereby he may 
be enabled to subsist wbiio he endeavours t ho 
service of the Commonwealth’ (24 May 
1660; Cal, State Papers, Dom. 1660, p. 14). 

Nedham noxt undertook the editorship of 
a new weekly paper, entitled ‘Morcurius 
Politious,' the first numbor of which was 
published on 18 Juno 1650, ‘ Nowappeared 
in print,’ writes Heath, ‘ as the weekly 
champion of the new Commonwealth, and to 
bespatter the King with the basest of scur¬ 
rilous raillery, one Marchamount Needham, 
under the name of Politicus, I ranscendently 
gifted in opprobrious and treasonable) droll, 
and hired therefore by Bradshaw to act the 
second part to his starched and more solemn 
treason; who began his first diurnal with an 
invective against Monarchy and the Presby¬ 
terian Scotch Kirk, and ended it with an 
Hosanna to Oliver Cromwell’ ( Chronicle , ed. 
1663, p. 492; cf. The Character of Merourius 
Politious, 1600, 4to), Tho most character¬ 
istic feature of ‘Morcurius Politicus was 
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the loading article, sometimes a commentary 
on the situation of publio affairs, sometimes 
a short treatise on political principles in 
general, which was frequently continued from 
number to number. Milton was charged, 
from about March 1651, with the general 
supervision and censorship of ‘Merourius 
Politicus,’ and Professor Masson suggests 
that certain passages in these leading articles 
may have been written or inspired by him 
(Life of Milton, iv. 324-86). 

The government also employed Nedham's 
pen in connection with its foreign policy. 
On 14 Oct. 1650 he was instructed 1 to put 
into Latin the treatise he wrote in answer to 
a Spanish piece written in defence of the 
m urderers of Mr. Asoham ’ (Cal. State Papers, 
Dom. 1650, p, 387). On 10 Feb. 1653 ho 
was voted 2007 ‘ for his great labour in trans¬ 
lating Mr. Salden’s “blare Clausum”' (ib. 
1062-8, p. 480). Cromwell continued Ned¬ 
ham's pension, and maintained him as editor 
of ‘ Merourius Politicus.’ To this ho added 
also the editorship of the ‘Public Intelli¬ 
gencer,’ an official journal of the samo nature 
as the ‘ Merourius Politious,’ hut published 
on Mondays instead of Thursdays (Mass on, 
iv. 62). 

Nedham was bIbo conspicuous os a cham¬ 
pion of the Protector's ecclesiastical policy, 
lie attended the meetings of the fifth- 
monarchymen ntBlackfriars, mid reported to 
the Protector the hostile sermons of Christo¬ 
pher Peaks [q. v.l and other leaders of that 
sect (Cal. State Papers, Dom. 1668-4, 808, 
303; of. Thujklod, iii. 488). When John 
Goodwin [q. v.] attacked tlio Triers, Ned¬ 
ham took up tlieir defence, and treated 
Goodwin with his usual scurrility (Hilt- 
nuur, Historical Memorials relating to the 
Independents, iii, 482). Goodwin retorted 
by describing Nedham as having ‘ a foul 
mouth, which Satan hath opened against the 
truth and mind of God,’ and as being‘a per¬ 
son of an infamous and unclean character ’ 

( Triumviri, 1868, Preface). The charge against 
Nedham’s morals was also repeated in a 
dofonce of Goodwin, entitled ‘ A Letter 
of Address to the Protector,’ by a writer 
styling himsolf D. F. (4to, 1667, p. 8). After 
Cromwell’s death these attacks redoubled. 
Nedham was denounced as ‘ a lying, railing 
Rabshakeb, and defamer of the Lord’s people.’ 
His removal from all publio employment 
was demanded. ‘ They that like him, or are 
like to him, will say: “lie is a man of 
parts, and hath a notable vein of writing.” 
Doubtless so hath tho Devil; . . . mast 
therefore the Devil ... bo made uso of P ’ 
(A Second Narrative cf the Late Parliament, 
1668, p. 87; A True Catalogue qfthe Places 

K 



Needham 162 Needham 


where Richard Cromwell was proclaimed Pro¬ 
tector, 1659,p, 75). Obediont to those denun¬ 
ciations, the restored Long parliament, on 
13 May 1059, removed Nedham from the 
post of editor of the ‘ Public Intelligencer,’ 
but restored him again on 15 Aug. following 
( Commons’ Journals, vii. 652, 768). Profes¬ 
sor Masson concludes, from the wording of 
the orders, that Nedham contrived to retain 
the editorship of ‘ Mercurius Politicus ’ during 
the three months of his suspension, and Wood, 
states that he started a new paper called 
1 The Moderate Informer,' of widen the first 
number appoared on 12 May 1659 (Masson, 
Life of Milton, iv. 671 j Athena Oxon. iii. 
1186). 

A pamphlet against the restoration of 
monarchy, entitled ‘Interest will not lie,’ 
proving that evervparty would lose by the 
return of Charles II, doubtless helped him 
to regain the favour of the republicans. But 
as he was hated by royalists and presby- 
terians, and suspected to be the author of a 
pretended letter from the court of Charles IT, 
entitled 1 News from Brussells,’ he was re¬ 
moved from the editorship both of the ‘ Mor- 
curius’ and the ‘ Intelligence ’ by the council 
of state (0 April 1600; Whithiookk, Me¬ 
morials, iv. 406. ed. 1853). Royalist pam¬ 
phleteers wero already suggesting that the 
coming restoration would be incomplete 
unless he were hanged. Extracts from ‘ iVIer- \ 
curius Politicus,’ bringing together all his 
abuse of Charles T[ and his family, wero 
.published under the title of ‘ A Rope for Pol, 
or a TTue and Cry after Marchamont Ned¬ 
ham,’May 1600 (see also Kiibtjrne,M New 
Year's Gift for Mercurius Petitions j A 
Dialogue between Thomas Scot and Marcha- 
mont, Nerlham concerning the Affairs of the 
Nation: The Downfall of Mcrourius Rritan- 
nicus-Pragmaticus- Politicus, that Three¬ 
headed Cerberus). 

_ Nedham fled from England about the ha- 
ginning of May 1660, and took refuge in 
Holland (Mabsok, Life of Milton, v. 702), 
A few months later, ‘for money given to an 
hungry courtier,’ he obtained his pardon 
under the great seal, and was able to return 
to England in safely. 

For the rest of his life Nedham lived by 
practising physic, but gradually returned to 
his old trade of pamphleteering. The ‘ Dis- 
courseconcerningSchoolsaudSclioolmuRters, 1 
which he published in 166S, suggests several 
reforms in education, hut was also written 
to serve a political purpose. In the Interest 
of orthodoxy he proposed the exclusion of 
schismatic schoolmasters from the teaching 
profession, Ileaslts ‘ whether it be consistent 
•to banish schism out of the church and to 


countenance it in the schools,’ and answers; 
‘ If these schismatic schnolmastors were given 
by the vicar-general licence to practice 
physic instead of teach schools,’ it would be 
safer for the public. Nedham’s orthodoxy was 
probably only skin-deep j in medicine, at all 
events, he remained nn open heretic and 
scoffer. ITis ‘ Medela iMediciure,’ published 
in 1665, was 1 a plea for the free profession 
and renovation of the art of physic,’ nn at¬ 
tack on the College of Physicians and its 
methods, and a complaint of the negloct of 
chemistry for anatomy. This atl runted several 
refutations, due rather to its vigour than its 
intrinsic value. ‘ Four champions,’ boosted 
Nedham,‘wore employed by the College of 
Physicians to write against this book,’adding 
that two died shortly afterwards, the third 
took to drink, and the fourth UBlcod his par¬ 
don publicly, 1 confessing that he was set on 
by the brotherhood of the confederacy’ 
(Wood, Athena Oxon. iii. 1187). Tbogovern¬ 
ment of Charles II bo far condoned Nedham’s 
past political offences that it even employed 
ids pen to attack the parliamentary opposi¬ 
tion and its Isadora. Nodliam assailed thorn 
in his ‘ Pacquet of Advices to Lhe Men of 
Shaftesbury ’ (1676), for which service he is 
said to have been paid 500/., and possibly 
obtained 50/. (34 th Rep. of the Deputy- 
Keeper of Public Records, p. 312). A cir¬ 
cumstantial account of his introduction to 
the Earl of Danby by Justice Warcup is 
given in a contemporary pamphlet (‘No Pro¬ 
testant Plot,’ 1682, 4to, pt. iii. p. 58). Bnthe 
did not long enjoy the fruits of thin new 
employment. ‘ This most seditions, mutable, 
anil railing author,’ snys Wood, ‘ died sud¬ 
denly in tiro house of one Kidder, in Dnvoreux 
Court, near Temple Bur, London, in 1078, and 
was buried on tno 29th of November at the 
upper end of the body of the church of St. 
Clemont’s Danes, near the ontranco into the 
chancel.’ But two years lafer, when the 
chancel was robuilt, Ins monnraont waslaken 
away or defaced (Wood, Athence Oxon, iii. 
1180). 

In person Nedham is dosoribocl as short, 
thick-set, and blftck-hftirnd ( Aulieus his Hue 
ami Cry after Britannicus, 1045), Ncdlmrn 
married twice. By his first wife, Lucy, ho 
had a son named Marchamont (/». (! May 
1062) (Masson, Life of Milton, iv. 433). Ilis 
second wife was a widow named Elisabeth 
Thompson (Okestt®, London Mrtrrinr/e Li¬ 
cences , p. 062 : the lioenco is dated 18 April 
1863). 

Omitting the newspapers mentioned in the 
article, the following is a list of Nedhnm’s 
works: 1. ‘ A Chock to the Checker of Bri- 
tannicusj or the Honour and Integrity of 
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Col. Nath. Fiennes rovived,’ 1614, 4fo, 

2. ‘ Independoncy no Schism; or an Answer 
to a Scandalous Boole entitled “ The Schis¬ 
matic Sifted,” written by Mr. John Vicars,’ 
1640, 4to: said to be ‘By M. N., Med, Pr.‘ 

3. < The Case of the Kingdom stated accord¬ 

ing to the proper Interests of the several 
Parties engaged, 1 1G47, 4to ; anon. 4. 1 The 
Levellers Leyellod; or the Independents’ 
Conspiracy to root out Monarchy : an Inter¬ 
lude/ 1647, 4to (said to bo by Marcums 
Pragmaticus). 6. ‘The Lawyer of Lincoln’s 
Inn refuted i or an Apology for the Army,’ 
1047, 4to: attributed to Nedham by Barlow 
in the Bodleian copy. 0. ‘ A Pica for the 
King and Kingdom, by way of Answer to a 
late Itemonstrance of the Army,’ 1648, 4to. 
7. ‘Digitus Dei; or God's Justice upon 
Treachery and Treason exemplified in the 
Life and Death of the lato James Dulce of 
Hamilton, 1649, 4ln. This tract closely re¬ 
sembles another on the same subject, pub¬ 
lished in June 1618, entitled ‘The Manifold 
Practices aud Attempts of tho Ilamiltons 
... to get the Crown of Scotland,’ which 
Wood in consequence attributes also to Nod- 
ham. 8. ‘ Tho Case ol' the Commonwealth 
of England stated. . . . Willi a Discourse 
of the Excellency of a Froo State above a 
Kingly Government,’ 1649, 4to; 2nd odit. 
1660. 9. ‘ The Excellency of a Free State,’ 
12mo, 1660, anon. A reprint edited by 
Richard Baron, in 8vo, nppoared in 1707 
(cf. Life of Thomas Hollis , 1760, p. 360), Tt 
was translated into French by T. Mundar 
(2 vole. 8vo, Paris, 1790). This worlc is a ' 
compilation from the loading articlos of Mer- 
ouriue Politicua. 10. ‘Trial of Mr. John 
Goodwin at tlio Bar of Religion and Eight 
Reason,’11167, 4to. 11. ‘The great Accuser 
oast down; an Answer to a scandalous Book, 
entitled “The Triers Triad aud Oast, by Mr. 
John Goodwin,”’ 1667, 4to, 12. ‘Iiitorosl 
will not lie; or a Viow of England’s true 
Interest . . . in Refutation of a traasonablo 
Pamphlet ontitlod “ The Interest of England 
slated," ’ 1069, 4lo. Tho Lraot answorod is 
repvintod by Masores, 1 Helocl Tracts relating 
to the Civil Wars,’ 1816, ii. 273, who altii- 
butes it to John Foil. 13. ‘ Nows from Brus¬ 
sels, in a Loiter from a near Attendant on 
His Majesty’s Person to a Person of Honour 
here,’ dated 10 March 1600, Answered by 
John Evolyu in ‘The Late Nows from Brus¬ 
sels unmasquod,’ and reprinted with the An¬ 
swer by Upcott in Evelyn's ‘ Miscellaneous 
Works,’ 4to, 1826, p. 193. Seo also ‘ Baker's 
Chrouiclo,’ continued by Phillips, ed. 1670, 
p, 721, 14. ‘ A Short History of tlio Eng¬ 

lish Robollion, completed in Verso,’ 1001, 
4to, This is a collection of verses printed In 


‘Mercuries Pragmatious,’ now republished to 
curry favour with the royalists; 2ndedit. 1680. 
Reprinted in J. Morgan’s ‘Phoenix Britan- 
nictm,’ 1732, p. 174; and in the 1 Harleian Mis¬ 
cellany,’ od. Park, ii. 621. 16. ‘ A Discourse 
concerning Schools and Schoolmasters,’ 1663, 
4to, 16. ‘Mudsla Medicinas, a Plea for tho 
Free Profession and a Renovation of the Art 
of Physick,’ 8vo, 1666. Answered bv John 
Twysden in 'Medicine Veterum vindicate,’ 
8vo, 1060; Robert Sprackling in ‘ Medela 
Ignorantise,' 1660,8vo; and by George Oaatle 
in ‘Reflections on a Book called “Medela 
Medicium,”’ printed with ‘The Chymical 
Galenist' in 1607, 8vo. 17. ‘An Epi¬ 
stolary Discourse before “ Medioina Instau- 
rata, by Edward Bolnest, M.D.,” ’ 1606,12mo. 
18. Prefoee to ‘A Now Idea of tlie Prac¬ 
tice of Physic,’ by Franeiscue de le Boo- 
Sylvius, 1676, 8vo. 19, ‘ APacquet of Ad¬ 
vices and Animadversions sent from Lon¬ 
don to the Men of Shaftesbury, . . . Ocoa- 
Bioned by a seditious Pamphlet entitled “A 
Latter from a Person of Quality to his 
Friend in the Country,”’1076, 4to. 20. ‘A 
Second Pecquet of Advices,’ 1677, 4to. On 
thoso two pamphlets see Marvell’s ‘ Account 
of the Growth of Popery and Arbitrary 
Govurnment in England; ’ Marvell’s ‘ Works,' 
od. Urosart, iv. 316. 21. 1 Christioninaimnn 
chrislianandns; or Reasons for the Reduc¬ 
tion of France to a more Christian State in 
Europe,’ 1078, 4lo. 

Nedham also wrote several minor pieces 
which have not boen identified. Ilis trans¬ 
lation of Solden’s ‘ Mare Clausum,’ 1652, foL, 
suppressed tho original dedication to the 
king, and added an appendix containing 
‘additional evidenooa’ of the sovereignty oi 
the kings of Great Britain onthosoa, ‘which 
ho procured, as ’Iwas thought, of John Brad¬ 
shaw ’( Wood). The translation was re-edited, 
and the original dedication restored by 
JTamos] TRowell] in 1002 (cf. Pnprs, Diary, 
eel. Wheatley, iii. 98). 

Satires against Nodham in prose and verso 
aro vory numerous. The following may ho 
addod to those already mentioned: ‘ Mor- 
curius Aqual ions; or tho Water Poet’s An¬ 
swer to all that shall bo Writ by Morcurius 
Britanicus,’by John Taylor, 1643.4to; ‘Re¬ 
bels Anathematised ami Anatomised,’ 1046, 
4lo, by the same author. Sir Francis Wort¬ 
hy's ‘ Characters and _ Elegies,’ 1640, 4to, 
contain ‘Britauicus his Pedigree’ (v . 20); 
and Worthy also wroio‘Britauicushis VVel- 
| como to Ilell,’ 1647, 4to. Cleveland has a 
1 poem on ‘ Britauicus his Loap thrse-story 
| high, and his Escape from London ’ {Poems, 
ed. 1687, p. 247). ‘ The groat As-ujsos holdon 
on Parnassus by Apollo, 1645, 4to, reviows 
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the character of all contemporary journalists, 
including Britannicus; and Nednam is also 
mentioned in T. Wright’s ‘ Poliiical Ballads ’ 
(publishedduring the Commonwealth), 1841, 
pp. 66-63. 

[A. good lifo of Nadham is given in Athena 
Oxon Hi. 1179, See also Masson’s Life of Mil- 
ton, iv. 37, 226, 835, v. 671, 702, vi. 808; 
Bourne’s English Newspapers, 1887, i. 12-29 ; 
other authorities mentioned in the article,] 

0. H. F. 

NEEDHAM, PETER (1680-17S1), 
classical scholar, bom at Stockport in 1680, 
was son of the Rev. Samuel Needham, who, 
after keeping a private school at Bradenham, 
Norfolk, was appointed master of Stock- 
port grammar school. Petor attended his 
father’s school at Bradenham until he matri¬ 
culated at St. John’s College, Cambridge, on 
18 April 1693 (Mavob, Admissions, pt. ii, p. 
129). He was elected Billingsley scholar m 
1663 on the same day as Ambrose Phillips 
became a foundation scholar, and he was a 
fellow of his college from 12 April 1698 
until March 1716 (Bake®, Hist, of St. John's 
College, i. 301-8). He graduated B.A. in 
1696, M.A. in 1700, B.D. in 1707, and D.D. 
in 1717. In 1700 he left Cambridge to be¬ 
come rector of Ovington, Norfolk. He was 
appointed vicar of Madingley in 1711, and 
rector both of Whatton, Leicestershire, and 
Oonington, Cambridgeshire, in 1713. In the 
following year a prebend in the church of 
St. Florence, Pembrokeshire, was conferred 
on him, and in 1717 the‘rectory of Stan- 
wick, Northamptonshire. He rebuilt the rec¬ 
tor's bouse at a cost of 1,0001, and died at 
Stanw' -k on 6 Dec. 1731. 

Needham was an accomplished scholar in 
both Latin and Greek. He published edi¬ 
tions of the * Geoponica; ’ of the ‘ Commentary 
on the Golden Verses of Pythagoras,’ by 
Hierocles the neoplalonist j and of Theo¬ 
phrastus’s ‘ Characters.’ Bentley is said to 
have supplied some notes for the Hierocles 
(cf. Niohom, Lit. Anecdotes, iv. 271). Need¬ 
ham also devoted much labour to the text 
of ASschylus, and Iub manuscript collections 
were freely used by Anthony Askew [q. y.L 
Samuel Butler (1774-1889) [q. v.J, and 
Bishop Blomfield in. their editions of that 
dramatist. Bernard de Montfaucon, the 
editor of the Benedictine edition of ‘St. 
OhryBostom’ (1718), acknowledged much 
assistance from Needham, whom he described 
as ‘ vir doctissimua amioiBsimusque.’ 

Needham was a frequent correspondent of 
Thomas Heame [q. vi], who complained in 
1705 of hie failure to acknowledgo in his 
‘Geoponica ’ the help that he derived from 
Oxfordlibraries,but afterwards described him 


as ‘an ingenious, learned gentleman,’ and 
examined many Greek manuscripts for hi® 
in the Bodleian Library (Hbabhd, Collec- 
tions, i. 78, iii. 128). Ileama credited hi® 
with being a ‘ most rash whig ’ (ii. 93). a 
letter from Needham to Richard Rawlinson, 
another Oxford scholar, dated 18 Oct. 1715, 
is in the Bodleian Library (MS. Rawl. 268' 
No. 107). Cole, the Cambridge antiquary, 
represents Needham as ‘a great epicure,’and 
relates some anecdotes by way of proof. 

Besides a sermon preached at Cambridge 
in 1716 ( Needham published: J. ‘ IYojroniitti, 
Geoponicorum sive de re ruslica libri xx,, 
Oassiano Basso Scliolastico Collectors, antes 
Constantino Porpliyrogesmoto a quibusdam 
adscript! Gr. et. Lat. oum notis et omenda- 
tionibus. Cantab. Typis Acadomicia. Im.- 
psnsis A. et J. Churchill Bibliopolarum Lon- 
dinensium, 1704;’ dedicated to John Moore 
(1646-1714) [q. v.], bishop of Norwich, 
2. ‘ Ilieroolis pmlosoplii Aloxandrini Com- 
mentarius in Aurea Oarmina de Provident® 
at Fato qum supersunt et reliqua fragments 
Grrece et Latina. Grmca oum MSS. collata 
castigavit versionem recensuit notos et In- 
dicem adjeoit Pet. Needliam. Cantab, Typis 
Academicis, Impensis A. et J. Churchill'Bi- 
hliopolarum Londineiisium,’ 1700, 8vo; dedi¬ 
cated to William, lord Cowper, lord chan¬ 
cellor. 8. ‘ Qeocj>pacrrov Xupaxrqpes Hdufot. 
Theophrasti Ohoracteres Ethici Greece et 
Latine, Cantab. Typ. Acad.,’ by Cornelius 
OrownMd, 1712, with the notes of Isaac 
Oasauhon, and the ‘ Prelection oa ’ of James 
D uport [q. v.],_ whiob Needham printed for the 
flrBt time. It is a fino specimen of typography, 
extending to nearly five hundrod pages, and 
is dedicated to John Mooro, bishop of Ely, 
This edition was thrice reissued at Glasgow 
by Robert Foulis in 1743,1748, and 1785, in 
each case without Duport's ‘ Prcoloctiones.’ 


[Dole's MS. Athens) Cantab, in Brit. Mus. 
Acfdjt. MS. 5877, f. 7; manuscript epitaph in 
British Museum copy of Needham's (5 eoponicit, 
1704, once belonging to Thomas Tyrwhlt; Nooil- 
liam's works, and authorities cited.] S L. 

NEEDHAM, WALTER (1031 P-1691 P), 
physician and anatomist, born about 1081, 
is described in the scholars’ register of Trinity 
College, Cambridge, as 1 Salopensis,’ and it 
therefore seems probable that he was dis¬ 
tantly connected with the Needhams of Sha- 
vington,_ a village on the Cheshire border of 
Shropshire. Educated as a queen’s scholar at 
Westminster School, he was elocted to Trinity 
College, Cambridge, in 1660, tho senior Cam¬ 
bridge scholarforthe year being John Dry den. 
Needham was admitted to Trinity College as 
a pensioner on 17 June 1650, Drydon did 
not enter till 2 Oct, In 1654 he graduated 
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B.A., and on 25 July 1665 he was admitted 
a fellow of Queens’‘College. lie soems to 
jjava resided in Cambridge until 1659j when 
he left the university to practise for a short 
time in Shropshire. In 1660 he was living in 
Oxford and attending ihe lectures of Willis, 
Millington, and his old schoolfellow Lower, 
who was his senior by a year, There he made 
Anthony t, Wood’s acquaintance, and asso¬ 
ciated with the men who shortly afterwards 
founded the Royal Sooioty. Needham sub¬ 
sequently returned to Cambridge, and took 
the degree of doctor of physic from Queens’ 
College on 5 July 1604. He was in Decem¬ 
ber 1664 admitte’d au honorary fellow of the 
Royal College of Physicians—a grade of 
fellows instituted in September 1604 at the 
suggestion of Sir Edward Alston, the presi¬ 
dent. On 4 Aug. 1007 his 4 Disquisitio aua- 
tomica de f'ormato h’rotu ’ was licensed to be 
printed; in this work he states that he was 
living a long way from London. lie was 
admitted a fallow of the Royal Society on 
6 April 1671, and on 7 Nov. 1672 lie was 
appointed physician to Sutton's Charity (the 
Charterhouse) in succession to Dr. Castle. 
In 1078 he road a paper before the Royal 
Society giving tho results of some experi¬ 
ments he had mado in conjunction with 
Mr. Sergeant-surgeon Wiseman on tho value 
of Denis’s newly discovered liquor for stop¬ 
ping arterial bleeding. In 1681 ho was 
living in Groat Queen Street, Broad Sanc¬ 
tuary ; on 30 Jan. of that year Wood incor¬ 
rectly recorded that Richard Allcstree [q. v.] 
died there in his house. lie wa3 created a fol¬ 
low of the Royal Colloge of PhysicianB under 
the charter of James II, and was admittod on 
12 April 1687. He died, Wood tolls us, on 
6 April 1091, and was buriod obscurely in 
the church of St. Qilos-in-the-Eields, near 
London (Wool), Life and Times, Oxf. Hist, 
Soo. iii. 868). Executions were out against 
him to seize both body and goods. 

Needham was held in high esteem by his 
contemporaries, and, aocordiug to W ood, had 
much practice. 

Ilia chief published work, apart from 
papers in the 4 Philosophical Transactions,’ 
was' Disquisitio anatomion de formatoFootu, 1 
London, 1667, 8vo, dedicated to Robert 
Boyle, and published by liadulpli Needham 
at the Bell in Little Britain. It was re¬ 
printed at Amsterdam in 1668, and was in¬ 
cluded by Olorious and Mangelus in thair 
4 Bibliotheca Anatomica,’ issued at Geneva 
in 1699, i. 087-728. Tho book treats of the 
structure and functions of the placenta or 
afterbirth in man and animals, It is written 
in excellent idiomatic Latin, Sydenham 
speaks of him in the dedicatory epistle of his 


4 Observationes Medic®’ to Dr. Mapletoft, 
an old Westminster boy, as 4 lam Medio® 
Artis, quam rei literariro deeus et laus.' 
Bishop Patrick racords Needham’s account 
of the death of CharleBlI (Autobiog. p. 101). 

[Wood’s Life and Fasti j Munk’s Coll. ofPhys. 
i. 472; additional filets kindly given to the 
writer by the president of Queens’ Oollogo, Cam¬ 
bridge) ; by tho librarian of Trinity College, Cam¬ 
bridge ; and by Mr. A. ObunoFletehor, tho present 
medionl offieor to the Oliortorhonse.] D'A. P. 

_ NEEDLER, BENJAMIN (1020-1682), 
ejected minister, son of Thomas Needier, of 
Laleham, Middlesex, was born on 29 Nov, 
1620. He was admitted to Merchant Taylors’ 
School on 11 Sept. 1684, was head scholar 
in 1640, and was eleotod to St. John’s Col¬ 
lege, Oxford, on 11 June 1642, raatrioulating 
on 1 July. He was elected fellow of his 
college in 1645, but appears to have been 
non-resident, as his submission is not regis¬ 
tered. Joining the proBbyterian party, ho 
was summoned to assist the parliamentary 
visitors of the university in 1648, and was 
by them creatod B.O.L. on 14 April of the 
same year. On 8 Aug. ho was appointed to 
tho rectory of St. Margaret Moses, Friday 
Street, London. It is not known whethor 
he took episcopal orders or not. lie was one 
of the ministers in London who in January 
1048-9 signed the 4 Serious and Faithful 
Representation ’ to General Fairfax, petition¬ 
ing for tho life of tho king and the main¬ 
tenance of parliament. On his marriage in 
] 051 with Marie, sister of Nathanael Oul- 
vorwell [q, v.l, Needier resigned his fellow¬ 
ship as St. John’s Colloge. 

In August. 1662 lie was ejected from his 
rectory by the Aol of Uniformity, and after¬ 
wards retired to North Wamborough in 
Hampshire, where he preached privately till 
tho time of Mb death. IIo was buriod at 
Odiliam, near Winchfleld, on 20 Oot. 1082. 
Needier had several childron. The baptisms 
of six are reoorded in the registers of St. 
Margaret Moses between January 1651-2 
and May 1602, and the burials of two of 
thorn in 1658 and 1659 respectively. 

He was an able preacher, and, acoording to 
Baxter, a very bumble, grave, and peaceable 
divino (SrLVBSTDR, Jleliq. Baxt iii. 94). ne 
published 4 Expository Notes with Practical 
Observations towards the opening of the live 
first Chapters of Genesis,’ London, 1055, and 
throe sermons which are reprinted in various 
editions of 4 Morning Exercises’ (of. these of 
1660, 1661, 1676, 1076, 1077, and 1844). 
Dunn speaks highly of all these sermons. 
Nuodlor also wrote some verses on the death 
of Jeremiah Whitaker, which were published 
in Bimo l Ashe’s funeral sermon on Whitaker, 
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entitled ‘ Living Loves between Christ and 
Dying Christians,’ London, 1654. 

'C'cn.TDEWBLi, Needles (fi. 1710), son of 
Benjamin (baptised 6 March 1650 at St. 
Margaret Moses), was appointed additional 
writing clerk to the House of Lords on 
25 March 1679, and later on clerk-assistant 
to the House of Commons, which latter post 
he retained till December 1710, when he was 
‘disabled by palsie,’ He published ‘De¬ 
bates of the llouae of Commons in January 
1704/ London, 1721 (2nd od.) 

[Wood’s AthenBe (Bliss), vol. iv. col. 48; 
Wood’s Fasti (Bliss), voL ii. col. 110; Robin- 
aon’s Beg. of Merchant Taylors' School, i. 180; 
Foster’s Alumni Oxon. 1600-1714; Barrows’s 
Beg. of Visitors of Univ. of Oxford (Camden 
Soc.), p. 660; Wilson’s Hist, of Merchant Taylors' 
School, pp. 267-8, 296-8, 303, 316, 782, 826-6, 
1196; Dunn's Divines, p. 17; Lords’ Journals, 
x.428a,xhi. 487a; Hist.MSS.Comm, 11thEep. 
App.ii p. 172, App. iv. p. 143; parish register of 
Ockham per the Rev. W. H. Windle, of St Mar¬ 
garet Moses per the Bev. C. Lloyd Engstrom.] 

B. P. 

NEEDLER, HENRY 71686-1760), ama¬ 
teur of music, the last of the Needlers of 
Surrey, was horn in London in 1686. As 
a young man he entered the excise office, 
and in March 1710 was appointed accountant 
for the candle duty, but through life he 
managed, without neglecting his profession, 
to practise music, ‘his only pleasure’ (Haw- 
kies). His father, an accomplished violinist, 
give him his earliest lessons. Daniel Pur¬ 
cell taught him harmony (Gbove), and the 
younger John Banister, first violin at Drury 
Lane Theatre, carried on his training. In 
due time Needier performed at the house of 
Thomas Britton [q. v.l, 1 the musical small- 
coal man,’ and at weekly private concerts in 
noblemen’s houses. He came to know Dan- 
del, who visited himin Clement’s Lane, behind 
the church in the Strand, and he was an ac¬ 
tive member of the Academy of Vocal Music, 
a society meeting at the Crown Tavern in 
the Strand. Here he led the violins, and 
undertook librarian’s and secretary’s duties, 
cataloguing the music. 

It is related that a volume of twelve of 
Corelli's concertos came accidentally into 
Needler’s hands during a musical meeting, 
and that he and his friends forthwith played 
through the whole number. His admiration 
of Corelli led Needier to study his violin 
music until ha excelled in its interpretation. 
He was in fact a fine and delicate performer, 
and equal to any difficulty before his arm 
grew stiff (Ha wkins). Twenty-eightvolumes 
of Needler’s extensive transcriptions from 
the Oxford and other libraries are in the 


British Museum Addit. MSS. 6086 to 6062. 
He died on 8 Aug. 1760, in his seventy-fifth 
year, and was buried at Frindsbury, near 
Rochester, where, in the previous century, the 
Needlers had owned for a time the famous 
quarry house and lands. lie married late 
in life, and had no children. Needier had 
inherited property at Horley, Surrey, of which 
he left by will the life interest to his widow 
Hester, and to his sister Elizabeth, and the 
reversion to other relatives and rightful heirs. 
A portrait of Needier, engraved by Grignion 
after Mathias, is given in Hawkins’s ‘ History 
of Music,’ 1776. 

A volume of anthems composed by Mrs. 
Needier, and dated 1761, iB in Brit. Mus. 
Addit. MB. 6068, 

[Hawkins’s Hist, of Music, pp. 791, 808; 
Grove’s Diet, of Musio, ii. 460; Autobiography 
and Correspondence of Mrs. Delany, i. 228; 
Areheeologia Cantiana, xvii. 177; Records of the 
Acad of Vocal Music, Brit. Mus. Addit. MS. 
11782; Registers of Wills, P. O. O. Lynch, 333; 
Official Registers of the Excise Office; inscrip¬ 
tions at Frindsbury Churcb, kindly supplied by 
the Bov. W. H. Jackson.] L. M. M. 

NEELE, HENRY (1798-1828), poet and 
miscellaneous writer, was bom on 29 Jan, 
1798 in the Strand, London, where his father 
carried on business as a map and heraldic en¬ 
graver. He was edueated at a private school 
atEonlishTown, and afterwards articled to 
a solicitor, and admitted to practice after 
the expiration of the usual period. Ho never 
relinquished his profession, but his attention 
must nave been mainly devoted to literature. 
In January 1817, while yet serving his 
articles, he had published at Iris fathers ex¬ 
pense 1 Odes, and other Poems/ betraying 
the influence of Collins, which attracted the 
attention of Dr. Nathan Drake, by whom 
they were highly commended. A second 
edition was printed in July 1820; and in 
March 1823 appeared ‘ Poems, Dramatic and 
Miscellaneous,’ inscribed to. Joanna Bnillie, 
This volume obtained considerable success, 
and rnado Neelo a popular contributor to 
magazines and annuals, for which lie con¬ 
tinued to produoe tales and poems during 
the remainder of his short life. He pre¬ 
pared in 1826, and delivered in 1827, a 
course of lectures on English poetry, which 
were published after liis death, and which, 
if in no way original, exhibit a sensitive per¬ 
ception of poetical beauty and a correct taste. 
An edition of Shakespeare, issued in ports, 
was soon discontinued for want of support. 
In 1827 he published a collected edition of 
his poems (2 vote. 16mo), and in the same 
year produced his ‘Romance of English 
History,’ in three volumes, a collection of 
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tales illustrative of roinant io pass ages in Eng¬ 
lish history, one of a series of works on the 
histories of the chiof nations of the world, 
composed by various authors as commissions 
from the publishing fir m of Edward Bull. 
The ‘Romance ’ of France was by Leitclx 
Bitchie [q. v.l of Italy by Olinrlus Mael'ar- 
lane [q. v.l, of Spain by Don T. de Trueba, 
and oTIndia by John Hobart Oauator [q. v.] 
The five have been republished in tlio Ohan- 
dos Classics. Notwithstomling tho extent of 
Neele's contributions, it was written in six 
months, and the overstrain of composition 
and research was beliovod to have boon the 
oause of tho untimely fate of the author, who 
was found dead in bod on 7 Fob, 1828, having 
ent bis throat in an access of insanity, under 
the delusion that his private affairs had be¬ 
come hopelessly embarrassed. No symptom 
of a disordered mind appears in his writings, 
which, although tinged with poetical inolan- 
eholy, are always lucid and coherent; and 
his conversation is represented to have been 
cheerful and vivacious, while ho was irre¬ 
proachable in every relation of life. His 

I Literary Remains,'published in one volume 
in 1829, included lus 1 Lectures on English 
Poetry' and a number of talus and poems, 
some never before published, others collected 
from the ‘Monthly Magazine,’ ‘Forgot mo 
not,’ and othor periodicals. 

As a poot, Neele can hardly claim higher 
rank than that of on olegant and nal ural vor- 
sifler ; whoso compositions are tho iruit of ft 
genuine poetical impulse, but who lias neither 
sufficient originality of thought nor force of 
expression to produce any considerable effect. 
His sincerity and spontaneity plead in his 
favour so long as he confines liimsolf to 
lyric i his dramatic attempts are grievously 
defective in truth of representation, Ills 
short stories frequently exhibit considerable 
power of imagination und description, espe¬ 
cially one in which tho legends of the Wan¬ 
dering Jew and Agrippa’a Magic Mirror arc 
very happily combined. Ilis romantic illus¬ 
trations of English history wore popular in 
their day, and might please in ours wore not 
the curious dialect wlucli was then considered 
to represent mediaeval English now on I indy 
nut of date. A portrait, engraved by Node 
after Archer, was prefixed to Ihe ‘ Literary 
Remains.’ 

(Memoir proflxod to Node's Literary Ro¬ 
manis, 1829 j Georgian Em, vot, iii. j Times, 

II Feb. 1828; (font.,Mug. 1828, i. 278 ; Nathan 

Drake’s Wiator Nights.] R, G. 

NEELE or NEALE, Sin RIOITAltD (d. 
1188), judge, was son of Richard Noolo, who 
was elected member of parliament for Leices¬ 
ter on 21 Deo. 1141 (Official Jtatums, i. 838), 


and died in tba following year. Before 1461 
Neele bad evident lyrcouivod grunts from tho 
crown, as he was specially exempted from 
the Act of Resumption passed on Edward I V’s 
accession (itolls afj?arl. v. 476 «), In 1463 
he was a member of Gray’s Inn, whcuoe ha 
was called serjeant on 7 Nov. On 12 Aug. 
1484, according to Dug dale (Chron. tier. 
p. 69), he was appointed Icing's serjeant, but 
tile ‘ Calendar of Patent Rolls’ records this 
promotion in 1400, When Henry VI was 
restored on 9 Oot. 1470, Neele was made a 
justice of the Icing’s bench; but on Edward’s 
return ho was, on 29 May, transferred to 
tho common pleas. To this post ho was re¬ 
appointed on tho accession of Edward V, 
Richard III, and Henry VII. Before 1483 
he was knighted, and in that year served ns 
a trier of petitions from England, Wales, 
and Ireland. lie died on 11J une i486, and 
was buried in Brest,wold Church, Leicester¬ 
shire, whsve an alabnstor moniunont was 
raised to Iris memory. lie marriod Isabella 
Butler of Warrington, Lancashire, by whom 
he had two sons, Ohmtoplior and Richard, 
whose great-grandson married a sister of 
Clrief-justioo (Joke. Brestwold, which was 
acquired by Neele, became tho family seat. 

[Cal. Itot, Put. pp. 30B, 312 A, 316, 316 b; 
Rolls of Pari, v, 476 a; Dugdiilo’s Oriuinos, 11 . 
17. and Ohron. Her. pp. 07, 70, 72; BurLons 
Description of Leicestershire, pp. 211-12; 
Gough's Monumonts, ii. 9-1; Foss’s Judges ol 
England, v. 69.] A. i'\ P. 

NEGRETTI, ENRIOO ANGELO LU¬ 
DOVICO (1817-1879), oplician,waB born at 
Oomo in Italy in 1817, and enmo to London 
in 1829. As a glnsB-bl ower and tbermomol or 
milker, in partnership with M. L’izzi, lie 
esUiblishod liinihelf at 19 Leathor Lane, 
llolbom, in 1818, and thence removed to 
9 Hatton Garden in 1818. _ In 1850 lie took 
Joseph Warren /atmbva into partnership. 
At tho Groat Exhibition of 1851 (hay re¬ 
ceived prize medals as opticians, spec:! ae.Lo- 
nialcurs, anclconstruotors of almost every kind 
of scion! Hie or mat hcmatical instruments, 
and were then appointed meteorological 
iusU'urnoni makers to tho queen, Giwuwioli 
Observatory, and tho British Meteorological 
Society. In 1852 Negrotli took out a pal ont, 
No. 14002, for thuianomoters and barometers. 
Tho firm obtained a world-wide reputation 
for tho oxcellonoe of their work and the up¬ 
rightness of their dealing. In 1858 they 
removed to 107 llolbom Hill, and in 1809- 
la J/olboru Circus. Among the Italians in 
London Negretti enjoyed an almost patri¬ 
archal popularity; lus purse woe open to the 
poor, and his time, already ovorlaxod by hie 
business, was never wanting in their service^ 



i68 


Negus 


Negus 


On 26 Deo. 1864 Seraflno Pelizzioni was 
charged with killing Michael Harrington in 
a public-house, was tried, found guilty, and 
sentenced to be executed on 22 Feb. 1806. 
Through the interest of an Italian committee, 
headed by Negretti, the man was respited j 
and in another trial on 2 March it was 
clearly proved that the murder had been 
committed by Gregorio Mogni, and Peliz¬ 
zioni was liberated on a free pardon ( Times, 
31 Dec. 1864, 5, 12, 24 Jan., 9, 10, 20 Feb., 
6, 7, 9, IS, 16 March 1866; J. D. Bar- 
iraiT and A. Buckler's Central Criminal 
Court Sessions Paper—Minutes of Evidence, 
1806, lxi. 283-802,690-636). Negretti was 
also on terms of friendship with Garibaldi. 
The Italian hero was his guest in 1864, when 
he was coming from South America; and 
when in 1864, after the conquest of Sicily, 
he revisited London, NegTetti was chief of 
the Italian reception committee. On 11 April 
1862 he was naturalised as a British subject, 
under the name of Henry Negretti. He died 
at Cricklewood House, Oricklewood, Middle¬ 
sex, on 24 Sept. 1879. 

[Times, 29 Sept. 1879, p. 11; Nature, 1879, 
xx. 642.] G. 0. B. 

NEGUS, FRANCIS (d. 1732), reputed 
inventor of negus, is believod to have been 
connected with the Norfolk family of Negus. 
From 1686 to 1688 he was secretary to the 
Duke of Norfolk, and in that capacity made 
the acquaintance of Elias Ashmole (cf. Asn- 
molu, Diary, 1 April 1686). He served in 
the French wars under Marlborough, and at¬ 
tained to the rank of lieutenant-colonel in the 
26th or Suffolk regiment of foot. He was 
in 1716 appointed joint commissioner, and on 
27 June 1717so1b commissioner,for executing 
the office of master of the horse, which office 
he held until the death of George I, He 
was appointed avener and clerk-martial to 
George II on 20 June 1727, and master of his 
majesty’sbuckhounda on 19 July in the same 
year. lie represented Ipswich m parliament 
from 1717 until his death, at his seat at Dal- 
linghoo, Suffolk, on 9 Sept. 1732. His death 
occasioned a copy of verses in the ‘ Ipswioh 
Gazette,’ commencing ‘ Is Negus gone? Ah! 
Ipswich, weep and mourn.' Negus was also 
ranger of Swinley Chace, lieutenant, and 
deputy warden of Windsor Forest, and one 
of the commissioners of the lieutenancy of 
Middlesex and liberty of Westminster. 

It is related that on one occasion, when 
the bottle was passing rather more rapidly 
than good fellowship seemed to warrant over 
a hot political discussion, in which a number 
of prominent whigs and tories were taking 
part, Negus averted a fracas by recommend¬ 
ing the dilution of the wine with hot water 


and sugar. Attention was diverted from the 
point at issue to a discussion of the merits 
of wine and water, which ended in the com¬ 
pound being nicknamed ‘negus.’ A corre¬ 
spondent or the ‘Gentleman’s Magazine’ 
(1799, i. 119) states that the term first ob¬ 
tained currency in Negus’s regiment. A 
contemporary, Thomas Vernon of Ashton. 
(1704-1763), thus recommends the mixture: 
‘ After a morning’s walk, half a pint of white 
wine, made hot and sweetened a little, is 
recond very good. Col. Negus, a gent“ of 
tast, advises it, I have heard say ’ (Notes and 
Queries, 1st ser. x. 10). Malone in his ‘Life 
of Dry den ’ (prefixed to * Prose WorkB,’ 1800, 
i. 484) definitely states that the mixture 
called negus was invented by Colonel Negus 
in Queen Anne’B time. The term w&b at first 
applied exclusively to a concoction made with 
port wine, and hence the ingenious but im¬ 
probable suggestion made by Dr. Fennell, 
that the name may have a punning commo¬ 
tion with the line in ‘Paradise Lost,’ xi. 397, 
‘Th’ empire of Negus to his utmost port’ 
(Stanford Dictionary, p. 669). The word 
appears in French as nfigus, and is defined by 
Littrfi ns a kind of ‘ limonade ou vin.’ 

A portrait of Francis Negus was in 1760 
in the possession of his nephew, a Mr. Potter 
Of Frome. 

In 1724 Colonel Francis Negus’s patronage 
was solicited by Samuel Negus, who was 
probably a poor relation. This Samuel Negus, 
who had bean since 1722 a struggling printer 
in Silver Street, near Wood Street, in the 
city of London, published in 1724, through 
William Bowyer, ‘ A Compleat and Private 
List of all the Printing Houses in and about 
the Cities of London and Westminster, to¬ 
gether with the Printers’ Names, what 
Newspapers they print, and where they are 
to be found: also an Account of the Print¬ 
ing Houses in the several Corporation Towns 
in England, most humbly laid before the 
Right Honourable the Lora YiscountTowns- 
bend.’ For this work, which also professes 
to he a key to the political principles of the 
printers enumerated, Negus was rewarded by 
a letter-carrier's place iu the post office. 

[Historical Reg. 1727, Chronological Diary, 
pp. 26, 28; Gout. Mag. 1732, p. 979, Notes 
and Queries, let ser. x. 10,6th ser. xi. 189; Official 
Returns of Members of Pari, pt.ii.pp 44,66,87; 
Timperley’s Encycl.ofLit. and Typograph. Anec¬ 
dotes, p. 631; Nichols's Literary Anecdotes, i. 
288, 292; Doran’s London in Jacobite Times; 
Haydn’s Rook of Dignities, ed. Oekerby, p. 802; 
Hist. MSS. Comm. 11th Rep, App. iv. pp. 102, 
339, and App. vii. 106-7; Whitney’s Century 
Dicionnry.s.v. 'Negus' For the analogous term 
* grog ’ see art. Ahmikal Vernon], T. S, 
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irauus, WILLIAM (1559 P-1016), 
puritan minister, born about 1669, matricu¬ 
lated os a sizar of Trinity College, Cam¬ 
bridge, in June 1673, and graduated B.A. 
1677-8. He was lecturer or beneficed in 
Essex (probably Peldon) soon aft or 1681. In 
1B8J he became a member of an association 
of Essex ministers which was formed in that 
year, and he continued with it until at least 
1680. He was first suspended (1688-4) 
for refusing Whitgift’s three articles and the 
oath, but in October 1684 ho informed the 
meeting of the association that the bishop 
had proceeded against him contrary to law, 
1 md that he might preaoh again. In Fe¬ 
bruary 1685 ho' took his journey to London 
for his restoring to liberty in liis oalling, and 
he was at that time restored to his public 
ministry again before he came hack to ur,’ 
He thereupon settled at Ipswich on a year’s 
agreement with the people, probably as 
assistant to Dr. Robert Horton [q. v.], common 
preacher there. Trouble arose between the 
two, and Hog us seems to haye displaced 
Horton. But his own agreement with the 
town was broken by the people before its 
expiry, and Hegus ‘ accepted a good call ’ to 
the church at Loigli, where ho entered shortly 
before 8 May 1586. Papers preserved in 
the Norrice MSS. relating to liis suspension, 
and a petition of the inhabitants of Loigli 
pressing him not to stand on trifles in matter 
of the ceremonies, must refer to a second 
suspension, doubtless in 1687. If so, this sus¬ 
pension also was recalled, and Negus lived 
quietly till Jomes’sreign, when ‘ he was again 
in trouble, nnd at length deprived before 
August 1609,’ at which time his successor 
was instituted to Loigli. Hegus continued to 
live in the parish, whore he had a house, and 
was buried in Leigh Church on 8 Jan. 1016- 
1816. His will (apparently holograph), in 
which he gave 3£ to the poor of Leigh, is in 
the Commissary Court of Essox, dated 16 Jan, 
1816, and proved 4 March. Ilis gravestone 
was ejected from the chnreh in 1841, 
Jonathan (misoalled John in Newcourt's 
‘Repertorium’), one of the sons of William 
Negus, wns vicar of the adjoining parish of 
Prittlewell, and diod in 1638. 

Another WilliamNogusmatrieulated from 
Christ Church, Oxford, on IS Oot. 1698 ,■ 
graduated B.A, 1601, and M.A. 1604, lie was 
rector of Gay ton-le-Wold, Li neolnshire, 1611, 
nnd rector of Spelsbury, Oxfordshire, 1818 
(sea Foster, Alumni Own. 1600-1714), 
Hegus ‘of Leigh'was author of‘Man’s 
active Obedience, or the Power of Godlinoss 
. . . or a Treatise of Faith worthily called 
Precious Faitli ... by Master William 
Negus, lately Minister of God’s Word at 


Loe in E-ieex’ (pp. xxii, 311), London, 1619, 
4to (dedicated to Sir Thomas Smith by 
Jonathan^ son of William Negus, and with a 
reface signed by Stephen EgerLon and by 
ohn Syme, reotor of Leigh in succession to 
Negus). 

[The main authority is the original Acts of the 
nssoemtion referred to, formerly in the posses¬ 
sion of Sir Henry Spotmun, now in that ot J. H. 
Gturnoy, esq., of Keswick, Norwich. A transcript 
belongs to the present writer. This manuscript 
proves that the statements that Negus was made 
rector of Leigh in 1681, and was suspended at 
Leigh in 1684, are incorrect, as also Newcourt’s 
date (31 March 1586) of hrn institution to Leigh. 
See also Roger Norrieo M88., A688, nnd ^, p. 92 
(Dr. Williams’s Library); Wodderspoon’s Ips¬ 
wich, p. 388; Neal’B PuritanB, i. 346; Brook’s 
Puritans, i. 296; Cooper’s Atlionse Cantabr.; 
David's Nonconformity in Esbox, pp. 116 , 132; 
N 1 wooiirt’s Bepertorinm; Poster’s A himni Oxen.; 
information from II. W. King, osq., Leigh Hall, 
Essex, and J. 0. Gould, osq,, Lough ton, Essex,] 

W. A. S. 

NEILD, JAMES (1744-1814), philan¬ 
thropist, was bora 011 4 June (N.S.) 1744 at 
ICnutsford, Cheshire, whore his family had 
some properly. Ilis father died, leaving five 
children, and liis mother supported the 
family by carrying on business aB a linen- 
draper. After a very briof education Neild 
lived two years witli an uncle, who was a 
farmer; but at tbe ond of 1760 he obtained 
a situation with a jeweller in London, and 
wftB afterwards employed by Hemming, the 
king’s goldsmith. Noild developed groat me¬ 
chanical skill, and also learned to engrave, 
model, and draw, as well as to fence. In 
1770 a legacy from his undo, the farmer, 
onabled him to flat up in business ae a jeweller 
in St. James’s Street. The venture proved a 
success, und in 1792 he retired on a fortune. 

Since liis first settlement, in London Neild 
devoted his leisure to endeavours to reform 
the prisons of the country. When visiting 
in 1762 a follow-apprentice who was confined 
for debt in the King’s Bench, ho had gained 
his first impression of the necessity of re¬ 
form. Subsequently he inspected Newgate, 
the Derby prisons, Liverpool, Bridowell, the 
Chester dungeons, nnd before 1770the prisons 
at Calais, St. Omar, Dunkirk, Lille, and Paris. 
The barbarous treatment to which prisoners 
wore subjected in nearly all these places 
stirred Neild's energies, and on the formation 
in May 1778 of a Society for the Relief and 
Discharge of Persons imprisoned for Small 
Debts, Neild was appointed treasurer, and 
remained associated with the society till his 
death. In hie capacity of treasurer he visited 
prisons in and aboutLondon, and made weekly 
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reports, Fifteen montlis after the formation 
ol the society 986 prisoners had been dis¬ 
charged, at a cost of a little less than 2,900/. 

In 1779 Neild extended his inspection to 
Flanders and Germany. In 1781 lie caught 
gaol fever at Warwick, and his ill-health, 
combined with business cares, for a time inter¬ 
rupted his philanthropic work. But in 1800 
he published his ‘ Account of Persons confined 
for Debt in the various Prisons of England 
and Wales. . .with their Provisionary Al¬ 
lowances during Confinement, as reported 
to the Society for the Discharge and Re¬ 
lief of Small Debtors. 1 In the third edition, 
published iu 1608, the results of further 
investigations in Scotland, as well as in Eng¬ 
land, were incorporated. He kept a diary of 
his tour, and wrote to his friend, Dr. John 
Cookley Lettsom [q. v.], accounts of his ex¬ 
periences. These the latter prevailed on him 
to publish in the * Gentleman’s Magazine,’ 
under the form of ‘Prison Remarks.’ They 
were prefaced by communications from Lett¬ 
som, and led to a great awakening of public 
interest. Gaolers were on the alart, and 
magistrates showed a keener sense of their re¬ 
sponsibilities (cf. Gent. May. 1806 ii. 892-4, 
1019,1020,1124-6,1806 i. 19-24). In the 
latter half of 1809, during a four months' 
excursion in England and Scotland, Neild 
was presented with the freedom of Glasgow, 
Perth, Paisley, Inverness, and Ayr. 

In 1812, with the assistance of the Rev. 
Weeden Butler, he published in quarto his 
•State of the Prisons in England, Scotland, 
undWales, extending to variousPlaces therein 
issigned, not for the Debtors only, but for 
Felons also, and other loss criminal Offenders; 
i ogether with some useful Documents, Obser- 
\ ations, and Remarks,adapted to explain and 
improve the Condition of Prisoners in general.’ 
The first part exposed the absurdity of the 
prevailing- system of imprisonment for dobt, 
Tha hook was favourably noticed in the 
•Edinburgh Review,’ January 1814, 

During the latter part at his life Neild 
lived chiefly at 4 Cheyne Walk, Chelsea, 
where he died on 10 Feb. 1814. He had pro¬ 
perty in several coimtios, and was high sheriff 
of Buckinghamshire in 1804, when he was also 
:i J.P. in Kent, Middlesex, and Westminster, 
He moreover held a commission for several 
years in the Bucks volunteer infantry. 

Neild married in 1778 Elizabeth, eldest 
daughter of John Ontnden, esq., of Battersea, 
She died on 30 June 1791, and was buried in 
Battersea Church. Besides a daughter Eliza¬ 
beth, who died young, he had two sons. 
William,the elder (1779-1810), predeceased 
his father. He was educated at Eton and 
Trinity College, Cambridge, but was treated 
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with such harshness by his father that he 
left England for the West Indies. He prac¬ 
tised as a barrister at Tortola in 1809, and 
was appointed in the following year king’s 
advocate at St. Thomas’s. Bad health, how¬ 
ever, compelled him to return to England, 
and he died immediately after his arrival at 
Falmouth on 18 Oct. 1810. Neild's treatment 
of his elder son resembled the similar conduct 
of Howard, his predecessor in the work of 
prison reform. Lettsom found the state 
of public opinion on the subject an insur¬ 
mountable obstacle to his eilbrts to raise a 
statue to his friend. The second son, John 
Camden Neild, is separately noticed. 

A portrait of James Neild by De Wilde, 
engraved by Maddocks, appoars in Nichols’s 
1 Literary Illustrations ’ and Faulkner’s 
‘ Chelsea.’ 

[In J. C. Pettigrew's Memoirs of J. C. Lett¬ 
som, ii. 101 - 2 18, is a full autobiographical sketch 
of Neild's life up to 1806, to which are appended 
some lines on Neild by Miss Portor, and various 
letters written to Lettsom botwoeu 1807 and 
1811. There are other scattered references to 
him in Let.tsom’s Correspondence. See also 
Nichols’s Literary Illustrations, ii. 689-706, and 
Anecdotes, ix. 226; Lipscomb's IliBt. of Bucks, 
i 841-2 j Faulkner’s Hist, of Clielsou, 1828, i. 
398,403,ii. 67 ; Tattain’eMomoirof John Camden 
Neild, pp. 1, 2; Biog. Diet, of Living Authors; 
Allibono’s Diet. Engl. Lit. ii. 1406-7; Gont. 
Mag. 1814 i. 206, 1862 ii. 429, 492, &c.; 
Neild’s Works.] G. Ln G. N. 

NEILD, JOHN CAMDEN (1780P-1862), 
eccentric, son of James Neild fq. v.], was 
probably born in St. James’s Street, Lon¬ 
don, about 1780. lie was educatod at Eton 
from 1793 to 1797, and then at Trinity Col¬ 
lege, Cambridge, whence ho graduated B.A. 
1801 and M.A. 1804. On 0 Fob, 1808 lie 
was called to the bar at Lincoln's Inn. Suc¬ 
ceeding iu 1814 to the whole of his father’s 
property, estimated at250,000/., lie devoloped 
into a confirmed miser, and the last thirty 
j oars of his life were solely employed in 
accumulating wealth, lie lived m a large 
house, 6 Cheyne Walk, Chelsea, hut it was 
so mennly furnished that for somo time he 
had not a bed to lie on, His dross con¬ 
sisted of a blue swallow-tailed coat with 
gilt buttons, brown trousors, short gaiters, 
and slioeB which were patched and generally 
down at the heels. He never allowed lus 
dothos to be brushed, because, ho said, it 
destroyed the nap. He continually visited 
his numerous estates, walking whenever it 
was possible, never went to the expense of 
a great-coat, and always stayed with his 
tenants, sharing tlieiv coarse meals and lodg¬ 
ing. While at North Marston, in Bucking- 
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bawshire, about 1828 he attempted to cut 
lus throat, and Ms life was only saved by the 
prompt attention of his tenant’s wife, Mrs. 
Neale. Unlike other eminent misors—Daniel 
Dancer or John Elwes—ho occasionally in¬ 
dulged in acts of benevolence, possessed con¬ 
siderable knowledge of legal and general 
literature, and to the last retained a love for 
the classics, He died at G Olieyne Walk, 
Chelsea, 80 Aug. 1852, aged 72, and was 
buried in the chancel of North Marston 
Church on 9 Sept. By his will, after be¬ 
queathing a few trifling legacies, he loft the 
whole of his property, estimated at 500,0001, 
to ‘Her Most Gracious Majesty Queen Vic¬ 
toria, begging Her Majesty's most gracious 
acceptance of the same for her sole use and 
benefit.’ Two caveats were entered against 
the will, but were subsequently withdrawn, 
Queen Victoria increasedNeild's bequests to 
the three executors from 1001 to 1,0001 
each, she provided for liis servants, for 
whom he made no provision, and she secured 
an annuity of 1001 to Mrs. Neale ( who had 
frustrated Neild's attempt at suicido. In 
1865 Queen Victoria restored the chancel of 
North Marston Church and inserted a win¬ 
dow to Neild’s memory. 

[Chambers's Book of Days, 18G4, ii. 286-8; 
Gent. Mag. 1817 vol. lxxxyii. pfc. i. pp. 806-9, 
1862 xxxviil. 426-31, 492, 1861 xxxix. 670; 
Illustr. London News, 1862 xxi 222, 360, 1866 
xxvli. 379-80 ; Timka's English Eccentrics, 
1876, pp. 99-103; Times, 8 depL. 1862, p. 7, 

26 Oet. p. 0.] a. 0 . D. 

NEILE. [idee also Nbax, Nbaib, Ntcdle, 
and Nhul.] 

NEILE, RICHARD (1602-1640), arch¬ 
bishop of York, bom in Wostrainst or in 1502, 
was Bon of a tallow-chandler, but his grand¬ 
father had hold a considerable estate mid an 
offioe at court under Iloury VIII, till ho was 
deprived for non-compliance with the Nix 
Articles. Richard was educated at Westmin¬ 
ster School, undor Edward Grant [q. v,] and 
William Camden [q. v.] (Wooit, Athena 
Oxwiimm, ii. 841), but never became a good 
scholar. When he was bishop of Durliam ho 
reproved a schoolmaster lor severoly flogging 
his boys, and Slid that ho had himself been 
so muoh chastised at Westminster that ho 
never acquired aunts) cry of Latin (Leiuhton, 
Epitome, p. 76). Dr. (Irant would have por- 
suadod his mother to apprentice him to a 
bookseller, but ho was sent, by Mildred, lady 
Ilurghloy, wife of the lord treasurer, on 
the recommendation of Gabriel Goodman 
fa. v.], dean of Westminster, to St. John’s 
College, Cambridge, as ‘a poor and father¬ 
less child, of good hope to bo learned, and to , 


continue therein’ (letter of Dr. Goodman, 
given in Ln Nbve, Lives of Bishops since 
the Reformation, p, 137), lie was admitted 
scholar of the college on 22 April 1680, and 
matriculated on 18 May, lie continued to 

S the patronage of the Burghley family. 

ng in their household, and became 
chaplain to Lord Burghley, and afterwards 
to his son, Robert Oeoil, earl of Salisbury, 
lie took the degree of doctor in divinity m 
1000, when he ‘ kept the Commencement Act," 
and therein maintained the following ques¬ 
tions! 1, ‘Auricularis Confossio Papistica 
non nititur Verbo Dei.’ 2. ‘ Animto piorum 
erant in ctelo ante Christi Aeoensum.’ He 
preaohed before Queen Elizabeth, who wa- 
‘much taken with lrim.’ Among his early 
preferments was tho vicarage ofOlioshunt, 
Hertfordshire (reBignod in 1609), and on the 
memorable 6 Nov. 1606 he was installed dean 
of Westminster, no resigned the deanery in 
1610. While at Westminster lie took great 
interest in tho progress of the school, and 
yearly sent two or three scholars to the uni¬ 
versities at his own oost, ‘in thankful re¬ 
membrance of God's goodness,’ through the 
beneficence of liis patrons tlio Cecils. 

In 1008 he was nominated bishop of Ro¬ 
chester. He was olooled on 2 July, con¬ 
firmed on 8 ()ct., and consecrated at, Lambeth 
on 9 Oct. Iu August ho appointed Laud his 
chaplain, and it was by his introduction that, 
tho future nroliliibhop first preached before 
the king on 17 Sept. 1019. He inlerostod 
himself keenly in the advancement, of his 
chaplain, end gave him several valuablo pre¬ 
ferments. It was his interest with the king 
which procured tho royal license for LnudV 
election lo the presidency of St. John’s Col¬ 
lege, in spite of the representations of the 
chancellor of the university of Oxford. 

On thetranalation of Abbot from Lichfield 
to London in 1010, Nealo was elected bishop 
of Lieliiiiild mid Coventry on 12 Oct., and 
oonlmed on 6 Dec. In 1612 he was con¬ 
cerned in the trial for horosy of Edward 
Wightraan. Tho unhappy won was con¬ 
demned for blasphemy on l ho doctrine of the 
Trinity, and finally burnt at tho stake by tlw 
secular powor (j State Trials, ii. 727 j Cal, qf 
Stale Papers, Dom, 1639-40). 

In 1618 Node snt oil the commission ap¬ 
pointed to try tho Essex divorce suit, and 
with Bishop Andrewos and the majority he 
voted in favour of the dissolution of tho 
unhappy marriage [see Dnvnirmrx, Houma 1 , 
third Eaml or Essex], lie continued in high 
favour with the king. In 1614 he was 
translated lo Lincoln, Iu Ihodebato in the 
House of Lords on the commons’demand far 
a conference on tho impositions (24 May 
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1014), he mode himself prominent hy a vio¬ 
lent attack upon the commons and a strong 
declaration oi the royal prerogative. The 
House of Commons, after hot debate, de¬ 
manded satisfaction from the lords for the 
aspersions of Neile. The bishop Anally apo¬ 
logised with tears, hut the commons pro¬ 
ceeded to farther charges and recriminations 
which were silenced only by the dissolution 
of parliament. James’s favour was not alie¬ 
nated. Neile attended the king in his pro¬ 
gress to Scotland in 1017, and on his return 
was translated to Durham (9 Oct.) ‘He 
presently set himself,’ says Heylyn ( Cypria - 
ms Anglicus, p, 74), ‘ on work to repair the 
alaces and houses belonging to it which 
e had found in great decay; but he so 
adorned and beautified them in a very short 
space, that they that saw them could not 
think that they were the same.' lie pulled 
down part of the great hall in the castle of 
Durham (Wood, ii. 781). ‘ But that which 
gave him most content was his palace of 
Durham House in the Strand, not only 
because it afforded him convenient room for 
his retinue, but because it was large enough 
to allow sufficient quarters for Buckeridge, 
bishop of Rochester, and Laud, dean ox 
Gloucester, which ho enjoyed when he was 
bishop ofSt. David's also; someotherquarters 
were reserved for his old servant, Doctor 
Linsell, and others for such learned men of 
hie acquaintance as came from time to time 
to attend upon him, insomuch that it passed 
commonly By the name of Durham College’ 
(Hbybzn, Cyprianw, see also Laud, Wor/cs, 
iii. 177). The affairs of the north kept him 
fully employed, but he attended the trial 
of Bacon, when he spoke against depriving 
the fallen chancellor of his peerage. In the 
northern province his political activity was 
aonsideraBle. He corresponded constantly 
with Secretary Conway on the defence of the 
coast, the tram bands, fortifications, ammu¬ 
nition, ordnance, end protection of fisheries 
(cf. Cal. State Papers, Dom. 27 Oct. 1025, 
6 Aug. 1626). 

From the end of 1625 the French am- 
bassadorresidedinDurbomHouse (ib. SI Dec. 
1626), and the riot that occurred when the 
king endeavoured to arrest the English Ro¬ 
manists attending mass in his chapsl was 
only stayed hy the personal intervention of 
Neile (see Gaedinee, Mist, of England , 
vi. 70-1). At the end of April 1027 he was 
sworn of the privy council. On 9 Oct. in 
the same year he was placed on the com¬ 
mission appointed to exercise archiepiscopal 
jurisdiction duringthe sequestration of Abbot 
{Cal. <f State Papers, Horn.) On 10 Dec, he 
was elected bishop of Winchester, was con¬ 


firmed on 7 Feb., and received the tempo¬ 
ralities on 19 Feb. 1628 {ib.) Neile was 
now recognised as one of the most prominent 
membors of the party of which Laud was the 
admitted leader (ib. August 1328; Laud, 
Worlcs, vi. 301), and complaints against him 
were made in parliament (February 1029). 
A patron of John Cosin [q. v.] and Richard 
Montagu [q. v.], as well as of Laud, he was 
an uncompromising ohurchman and disci¬ 
plinarian, The commons declarod that he 
silenced all opposition to popery, and in the 
debate on the pardons to Montagu, Cosin, 
and Sibthorpe nis conduct furnished Oliver 
Cromwell with the subject of his first speech 
in the house. On 13 June the commons 
voted 1 that Dr. Neile, Bishop of Winchester, 
and Dr. Laud, Bishop of Bath and Wells, be 
named to be those near about the king who 
are suspected to be Arminians, and that they 
are justly suspected to be unsound in their 
opinions that way.’ His defence was based 
on the Anglican theory which found so little 
favour in the commons, but he was careful to 
purge himself from all suspicion of popery 
by severity towards recusantB (Cal. qf State 
Papers, Dom. passim). 

Neile regularly sat on the high commis¬ 
sion and in the Star-chamber. In the case 
of Leighton (1630, Star-chamber) he argued 
in favour of the divine right of episcopacy 
(cf. Gaedineb, Cases in the Courts , &c., 
Camd. Soo.; Cal. of State Papers, Dom. 
passim). HiB commission was from the Holy 
Spirit. ‘ If he could not make that good, 
he would fling his rochet and all the rest 
from Ms hack’ (Leighton, Epitome, p. 76). 

On 6 Jan. 1631 he was put on the com¬ 
mission for inquiring into the execution of 
the laws concerning the relief of the poor, the 
binding of apprentices, &c., and on 10 April 
on that for the repair of St. Paul’s Cathedral. 
On 28 Fsh. he was elected to the archbishopric 
of York, vacant by the death of Harsnet. 
The royal assent to the election was given 
on 3 March, the confirmation took place on 
19 March, and the enthronement on 16 April 
(Lb Nnvn; Cal. of State Papers). On 24 Nov. 
1083 he took part in the baptism of James, 
duke of York. In 1635 he vindicated the 
right of the arohbishops of York to visit 
Queen's College, Oxford, as against the claim 
of Laud. 

In January 1033-4 he sent to the king a 
long report of the state of church affairs in 
Ms diocese and province (ib. with the king's 
notes). He had found the dioceses of Carlisle 
and Chester to have very widely departed 
from the practice of uniformity, many of 
the ministers 1 chopping, changing, altering, 
omitting, and adding at their pleasure, and 
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lav officers interfering 1 in ecclesiastical mat¬ 
ters in a highhanded way.’ By January 1886 
he had ordered his province much more suc¬ 
cessfully. In his own diocese he ‘ scarce finds 
a henenced minister stiffly unconformable,' 
and very large sums hadbeim spent in repair¬ 
ing ana adorning churches, The report of 
the diocese for 1688-7 slates that he had 
not found ‘ any distractions of opinion touch¬ 
ing points of divinity lately controverted.’ 
lie declared himself a ‘ great adversary of the 
puritan faction... yet (having been a bishop 
eight and twenty years) he never deprived 
any man, but has endeavoured thoir reforma¬ 
tion.’ 

Though an old man, he continued till his 
death to be active in political as well as in 
ecclesiastical businoss. Till within a fort¬ 
night of his death his correspondence waB lcept 
up with Laud f Windebanlce, and Sir Dudley 
Oarietou. Neile died ' in the mansion house 
belonging to tlicprebend of Stillington, within 
the close of the church of York/ on 81 Oot. 
1640, and was buriod at the east end of the 
cathedral,in the chapel of All Saints, without 
a monument. He was a man of little learn¬ 
ing, but of much address and great capacity 
for business, and he possessed in a marked 
degree the power of influencing and directing 
the work of others. He was popular both 


at court and among his clergy. Heady and 
humorous of speoch, conscientious in ms at¬ 
tachment to the principles advocated by men 
more learned than himself, hard working and 
careful of opportunity, he became prominent 
and successful where greater men failed. 
His best quality was a sound oommon-senso, 
his worst a lack of prescience. He was 1 a 
man of such a strange composition that 
whether he were of a larger and more public 
soul, or of a more uncourtlvoonvorsation, it 
ware hard indeed to say’ (HEYI/nr). Laud 
spoke of him as * a man well known to be as 
true to, and as stout for, the church of Eng¬ 
land established by law as any man that 
came to preferment in it’ (Works, iv. 293). 
Baillie mentions him on his doath as 1 a groat 
enemy to us’ (BaiXiLIB, Letters, ed, Lang, 
i. 276). He loft one son, Paul Nells of 
‘Bowdill,’ Yorkshire, who was knight <*d 
27 May 1638, and was father of ‘William 
Neilo [q. v.] 

He published! 1. Articles for Ms primary 
visitation as Bishop of Winchester, printed 
byK. Young, London, 1626. Containing in¬ 
quiries as to the ministering of the saoro- 
ments, ordering of penances, and mainte¬ 
nance of church discipline, 2. Articles for 
liis mot ropolitical visitation, London, printed 
by John Norton, 1683. Almost exactly the 
same as tho above. S. ’By commandment 


of King James he printed in English and 
Latin the conference that he had with the 
Archbishop of Spalatro after he had disco¬ 
vered his intention to return to Rome’ (Ln 
Nnvn, Lives of the Bishops since the Refor¬ 
mation, p. 149, quoting from Neile’B manu¬ 
script defenoe of himself in parliament). 

[Calendars of State Papers, Dorn. 1626-40 ; 
Laud's Works; Anthony Wood’B Athonm Oxon.; 
Gardiner's Hiet. of England; Iloylyn’s Oypriimus 
Anglieus; Perry’s Hist, of tho Church of Eng¬ 
land; Waller’s Poems, 1722, p.vi; YorksDiarieH 
(Surtees Soo.), vol. lxv.; Gnrdinor'a Reports of 
CaBes in the Courts of Star Chamber and High 
Commission (Camd. Soo.), 1886 ] W. H, II. 

NEILE, WILLIAM (1637-1670), mathe¬ 
matician, was the eldest son of Sir Paul 
Neile and the grandson of Richard Neile 
[q. v.], archbishop of York, in whose pnlace 
at Biehopthorpe he was born on 7 Dec. 
1687. Entering Wadlmm Collage, Oxford, 
as a gentleman-commoner in 1662, but not 
matriculating in the university till 1666, he 
soon displayed mathematical genius, wliioh 
was developed by the instructions of Dr. 
Wilkins and Dr. Seth Ward. In 1667 ho 
became a student at the Middle Temple. 
In the same year, at tho age of nineteen, he 
gave an exact rectification of the cubical 
parabola, and communicated his discovery— 
the first of its kind—to Brounclter, Wren, 
and others of the Gresham College Society. 
His demonstration was published in Wallis’s 
‘ Do Oyoloide,’ 1669, p. 91. Neile was elected 
a follow of the Royal Society on 7 Jan. 1G68, 
and a member of the council on 11 April 
1060. His theory of motion was communi¬ 
cated to the society on 29 April 1669 (B uiOH, 
Hist, of the Royal Society, u. 301). lie pro- 
seouted astronomical observations with in¬ 
struments erected on the roof of his father’s 
residence, the ‘Hill House,’ at White Walt¬ 
ham in Berkshire, whore he died, in hie 
thirty-third year, on 24 Aug, 1670, * to the 
great grief of his father, and resentment of 
all virtuosi and good men that were ac¬ 
quainted with his admirable parts’ (Wood). 
A white marble monument in the parish 
church of White Waltham commemorates 
him, and an inscribed slab in tho floor marks 
his burial-place. He belonged to the privy 
council of Charles II, Hoarno says of him, 
‘ lie was a virtuouB, sober, pious man, and 
had suoh a powerful genius 1o mathematical 
learning that had he not been out off in the 
prime olhis yoars, in all probability ho would 
have equallod, if not excolled, the celebrated 
men or that profession. Deep molancholy 
hastened his end, through his love for a maid 
of honour, to marry whom he oould not obtain 
his fathers consent.’ 
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[Foster's Alnroni Oxcnienses, 1500-1714, s. v. 
• Neale; ’ Wood's Athena Oxon. (Bliss), iii. 902 ; 
Hearne’s itinerary of John LeUnd, 2nd edit. 
1744,p. 144; Bigand’s Correspondence of Hcian- 
tifie Men, ii, 488, 808; Wallis's Letter on hi pile’s 
Invention (Phil. Trans, viii, 8146); Phil. Trans. 
Abridged,ii. 112 (Hutton); Birch’s Hist, of the 
Hoyal Soo. ii. 480; Hutton’s Mathematical Diet. 
1816; Marie's Hist, des Sciences, v. 117; Mou- 
tucla's Hist, des Mathdmatiques, ii. 358; Pog- 
eendorffs Bios. Lit. Handwortorbnch.l 

A. M. 0. 

NEILL. [Sae also Neax, Neale, and 
Neit.e.] 

NEILL, JAMES GEORGE SMITH 
(1810-1867), colonel and brigadier-general, 
eldest son of Colonel Neill of Burnweill and 
Swendridge Muir, Ayrshire, was born in the 
neighbourhood of Ayr on 27 May 1810. lie 
was educated at Ayr and at Glasgow Uni¬ 
versity. He obtained an army cadetship in 
the East India Company's Bervieo, and ar¬ 
rived at Madras on 1 June 1827. Sir Thomas 
Mirnro [q. v.], governor of the Madras presi¬ 
dency, who had married a relative of Neill, 
took kindly notice of tho boy, and he was 
posted on 5 June, with date as ensign of 5 Deo. 
1826, to the Madras first European regimunt, 
thenquartered atMachlipatnam. newaspro¬ 
moted lieutenant on 7 Nov. 1828. He was 
appointed fort adjutant at Machlipatnam on 
15 Sept. 1829, and held the office until the 
regiment marched to Kampti. On 1 May 1831 
he was made quartermaster and interpreter 
to the right wing of his regiment at Kampti, 
On 7 March 1834 he wae nominated adjutant 
of his regiment, and was afterwards selected 
to command the escort of the resident of 
Nagpur. 

On 1Jan. 1837 he left Kolikod on sick fur¬ 
lough to Europe. He returned to Madras 
on 25 July 1839, before the expiration of his 
furlough, in the hope of being employed in 
the operations in Afghanistan; but in this he 
was disappointed. 

On 23 March 1841 he was appointed to the 
general staff as deputy assistant adjutant- 
general in the ceded districts. While hold¬ 
ing this appointment he wrote a short ac¬ 
count of the history of his regiment, which 
was published in 1843 under the title of 
‘ Historical Record of the Madras European 
Regiment.’ On 6 Jan. 1812 he was pro¬ 
moted brevet captain, and on 26 June he was 
made aide-de-camp to Major-general Woulfe. 
Neill was promoted captain (regimental) on 
3 Jan. 1843, and major on 25 March 1850, 

When the second Burmese war broke out 
in 1852, Neill threw up his staff appointment 
and hastened to rejoin his regiment, which 
had been ordered to the seat of war, On 1 
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his way he was met by the announcement 
that he had been appointed to the staff of Sir 
Scudamore Steele, commanding the Madras 
troops in Burmah, as deputy assistant adju¬ 
tant-general. He did admirable work "all 
through the campaign. On the conclusion 
of the war lie was left at Rangoon in com¬ 
mand of the Madras troops, and was actively 
employed under Sir John Oheape [q. v.j in 
suppressing insurrections near Thurygyeen, 
Bassein, and elsewhere. Constant exposure 
and hard work in a bad climate brought on 
fever, which nearly proved fatal; hut he 
recovered, and was sent to England, arriving 
in June 1864, For his sorvicos in the Bur¬ 
mah war he was promoted brevet lieutenant- 
colonel on 9 Dec. 1853. 

When the war with Russia commenced, 
General (afterwards Sir) Robert Vivian, who 
had been adjutant-general of the Madras army, 
was selected to command the Anglo-Turkish 
force, called the Turkish contingent, and 
Neill was appointed hie second in command. 
He was given the rank of colonel on the 
staff, and went to Constantinople in April 
1866. On his arrival he was appointed to 
command a division stationed in camp at 
Btiyukdere. on the Bosphorus, where he re¬ 
mained till July, bringing the force under 
his command into a state of efficiency and 
discipline. Owing to the excesses of the 
Bashi-Bazoukhs, commanded by General 
Beatson, a military commission, composed 
partly of British officers and partly of Turk¬ 
ish officials, _ was appointed, with Noill as 
president, to inquire into the outrages. The 
commission was opened on 27 July at the 
embassy, and full powers woro givon to it to 
try and to punish the offendovs, Sovere and 
immediate punishment for plunder was ad¬ 
ministered, and soon produced good ofteots, 
while Noill reported that the excesses com¬ 
mitted were due to lax discipline, and indi¬ 
cated what steps should bB taken to amend it. 
Neill received the thanks of Lord Stratford 
de Redcliffe, the ambassador, who directed 
General Beatson either to adopt Neill’s re¬ 
commendations or adhere to the resolution 
he had announced of resigning Ills command. 

Neill displayed considerable ability in or¬ 
ganising and reforming the Turkish contin¬ 
gent. lie was determined to have no ofFi'Wa 
that were not fit for the work, and got rid of 
no less than twelve 0(Heel's, including a briga¬ 
dier-general, three lieutenant-colonels, nnd 
three majors. On the conclusion of the war 
Neill returned home, and, after spending the 
remainder of his leave wilh his family,sailed 
for India again on 20 Feb. 1857, arriving in 
Madras on 29 March. Ilis regiment woe 
away in the Persian Gull', forming part of 
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the expedition under Sir James Outram [ij.v.j 
He was preparing to start for Busliire to join 
it when, on 6 April, intelligence arrived that 
the war with Persia was over, and on 20 April 
theMadrus fusiliers roachod Madras. Colonel 
Stevenson, who was in command, left for 
England on sick leave on the 28th, and Noill 
took over command of the regiment. 

On 10 May news camo from Calcutta that 
the troops at Mirat and Delhi had mutinied, 
and Northern India wns in a blaze. Neill 
embarked his regiment at once, fully equipped 
for service, in accordance with instructions 
received, and arrived at Calcutta on 28 May. 
Thoy were 1 entrained ’ by detachments en 
route for Bnrmras. 

Neill arrived at Damiras on 8 Juno 1857. 
The following day the 37tli native infantry 
and a Sikh regiment mutinied. They wore at¬ 
tacked and dispersed by tho artillery, some 
of the 10th fool and of tho Madras fusiliers. 
Thrice the rebels charged the g nns, and thrice 
were driven back with grape shot; thou they 
wavered and tied. Never was rout so com¬ 
plete. Brigadier-general Ponsonby, who 
wa9 in command, was incapacitated by sun¬ 
stroke, and Neill assumed the command. lie 
was duly confirmed in the appointment as 
brigadier-general to command tho Haidarn- 
bdd contingent. Ilis attention was at onco 
called to AllnhnMd, whore the 0th nalivo 
infantry mutinied on 6 Juno and massacred 
their oilicors. Tho fort still remained in our 
hands, but was threatened from without by 
the mutineers, who were proparing to invoal 
the plaoe, while tho fluidity of the Sikh 
troops within was doubtful. Noill at once 
despatched fifty mon of the Madras fusiliers 
to Allahabad by forced marches. Thoy ar¬ 
rived the following day (Cth), and fouuu the 
bridge ill tho hands ol tho enemy, but got in 
by a steamer sent from the fort for thorn, 
Another detachment sent by Neill arrived 
on the 9th, and on tho 11th Neill himself, 
having niiido over the command at Dandras 
to Colonel Gordon, appeared with a further 
reinforcement of forty men. Neill oxpori- 
enot'd considerable difficulty in getting into 
Allahabad. lie was nearly cut off on route 
from Bandras, and when ho got near Allulm- 
btid it wae blazing forenoon. A boat was ob¬ 
tained by stealing it from the robuls, and 
Neill anu his mon had to wade a milo through 
burning sand in tho hot sun. Two of hits 
men died in tho boat of sunstroke. Neill’s 
anergotio measures soon altorod tho position 
of affairs. Tlie heat wus torrific, hut Noill 
on 12 June recovered tho bridge and secured 
a safe passage for another detachment of a 
hundred mon of llio fusiliers from Bandras. 
On the 13th he opened fire an the enemy in 
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the adjacent villages, and on the 14th, a 
further detachment of fusiliors having ar¬ 
rived, the Sikh corps was moved outside the 
fort, and with it all immediate remaining 
danger. 

Unthe evening of the 14tli and during the 
15th ho continued to lire on tho enemy in the 
villages adjoining, lie also sent a steamer, 
with some gunners, a howitzer, and twentj 
picked shots of the fusiliers, up the Jamnu. 
Thoydidttgrcat deal of execution. Tho Sikhs, 
supported by a party of the fusiliors, cleared 
the villages of ICaidganj and Matinganj 
The insurgents wore thoroughly beaten. Tie 
Moulavie fled, and the ringleaders dispersed, 
‘At Allahabad,’ wrote Lord Canning to the 
chairman of the East India Company, 1 tho 6th 
regiment has mutinied, and fearful atrocities 
were commit ted by tho people on Europeans 
outside the fort, But the fort has been 
saved. Colonel Neill, with nearly three 
hundred Enropcan fusiliers, is established 
in it; and ilmt point, the most precious in 
India at this moment, and for many year.-, 
the one most neglected, is safe, tlmnlc God. 
A column will collect there (with all the 
spoed which the moans of conveyance will 
allow of), which Brigadior Havelock, just re¬ 
turned from Persia, will command.’ ' Before 
TIavulock came, cholera suddenly appeared. 
Tt did not last long, but within three days 
carried off fifty men. Neill set to work 
energetically to equip a small force to push 
into Oawnpore to relieve Wheeler; he also 
collected guns and material for a largo fovco 
to follow. For his sorvicos at Allahabad he 
was promoted colonel in the army and ap¬ 
pointed aide-de-camp to the queen. 

Havelock arrived on 80 Juno. The column 
which Noill had prepared for Oawnpore 
started undor Major Remind on 3 July. Nows 
hud just arrived from Lucknow of tho terri¬ 
ble tragedy enaotod at Oawnpore, but it was 
not fully bolioved j at any mto, hopes wore 
entertained that tho story might be tho in¬ 
vention of Nana Sahib, Captain Spuvgin 
of tho Madras fusiliers, with ono hundred 
mon and two guns, also left Allahabad on 
8 July on hoard a river steamer to co-operate 
with ltenaud. Havelock was delayed by 
want of bullocks for a few days, but finally 
left Allahabad on 7 July. Noill wns left at 
Allahabad to reorganise another column. It 
was a great disappointment to Noill that, 
after his successes at Allahabad, he should 
he superseded by a senior officer; but lie was 
somewhat consoled on 15 July by a telegram 
from the commnndor-in-chief directing him 
to hand ovortlin command at Allahabad to 
the next senior officer, and to join Havelock 
as second in command, Neill reached Cawn- 
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pore in five days. His instructions were, to 
say the least, injudicious. They led him to 
think, rightly or wrongly, that the authorities 
had misgivings as to Havelock, and had com¬ 
plete confidence in him, while it led Have¬ 
lock to regard Neill with some suspicion. 
On Neill’s arrival at Cawnpore he was at 
once met by Havelock, who desired that 
there might he a complete understanding be¬ 
tween them. Neill was to have no power 
nor authority while he was there, and was 
not to issue a single order, When Havelock 
marched on Lucknow he left Neill in com¬ 
mand at Cawnpore, 

One of Neill’s first acts on assuming the 
command at Cawnpore was to inquire into 
the particulars of the dreadful tragedy. When 
he became aware of its full horror, he was 
determined to make such an example that 
it might he a warning to the mutineers at 
Lucknow and elsewhere. The following 
order was issued; ‘25 July 1867. The well, 
in which are the remains of the poor women 
and children so brutally murdered by this 
miscreant, the Nana, will be filled up, and 
neatly and decently covered over to form 
their grave: a party of European soldiers 
will do so this evening, under the superintend¬ 
ence of an officer. The house in which they 
were butchered, and which is etained with 
their blood, will not he washed nor cleaned 
by their countrymen; but Brigadier-general 
Neill has determined that every stain of that 
innocent blood shall be cleared up and wiped 
out, previous to their execution, by such of 
the miscreants as may be hereafter appre¬ 
hended, who took an activa part in the 
mutiny, to he selected according to their 
rank, caste, and degree of guilt. Each mis¬ 
creant, after sentence of death is pronounced 
upon him, will be taken down to the house 
in question,under a guard, and will be forced 
into cleaning up a small portion of the blood¬ 
stains ; the task will be made as revolting to 
hie feelings as possible, and the provost 
marshal will use the lash in forcing any one 
objecting to complete his task. After pro¬ 
perly cleaning up his portion the culprit is 
to be immediately hanged, and for this pur¬ 
pose a gallows will be erected close at hand.’ 
TMb was carried out. The sentence was 
eevere, hut * severity at the first,’ Neill wrote, 
‘ is mercy in the end.’ 

Neill had only three hundred infantry, 
half a battery of European artillery, and 
twelve veteran gunners with him in Oawn- 
pore when Havelock endeavoured to advance 
to the relief of Luoknow. Neill’s instruc¬ 
tions were to endeavour to defend so much 
of the trunk road as was then in British 
possession in the neighbourhood of Oawnpore, 
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to aid in maintaining Havelock’s communi. 
cations with Allahabad and with Oawnpore, 
to strengthen the defences on both sides of 
the river, to mount heavy guns in them, and 
to render the passage of the river secure by 
establishing, in co-operation with the two 
steamers, a boat communication from en- 
trenchmenttoentrenchment. Havelock com- 
menced the passage of the river on the 20th, 
hut it took a week of labour and difficulty 
before the whole column was assembled on 
the Oudh bank. On tbe 29th Havelock ad¬ 
vanced on Onao and routed the enemy, 
He gained another victory at Bashiratganj 
and then fell back on Mangalwdr. On 
31 July he informed Neill that he could 
not advance to Lucknow without further 
reinforcements, and desired Neill to furnish 
workmen to form a bridgehead on the Oudh 
hank, to collect rations for his troops, and 
get ready two 24-pounders to accompany his 
advance, and push acrose any British infan¬ 
try so soon as they might arrive. IlavBlock 
no doubt was right to risk nothing in order 
to make sure of relieving Lucknow effectu¬ 
ally, but his retrograde movement created 
bitter disappointment in Oawnpore, and Neill 
chafed bo much under his mortifications that 
he wrote a very insubordinate lettor to Have¬ 
lock, complaining bitterly of hie action. He 
received a severe reply, naveloclc again 
pushed forward, but once more, after further 
successes in the field, felt compelled to 
await reinforcements before he could make 
good his advance upon Lucknow. 

While Havelock was thus advancing and 
waiting, Neill was threatened at Oawnpore 
by large bodieB of insurgent sepoys. lie Bent 
the steamers up the river with a email force 
and two field guns and a mortar, and checked 
the rebels to some extent, but on 10 Aug. 
they approached nearer. A part of Neill's 
small force was sick in hospital, and Neill 
sent word to Havelock that he could not 
keep open his communications, os his force 
was barely sufficient to enable him to hold 
on to Cawnpore, and that four thousand men 
and five guns were at Bithor, already threat¬ 
ening Oawnpore. 8oHavelook,havingstruck 
another blow at the enemy at Burhiya, re¬ 
turned, attacked the enemy at Bithor on 
16 Aug., dispersed them, and established 
himself in Cawnpore. Then come cholera. 
The troops were not adequately provided 
with shelter during the X'ainy season, and 
Neill thought they were unnecessarily ex¬ 
posed. Neill, who was a friend of the com- 
mander-in-chief, Sir Patrick Grant, kept up 
a correspondence with him, in wliioh he 
seems to have criticised Havelock's doings 
freely, and Grant, on relinquishing the com- 
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mand-in-chief to Sir Colin Campbell (after¬ 
wards Lord Clyde) [q. v.], wrote a friendly 
letter to Neill, impressing upon him the 
necessity of loyally supporting his immediate 
superiors. Unfortunately Neill did not act 
upon this advice. He opened a correspond¬ 
ence with Outram, who was coming up with 
reinforcements to take command, and ex¬ 
pressed his opinions as freely to him as he 
had done to Grant. Havelock and Neill were 
essentially unlike both in character and dis¬ 
position, and neither sufficiently appreciated 
the other. But despiLo Neill’s attitude of 
disloyalty to Havelock, which is the one blot 
upon Neill’s fame, Havelock was magnani¬ 
mous enough to toke Neill with him in the 
advance to Lucknow, with the rank of bri¬ 
gadier-general to command the right wing of 
the force. On the 16th, on Outram’s arrival, 
the arrangement was confirmed, and orders 
issued, the right wing consisting of the 6th 
and 84th foot, the Madras fusiliers, and 
Maude’s battery of artillory. 

The advanco commenced on 19 Sopt. On 
the 21st the enemy opened fire, but were 
driven off the iiold. Then it rained inces¬ 
santly, but the column marched on until 
half-past threo, when the troops wero quar¬ 
tered in a Braall serai. It rained all night 
and all tile 22ud, when a similar march 
was made without any fighting, and on the 
arrival of the force at their bivouac the 

S uns at Lucknow wero distinctly heard. 

in the Sfird there was a bright sun, and the 
men felt the heat greatly. On approaching 
the Alambagh, whore a considerable force 
of the enemy was posted, fire was opened 
by the British force advancing in line as 
soon as they camo within range. "While 
crossing a 'deep watercourso Neill's horse 
plunged and nearly foil, and as he did so a 
round shot grazed the horse’s quarters, pass¬ 
ing a few inches behind Neill. Tlio line was 
exposed to a heavy fire, and many fell. Neill 
rode in front of the Madras fusiliors, and 
clwared on the men, waving his helmet. The 
enemy were driven hack a milo beyond the 
Alambagh, and thoforco occupied tho Alam¬ 
bagh for the night. The baggage had not 
come up, and a pouring rain for an hour 
caused discomfort to the forco. Neill at ouco 
got permission for on extra dram for tho 
men. On the morning of the 21th the enemy’s 
fire was annoying, and the force was ordorod 
to move a thousand yards to tho roar, to be 
moro out of range of the onomy’s guns j but 
in executing Ike movomont there was much 
confusion among the baggage animals and 
carts, and the rebel oavalry charged tho rear¬ 
guard and baggage-guard, killing a goad many 
men, Neill ordered up two guns and the 
von. xiv. 


volunteer cavalry. The rebel cavalry gal¬ 
loped off again, 2eaving fifteen of their num¬ 
ber dead. Then Ilavelock’s force rested, and 
arrangements were made for the attack. On 
the morning of the 26th Neill marohed off 
at 8 a,m, with tho first brigade in advanoe. 
The brigade consisted of Maude’s field bat¬ 
tery of artillery, the 6th fusiliers, a detach¬ 
ment of the 04th regiment, the 84th foot, 
and the Madras fusiliera. They had not ad¬ 
vanced two hundred yards when they were 
met with a murderous cross-fire from the 
rebel guns, and also with a heavy musketry 
fire. Neill pushod on, telling Maude to do 
his best to silence the guns. Neill directed 
his infantry to clear the walled enclosures 
on each side of tho road, whence came the 
.enemy’s musketry fire. On turning into a 
village they were met by two guns firing 
straight down the rond. Neill, at the head 
of the Madras fusiliers, charged the guns. 
Numbers of Neill’s mon wero mowed down, 
but the guns were captured. Neill then led 
bis men round tho outskirts of the city with 
very trifling opposition until they reaohed 
the road along the bank of the Gumti to¬ 
wards tho residency. They halted once or 
twice to let the gium como up, and thought 
the worst was over. But as they approached 
the Muss-house and the Kaiser Bag-lia sharp 
musketry fire was opened upon them. The 
fire was returned, but for some two hundred 
yards tho column was exposed to on inces¬ 
sant storm of bulletB and grape shot. It was 
now nearly sunset. As they passed out ot 
the lane into a courtyard, h re was opened 
from the tops of the houses on enoli aide. 
Neill was on his horse giving orders, trying 
to prevent too hasty a rush through the 
aroliway at I'm end of the court, when he 
was shot dead from the top of a house. 
Spurgin, of the Madras fusiliers, saved his 
body, and,putting itoua gun-carriage,carried 
it into Luelmow. As the churchyard was 
too exposed to tho enemy’s fire to admit ot 
funoralH in the daytime, he was buriod on the 
evening of the 20th. 

Great was the griof of the brigade for 
tho loss of their commander, and both 
in India and in England it was felt that 
the death of Neill was tho loss of a very 
rusoluto, brave, and energetic general, who 
had been the first to stem the torrent of re¬ 
volt, and who had, when in command for a 
short time, shown a oapaeity for tho position, 
a fertility of resource, and a confidence in 
himself that had boon equalled by few. Lord 
Canning, in publishing tire despatches on the 
relief of Lucknow, wrote: ‘ Brigadier-general 
Neill, during his short but active career in 
Bengal, had won the rospoot and confidence 
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of the Government of India; he had made 
himself conspicuous as an intelligent, prompt, 
and self-reliant soldier, ready of resource, 
and stout of heart.’ 

The ‘ Gazette ’ announced that, had Neill 
lived, he would have been made a K.C.B., 
and hie widow was declared to enjoy the 
same title and precedence towhich she would 
have been entitled had her husband survived 
and been invested with the insignia of a 
K.C.B. The East India Company gave a 
liberal pension to the widow. 

Memorials were erected in India in Neill’s 
honour, and a colossal statue by Noble was 
erected in Wellington Square, m his native 
place, Ayr, in Scotland. Neill married, 
on 81 Oct. 1836, Isabella, daughter of 
Colonel Wards of the 6th regiment of Bengal 
cavalry, then employed as assistant to the 
resident at Nagpore. He left two sons. 

[India Office Records; Despatches; Marsh- 
man’s Life of Havelock; Have's History of the 
Sepoy War, and Lives of India Officers; Malle- 
son’s Hist, of the Indian Mutiny.] It. H. V. 

NEILL or NEIL, PATRICK (d 1706 P), 
first printer in Belfast, was a native of Scot¬ 
land. He was originally a printer in Glas¬ 
gow. In 1694 he was brought over to Bel¬ 
fast by William Orafford, or Crawford, sove¬ 
reign (mayor) of Belfast. Orafford, who was 
an enterprising merchant and a presbyterian, 
was placed on the burgess roll in 1686, and 
removed in 1706 in virtue of the act of par¬ 
liament disqualifying dissenters; he sat for 
Belfast in the Irish parliaments of 1708 and 
1707. To encourage Neill to introduce the 
printing business into Belfast, ha entered 
into partnership with him. Neill’s books are 
very rare; a few dated 1697 and 1098 are 
presumed to be his, but nono baaring his im¬ 
print are known before 1Q99. Of that year 
there is an edition of * The Christian’s Great 
Interest,’ by William Guthrie (1620-1666) 
[q, v.T, ‘Belfast; Printed by Patrick Neill 
and Company,' and an edition of ‘The 
Psalms ol David in Meeter,’ with similar 
imprint. Appended to the latter is a list of 
three religious books ‘ Printed and Sold by 
Patrick Neill.’ Of his press work in 1700 
four small volumes are extant. ‘The Psalms 
of David in Meeter' (of which a copy, bound 
in tortoiseshell and silver, belongs to the 
First Presbyterian ChuTch, Belfast) bears 
the imprint, ‘Belfast, Printed by Patrick 
Neil (sic) and Company, 1700.' An adver¬ 
tisement at the end of the ‘ Psalms ’ specifies 
a New Testament and six more religious 
hooks, including the ‘ Pilgrim’s Progress,’ as 

K ‘ sd 'by and. for’ Neill; it is not pro- 
that the New Testament was of his own j 


printing. To 1700 also belong his edition 
of Matthew Mead’s ‘ Almost Christian,’ and 
Bunynn's ‘ Sighs from Hell,'a small volume of 
sermons by John Flavel (1680 P-1891) [q. v.], 
with life. At the end of the ‘ Almost Chris¬ 
tian ’ is an advertisement specifying six more 
religious books as printed by Neill. In 1702 
his imprint appears on a local work (the only 
instance), viz., ‘Advice for Assurance of Sal¬ 
vation, 1 by Robert Oraghcad (d 22 A ug. 1711), 
presbyterian minister of Derry. No later im- 
rint of hie is known, Neill’s will boars date 
1 Dec. 1704; hence it is presumed that he 
died in 1706, He mentions as exeoutors his 
brother-in-law, James Blow [q. v.], who mar¬ 
ried his sister Abigail, and died on 16 Aug, 
1769, leaving 404 to the poor of Belfast 
(tablet formerly in tbo old church, now in 
the Old Poor House, Belfast), and Brice 
Blair (d January 1722), booksoller and 
habordashor, a prominent presbyterian and 
agent for distribution of regivm donum in 
1708. Blair was probably 0110 of Neill’s com¬ 
pany. N eill left three young children, John, 
James, and Sarah, of whom John was to be 
brought up to his father’s business by Blow, 
Patrick Neill (1776-1861) jq. v.] is said to 
have been a descendant of Noill. 

[Bonn’s Hist., of Bolfnst, 1877, pp. 126 sq.; 
Historic Memorials of First Fresh, Church of 
Belfast, 1887, pp. 14, 76; Amlorsim’s Catalogue 
of Early Belfast Printed Books, I860, pp. 6 sq.; 
Young’s Town Book of Belfast, 1802, pp. 231, 
236 sq. 337; Scottish Antiquary, October 1893, 
p. 85; Belfast News-Letter, 10 Jan, 1894, art. 
by Andrew Gibson.] A. G. 

NEILL, PATRICK (1776-1861), natu¬ 
ralist, was bom in Edinburgh on 26 Oct. 
1776, and spent his life in that city. He 
became the head of tho largo printing firm 
of Neill & Co., bnt during the last thirty 
years of his life he took little active part 
m its management. Early in liis career he 
devoted his spare time to natural history, 
especially botany and horticulture, The 
Wernerian Natural Hibtory Society was 
established in 1808, and in 1809 the Cale¬ 
donian Horticultural Society was founded. 
Noill was the first secretary of both societies, 
holding the latter post for forty years. In 
1806 appeared Ms ‘Tour through Orkney 
and Shetland,’ 8vo, a work wliioli gavo rise 
to much discussion, owing to its exposure of 
the then prevalent misery. In 1814 he issued 
a translation, ‘An Account of the Basalts of 
Saxony, from the Fronoh of Dubuisson, with 
Notes,’ Edinburgh, Bvo.. lie was tho author 
of the article ‘Gardening’ in the seventh 
edition of the ‘ Encyclopaedia Britannica,’ 
which, subsequently published unclor the 
title of ‘The Flower, Fruit, and Kitohon 
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Garden,’ ran tlirongli several editions. In 
1817 Neill, with two other deputies from the 
Caledonian Society, made a tour through 
the Netherlands and the north of Franca, 
and he prepared an account of it, which was 
published in 1828. 

Edinburgh is indebted to Neill for the 
scheme of the West Princes Street gardens. 
In 1820 that portion of the north loch was 
drained, and five acres of ground were laid 
out and planted with seventy-seven thousand 
trees and shrubs under his direction; it was 
also due to his public spirit that several anti¬ 
quities wero preserved when on tho point of 
being demolished. 

His residence at Oanomnills Cottage, near 
the city, was always open to visitors who 
cared for those pursuits in which Neill took 
an especial interest, and hie garden wae noted 
for the character of the collect! on and its 
high cultivation. A short time before his 
death he became enfeebled by a stroke of 
paralysis, and after soveral mouths of sufl’er- 
mg lie died at Canonmills on 8 Sept. 1861, 
and was buried in the cemetery at warrist on, 
Edinburgh. His tombstone states that he 
was 'distinguished for literature, science, 
patriotism, benevolence, and piety. 1 

lie was fellow of the Liuneau and Edin¬ 
burgh Royal Societies, and honorary LLD. 
of Edinburgh University. ITe died un¬ 
married, and among his various charitable 
bequests was one of 6001. to the Caledonian 
Horticultural Society to found a modal for 
distinguished Scottish botanists or culti¬ 
vators, and a similar sum to the lloyal 
Society of Edinburgh for a medal to distin¬ 
guished Scottish naturalists. He is bo- 
tanically commemorated by the rosaceous 
genus Neillia. 

[Particulars furnished by his nophow, Patrick 
Nnll Frnsor; Proc. Linn. Soo. ii. 191; Sard. 
Ghron. ] 851, p. 663; 31. Grevillo’a Algio Brit., 
Intcod.pp.4,25; Gont.Miig. 1861,p.648) Morn¬ 
ing's Lithol. Edinb. 1850, pp. 15, 16 j Crombio’s 
Modern Athenians, 1882, p. 115; Loser, Tostini. 
pres. 22 June 1843, Edinb, 1843, 12rao; Journ. 
But. 1800. xxriii. 55 ] 33, 33. J, 

NEILSON, .TAMES BEAUMONT 
(1792-1866), inventor of the hot blast in tbs 
non manufacture, was horn on 22 June 3792 
at Shettloston, a village near Glasgow. His 
father, Walter Neilson, originally a laborious 
and scantily paid millwright, became ulti¬ 
mately engine-wright at the Govan coal 
works, near Glasgow) his mother, whose 
maiden nomo was Marion Smith, wus a woman 
of capaoity and an excellent housewife. Neil- 
son's education was of un elementary hind, 
and completed before he was fourteen. His 
first employment was to drive o condensing 


engine which his father had set up, and on 
having school ho was for two years a‘gig-hoy' 
on a winding-engine at the Govan colliery. 
Showing a turn for mechanics, he was then 
apprenticed to hie elder brothor Jolm, an 
engineman at Oakbank, near Glasgow, who 
drove a small engine,and acted as his brother’s 
fireman. Some attempts by the two brot hers 
at field preaching came to an end through 
the opposition of his father, and John de¬ 
voted his leisure to repairing tho deficiencies 
of his early education. Hie apprenticeship 
finished, Neilson worked for a time as a 
journeyman to his brother, who rose to some 
eminence as an engineer, and who is said 


the first iron steamer that went to sea. At 
two-and-twsnty Neilson was appointed, with 
a salary of from 703. to 803., engino-wright 
of a colliery at Irvine, in the working of 
which he made various improvements. A 
year later he married Barbara Montgomerie, 
who belonged to Irvine. She brought him 
a dowry of 2503., which enabled them to 
live when tho failure of liis Irvine waster 
threw him out of employment, and they 
migrated to Glasgow. Here, at the age 
of twenty-five, he was appointed foreman 
of the Glasgow gasworks, tho first of the 
kind to be established in the city. At tile 
end of five years lie became managar and 
engineer of tlio works, and remained con¬ 
nected with them for thirty years. Into 
both the manufacture and the utilisation of 
gas he introduced several important improve¬ 
ments, among them tlio employment of clay 
retorts, the use of sulphate of iron as a puri¬ 
fier, and tlio swallow-tail jet, which oamo 
into general use. In these early successes 
as an inventor ho was aided by the new 
knowledge of physical and chemical science 
which he acquired as a diligonl student at 
the Andersonian University, Glasgow. At 
the same time he was exerting himself zoal- 
ouely for tho mental and teohnioal improve¬ 
ment of tho workmen under him, most of 
whom, Highlanders and Irishmen, could not 
even read. By degrees ho overcame their 
reluct ance to he taught, and, with the aid of 
the directors of the gas company, ho suc¬ 
ceeded in establishing a thriving workman’s 
institution, with a library, locture-room, 
laboratory, and workshop. In 1826 the popu¬ 
larity of the institute rendered enlargement 
of tho building necessary, and Neilson de¬ 
livered an excellent address to its members, 
whieh was published. 

It was about this time that he wae led 
to the inquiries which resulted in the dis- 
oovory of tlio value of the hot blast in the 
iron manufacture, The conception was en- 

n2 
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tirely opposed to tie practice winch an erro¬ 
neous theory had caused to be universally 
adopted. Finding that iron, in greater quan¬ 
tity and of better quality, was turned out 
by the blast fomace in winter than in sum¬ 
mer, the ironmasters had come to the con¬ 
clusion that this waB due to the greater cold¬ 
ness of the blast in winter than in summer. 
So strongly were they convinced of the truth 
of (his theory that they had recourse to 
various devices for the artificial refrigeration 
of tiie blast. It is one of the chief merits of 
Neilson as an inventor that he discovered 
the baselessness of this theory, and convinced 
himself that the superior yield of the blast 
furnaces in winter was to be accounted for, 
partly at least, by the increased moisture of 
the air in summer. It was, however, the 
comparative inefficiency of the blast in a 
particular case, in which the blowing-engine, 
instead of being near the furnace, was half 
a mile distant from it, that drew Neilson’s 
attention immediately to the experiments 
which led ultimately to his great invention. 
Neilson concluded that the effects of distance 
between the furnace and blowing-engine 
would be overcome if the blast were bealed 
by passing it through a red-bot vessel, by 
whioli its volume, and therefore the work 
done by it, would be increased. Experi¬ 
menting on gas and on an ordinary smith’s 
fire, he found in the one case that heated 
air in a tube surrounding the gas-burner in¬ 
creased the illuminating power of the gas, 
and in the other that by blowing heated air 
instead of air at its ordinary temperature 
into the fira its heat was much more in¬ 
tense. Of course, the cause of the increase 
was that the fire had not to expend a por¬ 
tion of its caloric to heat the cold air poured 
into it in the ordinary way. Neilson was 
now on the verge of the fruitful discovery 
that the blast was to be made more efficient 
by beating it, not byrefrigerating it. Owing 
to a deep-seated belief in the erroneous theory 
that cold benefited the blast, the ironmasters 
were reluctant to allow Neilson to try in 
their furnaces the effects of a substitution of 
the hot for the cold blast; and even those 
who were disposed to permit it strongly ob¬ 
jected to the alterations in the arrangements 
of their furnaces which Neilson thought 
necessary for a fair trial of his invention, A 
trial under anything like adequate condi¬ 
tions was consequently long deferred. Its 
effects were first fairly tested at the Clyde 
ironworks, and with such success that 
Charles Macintosh [q. v.J the inventor of 
the well-known waterproof, Colin Dunlop, 
and John Wilson of Dundyvan entered into 
a partnership with Neilson for palenling the 


invention. Ultimately the partnership ap. 
pears to have consisted of Neilson, Macin¬ 
tosh, and Wilson; Neilson being entitled to 
six-tenths of the profits, Macintosh to three- 
tenths, and Wilson to one-tenth (Neilson 
and Harford, p. 2). Separate patents were 
taken out in 1828 for England, Scotland, and 
Ireland, thatfor England oeingdatedll Sept., 
those for Scotland and Ireland 1 Oct. The 
specification was dated 28 Feb. 1829. To 
encourage the employment of the hot blast 
by the trade, the charg for a license to smelt 
iron with the hot blast was fixed at a shilling 
a ton on all iron produced by the new pro¬ 
cess, In 1832 Neuson joined the Institution 
of Civil Engineers in London. 

Neilson and others soon improved the 
apparatus. After five years' trial at the 
Clyde ironworks it was found that with 
the hot blast the Bame amount of fuel pro¬ 
duced three times as much iron, and that 
the same amount of blast did twice as much 
work as the cold blast formerly. A subsi¬ 
diary benefit was that, whereas with the cold 
blast coke—at least in Scotland—had to be 
used, with tho hot blast raw coal could be, 
and was, substituted, with a great saving of 
expenditure. To Scotland the invention was 
an inestimable benefit. It made available 
the black band ironstone which, sinco its 
discovery by David Mushet [q. v.], had been 
almost useless in the iron manufacture. In 
1839 the proprietor of one estate in Scotland 
derived a royalty of 16,600/. from the black 
band, although before the invention of the 
hot blast it had yielded him nothing (Smues, 
p. 131), In the course of time the anthra¬ 
cite coal of England, which could not be used 
in smelting iron with the cold blast, was 
made available for that purpose by the in¬ 
vention of the hot blaBt. By 1836 tho hot 
blast was in operation in every ironwork in 
Scotland save one, and there it was in course 
of introduction. Except in the case of a few 
special bands of iron, it is now in general 
use in Great Britain and out of it. It has 
been justly said that Neilson did for the iron 
manufacture what Arkwright did for the 
cotton manufacture. 

Like Arkwright, Neilson was not allowed 
to enjoy undisturbed the fruits of his inven¬ 
tion.’ He and his partners, by beginning 
legal proceedings, had compelled at least one 
firm to give up infringing their patent and 
to take out a lioense for using it, when to¬ 
wards 1840 an association of Scottish iron¬ 
masters was formed, each member of which 
bound himself, under a penalty of 1,000/., to 
resist, by every method which a majority 
should recommend, any practical acknow¬ 
ledgment of the validity of Neilson’s patent. 
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ATtlie same time several English iron¬ 
masters were individually making use of the 
hot blast while refusing to take out licenses. 
The first action brought by the owners of 
the patent after the formation of the Scottish 
association was a test one, Neilson v. Har¬ 
ford, tried in the Court of Exchequer in May 
and June 1841. The most plausible of the 
pleas urged by the defendants was a vague¬ 
ness in that part of the specification which 
described the air-vessel or receptacle in which 
the blast was to be heatod before entering 
the furnace. The ‘ form or shape ’ was said 
to be 1 immaterial to the effect,’ The presid¬ 
ing judge considered that the specification 
Bhould have hero been more explicit, and on 
this issue enteredjudgmentfor the defendants, 
although the jury had pronouucod a verdict 
generally favourable to the validity of the 
patent. The full court, howovor, decided in 
favour of the plaintiffs, and the lord chan¬ 
cellor granted an injunction against the de¬ 
fendants. With tluB terminated the contest 
between the patentees and English iron¬ 
masters. It was renowed in Scotland in 
April 1842, when a Scottish jury gave a ver¬ 
dict against the Qousoliold Coal Company, 
mulcting them in 8,0001. damages for having 
infringed the patent. Nevertheless in May 
1843 the validity of the patent was again 
tried in the court of session, on a scala 
which made the action Neilson v. Baird a 
cause calibre. The defendants wore the 
Bairds of Qartsherrie, who, after lulling out 
a license for the uso of the blast, continued 
to use it while ceasing to pay for it. The 
trial in Edinburgh lasted nine days, more 
than one hundred witnesses were examined, 
and the costs of the action were computed 
to have amounted to 40,000/. at least. It 
was admitted, on the part of the defendants, 
that during ten years they made 260,000/. nBt 
profit on liot-blast iron. The lord president 
summed up strongly in favour of tho plain¬ 
tiffs, and the jury gave a vovdict against tho 
defendants. The plaintiffs claimed 20,000/.; 
the jury granted them 11,870/. This was 
the last lawsuit in which the validity of tho 
patent was tried. In a memoir of Neilson, 
which claims to bo authoritative (OnAimims), 
he is described as discouraged and broken 
down at the time when he rocoived newa of 
a_‘ final decision of the House of Lords' in 
his favour. There is no record in tho Law 
Report sof any such decision. The last re¬ 
ference in them to proceedings in the House 
of Lords belongs to February 1848, when that 
house affirmed one olauae in a bill of excep¬ 
tions tendered, on the part of the Household 
Goal Company, to the summing-up of the 
Soottish judge who presided at the trial 


Neilson 

already mentioned. This decision of the 
House of Lords was unfavourable rather 
than favourable to Neilson, and might have 
led to a new trial, which was actually talked 
of but did not take place. The Scottish 
patent had expired in September, and the 
English patont in October 1842. 

Resigning, in easy circumstances, the ma¬ 
nagership of the Glasgow gasworks, Neilson 
retired in 1847 to a property in the Isle of 
Bute, belonging to the Marquis of Bute, 
whose friendship he enjoyed. In 1861 he re¬ 
moved to an estate whion he had purchased 
in the Stewartry of Kircudbright, where he 
was active in promoting local improvements, 
and founded an institution similar to that 
which he had established for the workmen 
of the Glasgow gasworks. Among the 
honours conferred on him was his election in 
1840 to fellowship of the Royal Society. 
In 1869, in the course of a discussion on Mr. 
IL Martin’s paper on ( Hot Ovens for Iron 
Furnaces,’ read at Birmingham before the 
Institution of Mechanical Engineers, Neilson 
gave an interesting account of the steps by 
which ha had arrived at his invention. Neil¬ 
son was a man of strict integrity and of 
somewhat puritanical rigour. At the dis¬ 
ruption ho left the established church of 
Scotland, and joined the free churoh. lie 
died 18 Jan. 1866 at Q,ueonaliill, Kirkcud¬ 
brightshire. 

[The chiof account of Neilson is in Smilee’s 
Industrial Biography, chap. ix. This is supple¬ 
ment od by tho memoir in Chambers's Biographical 
Dictionary of Emiiiont BcuLsmon, which is said to 
be boeod on information supplied by Noilson’s 
son. See also Proc.Institution of OivilEngineors, 
xxx. 4S1. Thera is an excellent account of tho hot 
blast and ifB history in tho volume on Iron and 
Stool in Porey’e Motallurgy. In tho article Iron in 
tho ninth odition of the Encyclopaedia Britannice, 
p. 317, the respective merits or the hot and cold 
blasLs ere succinctly staled. A full report of 
tbs trial Neilson v. Harford was published in 
1841, and of Neilson v. Baird in 1813. There 
is a copy of tho former, but not of tho latter, in 
the library of tho British Museum. Tho library 
of tho Fatant Office contains copies of both. 
Adequate nol icos of tho various lawsuits in which 
Neilson and liis partners wore involvod are givon 
in Webster's Patent, Cases, in Clark and Pin- 
nelly's Reports of Cases decided in tko House of 
Loras, ana in tho Reports of Cases decided in 
the Court of Session, sub annis.] J. JE. 

NEILSON, JOHN (1778-1839), bene¬ 
factor of Paisley, bom in Paisley on 14 Deo. 
1778, was the younger son of John Noilson, 

g rocer in Paisley, and Elizabeth Solatter, 
is wife. John entered his father's business, 
and before 1812 became, with his elder bro¬ 
ther James, a partner in the firm, which was 
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then styled John Neilson and Sons. James 
died on 12 Nov. 1831; John, continuing to 
carry on the business, amassed a consider¬ 
able fortune, and purchased the lands of 
Nethercommon, where he died on 6 Nov. 
1839, He was buried in the churchyard 
beside Paisley Abbey, A tombstone was 
erected to his memory and to that of his 
brother. Ha was a man of reserved habits, 
and entirely given up to business. By his 
deed of settlement he set apart a sum of 
17,187/. ‘ to form and endow for the edu¬ 
cating, clothing, and outfitting, and, if need 
be, the maintaining of boys who have resided 
within the parliamentary boundary of Paisley 
for at least three years, whose parents have 
died either without leaving sufficient funds 
for that purpose, or who from misfortune 
have been reduced, or who from the want of 
means are unable to give a suitable educa¬ 
tion to their children.’ Although the trustees 
were required to feu or purchase a piece of 
ground in Paisley for the erection of an in¬ 
stitution at any time within five years, yet 
they were forbidden to commence building 
till after the expiry of that time. As a site 
for the building the trustees secured the 
town’s bowling-green, the most conspicuous 
situation in Paisley, formerly the prselorium 
of a Roman camp. On this they erected a 
building which forms one of the chief archi¬ 
tectural adornments of the town. The John 
Neilson Institution is now one of the best 
sohools in the west of Scotland. There have 
been nearly nine hundred pupils educated as 
foundationers. The attendance at the open¬ 
ing of the institution in 1862 was about five 
hundred j it is now over nine hundred. The 
trustees are invested with ‘ the most ample 
and unlimited powers,’ the only restriction 
being that * the education shall be based on 
the scriptures.’ The school was incorporated 
in 1889 in a scheme made by the commis¬ 
sioners under the Educational Endowments 
(Scotland) Act, 1882. 

[Brown’s History of Paisley, ii. 324-8; Re¬ 
ports of the Neilson Institution; Hector'!! Yan- 
duara.) Q, S-h. 

NEILSON, JOHN (1778-1848), Cana¬ 
dian journalist, born at Balmaghis, Kirkcud¬ 
brightshire, Scotland, 17 July, 1778, was 
sent to Canada in 1790, and placed under 
the care of his elder brother, Samuol Neilson, 
tli8n resident in Quebec, and editor of the 
1 Quebec Gazette.’ bamuel Neilson died in 
1793, and in 1798 John Neilson became editor 
of the paper. The ‘ Quebec Gazeti e,’ published 
both in English and Franoh, had a wide cir¬ 
culation. John Neilson, though really of con¬ 
servative views, vigorously championed the 


cause of the French Canadian 1 ., and in 1818 
he was elected member of the assembly of 
Lower Canada for the county of Quebec. He 
held his seat for fifteen consecutive years. 
He assumed the altitude of an independent 
member, paid great attention to agriculture 
and education, and, in order to have his 
hands completely free, ceased to edit the 
1 Quebec Gazette^’ which enjoyed the pri¬ 
vilege of publishing public advertisements. 
In 1823 he was sent, with other delegate^, 
from Lower Canada to England, to protest 
against the proposed union of Upper and 
Lower Canada into one government. The 
mission was successful, and the proposal 
for the time withdrawn. In 1827 inuoh dis¬ 
satisfaction arose in Lower Canada, owing 
to gross malversation on the part of Sir 
John Caldwell, the receiver-general, and 
to the refusal of the exocutivo to allow cer¬ 
tain crown duties to pass into the hands of 
the assembly. In 1828 another mission, of 
which Neilson again formed a member, was 
sent to England to complain. Neilson care¬ 
fully stated his aversion to any fundamental 
changes. His representations were therefore 
readily accepted, the crown duties being re¬ 
signed, and a board of audit established to 
supervise public accounts. On 29 March 1830 
Neilson was publicly thanked for his services 
by the speaker of the assembly, and in Ja¬ 
nuary 1831 a silver vase was presented to 
him by the citizens of Quebec. From this date, 
however, Neilson began to separate from 
the French Canadian party. The assembly, 
under the leadership of Louis Papineau [q.r,], 
had refused to provide funds for the govern¬ 
ment expenses, and was loudly demanding 
an elective upper house. Both these demands 
were opposed by Neilson, who declared that, 
as the administration had been purified, no 
further change was nocosBary. As a re¬ 
sult he lost his seat at the general election 
of 1834, A constitutional association was 
now formed in Lower Canada, by those per¬ 
sons who wished to maintain the existing 
system, Neilson became a member of il, and 
in 1886 accepted the appointment of delegate 
to England to protest against the violent de¬ 
mands of the advanced party. He returned 
to Canada in 1836, and did his utmost to 
doter his fellow-oountrymen from entering 
on the rebellion of 1837-8. On its suppres¬ 
sion the constitution was suspended, and a 
special council was created for the govern¬ 
ment of the two provinces by the high com¬ 
missioner, Lord Durham, a seat thereon being 
given to Neilson. Neilson, true to liis old 
principles, bitterly opposed the reunion of 
the two provinces. lie thus regained some 
of his old popularity with the French party, 
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and in 1841 he was elected to the united 
legislature for Iris former seat of the county 
ot Quebec. He had now become a strong 
conservative, and resolut ely opposed the de¬ 
mand for responsible government, promoted 
mainly by the inhabitants of Upper Canada. 
In 1844 he was made speaker of the assembly. 
In October 1847 ho headed a deputation of 
citizens of Quebec, and read a long address 
to the governor, Lord Elgin, A chill caught 
on this occasion settled on his lungs. He 
died on 1 Feb. 1848, and was buried in the 
cemetery attached to the presbyterian church 
at VeJcartior, near Quebec. 

[Morgan's Lives of Celebrated Canadians; His¬ 
tories of Canada, by Garneau and Withrow; 
Canadian Parliamentary Reports; English Par¬ 
liamentary Reports.] G-. 1 J . M-y. 

NEILSON, LAURENCE CORNELIUS 
(1760 P-1830), organist, was born in London 
about 1760. At the age of seven he went 
with his parents to the west Indies, where 
his father died. Returning with his mother 
to London, he studied music under Valen¬ 
tine Nicolai, and began teaching at Notting¬ 
ham and Derby. He was organisl for two 
years at Dudley, Worcestershire, and in 1808 
succeeded to the teaching engagements of 
Samuel Bower at Chesterfield, where he died 
in 1880. His compositions, none of which 
aro important, include pianoforte sonatas, 
duets, songs, a ‘ Book of Psalms and Ilymns,' 
and somo flute music. Ilia son, E. J. Neil¬ 
son, was one of the ten foundation students 
of the Royal Academy of Music. 

[Biographical Dictionary of Musid'ans, 1821; 
Brown*# Dictionary ol Musicians.] J, 0. II. 

NEILSON, LILIAN ADELAIDE 
(1848-1880), whose real nnrae was Elizabeth 
Ann Brown, actress, was daughter of a bomo- 
what obscure actress named Brown, subse¬ 
quently known as Mrs, Bland. Slid wus 
born at 36 St. Peter’s Square, Leeds, on 
3 March 1848, lived as a child at Skip! on, 
and subsequently worked as a mill Laud at 
Guisoley. Ilor father's numo is unrovoalod. 
Before she was twelve years of ago she used 
to recite passages from her mother’s play- 
books. At the parish school of Guiseloy sho 
showed horsolf a quick child and an ardent 
reader. Sbo then bocaine a nurse girl, and 
on learning the particulars of her birth grow 
restless and, ultimately, under the name 
Lizzie Ann Bland, mado her way secretly to 
London, Her early experiences were cruel, 
and remain unedifying, During a portion of 
the time she was hohind the bar at a publio- 
houee near the llaymarket, where she had 
a reputation as a Shakespearean deolaimer. 
Sho was first seen on the stage in 1806 at 


Margate as Juliet. Lizzio Ann Bland then 
blossomed into Lilian Adelaide Lossont, 
afterwards changed to Neilson, a name Bhe 
main! ained after a marriage contracted about 
this time with Mr. Philip Ilenry Lee, the 
son of the rector of Stoke Brueme, near Tow- 
cester, from whom she was divorced in 1877. 
Her first appearance in London wits made as 
Juliet at the Royalty Theatre in Dean Street 
in J uly 1806, her performance being witnessed 
by a scanty audience, including two or throe 
theatrical reporters or critics, whom it pro¬ 
foundly impressed. Such knowledge as she 
possessed had been obtained from John 
Ryder, a brusque but capable actor, whose 
pupil she was. She possessed at that, time 
remarknblo beauty, of a somewhat southern 
type, girlish movement, and a voice musical 
and caressing. The earlier scenes were given 
with much grace and tenderness, and in the 
later Beenes she exhibited tragic intensity. 
Slie was than engaged for the Princess's, 
where she was, 2 July 1866, the original 
Gabriolle de Savigny in Watts Phillips’s 
‘ Huguenot Captain,’ and the same year she 
played Victorine in a revival of the drama of 
that name at the Adelphi. On 10 March 
] 867 slie was, at tho Bnmc house, the original 
Nelly Annroyd in AVatte Phillips’s ‘Lostin 
London.’ On 26 Sept. 1868, at the Theatre 
Royal, Edinburgh, she was seen ub Rosalind 
in 1 As you like it,’ appearing subsequently 
as Paulino in the 'Lady of Lyons,’ and 
Julia in t,ho ‘ Hunchback.’ On 2 Oct. she 
was the heroine of ‘ Stage and Stale,’ an un¬ 
successful adaptation of 1 Beatrix, on la Ma- 
done do l’Arts/ of Legouv6. In November 
sho played at Birmingham iu ' Millicent,’ an 
adaptation by Mr. O. Williams of Birming¬ 
ham of Miss Braddou’s novel the ’Captain 
of the Vulture.’ Returning to London she 
‘ oroatsd/ 0 March 1860, at the Lyceum, the 
part of Lilian iu Westland Hurston's ‘ Life 
for Life.’ At the Gaiety sho was, on 11 Oct. 
1861), the first. Mine. Vidal in 1 A Life Chase,’ 
by Jolm Ox enford and 1 Icraoe Wigan, adapted 
from ‘ Lo Drama do la Rue de ls Pais,’ and on 
R! Dec. the i rst Mary Belton in H. J. Byron's 
‘ Uncle Dick's Darling,’ At the same house 
she appeared the following April as Julia in 
urovival of the ‘Hunchback,’and on26May 
1870 she begun, at St. James’s Iiall, a series of 
dramatic studios consisting of passages from 
tho ’ Provoked Husband,’ ‘ Love l’or Love,’ 
the * Taming of the Shrew,’ ‘Wallenstein,’ 
and ‘Phfcdro,’ with accompanying comments. 
She appeared as Amy Kobsarl in Andrew 
Ilulliday’s adaptation of ‘Kenilworth’ at 
Drury Lane 24 Sept. 1870. Rebecca in Hol¬ 
liday's version of‘Xvaiihoo* on28 Sept. 1871, 
nnd Rosalind on 18 Dec. A series of faro- 
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■well performances at the Queen’s Theatre, 

•_1.1 -_J J Jv, 


performed for the drat time 18 Nov. 1872. 
In America she was extremely popular, act¬ 
ing, in addition to other parts, Beatrice in 
‘Much Ado about Nothing,’ Lady Teazle, 
and Isabella in * Measure for Measure.’ Ame¬ 
rica was revisited in 1874,1876, and 1879, 
and she added to her repertory Viola in 
‘Twelfth Night' and Imogen. During an 
engagement at the Haymarket, beginning 
17 Jan. 1876, she reappeared as Isabella, and 
was thB first Anne Boleyn in Tom Taylor’s 
play of that name. She played at the same 
house inl878,in the course of which she acted 
Viola. Her Queen Isabella in the' Crimson 
Cros9 ’ was seen for the first time, 27 Feb. 


NEILSON, PETER (1795-1861), poet 
and mechanical inventor, youngest son oi 
George Neilson, oalenderer, was born in Glas- 

f ow on 24 Sept. 1796. Educated at Glasgow 
Ligh School and University, he received 
a business training in various city offices, and 
then joined his father in exporting cambric 
and cotton goods to America. In 1820, on 
returning from a visit to the United States, 
he married his cousin, Elizabeth Robertson, 
Prom 1822 to 1828 he was in America on 
business, and amassed a store of information, 
which he published on his return in ‘Six 
Years’ Residence in America,’ 1828. The loss 
of his wife about this time turned his 


on scriptural themeB— 1 The Millennium’ and 
‘Scripture Gems’—which he published in 
1834, interested Dr. Chalmers and Professor 


1879, at the AdelphL This was her last ori¬ 
ginal part. Her latest visit to America ended 
on 28 July 1880, and soon after her arrival 
in England 6he left for Pans, complaining of 
illness, but with no sign of disease. But she 
took farewell of ono or two intimate friends, 
declaring in unbelieving ears that she should 
never return. On 16 Aug. 1880 she drank a 
glass of iced milk in the Bois de Boulogne, 
and was seized with a sudden attack, appa¬ 
rently gastric, from which she died the same 
day. Her remains were brought to London 
and interred in Rrompton cemetery. 

As a tragedian she has had no English 
rival during the last half of this century. 
Her Juliet was perfect, and her Isabella had 
marvellous earnestness and beauty. In Julia 
also she has not been surpassed. In comody 
she was self-consoious, and spoilt her effects 
by over-acting. Her Viola was pretty, and 
v 'er Rosalind, though very bright, lacked 
letry. The best of her original parts were 
my Robsart and Rebecca. It is not easy 
see how these could have been improved. 
ie was thoroughly loyal, and quite devoid 
the jealousy that seeks to belittle a rival 
tist or deprive her of a chance. In the 
pularity she obtained her antecedents were 
rgotten. Her social triumphs were remork- 
and but for her unhappy marriage it is 
ain that she would have added another 
he long list of titled actresses. Many 
raits of her have appeared in magazines 
other publications, A miniature on 
y, a little idealised, but effective, be- 
-ged to the present writer. 

[Personal knowledge; Smith's Old Yorkshire; 
scoe’s Dramatio Notes; Scott and Howard’s 
fo of E, L. Blanchard; Winter's Shadows of 
ie Stage; Era Almanac; Times, 17,18,21, and 
.6 Aug. 1880 ; Athsnseim, August 1880 ; Aoa- 
lsmy, August I860.] J. K . 


Wilson. 

In 1841 Neilson settled in Kirkintilloch, 
Dumbartonshire, where a maiden sister man¬ 
aged for him and his family of throe daugh¬ 
ters and one son. In 1846 he proposed im¬ 
provements on the life-buoy, which the lords 
of the admiralty deemed worthy of being 
patented (WHITEU.W, Memoir), but be 
shrank from the expense. Continuing his 
literary efforts, he wrote a remarkable little 
work on slavery, published in 1840, and en¬ 
titled ‘The Life and Adventures of Zambn, 
an African King; and his Experiences of 
Slavery in South Carolina.’ Ostensibly only 
edited by Neilson, tliia work in some respocts 
anticipated 1 Uncle Tom’s Cabin.’ ne also 
contributed to the‘ Glasgow Herald ’ a Berios 
of practical articles on ‘ Cotton Supply for 
Britain.’ On 8 Jan. 1848 lie wrote a patriotic 
letter to Lord John Russell, suggestmgiron- 
plated Bhips, and enclosing a plan of an inven¬ 
tion by him. In 1866 ha further corre¬ 
sponded on the subject with Lord Panmure 
and Admiral Earl Hardwicko, and appa¬ 
rently his proposals were adopted, though 
not formally acknowledged (ib.) After the 
building of the Warrior and tho Black Prince 
according to his plan, Neilson suggested 
inside as well as outside plates, and summed 
up his views in ‘Remarks on Iron-built 
Ships of War and Iron-plated Ships of War,’ 
1861, Shortly afterwards he published an¬ 
other pamphlet, on the defence of unfortified 
cities such os London. In his latter years 
he suffered from heart disease, and ho died 
at Kirkintilloch on .8 May 1861, and was 
interred in the hurying-ground of Glasgow 
Cathedral. 

Neilson’s ‘Poems,’ edited with memoir by 
Dr. Whitalnw, appeared in 1870. Tho pieces 
in this posthumous volume are vigorously 
conceived and marked by strong common- 
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senss, but they are not specially poetical. 
The most ambitious effort in the book,' David: 
a Drama/ is a somewhat slim expansion of 
the Bible story. 

[Dr. Whitelaw's memoir as in text,] T. B, 

NEILSON, SAMUEL _ (1781-1803), 


an object of suspicion to government. In 
1702 the printer and proprietor were prose¬ 
cuted and acquitted. In January 1793 six 
injunctions wero filed against them for sedi¬ 
tious libels, and in .November 1794 they were 
prosecuted for publishing the address of the 
United Irishmen to the volunteers. After 


United Irishman, the son of Alexander Noil- this Neilson became sole proprietor. In Sep- 
son, a presbyterian minister, was born at tember 1796 the offices of the‘Nor thorn Star' 
Ballyroney, co. Down, in September 1781. | were ransacked by the military and Neilson 
He was educated partly by his father, partly , arrested, A full account of the affair ap~ 
at a neighbouring school, and displayed con- peared in the next issue of the paper on 
siderable aptitude for mathematics. About 16 Sept, He was at first-placed in solitary 
the age of sixteen he was apprenticed to confinement in Newgate, Dublin; butj being 
his elder brother John, a woollendraper in 1 shortly aflorwardB removed to Kilmamhnm, 


Belfast. He married in September 1786 
Miss Bryson, the daughter of a highly re¬ 
spectable and wealthy merchant of (hat town. 


the rigour of his punishment was rolaxed. 
During his imprisonment Jus neighbours dis¬ 
played groat IcmduBsstohiswifo ondfamily. 


and, slarting in businoss for himself, osta- After his arrest the ‘Northern Star’ was at 


Wished one of the largest woollen warehouses 
in Belfast. But, becoming absorbed in poli¬ 
tics, hie businoss gradually declined to such 
an extent that it was eventually abandoned. 
In 1790 bo was particularly active in pro- 
motingthecandidature as M.P.for the county 
Down of Koborfc Stuart, afterwards Viscount 
Castlereagh [q. v.l, in opposition 1o Lord 
Hillsborough, m the tory interest. In 1701 
lie suggested to Henry Joy MoCracken [q. v.] 
the idea of a society of Irishmun of evory 
persuasion for the promotion of a reform of 
parliament, and he may therefore be regarded 
as tlie founder of the United Irish Society, 
though tho real organiser of it was Theobald 
Wolfe Tone [q. v/j, with whom he in this 
year became acquainted, and with whose re¬ 
publican views, involving a complete separa¬ 
tion of Ireland from England, lie cordially 
concurred. In order to propagate the prin¬ 
ciples of the society a bi-weokly newspaper, 
the ‘Northern Star/ was started under Neil- 
son’s editorship, the first number of which 
appeared on 4. Jan. 1792. At first only a 
shareholder, with a salary of 1001. per annum 
na editor, he eventually in 1794 became sole 
proprietor. Without possessing tho literary 
qualities of its successor, tho 'Pross/ the 
‘Northern Star’ soon become a very popular 
and influential paper in tho north of Ireland, 
and at the time of its suppression in 1797 
bad attained a circulation of 4,200 copiee of 
each issue, According to Tone, its object was 
[to give a fair statement of all that -passed 
in Prance, whither overy one turned!" their 
eyes; to inculcate the necessity of union 
among Irishmen of all religious persuasions; 
to support the emancipation of the catholics; 
and finally, as the necessary, though not 
avowed, consequence of ell this, to orect Ire¬ 
land into a republic independent of England.’ 
With such aims the paper naturally became 


first editod by Thomas Corbett, and after¬ 
wards by the Bov. Mr. Porter, author of tho 
highly treasonable articles 1 Billy Bluff and 
tho Squire/ but was finally suppressed with 
great violence in May 1797. 

After seventeen mont he’ confinement,which 
told seriously on his health, Neilson was, 
on 22 Eeb. 1798, threo woelrs before the 
arrest of the Leinster Directory at Oliver 
Bond’s, released on his own recognisances 
and those of his friend John Swootman, on 
condition that ho would for the future abstain 
from treasonable conspiracy. After his release 
he was, according to the younger Grattan 
(Life of Henry Grattan, iv. 308), ‘ sent for 
and closeted wilh Mr. Pelham, on an inquiry 
by the secretary as to tlie probability of 
conciliating the north of Ireland by granting 
reform, ana at the period of his release he 
was in habits of intercourse with tho people 
of the castle. They sought Mm in order 
to obtain intelligence, as he was an open- 
mouthed porson.’ Neilson was probably more 
astute than eitlior Grattan or relham fancied. 
Mr, Locky, who lias no high opinion of him, 
suggests (England in the Eighteenth Century, 
viii. 44 9i.) that in communicating with go¬ 
vernment he only did bo in ordar to betray 
them. It is certain that ho did not long ad¬ 
here to the conditions of his release. This 
he admitted in his examination bofore the 
secret eonimittee, hut pleaded in extenuation 
that he took no part in politios till ho found 
that government hod brokon faitli with him, 
and that he had reason to know that it was 
intended to arrest him again. Anyhow he 
soon enlorcd into communication with Lord 
Edward Fitzgerald [q. y.], and was very 
active in filling up the vacancies in the Di¬ 
rectory caused by the aireste at Bond’s on 
12 March. Ilis intimacy with Lord Edward 
Fitzgerald,by whom he was greatly esteemed, 
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and his extraordinary behav Lour on the even¬ 
ing of that unfortunate nobleman's capture, 
lea to a widespread but unfounded belief that 
it was he who betrayed hiui (Thomas BIooilc, 
Life of Lord E. Fitzgerald), On 22 May 
a reward of 8007. was offered for his appre¬ 
hension, and on the evening of the following 
day he was captured, after a desperate re¬ 
sistance, in which ‘ he was cut and scarred 
in upwards of fifty places, and was ouly saved 
by the number of lus assailants,’ while recon¬ 
noitring Newgate, with a view to the rescue 
of Lord Edward Fitzgerald. When placed 
in the dock on 12 July he vehemently pro¬ 
tested against the indignity of being loaded 
with fettera, which the turnkey excused on 
the ground of his extraordinary'strengtk and 
ferocity. He declined to name counsel, 1 lest 
he might in any degree give his concurrence 
to the transactions of a court which he looked 
upon as a sanguinary tribunal for conviction 
and death, and not for trial.’ 

According to Roger O'Connor, who claimed 
to have special knowledge of the transaction, 
it was Neilson who, in order to save his own 
life, set on foot those negotiations which 
resulted in the famous compact of 29 July 
1798 between government and the political 
prisoners, whereby the latter, in order to stay 
farther executions, consented to disclose the 
plans and objects of the United Irish So¬ 
ciety, and to submit to banishment to any 
country in amity with Great Britain. Taken 
by itself, Roger O’Connor’s statement would 
carry little weight j for, as Secretary MarBdeu 
enid, whatever the equality of lus guilt might 
have been, he stood very low in the estima¬ 
tion of his companions; hut it receives some 
confirmation from a passage in o letter from 
Ileury Alexander to Pelham (Lucky, Hist, 
of England, viii. 196 n.) The truth is that, 
though satisfied beyond a doubt of Noil- 
eon’s guilt and fully prepared to hang him 
for it, the government felt uncertain of se¬ 
curing a conviction, owing to the escape 
of McCormick, upon whom they depended 
for evidence of direct communication with 
Edward John Lewins [q. v.], and the un¬ 
willingness of their principal witness to come 
forward in open court, and consequently were 
fain to make a virtue of necessity, and include 
him in the compact (CoaiTWALLis, Correspon¬ 
dence, ii. 370). He was examined before the 
committees of the lords and commons on 
9 Aug. 1798, and wrote a letter strongly pro¬ 
testing against the statements contained iu 
the preamble to the Act of Banishment (38 
Geo. Ill, c. 78), which he was with difficulty 
restrained from publishing. 

After ten months’imprisonment in Dublin 
he was on 19 March 1799, although confined 


to bed with a high fever, removed with the 
other prisoners on board ship, and trans¬ 
ported to Fort George, in. Scotland, whore, 
after a tedious voyage, during the greater 
part of which he was quite delirious, he 
arrived on 14 April. During his detention 
at Fort George he was treated with great 
consideration by Ihe governor. Like Tone, 
he was a hard drinker, hut lus weakness in 
this respect has probably been exaggerated. 
Certainly he was able, in order to procure 
the necessary means to obtain permission for 
his son, whose education he wished to super¬ 
intend,^ live with him, to deny himself the 
customary allowanoe of wine. On 21 July 
1799 he wrote a remarkable letter to his wife, 
in approbation of the scheme of the union, 
which Madden (United Irishmen, 2nd SBr, 
i. 247) improbably suggests did not represent 
his real opinion. On 4 July 1802 he was 
landed at Cuxkaven, and restored to liberty. 
But a rumour, originating probably with 
Roger O’Connor, having reached him reflect¬ 
ing on hiB conduct in regard to tho compact 
of 29 July 1798, he formed the immediate 
resolution of revisiting Ireland. He suc¬ 
ceeded in eluding the vigilance of the autho¬ 
rities—though thecaptamoftheBhip in which 
he sailed was arrested and imprisoned—and 
about the end of July 1803 landed at Drog¬ 
heda, whence he made his way safely to 
Dublin. lie lay concealed for some time in the 
house of Bernard Coile, at 16 LiU'gan Sfcreot, 
and then, with the assistance of James Hope 
(1764-1846 P) [q. v.j, proceeded to Bolfast, 
where he remained for three orfo ur days, being 
visited in Becretby his friends and relatives, 
He returned to Dublin, and was sheltered 
by Oharles O’Hara at Iri&htown for some 
weeks, till the American vessel in which his 
passage was taken sailed. Ho landed at Now 
York apparently early in December 1802, and 
was contemplating starling m evening paper 
when he died suddenly of apoplexy on 2!) Aug. 
1803, at Poughkeepie, a small town on the 
Hudson, whither he had gone in the autumn 
to avoid the plaguoinNew York. Hie remains 
were interred iu the burial-place of a gentle¬ 
man of his name, though no relation of liis, 
and a small marble slab was subsequently 
ereoted to Ms memory. 

An engraved portrait of Neilson, from a 
miniature by Byrne, is prefixed to the memoir 
of him by Madden (io. 2nd sor. i, 78). He 
was a man of pleasing appearance, tall, well 
built, of extraordinary strength, boldness, and 
determination. In politics he aimed at the 
absolute separation of Ireland from England; 
but, like the Belfast leaders generally, he 
relied more on nativo exertions than on foreign 
intervention, His widow embarkedinbusiness 
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in Belfast, and her five children attained 
respectable positionsin life. She died in No- 
rember 18lJ, and was buried at Newtown, 
Breda. Neilson’s only son, William Bryson, 
died in Jamaica of yellow fever on 7 Feb. 
1817, aged 22. 

[A short sketch of Neilson’s lifo by Bernard 
Dornin was published in Now York in 1804, and 
was reprinted under the signature ‘ Jlibomus' in 
the Irish Magazine of September 1811, edited by 
Walter Oox, to whom it waB attributed. Another 
sketch appeared in the Dublin Morning Register 
of 29 Nov. 1831, by some one who possessed an 
intimate knowledge of his early life. Both these 
sources have since been auporsedod by the vary 
full, but in some respects partial, memoir in 
Madden’s United Irishmen, 2nd sor. vol. i. (184 2- 
1846). For special information the following 
maybe consulted with advantage: Tooling's Per¬ 
sonal Narrative of the Irish Rebellion; Mad¬ 
den's Hist, of Irish Periodical Literature, 1867; 
Tone’s Autobiography; Grattan's Life of Henry 
Grattan iv. 868-71; Fitzpatrick’s Socret Service 
under Pitt; Curran’s Life of Curran, ii. 184; 
the published Correspondence of John Deresford, 
ii. 179, and of Lords Cornwallis, Casllerotigh, and 
Auckland; Froudo’s English in Ireland; Lecky's 
Hist, of England in the Eighteenth Century; 
Pelham’s Correspondence in Addit. MSS. Brit. 
Hus.,particularly 33119*; Webb's Compendium 
of Irish Biography.] E. D. 

NEILSON, WILLIAM, D.D. (1700 F- 
1821), grammarian, was born in co. Down 
about 1760, and rccoivad Ida classical oduea- 
tion under J olin Young [q.v.], aftor wards pro¬ 
fessor of Greek at Glasgow. Thoir friend¬ 
ship continued throughout life. Neilson 
dedicated one ofhia books (‘Elomonta’) to 
Young, and Young occasionally gavo one of 
Neilson’s books as a prize in lus class at Glas¬ 
gow (James Yates’s copy in British Museum), 
lie was ordained in tho presbytorian oliuroli, 
and became minister of Dundalk, co. Louth, 
where he was also master of a school. In 
1804 he published at Dundalk, by subscrip¬ 
tion, ‘ Greek Exorcises in Syntax, Ellipsis, 
Dialects, Prosody,and Metaphrasis. Tliesub¬ 
scribers were about three hundred, and the 
list shows that ho was osteomod by tho ehiof 
landowners of his district, as well as by 
members of tho popular party, such as Jolui 
Patrick, tlie patriotic surgeon of Ballyinima, 
so famous for his care of the wounded during 
the rebellion of 1708. Tlie book was credit- j 
ably printed by J. Parks in Dundalk, and 1 
is dedicated to Dr. John Kearney, provost of 
Trinity College. Dublin, It shows oonsi- 
darablo scholarship, and became popular as a 
Hokool-hook. A second edition appeared at 
Dundalk in August 1800, ft third in April 
1809, a fourth in November 1838. a fifth in 
Edinburgh in March 1818, a sixtu in Edin¬ 


burgh in 1824, a suvonih in London in 1824, 
and the eighth and ln3t in London in 1846. 
Ills next work was ‘ An Introduction to the 
Irish Language,’ published in Dublin in 1808. 
Irish was then tbe vernacular of a large part 
of the country people of Down and Louth, 
and NeilBon had had good opportunities of 
becoming acquainted with it. He was 
assisted (Introduction to 0'DoNOVAsr’s Gram¬ 
mar, p. 60) by Patrick Lynch, a native of 
Inch, co. Down, a local scholar and scribe. 
The book is printed, except two extracts from 
literature, in Homan type, and is valuable as 
a faithful representation of IriBli as spoken at 
the period in Down. Tho power of arrange¬ 
ment and good toste inseleolionof examples 
exhibited in the author’s Greek books are 
noticeable in his Irmh grammar. Tho dia¬ 
logues and familiar phraBOs which form the 
second part are acompleleguide to the ideas 
as wall as tho phrases of tho peasantry. 
Part of the fourth is I alien from the dialogues 
in a raro Irish book called 1 Bolg an tsofair,’ 
published in Belfast in 1795, but tho others 
are original. The third part was to have con- 
tabied extracts from literature, of which only 
a chapter of Proverbs from tlio Irish Bible 
and part of the series of stories known as 
‘ Tho Sorrows of Storytelling’ were printod. 
A second edition, altogether in Irish typo, 
was printed at Aehill, co. Mayo, in 1848. In 
1810 he published in Dublin ‘Greek Idioms 
exhibited in Select Passages from tbe bebt 
Authors.' <The curious frontispiece, entitled 
KejSqror irtvaf, was drawn by bis brother, 
J. A. Neilson, a doctor of physic in Dun¬ 
dalk. Neilson became professor of Greek 
and Itobrow in ‘ Belfast College,' that iB in 
a training college for presbytorian minsters 
in commotion with the Belfast academical 
institution in 1817, an olliee which lie held 
till his death, and which caused him to re¬ 
side in Belfast, In 1820 ho published ‘ Ele- 
juoufa Lingua) Grraoto^' of which a second 
edition appeared at Edinburgh in 1821. lie 
died during the summer of 1821. 

[Wui'Iib; Reid’s History of tho Presbyterian 
Church in Ireland, od. W. D. ffillon, 1/melon, 
1863, vol. iii,; O’Douo van's Grammar of tho 
Irish Language, Dublin, 1846.] N, M. 

NELIGAN, JOHN MOORE(1816-1803), 
physician, sou of a medical practitioner, 
was born at Clonmel, co. Tipperary, in 1816. 
Ho graduated M.D. at Edinburgh in 1886, 
and began practice in his birthplace. Thence 
he moved to Cork, whore he lectured on ma¬ 
teria madica and medical botany in a private 
school of anatomy, medicine, and euygery in 
Warren’s Tlnce. In 1810 ho took a house 
in Dublin, and in 1841 was appointed physi- 
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dan to the Jervis Street Hospital, Ha also 
gave lectures on materia medica from. 1841 
to 1846, and on medicine from 1846 to 1867, 
in the Dublin school of Peter Street. He 
published in 1844 ‘ Medicines, their Uses and 
Mode of Administration,’ which gives an 
account of all the drugs mentioned in the 
London, Scottish, and Dish pharmacopoeias, 
and of some others Their so urces, medicinal 
actions, dosos, and most useful compounds 
are clearly stated; and the compilation, 
though containing no original matter, was 
useful to medical practitioners, and went 
through many editions. lie enjoyed the 
friendship of Robert James Graves [q. v.l, 
the famous lecturer on medicine, and in 1848 
edited the second edition of his ‘ Clinical 
Lectures on the Practice of Medicine.’ In 
the same year he published 1 The Diagnosis 
and Treatment of Eruptive Diseases of the 
Scalp,’which was printed at the Dublin Uni¬ 
versity Press. He describes as inflammatory 
diseases herpes, eczema, impetigo, and pity¬ 
riasis, and as non-mflammatory porrigo, and 
gives a lucid statement of their characteristics 
m tabular form; but he was ignorant of the 
parasitic nature of herpes capitis, as he calls 
ringworm, and seems not to have noticed 
the frequent relation between eczema of the 
occiput and animal parasites. From 1849 
to 1801 he edited the ‘Dublin Quarterly 
Journal of Medical Science,’ and published 
many medical papers of his own m it. In 
1852 he published* A Practical Treatise on 
Diseases of the Skin,’ and, like most men 
who attain notoriety as dermatologists, issued 
in 1866 a coloured 1 Atlas of Skin Diseases.’ 
His treatise is a compilation from standard 
authors, with a very small addition from his 
own experience. The subject is well arranged, 
and so set forth as to be useful to practi¬ 
tioners. It was much read, and led to his 
treating many patients with cutaneous affec¬ 
tions. His house in Dublin was 17 Merrion 
Square East He married in 1839 Kate 
Gumbleton, but had no ohildren, and died 
on 24 July 1863. 

[Cameron’s Hist, of the Eoyal Collage of Sur¬ 
geons in Ireland, Dublin, 1883; Webb's Dic¬ 
tionary of Biography.] N, M. 

NELSON, Sib ALEXANDER ABER- 
OROMBY (1816-1898), lieutenant-general, 
born at Walmer, Kent, in 1816, and educated 
at the Royal Military College. Sandhurst, 
was, on 8 March 1886, appointed ensign 40 th 
foot (now 1st batt. South Lancashire), in 
which regiment his two brothers, and subse¬ 
quently his son, also served. He became 
lieutenant on 16 March 1839, and was in 
sole charge of the commissariat of the Bom¬ 


bay column during the operations under Sir 
William Notfc [q. v.] at Kandahar and in 
1 Afghanistan in 1841-2 (medal), He accotn- 
panied the Bombay column, under Colonel 
Stack, which proceeded from Ferozeporeto 
join Sir Charles James Napier [q, v.) in Sind, 
was present at the battle of Haidarabad' 
24 March 1843 (medal), and was thanked by 
the governor-general of India and the Bom- 
hay government for the manner in which the 
duties of the commissariat were performed. 
He was aido-de-camp to Sir Thomas Valiant 
at the battle of Maharajporo, 29 Dec. 1848, 
and had a horse shot under him (mentioned 
in despatches and bronze star). On 31 July 
1846 he obtained an unattached company. 
He was appointed adjutant of the Walmer 
dopot battalion, 7 April 1864, but imme¬ 
diately afterwards was made deputy assistant 
adjutant-general, and subsequently brigade- 
major, at Portsmouth, which post he held 
during the period of the Crimean war aud 
the Indian mutiny, ne Lecamo major un¬ 
attached 6 Juno 1856, lieutenant-colonel 
9 Dec. 1804. and colonel 9 Doc. 1869. In 
1866, when deputy adjutant-genoral iu Ja¬ 
maica, he was appointed brigadier-general to 
command the troops at St. Thomns-in-the- 
East at the time of the insurrection, for his 
services in suppressing which he received 
the thanks of government, and was unani¬ 
mously voted a sum of two hundred guineas 
for a testimonial by the Jamaica House of 
Assembly. He was lieutenant-governor of 
Guernsey from 1870 to 1883, and was a J.P. 
for Middlesex. Nelson beoame a major- 
general in 1880, and a retired lieutenant- 
general in 1883. He was made O.fi. in 1876 
and K.C.B. in 1891. He married in 1846 
Emma Georgiana, daughter of Robert Hib- 
bert, of Hale Barns, Altrincham, Cheshire. 
She died in 1892. Nelson died at his resi¬ 
dence near Reading on 28 Sept. 1893. 

[Army Lists and London Gazette; Debrotl's 
Knightage; Times, 80 Sept, 1808.] H. M, 0. 

NELSON, FRANCES HERBERT, Vis¬ 
countess Nelson- (1781-1831), baptised May 
1761, was the daughter of WEliam Wool- 
ward (A 18 Feb. 1779), senior judge of the 
island of Nevis in the West Indies, and, by 
her mother, niece of John Richardson Her¬ 
bert, president of the council of Nevis, On 
28 June 1779 (Notes and Queries, 8th ser. v. 
222) she married Josiah Nisbet, M.D., who 
shortly, afterwards beoame deranged, and 
died within eighteen months, leaving her, 
with on infant son, dependent on her uncle. 
While living withhim she beoamo acquainted 
with Nelson, then the young oaptain of the 
Boreas, and was married to him at Nevis on 
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12 March 1787 [sob Nemon, Hobatio, Vis¬ 
count]. The irregularly kept register at 
iTetis gives the date os 11 March (Mrs. 
Gamlin in Notes and Queries, 8th ser. iv. 
418); hut in a letter to her husband on 
11 March 1797 Mrs. Nelson wrote: ‘To¬ 
morrow is our wedding day, when it gave me 
a dear husband, and my child the best of 
fathers ’ (Nicolas, i. 217). 

"When the Boreas was paid off Mrs. Nelson 
lived with her husband at Bumham-Thorpe 
till February 1798, and during his flrst 
absence in the Mediterranean corresponded 
withhim on most affectionate terms. "When 
he returned home after losing his arm at 
Teneriffe,sho tenderly nursed him during the 
months of pain that followed, and through 
1798 Nelson’s letters to his wife appear as 
affectionate as ever. Lady Nelson, how¬ 
ever, seems to have been early disquieted by 
rumours which reached her from Naples, and 
on 7 Dec. Davison wrote to her husband: 
' Your valuable better half... is in good 
health, but very uneasy and anxious, which 
is not to be wandered at. . . . She bids me 
say that unless you return homo in a few 
months she will join tho standard at Naples. 
Excuse a woman’s tender feelings j they are 
too acute to be expressed’ (it. iii. 138 n), 
Any reports of wrongdoing wlurh slvo had 
received at that time were certainly exagge¬ 
rated, though it may readily he undin stood 
that a lady of delicate t,asto disapproved of lior 
husband’s extreme intimacy with a woman 
of Lady Hamilton's antee dents, and felt in¬ 
sulted by that woman's presuming to writo 
to her in terms of friendship (ib.) Later 
on it would seem (hat Nolson persuaded him¬ 
self that, as Sir William Hamilton did not 
object to his intimacy with Lady Hamilton, 
Lady Nelson had no reason to do so, and lie 
was painfully surprised, on arriving in Lon¬ 
don in November 1800, to find that his 
wife received him with coldness and marks 
of disapproval. 

We know from Nelson's letter to Davison 
(28 April 1801) that tho weeks which fol¬ 
lowed were rendered miserable by frequent, 
altercations; and, though the ofton quoted 
statement of Mr. nnslowood (Hi. vii. 892) 
has been held to provo that tho quarrel was 
a sudden outburst of anger on tho pari of 
Lady Nelson, goaded past endurance ny the 
iterated reference to ' dear Lady Hamilton,' 
such a statement made forty-six years after 
the dale by a very old man lias but little 
value when it implies a contradiction of Nel¬ 
son’s letter written at the timo. On tho other 
hand, Harrison asserted that there wore many 
differences between the husband and wife 
respecting Nelson’s nieces and nophows; that 


Nelson loved the companionship and the 
prattle of the children, which annoyed his 
wife j that they quarrelled, too, about Lady 
Nelson’s son, Josiah Nisbet, at this timo a 
captain in the navy, whom his mother wished 
to he considered as her husband’s heir; and 
that after ‘ one of these domestic broils’ Nel¬ 
son 1 wandered all night through the streets 
of London in a state of absolute despair and 
distraction’ (Life of Lord Nelson, ii. 270-8). 
It is well established that Nisbet was rude, 

uarrolsome, and intemperate (Nicolas, iii. 

96,239,388,876, iv. 60); that he had much 
annoyed his stepfather while in command 
of the Thalia, and that when that ship was 
poid off he was never employed again. Harri¬ 
son’s_ story is thus not in itself improbable, 
and is partly confirmed by Nelson’s letter of 
28 April 1801, already inferred to (ib. vii. 
p. ccix); hut the source from whioh it comes 
is tainted, and there is no direct evidence in 
support of it. Even admitting serious differ¬ 
ences on the subject of Nisbet and the chil¬ 
dren, there can lie no reasonable doubt that 
Lady Hamilton was the actual cause of tho 
separation; and it is quite certain that Nel¬ 
son’s frionds and society at large so under¬ 
stood it (Life and Letters of Sir Gilbert 
Elliot, iii. 284; Ilot/iam MS.) 

After separating, early in 1801, from her 
husband, who settled 1,2007. a yoar on hor, 
Lady Nelson lived a quiet, uneventful life, 
mostly in London, where in later years she 
was frequently visited by hor brother-in-law, 
Earl Nelson, with whom she was to tho last 
on friendly terms. She had been for some 
timo in feeble health, when tho death of her 
son in August 1880 provod a biow from which 
she did not reoover. Sho died on 4 May 1881 
in narley Stroot, London, 

[Nicolas’s Despatches and Letters of Lord 
Nelson, passim; Clarke and M'Arthur’s Life of 
Lord Nelson; Gent. Mng. 1831, pt. i. p. 671 ; 
manuscript of Sir William Hotham, q.v.; art. 
Hamilton, Emma,] J. K. L. 

NELSON, HORATIO, Viscount Nut- 
son (1768-1806), vice-admiral, third sur¬ 
viving son of Edmund Nelson (1722- 
rector o f] 1 urnliam-Tliorpo, in Norfolk, 
his wife Catherine (1726-1707), daughtor of 
Dr. Maurice Suokling, prebondary of West- 
minstBr, was born at Burnham-Thorpo on 
20 Sept. 1768. Ilis father was son of Ed¬ 
mund Nolson (1003-1747), rector of Ilil- 
borongh, in Norfolk, of a family which had 
been set tied in Norfolk for se voral genoraf ions. 
Ills oldest brother WP'him is separately 
noticed. Ilis mother’s maternal grandmother, 
Mary, wife of Sir Oharlos Turner, hart., was 
the sister of Robert Walpole, flrst earl of 
Orford [q. v.], and of Horatio, first lord Wal- 


1802), 
and of 
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pole, whose son Horatio, second lord Wal¬ 
pole, was Horatio Nelson’s godfather. Nelson 
received his early education at the high school 
at Norwich j he was also at school at North 
Waisham and at Downham, in Norfolk, and 
in November 1770 entered the navy on hoard 
the Raisonnable, under the care of his ma¬ 
ternal uncle, Oaptain Maurice Suckling [q. v.j 
A. few months later, on the settlement of the 
dispute with Spain, he followed his uncle to 
the Triumph, guardehip at Chatham, and, 
while borne on her books os' captain’s servant,’ 
was sent for a voyage to the West Indies on 
board a merchant ship commanded by John 
Kathhone, who had been a master’s mate with 
Suckling in the Dreadnought some years 
before, After a rough lesson in practical sea¬ 
manship he rejoined the Triumph in July 
1772. His uncle then madehim work steadily 
at navigation, and encouraged him in the 
practice of boat sailing, so that he became 
familiarly acquainted with the pilotage of 
both Medway and Thames from Chatham or 
the Tower down to the North Foreland, and 
was trained to a feeling of confidence among 
rocks and sands. 

In April 1773, when the expedition towards 
the North Pole was fitting out under the 
command of Captain Phipps [see Phitps, 
COHSTANIJBTB JoHH, LoBD MOLOniVE], Nol- 
son made interest with Captain Lutwidge, 
who was to command the Carcass in the ex¬ 
pedition, and, though only fourteen, was per¬ 
mitted to go as captain's coxswain. The 
ships returned in October, and Nelson was 
immediately appointed to the Seahorse frigate, 
fitting to go out to the Bast Indies under 
the command of Captain George Farmer [q.vj 
Thomas Troubridge (afterwards Sir) [q, v.J 
was another of her midshipmen. After he had 
been two years in the East Indies, and had 
visited every part of the station 'from Bengal 
to Bassorah,’ Nelson’s health broke down, and 
the commodore, Sir Edward Hughes, ordered 
him a passage to England in the Dolphin of 
SO guns. The Dolphin paid off at Woolwich in 
September1776, andNelsonwas transferred l o 
the Worcester, Captain Mark Robinson, with 
an acting order as lieutenant. The Worcoster 
wftB sent to Gibraltar in charge of convoy, 
and on her return Nelson passed his exami¬ 
nation, 9 April 1777. By the interest of 
his uncle, then comptroller of the navy, he 
was promoted the next day, 10 April, to 
be second lieutenant of the Lowestoft, a 32- 
gun frigate, commanded by Captain William 
Looker [q. vj The Lowestoft went to Ja¬ 
maica, and Nelson had for some months the 
command of her tender, a schooner named, 
after Locker’s daughter, the Little Lucy, In 
her he made himself acquainted with the very 


intricate navigation among the keys to the 
north of Hispaniola. It was at this time, 
too, that he contracted an intimate friend¬ 
ship with Captain Locker, with whom during 
his whole career he carried on a confidential 
correspondence. 

In July 1778Nelson was moved by Sir Peter 
Parker (1721-1811) [q. v.l, the commander- 
in-chief, into his flagship, the Bristol, and on 
8 Deo, 1778 was promoted by him to he com¬ 
mander of the Badger brig, m which he was 
sent into the Bay of Honduras for the protec¬ 
tion of the trade against American privateers. 
On 11June 1779 he was posted by Parker to 
the Hinchingbroke frigate, and in August, 
when D’Estoing, with the French fleet, cams 
to Cape FraufOiB, and on attack on Jamaica 
seemed imminent. Nelson was appointed to 
command one of the batteries for the defence 
of Kingston, Afterwards he went for a thren 
months’ cruise, and made a few prises, his 
share of which, he wrote to Locker, would 
be about 800/. In January 1780 ho was sent 
as senior naval officer in a joint expedition 
against San Juan, where ho took an active 
part in the boat work up the river, and in 
the attack on the several forte, But the wet 
season Bet in, and the fever consequent on 
exposure and exhausting labour in a pesti¬ 
lential climate killed by far the greater part 
of the seamen, and would havo kfllod Nelson 
had ho not bean happily recalled to Jamaica, 
on appointment to the 44-gun ship Janus, 
He was, however, too ill to take up the com¬ 
mand, and for the restoration of lus health 
was compelled to return to England as a 
passenger in the Lion, with his friend Oap- 
tain (afterwards Sir) William Cornwallis 
[q.v.] 

On arriving in England Nelson wont to 
Bath i but it was not till near a year had 
passed that he was able to accopt another 
command. In August 1781 ho was appointed 
to the Albemarle, a 28-gun frigate employed 
in convoy sorvice in the North Sea. Being 
sent to Elsinore to bring home the trade from 
the Baltic, he was able to make some observa¬ 
tions on the navigation of the Sound, which 
were to provo useful twenty years later. In 
February1782 bo was ordered round to Ports¬ 
mouth to prepare for a voyage to America, and 
sailed in April, in company with tho Dnsdalm 
frigate and a large convoy, Having brought 
his charge safely to Newfoundland and into 
the Saint Lawrence, on 4 July be sailed for 
a cruise which lasted till 17 Sopt., when he 
returned to Quebeo ‘knocked up with scurvy.’ 
For eight weeks he himself and the other 
officers hod lived on salt hoof, and the men 
had done so since 7 April. In other respects, 
too, the cruise had proved of no benefit beyond 
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riving him experience. Of several prizes that 
were made not one came into ports and, with 
the exception of being onoe chased by a 
squadron of French line-of-battle ships, there 
seems to have been no excitement. In No¬ 
vember ha went in the Albemarle to Now 
York, where Lord flood [see Hood, Samvel, 
Visoomra] formed a high opinion of him, and 
took him and his ship back with him to the 
West Indies. Hood also introduced him to 
Prince William (afterwards William IV), 
telling the prince ‘ that if he wished to ask 
questions relative to naval tactics, Nelson 
could give him as much information as any 
officer in the fleet’ (Nxoolas, i. 721. At this 
time Nelson had never served with a float, so 
that whatever knowledge of the subject he 
had could only be theoretical,learnt probably 
in conversation with Looker; hut to have any 
at all,beyond the Fighting Instructions, was 
then remarkable, especially in a young officer. 

In March 1788, when cruising on the north 
coast of San Domingo, Nolson had intelli¬ 
gence that the French had captured Turk’s 
Island. With the Itosistance l'rigato an d two 
brigs in company ho at once wont there; blit 
in an attack, on 8 March, the brigs wore un¬ 
equal to the fire of the enomy’s batteries, and 
the garrison, strongly entrenched, repollod 
the landing party. Conceiving nothing more 
could be done, Nolson drew oft' hie force. In 
May he was ordered for England, and on 
3 July the Albemarle was paid oil’, when 
Nelson was placed on half-pay. In October, 
in company with Captain Macnamnra, an old 
messmate in tho Bristol, ho went to Franco 
to economise and aoquiro tho language. 
The two took up their abode at St. Omor, 
and no doubt learnt some French, though 
Nelson woe nover able to spool: it with any 
case. He describes himself in his letters as 
avoiding English society; in reality ho seems 
to have gone little into any other, and he 
was frequently at tho house of an English 
clergyman, Mr. Andrews, with one of whoso 
daughters he fell deeply in lovo, It would 
appear that Miss Andrews moated Ids pro¬ 
posals, for in the middle of January 1781, a 
fewdays after consulting his undo, William 
buckling, ho rotuvnod suddenly t,o England; 
nor was tho intimacy renuwod, though ho 
continued on friendly terms with tho family; 
and when in March ho was appointed to the 
Boreas, he took one of tho boys, George 
Andrews, with him as a ‘captain’s servant.’ 

In tho Borons Nelson again went to the 
West Indies, whoro public opinion was un¬ 
willing to accept tho change in tho com¬ 
mercial position of the United States, This 
was more especially tho casn at, St. Chris¬ 
topher’s and the adjacent islands; and in 


November 1784, when Nelson was sent to 
that part of the station os senior officer, he 
found that the Americans were trading there 
on the same footing os formerly, and that 
Amorican-built and American-commanded 
ships were freely granted colonial registers. 
The commander-in-chief, Sir .Richard Hughes 
[q. v.], had sanctioned this irregular traffic, 
and had given orders that, it, was to be per¬ 
mitted at the discretion of the govornors. 
Nolson, however, conceived that in so doing 
the admiral was exceeding liis power; and, 
rightly considering the trade an infringe¬ 
ment of the navigation laws, he promptly 
suppressed it, and seized five of the ships 
which were engaged in it. This drew on him 
tho anger of tho merchants, who took out 
writs against liim, laying the damages at 
d,0001.; and for eight weeks Nelson avoided 
arrest only by remaining a voluntary pri¬ 
soner on board his ship, llughcs had at first 
intended to supersede liim, and to try him 
by court-martial for disobedience of orders, 
but changed his mind on ascertaining that 
nil the captains in tho squadron believed that 
tho orders were illegal. Nevertheless, he 
declined to undertake tho cost, of Nelson’s 
defence, which was finally done by the 
crown, on special ordors from the king; but 
the measure of Nelson’s disgust was fillod in 
March 178(1, when II ughos coolly accepted 
for himself the thanks of the treasury for his 
activity and zeal in protecting tho commerce 
of Great Britain, *1 feel much hurt,’ Nel¬ 
son wrote,* that, after the loss of health and 
risk of fortune, another should bo thanked 
for what l did against kin orders.’ But this 
was wit the only mat tor in which Nelson 
felt called on to disobey tho admiral. Hughes 
bad ordered Oaptain John Moutray [q. v.], 
tho commissioner of the navy at Antigua, to 
hoist a broad pennant us commodore, and to 
carry out 1 lie dutios of tho port. As Montray 
was on half-pay, tho appointment was abso¬ 
lutely illegal; awl Nelson, on arriving at 
Antigua early in February 1785, and finding 
the broad pennant flying on board the Latona, 
sent for lior captuin and ordered it to be 
struck, at the same time writing to Moutray 
that lie could not obey bis ordors or put, 
himself under his command. This notion 
led to a correspondence with Hughes, who 
reported tho matter to the admiralty, whon 
Nolson was reprimanded for taking on him¬ 
self to settle the business, instead of referring 
it to thorn. Notwithstanding this unplea¬ 
sant opisodo Nolson was on the best possible 
terms with Moutray, and was a warm ad- 
mii’or of Airs, Moutray, of whom he wrote 
in enthusiastic terms us ‘my dear, sweet 
friend,’ ‘ my swaot, amiable friend.’ On her 
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sailing for England in March 1785, he 
mourned her departure as that of his only 
valuable friend in the islands, and presently 
sought comfort in the conversation of Mrs. 
Nisbet, a young widow residing at Nevis, 
to whom he shortly became engaged,_ and 
whom two years later he married at Nevis, on 
12 March 1787 (Nicolas, i. 217, but the date 
is often given as 11 March; Boyle, Baronage, 
and Mrs. Gamlin in Notes and Queries, 8th 
ser. iv. 413); Prince William, then captain 
of the Pegasus frigate, gave the bride away 
[see Nelson, Ekan'ces, Viscol-xeess]. 

Towards the end of May the Boreas was 
ordered home, and on her arrival at Spithoad 
was sent round to the Nore, where, in ex¬ 
pectation of a war with France, she lay for 
several months as a receiving ship. In De¬ 
cember she was paid off, and after some 
months at Bath, Nelson, with his wife, went 
to live with his father at Burnham-Thorpe, 
where he remained, with little interruption, 
for upwards of four years, employing him¬ 
self, it is said, in reading and drawing, or 
out of doors in gardening. During this timo, 
too, several actions against him were brought 
or threatened on account of his conduct in 
the WeBt Indies; and though assured that his 
defence should be at the charge of the crown, 
and though eventually the ships he had seized 
were condemned as prizes to the Boreas, the 
proceedings were a continual source of irri¬ 
tation and annoyance. He seems to have 
thought that his zoalous service and the 
worries it had brought on him gave him a 
just claim for further employment; and when 
his repeated applications met with no success, 
he conceived that Lord Hood, then at the 
admiralty, had some pique against him. On 
the imminence of war with France, however, 
his prospects brightened. On 6 Jan, 1793 
he was summoned to London, when Lord 
Chatham offered him the command of a 
64-gun ship, if he would accept it till a 74 
was ready. ‘The admiralty so smile upon 
me,’ he wrote to his wife, ‘ that really I am 
as much surprised as whon they frowned.’ 
A few days later it was settled that he was 
to have the Agamemnon, to which he was 
actually appointed 011 SO Jan, Ho joined the 
ship on 7 Feb., and, in Ms joy at the prospect 
of active service, wrote that ‘ the ship was 
without exception the finest 64 in the ser¬ 
vice ; ’ and a couple of months later, just as 
they were ready for sea: 1 1 not only like 
the ship, but think 1 am well appointed in 
officers, and we are manned exceedingly 
well.’ 1 We are all well,’ he wrote to his 
wife from Spithead on 20 April; ‘nobody 
can be ill with my ship’s company, they are 
so fine a set.’ 


In May the Agamemnon sailed for the Me¬ 
diterranean with the fleet, under Lord Hood, 
and after touching at Cadiz and Gibraltar, 
arrived off Toulon in the middle of July. On 
23 Aug. Toulon was occupied by the allies; 
and on the 25th, Nelson, in the Agamemnon, 
was sent to Naples to bring up a convoy of 
Neapolitan troops. It was at this time that he 
first made the acquaintance of the English 
minister, Sir William Hamilton (1730-1803) 
[q. vj, and of his wife Emma, lady Hamilton 
[q.v. J; but the details of their meeting, and 
the conversations as afterwards related by 
her, are demonstrably apocryphal (IJUbei- 
son, i. 108; Memoirs of Lady Hamilton, p, 
137). It was arranged that the Agamemnon 
was to escort six thousand troops to Toulon; 
bat the news of a French man-of-war on 
the ooast of Sardinia sent her to sea at two 
hours’ notice. The Frenchman, however, 
a 40-gun frigate, got into Leghorn, and was 
there blockaded for a few days by Nelson, 
till he was obliged to rejoin the admiral at 
Toulon in the early days of October. On the 
9th he was sent to join Commodore Linzeo 
at Cagliari, and on the way, on the 22nd, 
fell in with a squadron of four French 
frigates, one of which, the Melpomene, of 
40 guns, being separated from the others, 
was handled very roughly. The Agamem¬ 
non’s rigging was so much out that she was 
not able to follow up her advantage, and the 
Melpomene’s consorts coming up carried her 
off. Eventually, in an almost sinking state, 
she got into Calvi. Nelson joined Linzee on 
the 24th, and accompanied him on a mission 
to Tunis, the object being to persuade the 
bey to let them take possession of a French 
80-gun sMp which had sought the shelter of 
the neutral port. Nelson thought that they 
should have seized her at once, and quieted 
the bey’s scruples with a present of 50,0001; 
but Linzee preferred to negotiate, and, when 
the bey refused to yield her, did not consider 
himself authorised to use force. The squa¬ 
dron therefore returned without effecting 
anything. But Nelson, much to his satisfac¬ 
tion, was sent with a few small frigates to 
look for the French ships he had met on 
22 Oct. Two of them were at San Fiorenzo; 
onewas at Baatia. The Melpomene remained 
at Calvi, and he could do nothing more than 
keep so close a watch on them that they 
oould not put to sea without being brought 
to action, 

After being driven out of Toulon, Hood 
resnlyed on capturing Corsica as a base of 
operations. On lauding the troops, San 
Fiorenzo waa taken with little difficulty on 
17 Feb. 1794, but one of the imprisoned 
frigates was burnt; the other, the Hinerve, 
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though sunk, was weighed, and, under the 
name of San Fiorcnzo, continued in the Eng¬ 
lish service during the war. Hood was then 
anxious to march at onco against Baslia, 
which he believed would fall as easily ns 
San Fiorenzo had done. The general in com¬ 
mand of the troops judged the force lo he 
too small, and refused to co-operate. There¬ 
upon Ilood, partly at the suggestion of Nel- 
bon, who had made himself familiar with 
the appeavanco of the place, resolved to at¬ 
tempt it with such forces as lie could dispose 
of, anil 011 4 April landed about fourteen 
hundred men—seamen and marines, or sol¬ 
diers doing duty as murines—and with those 
and the ships in tho oiling formed the siege 
of the town. Nolson was landed in command 
of tho seamen, and under his personal super¬ 
vision the b-itluries wero built and armed 
and manned. On 21 May Hast in surrendered, 
and with it a third of the frigates. On the 
24th General Stuart, who had succeeded to 
the military command, arrived from San 
Fiorenzo, and it was then rosolvod to attach 
Oalvi. The operation was necessarily de¬ 
ferred by tho nows of the French ilcot "being 
ntseaj butwhenitlookshoHeriuUolfeJouan, 
and there was no prospect of an immediate 
engagement, on 10 .Tune tho Agamomnon 
was sent bade to Bastia, to convoy tlio 
troops to tho western side of tho island. ()» 
the 19th tlioy were landed in tho immediate 
neighbourhood of Oalvi, Nolson himself tak¬ 
ing the command of two hundred seamen, 
who with infinite toil dragged tho heavy 
guns into position, and afturwards servod 
them in the batteries. On 12 July (‘Nel¬ 
son’s Journal, writ ton 1 lay by Bay,’ Nicolas, 
i. 436,'hut in a loltor to his wife on 18 Aug, 
hesaysthe 10lh,i6.-J84) asliot from tlielown, 
striking the bat l ary near whoro ho was st end¬ 
ing, drove tlio sand and gravel against liis 
face and breast so as to bruise him severely at 
the time and to destroy tho sight of his right 
eye. The men, both sailors and soldiers, 
suffered greatly from tlio heat, and nearly 
half tho force on shore was down with sick¬ 
ness; but through all difficulties tho siego 
was continued, and on 10 Aug. Oalvi sur¬ 
rendered, when tho Molpameno and another 
iiigate, the Miguonne, foil into the hands of 
the English. 

Thie completed tho reduction of Corsica, 
and in October Hood returned to England, 
leaving tho command with Admiral William 
(aftonvards Lord) Ilotham [q. v.]; and the 
Agamemnon, continuing with tho fleet, had 
a very distinguished part in tho engagements 
of 13-14 March and 13 July 1705. Though 
spoken of as victories, Nelson described thorn, 
as ‘miserable ’ affairs; the results wore very 
vox., xtv. 


imperfect, and ‘ the scrambling distant fire 
was a farco.’ On 16 July he was ordered by 
lint hum to lake command of the ft’igafe 
squadron in the Gulf of Genoa, and to co¬ 
operate with tho Austrians. On 4 April 
1790 lie was ordered lo hoist a bread pennant 
as commodoreoftbuseeondolussj onll June, 
the Agamemnon being in need of a thorough 
refit, he moved into the Cfaptain, a 74-gun 
ship; and on 11 Aug. was appointed com¬ 
modore of tho first class, with ltalpli Willett 
Miller (q. v.] as life flag-captain. But these 
promotions mndo no change in tho service on 
which he was employed. For upwards of a 
year ho i-omaincd iu command ortho inshore 
squadron, preventing in great measure the 
French coasting trade, and harassing their 
movements on shove. What ho effected, and 
still more what, from want of sufficient force, 
he failed to effect, are rightly considered as 
striking examples of tho control which sea 
power is capable of exercising. Nelson always 
maintained that, if he lind boun adequately 
supported, tho iuvnsion of Ilaly could not 
have taken place. Captain Mahan, in a cri¬ 
tical examination of tho campaign of 1795, 
has pointed out tlmf Hoi ham, while holding 
the enemy's fleet in chock at Toulon, might 
have substantially increased the squadron 
with Nelson; this would have been loss difli- 
oult if ITollmm ‘had not thrown away his 
two opportunities of beating the Toulon 
fleet’ ( htjlum.ee qf iSto? Power upon the 
French devolution , i. 199-201). 

In November ITotham was superseded by 
Sir John Jervis (afterwards Earl of St. Vin¬ 
cent) [q. v.J; but tlio mischief then done 
was past llie power of Jervis to remedy. In 
1793 (ho French rapidly overran tho north 
of Italy, and forced a neutrality on Naples. 
Spain, too, was compelled to yield; and when 
her fleet was joined to that of Franco, tho 
combined fordo was of such overwhelming 
numerical strength that orders wore soul to 
Jervis to evacuate Corsica and retire from 
tho Mediterranean. An English garrison 
still hold t lie island of Elba; but at Gibraltar 
Nolson was directed to hoist his broad pen¬ 
nant on board tlio Minerva frigate, and bring 
away this garrison also. In company wit li 
the Blanche, under the commodore’s orders, 
t he Minorvo sailud from G ibralt ar on 16 Dec. 
1790, and on tho 20fh, off Cartagena, foil in 
with two Spanish frigates, the Sabina and 
Cores. The Sabina was engaged by the 
Minorvo; after a stubborn light sho surren¬ 
dered, and a prize crow was sent on board. 
The Blancha engaged the Ceres, which also 
presently struck nor colours; but bofore 
she could be taken, a Spanish squadron 
of two ships of tho lino and two frigates 

o 
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caino in sight. The Blanche, boing some 
distance to leeward, escaped without diffi¬ 
culty j the Minerva was in greater danger. 
But the Sabina,hoisting English colours over 
the Spanish, induced the largest Spanish ship 
to leaTe the Minerve and follow her; her 
masts went over the side, and she was re¬ 
captured, but the Minerve escaped [see Cocz- 
buhn, Sib Geobuje ; IIvedt, Sin Thomas 
Mastekman], On the 27th Nelson arrived 
at Porto Ferrajo, where he remained for a 
month leisurely embailting the naval stores; 
but, as the general refused to leave his post 
without specific orders from tho government, 
Nelson sailed without him on 29 Jan. 1797, 
and, after reconnoitring Toulon and Carta¬ 
gena, reached Gibraltar on 9 Feb. Ho soiled 
again on the 11th, and, passing through the 
Spanish fleet on tho way, rejoined the ad¬ 
miral on the afternoon of the 13th. Ho 
returned to the Captain the same evening, 
and the next day the battle of Cape St. Vin¬ 
cent was fought. Nelson’s share m this was 
particularly brilliant. Tho English lino had 
cut the Spanish fleet into two parts, and was 
concentrating its attach on the weathermost 
of the two, when Nelson, commanding in the 
rear, observed that their leading ships were 
beaiing up with a view to pass astern of the 
English line and rejoin the other division. 
To prevent this he wore out of his station, 
throw himself in the way of the leading ships, 
compelled them to haul their wind again, and 
closely engaged the Santisima Trinidad of 
130 guns, the largest ship then afloat. The 
delaygavetimefor other Englishshipstocome 
up, and thus rendered the action general and 
decisive. The Captain continued in the thick 
of the battle, had many killed and wounded, 
her rigging cut to pieces, and her fore-top¬ 
mast gone. She wab still closely engaged 
with the 80-gun ship San Nicolas when the 
Excellent, passing between the two, poured 
a tremendous broadside into the Spaniard at 
the distance of a few feet. The San Nicolas 
reeled from the blow and fell on board thu 
112-gun ship San Josef, which had also been 
severely beaten by the Captain, Onlloden, 
and especially by the Prince George. It was 
then that Nelson, finding the Captain no 
longer manageable, laid her alongside the Sail 
Nicolas, which he carried by boarding, and 
from her was preparing to board the San 
Josef when she surrendered. On her quarter¬ 
deck her captain presented his sword, saying 
that theadmiral wasbelow mortally wounded, 

‘ I desired him,' wrote Nelson, 1 to call to his 
officers, and on the quarter-deck of a Spanish 
first-rate, extravagant as the story may seem, 
did I receive the swords of vanquished 
Spaniards, which, as I received, I gave to 


one of my bargemen, who put thorn with 
the greatest Bang-ftoid under his arm.’ A.s 
the Captain was disabled, Nelson moved his 
broad pennant to the Irresistible. In the 
evening, when the fight ing was over, he went 
on board the Victory, where Jervis embraced 
him on the quarter-deck, and (wrote Nelson) 
1 said he could not sufficiently thank me, and 
used every kind expression, which could not 
fail to make me happy.’ 

In acknowledgment of his conduct on this 
Occasion Nelson wos made a K.B., an honour 
which it was understood liowouldprofertoa 
baronetcy. Ilis promotion 1 o the rank ofrear- 
admiral, on 20 Feb. 1797, was in duo course 
of seniority, and was gazetted fourteen days 
before the news of tho victory reached Eng¬ 
land. On 3 April, ae soon as tho announce¬ 
ment reached the admiral, Nelson was ordered 
to hoist his flag on board the Captain, I o which 
he had returned on 21 March. Ilo had been 
stationed off Cadiz with a dotauhed squadron 
to look out for the viceroy of Moxico, who 
was expected homo with a rich convoy. On 
12 April he was again sent to Elba to bring 
away tho garrison, with which ho arrived at 
Gibraltar in the beginning of May. On the 
24th he rejoined tlio admiral oil' Cadiz, and 
was ordered to hoist his flag on board the 
Theseus, and resume the command of the 
inshore squadron. The Spanish lloct was in 
the port, still strong in numbers, and it was 
supposed that they might make a dash to 
get to Ferrol. Nelson reported signs of their 
preparing for sea, and, though ho did not 
think they would venture it, tho ships were 
kopt cloared for action. By the beginning 
of July he thought he might fovco them to 
come out by throwing shell in among them 
and into the town, which brought on a sharp 
skirmish with the Spanish gunboats, but had 
no further efieot. 

Before the end of March Nelson had sug¬ 
gested to the admiral that tho viceroy of 
Mexico and the treitsuro-ships might have 
taken refuge at Santa Cruz, and he sub¬ 
mitted a scheme for employing, in an at lack 
on them, the garrison of Elba, nearly four 
thousand men, who might he sunt on at onco, 
without disembarking. In his judgment tho 
enterprise was mainly a milil ary one. 1 I will 
undertake,’ he said, 1 with a very small squa¬ 
dron, to do the naval part.’ Jervis seems to 
have ascertained that the viceroy had not put 
into Santo Cruz ; but when, parly in July, he 
had intelligence of a rich 6hip from Manila 
having come there, he proposed to Nelson 
the task of bringing her away; tliero were no 
longer any soldiers to dispose of, but a squa¬ 
dron from the fleet might probably bo suffi¬ 
cient force. On the 14tli Nelson received his 
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instructions, and sailed in command of four 
shins ol the line, three frigates, and the Fox 
cutter. By tho 20th he was oir the port, and 
on the 21st attomptod to land all tno avail¬ 
able men, to the number of a thousand, who 
were to occupy the heights, while tho lino- 
of-bnttle ships engaged tho batteries, Tho 
plan proved abortive, for tho lauding parly 
found the heights occupied by a very supe¬ 
rior force of the enemy, and, owing to a calm 
and contrary currents, the line-of-battle sh ips 
could not get noar their assigned position. 
Nelson had littlo hopo of succeeding in any 
-other way, hut, determining at load, to at¬ 
tempt it, ordered an attack direct on tho 
town on the night of tho 24bh. The mon 
were to land at tho molo and push on to tho 
great square; Nolson liimsolf was to load. 
But iu the dark tho boats separated. Some 
reached the mole, wlioro they wore received 
with a deadly lira. The men sprang on 
shore and spiked the guns, but vory many of 
them wore shot down. As lie was getting 
out of tho boat, Nolson had his right elbow 
shattered by a bullet. Ilo foil back into tho 
arms of his stepson, Josiali Nishol, and was 
taken on board tho Theseus. But most of 
the boats missod the molo altogethor, and in 
attempting to got 111 through tho surf wuro 
stove; the scaling-ladders wore lost, tho 
powdor was wet, and Lho rami llml scrambled 
on shorn could make no head against lho 
fores opposed to (born. ’When day dawned 
about three hundred mon wero all that 
could he collected, whilo against them 
all the streets wora commanded. by Hold- 
pieces, supported by upwards of eight thou¬ 
sand mon undor arms. Under thoso circum¬ 
stances, tho senior officer, Captain Trou- 
bridge, aont a flag of truca to tno govornor, 
who allowed thorn to withdraw, and even 
provided boats to take them to thoir ships. 
Thoy sailed at onco to rejoin tho admiral, 
when Nelson was sent homo in I,he Seahorse 
[sea Fuemant™, Sin TreoiiAs Francks] for 
the recovery of his wounds. His arm had 
been amputated on hoard tho Theseus, hut a 
nerve had been t alcon up in one of lira liga¬ 
tures, and for several months continued to 
give intolerable pain, During his illness Ira 
wbb tenderly nursed by his wife, and by the 
hoginning of December he wus able to re¬ 
turn tbanlcs in church ‘for his perfect re¬ 
covery. 1 Tho admiralty wished to send him 
baokto the fleet undor Lord St, Vincent, and 
assigned for liis flngHhip tho Voudroyant of 
80 guns, which was expected to ho launched 
in Jan. 1798, It turnod out, however, that, 
aho would not be ready iu limn, and as ho 
was anxious to bn afloat again as soon os 
possible, he was ordered to go out in tho 


Vanguard of 74 guns, his shipmate and (ml 
lieutenant in the Agamemnon, Edward 
Burry [q, v.], going with him as flag-captain. 
Ho saiiod from St. Helens on 10 April 1798, 
and, after touching nt Lisbon, joined lho fleet 
off Cadiz oji the 30th. Two days lalur he 
was sent into tho Mediterranean wilh a 
small squadron—two ships of tho lino, and 
four frigates, besides the Vanguard—to try 
and learn the intentions of tho enemy, wh<> 
wore known to be fitting out a large arma¬ 
ment at Toulon. Its destination was diffe¬ 
rently reported as Sicily, Corfu, Portugal, or 
Ireland. 

Nelson had no difficulty in establishing 
tho truth of the reports aB to the equipment: 
but its exact aim, and the probable dale of 
sailing, remained unknown. ' They order 
fkeir mat 1 ere so well in Franco,’ lie wrote 
to St. Vincent, ‘tliat all is secret.’ He 
dated this ‘ off Cape Sicie,’ on 18 May, On 
lira night of the 20th a violent norlhorly 
gale blow him off lho coast, partially dis¬ 
masted the Vanguard, and continued e<> 
strong that Ilia frigates parted company, 
and throe lino-of-battlo ships with difficulty 
entered tho roadstead of S. Pietro in Rurdinin 
[soo Bam., Stb Amkandeb John], There 
the Vnngnard was relit tod and jury-rigged. 
On the 27th they saiiod again, and on the 
81st were off Toulon, only to find that the 
French expedition had put to sea ou tho 201 h 
with the northerly wind, of which a stronger 
gust had dismasted tho Vanguard. Whither 
they had gone Nolson could not learn. 

The ftdmi ralty had meantime become aware 
of tho formidable preparations which lira 
French wore making, and lmd sent out orders 
to St. Vinoont to detach a squadron of ‘ 12 
ships of tho lino and a competent number of 
frigalea, under tho command of somo dieoroel 
flng-oillcor, to proooed in quest of lho arma¬ 
ment, and, on falling in with it, to take or 
destroy it.’ Nelson, being aoLually in the 
Mediterranean at the time, was clearly indi¬ 
cated as well by the accident of sorvico as by 
tho high opinion which St,. Vincent had of 
him, as tho fittest man to have the command. 
Moroovor Lord Rponcor—prompted to some 
oxbent by Sir Gilbert Elliot (afterwards first 
Iktrl of Minlo) [q. v.l, and by the king liira- 
solf (Niooi,AS,ui. 24-6)—had pointedly called 
St. Vincent's attention to Nelson's merits. 
But Nelson’s seniors in lira fleet, Sir Wil¬ 
liam Parker (1743-1802) [q. v.] and Sir John 
Orde [q. v.], wero not likely to soo tko matter 
in the same light, and wrote strong remon¬ 
strances against the appointment of a junior 
officer over their heads. This was some 
woekslater; but St, Vincent had from the 
first considered that it woe not a question of 
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seniority, but of fitness, and that as the re¬ 
sponsibility was his, so must the selection be. 
Accordingly, on 19 May 1798, he detached 
Troubridge,with ten ships of theline and the 
Launder of 50 guns, to join Nelson and deliver 
his altered instructions. When these vessels 
met Nelson near Cape Corse on 7 June, they 
raised his force to fourteen ships, including 
the Leander ; but the frigates, by some mis¬ 
understanding, had gone back to the fleet, 
and never rejoined him. Still, there was no 
news of the French, and it was not till 
14 June that Nelsonleamt that they hadbeeu 
seen on the 4th off Trapani, steering to the 
east. HedecidedatoncetostandtoLhesouth- 
ward, and to send to Naples for further intelli¬ 
gence, as well as for assurance that he could 
victual and water in the Neapolitan ports, to 
which, by the recent treaty with France, no 
more than four ships at one time were to be 
admitted. Accordingly, on the morning of 
17 June,Troubridge went in in the Mutine,eaw 
Sir William Hamilton and Sir John Francis 
Edward Acton [q.v.lwbo, on understanding 
the position, gave him a letter addressed to 
the governors of the several ports of Sicily, 
enjoining them to welcome and to assist the 
English squadron ( United Service Magazine, 
May 1889, p. 18). With this message, and 
the report that the French had gone to Malta, 
Trouhridge ret umed to the fleet, which imme¬ 
diately made sail for Messian. On the 22nd, 
near Cape Passaro, Nelson learnt that the 
French had taken Malta on the 15th, and 
had sailod the next day for the eastward. 
Till then he had believed that the expedi¬ 
tion was aimed at Sicily; it now, apparently 
for the first time, occurred to him that their 
object was Egypt —‘ to possess themselves of 
some port there, and to fix themselves at the 
head of the Red Sea, in order to get a 
formidable army into India, and, in concert 
with Tippoo Sahib, to drive us, if possible, 
from India.’ But on 26 June, as the squadron 
was nearing Alexandria, he wrote: ' I have 
reason to believe, from not seeing a vessel, 
that they have heard of my coming up the 
Mediterranean, and are got safe into Corfu.’ 
This marks the extreme uncertainty under 
which he was labouring; so that when, on 
arriving off Alexandria on the 28th, and 
finding there neither French nor nows of 
the French, he at once tinned hack, on the 
supposition that his guess—for it was nothing 
more—had been wrong, and that the enemy 
must have gone up the Adriatic or the 
Archipelago. All that he really knew was 
that they had five or six days’ start of him 
from off Cape Passaro; he believedthat if they 
were hound for Egypt, he must have sighted 
them on the way, and therefore, concluding 


that they had gone somewhere else, hs 
stretched to the north, and skirting the coast 
of Karamania, in case they might he making 
for Ayas Bay, returned westward, and went 
into Syracuse for water and fresh provisions. 
These Acton’s letter procured for him with¬ 
out difficulty, though the governor felt bound 
to keep up the appearance of yielding to 
constraint ( ib,') 

On 25 July 1798 he sailed again, intend¬ 
ing to search the Arckipolago, to Constanti¬ 
nople ; but on the 28th lie learned, from two 
different sources, that the French had been 
seen about four weeks before, steering towards 
tho south-east from Candia. Nelson imme¬ 
diately bore up undoT all sail for Alexandria, 
which was sighted on 1 Aug., and running 
along the coast to the eastward, as tho squa¬ 
dron opened Abouldr Bay the Zealous made 
the signal for seeing tho French fleet—six¬ 
teen sail of the line. I 11 reality it consisted 
of thirteen, with four largo frigates, lying 
at anchor closo in shore. The French were 
surprised by the appearance of the English 
fleet. Their boats were on shore water¬ 
ing, and, though hastily recalled, the men 
wore tired with a long day’s work under a 
summer sun. Some were no doubt left on 
shore, hut the wnnt was supplied by the fri¬ 
gates, which sent a large proportion of their 
inon to the ships of the line. It is said that 
Brueys, the French commander-in-chief, sup¬ 
posing that the attack would he postponed 
till the next day, intended during the night 
to form his line in closer ordor and nearer to 
the shore; hut, even as it was, many of the 
French oflicera believed that the attack must 
ho made on the seaward—that is, on the star- 
hoard—side, and in the hurry and confu¬ 
sion not only did not oast tho larboard guns 
loose, but even piled up the mess furniture 
and bags between the guns on the larboard 
side. In the English ships, on the other 
hand, everything was in order. During the 
anxious weeks which had preceded, Nolson 
had had many opportunities of explaining 
to the several captains what ho proposed to 
do if he found tho onomy at anchor. Ho had 
probably told them, whatsomo of tliom know 
already, that the enemy would bo apt to 
lumber up the guns on tho inshore Bide; 
for he must have learned from Hood that 
they had done something of the kind at 
Dominica on 12 April 1782 [see Rodney, 
Geo use Bbydqes, Loud]. Ho had also 
learned from Hood the particulars of his en¬ 
gagement with De Grosso at St. Christo¬ 
pher’s, rendered clearer by his porsonal know¬ 
ledge of the locality j and he had seen and 
known the way in which nood had proposed 
to attack Martin in Golfe Jouan, 
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Certain that all his captains know wlint 
llier had to do, and would do it to the best 
of their ability, lie now mado the signal to 
attack the van of the enemy, and steered 
straight for them, the ships forming line as 
they“advanced. No other signal was made; 
no other signal was necessary : for the cir¬ 
cumstances of tlio attack had been fully dis¬ 
cussed, and any seaman could see, more es¬ 
pecially when his attention had been eallod 
to it, that where thore was room for a ship 
at single anchor to swing, there was room for 
a ship under way to pass. 

Thus all the leading ships wont inside [see 
Fomr, Sib Thomas ; Hood, Sib Samuul], 
and at the closest possible quarters brought 
a tremendous and overwhelming fire to boar 
on the ships of tho French vau, the more 
overwhelming becauso tho French guns on 
the larboard sido wore not. clear for action 
(Ektss, Nava! Matties, p. 2(10). The Van¬ 
guard, tho sixth ship in tho English line, was 
the first that anchored outside; most of those 
that followed did tho samo; but when all tho 
English ships Intel got into action—with the 
exception of the Cullodon, which had run 
agrotmdon I ho cud of tlio shoal extending 
fiomAboukir Island—the thirl eon, including 
the little Loaudor, wero massed on sovou of 
the French, the olhov six buing loft out of 
the fight to lee wind, and unable, without 
better seamanship or more prompt itudo than 
they could command, t o go to the rulief of 
their friends. Kelson’s own account of the 
battle, as written to Lord Howe, hits off its 
salient points in very few words: ‘I had tho 
happiness to command n band of brothers; 
theiefore, night was to my advantage. Each 
knew liis duty, mid T was euro each would feel 
for a French ship. Jly attacking tlio enemy's 
van and centre, tho wind blowing directly 
along their line, I was enabled to throw what 
force I ploased on a few skills. This plan 
my friends readily conceived by the signals, 

. . . and wo always kept a superior foveo to 
tlie enemy. At twenty-eight minutes past 
six, tho sun in the horizon, tho firing com¬ 
menced. At five minutes pnst ton, when the 
Orient blow up, having burnt aevonty mi¬ 
nutes, tho six van ships had surrendered. I 
then pressed further towards tho roar; nnd 
had it ploased God that I had not boon 
wounded and stono blind, there cannot bo a 
doubt but that every ship would havo been 
in our possession.’ Many of the French ships 
wero individually superior to any of the 
English; tho flagship Orient, of 120 guns, 
was supposed to be equal to any two of tuoni; 
but, notwithstanding this, they were every¬ 
where overpowered, and captured, burnt, or 
blown up. Two only escaped, the G6n6roux 


and Guillaume Tell, and two of the fri¬ 
gates. 

A victory bo decisive, so overwhelming, was 
unknown in the annals of modern war. The 
fame of it resounded through till Europe, and 
congratulations, honours, mid rewards were 
showered on Nolson. Ho was created a peer 
by the title of Baron Nelson of the Nile and 
Burnham-Tkorpe, with a pension of 2,000/. 
a year for three lives, and an honourable 
augmentation to his arms. The East India 
Company gave him 10,000/. Tho Emperor 
of ltuasiu, with an autograph letter, sent hie 
portrait in a diamond box, valued at 2,600/.; 
and tho Sultan of Turkey, with other gifts, 
sent him a diamond aigrette of the value of 
2,000/. Among other gifts, tho earliest in 
point of time, and ono which he prized ex¬ 
ceedingly, waB a sword from tho captains of 
the squadron, virtually presented on 8 Aug. 
(NtOOIiAB, iii. 07; Catalogue of the Naval Ex¬ 
hibition, 1891, No. 9649); and the quaintest 
was the coifin, mado out of the Oriont’s main¬ 
mast, presented by Captain ITallowoll or the 
iSwiftture [bob Cahkw, Sib Bern aminIIai,- 
LOW111.T,]. 

Though not dimgoroiis, Nelson’s wound 
was serious. A piueo of langridgo or scrap- 
iron had struck him on the forehead, inflict¬ 
ing n Bcvoro bruise and cutting a large flap 
of skin, which, hanging ovorhiseyes, together 
with tho gush of blood, blinded him for the 
time. For many months ho suflbred much 
from lioadacliB, and it is very doubtful whet lior 
the effects of tlio blnwwcro not in somedogroe 
permanent. When the ships were sufficiently 
refilled on 16 Aug. 1708, sovou, with six 
of the piizes, wero sent lo Gibraltar, under 
the command of Sir James Saumarez (after¬ 
wards Lord do Saumarez) [q. v.] The other 
thruo pi'izoa, old ships and much hatlorod, 
wero burnt; and leaving Jtood, with three 
ships of tkelino mid threeiWgat es, to blockade 
the coast of Egypl, Nolson in the Vanguard, 
with tho Oullodcn nnd Alexander, suite 1 for 
Naples, whom he arrived on 22 Sept. The 
Mutino, carrying Capiain Oapol with des* 
patohos, had brought tlio news of tho viotory 
thither three weeks before, and tho court and 
populace had then indulged in an outburst 
of frenzied joy. This was repeated with re¬ 
doubled enthusiasm on the arrival of Nol¬ 
son. Sir William Hamilton and his wife 
wero the first to go on board the Vanguard, 
but wore immediately followed by tlio lung, 
who pressed tho admiral’s hand, calling him 
' deliverer and preserver.' On his birthday 
Iw Hamuli ons gave a grand qntortainmont 
n his honour, and wherever ho went he was 
greeted as Nostro Eiberaiore! 

The Neapolitan government had meantime 
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concluded a treaty of alliance with Austria, 
and bad declared war against France. Nel¬ 
son was instructed to make Naples bis head¬ 
quarters, to protect the coast, and to co-ope¬ 
rate with the Austrians. For the time, how¬ 
ever, his stay was short. He anticipated the 
order to undertake the blockade of Malta; 
on 4 Oct. despatched Ball in the Alexander 
on that duty, and on. the 16th went himself 
in the Vanguard with three other ships which 
had joined him at Naplos. Off Malta he was 
reinforced by a Portuguese squadron under 
the command of the Marquis de Niza, who 
readily consented to assist in the blockade, 
and from that time Valetta was a sealed port, 
though the enormous quantity of stores in 
the place enabled it to hold out for nearly 
two years. By 6 Nov. Nelson was hack at 
Naples, exceedingly angry at the neglect of 
the ministers to supply "the Maltese with 
aims and ammunition, as they had promised, 
and urging them also to active measures 
against (be French. On the 22nd he sailed 
for Leghorn, carrying five thousand troops 
in the ships of the squadron; he arrived there 
on the 28th; the place yielded on the first 
summons, and on the 30th Nelson sailed 
again for Naples, leaving Traubridge in com¬ 
mand. The king, with the Austrian general 
Mack, a man without either ability or pro¬ 
fessional knowledge, advanced towards Borne 
with an army of from foity to fifty thousand 
men, who, under incompetent if not traitor¬ 
ous officers, bolted at sight of some twelve 
thousand French, almost without firing a 
shot. ‘The Neapolitan officers,’ wrote Nel¬ 
son on 11 Dec., ‘ have not lost much honour, 
for God knows they have but little to lose; 
but they lost all they had. .. Cannon, tents, 
baggage, and military chest—all were left to 
the Froneh. . . This loss has been sustained, 
with the death of only forty mou,’ 

The French were marching on Naples, now 
utterly unprotected on the land side, so that 
it became necessary to provide for the safety 
of the English residents, who were received 
on hoard three transports then in the bay, 
whilo the Neapolitan royal family on 21 Deo. 
embarked on hoard tlie 'Vanguaid, and were 
landed at Palermo on the 27th. The French, 
meetingwithnoseriou8opposition,andiudeed 
welcomed by an influential faction of the 
people, took possession of Naples in tho end 
of January 1799, and established the ‘ Ve- 
suvian’ or, ns it was also called, ’the Par- 
rhonopeian Bepublio.’ On shore the English 
were powerless, but they could prevent any 
supplies from reaching the invaders by eea, 
and on 28 March Nelson ordered Troubridgo, 
with a suffi cient force, to institute a stringent 
blockade of the whole coast. Early in April 


ha wrote that there were not. more tlmn two 
thousand French troops in Naples, and with 
them were about two thousand of the civic 
guard, who would always be on the side of 
the conqueror. Troubridge had little diffi¬ 
culty in regaining possession of the islands 
ontne coast., and by the end of April Naples 
was ripe for a counter revolution. The civic 
guard declared that thev were there to keep 
order, not to fight, 'fhree-fourths of the 
French troops were recalled, the few that 
wore left holding St, Elmo. Manv of (he 
Neapolitan Jacobins left with the French} 
others held the sea forts Uovo and Nuovoj 
the greater number repudiated (heir repub¬ 
licanism, and boasted their loyalty. Every¬ 
thing denoted the immediate end of the re¬ 
bellion. But on 12 M ay Nelson, wlioremained 
with the court at Palermo, had intelligence 
that (lie Froneh fleet had come into (he 
Mediterranean. lie was thus under the 
necessity of calling his squadron together at 
Maril timo, ready to support Lord St. Vincent 
if necessary, or possibly to sustain the imme¬ 
diate attack of the enemy. 

Tho conduct of the blockade of Naples 
was meantime left (o Captain Edward James 
Foote [q. v.], in the Seahorse frigate, with 
orders to co-operate with Cardinal de Buffo, 
who commanded the royal forces on shove. 
Buffo had distinct orders from his king not 
to treat wiLh tho rebels; Imt, in direct dis¬ 
obedience thereto, he ontcrod oil negotiat ions 
and granted them terms, by which, on sur¬ 
rendering the foils, they were to have a safe- 
conduct and free puis to France. Though 
entirely without authority, Foote yielded 1o 
Rufi’o’s persuusiou, and also signed the ear 
pitulation. Nothing, lion ever, had been done 
to give it effect when, on 24 June, Nelson 
with the squadron onternl the hay, his flag 
now flying on board the Foudioyant. Ho 
had already heard of the armistice, and seeing 
flags of truce flying both on the forts and on 
hoard the Seahorse, at once annulled it by 
signal; and when on anchoring lie learned 
that the truce was a definite capitulation 
which had not yot taken eil'cet, he annulled 
that by a formal declaration ‘to the Nea¬ 
politan Jacobins’ in. the forts, to the effect 
that they would not he permitted to erabavk 
or quit the forts. They must surrender to 
the king's mercy; on the 26th they accord¬ 
ingly surrendered, when they wero made pri¬ 
soners, tried as traitors, and many of them 
executed. Caracciolo, a commodore of the 
Neapolitan navy, had deserted from his flag, 
joined the Jacobins, and fired on the king’s 
ships. On tho 29lli ho was seized by sorao 
peasants in the mountains, and brought on 
board the flagship, Nelson, as commander- 
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m-chief of the Neapolitan navy, iinmcdiately 
ordered tlie senior Neapolitan oflioor then 
present to assemble a court-martial to try 
limoncliaTgesof ‘rebellion against his lawful 
sovereign,’ and of ‘ tiring at the king’s colours 
hoisted on board the icing’sfrigate Minerva,' 
The court assembled, found him guilty, and 
sentenced him to death. Thereupon Nelson 
ordered the sentence to bo carried into execu¬ 
tion the same lift ernoon, and the man was 
hanged at the foroynrd arm of the Mjnmo. 
The Jacobins and tkeirfrionds raibed a violonl 
outcry, and by their clamour succeeded in 
persuading many that Nelson had been guilty 
of a broach of iailli and of murder; that lie 
had treacborously obtained possession of the 
forts by means of a capitulation, and in viola¬ 
tion ol its terms had put 1o death Oaraeciolo 
and many others. On a careful examination 
it is difficult to sec that Nelson could have 
acted otherwise. Ho bad been appointed by 
the Icing connnander-in-cliiuf of the Neapoli¬ 
tan navy, and ho had ordered a court-mar¬ 
tial on Onraceiolo, as uu officer under his 
command guilty of mutiny, desertion, and 
rebellion. As to the other executions, which 
seem to have boon justly willed for, ho had no 
further responsibility titan that of restoring 
andumintaining the civil power which carried 
them out—-services which wero officially re¬ 
cognised by lii.s being even tod Dulcouf llronld 
in Sicily, and in thu following year knight 
grand otobs of the order of St. h’urdiuaud and 
Jlerit, It was, however, alleged against him 
that he allowed himself, for love of Lady 
Hamilton, to he made the instrument, of the 

S ueen’s vengeance. Ourront scandal had bl¬ 
eed for several months accused Nelson and 
Lady Hamilton of au undue iutiniaoy, but 
it is" well attested that with the annulling 
of the capitulation and with the death of 
Oaraeoiolo Lady Hamilton bad absolutely 
nothing to do. 

A much inoro sorions imputation on Nel¬ 
son’s conduct, because it is ouo of which it 
is impossible wholly to acquit him, is the 
charge of having been unduly influenced by 
his passion for this woman'to disohoy the 
ordersof the commander-in-chief. On 10 J uly 
Nelson received a letter from Lord Keith, 
who hod succeeded idt. Vincent, acquaint¬ 
ing him with the movements of tlio French. 
Keith had reason to beliovo the French had 
no design of attempting anything against 
Sicily, and ho ordered Nelson to join him at 
once at Port Mahon with the whole of his 
force, or at loast to send him the greater part 
of it, Nelson doliboratoly and distinctly ro- 
fused to obey. * I havo no scruple,' he wi’ot o, 

* in deciding (hat, it is bett or to save tho king¬ 
dom of Naples, and risk Minoroa, than to risk 


the kingdom of Naples to savo Minorca.’ At 
the same time ho wrote to Lord Spencer, the 
first lord of the admiralty, explaining and 
defending liis conduct: dwelling—as he had 
dwelt to Keith—on (lie danger that Naples 
ond Sicily would run by tho withdrawal of 
the squadron. In the face of orders from the 
commander-in-chief this was a consideration 
with which he lied no concern; but it was 
t bought I hen, and may ho fairly supposed now, 
ilial very great social pressure was everted 
at Naples to persuade him that the mattor 
was one for him to determine, and that,per¬ 
haps unconsciously, lie yiulded to the mftu- 
enee. There can, indeed, be no question that 
at this tune he was infat tutted by his passion 
for Lady Hamilton, and was extremely likely 
to have his judgment waTped on any measure 
which would separate him from her. Ills dis- 
obodioncc, however, was not to produce any 
good or ill oflbets. In duo time he received 
a letter from the admiralty expressing grave 
disapproval of his conduct; but long before, 
on a second and more stringent order from 
Keith, ho had detached a strong squadron to 
Minorca, against which, indeed, the French 
do not seem to have entertained any hostile 
intentions. 

When Keith withdrew to the Atlantic, 
and to Brest, Nelson was left for a while 
oommander-in-eliiof; but lie displayed no 
marked enthusiasm for liis duties. With tho 
exception of a fortnight in October, in which 
lie visited Mahon, he remainod at Naples or 
Palermo, in closo attendance on tlieNeapoli- 
f an court. Whether it roally was for tile good 
of tho service that, he should remain at Paler¬ 
mo, with or without his flagship, may vory 
well bo doubted. Jl is certain that lus best 
friends felt that it was not; that Troubridge 
urged him to exertion; t hat Admiral Samuel 
Uransfon Uoodalljq. v.], in an affectionate 
letter from London, wroto on 1C Nov.: 

1 They say boro you nro Itinaldo in tho arms 
of Anaida, and that it requires tho Cnnness 
of an Ubuldo and his brother knight to draw 
you from tho enchantrcsB ’ (Nkjot.ah, iv, 
1105«); and a couple of months later Suvorof 
wrote from Prague, on 12 Jan. 1800: 1 .Te 
vous croyais de Multo on Kgyple ponr y 
icrasor lo rosto dos Burnalurels athfies de 
in itro temps par les Ara bes 1 Palermo n’est nas 
Oith&ru' (A thniawm, 1870, i. 8901. Whether 
Nelson was ofl'endod at Suvorors frankness 
or not, ho did not reply to tho letter, and 
‘ uvarof died in the following May. But i a 
friends and foreigners alike he paid no 
attention in this matter, and continued te 
give his directions to the station, and to regu¬ 
late the blockade of Egypt and Malta, while 
himself remaining on shore at Palermo, 
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In December Keith returned to the Medi¬ 
terranean and resumed the command, and 
on 20 Jan. 1800 Kelson joined him at Leg¬ 
horn. The two then returned together to 
Palermo, whence they proceeded to Malta a 
few days later. An attempt of the French 
to break the blockade was expected, and to 
prevent this Keith spread his force round 
the island with such good effect that at 
daybreak on 18 Feb. a French squadron, 
consisting of the 74-gun ship Gtadreux, one 
of the two which had escaped from the Kile, 
with three frigates and a corvette, came into 
a cluster of English ships commanded by 
Kelson himself in theFoudroyant, when the 
Gdnfireux and one of the frigates were cap¬ 
tured. Kelson was very well satisfied with 
the result, the more so as he had always 
spoken of the two Kile ships as his; but he 
was overcome by his passion for Lady Ilnmil- 
ton, and could not remain away from Pa¬ 
lermo, and on 24 Feb. he wrote to Keith: 
‘ Mv state of health is such that it is im¬ 
possible I can much longer remain here. 
Without some rest I am gone. I must there¬ 
fore, whenever I find the service will admit 
of it, request your permission to go to mv 
friends at Palermo.’ Very reluctantly Keith 
gave him the required permission,but it was 
16Marehbefore lie arrivedatPalermo,and on 
the 20th he wrote to Troubridge: ‘It is too 
soon to form an opinion whether I can becured 
of my complaint . . . Probably my career of 
service is at an end, unless the French fleet 
should come into the Mediterranean, when 
nothing shall prevent my dying at my post.’ 
On 4 April he was cheered by the news of 
the capture of the Guillaume Tell [see Durey, 
Sir Edwabd; Blackwood, Sie Hejtry], 
the last of the Kile ships. In announcing 
the event to the secretary of the admiralty 
he added: ‘ My task is done, my health is 
finished, and probably my retreat for evor 
fixed, unless another French fleet should be 
placed for me to look after.' 

In consequence, it would seem, of Keith’s 
report, the admiralty wrote, on 8 May, that 
if Lord Kelson’s health rendered him inca¬ 
pable of doing his duty, he was to bo per¬ 
mitted to rot urn home in any ship which 
Keith might have to send to England, or 
overland if lus should prefer it; and to 
Kelson himself Lord Spencer wrote pri¬ 
vately, to the effect that, if his health did 
not permit him to undertake the reduction 
of Malta, it would be better for him to come 
to England, instead of remaining at Palormo, 
in an inactive situation at a foreign court. 
Kelson received this letter in the beginning 
of June. During May lie had been at Malta, 
and the Ilamillonshad accompanied him on 


board the Foudroyant. lie now determined' 
to take advantage at once of the permission to 
go home. He wished to return to England 
in his flagship; hut as Keith pronounced thi- 
quite impossible, he resolved to go overland 
with the Ilamiltons, who wore also return¬ 
ing to England. Accordingly, he quitted the 
Foudroyant at Leghorn on 2(1 June, left 
Leghorn on 17 July, and, travelling by easy 
stages to Ancona, and thence in a Russian 
frigate to Trios! o, reached Vienna towards 
the end of August. Everywhere he was 
the lion of the hour, and at Vienna was 
royally feted, though his friends regretted 
the publicity which lie gave to his subjection 
to Lady Hamilton (Life and Letters of Sir 
Gilbert Elliot, iii. 114,147). The party left 
Vienna on 26 Sept., and, passing through 
Prague, were received for a few days at 
Dresden by Hugh Elliot, and fell under 
the observation of Mrs. St. Goorge, whose 
satirical comments on tho admiral and lii-i 
companions were many years afterwards 
given to the world by her son, Arch¬ 
bishop R. 0. Trench ( Journal kept dating <r 
Visit to Germany, pp. 76-81). It is quite 
possible that, these were somewlint exagge¬ 
rated ; but there is no reason to doubt that 
tho unfavourable and painful sketch is sub¬ 
stantially truo. From Dresden they passed 
on to Hamburg, and landed at Yarmouth 
on 6 Kov. 1800, when Kelson wrote to the 
admiralty that, his health being perfectly 
re-established, it was his wish to serve 
immediately. 

In London he joined his wife, who re¬ 
ceived him with a chilling coldness which 
widened the gulf that was opening hotwoen 
them. After a few weeks of acrimonious 
intercourse, to which Kulsou afterwards re¬ 
ferred with horror (Kicolas, vii. pp. 392, 
ccix), they separated early in 1801; and, 
with the exception of a short interview a 
few days afterwards, they did not again meet. 
At this time, indeed, Kelson seems to have 
desired a reconciliation (76. iv. 272); hut his 
wifo made no response, and tlioy had no 
farther communication, though ho made 
her the very liberal allowance of 1,2007 a 
year. 

On 1 Jan. 1801 he was promoted to be 
vice-admiral, and on tho 17th hoisted his- 
flag on board the San Josef ns second in 
command of the Channel fleet, undor Lord 
St. Vincent. By the middle of February, 
however, he was moved into tho St. George, 
and on 17 Feb. was formally directed to put 
himself under the orders of Sir Hyde Parker 
(1739-1807) [q. v.], the cominnnder-in-chisf 
of a squadron to he employed on particular 
service. It was known that the service was 
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flimiiiat tlic Northern Confederation, tlio 
armed neutrality of tlio Ualtio; and tlio 
fleet liau'ng its rendezvous in the first in¬ 
stance at Yarmouth, sailed on ] 2 March, find 
on the 24th anchored outside Elsinore. Nel¬ 
son was strongly in favour of at once sending 
a strong detachment through the Belt ana 
up the iittltioto seize or destroy the .Russian 
squadron at Revel, while the remainder of 
the fleet held in check or—if thought neces¬ 
sary—reduced the Danes at Copenhagen; and 
on 24 March lie wrote to the couunander- 
in-ebiof, urging the advantage of such a 
course. The northern longue, ho said, was 
like a tree, ‘ of which Paul was tlio trunk, 
and Swoden and Denmark tho branches; ’ 
if tho trunk was out down the brunches fol¬ 
lowed as a matt er of course, but tho branches 
might bo lopped oft’without any injury to 
the trunk. ‘ Nelson’s suggestion,’ writes 
Captain Malmn, ‘woriliy of Napoleon him¬ 
self, would, if adopted, have brought down 
the Daltie confederacy with a crash that 
would have resounded'through Europo' (In¬ 
fluence of Sea 1‘otrer upon the French Iteoa- 
lutioii, ii. 40) j but Parker was unable lo 
grasp the novel and daring strategy proposed 
to him, Ho refused to leave a strong enemy 
in his rear, even though held in check hy 
a sufficient force, and determined that the 
tirsl Mow must bu struck against. Copen¬ 
hagen; and Nelson, seeing that the only way 
to get lo tlio (lull' of Finland was by Jlrst 
shuttering tlio Danish force, readily accepted 
Purkcr’s proposal that he should command 
the attack with a detachment of tho smaller 
ships of tholleot, which, by thuir draught of 
water, wero bettor suited to tlio shallow and 
intricate navigation. He sliiflcdhisilaglotho 
Elephant, then commanded by Captain Foley, 
and during tho last days of Sfarcii carefully 
examined the approaches of tho town and 
the formidable defences prepared by the 
Danes, who had placed a line of liuavily 
arm“d hulks to support tho batteries. 

On 1 April Nelson look his stptadron past 
Copenhagen In tho onslern entrance of tho 
Ring's Channel, and tho following forenoon 
made tho signal to weigh, Tho plan of tho 
attack had boon eurofully drawn out the night 
before, tho position of each ship boing pro¬ 
scribed, wit h a certain amount of latitude for 
unforeseen casualties. Unluckily some of 
the ships struck on the Middle Ground, and 
were virtually out of the action; but tlio 
others closed up, so Unit no gap was loft', 
The action bogan about 10 a.m. Tho fire of 
the Danos was exceedingly heavy and well 
sustained, and after throo 'hours showod no 
evident signs of abating. It was then that 
Parker hoisted the signal lo ‘ discontinue tho 


notion.’ Nelson did not obey the signal. 
Clapping his telescope to his 'blind eye, ho 
declared that he could not see it, and liis 
conduct has often been adduced as an in¬ 
stance of glorious fearlessness. It does not 
detract from tho real merit of Nelson, who 
never sought to avoid responsibility, to loam 
that tho performance was merely a jest, and 
that tho commander-in-chief had sent a pri¬ 
vate message that the signal should be con¬ 
sidered optional—to be obeyed or not at 
the discretion of Nelson, who might be sup¬ 
posed to have a better knowledge of the 
circumstances than ho could possibly have 
at a distance (IUlki!, Nav, Jlioff. Iv. 12; 
Iieoolteotiona of the Life of tho ltev. A. J. 
Scott, p. 70). Nelson’s judgment proved cor¬ 
rect . About 2 p.m. many of tho Danish ships 
wero silenced, but it was difficult to take pos¬ 
session of them under the fire of tho bat teries 
and tile other ships, so that they continually 
received ruinforcemonls of men from the 
shore, and ronewod tho action. It was thus 
rendered impossible to sparo ovon tho boatem 
ships, and tlio carnage was very great. Tho 
Danncbrog, tho flagship, had nearly ovory 
man killed or wounded; slio caught fire, 
broke from her moorings, spread terror and 
confusion along tlic Danish line, and, drifting 
away to luoward, fiimlly blew up. About 
lmlf-pasl two Nelson,anxious to put an onil 
to tho slaughter, which seemed usoless, sent 
a flag' of truco on Blinre, with a noto to tho 
crown prince, to tho effect that if (lie firing 
was continued he would be obliged to set on 
lire tlio floating batteries he had taken, with¬ 
out hoving the power of saving their crows. 
Tho flag of truco brought on a cessat ion of 
firing while a reference was mado to Parker, 
some four railesofl'; this was followed byasus- 
pension of hostilities for twenty-four hours, 
which was extended for somo lew days, and 
ended in an armistice for fourteen weeks. 
That this liappy result was duo to tho flag of 
truco seemed certain; but Nelsonlmd no doubt, 
that tho same result would have been arrived 
et liad the battle been fought out as long as 
any of tlio Danes were able to resist, tlic only 
diilbrenoo boing that tho lobs of men on both 
sides would liavo boon considerably and need¬ 
lessly increased. There wore, however, somo 
who assertod Unit tho position of the English 
floot at lmlf-pnst two was very critical; that, 
though tho Danish floating batteries wero 
silenced or captured, the English shins had 
suffered severely; that with 1 ho wind as it 
was they could not got out without passing 
under tlio guns of tho Three (Jrowns ballevy, 
which, in their disabled stale, t hey were in ni > 
condition to nngn<fo; and that Nelson’s flag 
of truco, with the letter and the affected liu- 
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inanity,was " a ntse de guerre , and not quite 
justifiable'—an artful device to gain time to 
set his ships out of their perilous position 
(Nicolas, iv. S60), If so, he shamefully 
neglected his opportunity. In the evening, 
when the Danish envoy returned from Sir 
Ilydo Parker, his ships were still in the King's 
Channel. 

On 5 May, while the fleet was lying in 
KjcigeBny, Nelson was appointed commander- 
in-chief, m succession to Parker, and immedi¬ 
ately made the signal to prepare for sea. It was 
well known that he and Parker held different 
opinions about the course to he pursued, and 
that Nelson had long been chafing at the 
delay in going up the Baltic. On the 7th the 
fleet weighed, and on the 12th was in (he Gulf 
of Finland, when Nelson learnt, to his annoy¬ 
ance, thai the Russian fleet, which had been 
icebound at Revel, had succeeded in getting 
out on S Muy. lie considered (hat bat for 
Parker’s extraordinary hesilation it would 
havo been at the morcy of the English. But 
in fact the death of the tsar on 24 March had 
completely altered the situation: and N el son, 
finding that force could now eft'ect nothing, 
that affairs had entered the domain of di¬ 
plomacy, and that his slay in the Gulf of 
Finland would he a hindrance to its course, 
drew down the Bultic, arriving on 24 May 
at Rostock. lie had for some weeks been iu 

S ior health; on 12 May he wi ote t o his friend 
aviscin: ‘It is now sixteen days that I have 
not been able to get out of my cabin;’ and 
i hough this may perhaps have been a con¬ 
ventional phrase, Colonel Stewart wrote of 
him while at Rostock: ‘ His health was not 
good, and his mind was not at ease j with 
him mind and health invariably sympathised.' 
He was disgusted with the turn affairs had 
taken; disgusted at the delay which had pre¬ 
vented his crushing the Russians; disgusted, 
too, at the non-obsen mice by the Danes of 
the terms of the armistice j and now that 
there was no longer any probability of active 
service, he was depressed by absruce from 
Lady Hamilton, who, a few weeks before 
ho sailed for the Baltic, had made him the 
father of a daughter, whom he had only just 
seon. 

On 18 June Nolsou gladly bade farewell to 
the fleet in Kjoge Bay, returned to Yarmouth 
in the Kite brig, and joined the Hamiltons 
in London. His own services during' the 
campaign were rewarded with the title of vis¬ 
count; but neither then nor afterwards was 
there any direct recognition of the battle of 
Copenhagen, for which, as he always main¬ 
tained, he and his brothers in arms ought to 
have been thanked by parliament, and by the 
city of London. The omission caused him I 


much annoyance, and more than a year after 
(8 Nov. 1802) he declined to dino with the 
lord mayor and sheriffs while the wrong done 
to ‘those who fought under his command’ 
romninod unredressod. 

Within a few weeks after his return from 
tho Baltic, Nelson was appointed to command 
the defence flotilla on the south-east coast, 
and on 27 July he hoisted his flag on board 
the Unitd frigate at Sheemcss. It was re- 
ported that a large army and a great number 
of flat-bottomed boats were collected at Bou¬ 
logne, Ostend, Blnnkeuborg, &e., and tliatau 
inva s ion of England by a force of at least forty 
thousand men was imminent. Nelson before 
long discovered that this intelligence was 
grossly exaggerated; that, whatever was in¬ 
tended, there were not more than fifty or 
sixty boats at Boulogne, and perhaps sixty or 
seventy at Ostend and Blnnkeuborg, which 
might carry fifty or sixty men apiece (ill. iv. 
434-57). Wfill such limited transport inva¬ 
sion was clearly out of the question; and,hav¬ 
ing provided for security, Nelson proceeded to 
guard against even insult. On the night of 
15-16 Aug. he attempted to bring away or 
bum tho flotilla in the harbour of Boulogne. 
But the French boats were chained together, 
many wore aground, and us soon as they weio 
boarded such a heavy musketry Are was 
opened on them from tho shore that the 
assailants could not stay even to set them 
alight, and wore obliged to retire with very 
severe loss. Other projects of annoying the 
enemy were discussed, but found equally 
impracticable on account of shoal water, 
strong tides, and heavy batteries; and by 
the end of September the ponce seemed to be 
agreed on. 

With the cessation of arduous work re¬ 
turned Nelson’s desire to bo on shore; it was 
no t without grumbling aud bit t pr rniling t hat 
he consented to retain the command till the 
peace was concluded; and .is soon ns ho was 
free he sought for rest and snlaco in the 
society of Lady Hamilton and her husband. 
He had already commissioned Lady Hamil¬ 
ton to look out for a country house. Sho 
had selected one at Morton, in'Burvey, which 
Nelsou had bought ouly a few weeks before. 
The next eighteen months were spoilt with the 
Hamiltons, for the most part at Morton, or 
at Hamilton's house in Piccadilly, the house¬ 
hold expenditure being divided between 
them. During this time Nolson and Emma 
were necessarily much in each other's com¬ 
pany, and at last Hamilton, feeling himself 
neglected, feeling that his comfort was sacri¬ 
ficed to Nelson’s, and his desire for repose 
to his wife’s love of gaiety, wrote her, after 
many altercations with her on the subject, a 
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curious let tar, complaining' of tlia constant 
racket of society in which he was forced to 
live and epccilieally objecting to the large 
company invited daily to dinner. 'I well 
Inow,’ lie said, ‘the purity of Lord Hel¬ 
en's friendship lor Emma and me,’ and 
lww very uncomfortable a separation would 
make his lordfehip, 1 our best iriand; ’ but he 
was determined to be sometimes his own 
master, and to pass hie timo according to his 
own inclination ; and, above all, to have no 
more of the silly altercations which *ombitter 
thepreseni moments exceedingly.’ The letlor 
appeavstobnve been written towards tbe end 
ol 1802 or early in 1808, and n few months 
later Ilonulton settled the little differences 
once for all. lie died on 0 April 1803, bis 
wife smoothing liis pillow an olio side, Nelson 
holding lus hand on the other. 

The death of Hamilton docs not. wvm to 
have made any uxt mini dilibrenco in Nolsnn’s 
inode of living. Emma remained at, Merlon, 
tile ostensible mist less of llio house, us she 
had been all along ; and though there can no 
longer bo any doubt us to tlio nature of her 
relations with Nelson, they wore at the timo 
kept strictly secret. Nelson’s brother, witli 
his wife and daughter, Nelson's sisters and 
their families, and numerous friends ol' hot li 
boxes wore froqiiout visitors, staying often 
for several days, and not ono seems 1o have 
suspected anything improper, anomalous us 
tlio position was. Among others, Lord filinto 
wrote (18 April 1803): ‘Lady Hamilton 
talked very freely of her situation with Nel- 
bon, and of the construction the world may 
have put upon it; but protested that their 
attachment lutd been perfect ly pure, which 1 
declare I can believe, though I am sure it is 
of no consequence whether it. is so or not, The 
shocking injury done to Lady Nelson is nut 
* made less or greater by unytlung t bat may or 
not have occurred between him and Lady 
Hamilton’ (Life and Lei fen, iii. 281). 

On the imminence of war it was from 
the first understood that Nelson was to go 
to the Mediterranean, and on 10 May 18U1! 
lie was formally appointed. He hoisted his 
flag on hoard tlio Victory at Portsmouth on 
the 18th, and sailed on the 20th. it was 
arranged, however, that, as it might, be im¬ 
portant to strengthen Cornwallis oil' Brest, 
Nelson should leave Iho 'Victory with him 
and go out in tlio A mphi on fri g at u, 1 ho V let ory 
following ns soon us possible, A (ter touch¬ 
ing at Naples and othor ports of llaly, lie 
joined the fleet oil'Toulon on 8 July, and for 
nearly two years the principal object of his 
command was to hoop such a watch on the 
French fleet os to insure nil engagement if 
it should attempt to put to sou. And this 


lie did with a force never superior, generally 
inferior, in numbers to that of the enemy, 
with ships foul and crazy oi en when they put. 
to sea, and withvery limited supplies of stores. 
Under such circumstances it was only by the 
closest attention to details that, the blockade 
could be continued j but, though t lie necessity 
of watering compelled him from time to time 
to relax hi-, grip and withdraw the fleet to 
Maddaluna, he was still able to maintain an 
efficient watch by means of frigal es, to obtaiu 
timely knowledge of the enemy’s movement f, 
and, shove all, to keep tlio fleet in the most 
pcrlcel health during the many months of 
monotonous work and exposure in the heat, 
of summer ami tlio chilling gales of winter. 

His own health, too, seems 1o have been 
butter at this time tliun it liiul been while 
afloat since tho battle of the Nile. It may 
bo that tho effects of the severe wound then 
received hud worn off during the prolonged 
rest at Alov! on ; it is perhaps more probable 
that his mind was now no longer racked by 
conflicting passions—jealousy, love, and a 
consciousness of wrongdoing—all of which 
seem lo huso torn him during lus former 
command in tlio Mediterranean mid in tlm 
Baltic, lie was now commander-in-chief; 
hisloio forEtmnawns opprovim.itingto the 
calm devot ion of m irried life; he hart per¬ 
suaded himself llmt his wife, after wilfully 
separating 1'iom him, hud no longer anything 
to reproach him with, anil ho lived in hopes 
that either a divorce or her death would bet, 
him froo to many Lady Hamilton, llis 
domestic relations ceased to trouble him. 
Ho was, therefore, aide to give, and did give, 
liis whole attention to the grim work before 
him. 

During tho summer of 180*1 lie was occa¬ 
sionally cheered by Iho hope (hat tlio French 
Jlenl was on the point of coming out. The 
French admiral La Touche Truvillo had com¬ 
manded at Boulogne at the timo of liis un- 
Miecesbfnl attack on tho flat-hot lomod boats, 
ii circumstimco which possibly made Nelson 
the more anxious to moot him at sco, or in¬ 
tensified Iris anger when ho found that La 
Touche had wri 11 en to Bonaparte an account 
of his chasing the English fleet, which fieri 
out of right. ‘1 keep Iris letter,’ ho wrote to 
liis brother, 'aurt, by God, if 1 take him lie 
shall out it; ’ and in ninny ollipr lottors about 
tho sumo time ho gave strong expression to 
his wrath. La Touche, however, died on 
18 Aug., and, aft or somo little delay, was suc¬ 
ceeded by Villeuouvo, superseding J Iunutnoir, 
who commanded in tho socoucl post. 

In tho following January Bonaparte re¬ 
solved to mulct) a gigantic offort to gain 
command of tho Oluumol by bringing into 
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it the whole naval strength of France and 
Spain. To accomplish this he proposed to 
form a junction between the fleets of Toulon, 
Cadiz, liochefoTt, and Brest at Martinique, 
Each, escaping from the bloclcnding force, 
was to make its way to the West Indies, 
whence the united fleet was to return in 
overwhelming force. The float from Iloclie- 
fort got out, arrived at Martinique, and having 
waited the prescribed forty-five days,returned 
without mishap. Villeneuve also succeeded 
in gotting out of Toulon while Kelson was 
at Maddalena, but a violent gale shattered 
his unpractised ships, and they were glad 
to return to the shelter of Toulon. It was 
not till 30 March that he was again able to 
put to sea, this lime with better success, and 
to pnss the Straits of Gibraltar. At Cadiz 
he was joined by a Spanish squadron, raising 
his numbers to eighteen sail of the line, with 
which he crossed the Atlantic, and arrived 
at Martinique on 14 May. When Villeneuve 
left Toulon, Kelson was at Maddalenn, and, 
though lie had early news of the sailing of 
(he French, he was left without intelligence 
of the direction in which they had gone. He 
took up a position west of Sicily, refusing to 
go either east or west till Iib bad somo certain 
intelligence. It was not till 10 April that 
lie learnt that they had been seen off Cape 
(lata; but a spell of contrary winds then 
delayed him. and be did not reach Gibraltar 
till 0 May, three weeks after the French had 
passed. More time was lost in ascertaining 
that they had gone to the West Indies, and 
though by extraordinary care and seaman¬ 
ship the English fleet gained eight days, it 
did not reach Barbados till 4 J une. Ville¬ 
neuve, who had orders to wait forty days on 
the chance of being joined by the Brest or 
Itocliefortfleet,wasoff Antigua; but,onheav- 
ing of Kelson’s arrival and a very exagge¬ 
rated account of his force, he did not consider 
it prudent to remain, and sailed for Europe 
on the 9th. There is a common idea that 
Villenouve's voyage to the West Indies was 
made inthehopeof ‘ decoying ’ Nelson thither, 
and so removing him from the scene of ope¬ 
rations in Europe. Nothing can well be more 
erroneous. Napoleon indeed thought it pos¬ 
sible that Kelson might go off to the East 
Indies [of. Mahan, ii. 166]; but Nelson’s 
correct information and judgment completely 
disconcerted Napoleon’s plan, which directed 
Villeneuve to wait, eud while waiting to 
ravage the English settlements. 

From Barbados Nelson would have gone 
straight to Martinique, and would probably 
have fallen in with Villeneuve on almost the 
very spot where Bodney had defeated the 
Count de Grasse twenty-three years before; 


but false intelligence drew him, very much 
agumst his judgment and instinct, south to 
Trinidad, and before bo could recover the lost 
ground Villeneuve was well on the way to 
Europe. Nelson could now scarcely hope 
to overtake the combined fleet; but lie des¬ 
patched the Curieux brig to sight it if pos¬ 
sible, and to join him, while ho with the 
fleet made the straightestcourseforGibraltar, 
where ho might intercept tho enemy should 
they seek to re-enter the Mediterranean. The 
Curieux meantime sighted the allied fleet, 
but, seeing it following a more northerly 
course than that for Gibraltar, turned away 
for England, where her news canm in time 
for orders to be sent out for Sir Kobert Cal- 
der [q. v.] to meet it off Capo Finistorre 
[see ffiniDSWOBTH, Geobuu EdmundBihok-; 
MiDDimoir, Chablhs, LoBuBvitruir], Cal- 
der's action was fought on 22 July, four 
days after Kelson had joined Collingwood elf 
Cadiz, and had learnt that as yet tliere was 
no news of Villeneuve in that direction. On 
the 10tli he anchored at Gibraltar, and on the 
20th noted in hie diary that hB went on shore 
for the first time Bince 10 June 1803; ho had 
not had his foot out of the Victory for two 
years, wanting ten days. On 26 July he 
learnt that on 10 June the Curieux had seen 
the enemy’s fleet on a northerly course, and 
on the 27tlihe sailed to support Cornwallis off 
Brest. lie joined him on 15 Aug., and, leaving 
with him tho greater part of his squadron, 
proceeded himself in the Victory to Spithend, 
On the 19th he struck his flag, and wont to 
Merton, where he resided during the next 
few weeks. 

Oil 1 Sept, the Euryalus brought tho in¬ 
telligence that the combined French-Spnnish 
fleet had gone to Cadiz. On the morning of 
the 2nd Captain Blackwood called with the 
nows atMerton, on bis way to London. Nel¬ 
son promptly followed him to the admiralty, 
and it was arranged that he should go out at 
once and resume the command off Cadiz. On 
the 14th he hoisted his flag on hoard the 
Viotory at Portsmouth, sailed the next morn¬ 
ing, and joined the fleet on the 20(h. ‘ The 
force,’ he wroto to Sir A. J. Ball, 1 is not so 
largo as might he wished, but 1 will do my 
best with it; they will give mo move when 
they can, and I am not come forth to And 
difficulties, but to remove thorn.’ On the 
other bond, the satisfaction among tho senior 
oilicers in the fleet was very great, Good 
and worthy man as Collingwood was, he had 
not the art of winning the affection and love 
of his subordinates. Under his command the 
duty was carried on in gloom; whether from 
parsimony or as marking his sense of the 
serious nature of the ssrvice, the admiral saw 



Nelson 205 

^0 company, and be refused permission to 
those under bis command to accept or oiler 
hospitality. Nelson’s arrival changed Ibis 
system. Those officers who already knew 
him thronged to greet biin. as an old friend, 
and those who were yot strangers to him 
were at once won by the fascination of his 
manner and kindly courtesy (BotmoiiiEfl, 
Life of Sir Edward Codrington, i. 61). 

pYom the first his aim was to got tlio enemy 
out of their port, and with this in view he 
tightened the blockade, completely stopping 
the coasting trade on which Cadis was largely 
dependent for its supplies. At the some time 
lm carefully kept the fleet out of sight of 
land, fearing lest his increasing numbers 
Bhould give Villeneuvo an excuse for staying 
in port. lie did not of course know that 
Napoleon, on the other hand, was bringing 
very strong pressure on Villenuuve to invite 
an engagement. But, though confident that 
even with inferior numbers ho should defeat 
the enemy, Nelson urgently begged the ad¬ 
miralty to eond him reinforcements. ‘ Should 
they come out, 1 he wrote on 6 Oct., ‘ I should 
immediately bring thorn tohattle j but Lhough 
I should not doubt of spoiling any voyage they 
mayattompl, yet I liopB for the arrival of 
the ships from England, that as an enemy’s 
tiect they may ho annihilated.’ And on the 
Gtk; ‘It is annihilation that the country 
wants, and not moroly a splendid victory 
of twonty-threo to thirty-six—haiiournbla to 
the parties concerned, but absolutely useless 
in the exteudod scale to bring Bonaparte to 
his marrow- bonos. Numbers can only anni¬ 
hilate, thoreforo I hope the admiralty will 
send the fixed force as soon as possible.’ And 
all this time ho was maturing a plan of battlo 
which ho is taid, though on doubtful evi¬ 
dence, to have sketched out while still in 
England. On fl Oct. ho issued his celobrulod 
memorandum, explaining his intention of 
fighting in the order of sailing in two columns, 
at once to save timo and to concentrate his 
whole force on the roar of the enemy. The 
details wore outlinod, and during the follow¬ 
ing days the plan was tallied over and dis¬ 
cussed with Oollingwood, the second in com¬ 
mand, Novlliosk, the third, and the several 
■captains, so that when tlio timo camo every 
officer in the fleet perfectly understood what 
he had to do. 

Notwithstanding his desire to have a nume¬ 
rically strong fleet, Nelson was obliged to 
send a detachmont of six ships to Gibraltar 
to wator [spb Louts, Sat Thomas], and Vil- 
leneuve hearing, on 18 Oct,, the hows of their 
•arrival there, thought tlio moment a 1'avour- 
•oble one for yielding to Napoleon’s orders 
and coarse invective. On the 10th the 
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combined fleet began to leave the harbour, 
a circumstance immediately signalled to Nel¬ 
son by the frigates and inshore squadron. 
On the 20th they were all out, and Nelson, 
judging that Villeneuvo would make for the 
Straits, with the design of entering the Medi¬ 
terranean, draw down so as to command the 
entrance. At daybreak on the 21st the enemy 
were seen off Gape Trafalgar, nearly due east 
from the English, and distant about twelve 
miles. They numbered thirty-threo sail of 
the line, while Nelson had with him only 
twenty-seven. Tho wind was very light from 
tho west-north-west, hut a heavy (.well fore¬ 
told tho approach of bad weather. Malting 
tho signals to form order of sailing in two 
columns and to prepare for battle, Nelson, 
loading (he weather or northern column, at 
once s( ood towards the enemy. Oollingwood 
led tho lee or soutliorn line, and, when Ville- 
nouve, wishing probably to keep as near Cadiz 
ns possible, tacked to tho northward, he was 
able, without further manoeuvring, to carry 
out tho plan of falling on the enemy’s rear. 
Tlio wind, howover, very light from the ho¬ 
ginning, gradually died away to tho faintest 
air, and the advance was evtromoly alow. 

It was during this time, about eleven 
o’clock, that Nelson, retiring to his cabin, 
wrote tho so-called codicil to his will, setting 
forth tho sorviccB which ho believed Lady 
Hamilton had rendered to (ho state, and 
leaving her, 1 a legacy to my king and count ry, 
that tlioy will give her an ample provision 
to maintain her rank in life;’ leaving also 
1 to the beneficence of my count ry roy adopted 
daughter, Iloratia Nelson Thompson,’ The 
codicil, witnessed by Hardy and Blackwood, 
was afterwards taken to England by Hardy, 
and lodged with tlio govormnonl. At the 
time it was thought inexpedient to make it 
public, on account of the reference to tho 
Queen of Naples j and as Lady Hamilton was 
already amply provided for, and the govern¬ 
ment know that as to the services rendered 
by Lady Hamilton Nelson had been wrongly 
informed, they did not feel it necessary to 
make any further grant (cf. JiumtiwoN, 
Lady Hamilton, ii. 291-301). It has often 
bouft spoken of as a scandal tlmt such ser¬ 
vices should have gono without reward, But 
the only point to which exception can he 
taken in tlio conduct, of the government is 
that they did not relievo tho woman whom 
Nelson had lnvod, and who was tho mother of 
his child, after she had semandoredtho hand¬ 
some income bequeathed her by Hamilton 
and Nelson, but allowed her to drag through 
her latter years in very reduced cireum- 
stunoes. 

A little before twelve, as the bond of tho 
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lee line was approaching the enemy, Nelson 
hoisted the celebrated signal, ‘ England ex¬ 
pects that every man will do his duty ’ (of. 
Times, 13 and 26 May 1908); and a few 
minutes later Coding-wood, in the Royal 
Sovereign, dashed in among the enemy’s rear. 
Nelson had reserved for himself the task of 
restraining the enemy’s van should it attempt 
to support the rear j the Victory was thus long 
exposed to the enemy’s fire, and sustained 
heavy loss, before Nelson was satisfied that 
no immediate movement of the van was to be 
apprehended. About one o'clock the Victory 
broke into the enemy’s centre, passing slowly 
under the stern of Vitleneuve’s flagship, the 
Bucentaure, and pouring in a most terrible 
broadside, which is said to have dismounted 
twonty guns, and to have killed or wounded 
four hundred men. As she drew clear of 
the Bucentaure, she ran foul of the 74-gun 
ship Redoubtable, and her foreyard catching 
in the Redoubtable’s rigging, the two ships 
fell alongside each other, and so remained. 
It was thus that between (he two there fol¬ 
lowed a very singular duel. Tho Victory’s 
broadside was superior to that of the Re¬ 
doubtable, and drove the French from their 
guns; hut the musketry of the Redoubtable 
was superior to that, of Lhe Victory, and 
cleared her upper deck. For a short while 
it seemed to the French possible for them to 
board the English ship, and capture her in a 
hand-to-hand fight; hut a storm of grape 
from the Victory’s forecastle put a deadly 
end to the attempt. It was just at this 
moment that Nelson, walking the quarter¬ 
deck with Captain Hardy [see Habey, Sm 
Thomas Mastehman], was wounded by a 
musket-shot from the Redoubtable's rnizsn- 
top, which, striking the left epaulette, passed 
down through the lungs, through the spine, 
and lodged in the muscles of the back. He 
fell to the deck, and as Hardy attempted to ] 
raise him said, ‘They’ve done for me at last, j 
nardy. 1 ‘I hope not,'‘answered Hardy. ‘Yos,’ | 
replied Nelson; ‘my backbone is shot through,’ 
lie was carried below j but, though the wound 
was from the first recognised as mortal, he 
lived for three hours longer in great pain, ex¬ 
pressing, between the paroxysms, the keenest 
anxiety about the action. When Haidy 
brought him word that fourteen or fifteen of 
the enemy's ships had surrendered, he ex¬ 
claimed. ‘That is well; hut I bargained for 
twenty. Later on he said, ‘Remember, I 
leave Lady Hamilton and my daughter IIo- 
ratia as a legacy to my country;’ and, with 
the words ‘ Thank God, I have done my duty,’ 
expired about half-past four, on 21 Oof,. 1806, 
almost as the French Achilla blew up and 
the IntrSpide struck her flag. 


Nelson’s body, preserved in spirits, was 
brought home in the Victory, and, after lying 
in state in the Painted Hall at Greenwich, 
was taken to London, and in a public funeral 
hurled on 9 Jan. 1806 in the crypt of St, 
Paul’s, The sarcophagus which contains the 
coffin was made at, the expense of Cardinal 
WoLsey for the burial of ILenry VIII. The 
monument in tho cathedral above ia by 
Flaxman. Nelson is also commemorated iu 
London by Trafalgar Square, Charing Cross, 
commenced in 1829, and ornamented with 
the Nelson column, which was completed in 
1849. It is surmounted by a colossal statue 
by E. II. Baily, 18 feet in height. The 
bronze lions, from Landseer’s designs, were 
added in 1867. There is a Nelson monu¬ 
ment on the Calton Hill, Edinburgh, and a 
Nelson pillar in Sackville (now O’Connell) 
Street, Dublin, Other monuments in many 
different parts of the country wove erected 
to his memory, and poets and poetasters 
hymned his fame in many languages with but 
indifferent success. Neither then nor sinci 
has any happiorthrenody been suggested than 
Virgil’s lines: 

In freta dnm flnvii current, dum montibus umbrte 
Lustrabunt eonvoxo, polus dum side™ pasool, 
Somper honos, nomenquo tuum, landosquo mano- 

bunt, [Murid, i. 007-9). 

By Mb wife Nelson had no issue (for an 
account of the Nelson pern-age see under 
Nelson, William, first Eakl Nelson). By 
Lady Hamilton he had one daught er, Horatia, 
who grew up, married the Rev. Philip Ward, 
afterwards vicar of Tenterdon, Kent, and 
died in 1881. Another daughter, Emma, 
born in the end of 1803 or beginning of 1804, 
survived only a few weeks. 

Nelson’s portraits are very numerous, and 
many of them have been engraved. Among * 
the best are a full-length, hy Hoppner, in 
St. James's Palace, and a half-length, by 
Lemuel F. Abbot, in the Painted Hall at 
Greenwich. Another, also by Abbot, closely 
resembling this, is in the National Portrait 
Gallery, as well as a painting by Heinrich 
Fuger, for which Nelson sat while at Yionnn 
in 1800. A portrait hy Zoffany is at the ad¬ 
miralty; one hy J. F. Rigaud, R.A., which 
Nelson presented to Captain William Locker 
in 1781, belongs to Earl Nelson, who owns 
another pointed by L. Guzzardi in 1709. 
(See also Catalogue of the Naval Exhibition 
of 1891.) Arthur William Devis [q. v.] 
painted after Nelson’s death the well-known 
‘ Death of Nelson in the Cockpit of H.M.S. 
Victory,’ which is now at Greenwich Hos¬ 
pital. The engraving hy W. Bromley (datod 
1812) has long been popular. 
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[The Mhliiuriiphy of Noh >n is enormous, but 
comparatively little ot it has any real viiluo. 
Even before his death a memoir had boon pub¬ 
lished by Gluirnock, from materials supplied 
by Captain Locker, which in any other hands 
than CharnoiUs would havo been a usoful and 
interesting work. Other memoirs worn pub¬ 
lished in quick succession ss soon us the news 
of his death reached England. Of those, one 
only rails for any monlion: that by Harrison, an 
obs’euie writer engaged by Lady Hamilton to 
exalt her claims on the government. It is in 
execrable taste, of no authority, and crowded 
with statements demonstrably false. And yot 
somo of them, through tho influence of other 
wr itei s, and more especially of .Southey, liavo 
passed ourrout as facts; among which may bo 
mentioned the celebrated “If there wore more 
Emmas there would be inoro Nclb me,' a story 
which is ontiiely without authority, and is con¬ 
tradicted li I lie natural and connoeted account of 
the conversation given by Blackwood (Nicolas, 
vii. 2R). Clarko mill McArthur’s Life of Nelson, 
in two most unwieldy 4to vole., is tho fullest, 
and in many respects tho host biography. It is 
largely 1ms! d on original documents and leltors 
entrusted to tho authors—many of which hnvo 
never boon soon sinco—but it is crowded with 
childish and irrelevant sLnrics, resting on hear¬ 
say or tradition, and vory probably not true. 
The only work trunting of Kelson’s professional 
career which is to bo implicitly trusted is tho 
collodion of his Dospntchos and Lotlms, edited 
by Sir N. Harris Nicolas, in sown vols 8vo; a 
selection from which, with a fow tulditionnl docu¬ 
ments and coirs, has boon odiled by tho present 
writer. Thn colobrat od life by Southey, interest¬ 
ing as it always will bo ns a work of art, has no 
original value, but is a condensation of Oltirke 
and Me Vrthur’s ponderous work, dressed to catch 
tho popular tnsto, und flavoured, with a very earo- 
lesB luiml, Irom tho worthless pages of Ilnrrisou, 
from Miss Williums’a Manners and Opinions in 
the French Republic towards tho Close of tho 
Eighteenth Century, i. 123-223, and from Cnp- 
tain Fool e'« Vindication. Thero is no doubt that 
Southe.t’s artistic skill gave weight nml currency 
to the falsehoods ot Miss Williams, as it did to 
t,lie trasli of Harrison end the wild fancies of 
Lady Hamilton. Of other works that liavo some 
biographical value may be especially named tho 
Life, by the Old Bailor (M. II, Barker), and the 
Vindication of Lord Nelson’s Proceedings in liiu 
Bay of Naples, by Commander JoafTrovm Milos. 
Parson’aNolsonian UominisoimcsMiro thovocollor- 
tions of his boyhood by an oldorly man, and not 
to ho impliciily trusted. Pettigrew's Life of 
Nolsnn, principally interesting from tho Nelsou- 
Hamilton correspondence which it first an¬ 
nounced, loses a groat deal of its value from this 
writor’s ignorance of tho naval history of tho 
time, and tho confusions into which ho allowed 
Lafly Hamilton to load him; but still more from 
his reticence ns to the documents he quoted, It 
was only about the year 1880 that the papers 


referred to wore discovered and added to tho col¬ 
lection of Mr. Alfred Morrison, who Imd a ful! 
transcript of thorn printed. In Lady Hamilton 
und Lord M olson, and tho Quocu of Naples and 
Lord Nil ton, bagod to agreat extent on those valu- 
1 able piipors, J 0. J enft’roson traced the relations of 
i Nelson and Lady Hamilton, (dee art.IlAjni.ioir, 
Km M A, Laby .) A valuable examination of Nclbon’s 
services, ami more especially of his cluise ot Vil- 
luneuvs to tho West Indies, is in Mahan’s Influ¬ 
ence of Sea I’owor upon tho French Revolution 
and TSmpiro, and, from the French point of view, 
in Chevalier's Histoire de la Marine franpaiae 
(1) sous hi promihro Rfipnbliquo, et(2) sous le 
Consulal ot I'Empiro. Tho well known Guorns 
Mnritimos, by Admiral Jnrien do la Gravihro, is 
based almost entirely on Nicolas or Janies, and has 
no independent value. Most of Nelson’s papers, 
which (loBcendedt lirough his nioce tohorHonA.N. 
Hood, ViscountBridport.wuro Hold by him iu 189.5 
to the BriiushMusoum (MSB. Addit. 34902-92). 
Another mi'-eollanons collection of Nolbon’s pa¬ 
pers, also belonging to Viscount Bridporl, was 
sold in London 11 March 1008.] J. IC I,. 

NELSON] JAMES (1710-1794), author, 
horn in 1710, followed tho profession of an 
apothecary for fifty years in ltod Lion Square, 
Itolhnrn, London, llo was well known in 
contemporary literary circles, and wrote two 
works which were highly praisoil by tho critics. 
They avo: 1. ‘An Essay on tlmdovornment of 
Children untlor throe general heads: Health, 
Manners, and Education,’ London, I7r>3, in 
which tho mistaken prejudices of llio time on 
tho subject aro uarol’ully refilled. 2. ‘The 
Aflbclionato Eat,her, a sonlimontftl Comedy; 
logother with Essays on Various Subjects,’ 
Loudon, 1780. In this various moral truths 
worn taught in thn form of n play. Nelson 
died in London on 19 April J 701. 

[N ichols’sLit ovaryAnoodofos of llio Eighteenth 
Century, ix. 14; Gont. Mag. 1763 p. 608, 1791 
pt. i. p. 389.] O. V. M-r. 

NELSON, JOHN (lfiGO-1721), New 
England st iitesman, bom in 1G00, son of Wil¬ 
liam Nelson, appears to have gono to New 
England about 1080. ITia father’s uncle, Hie 
Thomas Tomplo, became, by purchase, one of 
tho proprietors of Nova Scotia after its ron- 
quopl by England in 1054, and aftorthe Re¬ 
storation ho was appoinlod governor of tliat 
dependency, This brougiit Nolson into com- 
municolion with tho French settlors, and in 
1087ho gave a letter of introduction to Vil- 
lebon tho governor of Nova Scotia, thon re¬ 
stored to tho French, when Villobon was 
about to pass through Boston on his way to 
New York. 

Nelson was a churchman, and, ns in tho 
case of Temple, thoro woro bamors of tastes 
and character which separated him from his 
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puritan contemporaries in Boston. lie is 
described by a New England historian as ‘ of 
ji gay, free temper.’ But iu New England, 
as in the mother country, the arbitrary rule 
of a llomauist sovereign united, for a while 
at least, men of different creeds and views in 
common resistance. Nelson, too, had con¬ 
nected himself by marriage with a family 
possessing much political influence in Massa¬ 
chusetts. Hiswite was a daughter of William 
Toiler, who became lieutenant-governor of 
Massachusetts in 1711. Tuiler’s wife was a 
daughter of Israel Stoughton, a man of in¬ 
fluence among the first generation of New 
England settlers. Iler brother, William 
Stoughton, was agent for the colony in Eng¬ 
land in 1676, and was, at a later date, lieu¬ 
tenant-governor ofthe colony, Thus, though 
Nelson was excluded from any political life 
in the colony, he was brought into direct 
contact with many of those who controlled it. 
In the crisis brought about by the govern¬ 
ment of Sir Edmund Andros [q.v.], tho leaders 
of the popular party were glad of the assist¬ 
ance of any public-spirited man. Accord¬ 
ingly, when in April 16S9 the news of the 

revolution in England reached Boston, Nelson 
was among those who signed a document ad¬ 
dressed to the governor, requiring him to 
resign his office and surrender the fort in the 
town and the castle intheliarbour. Andros 
tooli no notice of the summons. By this tirao 
the Boston insurgents were supported by a 
large body of militia collected from the 
country aro und. Nelson was placed in com¬ 
mand of a party, and wa3 sent to demand 
the Biirreudov of the fort. He surrounded 
the fart, got possession of an outwork, and 
thence threatened the fort with a cannonade. 
Andros thereupon surrendered, and Nelson 
took command of tho fort. 

With tho establishment of a piovisional 
government Nelson disappears from the scene 
of notion, But, though his opinions and 
character may have excluded him from poli- 
tioal life at Boston, aplace wasfouud for him 
in the service of the colony for which he was 
fitted by his earlier associations. In 1090 
a force from New England, under the com¬ 
mand of Sir William Phipps, conquered Nova 
Scotia, and iu 1601 tho new charter of Massa¬ 
chusetts formally incorporated it with the 
colony. Nelson was appointed to act as com¬ 
mander-in-chief of tho Massachusetts forces 
in Accadia, Before he could leach his pro¬ 
vince he was captured by a French man-of- 
war, and Accadia was reoccupied by a French 
military force. 

Nelson’s captor was his old friend Ville- 
bon, who offered him courteous treatment, 
lie was kept fora while at Quebec in honour¬ 


able captivity. There he used his opportu- 
nities to study the designs of the French, and 
to give information of thorn to his friends in 
New England. In the autumn of 1692 he 
bribed two Frenchmen to carry a letter to Bos¬ 
ton, addressed, as it would seem, 1 o the gene¬ 
ral court there. It told of a French design for 
an attack on Boston by sea, and also of the 
attempts which Nelson was malting to detach 
the Indians, whose language he could speak, 
from the French. Nelson’s messengere suc¬ 
ceeded in delivering the letter; but their pro¬ 
ceeding was cither discovered or suspected, 
and they were arrested and shot, Nelson 
expected to share their fate; his life, however, 
was spared, and he was cent to France, where 
he was confined in the Bastille. Neverthe¬ 
less while on his voyage he succeeded in 
warning tho authorities at BosLon that a 
French fleet was about to attack tho whole 
line of English colonies along the Atlantic 
sonboard. In 1698 he contrived to Rond to 
England a memorial to he laid bofo.’o the 
lords of trade and plantations. In this he 
showed the danger of allowing the French 
to claim, as they would surely seek to do, a 
boundary which would give thorn the control 
of the Kennebec. This, he pointed out, 
would furnish them with an abundant supply 
of ship-timber, and would also ennble them 
to detach from the English a large and 
valuable body of English allies. 

It is noteworthy that here, as elsowhere 
throughout his career, Nelson says nothing 
of hU own sufferings, and makes no petition 
for deliverance or redress. lie had, indeed, 
before shown a singularly scrupulous tomper. 
"When the peace of Kyswick was ratified 
Nelson was in England on parole. The Icing 
held that tho peace of itself terminated his 
captivity, and did not wish him to leave Eng¬ 
land. lie, however, insisted ou returning; * 
and when, shortly after, he was released, he 
seems to have been visited with the king's 
displenBuve for his disobedience. 

In 1705 certain public men in Now Eng¬ 
land set on foot a discredit ablo intrigue to 
exclude Joseph Dudley from tho governor¬ 
ship of Massachusetts, aud to secure the post 
for Sir Charles Hobby. Dudluy was not a 
man of high political character, and New 
England had no reason to regard him with 
respect or gratitude. But ho was a moro re¬ 
putable man, both in public and iu private 
life, than his rival, and it is croditable to 
Nelson that his influence with the English 
government was exercised iu favour of Dud¬ 
loy, Nelson died in Massachusetts on i Dec. 
1721. 

[Hutchinson's Hist, of MussachusslU (Massa¬ 
chusetts Historical Collection, 3rd sor, vol. i. 
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nth ser. vol. riii.); Colonial Papers, America 
and West Indies; Savage’s Gone illogical Diet, 
of New England.] J- A. D. 


NELSON, JOHN (1707-1774), methodise, 
was born in October 1707, in the parish of 
lSirstall, in the West Hiding of Yorkshire, 
and brought up to his father's trade of stone¬ 
mason. lie has given in his 1 Journal’ a de¬ 
tailed account of the religious perplexities 
which troubledhini from tlio age of nine or ton. 
lie married at nineteen, but, did not, over- 
eoraehis religious anxieties till ho heard John 
Wesley preucli in Moorflelds in 1730. lie re¬ 
turned at the end of 17401 o his native place, 
and began himself to preach and pray with 
his neighbours. Wesley was convinced by 
the sincerity and succcss'ol'Nelson and other, 
that be ought formally to recognise the work 
of lay preachers, and in May 1742 he visited 
Birstoll, lodged in Nelson’s cottage, and 
preached to Ins converts. Nelson now be¬ 
came the most successful and assiduous of 
Wesloy’B ovangolists. IIu kept for a year or 
two a journal of liis experiences, whicli gives 
a minute and vivid picture of his labours in 
Yorkshire, Cornwall, and oilier parts of the 
kingdom. An attempt was mado to got rid 
of him by pressing him for a soldier, and 
he was for somo months moved about, the 
country with liis regiment, till diaries Wes¬ 
ley, by finding a subst itute, persuaded the au¬ 
thorities to release him. i'Voni 1750 to 1770 
Nelson was stationed as official preacher to 
methodist societies in London, Bristol, Bir- 
stal, Leeds, Derby, Yarm, and York, and paid 
one visit to Ireland. In ] 773 lie was stai ioned 
in the Leeds circuit, whore ho (lied of n ill of 

n loxv on i8 July 177J, and was buriod 
install. As a pronohor Nelson showed a 
power and exorcised an influonco scarcely 
inferior to AYosloy’s. Tie was specially at 
home with tlio poor and ignorant. 

The portion of the ‘Journal’ relating 
Nelson’s experiences ns a soldier was printed 
first under the title of 1 The Oaso of John 
Nelson ' (2nd odition, 1745). A revision of 
the ‘Journal’ to tlio forty-second year of tlio 
author's life was printed in 1737, with the 
titla ‘An Extract of John Nelson’s Journal ,• 
being nn Account of God’s dealing with liis 
Soul,from his Youth to tlio forty-second year 
of his Age, and His working by him: likewise 
the Oppressions lie mot with from People of 
different Denominations. Writton by him¬ 
self.’ This wont through many editions. 
Nelson's grandson re-edited it as ‘ Memoirs 
of the late Mr. John Noison of Biratal,’ 
Birmingham, 1807, These memoirs, witli 
additional fragments and letters, were again 
edited in vol. i. of ‘Tlio Lives of Early 
Methodist Preachers; chiefly written by 
vol, xiv. 


themselves. Edited, with an Introductory 
Essay, by Thomas Jaokaon’ (3rd odition 1865). 
Tiic ‘ Letter to the Protest ant-Dissenlers in 
tlieParish of Bnllykollyinlrelaud ’is wrongly 
attributed to Noison of Birstall. A portrait 
of Nelson, etched by Harrison, is mentioned 
by Bromley. 

(The editions of the Journal above mentioned; 
Tyermnn’s Life and Timos of Rnv. John Wes- 
lay, 2nd edition, 1872, passim, vols. i. ii. and 
iii.; M'Clinloclc and Strong's Cyclopaedia, under 
‘ Noison, John (1),’ where there nro sorione errors; 
Stevens’s Hist, of Methodism, passim; Skeats’s 
Hist, of tho Froo Churches of England; York¬ 
shire Weekly Post, 27 Oct. 1801.] B. B. 

NELSON, JOHN (1720-1812), sculptor, 
horn in 3726, was a native of Shropshire, 
whore he oxeouted several works, and was 
highly esteemed in liis art both there and 
in tlio neighbouring counties. Among his 
works wore the statuo on the column erected 
in llawkstono Pork to tlio memory of Sir 
Howland Hill, and the statue of Roger do 
Montgomery in Shrewsbury Castle. Nel¬ 
son died at Shrewsbury on 17 April 1812, 
eged 86. 

[Gent. Mag. lxxxii. 492; Kodgr.ivo’q Diet, 
of Artists.] L. O. 

NELSON, ItICIIARB JOHN (1803- 
1877), major-general royal engineers nnd 
geologist, son of Oeneral Richard Nelson, 
was born at Crabtree, near Plymouth, on 
3 May 1803. Educated at a private school 
at Tamerton Foliolt, near Plymouth, ho 
joined the Koyul Military Academy at, 
Woolwich on 25 March 1818. While a ciulet 
ho dosipnod a rifled field-piece, of which the 
projectile was to be coated with lend, nu in¬ 
vention which was only fully developed 
by others many years later. Aftor passing 
out of the academy as eligible for a commis¬ 
sion in tho royal engineers, he had to wait 
for it, on account of tlio reduction in tho 
army, until 0 Jan. 1826, when he wns gu- 
zeltod second lieutonanl in the royal engi¬ 
neers, and was sent to Chatham for a year, 
nnd then to Woolwich. 

In March 1827 Nelson went to the Ber¬ 
mudas. Promoted lieutenant on 22 May 
1820, ho wns employed in the snperinlond- 
oneo of tlio various works of defence iu 
the Bermuda islands, which wore partially 
executed by convict labour. Noison wrote 
an elaborate paper on tho diflbrenl descrip¬ 
tions of labour in different works, and the 
relative value of oaoh kind, He also em¬ 
ployed his loisure in studying the coral 
formation of the islands, ana prepared seve¬ 
ral papors on tho subject, which wero illus¬ 
trated oy many beautiful drawings. He ro- 

p 
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turned to England in June 1833, and was 
stationed at Woolwich. On 14 Nov. 1835 
lie embarked for the Cape of Good Hope, re¬ 
turning to England in December 1888. lie 
was quartered at Plymouth until April 1841, 
when he went to Canada. Nelson was pro¬ 
moted second captain on 1 Sept. 1841. In 
July 1842 he returned to England, and in 
January 1813 was sent to Ireland. While 
quartered in Ireland, in conjunction with 
Colonel G. G. Lewis fq. v.] and Sir Harry 
Jones [q. v.], he edited ‘ The Aide-Memoire 
of Military Science ’ in 1846, and himself 
contributed many articles. Nelson was pro¬ 
moted first captain 1 April 1846. During the 
three years following he served in the western 
district at Devonport and Pembroke dock 
On 29 Juno 1849 he embarked for Nassau, in 
the Bahamas, and devoted his leisure to the 
geology of the islands. He wrote some papers 
on the formation of the islands, accompanied 
hy very carefully prepared drawings. After 
two years he was invalided hoinB. In De¬ 
cember 1861 he was again sent to the western 
district, and was quartered chiefly at Ply¬ 
mouth until 1808. On 14 .Tune 185 4 ho was 
promoted brevet-major, and on 20 June tho 
same year regimental lieutenant-colonel. On 
20 June1857 he became a colonel in the army. 
In September 1868 he was appointed com¬ 
manding royal engineer at Halifax, Nova 
Scotia. He outdo a tour in the coal district 
of that province, and sent home his notes and 
collection of specimens; but, after arriving 
safely in England, they wore lost in transit. 

He returned to England in August 1801. 
On 6 Feb. 1864 he was promoted major- 
general, and retired on full pay. He resided at 
Stoke, Devonport, until his death, on 17 July 
1877. Nelson married, on 6 Aug, 1880, at 
Ipswich, Lucy, daughter of Thomas Howard. 
She sunived him without issue. 

Nelson’s ‘Geology of the Bermudas’ is a 
standard work, and is referred to by Lyell iu 
his' Principles ’ and byWyville Thompson iu 
liis ‘Notes from the Challengor.’ Some beau¬ 
tiful drawings of the general appearance and 
the structure of the parts of various coral 
formations, both from the Bermudas and tho 
Bahamas, with descriptive notes, are in tho 
Royal Engineers’ Institute at Chatham. A 
collection of specimens which he mado iutho 
Bermudas was distributed between the Geo¬ 
logical Society of London, the Royal United 
Servico Institution, London, and the Berlin 
Academy, 

Nelson was author of ‘Tile 2nd Tart of 
Memoranda of the Bahama Ton',ado of I860, 
the 1st Part of which was written by W. J. 
Woodcock,’ 1850, 8vo; of ‘Lockspeise, or 
Inducement to tho Study of tbs German 


Language, by the Removal of the last serious 
Difficulty in the way of a Beginner,' London 
and Devonport, printed 1855, 8vo. lie con¬ 
tributed to the ‘ Professional Papers ’ of tho 
corps of royal engineers: (1) Quarto sar 
vol. iii. p. 121,‘Report on Beaufort Bridge, 
Cape of Good Hope; ’ (2) p. 133, ‘ Rough 
Sketch of Suspension Bridge over thoLahn at 
Nassau; ’ (8) p. 130, ‘ On tho Mode of Bonding 
Timber adopted in Prussia; 1 (4) p. 142, ‘ Foot¬ 
bridge built with Prussian Beams.’ (6) Vol, 
iv. p. 12, ‘Notes onSliotFurnaces; ’ (6) p. 130, 
1 Comparative V allies o f Convict a nd o tliev La¬ 
bour;’ (7) p. 10b,‘Notices on tho new Viet, nai¬ 
ling Establishment at Devonport.’ (8) Vol. y. 
p, 7, ‘ Part of Report on Inst 160 Miles of 
Grout Fish Eivor, South Africa;’ (9) p. 00, 

' Remarks and Experiments on Various 
Woods, foreign and domestic.’ (10) Vol. vii. 
p. 48, ‘ Swing nr Flying Bridges ; ’ (11) p. 62, 
1 On Lime aud Limestone from Quarries at 
Plymouth.’ (12) New ser. vol. i. p. 14, 
‘ Discnssional Project for an Enceinte,’ 
(13) Vol. vi. p. 119, ‘ Fragment ou Const 
Defences.' (14) Vol. vii. p. 73, ‘Fragments 
on tho Composition and Construction of 
Military Reports (15) p.130, ‘ Syllabusof 
Studies, Duties, &o,, of an Engineer Officer.' 
(16) Vol. x. p. 131,'A Lunar Tide at Lake 
Michigan.’ (17) Vol. xi. p. 144, ‘On the 
Construction and Application of Vaulted Re- 
vetements.’ (18) Vol. xii. p. 190, ‘Siege 
Operations at Grautlenz.’ He contributed to 
the publications of the Geological Society, of 
which lie was a fellow, papors ‘ On the Geo¬ 
logy of the Berimidas,’ vol. v. ‘ Transactions,’ 
2nd sor. and vol. ii. ‘ Proceedings; ’ and ‘ On 
the Geology of the Bahamas, and ui Coral 
Formations generally,’ vol ix.' Journal.’ 

[War Office Esoords; Eny.il Engineer Corp*.’ 
Roccirdsj obituary noticD in tho Royal Engineers’ 
Journal for September 1877, written by Goner,it 
Sir Henry Drary Hurnoss, q. v.] E. II, V, 

NELSON, ROBERT (1650-1715), reli¬ 
gious writer, horn in London on 23 Juno 
I860, was tho only surviving son of John 
Nelson, a' considerable Turkey merchant,’ bv 
Felicia, daughter of Lewis and sis I or of Su 
Gabriel Roberts, who, like John Nelson, was 
a member of the Devout Company, John 
Nelson died on 4 Sept. 1657, leaving a good 
fortune to his son. The mother sent Robert 
for a time to St. Paul’s School, but took him 
home ' out of fondnoss.' She settled at Dry- 
fiold, Gloucestershire, tho homo of her sister 
Anne, wife of George Hanger, also a member 
of the Lovant Company. Here George Bull, 
afterwards bishop of St. David’s, thou rector 
•if Sucldiugton in the neighbourhood, noted 
as his tutor. He entered Trinity College 
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Cambridge, as fellow commonor in 1678, but 
never resided, He very early became Imown 
both for his abilities and bis charm of cha¬ 
racter. As early as 1080 he bop- ui an affec¬ 
tionate correspondence with Tillotson, who 
was a friend of Sir Gabriel Roberts. Ilo was 
chosen a follow of the Royal Society on 
1 April 1680. Ho then went (o Paris, accom¬ 
panied by his schoolfellow, Edmund Halley 
fq.v.], and afterwards inado the grand lour, 
returning in August. 1CS52. During his travels 
he met at Romo 1 .ady Theopliila Lucy, widow 
of Sir Kingsmill Lucy of Uroxbourno, Hert¬ 
fordshire, and second dnughtor of George, carl 
of Berkeley. Slio had a son twelve years 
old by lior'first husband, and was two yoars 
Nelson’s senior. He married her on 28 Nov. 
1682, the marriage having boon postponed for 
atimoin consequence of the olopemont of lior 
sister with Lord ft ray of Werko [see Gnnv, 
Foote]. Sho had, it is said, boon oonvort oil 
to Catholicism at Rome by Cardinal Philip 
Howard, and Nolson was not aware of this 
until after Utoiv nmrriiigoj but it scorns mows 
probablo that litre convamon did not actually 
take place before that event. Tillotson ou- 
rleavnuretl in vain to bring her buck to tho 
church of England (ITiekes’s 1 Letters to a 
PopithPriest’ do not refer, ns 1ms been said, 
to Liuly Theopliila). A ‘ Discourse concern¬ 
ing a Judge of Controversy in matters of 
Religion,’published in KIWI,upon tho Roman- 
catholic side of tho question, is ascribed 
to her, and in tho nest yonr Nolson wrote 
against Ir.itisubslanlktion. Their roligious 
differences, howovor, did not disturb their 
affection. Ilo look Uor to Aix-ln-Uhapello 
on account of her health, lie loft her 
thoro during a visit to England in 1G88; but 
tho xovolutiou determined him to return to 
the continent. Ito travelled, with his wife 
andhor sou niul daughter by her first in arringe, 
to Rome. Ilo lived for n thno n l Florence, and 
corresponded with Lord Molfort, James II's 
envoy to tho popo. Ilo wns a .Tacobito in his 
sympathies, though not ongaged in any active 
measures. Ilo ret timed by way of Germany 
and I lie Hague to England in 160J, and 
settled at llluokboatli, Tho correspondouoo 
with Tillotson, from whom ho was divided 
both on roligious and moral grounds, wns 
probably dropped for a time; hub Tillotson 
wns attended by Nolson during tho last two 
nights of liis illnnss, and died m Ids arms on 
22 Nov. 1001, Nelson afterwards helped to 
obtain an increased puision for Mrs, Tillol- 
son. lie had meanwhile joiuod tho non jurors, 
Ilo bocame very intimate after 1001 with 
John ICet tlowoll [q. v.], thenonjnringdivine, 
and Kottlowoll, dying m 10915,made him his 
executor. It was by Kottlewoll’s advico that 


lie began tbo religious writings by which he 
is best known, and he supplied Francis Lee 
[q. v.] with materials for Kettlewoll’s life, 
xli rough Kettle well he came to know Ilickes, 
and bo was soon in close communication with 
all the nonjnring circle, Dodwell, Collier, 
Leslie, Brolcesby, and others. lie remained, 
howover, on good terms with many of the 
clergy of the established ehurcli, anil took a 
vory active purl in tho various charitable en¬ 
terprises which were characteristic of tLo day. 
Tie supported the religious socioties foundod 
by Anthony Ilorueck [q. v.J, and tho allied 
1 Societies lor tho Reformation ol' Mnnnors,' 
which aimed at enforcing laws for the sup¬ 
pression of vice. Ilo was an aclivo moinbor 
of the societies start od by Dr. Thomas Bray 
fij. v.]; the Society for Promoting Christian 
knowledge, foundod 1098j the Sooioty for 
the Propagation of tho Gospel, founded 1701; 
and tho ‘ Associates or Dr. Dray,’ a sooioty 
which especially aimed at pros idmg parochial 
libraries, Ilo was aclivo in llio movement 
for establishing charily schools, originally 
begun by Archbishop Toni sou in the time nr 
Jamos II, and carried on with grunt sneers < 
during the reign of Qitncn Anno. In 1710 
he was one of tho commis doners appointed by 
tbo tory House of Commons to build lift y now 
churches in London. lie had left Blucklietilh 
in 1702, and lived in Ormond ,Street. life 
mother died at tho end of L70.">, and his wife 
on 20 Jau. 170»~0, leaving hor fort into to him. 
Nolson, with Dodwoll and Drokesby, left the 
nonjnrors upon tho death of William Lloyd 
(L037-1710) fq.v.], tho losL of tho deprived 
bishops except Ken, Kan expressed to Nol¬ 
son ids desire that tho schism should end, 
and Nolson on Eastor-day 1710 received tho 
sacrament from his friend the Archbishop oi 
York (Sharp). Ilo did not join, howovor, in 
the prayers for tho royal family, and in 17US 
ho helped to prepare for the press tho .1 acobito 
treatise of (ieorge ITnrbin [q. v.] upon ‘ IIere*- 
ditary Right.’ 

Nelson bocumo kuovm during the reign of 
Qnoeti Anno for his religious writings, some 
of which wore circulated by tho Society for 
Promoting Christian Knowledge. Hecretnn, 
in his ‘ Life of Nelson’ (pp. 100-18), gives 
many extracts from l ito rainut es of tho society, 
allowing that hoallnwed ittohavo many copies 
of Ins works * at primo cost,’ besides taking 
an notivo slmro in ilia management of its 
affairs. On (ho doatii of his old tutor, Bishop 
Bull, on 27 Fob. 1709-10, Nolson undertook 
to write a lifo, which appeared in 1718. 
Nolson had boon acquainted with Bossuet, 
to whom ho had sent Bull’s writings, and a 
lottor written to Nolson by Bossuet in 1700 
contained the challenge to which Bull replied 
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in a letter published in Hickes’s.‘ Contro¬ 
versial Letters,’ 1705. Nelson's investiga¬ 
tion, in his life of Bull, of the use made of 
Bull’s great work upon the Nicene Creed by 
Samuel Clarke led to a controversy with 
Clarke in the nest year. The publication of 
the life of Bull was delayod by a great fire 
at the printer’s, William Bowyer, when Nel¬ 
son exerted himself to raise a considerable 
sum towards replacing the loss. He had been 
long suffering from asthma and dropsy in the 
breast, and was weakened by his labours upon 
Bull’s life. He died at Kensington in the 
house of Mrs. Wolf, daughter of Sir Gabriel 
■Roberts, on 16 Jan. 171-4-5. He was the 
iirst person buried at a new cemetery in 
Lamb’s Conduit Fields. The place was se¬ 
lected, it is said, to overcome a. prejudice 
which others had taken against being buried 
there, and ‘ produced the desired effect.' A 
monument was erected on the spot, with a 

of ^Bristol. It was restored in I860, when 
threatened with demolition by the vestry of 
St. George the Martyr. 

Nelson left a large number of bequests to 
relations and to the various charities with 
which he was connected. The remainder of 
hisfortunewasto bedevotedto charitablopur- 
poses at the discretion of his executors. There 
are three portraits by Kneller: one given to 
the Stationers' Company by Nichols in 1779, 
a replica which in 1860 belonged to the Rev. 
li. M. Majendie, and a third given to the 
Bodleian in 1769. A ‘ wretched daub' in the 
committee-room of the Society for Promoting 
Christian Knowledge is apparently a copy of 
the first. 

Nelson's works are: 1. ‘ Transubstautia- 
tion contrary to Scripture; or the Protestant's 
AnswertotheSeeber'sReque&t,'1687. 2. ‘The 
Practice of True Devotion, in relation to the 
End as well as the Means of Religion, with 
an Office for the Holy Communion,’ 1098 
(anon.); 2nd ed. 1715, preface dated 23 Aug. 
1708. 3. 1 An earnest Exhortation to House¬ 
holders, to setup the Worship of God in their 
Families. . .’ 1702 (anon,) 4,‘Companion 
for the Festivals and Fasts of the Church of 
Englsmd,with Collects and Prayers for each 
Solemnity,’ 1704. In this hook Nelson was 
much helped by his friends Kettlewell, Lee, 
Brokeshy, and Cave. Though it does not 
aim at originality or eloquence, the skilful¬ 
ness of the execution and the sincerity of 
purpose gave it unrivalled popularity as a 
popular manual of Anglican theology. In 
four and a half years tea thousand copies 
were printed, A thirty-sixth edition ap¬ 
peared in 1826, and it has since been re¬ 
printed. It was translated into German 


twice, and Welsh, and has been abridged and 
revised, but never supplanted. 5. 'The whole 
Duty of a Christian by way of Question aud 
Answer, exactly pursuant to the Method of 
the Whole Duty of Man, for the use of 
Charity Schools about London,’1704 (anon.) 
6. ‘The Necessity of Church Communion 
vindicated from the scandalous Aspersions 
of a late pamphlet, entituled “The Principles 
of the Protestant Reformation, &c.,”’ 1705 
(anon.) 7. ‘A Letter to an English Priest 
of the Homan Communion at Rome,’ 1705 
(in Hickes’s collection of that year). 8. ‘ The 
great Duty of frequenting the Christian Sacri¬ 
fice,’ 170/’ (enlarged from tho chapter on 
vigils in ‘ Companion’). 9. ‘Instructions for 
those that come to be confirmed by way of 
Question and Answer,’ 1706 (ulso prefixed 
to 1 Christian Sacrifice’in 1712). 10. ‘The 
Life of Dr. Georgo Bull. .. with tho History 
of those Controversies in which he engaged, 
and an Abstract of those fundamental Vac- 
trines which he maintained,’ 1713. 
11. Letter prefixed to James Knight's anony¬ 
mous ‘Scripture Doctrine of the. , .Trinity, 
vindicated from the Misrepresentations of 
Dr. Clarlco,’ 1714. 12. ‘ An Address to Per¬ 
sons of Quality and Estate,’ with an appendix 
of pnpei‘8,1715 (reprinted Dublin, 1752). con¬ 
tains many proposals since carried out—e,g. 
hospitals for incurables and different diseases, 
theological colleges, and ragged, or, ns he calls 
them, ‘blackguard’ schools. Nelson also 
published A Kompia’s ‘ Christian Exercises,’ 
Ffinelou’s ‘ Pastoral Lettor,’ and various no¬ 
tices in the posthumous works of Kettlewell 
and Bull. 

[Memoirs of the Life and Times of tho pious 
Robert Nelson, by tho Rev. O. F. Socrotan, I860. 
This book is bused on ti euroful collection of .ill 
the materials forNelson’s life,and oonlains many 
of his letters printed in full, with minutes from 
tho records of the societies in which lie was con¬ 
cerned, Some to Mnplctoft li id appeared in the 
European Magazine for 1788 and 1780, ethers 
are in the Rawliueon MSS. in tho Bodleian and 
in the British Museum. See also Life of Kettle- 
well, 1718, App. lxxx-xeiy; Nathaniel Marshall's 
Defence of onr Oonetilution, App.; Brokesby's 
Life of Dodwell, 1716. App.; Knight’s Life of 
Oolet, 1823, pp. 381-5 j Birch's Life of Tillot- 
son, x, xxii, xxiii-ri, xxxvi, ixiv, lxxi, ixxii, 
Ixxv, lxxviii, xcv; Brydgos’s Rastitnta, iii. 221; 
Life of Ambrose Bonwicko; Biog. Brit. 1760; 
Nichols’s Lit. Anecd. iv. 188-222 and elsewhere; 
Lathbury's Hist, of the Non jurors, pp, 204, 209, 
211,241; Tenie’sLires of English Laymen, 1842; 
Notes and Queries, 8th ser, vi. 384.] L. S. 

NELSON, SYDNEY (1800-1862), com¬ 
poser, sou of Solomon Nelson, was bom in 
London on 1 Jan. 1800. Evincing musical 
ability when quite young, he was adopted by 
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a gentleman who gave him a good luuaiea' 
and general education. lie was for some 
time a pupil of Sir George Smart, and even¬ 
tually became a teacher in London, lie 
was in partnership with Jeffreys as a music- 
seller until 1848, when he was elected an 
associate of the Philharmonic Society. Sub¬ 
sequently he became a music publisher, but, 
being unsticcessful, ho arranged a musical 
and dramatic entertainment with members 
of Ms family, and wont on tour in North 
America, Canada, and Australia. He died 
in London on 7 April 1802, and was huried 
at West Ham. ne was a prolific composer, 
and claimed to have written about eight 
hundred pieces, some of which were pub¬ 
lished under an assumed name. lie com¬ 
posed n burietta, ‘ The Grenadier,’ produced 
by Madame Yestris [q. v.] at the Olympic; 
‘The Cadi’s Daughter, ])evibrined after‘Mac¬ 
beth ' for Macready's taro well benefit; and 
‘ The Yillago Nightingale, 1 words by II. T. 
Craven, his son-in-law. ITe had a grand 
opera, ‘ Ulrica,’ in rehearsal at the Princnss's 
under Maddox’s management, but, owing to 
some dispute, it was not produced. Ho was 
the author of ‘ Instructions in the Art of 
Singing’ (London,n.d.), and composed many 
duets, trios, pianoforte pieces, and songs, 
some of the latter, such ns ‘ The Pilot ’ and 
'The Rose of Allnndalo/ having attained 
considerable popularity. 

[Information from his son, Alfred Nelson, 
esq,; Baptie’s Musical Scotland, p, 207.1 

J. C, IT. 

NELSON, THOMAS (/. 1580), priuter 
and ballad writer, was probably the Thomas 
Nelson of Clare Hall, Cambridge, who pro¬ 
ceeded B.A, in 1508. On 8 Oct. 1580 he was 
made free of the Stationors’ Company. On 
24 June 1683 lie look an apprentice (Sta¬ 
tioners'Reg. od. Arber, ii. 41 A, of. ib, i. 287). 
Ames says Nolson ' dwelt against the great 
south door of St. Paul’s,’ but in the colophon 
of the British Museum copy of ‘ A Short Dis¬ 
course’ (infra) Nolson describes his shop os 
under London Bridge. TIio lust entry of a 
work on his account in the ' Stationers 1 fio- 
pistor’appears to be of date 14 Aug. 1502, 
The wills of two TlioniHB Nelsons, ono a 
mercor and the other a cleric of tho warrants 
and estreats, wore pxovod respectively on 
30 Sept. 1603 and 28 Sept. 1008 (Somerset 
House, Windobanko, 81) j but neither can 
be certainly identified with the printer. 

According to the' Stationors’ Register,’ ii. 
262, Nolson was tho printer of the Aral and 
surreptitious edition of Sir Philip Sidney’s 
1 Sonnets ’ of 1501, but Thomas Newman’s 
name alono appoavs on the title-pago, He 


chielly devoted himself to short tracts or 
ballads, most of which wore doubtless of his 
own composition. Of those named below, 
the first three are asoribsd to him on Ms 
own authority: 1. ‘A Short Discourse ex¬ 
plaining the Substance of all the late pre¬ 
tended Treasons against theQueeno’s Majesty 
and Estalos of this Realms by sundry Tray- 
tors who were Executed for the Bame on the 
20 and 21 Daies of September last past 1586 
whoreunto is adjoyned a Godly Prayer for 
the Safetie of IIov Ilighnesse Person Her 
Honorable Counsaile and all other her obe¬ 
dient Servants,’ 4to, black letter (Brit. Mus.; 
of. Consnn, Collectanea Anylo-Poclica, v. 165, 
Ohet.bam Soc.; Fabb, Select Poetry of Iteign 
of Queen Elizabeth, ii. 651,Parkor Soc., and 
lloxbrnyhe Ballads, pp. 189-96). 2. ‘The 
Device of the Pageant set forth by the Wor¬ 
shipful Companio of the Fishmongers for the 
Right Honorable John Allot, established 
Lord J ray or of Loudon, and Mayor of the 
Staple for this Present Yeare of Our Lord, 
1590/ London, 1500 (Brit. Mus.) 3. ‘A 
Memorable Epitaph made upon the la¬ 
mentable complaint of tho People of Eng¬ 
land for tho Death of tho Right Honorable 
Sir Francis Walsingbnm,’ folio sheet, Lon¬ 
don, 1590. 

Tho authorship of tlio following is more 
doubtful. None of them appear to ho ex¬ 
tant, though they aro separately entered in 
tho ‘ Stationers’ Registers.’ 4. A ballad en¬ 
titled ‘Clinton’s Lamenlacyon/ licensod to 
T. Parfoot and T. Nelson, 19 Aug. 1583. 
6 . 1 A JeBt of Bolt ell Ale,' entered ‘ Stationors’ 
Register/ 19 Aug. 1683. (). 'The Troditor 
Francis Throlmiorlon’ (of. IIazlitt, Bill. 
Cull, ii. 598), 7. ‘ The Hayler’s nowe Tan- 
tare/ entered 19 July 1584. 8. ‘A Brief 
Discourse of fours cruoll Murders/ &c., en¬ 
tered 2 Nov. 1681. 9. * Cert on goodo Adver¬ 
tisements to be obsorvedwith diligonco in 
this Life liefore wo depart hence/ ontorod 
11 Jan, 1586, 10. ‘ A tragicall Dyltie of a 
yongo married wyfe whofaynod herself sick/ 
&c., ontorod 7 Nov. 1580. 11. ‘Goo to 

Rost/ same date, 12. ‘A lumontablu Dyttic 
showingo the Cruelty of a Farmer/ tame 
dato. 1S, | Of a Christian Conference bc- 
woue Christ and a Synner/ same date. 

14. ‘A Prayer or Tliankesgivingo made by 
the Prisoners of Ludgato in y" 29 Yern of 
the Queues Reign/ ontorod 21 Dec, 1587. 

15. ‘Oorton Poesies upon tho Pkywgo 
Jardes/entered 6 Oct, 1588. 10. ‘An Escul¬ 
ent Dyttie of tho Qiioones comminge to 
Paules Crosse the 24th Daio of Novombor 
1588/ontered26Nov.l588. 17. ‘ADolovouse 
Dyllio and most swoot sonett made upon 
ilw lamentable end of a godlie and verluous 
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ladie lately famislied in. Parris,’ entered 
29 April 1560. 18. ‘ A Pleasant newe Ballad 
wherein is descryde how 3 Persons for 
Lechery through London did ryde,’ entered 
15 May 1690. 19. ‘A newe Scotty she Sou- 
nett made hetwene a Kynge and his Love.’ 
20. ‘A most Excellent Diitye made upon 
Sundrye Strange Thinges which have lately 

S ened and on sundrye horrible crymes 
y committed,’ entered 27 July 1590. 
21. ‘A Diltyo of the Fight uppon the Seas 
the 4 of June last in the Slraytes of Gib- 
raltare botwene the George and the Thomas 
Bonavonture and viii Gallies with 3 irri¬ 
gates,’ entered 31 July 1590. 22. 1 All the 
Merrie Prankes of him that whipps men in 
the liighe waies,’ entered 16 Feb. 1691. 
23. ‘ A newe Northerns Dialogue betwenu 
Will Sone and the Warriner, and howe 
Reynold Peares gott fairo Nanny to his love,’ 
entered 13 Aug. 1591. 24. ‘ A Salt ell Prac¬ 
tice Wrought in Paris hy Friar Franneis 
who deceived Fryer Donnnt of a sweet skiud 
Nun which he secretly kept at London,’ 
printed for Thomas Nelson, 1690, 4to (IIaz- 
litt, Handbook, p. 210). 26, ‘ The Sceonde 
Parte of the Gigge hetwene Rowland and 
the Sexton’ (licensed to T. Nelson, 11 Dec. 
1591). 

[Corter’s Collect. Anglo-Poot. v. 05 (Cliolhum 
Soc. Pttbl. rot. cvi.); Farr's Select Poetry of 
Reign of Queen Eliz. ii. 651 (Parker Soc.); 
Bazlitl's Bibl Oolleetions; Arber’s Registers of 
Stationers’ Company, ii. 107, 212 seq,; Collier's 
Roxburghe Ballads; Cooper's Athome Cant. ii. 
12; Amos'sTy pogr. Antiq (Herbert), iii, 1810-51; 
Watt’s Bibl, Brit.; Hail. Sue. Publ. xxv, 280.] 

W. A. S. 

NELSON, THOMAS (1822-1892), pub¬ 
lisher, younger son of Thomas Nelson (1780- 
1801), who was founder of the firm of Thomns 
Nelson & Sons, was horn at Edinburgh on 
25 Deo. 1822. He was educated at the high 
School of his native town, and entered his 
fntliei-’s business at the age of seventeen, The 
was then extending, owing to the 
i»nergy of William, the elder son 
The staple of their trade was 
of standard authors at a low 
Thomas was entrusted with 
nt of a Loudon branch, of 
barge for more than a year, 
m removed from the "West 
emises in Edinburgh at Hope 
.he operations connected with 
1 of books—printing, stereo- 
■ding, lithographing, engrav- 
ltting—were carried on with 
Iltimately the workmen nuni- 
ed. Thomas proved an euer- 
adent of the manufacturing 


department. Fromhisearliestyonislie showed 
a remarkablo tarn for mechanics, and in I860 
he inventeda rotary press, with curved stereo- 
lype plates fixed on cylinders, and with a 
continuous wob of paper. This press was 
the original of all the rotary presses now iu 
use for newspaper work, hut he did not patent 
the invention. He also introduced into lbs 
business many devices in printing, bookbind¬ 
ing, and photo-zincography, and the Nelsons 
became widely known for the beauty and 
accuracy of their typography. 

Tho Arm soon devoted itself largely to the 
production of story books and books of travel 
or adventure by popular authors, especially 
intended for juvenile readeis. Thomas also 
initiated a series of school-hoolts—written 
principally hy himself—with maps and at¬ 
lases, ancl he also edited ‘The Children’s 
Paper,’ which had an enormous sale. Into 
his maps and atlases ho introduced, in addi¬ 
tion to lines of latitude and longitude, the 
measurements in English miles. After the 
Education Act of 1870 had created a demand 
for i mpro red Bchool-hooks, tlio N olsons s tarLed 
tliuir 1 ltoynl lleadeis,’ which woro at once 
imitated by all tho great publishing houses. 
A fire in 1878 completely destroyed their 
promises, nothing being saved but tlio stereo¬ 
typed plates. But while the fire was raging 
Thomas telegraphed for now machines, and 
in a few days sheds wore orectod near the 
Queen’s Park, and the business proceeded as 
usual. Within a year huge buildings wore 
raised, and all the doparlmenls were in full 
work on a larger scale than before. Thomas 
extouded his operations bybecomingaparluer 
in the firm of Bartholomew & Oo,, the well- 
known map engravers, whoso promises ad¬ 
joined his own, 

Nelson was a liboral in politics and a free 
churchman. He identified his firm with tlio 
free church, and published its * Monthly Re¬ 
cord,’ 1 Ohildren’s Record,’ and other oilioial 
documents. He wrote numerous letters to 
‘The Scotsman,’advocating disestablishment 
without disendowmenl. 

After two years of dolieato health he died 
at Edinburgh on 20 Oct. 1892. llis life was 
one of incessant toil, and ho loft a fortune 
exceeding a million. In 1808 ho married 
Jessie Korop, daughter of Jamos Kemp of 
Manchester and South America. 

Besides writing and editing a largo number 
of school-books, Nelson was tho author of; 
1. ‘ New Atlas of the World. By Tk. Nelson 
and Thomas Davies,’London, 1859, fol, 2. ‘A 
Class Atlas of Ancient Geography,’ Edin¬ 
burgh [1867], 8vo. 

William Nelson (1816-1887), his elder 
brother, horn on 13 Deo. 1816 at Edinburgh, 
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was educated at tlie high school, where ha 
irained the classical gold medal. Subse¬ 
quently he entered his father’s business us 
bookseller and publisher in 1635. With his 
brother Thomas, William gradually built up 
the business, lie was in every reaped ft 
capable man of business, bul tools life much 
more leisurely than his brother, und in his 
beautiful home at Salisbury Green gratified 
many refined tastes, buch as the collection of 
china and bronzes, gat hiwl t ogether in t ravel 
in all parts of the world. He also interest od 
himself in the improvement of his native 
city, and he expended large sums in restoring 
St. Bernard's Well on the Water of Leith, 
the Argyll Tower, St. Margaret's Chapel, 
mid the Old Scottish Purliumunt Hours in 
Edinburgh Castle. At Kingliorn, in Eife- 
sliire, the birthplace of his mother, ho creel od 
a memorial cross to Alexander III, the last 
of the Celtic kings. 

In July 1887 lio was presented with tho 
freedom of tho burgh of Kingliorn, and he 
died at Edinburgh, on 10 Sept. 1687, on 
the ere of a visit I o Greece, 11 is remains 
were accorded a public funeral by tho city, 
and interred in the Grungo cemetery. Oil 
24 July 1851 ho married Oatherino Inglia, 
daughter of Jlobevl luglis of Kirkmay, Eife- 
sliire, Ho loll a widow, four daughters, and 
a son. Eveline, the eldest (laughlor, was mar¬ 
ried in 1874 to Thomas Annuudale, professor 
of surgery in Edinburgh University; und in 
1880 the soeond daughter, Florence, married 
Simon Eraser MacLeod, K.O., of London 
'Scotsman, 1 J Sept. 1887; Wilson, William 
‘ T almi; a Memoir [with portrait J). 


8 


[Obituary notices in Times and Scotsman, 
21 Od. 1892 j 1’rocasdingB of the Royal Society 
of Edinburgh, vol. six. pp, lviii-lxil; Scottish 
'typographical Circular, November 1892; Cur- 
u an's Hist, of Booksellers; Sir Daniel Wilson's 
William Nolson: a Memoir,] G, S-u. 

NELSON, WILLIAM (Jl. 1720), legal 
writer, born in 3 668, was sou of Willium 
Nelson of Ohaddleworth, Berkshire. On 
10 July 1600 ho matriculated at Trinity 
College, Oxford, but did not graduate. 13 o 
was called to tho bar from the Middle Temple 
in 1684, and was elected a bunchor in 1700 
(Eostdb, Alumni O.mn. 3 C00-] 714, iii. 1050), 
lie practised in the court of chancery for 
many years. 

Nelson's juridical knowledge was un¬ 
doubtedly great, but he lacked both judg¬ 
ment and acumen. Although an unsparing 
critic of the labours of others, he was him* 
self inaoourate and slovenly. Ills books oro: 
1. ‘ Reports of Special Oases argued and 
decresd in the Court of Ulmncory,’ 3026- 


1608, 8vo, the Savoy, 1694 (another edit. 
1717). 2. ‘Tho Rights of the Clergy .. . 
of Great Britain,’ 8vo, the Savoy, 170V (2nd 
edit,. 1712; 3rd edit. 1732). 3. 1 The Office 
and Authority of a Justiee of the Peace,’ 
8vo, the Savoy, 1710 (0th edit. 1718; 12th 
edit. 2 vols. 1745). 4. ‘ Lex Teatament,aria: 
or, a Compendious System of all the Laws 
of England ... concerning Last Wills and 
Testaments,’ 8vo, the Savoy, 1714 (other 
edits. 1724 and 1728). 6, 'Reportsof Casas 
decreed in the High Court of Chancery 
during tlio time of Sir II encage Eincli (Lord 
Chancellor Nottingham), i 673 81,' fol., ljon- 
don, 1725, said to be a book of no authority. 
6. ‘Lox Mauoriormn; or, the Law and Cus¬ 
toms of England relating to Manors,’ &c., 
2 pis, fol., the Savoy, 1726 (other edits, in 
8vo, 1728,1733,1735). 7. ‘An Abridgment 
of the Common Law of England, 1 3 vols. 
fob, the Savoy, 1725-6,chiefly borrowed from 
William Hughes’s ‘Abridgments,’ lie docs 
not abridge cases anterior to thoso in ‘ Fitz- 
horbert ’ and ' Brooke,’ and treats tho ' Tear 
Hooks’ as a rhapsody of anliquated law. 
8. ‘ The Laws of England concerning the 
Game; of Hunting, Hawking, EiBhing, and 
Fowling,’ 12tno, the Savoy, 1727 (oLher edits. 
1732, 3736,1753,1753, 1762). 

Nelioti (ranelated and annotated Sir Ed¬ 
ward Initwyclie’s ‘ltoporls and Entries,’ fob, 
London, 1718; the work was stigmatised by 
Chavles Yiuur ‘ as boing a reproach and dis¬ 
honour to the profession,and rather miauled 
to Billingsgate than Westminster Iiall' 
(Vinek, Abridgment , vol. xviii. Prelaeo). 
lie also translated Lutwyclie’s * Reports of 
the liosolutiouB of tho Court on divers 
exceptions taken to Ploadings , . , arising 
. , . in tho . . . Common Pleas,' 8vo, Lon¬ 
don, 1718. 

In 1717 he issnod enlarged odilions of 
Blount’s ‘Linv Dictionary,’ fol., and Man- 
wood’s ‘Treatiso of the E'orost Laws,’ 8vo. 
To J, Lilly's ‘ltoporls and Pleadings of 
Coses in Assise for Offices. . . and Tene¬ 
ments, 11 JbL, 1719, ho supplied a‘Prefatory 
Discourse, showing the Noturo of this Action 
and reasons for putting it in practice.’ 

Nelson is supposed to have beoii the editor 
of tho first ffvo volumes of the so-culled 
‘ Modem Boports,’ 1009-1700, fob, London, 
1082-3711 (other edits,); a long preface by 
him precedes vol, v, 

[Wallace’s Reporters; Marvin's Legal Biblio¬ 
graphy | Bridgman’s Legal Bibliography.] 

G, G. 

NELSON, WILLIAM, first Gael Nel¬ 
son (1757-1835), eldest son of Edmund Nel¬ 
son, roctor of Burnham-Thorpe, in Norfolk, 
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and brother of Horatio, viscount Nelson 
|q. v.], was horn at Burnham-Thorpe on 
20 April 1757. He graduated B.A. from 
Christ's College, Cambridge, in 1778, and 
proceeded M.A. in 1781. The same year he 
was ordained, and in January 1784 was ap¬ 
pointed to the rectory of Brandon-Parva, in 
Norfolk. He had before this consulted his 
brother on the advisability of entering the 
navy as a chaplain, and in June 1784 was 
appointed to the Borens, though he did not 
join her till September. In her he went out 
to the West Indies; but the restraint would 
seem to have been distasteful to him, and, 
though on leave away from the ship for most 
of the time, he obtained liis discharge from 
her and from the service in October 1780. It 
lias been urged against his brother that, ns cap¬ 
tain of the ship, he tolerated the abuse of his 
chaplain’s drawing pay without performing 
his duties. Nelson certainly did not punc¬ 
tually perform the duties, but, on the other 
hand, he did not receive any pay (Pay-book 
of Boreas) j a singular fact, which is evi¬ 
dence of a scrupulous nicety very unusual 
at the time. 

On Nelson’s return to England he married, 
in November 1780, Sarah, daughter of the 
Rev. Ilenry Yongo, and settled down as a 
country parson at Brandon-Parva, from 
which, in 1707, he was transferred to Hil- 
horongli, also in Norfolk. The interest that 
attaches to him during this time is mainly 
aa the correspondent of his distinguished 
brother, who wrote to him frequently, freoly 
expressing his opinion of men and affairs. 
"Without these confidential letters our know¬ 
ledge of the great admiral would be much 
attenuated. WhenLord Nelson was at home, 
and especially after the peace of Amiens, the 
brothers were a good deal together, the par¬ 
son and his wife freely visiting and being on 
intimate tennswithLady Hamilton. The ad¬ 
miral's glory was reflected on tko clergyman. 
In January 1802 the university of Cambridge 
conferred on him the dogreo of D.D., as did 
Oxford in the following June; and in May 
1803 ho was appointed to ft prebendal stall 
at Canterbury. By the death of his brother, 
on 21 Oct. 1805, he succeeded as Baron Nel¬ 
son of the Nile, the viscounty becoming ex¬ 
tinct, as limited by the patent to male heirs 
of the body. On 10 Nov., however, he was 
created Viscount Merton and Earl Nelson of 
Trafalgar and Merton, and in the following 
year he succeeded also os Duke of BrontS. 
A pension of 6,0007. a year was granted to 
him by parliament, and the sum of 90,0007. 
for the purchase of a mansion and estates; 
this sum was in 1814 laid out in the purchase 
of Stanlynch Park, near Downton, in "Wilt¬ 


shire. Ho died in London on 28 Jab. 
1835, 

Nelson is described by Sir William 
Hotliam [q. v.j as large and heavy in his 
person, boisterous in lus manners, 1 his own 
voice very loud, and lie exceedingly and im¬ 
patiently deaf.’ Nelson has been unjustly 
accused (Pettigbew, Life of Horatio, Pi's- 
count Kelson, ii. 625) of concealing the last 
codicil to Lord Nelson’s will in favour of 
Lady Hamilton till Lho government, grant 
accompanying the earldom was settled on 
himself, and then throwing it to her in an 
insulting manner. The document was from 
the first placed in the hands of the officers 
of the government, who decided that nothing 
could be done about it (.TEAJTRiisasr, Latfy 
Hamilton and Lord Nelson, ii. 292-3). Under 
the altered conditions and demeanour of 
Lady Hamilton, Nelson gradually dropped 
the intimacy, and almost tiro acquainlance 
(ib. ii. 297-8). His wife died in 1828, and in 
the following year he married Hi!arc, daugh¬ 
ter of Lear-admivnl Sir Robert Barlow, and 
widow of her cousin, Georgo Ulric Barlow. 
After Nelson’s death she marriod, thirdly, 
George Thomas Knight., and died in 1857. 
By Ins first wife Nelson had issue a son, who 
predeceased liim in 1808, and a daughter, 
Charlotte Mary, married in 1810 to Baron 
Bridport; on the doath ol‘ lior father she 
succeeded to the Sicilian title as Duchoss of 
Broil 16. The earldom, by the terms of the 
patent, passed to Thomas Bolton, the son of 
Nelson’s sister Susannah. 

[Nicolas’s Despatches and Lotions of Lord 
Nelson,pasBim; Clarke and M‘Arthur's Life of 
Lord Nelson, passim; Doyle's liaronngo; Pos¬ 
ter’s Poorago.] J. If. L. 

NELSON, WOLPRED (1792-1863), 
Canadian insurgent, was born at Montreal on 
16 July 1702. His father, William Nolson, 
held an office in the commissariat department 
of t ho royal navy; his mother was tho daugh¬ 
ter of an American loyalist named Dies,owner 
of an estato on (he Hudson river, who emi¬ 
grated to Canada after the revolt of tho 
American colonicB. In December 1805 Wol- 
fred Nelson was apprenticed to Dr. Carter, 
of the army medical staff, then residing at 
Sorel. In January 1811 he obtained his 
medical diploma, and began practice as a 
doctor at St, Denis, on the Riclioliou river, , 
near Moni real. In tho war between England 
and the United States in 1812 Nolson ac¬ 
companied tho militia regiment of his district 
to the frontier. During the next fifteen years 
he remained at St, Denis. -Besides liis medical 
work he carried on a distillery and browory. 
Ho ivas made a justices of the peace, and 
rapidly acquired great influence among the 
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6 urrounding people, the vastmnjority of whom 
were French Canadians or habitants. Though 
coming of a rigidly royalist and tory stock, 
Nelson completely identified himself with 
the habitants, and headed the cry raised by 
them for an alteration iutho exclusive system 
of government then in vogue. In 1827 he 
contested the borough of William Henry 
against James Stuart, the attorney-gen oral 
for Lower Canada, and defeated him by throe 
votes. In the assembly Kelson closely allied 
himself with Louis Papineau [q. v.], head of 
the French party. On 23 Oct. 1837 a great 
meeting of delegates from six counties of 
Lower Canada was held at St. Charles. Kel¬ 
son acted as chairman, and so violent was the 
lone of his speeches that the governor, Lord 
fiosford, issued a warrant against him and 
Papineau; a reward of two thousand dollars 
being offered forKel son’s apprehension. Pnpi- 
nean urged surrender, hut Nelson, bont upon 
rebellion, entrenched himself, with George 
Cartier and a number of French habitants, in 
his brewery, a large stone housoat tlio north¬ 
east corner of fcjt. Denis, and prepared for 
armed resistance. On 23 Nov. ho boat off an 
attack made by Colonel Qore and a company 
of the 23rd regiment with heavy loss. Two 
days later, however, the rebel camp at fit. 
Charles, seven miles distant from St. Denis, 
was stormed by the English. Kelson now 
evacuated his position, tried to escape to 
American soil, hut was captured and brought, 
to Montreal a prisoner, llis brother, Robert 
Nelson, who had joined him, escaped to Ame¬ 
rican soil, whence lio organised expeditions 
against Canada duringl838. Nelsonremaiued 
ingiiol till 1838, when 1 he high commissioner, 
Lord Durham, on his own responsibility, sen¬ 
tenced him and a number of other prisoners 
to tiaiwporlation to Bermuda. The sontonee 
was reversed as invalid by Lho homo govern¬ 
ment, and Nelson was sot free. But, fearing 
subsequent proseeut ion, ho retired to America 
inNovemher 1838. Uo rolurned to Montreal 
in 1812, after the amnesty, and resumed his 
practicoasadoctor. Ilia popularity continued, 
and in 1815 ho was elected to the Canadian 
assembly for the countyof llie,holiou in oppo¬ 
sition to D. B. Tiger. He supported the lia- 
bellionLossesBill,ftinoa8uroDitlorlyroseutod 
by the English and loyalist party; but ns a 
goneval rule lie showed himself opposed to any 
extreme action. IIo thus recovered favour 
with the government. In 1847 he was ap¬ 
point od chairman of the hoard of health, in 
1831 he was mado inspector of prisons, and in 
1859 he rose to the chairmanship of the board 
of prison inspectors. He wrote numorous 
reports on tho slate of tho prisons, and also 
contributed on political subjects to aMonlreal 


paper, 'La Minerve.’ lie died at Montreal 
in 1803. 

[Morgan’s Sketches of Celebrated Canadians; 
Hose’s (Jyelopiidiaof Cauodian Biography; His¬ 
tories of Canada by Gurneira and Withrow; 
Xiindsej’s Life of William Lyon Maofcenzio; 
Canadian Parliamentary Reports.] G. B, M-y. 

NELTHORPE, RICHARD (d. 1085), 
conspirator, was son of James Nelthorpe of 
Chirrtorhouse, London. On 7 Dec. 1009 he 
was admitted of Oray’B Inn (Iteffinter, ed. 
Foster, p. 80S). Tie was concerned in the 
Rye House plot, and upon its failure escaped 
with a brother lawyer, Nathaniel Wade, to 
Scarborough, whence they took ship to Rot¬ 
terdam, and arrived at. Amsterdam at the end 
of Juno 1(183. His chambers in tho Templo, 
together with thoso of his associate, Richard 
Goodouough [q. v.], were on 20 Juno rigor¬ 
ously searched, but without result (JSut. 
MSS. Comm. App. v. vol. ii. p. 65). Finding 
t hnt tho States-Qonoral had resol vod to arrest 
them, they; fled to Vevay in Switzerland, 
and wove kindly received bv Edmund Lud¬ 
low [q. v.] ( wAnn's ‘ Confession’ in Hurt. 
MS. (1845, ff. 2G8 5-9). Meanwhile, n reward 
of 100/, was offered by royal proclamation 
for Kolthorpe’B apprehension, and on 12 July 
tho grand jury found a true hill against 
him (Ltmratp, Brief Belniion, i. 202, 273). 
lie was accordingly outlawed. A staunch 
pvotostant, Nollhorpo became an adherent of 
tho Dulce of Monmouth, and landed with 
him at Lymo in 1685. After the battlo of 
Sedgomoor he was sholtovod by Alice Lisle 
[q, v.] at. her houso in Hampshire, but his 
hiding-place was bolrayod by one Barter, 
lie was examined on 9 Aug., refused to 
ilivulgo anything of moment ( Lansd. MS. 
J152 A., f. 301), and in consoquenco was 
subjected to such rigorous treatment that 
he temporarily lost his reason. lie was exe¬ 
cuted under his old outlawry before the gate 
of Cray’s Inn, on 30 Oct, 1085, and (lied 
with composure (Lutthdtj,, i. 352). Jeffreys 
would have spared him for a bribo of 10,000/., 
hut Nelthorpe refused to save his life by de¬ 
priving his children of their fortunes ( Gent, 
Mat/. 1800, pt, i. p, 126). In tho next reign 
his attainder was reversed (LTraTKurJi,i.fi 12). 
Nelthorpe left a widow and five children. 
IIo is described ns a 'tall, thin, black man/ 

[Brarabtou’s Autobiography (Canid. Sue.), p. 
209; Macaulay’s Works, 1800, i. 493-8 j State 
Trials (Ilowell), xi. 350 j Western Martyrology 
(3rd edit. 1089, pp, 180-7), which contains lus 
letLcrs to Ills relatives and children,] G. O. 

NENNIUS (ft. 790), historian, is the 
traditional author of tho' Llistoria Bntonum.’ 
From incident al allusions in tho body of the 
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work it would appoar that the lime of 
writing was the end of the eighth century, 
and that the counties of Brecknock and 
Radnor formed the district in which the 
writer lived. In § 49 the author gives a 
genealogy of Fernmail, ‘ qui regit modo in 
rqgionibus duabusBuelt et Guortliigomaun.’ 
Builth was a ‘ cantref ’ of Powys and 
Owrthejrrmon a ‘ cwmwd 1 of Radnor, while 
Femmall’s date can he fixed by a genealogy 
given in ‘ Y Cymmi'odoi , ) ’ x, 110, and by other 
evidence, between 785 and 816 (ZlMiinn, pp. 
66-71). In § 35 a reference to Calcll, king 
of Powys, points to the dataof writing having 
been previous to 808 (ib. pp. 71-3). The 
genealogies given in §§57-65 favour the same 
period as the date of the final composition of 
the ‘ Ilistoria,’ for the 1 Genealogia Mercio- 
rum ’ in § 60 ends with Ecgfritb, tlio son of 
Offa, who reignod for a few months in 796; 
it is therefore probable that the work was 
originally completed in that year (ib. pp. 81- 
82). That the writer lived on the borders 
of Mercia in Brecknock or Radnor is further 
probable from the inclusion ia the 1 Mirti- 
biliii ’ in § 73 of two wonders in Buelt and 
Ereing (Erclieufield in Herefordshire), of 
the latter of which lie remarks, ‘ ego solus 
probavi.’ All that Nennius tolls us directly 
of himself ib contained in the preface (§ 8), 
which commences with the words, 1 Ego 
Nennius sancti Elbodi discipulua.' Blbod 
or Elbodug is no doubt the Bishop of Baugor 
of that name who died in 809, and through 
whose influence the Roman custom as to the 
keeping of Easter was introduced into the 
Welsh church about 770. The change met 
with considerable opposition, and iL soemB 
possible that Nennius was a puvlisau of the 
new movement, and wrote his proface to 
accompany a copy of tho * Ilistoria ’ which 
he sent to Elbodug. Some oorroboratiun for 
the date and locality here ascribed to Nennius 
is to be derived from a story preserved in a 
Bodloian MS. (Auct, F. 4-32, f, 20), which 
dates from the end of the eighth or beginning 
of the ninth century. It is there related 
that ono Nemniuua devised certain lottors 
to confound the soofflug of a Saxon soholar 
at British learning, ‘ ut vituperationem et 
liehetudinem deieesret geutis sura.’ The 
forms of the letters given were in use in 
south-east Wales from the fifth to the 
seventh centuries, and the names nssignod 
to them are aucient British words. It seems 
not uulikely that the Nemniuua of this story 
is the Nennius of the ‘ Ilistoria Britonum,’ 
aid the conjecture is supported by the ex¬ 
pression which the latter uses in his preftico, 
'exeerpta . . . qura hehetudo gentis Bri- 
tannictB dejecerat ’ (Zimjidk, pp. 181-3). 


Twelft h-century hist orinns, such as flamy 
of Huntingdon, in referring to the 1 Ilistoria 
Britonum, do so under the name of Gildos, 
and since tho preface in § 8, as well as the 
longer preface in §§ I and 2, is found in no 
manuscript earlier than the twelfth century, 
it has boon inferred that before this period 
the name of Nennius, as an historian, was 
probably unknown (IdmvuNSON, p, xv; 
Hin ny* Mon. Hist. Brit. p. 63); but this ia 
clearly a misapprehension, for Nennius is 
mentioned as the author of the ‘Ilistoria 
Britonum ’ in the Irish version ascribed to 
Giolla Ooomgin (/i.1071), both in tlio preface 
and in § 48 (Todd, p. 104); the ‘ ilistoria 
Britonum,’ moreover, appears to have been 
lmown under the name of Nonnius to Oor- 
muc MacOuillennan (631-903 or 908) [q. v.l 
Other critics, starting from tho ascription of 
the authorship to .Marcus tho Anuohorel in 
the early Vatican manuscript, and arguing 
that the author, wliilo of British birth, must 
have had a close Irish connection, have as¬ 
signed Nennius to tho inferior position of a 
t i\mscriber,und given the authorship t o Mark. 
Mark was a genuine peroon, who flourished 
in the ninth century; was a Briton born, 
and an Irish bishop. II uric of Auxorre, 
writing about 876, ascribes to Murk u state¬ 
ment concerning St. Ciennunus which coin¬ 
cides closoly with tho narrative in the ‘ liis- 
toriu Britonum ’ (Todd and IlimisnuT, Pre/, 
pp. 12-18). This theory, however, rests on 
no sure foundation; Mark probably derived 
his information from tlio ‘ Liber Beati Ger- 
maui,’ which Nonnius had used in bis own 
work. There iB no sufliciant reason to doubt 
tbe goiiuiuonoss of tho ascripiion to Nennius 
ns tlio original compilor, and tho date of 
writing may be aocepted as deilnitely flxod 
on internal evidence about 706. 

The ‘ Ilistoria Britonum ’ in tlio fullest 
form that has cotoe down to us Consists ot 
soveuty-six seotions, divided as follows: 
(1) ‘ Prologus Major,’ §§1,2; (2) ‘1’rologus 
Minor,’ § 3; (8) ‘Calculi,’ or ‘ lleSexrEtali- 
bus Mundi,’ §§ 4-6; (4) ‘Ilistovin,’ §§ 7- 
56; (5) 1 Gonoftlogito Saxomcu),’ §§ 57-65; 
10) 1 Mimbilia,’ §§ 06-70; and at tho end 
(7) ‘Nomina Oivitatum xxviil.’ In addi¬ 
tion ono manuscript (Univ. Oamhr. Ff. 1,27) 
has a list of Oapitula profiled, and also con¬ 
tains some ‘Verstts Nonuini ad Samuolem 
filium magislri sui Beulani,’ and two short 
okronological memoranda. Tho ‘Versus’ 
are undoubtedly spurious, and their own in¬ 
ternal evidence condemns the ‘ Oapitula; ’ 
these additions are printed by Stovenson in 
his ‘Preface' (pp,xxvi-xxvii, and Appendix, 
ndal 


his'Prefaoe 
pp. 63-70), aii’ 


also in Hardy’s ‘ Catalogue 


of British History ’ (i. 818) and the ‘ Monu- 
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manta Historic! Britannica.’ The‘ Prolog ns 
Major’ (which is also found in no ancient 
manuscript but Ff. 1,27) gives tlie date of 
writing as 858, and is clearly a Inf or com¬ 
pilation lift'ad on the older but shorter pro¬ 
face which follows, and on passages that 
have been interpolated in tlio original work. 
Of the other parts the ‘ Historic 1 and 
(Civitatos ’ alone are found in all (ho menu- 
scripts. This circumstance has led some 
critics to reject all elsu as spurious, and, 
owing to the fact thut tlio numhor of citios 
js variously given as twenty-eight and 
tliirly-tlitee, some would reject the * Civi- 
lates ’ also. Schooll even lejeets tho uccount 
of St. Patrick in S§ 50-5 (Soiiomx, p. 85 j 
Dr Li Boeduhm, pp. 10,28 ; but cl. Zimmer, 
p.Q). Such criticism, however, appears to 
bo too sweeping, and is against the evidence 
a (folded by Giolla Coeiugin’s version, Zimmer 
is accordingly pvupai’i <1 to accept the work, 
with the exception of lliu umlouliLedly spn- 
rious ‘Prologus Major,’ as sulistantiully the 
compilation of Nennius. Tho ‘llistoriu Bri- 
tonuiu,'as completed by Nennius in 706, did 
not, however, include the whole of §§ 8-70 
os they now aland. Sections 10 and 18 arc 
interpolations of later date; neither is found 
iuthe Irish version, and tlio former is in part 
and the latter is entirely wanting in sonic 
Latin manuscripts ( ib . pp. KJ3—C j iSijivdn- 
suir, pp. 14 n. 14, 10 n. 0); (lie earlier 
part of § 10 clearly dates from 820, and it 
therefore follows that tho ‘ 1 Listoria ’ w us 
originally compiled huforo that timet The 
‘Mirabilia,’ while in tho main (§§ 07-78) tlio 
work of Nennius, contain an interpolation in 
5 74, and an addition on tho 1 "Wonders of 
Anglesey,’ made by a North Walsh oopyist 
in §§ 75-0. It also appears probable that 
there wove some considerable variations in 
the order of §§ 10-80, while the ‘ Oh it at us ’ 
preceded instead of following tho ‘Mira¬ 
bilia’ (Ziiijuub, pp, S2-C, 50, 110-10, 151- 
162). 

Nennius in hie preface says tlwf ho had 
used the Ilomnn annals (Jerome, Eutobiu", 
Isidore, and Prosper), together with the 
* Annales Scottorum Saxonumquo,' and 1 Tra- 
ditio voterum uosl rornm.’ Jn point of fact 
the treatise of Gildfia, ‘l)a Excidio Urit- 
tannias ’ oppeavs to have formed tho ground¬ 
work of Nennius's compilation ns far as 
A.D, 640; in conjuncl ion thoiwith he used 
Jerome’s version of tho history of Eusebius, 
together with tho continuation, of Prosper 
Tiro. For the period from A.D, 640-768 ho 
had aNorth-Brltish treatise dating from the 
seventh century, but with subsequent addi¬ 
tions, which is incorporated in the’Qonealo- 
ginc, in tho 'Mirabilia’ also a NoHh-BrULsh 


source was used. In the ‘Sex /Elates’on 
Irish source was need, with some reference 
to Isidore. Other Irish authorities were the 
‘ LuabhnrGabala,’or‘Liber 0coupationi8,’for 
various passages in the earlier part of the 
history ; and for the account of St. Patrick 
(§§ 60-65), the ‘Vita Patricii* of Muirchu 
Jlaccu Machtoni, and tlio ‘Collectanea of 
Tireelniu (of, Stokjis, Tripartite Life of &t. 
1‘airiuh, cxviii. Ilolls Ser.) Finally with 
some minor authorities, Nennius had a south 
Kymric 1 Liber beat i Gonnani,’ which was the 
basis of 32-48, and to which spooial refer¬ 
ence is made in § 47. Nennius himself does 
not seem to have had any acquaintance with 
Bode, but his North-Welsh editor had some 
indirect knowledge (Zimrnn, pp. 09, 1.07-75, 
and especially pp. 204-1); with this may be 
compared Sohou.l, pp. 80-7). 

W ith regard to tho history of tho ‘Hist oria 
Britonum,’ it would aeem probnble that 
Nennius, after the completion of his original 
woik in 700, wrote tho dedicatory epistle, 
which now forms the ‘Prologus Minor,’ and 
sent it, with a copy of the ‘ Historic,’ to EI- 
bodng. After 809, but beioi ■ 820, a writer, 
who givos hiuisolf llio nuino of Samuel, and 
describes himself us tho pupil of Bculau the 
priest, and who would appear to have been a 
n at ive of Anglesey, made a copy, or vatlicr an 
t dition, of Nennius's history at his master's 
bidding. By tlmdirectionol Buuluiilieamilted 
tho genealogies ‘cum inutiles visra sunt,’ but, 
on the oilier hand, ho inserted the four 1 Mira¬ 
bilia’ of Anglesey, together with some minor 
passagos (ZlBlMDH, pp. 50-2, 275). It is easy 
to see why, in the manuscripts founded on 
this version, the ‘ Prologus Minor’ should 
have been retained, whilo in tlio versions of 
fchmth-Walee origin it was omitted, no doubt 
through t ho jealousy, which survived in that 
quarter, for the. Human use, of which Elbodug 
had boon tho champion. It would appear 
that in Soul h Wales a version was composed 
in 820, to which the reference in § 16 to 
tho four 111 year of Mermiii belongs. An- 
ol her Soulli-Wolsli version was made in 881 
(of. § C), and a third in 869 (cf. latter part 
of 5 10 j as to these dutos see ZiMirnn, pp. 
105-7). Finally, from a copy of the second 
Soulli-Wolsli version, probably obtained in 
the north during tho wars of Edmund, 913-5, 
there was derived an English version, the 
date of which can be fixed at 040 from voler- 
onccs interpolated in the Vatican MS. in §§ 5 
and 81 (SmutuNsON, p. 6, n. 7, and p. 24, n, 
18). From a copy of the North-Welsk ver¬ 
sion an edition of less importance, now re¬ 
presented by Burney MS. 810, was made 
about 910; from another and earlier copy of 
the some vorsion Giolla Oaomgin >musl have 
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made Ms Irish translation, about 1071, -which 
consequently represents the most ancient 
form of the 1 Historia ’ now extant, The 
manuscripts fall into three principal groups: 
1. The Cambridge, of which the chief, though 
not the most authentic, is Univ. Lib. Oamb. 
Ff. i. 27; the manuscripts of this group, oight 
in number, represent the North-Welsh ver¬ 
sion, but have all been influenced by South- 
Welsh copies, 2. The Uarleian group, com¬ 
prising seventeen manuscripts, and repre¬ 
senting the South-Welsh version ; the chief 
manuscript is Ilarleiau 8839, which dates 
from the tenth or early eleventh century, and 
is perhaps the oldest extant complet e copy of 
the ‘ilistoria.’ 8. The Vatican group, com¬ 
prising five manuscripts and representing 
the English version of 946; the chief manu¬ 
script being Vatican 1904, A manuscript at 
Chartres (No. 08), which may date from the 
ninth or tenth century, contains §§ 4-37, and 
represents the South-Welsh version. (For 
an account of the manuscripts reference mny 
bemade to IT vbdt, Descript. Cat. Brit. Ilist. 
i, 318-80; Dn ia Boiumnin, pp. 112-21; 
SmvEXSox, pp. xxi-xxix; cf. also ZiMHTJB, 
pp. 86-42, 201, 277-82). 

As an original authority the ‘ Historia Bri- 
tonum’ has little nr no direct value. Skene, 
however, speaks of it as 1 a valuable summary 
of early tradition, together with fragments of 
real history which arc not to be found else¬ 
where’ ( Four Ancient Bocks of Wales, i. 40). 
The true interest of the ‘ Historia ’ is to be 
sought in its vnluo for Kyim-ic and Irish 
literary history from the sixth to the ninth 
centuries, for Kjmric philology, British my¬ 
thology, and the history of the Arthurian 
legend. The‘ Genealogies,’ however, possess 
a distinct historical value of their own, and 
are an important contribution to our imow- 
ledgc of early British and English history. 

The authenticity and value of the ‘ ilis¬ 
toria Britonum’ have been a fertile subject 
for criticism in the present century. Gunn, 
in liis edition of 1819, first suggested the 
claims of Mark to the authorship, but him¬ 
self regarded the true author as unknown 
(Preface, p. xv). Stevensou in 1838 re¬ 
garded the ‘Historia’ as the work of an un¬ 
known writer, holding that the ascription to 
Nenniua dated from the twelfl h century, and 
that ‘the successive recensions which liavo 
manifestly beon made rendered it impossible 
to satisfactorily ascertain its original form or 
extent' (Preface, p. xv). Tbornas Wright, in 
1842, under the belief that there was no al¬ 
lusion to the * Historia Brilonum’older than 
the twolfth century, and that it claimed to 
be a work of the seventh century, says that 
'it contains dates and allusions which be¬ 


long to a much later period, and carries withit 
many marks of having been an intentionalfor- 
gery ’ (Bior/, Britt. Bitt. p. 138). The pub¬ 
lication of Todd’s Irish version of the 1 His- 
toria 'in April 1848 marks an epoch, Herbert, 
in his preface to this work, while recognising 
thegenuinecharacterof the ascription to Nen¬ 
nius, had no means to test the significnnceof 
such data as the genealogy of Fernmail, and 
concludes thnt 1 Marcus compiled this cre¬ 
dulous bools of British traditions for the edi¬ 
fication of the Irish circa a.d. 822, and one 
Nennius, a Briton of the Latin communiou, 
republished it with additions and changes 
circa a.d. 858’ (Preface, pp. 15,18). Sir T. 
Ilardy, writing later in 1848, regards the 
work as anonymous, and Nennius as the 
possible name of a scribe who in 858 inter- 

i totaled and glossed the original work for 
tis friend Samuel. lie accepts the supposed 
evidonce of the Vatican MS. in favour of e 
version which was at least as old as 074, and 
considers that there wore later editions dating 
from 823, 868, 907, and 977 (Manumcnta 
Ilistoriaa Britamu'ca, pp. 62-1,107-14; cf. 
Deserip. Cat. of Brit. Hist. i. 318). School! 
in 1860 regards the authorbhip as quite un¬ 
known, and rejects nil hut §§ 7-49 and 66, 
and is doubtful as to tho latter; lie 'dates 
tho various editions of the work in 831, 868, 
007,946, and possibly two others in 076 and 
991. Skene m ‘The Four Ancient Books 
of Wales ’ (1808) thinks the ‘ Ilibtoria’ was 
wri tten in Wolsh in the sovont h or early eighth 
century, and that it was afterwards trans¬ 
lated into Lai in. lie obsorves tho predomi¬ 
nance of northern influence in parts of the 
work, ascribes an edition to Mark in 828, 
when tho legends of SS. German and Patrick 
were added, and another to Nennius in 866, 
when 1 hey wore finally incorporated. De la 
Bordorio in 1883 for the most part follows 
Schoell, holding that tho ascription to Nen- 
niuBwas a fiction, but that tlio original work 
dates from 822, and that them wore six later 
versions in 831.832, 867 or 869,912,916, 
and 1024 (L'Historia Britonum, pp, 19-24). 
Ileeger in 1880 puts the dato of com¬ 
position in the early half of tho eleventh 
century. The goneral attitude of scepticism 
was broken in 1893 by tho 'Nennius 
Vindicotus’ of Zimmer, whose arguments 
appeal' conclusive and have beon adopted in 
this article. 

The ‘Ilistoria Britonum ’ was first printed 
by Gale in 1091 in his ‘Scriptores Quiu- 
decim,’ iii. 03-139; tho basis of this edition is 
the Oamb, Univ. Lib. MS. Ff. 1,27. It was 
inoludod by Charles Bertram [q, v.l in his 
‘ Britannicarum Gontium Ilistoriaa Antiqu® 
Scriplores,’ Copenhagen, 1767, which ropro- 
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duces the text of Gale. Bertram also pub¬ 
lished the ‘Ilistoria Britonum’ alone at 
Copenhagen in. 1768. In 1819 Gunn edited 
the ‘ Historia’ from the Vatican MS. In 
1888 Joseph Stevenson edited it for the Eng¬ 
lish Historical Society, using the Ilarleian 
MS., hut collating sixteen other manuscripts 
and ’Gunn’s edition. Stevenson’s edition 
was re-edited in Germany by A. Schulz (San 
Marte) in 1814, with a translation of the 
English preface. The 1 Ilistoria ’ is printed 
in the 1 Monuineuta Ilistoriea Britannica,’ 
pp. 46-82, where the text is based chiefly on 
the Cambridge MS. Ff. 1, 27; a fresh colla¬ 
tion of the Vatican MS, is given in the Pre¬ 
face, pp. 68-9. The text of the Ilarleian MS. 
for §§ 60-6 is printed in Stokes's ‘Tripartite 
Life of St. Patrick,’ ii. 498-600. The Irish 
version of Giolla Coemf^in was edited byTodd 
in 1848. A translation is contained in Gunn’s 
edition, and another was published by .T. A. 
Giles with Gildas in 1841, and in. ‘Six Old 
English Chronicles ’ in 1847. 

Nennius has been often called abbot of 
Bangor Yscood. This statement, which is 
entirely unfounded, is no doubt derived lroin 
the Welsh traditions adopted by Bale, who 
says that Nennius escaped from the massacre 
of the Welsh monks by Ethelfrid or TEtHol- 
frithin 613, and afterwards lived in Scot¬ 
land. The story may have arisen from some 
association with an Elbodug who was arch¬ 
bishop of Llandaff early in the seventh cen¬ 
tury, combined with an idea that Nennius 
himself must have lived at that time, Bale 
also gravely records that a British history 
was written by one Nennius Audax, a bro¬ 
thel of Cassivollaunus, who killed Labienus, 
the lieutenant of Julius Cresar, and says that 
it was this history which was afterwards 
translated into Latin by Nennius the abbot 
( Centurier, i. 19, 74). Loland, on the other 
hand, is judiciously critical in Iho short no¬ 
tice which he bases on his own observation 
( Comment . da Script.7 i). Tlio alisurb legend 
ofNennius Audax appears in many modiioval 
chronicles j it gave tlio theme for some verses 
on the duty of all good Bubjocts to defend 
their country from foreign onomics, in the 
seventeenth century (Ilarleian Miscellany, 
viii. 87-94). 

The reference to the ‘ Ilistoria Britonum 1 
under the nnmo ol’ Gildas by twelfth-cen¬ 
tury historians is explained by the frequent 
ascription of it in manuscripts to Gildas the 
Wise. When the absurdity of ascribing 
the' Ilistoria Britonum ’ to the well-known 
Gildas was observed, a Gildas minor was 
invented as its author. 

[The whole subject of the personality of Nen¬ 
nius and the authenticity of the Ilistoria Bri¬ 


tonum has beon exhaustively discussed byiloin- 
rieh Zimmer in his Nonnius Vindicatus. liber 
Ent ate bung, Geschichte und Quellen der Ilis¬ 
toria Brittonum, Berlin, 1S93. The question of 
Cormac MacOtiilLennan’s knowledge of Nennius 
is discussed by Zimmer in Nonas Arehiv dor 
Gosallsehaft fur altars dcutsche Geschiclits- 
kundo, xix. 480-43. The chief conclusions ar- 
rivod at by Dr. Zimmer hare beon summarised 
in this article. Thoy are adversely criticised by 
Dr. G.lloegorin Giittiiigischa gelohrta Anzoigon, 
May 1894, pp. 39(1-406. Other authorities are 
Stevenson's prefjco to the Historia (Engl. Hist. 
Soc. 1838); Wright’s Biog. Brit. Litt. Anglo- 
Saxon. pp. 136-142, Essays on Arehreologicul 
Subjects i. 203-200, and an article in Arclueo- 
logia, xxxii, 337-9 ; Hardy's Introduction to the 
Munumenta Historiea Britannica, pp, 62-8, 
107-14, 1818; Herbert's Prcfaco to Todd’s 
Irish Version of . . . Nonnius, Dublin, 1848 
(Irish Arch. Soo.); Schocll's Do ecclesiastical 
Brittonum Scotorumqno histcrim fontibus, Ber¬ 
lin, 1851; Skene’s Four Ancient Books of Wales, 
i. 37-40 ; Guest’s Originos Colticte, ii. 137 ; A. 
do la Bordorie's L’Historia Britonum attribute 
it Nonnius, Paris, 1883 ; Stokes’s Preface to Tri¬ 
partite Life of St. Patrick, vol. i. pp. cxvii-cxviii; 
lloogor’s Gabor die Trojanersago dsr Britton, 
Munich, 1886. Rcforoneo may alBO bo made to 
reviews by Reynolds in Y Cymmrodor, vii. 166- 
66, by Gaston Paris in Romania, xii. 368-71, and 
Mommsen in Nuuos Arcliiv dor Gosolhchaft, &c., 
xix. 283-93.] 0. L. K, 

NEOT, Saint (d. 877 P), Saxon anchoret, 
derived his name, it lias boon suggested (Gon- 
N.\.Jl,pn. 25,27),fromthoword'ncophytiiB,’or 
it may bo a Grecism for ‘the liltlo one,’ in re¬ 
ference either to his spiritual humilily or to 
hie short stature, on which later writers lay 
much stress (ib. p. 31 ). A destroyed manu¬ 
script of a ninth-century version of Assor's 
‘Life of Alfred’ (Otlio A. xii.) declared 
(according to Wise, the editor of Asser, who 
saw the manuscript before it was destroyed) 
that King /Elfroa, ‘ as wo read in the life of 
the holy father St. Noot,’was long concealed 
in the dwelling of one of his cowherds, and 
that /Elfrcd visited, among other holy places, 
the chapel of St. Giterir, ‘ whoro now'St. Neot 
also rests.’ No oilier contemporary rel’eronccR 
to Noot are known ; interpolated passages in 
later manuscripts of Asser give further de¬ 
tails of Neot; ho w he was a k i n s m an of /El (red, 
how lio reproved the king,and how after death 
lie miraculously appeared befovo/Elfred nl tlio 
placed called Jjogloa, The loss of tlio early 
Asser MSS. renders it impossible to date 
these interpolations with cortainiy. The 
earliest writing now extant in which St, Neol 
is Bpolcen of at any length is an Anglo-Saxon 
liomily,written pnmarilyfor purposes of edifi¬ 
cation, about 1000 a.D.j it hasbuon print ed and 
translated (Gaiur.ur, p, 266, Suppl. xcvii.), 
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from the Oott. Mi. Vesp, D. sir., f. 1426. 
The homilist says that St. Neot was set to 
book-learning in his youth, ‘ thus the honk 
saith,’ and this book may possibly bo the 
life of St, Neot referred to by Asser, and not 
otherwise known. He also says ‘it is re¬ 
corded in writing that the holy man went to 
Glastonbury in holy Biihop vElfhoah’s days, 
and by him ho was ordained.’ Now /Elfheah 
was bishop of Winchester 934-61, yoL the 
homilist also says St. Neot died before King 
TElfred, who diod in 901. This anachronism 
weakens lliuauthoiity of llio homily, and the 
choice of Glastonbury as St. Neot’s place of 
education is suspicious; it is questionable 
whether a religious house existed there in the 
reign of King .Elfrod (cf. Asser, s. a. 837). 
Later writers of tli9 life of St. Neot, accept¬ 
ing tho homily, mnko him contemporary not 
only with-Elfi'ed, but also with jElflv'ah, and 
oven Dunstan [q. v.] and JEtlielivold [q. v.], 
and enlarge on his connection with Gkslon- 
bnry. The homilist tells us further that St. 
Neot travelled to Rome seven times, and ulti¬ 
mately built a dwelling in a fair place ten 
miles from Petrockstow (now llodmin); 

‘ this place they call Neotestoe 1 (now St. 
Neot’s). Hero he did much preaching, and 
King rElfred often oame to tho holy man 
about his soul’s need, and the saint reproved 
him, prophesied his suiterings, and recom¬ 
mended him to go to Romo ‘ to Pope Martin, 
who now ruh-th the English school; ’ but 
Marinus or Marlin II did not becomo pope 
till 882, after St. Neot was dead, according to 
both the homily and Asser. His disciples 
buried St. Neot’s body in the church which 
he had founded, and seven years later his 
bones were elevated and placed near the altar. 
The homily gives the story of rElfred and the 
cakes, andol'St. Neot’s appearance to gEHred, 
as in the interpolated Asser. 
nv < these scanty materials much legendary 
was added by monastic winters eager 
7y the saint, wliosorelics theirmonas- 
lfessed to possess. The monastery 
is active in relic-huntiug at the and 
ith century, and it is probable that 
, Brithnolh, who stole Withburga’s 
a Dereham, aud was ini orested inthe 
on of there! igioushouse of Eynesbury 
igdonsliire (Liber Eliensis, p. 143), ! 
btain the relies of St. Neot from 1 
of secular priests that then raain- 
hapel in Cornwall. Tho sacristan 
eetl to bring them to Eynesbury 
App. iii, p. 267) about 972-6 {Lib. 

), and the name of that place bo- 
Neot’s. About 1003 the relics wero 
1 to Crowland to protect thorn from 
oMiers (Obd, Vet. vol. iv. o. 17), and 


Crowland in after times still claimed to pos¬ 
sess them, though when tho house of St. 
Neot’s in Huntingdonshire was refounded 
as a osU to Bee, 1078-9, Anselm, as abbot 
of Bee, officially attested that the body 
of tho saint was there (Gonrtui, p. 67, 
quoting Archives of Lincoln Cathedral). 
Pits and Balo ascribe several works to St. 
Neot without any authority (GoEiu.nr, p. 
43). 

[Asser in Mon. Hist. Brit. pp. 480-1; Gor¬ 
ham’s History of St. Noot’s, 1820, Libor Eli, 
eiisi.-, cd. D. .1. Stowart, p. 143; Ordorieus Vi. 
talis's Hist. Berios.; Hardy’s Descriptive CUta- 
logue, vol. i. pt. ii. p. 638 soq. An account of 
tholegonibiry lives of St. Neot isgivon by Gorham 
and by Hardy ; as biographios thoy are of no 
value.] M. B. 

NEPEAN, Sru EVAN (1751-1822), 
secretary of the admiralty, secretary of slulo 
for Ireland, governor ot Bombay, born in 
1751, was the second son ofNicliolas NopMn 
of Suttabh, Cornwall. In early life ho en¬ 
tered tho navy ns n clerk; in 1776 ho was 
piu'ior of the Falcon sloop on the coast of 
North America, in 1777 of the Ilarpy, in 1779 
of tlio Hero, from which ho exchanged, 1 April 
1780, to the Fondroyunt with Capt. John 
Jervis, aftorwurds earl of St. Vincent [q.v.] 
In 1782 ho was secretary to Molynenx Shuld- 
liam, lord Shuldham [q. v.], port admiral at 
Plymouth, and beoamo nnder-sccretavy of 
state in tho Shelburne ministry. In 1781 
ho was made a commissioner of tho privy 
seal; in 1791 ho was appointed under-spcrc- 
tary for war; and in 1796 he succeeded Sir 
ritilip Stephens [q. v.] as sooretary of tho 
admiralty. Eor nine busy years ho continued 
in this office, being made n baronet on 16 July 
1802 ; and on 20 Jan. 1801 bo was appointed 
chief secretary for Ireland. It was only for 
a few months, and in September 1801 ho was 
back nt tlie admiralty as one of tho lords 
commissioners. lie went out of office in 
February 1800, but in 1812 was appointed 
governor of Bombay, an office which ho held 
till 1819. In 1799 he had pnvohasod tho 
manor of Lodors in Dorsot, anil had after¬ 
wards considerably enlarged tho estate by 
other purchases, On his return from Bom¬ 
bay ho retired to his seat, and thoro ho died 
on 2 Oot. 1822, aged 71 (Gent. Mag.) 

As a havd-woi'king official, tho story of 
Nepean’s active life is buried in. tho details of 
administration; but it is worthy of notice that 
his service at the admiralty, whether as se¬ 
cretary or with a seat at the hoard, coincided 
with the date of the groat successes of the 
navy under Jervis, Duncan, and Nolsou; and 
wliiio hie early appointniont to tho admi¬ 
ralty may have been duo to some extent to 
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Jervis’s interest, it isosprobable that Nepean a 
roice was not without influence in the selec¬ 
tion of Jervis for Ilia Mediterranean com¬ 
mand. With both .Torvis and Nolson ho 
corresponded on terms of friendly familiarity. 
He married Margaret, danghtor of William 
Skinner, a captain in tho army, and had by 
her four sons and a daughter, 

[Q-eut, Mag. 1822, ii. 373 ; Haydn’s Book of 
Dignities; Nicolas's Dispatches of lord Nelson 
(freq.); Tucker's Mom. of 'Earl St. Vinconf; 
Official Documents in tho Public Record Offlco; 
9omB correspondence with Joremy Bonthnm 
abont tlio Panopticon is in Addit. MdS. 336 11, 
38643.] J- K. L. 

NEPER. [8eo Nattub.] 

NEQTTAM, ALEXANDER (1157-1217), 
poet and theologian. [Seo Nucnc vii.] 

NESBIT. [Soo also Nisom.'.] 

NESBIT, ANTHONY (1773-1850), 
schoolmaster and writer of school-books, 
was the son of Jacob Nesbit, farmer, of Long 
Benton, near Newcnstle-on-Tyno, where ho 
was baptised on 3 Slay 1778. In the preface 
to his ‘Aritlimotie’ ho states that he was 
educated ‘under the direction of some of the 
first commercial and mathematicalprecoptors 
in the kingdom,’ and that, having a clodded 
predilection for teaching, he bocamo a school¬ 
master at an onrly ago. ITo livod succe wively 
at Whitby, Walton, Hearborough, Bridling¬ 
ton, and lluII. In 1808-0 lie was an under¬ 
master at Preston grammar sobool, us ap¬ 
pears from a communication to the ‘ Lady's 
Diavy ’ for 1800. In 1810 ho describes him¬ 
self on tho titlo-page of his ‘Land Survey¬ 
ing’ ns ‘ land surveyor and tonehov of tho 
mathematics at lf'arnley, near Lords,' About 
1814 be set up a school at Bradford, remov¬ 
ing in 1821 or (hereabouts to Manchester, 
where his school in Oxford Road bocatnu 
well known. About 1811 lie romovod to 
London, and started a school at 38 Lowor 
Kenning ton Lane [see Nusiut, John Con¬ 
tis.] 

uis hoolcs, which had a considerable re¬ 
putation in their day, especially in tho North 
of England, arc; 1. ‘ Land Surveying,’York, 
1810, 2. ‘Mensuration, 1 1810. 3. ‘English 
Parsing,’1817. 4, ‘Practical Gouging/York, 
1822. 5. ‘Arithmetic,’ Liverpool, J82G; 

second part, London, 1840. 0. ‘An Essay 
on Education, 1 London, 1841. TTis sous, 
John Oollis Nesbit and Edward Planta 
Nesbit, took part in tho compilation of tho 
last-named work, Somo of his books wont 
through several editions, and his ‘Land 
Surveying,' rovisod by successive editors, 
still retains its popularity, tho twelfth edi¬ 


tion appearing in 1870. lie was an ex¬ 
cellent teacher, though somewhat severe; 
and in the preface to his ‘ Arithmetic ’ ho 
laments that an ovor-fond parent too often 
| ‘ prohibits the teacher from using the only 
, means that are calculated to make a soholar 
of hk son.’ He contributed to the mathe¬ 
matical portions of tho ' Lady’s Diary ’ ‘ En¬ 
quirer,’ and ' Leeds Correspondent, lie 
died in Konnington Lane on 16 March 1869, 
and was buried m Norwood Cemetery (Qent. 
Mag. May 1869, p. 647 a). 

[Authorities ns cited; personal knowledge.] 

It. B. P. 

NESBIT, CHARLTON (1776-1838), 
wood-engraver, was born at Swalwell, in 
Durham, in 17/6, being tho son of a lreelman. 
Tie was nppronl icodto Thomas Bewiok [q. v.l 
of Newcastle about 1789; and it was stated 
that during his apprenticeship ho both drew 
and engraved the bird’s nest which heads the 
proface in vol. i. of the ‘Birds,’ and that ho 
engraved the majority of tho vignettes and 
tail-pioeeM to tho ‘ Poems of Goldsmith and 
Parnell,’ 1795, lie is also credited with n 
caricature of Stephen or Georgo Stephen 
Kemble [q. v.], manager of tho Newcastle 
Thentro, in the character of Hamlet. This 
was a quarto etching on copper, appropriately 
nxeeulcdin Drury Lane,Newcastle. In 179(1 
Nesbit ongraved a momorial cut to Robert 
Johnson (1770-179G) [q. v.], from one of that 
artist's designs, and littlo more than a year 
later ho published, for tho benefit of Johnson’s 
parents, a large block after a ivator-oolour 
by Johnson, still preserved at Newcastle, 
representing n north view of Si. NiolioWs 
Church. This,being fiftoon inches by twelve, 
woe, at tho time of publication, one of tho 
largest engravings on wood ‘ever attempted 
in (ho present mode.’ A copy of It was pre¬ 
sented by tho engraver to the Society of Arts, 
who awarded him tboir lessor silver pnlotto. 
About 1799 Nesbit nrnio veil from Newonst Io 
to London, and took up lik abode in Fetter 
Lane. Among his oarlior labours in tho me¬ 
tropolis was a i'vonlispieeo, lifter Thurston, to 
Bloomfield’s * Farmer's Boy/ published by 
Vernor & Hood in 1800. To this followed in 
1801 woodcuts for Cray’s edition of Butler’s 
‘ Hudibras,’ In 1802 the Society of Arts 
awarded Nesbit a silver medal. lie was also 
oinnbyod on the'Scripture Illustrated/1808, 
of William Marshall Craig [q. v.], and upon 
Wallis and Scholoy’s edition of Ilumo’a 
‘ History of England/ to tho cuts in which 
hitler his namo is offcon affixed. With Bron- 
ston and (Jlennell ho engraved tho head 
and tail pieces to an edition of Cowper’t. 

1 Poems/ in 2 vols. 1808. But his most am- 
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bitious work is in Ackerman’s ‘ Religious 
Emblems,’ 1809, to wliicb two more of Be¬ 
wick’s old pupils, Cleaned and Hole, also 
contributed. 1 Hope Departing,' ‘ Joyful Re¬ 
tribution,’ ‘Sinners Hiding in the Grave,’ 
are among the best of these. Nesbit be¬ 
sides engraved a cut (‘ Quack ’) for Pucklo's 
‘Club,’ 1817; and a large specimen block 
(‘ Rinaldo and Araida') for Savage’s ‘ Prac¬ 
tical Hints on Decorative Printing,’ 1818. 
The design, like those in the ‘Religous Em¬ 
blems,’ was by John Thurston, He also 
executed a smaller block for Savage's book. 

By this date, however, Nesbit had returned 
to his nativo place, lie continued, never¬ 
theless, to work as an engraver for the Lon¬ 
don and Newcastle bookseller’s. One of his 
best efforts is a likeness of Bewick, after 
Nicholson, which was prefixed to Emerson 
Chamley's ‘ Select Fables ’ of 1820, and ho 
also executed some excellent reproductions 
of William Harvey’s deigns to the first 
series of Northcotc's 1 Fables,’ 182S. In 1830 
he went hack to London, and worked upon 
the second series, 1833; upon ITarvey’s 
‘ Blind Beggar of Bethnal Green, 1832 ; 
■White's ‘Selbome,’ 183(3; and Latrobe's 
‘ Scripture Illustrations,’ 1838. Among 
others of his works not yet mentioned must 
he included a block for ‘Rogers’s ‘ Pleasures 
of Memory,' 1810, p. 30; cuts for Stevens’s 
‘ Lecture on Ilends;' Somervile’s ‘ Chase,' 
1796,and ‘Rural Sports,’ 1813; and various 
head-pieces, &c., for the Lee Priory Press, all 0 f 
which last are collected inQuillinan’s ‘Wood- 
cuts and Verses,’1820. Nesbit diedat Queen’s 
Elm, Brompton, on 11 Nov. 1838, aged 63. 
As a wood-engraver pure and simple, he was 
the best of Bewick's pupils. 

[Robinson’s Thomas Bowick, his Life and 
Times, 1887; Thomas Bewick and bis Pupils, 
1884, by the author of this article; Miss Boyd's 
Bowick Gleanings, 1880; Ohatto's Treatise on 
Wood Engraving, 1889 ; Linton’a Masters of 
Wood Engraving, 188!); Bewick’s Memoir 
(Memorial Edition), 1887.] A. D. 

NESBIT, JOHN COLLIS (1818-1862), 
agricultural chomist, son of Anthony Nesbit 

a . v.], was born at Bradford, Yorkshire, 
July 1818. He was educated at home, 
and assisted hie father in his school. At an 
early age he turned his attention to che¬ 
mistry and physical science, and when only 
fifteen lie constructed a galvanic battery 
which was purchased by the Manchester 
Mechanics’ Instituto for thirty guineas. He 
studied chemistry under Dalton, and also 
attended Sturgeon’s lectures on electricity 
and galvanism, He commenced lecturing 
at an early age, and ho acquired great facility 


as a speaker upon scientific subjects. Ha 
took a leading part in the management ol 
his father’s school upon its removal to Lon¬ 
don, and he was one of the first to introduce 
the teaching of natural science into an ordi¬ 
nary school course, the instruction being 
i veil partly by himself, and part ly by Charles 
olmsou (1791-1880) [q. v,], John Monis 
1810-1886) [q. v.], and George Fleming 
tichardson. Particular attention was paid 
to chemistry, especially as applied to agri¬ 
culture, anti each pupil received practical 
instruction in the laboratory. Eventually 
the school was converted into a chemical 
and agricultural college under his solo direc¬ 
tion, and os the use of superphosphates and 
other artificial manures became general,Nes¬ 
bit began to undertake commercial analyses 
for farmers and manufacturers. Xowlabora- 
t ories were built, and lie obtained a largo prac¬ 
tice as a consulting and analytical chemist, 
lie was elected a fellow of the Geolo¬ 
gical Society and of the Chemical Society 
in 1845. Reasoning from ccrtaiu geological 
indications, he was led to suspect the exis¬ 
tence of phosphatic deposits in the Ar¬ 
dennes, and in the summer of 1855 he dis¬ 
covered several important bods of eoprolites 
in that region. For many years Jin was a 
prominent member of the Central Farmers’ 
Club, which in 1857 presented him willi a 
microscope and a sorvico of plate in recogni¬ 
tion of bis services to agricultural chemistry 
(Fanners’ Mctr/azine,ila.y 1850, p. 415; Janu¬ 
ary 1858, p. 0). 

Nesbit wrote: 1. ‘Locturo on Agricul¬ 
tural Chemistry at Saxmundham,’ 1819, 
2. ‘Peruvian Guano: its history, com]»si- 
tion, and fertilising qualities,’ 1852. This 
was translated into German, with additions, 
in 1853 by O. II. Schmidt. 8. ‘ Agricultural 
Chemistry and tho Nature and Properties 
of Peruvian Guano,’ 1850. This consisted 
mainly of lectures delivered at various t lines, 
4. ‘ History and Properties ofNatural Guanos,’ 
new edit, 1800. 

Ilis contributions to periodical literature 
include: 1. ‘On an Electro-Magnetic C'oil 
Machine,’ in Sturgeon’s ‘ Annals of Electri¬ 
city,’1838, ii, 203, 2, ‘AnalysisoftheMineral 
Constituents of the Hop,’ in ‘ Journal of the 
Royal Agricultural Society,’ 18-10, vil. 210. 
8. ‘ On the Presence of Phosphoric Acid in the 
Subordinate Members of the C’halk Forma¬ 
tion,’ iu ‘ Journal of the Geological Society,' 
1848, iv. 262. 4, ‘On tho Quantitative 
Estimation of Phosphoric Acid, and on its 
Presence in some ortho Marls of tho Upper 
Greensand Formation,’ in ‘Journal of tho 
Chemical Society,’1818, i. 41. 5, ‘On tho 
Phosphoric Acid and Fluorine contained in 
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different Geological Strata,’ ib. P.2,‘53. 6. ' Oil 
aNew Methodfor tho Quantitative Detarmi- 

.• _t? A m'fl nn/1 ntliav rimTTnniinrift 



of the Royal Agricultural Society,' xiv. 301. 
8. ‘On the Relative Value 01 Artificial 
Manures and their Adaptation to Different 
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Principles applicable 
arv 1668, p, 7. 

Neshit died at tho house of a friend at 
Barnes on 30 March 1802. He married, 
<22 Deo. I860, Sarah, daughter of II. Alderton 
of Hastings, who survived Mm. His daugh¬ 
ter Edith, now Mrs. Hubert Bland, is known 
as an autlioross, under the name of E. Nes- 
bit. 

A son, Aiu-rim Anthony Nusdit (1854- 
1801), also an analytical chomist, for some 
years had a laboratory at 38 Gracechuroh 
Street, London. In 1881 he callad attention 
to the facility with which tho obliteration 
could be removed from post ago stamps, and 
in 3888 he patented an improved ink for ob¬ 
literating postage stamps (No. 040). Ilis 
patent for preventing the fraudulent altera¬ 
tion of cheques (No. 2181 of 1880) was wall 
received, hut was never practically applied 
(cf. Mominrj Post, 17 Feb. 1881 ; Standard, 
6 Feb. 1881). Ho made experiments on tho 
action of colourod light on carp (of. Journal qf 
Science, June 1882, p. 361), nnd ho was very 
successful in colouring white /lowers by caus¬ 
ing them to absorb aniline dyes of various 
shades (of. ib. July 1882, p. 431 j Globe, 6 July 


[Mark Lane Express, 31 March 1002, p, 468; 
Illustrated London Nows (portrait), 19 April 
1802, p. 394; Quart. Journal Gaol. Soa. 1803, 
p. xix; and personal knowledge).] It. B. P. 

NESBITT, JOHN (1661-1727), inde- 

f iendent minister, was born in Northumber- 
and on 6 Oct, 1001. Ilis parents sent him 
to Edinburgh to bo oducal ed for tho minis- 

S . He is possibly the ‘John Nisbott’ 

o graduated at Edinburgh tlnivorsity on 
24 March 1080; but ib scorns ho had to leave 
Edinburgh in 1681 for some display of pro- 
teslant zeal in presence of tho Duke of 
York, lie lied to London, and was on his 
way to Holland when he was arrested with 
others, and put in irons in the Murshalsoa. 
lie was dotainod in close confinement for 
four months, in hope of his turning evidence 
against his companions, end was discharged 
beforeoompletinghis twentiothyear, Adopt¬ 
ing tho name of White, ho wont to Holland, 
where he became a good classic, woll road in 
voi,.xrv. 


the fathers and in history. In 1688 he was 
an occasional preacher to tho English con¬ 
gregation at Utrecht. 

After the revolulion he returned to Lon¬ 
don, and became a member (16 Doc. 1080) 
of Stepney independent church. In 1691 ho 
succeeded George Cokuyne [q. vj as pastor 
of the independent church m Iluvo Court, 
Aldersgate Street. Ho became, and remained 
for over thirty years, an exceedingly popular 
preochor, famous for his use of similes, re¬ 
taining his evangelical Calvinism, and resist¬ 
ing the current tendency to a merely didactic 
style. In Addison’s ‘ Spectator ' (No. 317, 
4 March 1712) I 10 is caricatured us ‘ Mr, Nisby ’ 
in extracts from an imaginary diary of one of 
his hearers. 

In 1607 Nesbitt was elected to a merchants’ 
lectureship at Pinners’ Hall, in succession to 
Nathanael Mather [q. v.] IIo took part, in 
the preparation of dissenting statistics (1717- 
1718), ltnown as 1 Evans’s List,’ himself sup¬ 
plying lists forNorthnmberland, Cumberland, 
and Westmoreland, and obtaining the Staf¬ 
fordshire liab. He was a subscriber at tho 
Salters’ Hall division in 1739 [see 33 iud- 
BTJRY, Thomas], and tliough not prominont 
in public affairs, he did much to secure the 
cohesion and unity of his own denomination. 
As assistants ho hail Matthow Clavlto the 
youngor [q. v.], for somo yoars till 1706; 
JamoB Naylor (d. 23 July 1708, aged 20); 
John Condor, and John Iliirrion [q. v.], who 
succeeded him. In 1723 NeshiLt was seized 
with paralysis, whichdisahlod him from worlc. 
ne died on 22 Oct. 1727, and was buried at 
Bunkill Fields; Hurrion proaclied his funeral 
sermon. Ilis wife’s name was Elizaboth. Ills 
son Robert is separately noliced. 

IIo published six separate sermons, includ¬ 
ing funeral sermons for three ministers, Tho¬ 
mas Gouge (1006 P-1700) [q. v.l John Russel 
(1714), nnd Richard Taylor (1717). Two 
portraits of NeBbitt, one (1700) ongravnd by 
J. Faber and tho other (1721) by G. While, 
after Wooloston, are mentioned by Bromley. 

[Marsh’s Story of JTaro Ootirt, 1 871,pp.208srq, 
(portrait); ProtestnnL Dissenters’Magazine, 1799, 
p, 299; Wilson’s Dissenting Churches of London, 
1808 ii. 268, 1810 Hi, 282 soq. ; (Jalamy’s Own 
Lifo, 1830, i, 146; Catalogue of Edinburgh Gra¬ 
duates, 1868, p. 116; manuscript records of 
Stepney Mooting; Evans’s MS. List in Dr. 
Williams’s Library.] A. G. 

NESBITT, LOUISA ORANSTOUN 
(1812 P-1868), iictrnss. [See Nishhtt.] 

NESBITT or NTSBET, ROBERT (d, 
1701), physician, son of John Nesbitt [q, v.], 
a dissenting minister, was born in London. 
On 1 Sept, 1718 he entered as a meclioal 

a 
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student at Leyden, -where he attended the 
lectures of Boerhaave and the older Albi- 
nus, and graduated M.D. on 26 April 1721. 
After his return to England he practised 
in London as a physician, He became 
licentiate of the College of Physicians on 
26 June 1720, -was created M.D. at Cam¬ 
bridge on 15 June 1728, and was admitted a 
fellow on SO Sept, 1729, having been ' can¬ 
didate ' at the same date in the preceding 
year. He filled the office of censor in 1733, 
1738,1742,1745, and 1748, became ‘ elect ’ 
on 22 Aug. 1748, and conciliarius in 1760, 
1764, and 1768. He was appointed Lum- 
leian lecturer for five years on 23 March 
1741. Nesbitt had been elected F.R.S. as 
early as 22 April 1726, and two years later 
contributed to the ‘ Transactions 1 a paper 
'On a Subterraneous Fire observed in the 
County of Kent’ (Phil. Trans. Abridg. vii. 
196). He died in London on 27 May 
1761. 

Nesbitt published, besides ‘ Disputatio de 
Partu difficili’ (his Leyden thesis),‘ Human 
Osteogeny explained in two Lectures read 
in the Anatomical Theatre of the Surgeons of 
London, anno 1781, illustrated with Figures 
drawn from Life,’ 1730, 8vo. A German 
translation by Johann Erast Grading ap¬ 
peared at Altenberg in 1763. Haller m his 
‘Bibliotheca Anatomies’ gives a short de¬ 
scription of the work, and calls the author 
'bonus in universum auctor.’ 

[Munk’s Coll, of Phys. ii 112, Albrecht von 
Haller's Bibliotheca Anatomica, ii. 286; Watt's 
Bibl. Brit. i. 706; Peacock's Index to English- 
speaking Students at Leyden (Index Soe,), p. 
78.] G. Lu G. N. 

NESFIELD, WILLIAM ANDREWS 
(1793-1881), artist, horn on 19 Feb. 1793 at 
Chester-le-Street, was the son of the Rev. Wil¬ 
liam Nesfield, rector of Brancepeth, Durham, 
by his first wife, a Miss Andrews or Shottley 
Hall. He entered Winchester School as 
fourth scholar in 1806, proceeded to Trinity 
College, Cambridge, in 1807, hut left without 
taking a degree, became a cadet at Woolwich 
in 1809, and subsequently obtained a com¬ 
mission in the old 96th regiment. He joined 
his regiment in the Peninsula and served in 
the campaign of the Pyrenees and at St. 
Jeon de Luz; in 1813 he exchanged into the 
89th regiment, and, proceeding to Canada, 
became junior aide-de-camp to Sir Gordon 
Drummond, and was present at the siege of 
Fort Eric and the defence of Chippewa. He 
retired lieutenant on half-pay in 1810, and 
henceforth devoted himself to an artistic 
career, which he pursued with deliberation, 
hut with few othsr characteristics of the 


dilettante. Ho was elected an associate ex- 
hibitor of the Society of Painters in Water- 
colours in February 1823j and a member of 
the society on 9 June in the same year. 
Though never prolific, he was a regular ex¬ 
hibitor at the society’s rooms in Pall Mall 
from 1820 to 1860, and became specially 
famous for his cascades, seeking subjects in 
Piedmont and in the Swiss Alps, but more 
often in Wales, Killaraey, the Isle of Staffa, 
and North Britain generally. Ruslan, in 
‘ Modern Painters ’ (i. 844), wroto that Nes¬ 
field had shown ‘ extraordinary feeling both 
for the colour and the spirituality of a great 
waterfall,’ describing his management of 
‘ the changeful veil of spray or mist ’ as ‘ ex¬ 
quisitely delicate.’ His ‘ Falls of the Tummel' 
fetched 810 guineas atthosale by the execu¬ 
tors of W. Leaf in 1876, and this is the 
highest price that a single drawing of his has 
obtained; but many of his finest pictures de¬ 
scended to his son William Edon Nesfleld[see 
below], and are now in the possession of the 
latter’s widow. He is represented at South 
Kensington by ‘Bamhorough Castle.’ Several 
of his drawings were engraved for Lawson’s 

1 Scotland Delineated.’ Nesfield resigned hit 
membership of the Water-colour Society on 
14 June 1862 at the same time as Oattermole, 
whom he numbered, with Turner, Oopley 
Fielding,Prout, and Stanfield, amongfriendly 
acquaint ances within the society. After re¬ 
linquishing water-colours, Nesfield took to 
landscape gardening as a profession, and in 
this capacity was frequently consulted about 
improvements in the London parks (particu¬ 
larly St. James’s) and at Kew Gardens. He 
was also consulted by noblemen and pro¬ 
vincial corporations, and he planned in 1800 
the Horticultural Gardens at South Ken¬ 
sington, which wero dismantled in 1887. 
The grounds at Arundel Castle, at the Duke 
of Sutherland’s seat at Trentham, and that 
of the Duke of Northumberland at Alnwick, 
were also mainly planned by him. Nesfield 
died at 8 York Terrace, Regent’s Park, on 

2 March 1881. He was one of the oldest sur¬ 
vivors of Wellington’s army in the Peninsula, 
A portrait by John Moore is in the possession 
of the family. By his wife Emma ( d . 1874), 
daughter of the Rev. Henry Foster Mills 
and Alicia, daughter of William Markham 
[q. v.], archbishop of York, he left issue. 

His eldest son, William Eden Nesfield 
(1886-1888), arohitect, bom in Bath on 
2 April1886, was eduoatedat Eton, and served 
his articles to William Burn [q.v.j, architect, 
of Stratton Street, Piceadilly, and subse¬ 
quently studied under his uncle, Anthony 
Salvin [a. v.] He published in 1802 as the 
result of professional travel ‘ Specimens of 
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TJediteval Architecture, chiefly selected from 
Examples of the 12th and 18th Centuries in. 
France and Italy, and drawn by William 
EdenNesfield.’ The work, which is dodicatcd 
to William , second carl of Craven,comprises 
a large number of careful drawings of some 
of the finest French cathedrals, such as Char¬ 
tres, Amiens, Laon, Ooutances, and Bayoux, 
Among Nesfiold’s move important works were 
Kinmel Park, Denbigh ; Oloverley Hull, 
Shropshire; the hall and church at Loughton, 
in Essex; Gwornyfed Hall, Brecknockshire; 
Farnham Royal Church, and lodges at ICow 
Gardens and Hampton Court. Nesfield was 
also a great connoisseur and expert designer 
of all Kinds of furniture. Tie was an ad¬ 
mirable draughtsman, and, like his father, of 
an exceptionally versatile talent. lie mar¬ 
ried, on 3 Sept. 18815, Mary Annetta, eldest 
daughter of John Sebastian Gwilt, and grand¬ 
daughter of Joseph Gwilt [q. v.l He died at 
Brighton on 25 March 1888, and was buried 
there. A portrait was in the possession of 
his widow. 

[Times, 6 Maroli 1881; Rogot’s ‘ Old Wator- 
colour 'Society, passim, Bryan’s Diet, of Painters 
and Engravers; Monof lheRoign,p.6fl7; Kirby's 
■Winchester Soholars, p. 284; private infor¬ 
mation.] T. S. 

NESHAM, CHRISTOPHER JOHN 
WILLIAMS (1771-1853), admiral, bom in 
1771, was son of Christopher Nesham, a 
oaptain in tho 63rd regiment, by his wife 
Mary Williams, sister ofWilliam Poore Wil- 
liams-Freeman [q. v.], admiral of the fleet. 
Nesham enterod the navy in January 1782 
on hoard tho Juno, with Oaptain James 
Montagu [q.v.L and in her was prosont at 
the action off Onddnlore on 20 Juno 1783. 
On his return to England in 1785, he was 
for some time in the Edgar, guardsliip at 
Portsmouth, commanded by Oaptain Adam 
Duncan, aftorwavds Lord Dunoan [q.v.l, 
and in the Druid frigate till March 1788. 
lie was then sent to a college in France, 
and was still there at the outbreak of the 
revolution, no was at Vernon, in Nor¬ 
mandy, in October 1780, when a furious mob 
fell upon a corn merchant, Planter by name, 
who had been charitable to tlio poor, but 
who, having sent flour to Paris, was accused 
of wishing to starve the town. Tho town- 
hall, where he had taken refuge, was stormed, 
and Planter was dragged down the stairs 
towards the lamp-post at tho corner of ths 
building. Attempts were made to fasten 
a rope round his neck. Nesham, however, 
with two others, remained by Planter and 
warded off tho blows aimed at him as well 
os themselves. Knocked down, Nesham 
sprang up again and vigorously resisted the 


mob. Planter was at longth got away from 
tho lamp-post into an adjoining street, anti, 
a door being thrown open, was finally pushed 
in and saved. One of tho first ad s of the 
municipality on the restoration of order wne, 
to confer citizenship on Neelmui (17 Nov.) 
He was shortly afterwards summoned to 
Paris, January 1790, when he was presented 
bv the assembly with a unifovm Bword of 
the national guard, and a civic crown was 
placed on his head (Alciek, Englishmen in 
the French Revolution, p. 112; Boivln 
OniiiPEitrx, R£ volution dans l’Aire; the 
incidont is also mentioned by Carlyle; of. 
Catalogue of the Naval Exhibition, 1891, 
Nos. 1147, 2604, 2083). In June 1790 he 
was appointed to tho Salisbury, bearing tho 
fing oi vice-admiral Milbanke, who had, as 
his flag-captain, Edward Pcllew, afterwards 
Viscount Exmouth [q. v,] On 17 Nov. 1790 
he was promoted to bo lieut onant, and during 
the next two years served in the Channel 
under the immediate command of Keats and 
Robert Moorsom. In 1798 he woe appointed 
to the Adamant of 50 guns, in which he 
served on the West Indian, Nowfoundland, 
and home stations. In 1797 lie was her first 
lieutenant in tho North Soa, whon, during 
tho mutiny and through the Bummer, she 
carried the flag of Vice-admiral Richard 
Onslow ["q.v.l Bho afterwards took part in 
the battle of Oampordown, and on 2 Jan. 
1798 Nesham was promoted to be com¬ 
mander of the Suffisanto sloop. 

On 29 April 1802 ho was advanced to 
post rank, and from October 1804 to Febru¬ 
ary 1805 was captain of the Foudroyant, 
in tho Bay of Biscay, with tho flag of his 
kinsman and connection, Roar-admiral Sir 
Thomas Graves. In March 1807 he was 
appointed to the Ulyssos of 44 guns, whioh 
he took out to tho west Indies, and com¬ 
manded at the reduction of Mario Galante, 
in March 1808. In July 1808 he was moved 
into the Intrepid of 64 guns, and in her, in 
tho following February, took part in tho 
capture of Martiniquo, where he served on 
shoTa under the immediate command of 
Commodore Sir Qoorge Oookburn, and su¬ 
perintended the transport of tho heavy guns 
and mortars. On 16 April 1809 the Intrepid 
suffarod severely in an unsuccessful attack 
on two French frigates under the guns of 
Fort Mathilda of Guadeloupe; and in De- 
comber she rotumsd to England and was 
paid off. In 1880-1 Nesham commanded 
the Melville of 74 guns, in the Mediter¬ 
ranean. He retired as a rear-admiral on 
10 Jan. 1887, hut was replaced on the active 
list on 17 Aug. 1840 [cf. Noble, James], 
He became vice-admiral on 9 Nov, 1846, 
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and admiral on 80 July 1852. He died at 
Exmouth on 4 Nov. 1858, aged 82 (Gent. 
Mag.) Nesliam was twice married: first, 
in 1802, to his cousin, Margaret Anne, 
youngest daughter of Thomas, first lord 
Graves; she died in 1808; secondly, in 1833, 
to Elizabeth, youngest daughter of Colonel 
Nicholas Bayly, brother of the first Earl of 
Uxbridge, of the present creation. He left 
issue by both marriages. 

[Marshall's Boy. Nay. Biog. iv. (vol. ii. pt. 
ii.) 687; O’Bsrne’s Nav. Biog, Diet.; Gent. 
Mag. 1864, i. 316.] J. K. L. 


NESS or NESSE, CHRISTOPHER 
(1621-1706), divine and author, horn on 
26 Deo. 1021 at North Cave, in the East 
Riding of Yorkshire, was sonofThomasNess, 
a husbandman there. He was educated at 
a private school at North Cave, under 
Lazarus Seaman, and entered St. Jbhn’s Col¬ 
lege, Cambridge, on 17 May 1888. He gra¬ 
duated B. A. and M.A. 'When twenty-three 
years old he retired into Yorkshire, where he 
became a preacher of independent tenets suc¬ 
cessively at Oliffe or South Cliffs Chapel in 
his native parish, in Holderness, and at 
Beverley, where lie taught a school. On Dr. 
Winter's election as provost of Trinity Col¬ 
lege, Dublin, in 1861, Ness was chosen as his 
successor in the living of Cottingham, near 
Hull, though it does not appear that he ever 
received episcopal orders. In 1656 he be¬ 
came a preacher at Leeds, and in 1660 he 
was a lecturer under the vicar, Dr. Labe, 
afterwords Bishop of Chichester j but his 
Calvinism clashed with the ‘ arminianism ’ 
of Dr. Lake, and on St. Bartholomew’s day 
in 1882 he was ejected from his lectureship. 
After this he became a schoolmaster and 
private preacher at Clayton. Morley, and 
Hunslet, all in Yorkshire. At Hunslet he 
took an indulgence as a congregationalist in 
1672 (Tubnbb, Nonconformist Register, 1881, 
1 , 113), and a new meeting-house was opened 
iv him on 3 June 1672 (Heywood, Diaries , 
ed. Turner, 1881, i, 290, and iii, 212). He 
was excommunicated no less than four times, 
and when in 1674 or 1676 a writ da excom¬ 
municato capiendo was issued against him, 
he removed to London, where he preached 
to a private congregation in Salisbury Court, 
Fleet Street. In 1684 he had to conceal 
himself from the officers of the crown, who 
had a warrant for his arrest on the charge of 
publishing an elegy on the death of his friend 
JohnPartridge, another nonconformist minis¬ 
ter (Wilson, Dissenting Churches, ii. 627). 
He died on 26 Dec._ 1705, aged exactly 84 
years, and was buried at Bunhill Fields 
cemetery. 


j; 


His chief published works are: 1, <a 
H istory and Mystory of tho Old and New 
Testaments,’ fol. 16D6. 2, 1 A Protestant 

Antidote against the Poison of Popery/ 
8. ‘TheOrownandGloryofaChristian.’ 4,‘A 
Christian’s Walk and Work on Earth until 
he attain to Heaven,’ 2nd edit. 1678-9. 6. < A 
Church History from Adam-and a Scripture 
Prophecy to the End of the World.’ 0. ‘ Aji 
A ntidote against Arminianism,’ a small work 
in high repute with Calvinists, first pub¬ 
lished in 1700, and which reached its sixth 
edition in 1838, being ‘ revised and corrected, 
with many additions, notes, &o., by J. A. 
Jones, Minister of the Gospelj Mitchell Street, 
St. Luke’s, London.’ To this is prefixed the 
portrait of Ness, 1 engraved by Mr. Russell 
from an original.’ (A new edition of this 
work was published m 1847 at London and 
Cambridge/) This little work embodies in 
a brief form the doctrines on olection, pre¬ 
destination, &c., as taught by the Rev. John 
Owen, Toplady, and other authorities, and 
it ib now very scarce. John Dunton the 
bookseller says thatNess wrote for him ‘The 
Life of Pops Innocent XI,’ of which tho 
whole impression was sold in a fortnight. 

[Short account of the author prefixed to the 
sixth edition of Ness’s Antidote; Wilson’s Dis¬ 
senting Ohurobes, iii. 418-6, Mi.iU’s Congrega¬ 
tionalism in Yorkshire, 1868. p. 302; Brit. Mus, 
Oat; Oalamy’s Account, 1713, p. 799, and Oon- 
tinnation, 1727, p. 946.] E. W. 

NEST or NBS3TA (Jl. 1106), mistress of 
Henry I, daughter of Rhys ap Tewdwr (d. 
10931, lrinjjf of Deheuharth, and Qwladys, 
daughter of Rhywallon, who was madokingin 
South Wales by the English in 1063 (Norman 
Conquest, ii. 476), received as her portion 
the lordship of Oaerau, or Oarew (Land of 
Morgan, p. 45), and about 1006, or Boon 
afterwards, manied Gerald of Windsor, con¬ 
stable of Pembroke Castle, a loyal and pru¬ 
dent man (Iiinerarium Kambrics, pp. 89,91). 
She was clever and beautiful. About 1108 
her cousin Owen, son of Ondwgan, visited 
Pembroke, and fell in love with her. lie 
surprised the castle by night, and, in order to 

S ain entrance into the room where sho and 
er husband were, set fire to it. Nest pulled 
up a hoard and let her husband into a drain, 
by whioh hs escaped. She was carried off 
into Powys, together with two of her sons 
by Gerald, and two of his children by another 
woman. Oadwgan was angry at his son’s 
act, for he feared the wrath of the English, 
and begged him to send Nest book, but he 
would not. However, she persuaded him 
to send her husband’s children to him. Her 
abduction led to a war, in which Gerald took 
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a conspicuous part {Brut, pp. 84,86; Cabadoo 
or Llaeoarvait, pp. 128,129). After a lima 
she rejoined her husband, who appears to 
hare died before 1186. She wag also the 
wife, or more probably tho mistress, of Ste¬ 
phen, constable of Cardigan, and was a mis¬ 
tress of Henry I. It has been asserted that 
her connection with Henry preceded her 
marriage to Gerald, and that he owed his 
advancement to his marriage with her (Pal- 
aHAVD, England and Normandy, iv. 715; 
PBiffiMAJr, William Jlufus, ii. 97, 461). Of 
this there is no proof, and in the list of her 
children given by her descendant, Giraldus 
Cambrensis, the names of the three fathers 
to whom the greater number of them are 
assigned stand in order as Gerald, Stephen, 
and King Houry; indeed, it seems certain 
that her eldest son was by Gerald (Giiulbus 
Oambe. Be rebus a se gestie, i. c. 10, Opp. 
i. 69, and see App. to Prof, to Topographic 
Sibemiea, Opp. v. c. ci.) It is probable that 
her connection with Stephen did not begin 
before 1110, and that she bora a son by 
Henry after hie expedition into Dyved in 
1114 [see under Fitzstrpiiiw, Eobdkt], 
Seven of her sons became lords of cantreds 
in SauthWaloe, and from her descended some 
of the most famous of the conquerors of Ire¬ 
land. Iler children by Gerald wore William 
Fitzgerald, hor eldest eon, father of Raymond 
Fitzgerald [q. v.], Maurice Fitzgerald (d. 
1176) [q. vi], David [q. v.], bishop of St. 
David’s, and a daughter, Angliarud, who 
married William do Barri, lord of Manorboer, 
and was the mother of Giraldus Oambrensis 

S [. v.], the historian, and two other sons, 
y Stephen, Nest was tho mother of Robert 
Fitzstephen [q. v.J, and by King Henry of 
Henry \filiue regie), who was slain in Angle¬ 
sey in 1167 (Itin. Kambrice, p. 180), and was 
the father of Moiler Fitzhonry [q, yj and 
Robert Fitzhonry {d. about 1180) (Kipug- 
natio Hibom. p. 864). Nost also boro, pro¬ 
bably by one or more other lovers, William 
Hay, Hoal, Walter, and a daughtor Gledwis 
or Gwladya (Giraidot Cam b r. Be rebus, &o., 
u.s.) She was not, as has boon asserted, the 
mother of Robert, earl of Glouooster {Norman 
Conquest, v. 862, 868). Nor must she bo 
confused with Nest, tho wife of Bernard of 
Neuiinarchd or Newmarch [q, v.L nor with 
Nest, the daughter of GruiTyad ah Llewolyn 
{d. 1068) [q. v.], tho mother of Bernard’s 
wife. 

[Giraldus Oambr, t 21, 68, 60, v. App. to 
Erel. e. ci, 220, vi. 91, 180 (Bolls Bra.); Bruty 
Tywysogiou, pp, 84, 80 (Rolls 8ei\); Ourudocof 
Ilancarvan’u Hist, of Wales, pp. 128, 120, od, 
Bowel; Clark's Band of Morgan, p. 46,2nd edit,; 
Ealgrave’s Engl, and Normandy, iv. 716; Free¬ 


man's JSoim. Conq. y. 210, 211, 852, 853 ; Free¬ 
man's William Rufus, ii. 97, 110 n, 379, 461.1 

W. H. 

NETHERSOLE, Sir FRANCIS (1687- 
1669), secretary to the Electress Elizabeth, 
born in 1687, waB second son of John Nether¬ 
sole of Winghamewood or Wimliugswold, 
Kent, by his wife Perigrinia, daughter of 
Francis Wilsford. Elected to a scholarship 
at Trinity College, Cambridge, on 12 April 
1606, he obtained a minor fellowship there 
in 1608 and a major fellowship on 23 March 
1609-10. He proceeded B.A. in 1006, and 
M.A. in 1010, and became a popular tutor. 
OnllDec. 1611 he was elected public orator 
of the university. In the following year he 
published an address in Latin proso which 
he had delivered before the vice-chancellor 
on the death of Princo Henry, and addod a 
short epitaph in verso by him sell) and ele¬ 
gies in Latin and Greek by Andrew Downes. 
The title of the volume ran: ‘Memories 
Sacra IllustriBBimi Potentissimi Principle 
Henrici... LaudalioFunebris’ (Cambridge, 
by Cantrell Lb gge, 1613), 

In 1618 Nethersole engaged in a curious 
correspondence with the wife of Sir Michael 
nicks [q. v.j respecting their son William, 
who was in Nothorsole’s eharge at Cambridge 
{Lansdoume MS. 98). Next year Nether¬ 
sole—although, according to Chamberlain, a 
proper man, ‘ thinking well of himself ’— 
offended the king, when on a visit with his 
son to the university, by addressing the 
Prince of Wales as ‘ Jacobissime Carole,’ and 
Jaoobule’ (Hardwiokd, State Papers, i. 
896). In his ‘Grave Poom,’ 1614, Corbet 
parodied thecurious oration, in whichNethor- 
solo welcomed the royal visitors, in verses 
beginning: 

Iwondor what your Grace doth here, 

Who have expected been twelve year; 

And this your son, fair Carolus, 

That is so Jacobissiraus. 

(Cf. Nit'ncis, Progresses, iii. 68, 09.) But 
Nethersola’s literary taste was sufficiently 
respected to luad Edmund Bolton to nomi¬ 
nate him in 1617 as one of the class of ‘es¬ 
sentials’ in his projoeted academy of litera¬ 
ture. 

In 1619 Nethersole resigned his offices at 
Cambridge, and accepted the post of secre¬ 
tary to Jamas Hay, viscount Donoastor, 
afterwards Earl of Carlisle [q. v.J who had 
been selected to visit the Elector Palatine 
with a view to settling on a peaceful basis 
his relations with his catholic neighbours. 
Nothorsole was a staunch protestnnt, and 
readily became an enthusiastic advocate of 
the cause of the elector and of his wife, the 



Nethersole 230 Nethersole 


1’rinceBS Elizabeth. On his return with Don¬ 
caster Nethersole was knighted at Theobalds, 
Hertfordshire, on 19 Sept. 1819, and was at 
the same time appointed the English agent 
to the princes of the Protestant Union, and 
secret aiy to the ElecLress Palatine, in suc¬ 
cession to Sir Alleitus Morton [q. v.] He 
thenceforth devoted himself with the utmost 
chivalry to the interests of the electrons. 
James granted him a pension of 2001. in 
consideration of his anticipated services to 
his sister (22 Sept. 1019), ana 1051. as English 
agent to the union (Cal. State Papers, 1010- 
1628, p. 79). Nethersole did not take up his 
duties in attendance on the electress until 
her husband had accepted the crown of Bohe¬ 
mia. Late in the summer of 1620 he travelled 
to Prague, and practically became English 
minister at the court there, His despatches 
to the Englishgovernment were very lull and 
frequent. He was at first sanguine that the 
elector would come forth victorious from the 
struggle, hut in August 1020 he was writing 
to James 1 that his son-in-law’s position was 
hopeless. InMay 1621 theelectar sent Nether- 
sole to England to beg for aid in the defence 
of the Palatinate. He returned with an un¬ 
favourable answer (Gnimsr, Lives of the Prin¬ 
cesses qf England, v. 860). On 24 Sept. 1622, 
four days after the fall of the elector's capital 
of Heidelberg, Nethersole landed again in 
England, and was dismissed n few days later 
bv Buckingham, with an assurance that 
England would at onco intervene in the 
German war in the elector’s behalf. Next 
year, although still retaining his office as 
agent to the electress, Nethersole perma¬ 
nently settled in England, in the behof that 
he might thus influence the English govern¬ 
ment moro effectually in her behalf. lie 
maintained for the next twelve years a volu¬ 
minous correspondence with the electress. 

Some of hisleiaure Nethersole now devoted 
toEnglishpolilics, On 31 Jan.l828-4hewas 
elected M.P. for Corfe Oastle, Dorset. He 
was re-elected for the same constituency to 
the first and third of Charles I’s parliaments 
(in 1626 and 1628 respectively). In the 
opening days of the latter parliament Netlior- 
aole took a prominent part in the debate on 
the king’s claim to imprison persons without 
showing cause, He argued that cases of dis¬ 
turbance due to the existence of perilous con¬ 
spiracies had arisen, and might arise again, 
when the executive government must of 
necessity he entrusted with the power of 
arbitrary committal. Early next year N ether- 
sole pointed out to the electress the eerious 
consequences likely to follow the growing 
divergence between tho Mng and the parlia¬ 
ment on questions of religion. 


In 1828 Nutkeieole gave practical proof of 
his devotion to the electress by selling hie owu 
plate, some of which ho had recoivud as a gift 
from the French king, in order to pay her press¬ 
ing debts (Cal. State Papers, Dom. 1627-8, 
p. 579). In May 1688, in his capacity of 
agent to the princess, Nethersole sought and 
obtained permission from Charles I to raiss 
a voluntary contribution or bonevolonce for 
the recovery of the Palatinate. lie induced 
two London merchants ‘to advanco81,0001, 
on the security of the expected contribu- 
tions, and in reliance upon an engage¬ 
ment which ho offered in tho name oi tiis 
wealthy Lord Craven, Elizabeth’s most en¬ 
thusiastic champion’ (GABJumm). Before 
the legal documents authorising the levy of 
the money were made out, Nothersolo’s 
schome was betrayed to the public. Lord 
Craven’s support proved uncertain, and 
Nethersole perceived that, his chnucos of 
success were very small. ITe angrily charged 
Lord Goring, a member of the queen's house¬ 
hold, with treacherously revealing the plan 
before it was ripe for execution. The queen 
took Goring’s sido in the quarrel. Charles 
waB easily persuaded that Nolliorsolo had 
misled lnm in the business. lie at first 
ordered him to keep his houbo, and then 
directed him to apologise formally to Goring, 
Finally he revoked his assent to tliohonovo- 
lence (cf. Hist. MSS. Comm. 12th Lop.i 
Cowper MSS. ii. 20-4). 

In December 1083 Notlioisolo received 
from the private secretary of Elizabeth an 
importunate letter entreating him to Bocure 
aid for hor in England with the utmost speed. 
Nethersole forwardod an exiraot from tha 
letter to the king’s secretary, Sir John Coke 
[q. v.], and appended a message of his own 
supporting its appeal, in which he suggested 
that if no help were cent to tho princess her 
son might be justified in attributing his ruin 
to her kinsfolk’s inaction (4 Jau. 1683-4; 
Cal. State Papers, Dom. 1083-4, p. 803), 
Charles was offended by the remark, and 
he issuod an order for Nethcrsolo’s arrest. 
In order to place his papers in safe custody 
Nethersole for a few days ovadeil capture, 
but he was soon lalton and sont to the Tower, 
lie was released at tho cud of April, but 
not until Charles had obtained ft formal 
promise from his sister, who had done what 
she could to defend him. novel’ to employ 
kiminher service again (cl. Cal, State Papers, 
Dom. 1683-4,p. 490; CovqwrMSS, ii. 43-4in 
Hist. MSS. Comm. 12th Hop.) His public 
life was thus brought to a premature close. 

Thenceforwal’d Nethersole lived chiefly at 
Polcswortk.Warwickshire, mi property which 
his wife inherited On 28 March 1680 he 
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wrote thence to Secretary WindelJaiiclc, pro¬ 
testing in very humble language Ms loyalty 
to the Icing ( Cal. State Papers, Dom. 1086- 
1630, p. 333). His religious views, always 
sternly protestant, in later life tended towards 
presbyterianism. He usod his influence to 
obtain the vicarage of Polesworth for one 
Bell, subsequently one of the ejected minis¬ 
ters, and Richard Baxter wrote of Bell ‘ that 
he needed no other testimonial of Ms loyalty 
than that lie was pastor to Sir Francis, and 
this is equally a proof of Ms learning also’ 

i Piiitmt, Nonaonfonnists’Memorial,in. 347). 
)n lus father's death he mherited Nelhcr- 
sole House, in the parish of Wimlingswold. 
Although he fully sympathised with the 
king’s cause, he took no part in the civil wars; 
but in the autumn of 1048 he endeavoured, 
in a series of pamphlets, to advocate a peace¬ 
ful solution of the desperate crisis. On 16 Aug. 
1648 he published,under the signature 1 P.D.,’ 
au address to the lord mayor, aldermen, 
and common counoilmen of London, entitled 
1 Problems necessary to bo delorminod by all 
that have or have not taken part on oil hill¬ 
side in the late unnatural War.’ On 17 Aug, 
161B he published ‘ A Project for an equi¬ 
table and lasting Peace, designed in the yere 
1643 .. . with a Disquisition how tho said 
Project may now he rodneud to flt tho pre¬ 
sent Conjuncture of Affairs... by acorrtiall 
Agreement of the King, Parliament, City, 
and Army, and of all the People of this King¬ 
dom among our selves.’ ‘A strong Motive 
to the passing of a General Pardon and Act 
of Oblivion, found in a Purcell of Problames 
selected out of a greater Huudlo lately pub¬ 
lished by P. D.’ appeared on 80 Oot. 10-18 j 
‘Another Parcell of Problemes. concerning 
Religion necessary to ho determined at this 
time,’ on 3 Nov. 1648; and 1 Parables re¬ 
flecting upon the Times, nowly past and yet 
present,’ on 13 Nov. 1618. 

On 11 Jan. 1648-9 Nethersole, tM-owing 
off the veil of anonymity, oponly attacked 
John Goodwin’s defence of the army’s reso¬ 
lution to bring the king to the scaffold in 1 'O 
Airoxara/tairor. The self-condomnod, or a 
Letter to Mr. Jo. Goodwin, shewing that in 
his Essay to iustifie the Equity and Ri*gu- 
lames of the late and present Proceedings 
of the Army by Principles of Reason and 
Religion, he hath condemned himselfe of 
Iniquity and Yoriablouosse in the higliost 
degree untill ha shall explains himself in pub¬ 
licise.’ In a postscript, (p. 8) Nothersolu 
avowed himself tho author or the earlier 

S blots issued under the signature P. D. 

win retorted in 1 Thu Unrighteous 
Judge,’ 25 Jau, 1018-9 Tsoe Goodwin, 
John]. 


I In 1663 Nethersole, alter protracted liti¬ 
gation, dually compounded for Ms estates. 
About the some time he built and endowed, 
m accordance with his wife’s desire, a free 
bohool at Polesworth, and he endowed the 
, benefice. Ho died at Polesworth m August 
1069. An inscribed stone in his memory 
J was placed in the church in 1869. Nother- 
sole married Lucy, daughter and heiress of 
Sir Ilenry Goodere of Warwickshire. She 
died on 9 July 1662, aged 68, and waB buried 
in Polesworth Ohnrch. He had no children, 
and left Ms estates to his nephew, John Marsh, 
son of Ms sister Ann by Thomas Marsh of 
Branched. 

NethorsoIo'B classical learning is welldis- 
layed in his political pamphlets. Vorseb 

S him are prefixed to Giles Fletcher’s 
hrist’B Victory,’ 1032. Some letters from 
him to Honry Oxenden, dated in 1662 and 
1664, are among Brit. Mus. Addit. MSB. 
28001-28003, His despatches as secretary 
to the electresfl are summarised in Mrs. 
Green’s ‘ Life of the Princess Elizaboth.’ 

[Dole's Athemn Cantab, in Brit. Mus. Addit. 
MS. 5877, f. 13 ; Hun tar’s Ohorus Vatam in 
Brit. Mus. Addit. MS, 21192, f. 117 j Hastad’s 
Kent, lii. 712-13; Berr/s ICont Ocnoalogiiw, 
p. 104; Gardiner's Hist, of England, Stratford 
Papers, i. 177, 243; CM. State Papors, Dom. 
1619-38; Dvigdulo’s Warwickshire, li. 1116; 
Green’s Lives of tho Prineotsos of England, v. 
300 bcq.; information kindly bent by tho vicar 
of Polesworth.] S. L, 

NETTER or Walden, THOMAS (d, 
1430), Carmelite, wus horn at Saffron Wal¬ 
den, itBsex, whence he is often oalled Wal¬ 
den or Waldonsis. His parents’names wove 
John and Matilda (Doairinnle PideiEcalexicc, 
iii. 272). Shirley suggested that the dote of 
Not tor’s birth was about 1880, and Blan- 
ciotU 1377. Tho known facts of Nettops life 
moke it probable that the true date waB a 
little earlier. Noltor entered the Carmelite 
order at London, and was then sent to study 
at Oxford. Ho says himself that he was a 

f iupil of the Franciscan William Woodford 
q. r.], whom wo know to have boon lectur¬ 
ing at Oxford in 1389-90 (id. ii. 810; Orry 
1'riars at Oxford, p. 247, Oxford Hist, Hoc.) 
It is therefore probable that Noltor was a 
student at Oxford during theso years; he 
eventually graduated as a doctor of divinity, 
and acquired a high reputation by Ms public 
disputations. lie was ordained acolyte by 
John, bishop of Glasgow, on 19 Hnpt. 1894, 
anil subili'ueon by Robert do Hraybroko, 
bishop of Luuilon, on 6 June 1305. Bale 
desorihos him as ‘ most learned in the Holy 
Scriptures, imdwell instructed in Aristotelian 
philosophy’ ( (Carl MS. 3838, f, 203 5). ni- 
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abilities soon attracted attention and won 
him the patronage of Stephen Patringlan 
[q, v.], then provincial prior of the Car¬ 
melites. In 1409 he attended the council of 
Pisa, where he is said to have been a strenuous 

3 liter of the rights of the council ; Bale 
s of him as replying to the arguments 
of Peter de Condia, afterwards Pope Alex¬ 
ander V (il>. f. 36). 

On his return to England Netter took a 
prominent part in the prosecution of tho 
AViclifites. According to Thevot ( Pourtraits 
et Vies, pp. 164-7), he was at this time 
appointed inquisitor in England. He was 
present in 1410 at the first trial of William 
Tailor before Archbishop Arundel at St. 
Paul’s ( Doct. Fidei, ii. 83-4, 886-7). Natter 
had eugaged in a controversy at Oxford 
with Peter Payne [q. v.l who, he says, 
withdiew before they had come to clnsu 
quarters (ib. i. 7-8), and also, it is said, with 
John Luck, an Oxford doctor, who had been 
a great friend of his, but who in 1412 was 
accused of heresy. On 26 Sept. 1413 lie 
was present at the examination of Sir John 
Oldcastle [q. v.] before Archbishop Arundel 
Qfoxn, Acts and Mmwnmts, iii. 829, 332; 
Fasciculi Zixaniorum, p. 448; Sect. Fidei, i. 
21). Shortly after the accession of Ilonry V, 
Netter is said to have preached a sermon 
against the lollards at Paul’s Cross, in which 
he openly reproved the king for his slackness, 
neury, probably through the influence of 
Patrington, chos'eNett er for his confessor, and 
hie championship of orthodoxy wns perhaps 
strengthened by Natter’s advice. On the pro¬ 
motion of Patrington to the bishopric of St. 
David’s in 1414 Netter whs elected twenty- 
third provincial prior of the English Car¬ 
melites in a council held at Yarmouth (Marl, 
MS. 8838, f 86). 

_ Next year he was sent as ono of the Eng¬ 
lish representatives to the council of Con¬ 
stance (H. vost nun IIabot, Concilium Con- 
stantieme, i. 601), hut liis name doos not 
occur among the royal envoys mentioned 
in Rymer’s ‘ Feeders, vol. ix,, and from the 
slight reference to him in You dor Heidi's 
collection it does not appear that lie cau 
have played a very prominent part in the 
deliberations. Moreover he was in England 
in 1416, when he was present at the jubilee 
of Robert Mascall [q. v.J at Ludlow. Aft or 
the close of the council on 11 May 1410 
Netter was sent by Henry on a mission to 
Wladislaw, king of Poland, and Michael, the 
grand master of the Teutonic knights, in 
order to support the Emperor Sigismund iu 
arranging terms of peace between them, and 
to prevent the failure of tho papal army 
against the Hussites (4 4th llep. Deputy 


Keeper 11 / Public (Records , p. HI 1; Vii,t,ihbs 
nu Saint-Etiiinnh, Jlibl. Carm. ii, 833; Doct. 
Fidei, ii. 798-9). lie was at Grudentz on 
19 July 1419, when an agreement was made 
between the Teut oiuc knight s andWladislaw 
(Doaim., Codex Diplamalicus Jlegni Polenta, 
iv. 104). There is, however, no record of the 
I mission in the ‘ Foudera.’ During this mis- 
l sion Netter is said to have introduced the 
Carmelite order into tho east of Europe, and 
1 0 have couvort ed to the catliolio faith Yitovt, 
duke of Lithuania, from which circumstance 
he has been styled the Aposllo of Lithuania. 
Vitovl is said to have secured liis coronation 
as king through Nutter’s influence with llie 
emperor and pope; as a matter of fuel,how¬ 
ever, Vilovt was not convortod to the ca¬ 
tholic faith; neither was he crowned king, 
Imi. died of chagrin on 27 Got, 1130 (Li> 
lhwhl, Misloire de la Lithuania, pp. L68-6; 
Haihaud, History of Russia, i. 182-8; Mou- 
mx, Poland, pp. 58-4); and, moreover, tho 
Bolieme for liis coronation was not on foot 
until 1429. 

Netter was probably back in England by 
Michaelmas 1420, when payment of 1ub ex¬ 
penses is recorded in tho Pull Bulls (Tyler, 
Memorials of Henry V, ii. 66, note ij). On 
1 April 1421 he was present at an nssombly 
of his order at Norwich (Hurl. MS. 1810, 
f. 197 J). O 11 80 March 1422 101 was paid 
to him as the king’s confessor for his oxponBDS 
(Proa, Pricy Council, it. 331). Netter was 
with Henry at tho time of his death, and the 
king is Baid to have died iu hie arms. lie 
preached his fimeial sermon at Westminstei 
on 6 Nov. The remainder of Notter’s life 
seems to have boon oceupiod with tho com¬ 
pilation of his ‘ Doolrinnlo Fidei EooIi'bub,’ 
In 1426 he interfered against the Carmelite 
fauaticThomas Bradly or Scrape. On 12 Sept. 
1428 he was present at tho trial of Ilia lollard 
William White at Norwich (Fasciculi Zina- 
nioriim, p. 417). Nofctor was confessor to the 
young king Henry VI, and in l his capacity was 
paid 4Of, for the expenses of his journey to 
Franco on 26 Fob. 1480 (Proc. Privy Council, 
iv. 30). Ho wont over with tlio king in April, 
and apparently acoompaniod him to ltouon, 
whore he died on 2 Nov., and was buried in 
the church of the OarmolitOB in that city. 

Netter was a man of great and varied 
learning, and enjoyod after his dcuth, if not 
iu his lifetime, the reputation of being ono of 
the chief doctors of his ordor. It was above 
all os a defender of tho catholic faith against 
the doctrines of Wiclif and lluss that he 
was pre-eminent, and his skill in this direc¬ 
tion earned him the title of 1 Princeps enn- 
troversistaruni.’ Henry Kaltoisou cited his 
authority at the council at Basle (Lauhr, 
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Concilia, xii. 1253 E, 1254 A, &c,), and 
Laurence Burell, wlio styles Lina ‘doctor 
autenticus,’ Las some lines on him (XTarl. 
MS. 1819, f. 86 &), which commence: 

Hie prior Anglos erat, per quern proviuoia gesta 
set, 

Atque Adas per quem Candida nostra manet; 
Hie truncos liasresum mvasitmpidissimns ignis; 

Concilium t ostia Basilienbo tint. 

Netter is said to havo refused repeated 
offers of bisLoprics, that be might devote 
himself to the service of Lis order. The in¬ 
stitution of Carmelite nuns in England is 
ascribed to Lim. By Trithemius and others 
he is reckoned among tLo saints of Lis order, 
tliougL he was never formally canonised. 
Leland says that he gave many books to the 
Carmelite library in London, which thus 
bocame of great value; one of the volumes 
thus presented by Nettor, a commentary on 
the Psalms, is now MS. 68 at Trinity College, 
Oxford. The frontispiece to the first volume 
of the ‘Doctrinale Fidoi ’ in Blanciotti’s edi¬ 
tion is a portrait of Netter ‘ex porvetusta 
tabula Carmcli.mii,joris Neapolis.’ Thevet, in 
his'Pourtraits et Vies,' &c., leaves the place 
for the port rail, blank. 

Natter’s chief work was the ‘Doctrinale 
FideiEccleMie Ootholicm contra Wiclovistns 
et Ilussitas.’ This traatise ns now extant is 
arranged in three parts or volumes; the first 
comprises lour books, viz.: (1) ‘ lie Capite 
Ecclesi® Jesu Christo(2) ‘Be Corpora 
Christi quod oat Eccleaia;’ (8) ‘Do rcligiosis 
perfeclis in lege Ohristi; ’ (4) ‘ Quomouo re- 
ligiosi in Ecclesia Dei possunt lieite exigaro 
victim suum.’ The eocondvolume, ‘ Do Sncra- 
mentis, 1 and the third, ‘Do Sacramentalibus,' 
treat of horosiuB affecting the sacraments and 
kindred matters. The first two volumes wore 
presented to Martin V in 1426 by John Ta- 
cesphalus or Tytleshall, an Oxford Oarmolito, 
hut Netter himself says that he commenced it 
at the wish of Iieury V, and ho was dearly 
writing it as early as 1421. The last volume 
was presented to Martin V by John Kuning- 
hale[q,v.]ini427. Netter, in his letter to the 

B Voci. ffldei, iii. 1), promisos to treat in a 
_ volume ‘ do jejuniis, do indulgentiis, 
de juribus ot immuiiitatibus eoclosiastiois, do 
fide quoque et hmrusibus et roliquis multis.’ 
This fourth volume, if ever completed, docs 
not now appear to he oxlont; and Thomas 
Gascoigne [cp v.J dosoiibos the work asit now 
oxisls {Loci e Zibro Veritaium, p. 2). Jodo- 
ous Badius Asoensius printed tho'DeSacro- 
mentis’ at Paris in 1621, and the ‘ Saera- 
mentalia ’ in 1628, hut did not produce the 
first volume till 1632, when he obtained a 
copy of it from Ghaut. The two later volumes 


were printed at Salamanca in 1668-7, and all 
three at Venice in 1671. Of this last edition 
some copies bear the imprint' apud Vincen- 
tium Valagrisium,’ others ‘ apud Jordanum 
Zilettum,’ but the text is identical; tbe last 
edition is that ofPbre Blanciotti, VenicB, 
1767; all the editions are in folio. Blan¬ 
ciotti used for his edition a manuscript in 
tho Vatican (984), which datos from 1431, 
but which has been wrongly supposed to be 
Netter’s autograph, together with o manu¬ 
script of little later date, then preserved at 
Ferrara Other manuscripts are ‘Biblio- 
thbque Nationale,’ 8877,8678,3679, compris¬ 
ing the complete work; Merton Collego, 317 
(books iii. and iv.); Magdalon College, Ox¬ 
ford, 168 and 167 (tbe first two volumes); 
Merton College, 319; and Lincoln College, 
106 (‘ De Siiorumeutis ’); Bodleian MSS. 2486, 
2437 (the lust two volumes); Cambridge Univ. 
Lib. Dd. 16,17 (the first two volumes); and 
Reg. MS. 8 Q-. x in lbs British Museum (books 
i. and ii. of the ‘ Doctrinale ’). 

Next in importance to tho ‘Doctrinale 
Eidoi’ comes the 1 Eusciouli Zizaniorum, 
Johannis Wyclif.’ This work consists of a 
collection of documents and other materials 
which furnish U6 with our only contemporary 
account of the rise of the lollards. Till the 
death of Wiclif the documents are ‘ con¬ 
nected by a narrative which, though broken 
and inconsecutive, is evidently authentic and 
of groat valuo.’ But from this point to tho 
dose of the book in 1428 Ike original papers 
are given without comment or connection 
(SniKitUX, p, x). The ascription of the col¬ 
lection to Netter is not free from doubt; 
the notices of the councils of Pisa and 
Constance, and tho close of the collection 
with the examination of William White in 
Septomber 1428, at which Netter was pre¬ 
sent, favour the idea. On the other hand, 
the muTutive portion of the earlior part ap¬ 
pears to he the work of a contemporary, and 
can therefore hardly be Netler’s. Shirley 
concludes that the volume waB collected 
after Netter’s death from papers found in his 
possession, and that the basis of tho collec¬ 
tion was a fragment of a hisiory of the lol¬ 
lards written by an earlier hand—perhaps 
by Stephen Patriugtou It is, however, to 
ho noticed that in the ‘Doctrinale Fidoi 1 
(i. 886) Netter speaks of ‘ Suadelte Wicliffi 
qiias congrogat in unum Zizimiorum Fas- 
clculinn oomburondum.’ Blanciotti (ad loo.) 
seems to think that the compilation was 
the work of William Woodford. Whotkor 
Patringion’s or Woodford’s, the collection is 
oxlvomoly likely to hove come into Netter’s 
hands, and to havo been continued by him. 
The collection is now contained in Bodleian 
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MS. E. Mus. 80, This manuscript in its ori¬ 
ginal form contained seven portions, of which 
the first two were edited by the late W, W. 
Shirley for the Bolls Series in 1858. A list 
of the pieces contained in the remainder is 
given by Shirley, pp, lxxii-v; a considerable 
portion consists of notes on the council of 
Constance, which closely follow the acts 
printed by Mansi. In the 1 Couclusiones Wyc- 
cliff ter damnatte,’ f. 110 b, four are added, 
which are expressly stated to have been drawn 
up bv Netter. 

Of Netter's other writings scarcely any 
seem to have survived. A short tract en¬ 
titled ‘ Bationes et Motiva et Beprobationes 
48 articulorum Wiclefi et sectatons Johannis 
Hus’ is printed in Blaneiotti’s edition of the 
‘DoctrinaleEidei,’ iii. 1029 seq. j this treatise 
is preserved in Bodleian MS. 2714, 0.0. f. 1., 
Magdalen College, Oxford, 4. f. 270, and in 
a manuscript which was in the library of the 
Lateran Canons at Padua (Oudin, Script. 
Seal. iii. 2217). Bale and Villiers de Saint- 
Etieune give a list of over forty other works, 
some of which are perhaps really portions of 
the ' Doetrinale.’ The list includes com¬ 
mentaries on various books of scripture and 
on a number of Aristotle’s works; there are 
also the usual determinations, qusestiones, 
sermons and commentary on the sentences 
of Peter Lombard. Among Netter’s corre¬ 
spondents were John Luck, Thomas llud- 
borne [q. v.], and Conrad Tremonius, a Ger¬ 
man Carmelite, who had been with him in 
Poland (Doom, u.s.) and accompanied him 
to England. Bale gives the first words of 
most of the treatises which he specifies, but 
none of Netter’s minor works would soem to 
have survived, unless the' Introduct ioues Nu- 
turalium ’ asoribed to him is identical with 
the tractinBodli>iauMS.2693,f. 160, or with 
the 1 Notabilia bona et utilia de terris ua- 
turalibus ’ in Corpus Christi Collego, Oxford, 
MS. 116, ff. 18-38. The tract ‘De divinations 
ad principes’ is mentioned by Netter in a 
letter to Budborne (Tanner). The editors 
of the Venice edition of 1671 stalo that they 
had not met with any of Netter’s minor works, 

‘ though some at Venice say that they have 
seen his treatise “ De Volitate Catholica.” ’ 

_ [Moat of our knowledge of Netter’s life is de¬ 
rived from incidental statements in the Doctri¬ 
nale Fidel Ecdosite, here quoted from Blanciotti’s 
edition. There are a few references in the Pro¬ 
ceedings of the Privy Council, where ho is, 
strangely, called ‘ John’"Walden. Thomas Gas¬ 
coigne has somo references to him in his Theo¬ 
logical Dictionary (see Loci e Libro Veritatura, 
ed. Sogers, pp, 2,11,188). Other information is 
to ho found in Lehuid’a Comment, in Script. Bril, 
pp. 488-40; Bale’s Belindas in Harieian MtiS. 


1810 ff. 60 6,117«, 197 6,190Mnd 3838 ff. 36-7 
94-96,203-4, audhis Centuries, vii. 83 ; Tanner's 
Bibl. Brit.-Uib. pp. 746-8; Villiers de Saint- 
Etienne’s Bibl. Carmehtana, ii. 821-6, 833-42; 
Thevot’s Pourtraits otVios des Hommr s Illuetres 
ed. 1684, pp 154-7 ; Shirley’s Preface to the 
Fasciculi Zizaniorum, pp. lxx-lxxvui. Lives are 
prefixed to the two Venice editions of the Doetri. 
nalo; that given by Blanciotti, i. ix-xvii,, is the 
most complete account of Netter that has been 
published.] C. L. K. 

NETTERVILLE, Sir JOHN, second 
Viscount Neiturvili.b of Dowth (a. 1669), 
was the eldest son of Nicholas, first viscount 
(d. 1G5-1), hy hiB first wife, Eloanor Bathe, 
He was early known as a champion of tho 
Irish catholics, and was one of those rocusants 
who on 16 Nov. 1632 petitioned Lord-deputy 
Wentworth to refrain from rigorously en¬ 
forcing the Act of 2 Eli}:, against them (Hist, 
MSS. Comm. 12th Bep. App. x. pt. i.) In 
1623 ho had married Lady Elizabeth Weston, 
daughter of tho Lord-treasuror Portland, and 
this gave Ms family a protector at court. 

At tho outbreak of tho Irish rebellion, 
23 Oct. 1G11, Sir John Nett orville had been 
for some time in command of a half-stand¬ 
ing company of uinety-suvon men, with 
which he joined Lord Mooro alDroghodaon 
tho 20th. He gavo Mooro rather more 
trouble than help, and it was believed that 
he attempted to excite the catholic towns¬ 
men against the garrison, and thus to malto 
tho town an easy prey to tho Irish army, 
Detected, or at least distrusted, ho withdrew 
to Ms own house in the neighbourhood, 
About llie end of Novembor, according to 
Dean Nicholas Bernard [q. y.], his father, 
Lord Netterville, boasted that he would take 
Drogheda in a day or two, and rofused to lot 
castaway English protestants enter the town, 
On 6 Eel). 1042 tho House of Commons on- 
dored the Irish government to remove Sir 
John Notlorvillo from Ms command, os well 
as nil who refused to toko the oalhs of 
allegiance and supremacy, Olanricardo only 
excepted (Cal. of Clarendon State Palters, 
vol. i.) Lord Netterville was alroody in 
arms against the government, while profess¬ 
ing loyalty to the king, and his oldest son 
trimmed between the English and Irish 
parties. But no country house was tenablo 
under the circumstances and no neutrality 
possible; and Sir John took advantage ot 
Ormonde’s approach for tho relief of Dro¬ 
gheda to make a Bkow of standing well willi 
the king if not with the puritan lords-jus- 
tices. He accordingly went to tho camp at 
Garrislown, whouce Ormonde sent him to 
Dublin, on 12 March 1641-2, and on Ms ar¬ 
rival he was shut up in tho castle. ITo com- 
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plained that lio had been induced to surren¬ 
der only by tlis king's proclamation oi' 1 Jan., 
that hB "was the fourth or fifth person so to 
give himself up; and that no more than. 
Fourteen or fifteen in all had done so (Lobse). 
The Dublin lawyers held that thero was 
proof of treason, out that a Heath jury was 
hopeless, and the chancellor. Sir Richard 
Bolton [q.Y.], said ‘the sheriff must make 
return that there are none in the same 
county, then in the nest county, and so the 
next to the King’s bench, till they can find 
a complete jury ’ ( Confederation and War, 
ii. 186). A copy of his indictment, although 
at first denied him, was soon granted him 
(ib. p. 193; Letters in Came, No. 122). 
Netterville put in various dilatory pleas, but 
on S Feb. 1612-3 he was at last arraigned in 
the king's bench. The trial was not pro¬ 
ceeded with in consequence of petitions from 
himself and his fellow-prisoners which were 
forwarded by Ormonde both to the king and 
to the House of Commons (ib. No. 188). 
Netterville was released in April, and justi¬ 
fied his imprisonment by at once joining 
Preston’s Leinster army. His brother Luka 
and another brother, who was a jesuit, had 
already been the subject of an acrimonious 
controversy between the Ilousa of Commons 
and Charles; the kin g being accused of grant¬ 
ing safe-conducts to papists returning to Ire¬ 
land in defiance of a parliamentary embargo 
(RvaKWowm, iv. 503-16). 

His father took tha oath of association of 
the confederate catholics on 26 July 1614 
(Walbe, App. p. 31), and was one of three 
commissioners sent by tho catholic con¬ 
federation in October 1615 to attend Rinuc- 
cini through Cork, Limerick, and Tipperary 
to Kilkenny. He subscribed the oath of 
January 1617 which bound him. to maintain 
that the church of Homo should he restored 
to theposit ion which itheld undor Ilenry VII 
{Embassy in Ireland, p. 90,* Hibernia Domi- 
nicana, p. 95), but took on active part against 
the nuncio in 1648 (Waebh, App, pp. 33, 87), 
aud afterwards adhered to tho party of Or¬ 
monde and Olnnricarde. In 1650 Sir John 
was still in tho field, but with scarcely half 
a dozen horse in Ms troop (Confederation awl 
War, ii. 871). By the Cromwellian act of 
settlement, 12 Aug. 1052, Lord Netterville 
and his oldest son wore exceptod from pardon 
for life and ostate, but seom not to have been 
personally molested. Netterville retired to 
England, whore Ms wifo, as an English¬ 
woman, was allowed in 1053 to enjoy part, 
of the routs of the estate. On liis father’s , 
death in 1661 he inherited the peerage, but 
died in London in September 1650. Tie was 
buried in tho church of St. Qiles's-in-tha- i 


Fields by the side of his wife, who liad died 
in 1656. Of Nettervillo’s seven brothers, 
Luke, Patrick, Richard, and Thomas were 
engaged in the Irish rebellion, while Chris¬ 
topher and Nicholas were jesuits. His son 
Nicholas succeeded him as third viscount, 
and he had several other children. 

[Lodge's Peerage of Ireland, ed. Arohdall, 
vol. iv.; Strafford Letters, vol. i.; PeterWalah'b 
Hist, of the Remonstrance, 1674; Contemporary 
Hist, of Affairs and Confederation and War in 
Ireland, ed. Gilbert; Carte’s Ormonde; He Bur- 
go’s Ilibernia Dominicans, Supplement, 1772; 
and the other authorities cited.] E. B-o. 

NETTERVILLE or NUTREVILLA, 
LUCAS be (d. 1227), archbishop of Armagh, 
member of an Anglo-Norman family in Ire¬ 
land, was appointed archdeacon of Armagh 
aboutl207. The diocesan chapter of Armagh 
in 1216 chose Netterville os archbishop of 
that primatial see, then vacant; but their 
act was annulled on the ground that the 
assont of the crown of England had not 
previously been obtained, After a money 
composition, a new election waB hold, under 
royal authority, and Netterville was ap¬ 
pointed to tho archbishopric. On 6 July 
1218 the king wrote to tke pope saying ho 
hail given his absent to Nettcrville’s election, 
and asking for papal confirmation. Tho pal¬ 
lium was sent to him from Rome, and ho re¬ 
ceived consecration from Stephen Long!on. 
Netterville, after hia return to Ireland in 
1224, commenced the erection of an establish¬ 
ment near Drogheda for members of tho 
Dominican order. An instrument oxccuted 
by Netterville as archbishop of Armagh and 
primate of all Ireland, together with Ms 
attestations os witness, previous (o his ad¬ 
vancement to the prelacy, will be found in 
the register books of the Dublin abbeys of 
St. Mary and St. Thomas. Netterville died 
on 17 April 1227, aud was buriod, it is said, 
at Drogheda. 

[Sweelmau’s Gal. of Doeumonta, passim; 
Ware, De Prajsnlibus Hibernia, I860; WorkB by 
W. Harris, 1789; Histoiro MoniiM.iquudTrln.ndo, 
1090; De Burgo’s Hibernia Dominionmi, 1702; 
Gilbert’s Ohartulariob of 8t. Mary's Abbey, anil 
Register of Abbey of St, Thomas, Dublin, Rolls 
Ser, 1884-1886.] J. T. G. 

NETTERVILLE, RICHARD [1516 P- 
1007), Irish lawyer, born about 1646, was 
tho second son of Lucas Netterville of 
Dowth, co. Meath, second justice of tke 
court of Mug’s bench, and lue wife Marga¬ 
ret, daughter of Sir Thomas Luttroll, of 
Luttrollston, co, Dublin. Willi two othors 
he was sent in 1676 by tho lords of the 
Palo, adjoining Dublin, on a mission 1 o Queen 
Elizabeth to seok redress from a burden irn- 
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posed by Sir Henry Sidney, lord-deputy of 
Ireland, who in a letter to the queen on the 
occasion of his deputation, gave the follow¬ 
ing account of Netterville: ‘ Netterville is 
the younger sonne of a means Family and 
second Justice of one of the Benches borne to 
nothings and yet onelye by your Majestyes 
Bountye lyveth in belter countenaunce than 
ever his father did or his elder brother dothe: 
and notwithstanding e that all he hath he 
holdeth of your Highues in Effects yet is 
he (your sacred Majestye not offended with 
so bad a Terms as his Lew-dues deserveth) 
as sedicious a Varlett and as great an Im- 
pugner of English Governement as any this 
Land beorethe and colls for severe dealing 
with.’ He and his companions were, as a 
result of the lord-deputy’s letter, arrested 
and imprisoned for impugning the queen’s 
right to levy eess independently of the par¬ 
liament or grand council, but, on giving secu¬ 
rity, were released in August 1577, on ac¬ 
count of the plugue in the Fleet Prison, and 
before the close of the year they were par¬ 
doned. The cess, the abolition of which was 
the object of Netterville’s mission, was re¬ 
duced in amount. 

In 1585 he was returned to parliament as 
M.P. for Dublin county. He died on 6 Sept. 
1607, and was buried at Donabate, co. 
Dublin. 

lie was married to Alison, daughter of 
Sir John Pluriket of Dunsaghly, chief justice 
of the queen’s bench for Ireland, but had no 
issue. His hem, Nicholas, son of his elder 
brother John, was father of Sir John Netter¬ 
ville, second viscount Netterville [q. v.] 

[Lodge's Peerage, ed. Archdall, iv. 204-6; 
Oliver Burke’s Lives of the Lord Chancellors of 
Ireland.] P L. N, 

NETTLES, STEPHEN (, fl . 1644), con¬ 
troversialist, a native of Shropshire, was ad¬ 
mitted pensioner of Queens’ Colloge, Cam¬ 
bridge, on 26 June 1695, graduated B. A. in 
1698-9, was elected fellow on 11 Oct. 1590, 
proceeded M.A. in 1602 (incorporated at Ox¬ 
ford on 18 July 1624), and commenced B.D. 
as a member of Corpus Christi College, 
Cambridge, in 1011 (Foster, Alumni Oxon. 
1600-1714, iii. 1066). In 1610 he became 
rector of Lexden, on 24 March 1617 vioor of 
Great Tey, which he resigned before 27 Jan, 
1637-8, and in 1628 vicar of Steeple, all in 
Essex. He rendered himself obnoxious to 
the puritan party by writing a very learned 
and smart ‘Answer to the Jewish Part of 
Mr. Selden’s History of Tithes,’ 4to, Oxford, 
1026, and was ejected from his rectory on 
10 Aug. 1644 by force of arms. Two of his 
sons were educated at Colchester grammar 
school. 


[Wood’s Fasti Oxon. (Bliss), 1 . 416, Waller's 
Sufiormgs of the Clergy; Trans, of Essex Archseu- 
log. Soc. new ser. vol. iv. pt. ii. p. 20 of Appen¬ 
dix.] Q-. a. 

NETTLESHIP, HENRY (1889-1898), 
Latin scholar, bom on 6 May 1839 at Fet¬ 
tering, Northamptonshire, was the eldest 
of the six sons or Henry John Nettleship, 
solicitor, of Kettering, by bis marriage with 
Isabella Ann, daughter of the Rev. James 
Hogg of the same town. After attending 
a preparatory school (Mr. Darnell’s) at Mar¬ 
ket Harborough, Nettleship was Bent in 1849 
to the newly founded Lancing College, and 
thence, in 1852, to Durham School, at that 
time under the rule of Edward Elder [q.v.], 
a man for whose character and attainments 
Nettleship always retained a fooling of the 
utmost admiration. On Elder’s removal 
to Charterhouse Nettleship followed him 
thither in 1854, and became a ‘ gown-boy’ 
by winning an open foundation scholarship 
in 1855. Among his Chart erhouso friends 
and contemporaries was Professor It. 0. Jobh 
of Cambridge. His election in April 1857 to 
an open scholarship at Corpus Christi Col¬ 
lege—the college of which John Conington 
[q.v.l, as Latin professor, was 11 fellow— 
was His first step 111 a distinguished Oxford 
career. He carried off tho Her! ford scholar¬ 
ship and the Gaisford prize for Greek prose 
in 1859; and, though he only adiievod 0 
‘second’ in literal humanioree, he won in 
the same year (1801) one of tho two Craven 
scholarships (the other being taken by R. S., 
now Mr. Justice, Wright) and a follow- 
ship at Lincoln College, where ho was ad¬ 
mitted as probationer on 20 Jan. 1802. In 
1803 he won the chancellor’s prizo for a 
Latin essay, on a most forbidding subjool, 
the civil war in America. lie served for 
some years as tutor of Lincoln College, but 
resignod this office in 1868 to becomo an as¬ 
sistant-master at Harrow, under Dr. H. M. 
Butler. In 1870 he married Matilda, daugh¬ 
ter of the Rev. T. H. Steel, another Harrow 
master. A man with Nottle.ship’a intellec¬ 
tual aims and interests could hardly feel 
himself quite at home in a public school, 
though he was certainly much valued by 
his Harrow pupils and colleagues; it was 
therefore a welcome relief to him when he 
found himself in 1878 invited to return to 
Oxford as fellow of his original college, 
Corpus, and joint classical lecturer at Cor¬ 
pus and Christ Church. In 1878 he was 
elected to the Corpus professorship of Latin 
at Oxford, in succession to Professor Edwin 
Palmer; and he held the office with great 
success and distinction for fifteen years 
Nettleship died at Oxford on 10 July 1893. 
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Though he never played a very prominent 
part in active univeisity politics, Nettleship 
\rns one of the small band of academic re¬ 
formers who thought that a university should 
he organised with a view to learning and 
research as well as with a view to education. 
Iti taking this line, Nettleship was to some 
extent influenced by Mark Pattison [q. v.], 
to whom he owed much, and of whom he 
always spoke in terms of high regard. It 
iros probably in consequence of Pattison’s 
advice that Nettleship determined to see for 
himself what a German university was like 
in its actual working. Armed with an in¬ 
troduction from Pattison to Professor E. 
Hubner, Nettleship, at the age of twenty-six, 
proceeded in 1866 to Berlin, matriculating 
there in the regular way, and attending lec¬ 
tures ae an ordinary student during the 
whole of a summer semester. The impres¬ 
sion he thus formed of German learning and 
inodes of study is recorded in his sketch 
(reprinted in liie 'Lectures and Essays *) of 
one of the most striking figures in the Ber¬ 
lin professoriate of that day, Moritz Haupt. 
Nettleship already possessed scholarship, in 
the English sonse of the term, in abundance; 
but Haupt made him aware of the fact that 
this was no more than a good beginning, 
and that a larger and more critical view of 
ancient literature was requisite to mako a 
philologist. Nettlesliip’s Oxford teacher, 
Ooninglon, who had done much towards re¬ 
viving the study of Latin in the univer¬ 
sity, was a scholar of a very peculiar type, 
riving his mind almost exclusively to some 
few of the ' best authors; ’ in his later years, 
too, he lapsed into translation, and electod 
to address the general public ratkor than the 
world of learning. Nettleship took a very 
different course: he eschewed translation, 
and saw that, to rend an ancient author with 
understanding, one must know a great deal 
more than what is contained in the pages of 
his hook. This larger conception of know¬ 
ledge is visible in his first published work, 
Ms completion of Conington’s Vergil (1871), 
to which he prefixed an important introduc¬ 
tion on tho ancient critics and commenta¬ 
tors on Vergil, and again in his ‘ Suggestions 
introductory to the Study of the jiEneid ’ 
(1876), and ‘Ancient Lives of Vergil’ 
(1879). In 1877 he was diverted from these 
studies hy an invitation to prepare for the 
Clarendon Press a new Latin dictionary; 
and his own idea was, not to revise and 
improve some existing dictionary, as his 
predecessors had been content to do, but 
to produce an entirely new work by a fresh 
reading of the ancient texts and authorities. 
The scheme was not so chimerical as it 


might seem, since there was reason to think 
that collaborators would bo forthcoming to 
aid in the work. Failing to obtain such 
collaboration, however, Nettleship worked 
on singlehanded for several years before he 
finally relinquished the task as too great for 
any one man. The main results of these 
years of labour were printed in 1889 in a 
volume of ‘ Contributions to Latin Lexico¬ 
graphy.’ which the most competent living 
critic (Professor J. E. Pi. Mayor) has cha- 
ractari8ed as a ‘ genuine piece of original 
work, necessary to all serious students 
of the Latin language; ’ its importance was 
fully recognised abroad also. In the midst 
of these severs and very technical studies 
Nettleship never lost his hold on literature, 
and he had long meditated a history of Bo- 
man literature. From a sense of duty, how¬ 
ever, he felt hound to accede to a request 
from the delegates of the Oxford press to 
complete the Nonius which his friend and 
pupil, J. H. Onions of Christ Ohuroh, had 
undertaken, and hy Ms unlimoly death 
in 1889, left unfinished. Though a work of 
perilous difficulty, it was one for which 
Nettleship possessed unique qualifications; 
and he was devoling himself to it with his 
wonted thoroughness at the moment when 
Mb fatal illness overtook him. 

Nettleship combined with Ms devotion to 
scholarship a fine sense for language and 
literary form. ‘He was willing to plunge 
deep into laborious and abBtruse detail, hut 
he kept throughout a clear sense of tho 
ultimate meaning of it all. The deification 
of detail, the favourite fault of Kloinphilo- 
logie, was his abhorrence. His researches 
into Latin glossaries, into Verrius Flaccus, 
Nonius, and the rest, were carried through 
with the distinct consciousness that the re¬ 
sults would illustrate the whole vocabulary 
of Latin, as well as the efforts made by the 
Latins tliemsolves to study their own lan¬ 
guage’ (E. Haverfield, Clast, lien.) And 
he never forgot that the final end of all 
lexicography is to throw light on literature 
and history. 

Nettleship was at all times a great reader 
of modern literature, but his real passion 
was for music. Even os a schoolboy he was 
‘ bent on studying it soriously ’ (R, 0. Jebb); 
his desire to understand the theory and 
methods of the great German school of com- 

E osers increased os he grew older; and in 
is later .years the works of J. S. Baoh were 
always in his hands, and the object of 
strenuous and systematic study. Throughout 
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life he was firml; 
impediments to 


osed to tests and other 
om of thought and in- 


qimy in matters of religion; at the same 
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time there was a serious religious vein in 
his nature, and he had no sympathy with 
the coarser forms of theological liberalism. 

Nettleship was the author of many 
articles and reviews for the ‘Academy,’ 
‘Journal of Philology,’ and 1 Classical De- 
view,’ and there are some few papers of his 
in American and German classicalperiodicals. 
He superintended edition after edition of 
Oonington’s ‘ Vergil ’ and ‘Persius,’ bringing 
them up to date, and incorporating valuable 
additions of his own. He edited for the 
Clarendon Press the ‘ Essays of Mark Patti- 
son ’ (1889), and the second edition of Patti- 
sonV Onsaubon’ (1892). In conjunction with 
Dr. J. E. Sandys, he revised and edited the 
English translation of Seyffert’s ‘ Dictionary 
of Classical Antiquities,' London, 1891; he 
was one of the writers in the third edition 
of Smith’s ‘Dictionary of Greek and Homan 
Antiquities,’ and contributed a critically 
edited text of Vergil to the Cambridge Corpus 
Poetarum.’ An essay by him on ‘ The present 
Relations between Classical Research and 
Classical Education in England’ appeared 
in the ‘ Essays on the Endowment of Re¬ 
search,’ edited by Dr. Appleton, London, 
1876; and he also drew up the memoir pre¬ 
fixed to the volume of the Rev. T. H. Steel’s 
‘Sermons,’ London, 1882, and the life of 
Conington in this dictionary (vol. xii.) The 
following writings of his were published in 
a separate form: ‘ Suggestions introductory 
to a Study of the ASneid,’ Oxford, 1876; 
‘The Roman Satura,’ Oxford, 1878; ‘An¬ 
cient Lives of Vergil, with an Essay on the 
Poems of Vergil in. connection with hie Life 
and Times,’Oxford, 1879; ‘Vergil’ in the 
series of ‘ Classical Writers ’ edited by J, R, 
Green, London, 1879; ‘Moritz Haupt: a 
Public Lecture,’Oxford, 1879; ‘Lectures and 
Essays on Subjects connected with Latin 
Literature and Scholarship,’ Oxford, 1886; 

‘ Passages for Translation into Latin Prose, 
with on Introduction,’London, 1887; * Con¬ 
tributions to Latin Lexicography,’ Oxford, 
1889; ' The Moral Influence of Literature: 
Classical Education in the Past and at Pre¬ 
sent. Two popular Addresses,’ London, 1890. 

[Bodleian Catalogue; Parish’s List of Car¬ 
thusians; Poster's Alumni Oxon.; De Q-uber- 
natis’sDietionnaireInternational; Times, 11 July 
1893; P. Haverfield andT. Fowler in the Classi¬ 
cal Review, October 1898; W. W, Fowler in Ox¬ 
ford Mag, 18 Oct. 189 8; portrait in Daily Craphio, 
14 July, and in Illustr. London News, 22 July 
1893; private information and personal know¬ 
ledge.] I. B. 

NETTLESHIP, RICHARD LEWIS 
(1846-1892), fellow and tutor of Balliol Col¬ 
lege, Oxford, the youngest brother of Henry 


Nettleship [q. v.], was born on 17 Dec, 
1846 at lettering. Ilo was educated first 
at a preparatory school at Wing, Buck¬ 
inghamshire, and afterwards at Hjipinn. 
ham under Edward Timing [q. v.) ElHcted 
to a scholarship at Balliol m 1864, lie came 
into residence at Oxford in October 1865, 
and won a long series of university distinc¬ 
tions, the Hertford scholarship in 1866, the 
Ireland in 1867, the Gaisford Greek verse 
prize in 1868, a Graven scholarship in 1870, 
and the Arnold prize in 1873. Like his 
brother, he disappointed expectations by 
taking only a ‘second’ in Uteres humanism 
in 1860. In the same year, however, he was 
elected to a fellowship, and some t iino after 
appointed to a tutorship at Balliol. As a 
tutor he eventually came to take the place 
of his friend, Thomas Hill Green [q. v.l, in 
tho philosophic teaching of the college. Tbs 
strong and lasting impression ho made on 
his pupils and friends was largoly due to his 
extremely interesting personality—a atrango 
combination of intellectual ncutenose and 
singular modesty and diffidence in matters 
of opinion. With the exception of an essay 
on 'Tho Theory of Education in Plato’s Re¬ 
public’ contributed to the volume entitled 
‘Helleniea’ edited by Mr. Evolyn Abbott 
(London, 1880), and a valuable memoir of 
T. H. Green prefixed to tho third volumo of 
his ‘ Works ’ (London, 1880), he published 
nothing, not even his Arnold prize essay; 
for after working at the subject, ‘The Nor¬ 
mans in Italy and Sicily,’ Jbr Bovoral years, 
he ultimately handed over to another the 
large collodion of materials he had made 
for a hook on it. 

Nettleship, besides possessing the family 
love of miiBio, was fond of all outdoor exer¬ 
cises, and, as an undergraduate, rowed in 
his college boat. He diod on 25 Aug. 1802 
from exposure in the course of an attempt 
to ascend Mont Blanc, and was buried at 
Ohamounix. A tablet in hie memory was 
placed in the antechnpel of Balliol College, 
and a scholarship tenable at tlio college by a 
student of music was founded by his pupils 
and friends. 

[Uppingham School Magazine, November 
1892; Oxford University Calendar; Poster's 
Alumni Oxon. ; Times, 27, 29, 80 Atg. 1892; 
Oxford Magazine, 19 Oct. 1892 ; private infor¬ 
mation and personal knowledge.] X. B. 

NEUHOFF, FREDERICK db (1726 P- 
1797V, author of * Description of Corsica.’ 
[See Fbbdbhiok, Cobonel.] 

HE VAT, JOHN (d. 1672), covenanter, a 
nephew of Andrew Oant [q. v.], was en¬ 
tered. at King’s College, Aberdeen, in 1622 
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(FastiAberd. p. 467), and graduated M.A. in 
1626 (ib. p. C28). For some time he was 
tutor to the master of Ham say, and on the 
recommends! ion of the presbytery of Alford 
he was licensed as a preacher of the lurk of 
Scotland by the presbytery of Dalkeilh on 
14 Oct. 1830. In. 1637 he was admitted 
minister of Newmilna, Ayrshire, and he was 
chosen a member of the general assemblies 
of 1640,1647, and 1019. lie was strongly 
opposed to all forms of set prayer in public 
worship, objecting even to the use of the 
Lord’s Prayer, the Gloria Patri, and the re¬ 
peating of the creed at baptism (cf. Rotiukt 
Bailliii, Letters and Journal, passim). In 
the assembly of 1647 he was appointed to 
revise Rone’s version of the last thirty 
psalms, with a view to the adoption of the 
collection by the assembly. He joined the 
Whigamores at Manchlino in Juno 1648, hut 
his conduct, with that of others who took 
paTtin the mid, was absolved by an act of 

f arliament passed in the following January, 
n July 1649 he waa named one of tho com¬ 
missioners for visiting tho university of Aber¬ 
deen (Fasti Aim'd,, p. 812). In 1650 he took 
an aotive part in raiaing tho wcetorn army, 
composed of oxtreme covenanters. On tho 
division of the church in 165] into two par¬ 
ties, known ns tho reeolutionerB and the pro¬ 
testers, Nevay sided with the protestors, who 
abjured Ohailos Stuart and claimed for the 
spiritual power a very extensive jurisdiction 
over civil matters. In 1054 ho was named 
by the council of England one. of those for 
authorising admissions to the ministry in tho 
province of Glasgow and Ayr. 

After the Restoration N ovay was on 11D ec, 
1001 banished by the privy council from his 
majesty’s dominions, and wont to Holland. 
On 20 July a demand by the English govern¬ 
ment for hie expulsion, along with Robert 
Maouard [q, v.] and Robert Traill, was laid 
beforo the states of Holland, and on 28 Sept, 
placards wore issued, staling that they wore 
sentenced to quit the Dutoh territory within 
fifteen days under pain of being prosecuted 
as 'stubborn rebels ’ (St-HVENS, Scottish Church 
m i 'Rotterdam, p. 86). Nevay died in Hol¬ 
land about January 1672 (Diary of the Lab'ds 
qf Brodie, p. 826). He waB the author of 
|The Nature, Properties, Blessings, and Sav¬ 
ing Graces of the Covenant of Grace,’ pub¬ 
lished at Glasgow in 1748, and of two copies 
of Latin stanzas—one on Isaiah ii, 1-8—pre¬ 
fixed to the sermons of the Rev. Jamas Bor- 
stius( VeertienPredicatien doorJao. Pontius, 
Utrecht, 1698). He is also said to have 
written a Latin version of the ' Song of Solo¬ 
mon’ and ‘Christ’s Temptation’ (Wodbow, 
Analecta, i. 170). 


(Lottors of Samuel Rutherford; Robert 
Baillie’e Letters and Journal, and Nieolls’s 
Diary, both in the Bannotyne Clnb; Diary of 
tho Lairds of Brodio, and Fasti Aberd., both in 
the Spalding Club; WodroVe Analecta; Wod- 
row’s Sufferings of tho Kirk of Scotland; 
Stevens’s Hist, of the Scottieh Church in Rot¬ 
terdam; Burton’s Scot Abroad; How Scott’s 
Fasti Eceles. Scot. ii. 184.] T. F. H. 

NEVAY, JOHN (1792-1870), poet, was 
born in the town of Forfar on 28 .Jan. 1792. 
Ho was well educated in the Forfar schools, 
one of his teachers being James Clarke, a 
friend of Burns. As a boy Nevay showed a 
lively appreciation of natural beauty, and 
the slopes and valleys of the neighbouring 
Grampians were early familiar to him. He 
soon essayed descriptive and sentimental 
verse, and literature became an unfailing re¬ 
creation in his long and arduous career in 
Forfar as a handloom woaver. He wa 3 
a close friend of Alexander Laing (1787- 
1857) [q. v.], the Brechin poet, and he con¬ 
tributed? to his 'Angus Album’ in 1833 
an interesting poem in Spenserian stanza, 

‘ Mary of Avonbourne.’ Widely recognised 
by literary moil, Novay corresponded with 
Ebonezer Elliot, and found an appreciative 
critic in Professor Wilson, who inserted his 
touching lyric, ‘ The Yeldron,’ in one of the 
‘Nodes Ambrosian®’ (in ‘Blackwood’s 
Magazine,’ 1885). lie is said to lmvo written 
prose tales in various periodicals, and to 
have contributed to the ‘ Edinburgh Literary 
Journal.’ From an unpublished autobiogra¬ 
phical sketoh it would appear that the Che¬ 
valier de Ohatdain translated several of Ne- 
vay's lyrics into French, and that German 
t rnnslations also were made (Gnura Wilson, 
Poets and Poetry of Sootland). Nevay diod 
in Forfar on 4 May 1870. 

As a lyric poet Nevay, without being very 
ambitious, is spontaneous and tender. His 
published works aro: 1. ‘A Pamphlet of 
Rhymes,’ 1818. 2. A second ‘Pamphlet,’ 
1821, 8. ‘ Emmanuel/ asacrod poem in nine 
cantos, 1881. 4. ‘The Peasant/1834. 6.‘The 
Child of Naturo/ and other poems, 1835. 
6, ‘ Rosaline’s Dream,’ with Introduction by 
tho Rev. George Gilfillan, 1868. 7. ‘The 
Fountain of the Rock,’ 1866. 

[Rogers’s Modern Scottish Minstrel; Mr. 
Grant Wilson’s Poets end Poetry of Sootland; 
information from Mr. W. D. Latto, Dundee, and 
from Miss Ewen and Mr. Alexander Loweon, 
Forfar.] T. B. 

NEVE. [See Lb Njjvb.] 

NEVE, CORNELIUS (/,. 1687-1604), 
portrait-painter, appears to have been of 
Netherlandish origin, and may have beon a 
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member of the artist family of De Neva at 
Antwerp. There is a portrait by him at 
Ifnole of Richard and Edward Sackvllle as 
boys, signed and dated 1087. At Petworth 
there are two companion pictures, one of nil 
artist with his wife and son, the other of 
eight children, which are stated to represent 
Neve and his family, painted by himself. In 
the Ashmolean collection of portraits at 
Oxford there is one inscribed 1 Mr. Le Neve, 
a famous painter,’apparontly.Ooinelius Neve, 
and Vertue notes that he drew Ashinolo’s 
portrait in 1664. The register of the Dutch 
Church, Austin Friars, records the marriage 
on 21 Aug. 1693 of ‘ Cornelia de Neve van 
Ghintele with Elisabeth G-oddens van Ma- 
seick, widow of Jan Davidts; ’ this may be 
the father of, or perhaps identical with, the 
painter. 

[Redgrave's Diet, of Artists; Walpole’s Anec¬ 
dotes of Painting, ed. Wornum; information 
from G. Sehorf, C.D., F.S.A.] L. 0. 


NEVE or LE NEVE, JEFFERY 
(1679-1664), astrologer, born on 16 April 
1679, was son ol John Neve or Le Neve 
(Visit, of London, 1683-6, Harl. Soc. u. 62), 
and became a merchant and alderman of 
Great Yarmouth. He was also in the king’s 
service aB a ‘quarter waiter,’ and in No¬ 
vember 1626 he was nominated deputy 
water-bailiff of Dover (Cal. State Papers, 
Dorn. 1625-6, pp. 232,476). Iu 1620 he' 
served the office of bailiff of Great Yar¬ 
mouth, and in 1626 he excited a great com¬ 
motion in the corporation by proposing to 
substitute a mayor fox tho two bailiffs who 
had hitherto governed the town. He was 
accordingly requested to resign his alder- 
manic gown (io. 1627-8, pp. 604, 609), but 
he obtained a letter from the king order¬ 
ing his restitution. With this order the 
corporation refused to oomply, and ofter 
a long controversy the privy council deter¬ 
mined that the corporation was to ‘ ho no 
more troubled in the business.’ On 4 April 
1828 Neve, with three others, was commis¬ 
sioned to put in execution the statute of 
33 Hen. VIH for encouraging the use of 
archery (ib. 1628-9, p, 48), and he became 
entitled to a fee of one shilling on every 
branch cut for a bow (ib. 1666-6, p. 142). 
The abuses committed by Neve and his 
colleagues formed the subject of several 
petitions to the king (ib. 1629-81, p. 498), 
and their commission waB revoked by pro¬ 
clamation on 28 Aug. 1681 (ib. 1831-3, p. 
184). Thinking to retard in part the staple 
iadustiwof Great Yarmouth, and thus avenge 
himself for the loss of his position there, he 
unsuccessfully petitioned on SO March 1630 


for license to export six hundred lasts of 
herrings in strangers’ bottoms for twenty- 
one years at 50/, a yeai (ib. 1629-31, p, 222), 
After those rebuffs Nove, whose business had 
greatly declined, retired to the Low Coun¬ 
tries, where he studied medieinp and gradu¬ 
ated M.D. al Franelcoi. On his return lie 
established himself m London as a quack 
doctor and astrologer. During the civil war 
ho was plundered for his loyalty, and com¬ 
pelled to take refuge with the king at Ox¬ 
ford. He died a widower 111 All Ilallows, 
London "Wall, in January 1664, leaving a 
son Robert (Administration Act Booh, 
P. 0.0.1661, S3-1). His papers passed into 
the hands of Elias Ashmole [q. v.] In Ms 
1 Life and Times ’ (ed. J 822, p. 61) William 
Lilly [q.v.], who knew Neve well, describes 
him ns 1 a very grave porson, laborious and 
honest, of tall stature and comoly feature.’ 

A John Neve or Le Nevo, whose Chris¬ 
tian name is often assigned to Jeffery, died at 
Hammersmith, Middlesex, about November 
1664, leaving a widow lintliovino ( A dminis- 
tration Act Booh, P. C, C. 1064). 

Neve was author of: ‘An Almuiuicko and 
Prognostication with the Forraino Compu¬ 
tation .. . Rectified for the Elevation of the 
Pole Articko and Meridian of . . . Gieat 
Yarmouth,’ &c., 2 pts. 12mo, London, of 
which the issues for 1007, 1611,1612,1616, 
and 1624 are in the British Museum. Tho 
name of John Neve appears aB the oompiler 
of the 1 Almanac’ from 1027 until 1646, after 
which year it appears to have been discon¬ 
tinued. Among the Ashmolean MSS. at Ox¬ 
ford (No. 418) iB a largo lblio volume by 
Neve, entitled ‘Vindicta Astrologino Judi- 
ciarice, or tho Vindication of Judicial As- 
trologie ... Approved, Confirmed, and Illus¬ 
trated by 600 of Experimental! Observa¬ 
tions/ The work consists of five hundred 
(not six hundred as in the title) pages, each 
containing a figure with tho date and patient’s 
or querent’s name, and tho ‘judicium astro- 
logicum,’ which is written on tho lower half 
of the page. Lilly in his ‘ Life ’ ( loc. cit.) 
says, that Neve having offered tho figures for 
his inspection, he oorrocted thirty out of 
forty or them ; and that tho book was then 
(1607) in the possession of Richard Sounder 
or Saunders, the astrologer. It is also mon- 
tioned by John Gadbury in his ‘ Oollectio 
GeniLuurum ’ (p. 179). A Latin translation 
of it by Miles Beveridge is Ashmolean MS. 
400. In the same collection (No. 879, 2 i) 
is an ^pistolaseuajrooTmirniariovquoddam,’ 
which is subscribed 1 Galfridus Lo Neve,’ 

[Palmer’s Perlustration of Great Yarmouth, 
i. 122, ii. 272; Black’s Cut. Aslimol. MRS.; Col. 
State Papers, Dom. 1092-31, p. 127 .) G. G, 
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NEVE, TIMOTHY (1691-1767), di¬ 
vine and antiquary, was bom at Wotton, 
in the parish of Slanton-Lacy, near Lud¬ 
low, Shropshire, in 1094. lie was the sou 
of Paul Neve, bailiff of the same place, and 
was educated at Ludlow school. He was 
admitted aim’ of St. John’s College, Cam¬ 
bridge, 10 Nov. 1711, under Q-oodwyn, and 
graduated B. A. in 1714. In 1716 he became 
master of the free grammar school at Spald¬ 
ing, Lincolnshire. Ho performed service in 
some capacity in Spalding parish church, and 
was in 1718 admitted a member of the Gen¬ 
tleman’s Society of Spalding, of which lie 
aoted os librarian. To tills society he com¬ 
municated several papers, including, in 1727, 
essays on the invention of printing and our 
first printers, and on Bishop Konnett's dona¬ 
tion of books to Peterborough Cathedral. 
Leaving Spalding about 1729, when a suc¬ 
cessor at the school was appointed, he moved 
to Peterborough, whero he was minor canon 
from 24 March 1728-9 till 1745. While 
thore he was secretary and joint founder, 
along with Joseph Spnrke, the registrar of 
Peterborough, of the Gentleman’s Society, 
founded on (lie lines of the Spalding society. 

Hu was chaplain to Dr. Thomas, bishop of 
Lincoln, and by him nominated prebendary 
of Lincoln, first of tho North Kelsey stall 
(1744-8), then of Nassington stall (1747-67). 
On 28 March 1747 ho was also collated arch¬ 
deacon of Huntingdon. For twenty-eight 
years (1729-67) ho was rector of Alwalton, 
Huntingdonshire, a living attached to his 
Lincoln prebond, ne died there on 3 Feb. 
1757, and was buried in Alwalton Church, | 
in the north transept of which is an opitaph 
to liia memory. 

By his first wife (married 1722, died 1728) 
he had four children, of whom two were 
surviving in 1741—a son, Timothy [q, v.], 
and a daughter, subsequently married to a 
Mr. Davies (Niuhot.s, Lit. Anead. vi. ISO). 
His second wife, whom ho married on 
20 Feb. 1760, was Oliristina, daughter of the 
Rev. Mr. Oroono of Drinks! one, Bury St. Ed¬ 
munds, and sister to Lady Danvors of Rush- 
broolra, Suffolk. 

Watt attributes to him 1 Observations of 
2Parbolin.or MookSuns, seen80 Deo. 1736, 
and of an Aurora Borealis soon 11 Deo. 1736, 
{Phil Tram. Abridg. vii. 134,1761) ; also on 
an ‘Aurora Borealis seen in 1741’ (ib, p. 
526). 

[Watt’s Bibl. Brit. | Le Neve’s Fasti; Luard’s 
Gfrad. Cantab.; Nichols’s Literary AnocdotoB, vi. 
63, 70, 99, at passim, and Litorury Illustrations, 
v. 38 ; Gout. Mag. 1750, 1708, 1783, 1792,1798; 
Blomflold's Deanery of Bicoator; Thomas Birch’s 
Athenian Letters, Prof. J. 13, B, Mayor's En¬ 
voi. xi v. 


tries of St. John’s Oolloge, Cambridge, January 
1630-1-Jnly 1713; information from Marten 
Perry, M.D, president of tho Spalding Society, 
tho Rev. T. A. Stoodloy, Spalding, and William 
Ellis, esq., senior bursar of Merton College.] 

W. A. S. 

NEVE, TIMOTHY (1724-1798), divine, 
born at Spalding, Lincolnshire, on 12 Oct. 
1724, was tho only surviving son, by Iris first 
wife, of Timothy Neve (1694-1767) [q. v.j 
Ho was admitted at Corpns Ohristi Oollego, 
Oxford, on 27 Oct. 1737, at the age of thir¬ 
teen, and was oleoted scholar in 1737 and 
fellow in 1747. He graduated B.A. 1741, 
M.A. 1744, B.D. 1768, and D.D. 1768. In 
1759 he was one of the preachers at the 
Chapel Tloyal, Whitehall, and on 23 April 
in that year lie was instituted, on the nomi¬ 
nation of Bishop Green of Lincoln, to the 
rcaLory of Middleton Stoney, Oxfordshire, 
which ho resigned in 1792 in favour of his 
son, the Rev. Egorton Robert Neve (1706- 
1818). In L7Q2 he wob appointed by Ilia 
collego to the rectory of Letcomb-Bnssetl, 
Berkshire, hut he vacated it two years later, 
on his preferment by the same body to (he 
more valuable rectory of Godington, Ox¬ 
fordshire, which hB kept for tho rest of liia 
life. From 1783 (o hie death in L798 Neve 
hold tho Lady Margarot professorship at 
divinity at Oxford and tho sixth prebendal 
stall in Worcester Cathedral, no was also 
ohaplain of Merton College, Oxford, and the 
second lecturer on the Boraplon foundation. 
Ho was partly paralysed for several years 
boforoliis death, which took placB at Oxford 
on 1 Jan. 1798. Ho left a wifo, three sons, 
and two daughters. Tho widow is com¬ 
memorated by G. V. Cox as ‘ a goy old lady,’ 
living for many years in Beam or Biham, 
opposite Morton Oolloge clmpol, and ono or 
lus daughters was ranked among the belles 
of academic society. 

Nevo's chief works were: 1. ‘Animadver¬ 
sions upon Mr, Phillips’s History of the Life 
of Cardinal Polo,’ 1766; a vindication of tho 
doctrine and oliaraet er of tho reformers from 
tho attacks which Thomas Phillips (1708- 
1784) [q. v.], a priest of the Roman commu¬ 
nion, lied mailo upon them. Neve’s eopy, 
bound up) in three interleaved volumes, with 
numerous notes by him, and with several 
letters inserted from Jorlin, Charles Towns- 
hend, and others, is in the British Museum. 
Some of the criticisms of Neve were expressed 
in very strong terms, and Phillips animad¬ 
verted upon them in tho third adition (pp. 
248 et seq.) of his 1 Study of Snored Litera¬ 
ture, In wnioh is added an Answer to the 
Principal Objections to tho nislory of the 
Life of Cardinal Pole.’ 2. ‘Eight Sermons 

B 
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preached before University of Oxford in 1781 
ns Bampton Lecturer,’ 1781. Tho orgumont 
of this work was to prove tliat Jesus Clirist 
was tlio Messiah ana Saviour of the World. 
3, ‘ Seventeen Sermons on Various Subjects/ 
1798. A posthumous work, published for 
the benefit of his family, Sit letters ad¬ 
dressed to him by Maurice Johnson [q, v.l on 
antiquarian topics are printed in the * Biblio¬ 
theca Topographica Brilnnnica/ iii. 417-35. 
Neve was elected in April 1746 a fellow of 
the Literary Society at Spalding, and became 
its correspondent at Oxford. 

[Foster’s Alumni Oxon. 1715-1880 ; Fowlor’s 
Corpus Ohristi Coll (Oxford Hist. Roc,), pp. 282, 
405; Oox’s Recollections of Oxford, 2nd edit. p. 
166 j Gent. Mag. 1798, pt. i. pp. 85-0 j La Nevada 
Fasti, iii. 85, 610; Nichols’s Lit. Aneed. vi. 70, 
99-100,134; Blomfleld's BicasterDoanery, pt. iv. 
pp. 80-1.] W. P. C. 

NEVELL, JOHN (A. 1697), vice-admi¬ 
ral, descended from a junior branch of the 
Nevilles of Abergavenny, servod as a volun¬ 
teer in tbe fleet during the early part of the 
third Dutch war, and m 1673 was promoted 
f o he lieutenant of the French Ruby. In June 
1676 ha was appointed to the Sapphire, one 
of the squadron in the Mediterranean under 
Sir John Narhrough |q.v.], and commanded 
by Captain Thomas Harman, who was killed 
in action with an Algerine corsair on 9 Sepi. 
1677. Harman was succeeded by Oaptam 
(afterwards Sir) Olowdisley Shovell, who con¬ 
tracted a lifelong friendship with his lieu¬ 
tenant. Nevell remained in the Sapphire 
till December 1080, when ho was moved by 
Vice-admiral Herbert into his flagship, the 
Bristol, and on 21 Feb. 1681-3 he was pro¬ 
moted to the command of the Anne yacht. 
On 8 May 1082 he was posted to tho Bris¬ 
tol, in which he continued with Horhert till 
the end of 1083, and afterwards by himself 
till 1086. In 1686 he commanded the Gar¬ 
land, and in August 1086 was appointed to 
the Orown, in which he went to tho Medi¬ 
terranean in the squadron undor Sir Roger 
Strickland [q.v.], returning in 1687, Not¬ 
withstanding liis known friendship for Her¬ 
bert [see Herbert, Araira, Earl or Toe- 
rington], the avowed partisan of the Prince 
of Orange, he was appointed on 26 Sept. 1688 
to the Elizabeth, from whioh he was moved 
in the following March to the Henrietta, 
and again in February 1689-90 to the Royal 
Sovereign, Torringtori's flagship in the battle 
of Beachy Head. In September 1690 he 
was appointed to the Kent, as captain of 
which he served on shore under the Earl of 
Marlborough at (lie reduction of Cork in 
October, lie was still in the Kent in 1692, 
and on 19 May was in tho battle of Barfleur, 
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in tbe division of the rod squudron under 
Shovell, which first broke through the French 
line. In the following January he waa an- 
pointed first captain of the Britannia, carry¬ 
ing tho flog of the three admirals, joint 
commanders-in-chief. On 7 July 169’3 ha 

was promoted to be rear-admiral, and during 
the rest of the year commanded a squadron 
off Dunkirk. In December, with his flag in 
the Royal Oak, he went out to the Mediter¬ 
ranean as second in command under Sir 
Francis Wheler [q.v.], but happily escaped 
in the storm of 19 Feb. 1693-4, when 
Wheler, with a largo part of the squadron, 
was lost. Having collected the shattered 
remains of the fleet, Nevell went to Cadiz 
to refit, and in June joined Russell offOapn 
Sparlel [seo Russell, Edward, Earl oi 
Orrord], He woe afl erwards sent to cruise 
along the African coast, and continued 
second in command under Russell, and after¬ 
wards under Sir George Rooke [q. v.ltillhe 
returned to England in April 1696. In 
October he was appointed commander-in¬ 
chief in the Mediterranean, and sailed on 
8 Nov.; but at Cadiz he recnived his pro¬ 
motion to the rank of vice-admiral, and 
orders to go to Madeira and the West Indies, 
where tho French were undorst ood to he form¬ 
ing astrong fleet, under the ('ommandofM.de 
Poi nlis, He arrivod at. Barbados on ] 7 April 
1697, and, having collected the floet, wont on 
to Antigua and Jamaica. There he had 
news of the French attack on Cartagena, 
and sailed at once in the liopo of inter¬ 
cepting them on the way homo. When 
about halfway across to the mainland he 
sighted their fleet.. Their ships wore laden 
with plunder, and in no humour to submit it 
to tho chances of an engagement. They pur 
sued tho voyage undor a proas of sail, and 
Nevell, after a fruitless chase for five days, 
went to Cartagena to boo if lie oould render 
any assistance. Following Do Pointis.the 
buccaneers had attackod and plundered the 
town, carrying away what the French had 
left; and the inhabitants,left destitute, had 
taken to tho woods, whoso shelter they 
oould hardly he persuaded to leave. Nevell 
went on to Havana to consult with the 
governor as to providing for tho soenrity of 
the treasure fleet then lying there, worth, 
it was said, some ton or twelve million 
sterling. The governor of Havana, how¬ 
ever, was not prepared lo place implicit con¬ 
fidence in the English, and would not allow 
them to enfor tho harbour. They were suf¬ 
fering from raging fever; the rear-admiral, 
sovornl officers, and great, numbers of tho 
men died, and Novell determined to take 
the squadron lo tho coast of Virginia. The 
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fever still pursued them; and shortly after 
their arrival there Nevell himself sickened 
and died, partly, it was thought, of vexa¬ 
tion at the ill-success of the campaign. _ His 
will at Somerset House (Pyne, 247), signed 
2 Nov. 1690, gives 60 1. to each of two sisters, 
Elizabeth Nevell and Martha Carpenter; 
the rest of the property to be divided 
equally between his wife, Mary, and two 
daughters, Mary and Elizaboth. Tho will 
was proved by the widow on 2 Nov. 1697. 

| Charnoek’s Biog. Nav. ii. 83 ; Commission 
and Warrant Books in Public Record Office ; 
Botes from tho papers of Charles Sorgison 
Id 1732). clerk of the acts, 1683-1719, now in 

the possession of the family, kindly contributed 
by Mr. W. Laird Clowes; Ledtard’s Naval Hist. 
Bee also Troude’s Bataillos Navalea de la France, 
i. 236-7-] K - L - 

NEVILE or NEVYLE and NEVILL. 
[See Nnvnaat.] 

NEVILLE, ALAN Dn (d. 1191P), judge, 
son of yErnisiue da Neville, was probably de¬ 
scended from Gilbert de Neville, who is mo3t 
doubtfully said to have commanded William 
the Conqueror’s fleet. Alan’s brothor, also 
Gilbert de Noville, was an ancestor of the 
Nevilles of ltaby [see under Neville, 
Robert dh (d. 1282)]. Ho is first men¬ 
tioned in 1106 as a judge of the exchequer, 
and may have been also a ‘Marescallus 
Regis.’ In the following year he was ap¬ 
pointed justice of tho forests, and con¬ 
tinued till his death to be chief justice 
of forests throughout England (Hoar® DU 
HovDDiwr, Rolls Her. ii. 289). He held vari¬ 
ous lands in Lincolnshire (of. Pipe Polls, ed. 
1814, pp. 26,116,137), and was granted the 
Savemako Forest in Wiltshire by Henry II 
(Madox, Evch. ed. 1769, ii. 220). He sup¬ 
ported the ltiug loyally against Beokot (see 
Materials for Life of Becket, Rolls Ser. v. 
73), and for this was excommunicated by 
the archbishop in 1166, afterwards rocoiving 
absolution from Gilbert Foliot, bishop of Lon¬ 
don, conditionally on his going to Homo on 
his way to Jerusalem and submitting there 
to the pope. In 1168 Rocket excommuni¬ 
cated him again for committing Ms chaplain 
to prison. As late as 1189 he was holding 
pleas of the forest {Pipe Polls, ed. 1844,1 
Rio. I). He died in 2 Richard I (8 Sept. 
1190-2 Sept. 1191), leaving two sons, Alan, 
a justice itinerant in 1170, and Geoffrey de 
Neville, d. 1226 [q, y.] 

[Foss's Livos of tho Judges; Madox’s Exch, 
ed. 1763, i. 12S; Dugdnlo's BftToungo, i. 287; 
Matthew Paris’s Chronica Majora (Holla Sor,), 
v. 284, 214; H. J. Swallow’s Do Nova Villa, 


Newcastle, 1886, Daniel Howland’s Hist, ana 
Genealogical Account of the Family of No', ill, 
1880.] J. A. II. 

NEVILLE, ALEXANDER (d. 1392), 
archbishop of York, was younger brother of 
John, fifth lord Neville of llaby [q. v.j 
(Khightox, c. 2713), and was son of Ralph, 
fourth lord Neville [q. v.l, and his wile 
Alice, daughter of Hugh, lord Audley (Dtra- 
dalu, Baronage, 1, 296). He received a 
prebend in York by command of Edward III 
m 1361, and was archdeacon of Durham from 
1369 to 1371. lie was elected archbishop 
in succession to John Thoresby, who died 
6 No v. 1378, and, a hull having been obtained, 
was consecrated 4 June 1374 at Westmin¬ 
ster, and enthroned at York on 18 Dec. 
On his consecration he presented to his cathe¬ 
dral two maBsive silver-gilt candlesticks. As 
soon as he came to York ho quarrelled with 
the dean and chapter, and specially with the 
treasurer, John Clifford. He also quarrelled 
with tho canons of the collegiate ohurches of 
Beverley and Ripon, and by all means in his 
power endeavoured arbitrarily to override 
their statutes. At Beverley he met with 
stout resistance, ne seized the revenues of 
the church, and in 1381 displaced six of the 
vicars, filling their places willi six vicars 
olioral from York, who remained at Beverley 
more than two years. The Beverley vicars 
wore finally reinstated by order of the king 
and parliament in 1388. He also quarrelled 
with the citizons of York. In 1384 ho re¬ 
moved his consistory court from York to 
Beverley, which he made the placo of meet¬ 
ing for synods and convocations. When King 
Richard was in the neighbourhood in 1887 
he redressed the grievances of the citizens, 
but declined to interfere in ecclesiastical 
quarrels (Kniotitox, c. 2692 ; Diuxd, Ebor- 
acim, pp. 436, 430). These Neville had 
prosecuted with much vigour and harshness, 
freely using tho woapons of suspension and 
oxcommumcation, Appeals were mado to 
tho pope, whose sentence was against the 
archbishop ( Chronica Pontiflcum Ecclerim 
JSbor. op. Historians of York, pp. 428, 424). 
These quarrels are enough to account for the 
cessation during his primacy of the building 
of the new choir at York, begun by his pre¬ 
decessor Thoresby ( York Fabric Polls, pp. 
13,187). However, he gave one hundred 
marks to the fabrio, and presented the church 
with a splendid cope, adorned with gold and 
precious stones. He also repaired thearchi- 
episcopal castle at Oawood, built new towers 
to it, and gave two small bolls to the chapel, 
out of which was cast one large bell celled 
Alexander after him. 

Neville was ono of the most trusted friends 
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nf Richard II, and was a conspicuous mem¬ 
ber of the court party. In the autumn of 
1380 ho was included in the commission, ap¬ 
pointed to regulate the affairs of the king¬ 
dom and the royal household ([Rolls of Par¬ 
liament, iii, 221; Stubbs, Constitutional 
History, iii. 475, 476), From that time at 
least lie soems to have been constantly at 
the court, where his presence was displeasing 
to the lords of Gloucester's party, for he en¬ 
couraged the king to resist the commissioners, 
to withdraw himself from their society, and 
to listen only to the advice of his favourit es, 
telling him that if ho yielded to the lords lie 
would have no power left, and that they 
wero making him a merely titular king 
(Chroniron Anglia, p. 874). He is said to 
have been one of those who advised Richard 
to leave the court in 1387, and join his 
favourite Robert de Vero, duke of Ireland, 
in Wales, and to take active measures against 
the opposition (ib. p. 379; Vita Jlieardi, pp. 
77,84). Fie assisted in placing the king's 
case against the commission before the judges 
at Shrewsbury (Kittgiltoit, c. 2G93),'an<l is 
said to have advised that Gloucester and the 
Earl of Arundel should be surprised and 
arrested. Accompanying the king to Not¬ 
tingham in his hasty progress through the 
country, he took part in the council held 
there, and on 25 Aug. obtained and signed 
the decision of the judges in the king’s 
favour (ib. e. 2696: 'Chronicon Anglia, p. 
382). Ho entered London wiih the king on 
10 Nov., going in front of the procession, 
with his ctobs borne before him. On the 
12th Gloucester, Arundel, and Warwick, 
who were advancing with an armed force 
towards London, sent William Courlonay 
[q. v.l, archbishop of Canterbury, and others 
to Richard, demanding that Neville, Michael 
de la Pole, the duke of Ireland, and others 
should be punished as traitors, and two 
days later formally appealed them of trea¬ 
son. Richard received the lords at Wosi- 
minBier on the 17th, and promised them that 
Neville and the four others whom they ac¬ 
cused should attend the next parliament and 
answer for their acts. On the 20th Neville 
fled, and it.was believed went northwards 
(ib. 2701); he soon, probably, went over to 
Flanders. In the parliament that met in 
February 1888 he and the other four wore 
appealed of treason by the lords, He did 
not appear, and was pronounced guilty. 
Being a churchman he escaped sontence of 
death, but was outlawed, all his lands nnd 
goods were forfeited, and further proceed¬ 
ings wero to be taken (ib. 00 . 2713-27; 
Soils of Parliament, iii. 229-30). An ap¬ 
plication was made to Pope Urban VI, who j 


in April issued a bull translating him to tins 
see of Sfc. Andrews. Urban’s authority wm 
not acknowledged by the Soots, so this trans¬ 
lation was illusory, and had merely the same 
effect as deprivation. Naviilo ended his days 
as a parish priest at Louvain, where he died 
on Ifl May 1392, and was bnriod in the olmvck 
of the Carmelites in that city. In 1897 be 
was declared to have been loyal. 

[Historians of York, ii. 422-5 (Rolls Ser.). 
Knighton, eo. 2685-91, 2603-728, od. Twybdair 
Vita Rie. TI. pp. 77, 84, 80, 97, 100, 106, eil! 
Hoarno; Chron. Anglioe a mon. 3. Albani, pp 
374, 379, 382, 384, 380 (Rolls Sor.); T. WalBing- 
liam, ii. 162, 163, 184, lllG, 172, 170 (Rolls 
Ser.); Rolls of Pari.iii. 220-30; Fabric Rolls 
of York, pp. 13, 187 (Surtoos Soc.); Lb Nave's 
Fasti, od. Hardy, iii. 107, 174, 303; Drake's 
Hboracum, pp. 435, 436 ; Stubbs’s Const. Hist, 
ed. 1875, ii. 470, 476-81-1 W. H. 

NEVILLE, ALEXANDER (1514- 
1611), scholar, born in 1 fid 1, was brother of 
Thomas Neville [q. v.], dean of Canterbury, 
and son of Richard Neville of South Lever- 
ton, Nottinghamshire, by Anne, daughter of 
Sir Walter Manlell of lleyford, Northamp¬ 
tonshire. Towards the ond of his life Lhe 
father removed 1 o Canterbury, wliero lie died 
on 3 Aug. 1(599. His mother’s sist.pr Mar¬ 
garet. was mother of Ttamabo Qoogo [q, v.] 
Alexander was edueated at Cambridge, where 
he graduated M.A. in 1581 at, the same time 
as Robert, earl of Essox. On leaving the 
university he seems 1 0 have studied law in 
London, where he became acquainted with 
George Gascoigne [q. v.] tho poet. He is one 
of the five friends whom Gascoigne describes 
as challenging him to write poems on Lai in 
mottoes proposed by themselves (of. (tAS- 
aoiami, Flowres of Poesie, 1572). Neville 
soon entered the service of Archbishop Parker, 
apparentlyas a secretary, and edited fovliim 
‘Tabula HeptarobiiB Snxonicoo’ (Tanoth), 
In an extant letter in Latin addressed to his 
muster, Neville drew an attractive picture of 
tbe studious life led by the archbishop and 
his secretaries (Stbypd, Parker AW. 346). He 
attended Parker's funeral on 6 Juno 157(5 (ib, 
ii. 482), and wrote an elegy in Latin heroics 
(ib. ii, 430-7). Ho remainod in tho service of 
Parker’s successors, Grindal and Whitgift (of. 
Stripe, Whitgift, i. 435). Possibly ho is iden¬ 
tical with the Aloxandov Nevillo who sat in 
parliament as M.P. for Christchurch, Hamp¬ 
shire, in 1685, and for Saltasli iu 1001. lie 
died on 4 Oot. 1614, and was buriod on 9 Oct. 
in Canterbury Cathedral, whoro tbe dean 
erected a monument to commemorate both 
bis brother and himself (Battht.t, Canter- 
bun/, A pp p. 7). I-Ie married .Tano, daughter 
of Richard Duncombe of Morton, Bucking- 
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]itnnshire, and widow of Sir Gilbert Dethick, 
hut left no issue. 

His chief work was an account in Latin of 
Kett’s rebellion of 1549, to which he ap¬ 
pended a description of Norwich and its an¬ 
tiquities. The work, which was undertaken 
under Parker’s guidance, was entitlud ‘A. 
Nevylii.. .doFuroribue NorfolcensiumKetto 
Duce. Eiuwlom Norvicus,’ London (by H. 
Binneman), 1576. A list of the mayors and 
sheriffs of Norwich was added. The dedi¬ 
cation was addressed to Parher, and Thornes 
Dmnt [q. v.] prefixed verses. A passage on 
p. 183 incidentally spoke of the laziness of the 
Welsh levies who had taken part in the sup¬ 
pression of Nett’s rebellion, and compared the 
Welsh soldiers to sheep. Offence was taken 
by the government at this sneer, and a new 
edition was at once issued with the offensive 
sentences omitted and an additional dedi¬ 
cation to Archbishop Grindal,the successor of 
Parker, who had died in the interval, Neville 
also published in 1676 1 A.Nevylli ad Walliro 
proceres apologia ’ (London, by H. Binue- 
mau, 4to), in which he acknowledged hie 
error of judgment. The account of Kett was 
appended under the title ‘ Kettus ’ to Chris¬ 
topher Ocland’s ‘Anglorum Prasha,’ 1682, 
ond in 1616 an English translation by the 
Rev. Richard Woods of Norwich appeared 
with the title ‘Norfolk Furies their Foyle 
under Kett and their Accursed Captaine: 
with a description of the famous Oitye of 
Norwich j' another edition is dated 1623. 

Neville was a competent writer of Latin 
verse and prose. His earliest publication was 
a translation of Seneca’s ‘ CEdipus,’ which 
he ‘ englished ’ in a rough ballad metre in 
1660, and dedicated to Henry Wotton. It 
was first published as ‘TheLamentable Tra- 
gedie of CEdipua the Sonne of Laius, Kyng of 
Thebes, out of Seneca. By A. Nevyle,’ Lon¬ 
don, 1668, fivo (Brit. Mus.) Thomas Newton 
(1642 P-1007) [q. v,] inoluded it in his 
‘ Seneca hieTennu Tragedies,’ London, 1681. 

In 1687 appeared Neville’s ‘Academics 
Oantahrigiensie laorymte turnulo... P. Sid¬ 
ney sucratcB per A. Nevillum,’ Cambridge, 
1687,4to, with a dedication to the Earl of 
Leicester. Sir John Hariugton commended 
this poem in Ms aimotalions ou Ariosto’s 
‘Orlando Furioso’ (bk. 87). Neville also 
contributed English verses to his uncle Bar- 
nabe Googo’s ‘ Eglogs and Sonettes,’ 1603. 
According to on entry in the ‘Stationers’ 

‘ Registers ’ (Collier, JK vtmats, ii. 87), he 
was in 1676 engaged on a translation of 
Livy. 

[Cole’s Athens Cantab, in Brit. Mus. Addit, 
1IH. 6877! Humor's MS. Chorus Vatum; Notes 
and Queries, 1st sor, v, 442, 3rd sor, in, 114,1 


177 j Tanner’B Bibl. Brit.; Bridget's Restitute., 
i. 84; iv. 369; Ititson’s Bibl. Anglo Booties.] 

NEVILLE, ANNE (1450-1486), queen 
of Richard ill. [See Airaxi.] 

NEVILLE, CHARLES, sixth Eam oe 
Wlsthoklaed (1543-1001), was eldest sou 
of ILenry, fifth earl (1626 P-1663) [see under 
Neville, lUum, fourth Eaiil], by his first 
wife, Jane, daughter of Thomas Manners, 
first earl of Rutland [q. v,] lie was bom in 
1543, and was brought np in all probability 
as a Roman catholic at Raby Castle, Durham, 
the family seal. His father certainly was a 
reactionary, and was one of the supporters 
of Queen Mary (Hist. MSS. Comm. 7th Rep. 
App. p. 610). In AuguBt 1563 Charles suc¬ 
ceeded as sixth Earl of Westmorland on the 
doathof his father. He did not, however, take 
his seat in the House of Lords till 80 Sept. 
1686. His marriage into the Howard family 
definitely connected him with the old catholic 
party, but he was loyal in 1565, when the 
Earl of Bedford met him at Morpeth. He 
was doubtless firod to rebellion by the ad¬ 
vice of his numerous catholic rolativos, espe¬ 
cially Christopher Neville [q. v.'| (cf. Bowes 
to Sussex, 16 Nov. 1609, in Memorials of 
ihe JRebellion , j>. 34), and by that of many 
family friends in the north. Nevertheless 
in March 1509 he was on the council for the 
north, and was made a commissioner for 
musters. His attitude became known in the 
autumn of 1669. In September he was re¬ 
quired to meet the Earl of Sussex at York. 
He and the Earl of Northumberland do- 
oliucd (4 Nov.) to go [soe Punor, Thomas, 
d. 15721. Tho government, finding that the 
two earls had been in correspondence with 
the S]iunish ambassador, ordered them to 
come to London, and tlioir refusal to obey 
was the formal signal of rebellion. Early 
in November they assembled their forces, 
marched from Raby to Durham on 14 Nov., 
restored the mass, and pushed on smith to 
Darlington, and thence towards York, Their 
first design was to roloaao Mary Queen of 
Soots, who was then confined at Tutbury; 
and, as they wished to avoid a check at the 
outset, they passed by York without assault¬ 
ing it. A detachment from thoir army 
meanwhile had secured Hartlepool in order 
to keep open communications with the con¬ 
tinent, whence aid was expected. Bv the 
time the main body reached Clifford Moor 
Mary was no longer at Tutbury, having been 
safely moved to Coventry. Their disappoint¬ 
ment entirely changed the plans of the rebels, 
who now most unwisely resolved to retreat, 
in the hope of holding the north of England, 
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uid tlioro mtended to v, tub to give battle to 
any force tliat might be sent against them, 
Tlieleadeisweiasolemniy proclaimed traitors 
at Windsor on 20 Nov., and on the 30tlr the 
letieatmg' army broke up. Westmorland 
went to Barnard Castle, which was held by 
Sir George Bowes, who had to capitulate 
owing to the tieaohery of the garrison [see 
under "Bowes, Sib Geobgb, 1527-1680). 
Thence he led his men to Baby, which is 
only a few miles distant. 

At the approach of the main royal army 
from the south Westmorland fled, with 
Northumberland, across the border into the 
country of the Hers, living for a time in the 
castle of Ferniehurst, Roxburghshire (of. 
Memorials, p. 114). Sir Robert Constable, 
an English spy, was employed to try and in¬ 
duce the earl, who was a connection by mar¬ 
riage (cf. Teslctmenia Vetusta, p. 706), to come 
into England, and from Constable’s house 
sue for pardon; but Constable’s negotia¬ 
tions were unsuccessful. The account of the 
transaction wiE he found in the ‘ Sadler Stato 
Papers.’ The earl passed over into the Spanish 
Netherlands. At first he lived at Louvain, 
and seems to havo been provided with money, 
as he kept twelve or thirteen servants. Ills 

E ension from the king of Spain was two 
undred crowns a month. 

Meanwhile in 1671 he was formaUy at¬ 
tainted (13 EEz. cap. 16), his estates in the 
diocese of Durham going to the crown in¬ 
stead of to the bishop, on the novel plea that 
the crown had had the trouble of defending 
them. The famous castle of Raby remained 
crown property tiE it was bought by Sir 
narry Vane about 1646, and thus it is now 
held by Lord Barnard, his representative. 

Occasional notices of Westmorland, not 
always to his credit, are found during the 
next thirty years. In January 1672 he was 
one of the deputation of English exiles 
who asked aid from PhiEp at Brussels in 
support of the Ridolfl plot. PhiEp, however, 
or at all events Alva, knew the real value of 
his suggestions, and when in 1678 he urged 
the landing of a force in Northumberland, 
Alva remarked that his word was that of a 
uobloman out of his country, In spite of 
these transactions Westmorland was con¬ 


tinually trying to negotiate for his return to 
England, but the only result seems to have 
been unsuccessful plots to kidnap him on the 

5 art of the English government in 1676 and 
686. About 1677 he went to live at Maas¬ 
tricht and is said to have been friendly with 
Don John of Austiia, though apparently he 
had no official relations with him. In 1680 he 
was colonel of a regiment composed of Eng- 
Esh refugees in the Spanish service, and in 


March 1681 he went on a pilgrimage to Rome, 
to got money if possible. He stayed at the 
English College, and returned with tomeeoit 
of a commission. lie is said to have lived 
viciously in later Efe, and is described in 
1683 ae ‘ a person utterly wasted by looseness 
of life and by God’s punishment.’ He was at 
Brussels in 1600, twuking of another mat- 
riago, but died, deep'in debt, at Nieuport on 
16 Nov. 1601. 

Westmorland married before 1601 Jane 
Howard, eldest daughter of Henry Ilownid, 
earl of Surrey [q. v.] HiB wife, of whom ke 
was evidently 1’ond, was a woman of spirit, 
Bowes records, in. a letter of 16 Nov. 1609, 
that when Markenfiold, Reod, and other 
rebels left the earl she ‘ Inmate owte agaynste 
them with great curses, as well for their un- 
knppye counselling ns nowo, there cowsrd 
flygnte.' She had a pension of 3001 from 
the queen during her husband’s exile, diod in 
1603, and wag buried atKonninghnll,Norfolk, 
By her Westmorland left four daughters- 
Catherine, married to Sir Thomas Grey of 
UhiEingham ( Northumhorlaiidj Eleanor,who 
died unmarried; Margaret, who married Sir 
Nicholas Pmlaey of Yorkshire; Anne, wlio 
married David, brother of Sir William Ingleby 
of Ripley, Yorkshire. Interesting particu¬ 
lars as to Lady Margaret’s com ersion from 
Roman Catholicism by Mathew Hutton [q. v.] 
in 1694r-6 are to be found in Hutton’s 1 Corre¬ 
spondence’ (Surtees Soc,), p. 92, &c. 

[Surteas’sHist. of Durham, vol, iv.; Surloes’8 
Sketch of the Stock of tho Nevilos, pn. 11,12; 
Oal. of Stato Papers, Dom. j Froude's Hist, of 
Engl.; Oal. of Hatfield MSS. iii. 138,147; Kou- 
land's Hist. Family of Novill; Memorials of the 
Rebellion of 1609; Doylo’B Official "Baronnge, 
iii. 036; Stoney’s Life and Times of Sir B, 
Sadler ; Sadler Stato Papers; Norton’s Letters, 
f, iii.; Bishop Percy’s Folio MS. ii. 210, &e ] 
W. A. J. A. 


NEVILLE, OHRISTOPIIEll (Jl. 1509), 
rebel, was fourth sen of Ralph, fourth earl of 
Westmorland [q. v.l, by Catherine, daughter 
of Edward Stafford, aulco of Buckingham, 
He was of violent temper, and in youth ho 
went to a horse race at. Uatherly Moor in 
Yorkshire to assault one Christopher Rokeby, 
He was nn ardent catholic, alia had much 
influence over his nephew Charles, sixth 
earl of Westmorland [q. v.l TIo waB a 
leader in the northern rebellion of 1509, 
and was doubtless largely responsible for the 
share taken in it by his nephew (of. Memo¬ 
rials qf the Rebellion of 1669, p. 84). In tho 
proclamation against the rebels issued by the 
Earl of Sussex, the commander for the quocn, 
on 19 Nov. 1669, Christopher Neville was 
one of those exempted from, the benefits of 
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the pardon offered, When the main body 
of the rebels went south to capture and re¬ 
lease Mary Queen of Scots, about the end of 
November, Neville with a small force turned 
aside and secured Hartlepool, hoping probably 
to welcome there reinforcementsfrom abroad, 
The rebels held the town as lata as 17 Doc,; 
hut Neville did not reside there regularly, 
and was at the siege of Barnard Oastla on 
1 Dec., when he issued on order for a muster 
there. When the rebels brolte up their forces 
he remained for some time at the head of a 
small troop of horse, but soon fled across tbe 
border to Scotland, and was received either 
at Ferniehurst, Roxburghshire, by the ICers, 
or at Branxholm by the Scotts of Buccleugh. 
But he seems to have returned to England 
early in February 1669-70. Sir George 
Bowes wrote to Sir Thomas Qargrave m 
February that Neville had been in hiding 
near Brancepetli Castle. He soon afterwards 
escaped to Flanders. He was living at Lou¬ 
vain in 1671, and at Brussels in 1676. Like 
the other exilos, he enjoyed a small pension 
from the Bang of Spam. lie died in exile. 
His estates, on hiB attainder in 1660, wero 
of course forfeited. Ho is always described 
as of Kirby Mooraide. Neville married 
Annie, daughter of John Fullhorpu of llips- 
well, Yorkshire, widow of Francis Wanctis- 
ford of Kirklington, in the same county. 
By her he left no issue ; a son by her first 
husband, Christopher Wandisford, married 
Sir George Bowes's daughter. 

Much of Nevillo’s forfaited estate came to 
him through his wife, and in 1670 the Earl of 
Sussex sent to Cecil to ask for some help 
for her. He Btated at the time that Nevillo 
had treated her badly. From an inquiry held 
in 1674, it appears that Nevillo had givon 
the rectory of Kirby Moorside to William 
Barkley, alias Smith, whose wife Katherine 
was reputed to be his mistress, While he 
was at Ferniehurst this woman twice sent 
him a ring, and lie in answer desired her to 
live according to tho laws, and said that ho 
would never think well of them that woro 
not good to her. 

Christopher’s brother, OtraitBBBT Neville 
{fl, 1669), also took a prominent part in the 
rebellion. Ho lived at Brancepeth, helped 
to restore tho altars at Durham, fled with 
his brothor to the Low Countries, and was 
pensioned, and, like him, died in exile. 

Christopher Neville the rebel must be 
carefully distinguished from Christopher 
Neville, the son of ItiohaTd Neville, second 
lord Latimer [q. v.], by Anno, daughter of 
Sir Humphrey Stafford. 

[The three authorities for the rebellion, , 
Sharp’s Memorials, Tho Sadler Papers (od.OI.if- j 


ford), Stoney’s Life of Sfttlloir, all notice both 
Christopher and Cuthbert Nevillo; Letters and 
Papera, Hen. VIII, v. 1670; Cal. of State Papers 
Dom. 1547-80; Cal. of State Papers, For, Ser. 
1660-71, p. 785; Howland's Account of tho 
Family of Novill, 1830; Snrteos’s Durham, iv. 
162; Haywoll's Northallerton, p. 60; Froude's 
Hist, of England, vol. ix.] W. A. J. A. 

NEVILLE, EDMUND (1660 P-1018 P), 
conspirator, was son of Richard Neville of 
Pedwjn and of Wyke, Warwickshire, by 
Barbara, daughter of William Arden of Park- 
hall, in the same county. Richard Neville, 
the father, was grandson of John Neville, 
third baron Latimer [q. v.] Edmund lived 
for some time abroad, it was said in the 
Spanish service. About the beginning of 
1684 he returned to England, claiming to bo 
the heir to his grand-uncle, the fourth and 
last Lord Latimer, who had died in 1677 [see 
undor Neville, John, third baron], Cecil’s 
son Thomas, afterwards first earl of Exeter 
[q. v.], had married Dorothy, daughter and 
co-lieiresB of the last Lord Latimer, and hence 
was glad to take any opportunity of injuring 
Edmund. lie was suspected from the moment 
of his return. A merchant named Wright 
said that he had seen him at Rouon, and that 
while there ho had lodged with the Nortons 
[see N obton, Rioiiabd] . In 1684 he was con¬ 
cerned in what is termed Parry’s plot to kill 
tho queen [see under Pabbt/ william, d . 
1685J. Parry seems to have been in com¬ 
munication with him, and speaks of him as 
an honourable gentleman of great descent; 
he also claims him as a relation, though tlio 
connection was slight (cf. Fotrns, Iliit, of 
Romish Treasons, p. 342). Neville was at 
once sont to the Tower, and iu 1686 rovealed 
the whole affair. He remained long in the 
Towor, though he made constant efforts to 
got out. In 1696 he brought a desperate 
charge of treason against the lieutenant of 
the Tower (cf. Hist. MSS. Comm. 7th Rep. 
App. p. 641). He was soon afterwards libe¬ 
rated, and probably went abroad. He claimed 
tho earldom of Westmorland after the death 
of Uhurlos, sixth earl [q. v.jL in 1001; but 
his petition was not hoard, though ho may 
have been the next heir. He died about 
1618 at Dunkirk, probably in poverty. A 
monument to his memory was placed in the 
chancel of Eastham Ohuroli, Essex. He mar¬ 
led, first, Jane Martignis, dame de Colombo, 
a lady of Hainault, by whom he left no issue; 
seoondly, Jane, daughter of Riohnrd Sraythe, 
member of a Warwickshire family, by whom 
ho left a son, Ralph, and several daughters. 
His widow had, probably as a compensation 
for her husband’s claims, a ponsion of 1007, 
a year from James I. 
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[Rovlanil'b Account of the Family of Nevill; 
Cal. State Papers., Dom, Eliz, 1581-90, p. 226 &c.; 
D'Daes's Journals, p, 85b; Surtees's Durham, 
iv. 162,164, Strype’s Annuls, m. i. 272, &c, ii. 
837, iv. 832, &c.] W. A. j. A. 

NEVILLE, EDMUND (1005-1647), 
jesuit, was bom in his father's house at 
Hopcar, Lancashire, in 1605, and, after study¬ 
ing at St. Omer, entered the English College 
at Dome on 29 Sept. 1621, under the name 
of Sales. He wus admitted to the novitiate 
of the Society of Jesus at St. Andrews, 
Dome, in 1626. In 1636 he was minister at 
Ghent, and three years later he was ordered 
to the English mission , 1 where he rendered 
important services to religion by his talonts, 
zed, and most engaging and conciliatory 
manners’ (Olivuk, Collectanea S. J . p. 148). 
In 1639 he was a missioner in London ; on 
3 Aug. 1640 he was professed of the four 
■vows; in 1642 he was in the Oxford dis¬ 
trict ; and in 1646 he was stationed in the 
‘college of St. Francis Xavier,’ which com¬ 
prised South Wales, Monmouthshire, Here¬ 
fordshire, and Gloucestershire. In the time 
of the Commonwealth he suffered imprison¬ 
ment on account of his sacerdotal character; 
but, as no proof could be adduced to show 
that he wus really a priest, he was set at 
liborty. He died on 18 Jnly 1647. 

He wrote ‘ The Palm of Christian Forti¬ 
tude, or the Glorious Combats of the Chris¬ 
tians in Japan ’ [St. Omer ?], 1030, 8vo, and 
‘ The Life of St. Augustine, Doctor of the 
Church,’ which was not published, and is 
said to be extant in manuscript, 

[De Bacher's Bibl. das Ecrivains de la Com- 
pagnie da Jdsus, ii. 1521; Foley’s Records, v. 
360, vi. 296, 406, vii. 880; Southwell's Bibl. 
Sc’iptorum8oc. Jcsu, p 184; Tanner's Societas 
Jean Apostoloium Iimtatnx, p. 760.] T, 0, 

NEVILLE, EDWAED (d. 1476), first 
Babon op BnnoAVEKirr or Ameoavunit? (a 
form which appeared in the sixteenth century 
and was not definitely adopted until 1730), 
was the sixth and youngest son of Ralph 
Neville, first earl of Westmoreland [q.v.], By 
his second wife, Joan Beaufort, daughter of 
John of Gaunt, duke of Lancaster. His father 
had arranged, before his death in 1425, the 
match which made his youngest son the 
founder of the house which alone among the 
Neville branches has been continued in the 
male line to our own day, and is now repre¬ 
sented by the Marquis of Abergavenny (Wills 
andlmentories, Surtees Soc. i. 71). The lady 
was Elizabeth Beauchamp, only child and 
heiress of Richard, earl of Worcester, who 
died in April 1422 of wounds received at tho 
siege of Meaux. Worcester's father, William 


Beauchamp, fourth son of Thomas Beau¬ 
champ, earl of Warwick ( rl 1809), bj Cathe¬ 
rine, daughter of Iiogei Mortimor, lust eurlof 
March [q. v.], iuharited the castle and lamhof 
Bergaieimy or Abergavenny on Usk on the 
death of the last Hastings, earl of Pembroke, 
whose father, being on the maternal side a 
nephew of William Beauchamp’s mother, 
had (16 April 1372) placed his cousin next 
in the entail (Nicolas, Historic Peerage, ed. 
Courthope; Complete Peerage, ed. G. E. 0. 
p. 14). In 1392 he was summoned to par¬ 
liament as a baron, under the title either of 
Lord Bergavenny or (perhaps more probably) 
of Lord Beauchamp of Bergavenny. Eliza¬ 
beth Beauchamp’s mother wae Isabel le 
Desipenser, daughter, and event ually Bole heir, 
of Thomas, sixth baron le Despenser, lord of 
Glamorgan and Morgannoc,and for a moment 
eaxl of Gloucester, whose dignities were for¬ 
feited by rebellion in 1400. Worcester mar¬ 
ried her in Jnly 1411, two months after his 
father’s death, when he was still simply 
Richard Beauchamp, lord Bergavenuy or 
Beauchamp of Bergavenny, and Elizabeth 
was born at Hanley Castle, Worcestershire, 
on 16 Doc. 1415 (Duudald, Baronage, i. 242), 
On the death of her mother, who held them 
in jointure, Edward Neville in 1436 obtained 
possession of her father’s lands, with the 
exception of the castle and lordship of Aber¬ 
gavenny, which was occupied, undor an en¬ 
tail created in 1396 by Worcester’s father, 
by his cousin Richard, earl of Warwick (A 
1439), who also by papal dispensation mar¬ 
ried his cousin’s widow, Isabel. But Novillo 
was known as lord of Bergavenny, and when, 
after the death of Henry, dulto of War¬ 
wick, son of Richard, earl of Warwick, 
and Isabel le Desponser in 1446, the Wnr- 
wiok inheritance devolved upon hie infant 
daughter, Anne Beauchamp, who was a 
ward of the orown, Neville and his wife 
forcibly entered on the castles and lands, but 
were driven out (Complete Peerage, p. 10). 
It was not until after the death of Anne 
Beauchamp on 8 June 1449 that Neville 
obtained the royal license (14 July 1449) to 
enter on the lands, &o,, of Abergavenny 
(Dottle, Official Baronage ; Ord. Prwg Court- 
oil, v. 283; D tod ale, i. 309). Nevertheless 
he did not get possession of them, for they 
passed into the hands of his nephow, Richard 
Neville,_ who succeeded to the Warwick 
estates in right of his wife, Anne Beau¬ 
champ, sister of Henry, duke of Warwick, 
and called himself Lord of Bergavenny (Dua- 
EALE,i.S07). EdwordNoville was summoned 
to parliament as baron of Bergavenny in 
September 1460, but it was not until the 
time of his grandson that the custle and lord- 
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shin were definitely acquired by the holder 
0 f the title (Swallow, Be Nova Villa, pp. 
229-30; Historic Peerage, p. 10; Inq. post 
mortem, iv. 400). Henry VIII restored them 
to George Neville, third baron Berg evenny. 
The history of the barony of Abergavenny 
is marked by move than one anomaly, but, if 
those were right who have maintained that 
it was hold by the tenure of the castle, this 
would be the greatest. 

Edward Neville was the first person who 
was undoubtedly summoned to parliament 
under the express style of ‘Lorn of Burga- 
venny,’ and Sir HarrisNicolas was inclined to 
think that he ought to bo considered the first 
holder of the Abergavenny barony (Historic 
Peerage). He made very little figure in the 
stormy times in which somo of his brothers 
and nephews were so prominent. In 1449 lio 
had seen some military service in Normandy, 
and his son had been one of the hostages for 
theperformance of the conditions on whiok the 
English were allowed to march out of Rouen 
in October of that year (Stevenson, Wars in 
Prance, ii. 011-12, 028). In the civil strife 
he followed the lead of the heads of his family. 
"When, in 1464, his brother-in-law, the Duke 
of York, became protector of tbe kingdom, 
and his eldest brother, the Earl of Salisbury, 
chancellor, Abergavenny, with other Nevillo 
peers, sat pretty regularly in the privy coun¬ 
cil ( Ord. Privy Council, vol. v.) Northamp¬ 
ton is the only battle of the civil war m 
which his presence is mentioned ( Chron. ed. 
Davies). When Edward IV became king, 
Abergavenny sorved in the north under hie 
nephewe against the Lancastrians in the 
autumn of 1462, and more than ouco occurs 
as a commissioner of array in Kent, where 
he probably resided at his first wife’s manor 
of Biding, close to Maidstone (Dotle (Swal¬ 
low, p. 287). Abergavenny did not change 
his king with his nephew Warwick, died on 
18 Oot. 1476, and apparently was burioil in 
tbe priory ohuvck at Abergavenny, where 
there is a monument of a warrior, at whose 
feet is a bull, the crest of Noville (ill. p. 230), 
By Mb first wifo, Elizabeth Beauchamp, he 
had two sons and throe daughters. The eldest 
son, Richard, died during Ms father’s life¬ 
time, and was buried in Staindrop Ohuroh, 
the ancient Neville mausoleum by tho gates 
of Baby Castle (Surtees, iv. 130 j of. JDuo- 
dalb, i. 309). Raby was now in tho hands 
of the elder family of Ralph, earl of West¬ 
morland, which was, by 1440, on Ibe worst 
of terms with the younger. But George, 
the second son who succeedod his father 
as baron of Abergavenny, is said to have 
been bom at Raby. The direct male line 
of Edward Neville ended with his great- 


grandson, Iloury Neville, who died in 1687, 
leaving only a daughter, married to Sir 
Thomas Fane. Henry Neville’s cousin, Ed- 
ward Neville (d. 1689), obtained the castle 
and lordship of Abergavenny under an entail 
created by nenry’s father. Edward Neville’s 
son and namesake alaimed the barony in 
1698 us heir male, hut a counter-claim was 
raised by Lady Fane as heir-general. The 
matter was settled by a compromise in 1604, 
when Lady Funo was allowed the barony ol 
LeDespenserand the barony of Abergavenny 
was confirmed to EdwardNevUle,whose male 
descendant in the ninth generation now holds 
the dignity. The arrangement was a most 
anomalous one. According to all modern 
[ peerage law the writ of 1604 must have 
created a new barony. The four subsequent 
occasions on which the barony has Been 
allowed to go to heirs male would in strict¬ 
ness equally constitute new creations (Com¬ 
plete Peerage, pp. 20-4). The present Mar¬ 
quis of Abergavenny is the fourteenth holder 
of the barony (which, lias twice gone to 
cousins) from Edward Neville, wlio died in 
1622 (Ilistorio Peerage ). Ho alao represents 
an unbrokon Noville descent in tbe male 
line of twenty-one generations, from GeoiTrey 
do Nevillo in the reign of Henry III, and a 
still longer ono through Geoffrey's father, 
Roborl Fitz-Maidred, a pedigreo without 
parallol among English noble families [see 
under Neville, Rodeet dd, d. 1282]. 

Abergavenny’s second wife woe Catherine 
Howard, daughter of Sir Robert Howard, 
and sister of John Howard, first duke of Nor¬ 
folk. His first wife is said to have died on 
18 Juno 1446 (Doxle ; Swallow, p. 231), 
and he then married Catherine Howard. 
But he was excommunicated for doing so on 
the ground that they had had illicit relations 
during his wife’s lifetime, and were witMn 
the third degree of consanguinity. Pope 
Nicholas V was, liowevor, persuaded to grant 
a dispensation for the marriage. Dugdala 
gives 16 Oct. 1448 as the date of the bull, 
wMclt, supposing the date of Elizabeth Beau¬ 
champ’s cfealli to be correct, does not loava 
much time for tbe intermediate proceedings. 
Both dates are irreconciloablo with the age 
(twenty-six) which Dugdale (from the Es¬ 
cheat Roll) gives to hot second son at his 
father’s death in 1476. Sir HarrisNicolas 
gives thirty-six as his age, and, if this is a 
correction and not an error, it will remove 
the worst difficulty. It is certainly most un¬ 
likely that Georgs Neville should hove been 
born at Baby Castle in 1460 (cf< Poston 
Letters, i 897). 

Tho children of tho second marriage were 
two sons, Ralph and Edward, who diod 
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without issue, and three daughters: Mar- 
aret, who married John Broohe, baron Cob- 
am (d. 1600); Anne, who married Lord 
Strange (d. 1497). father of the second Earl 
of Derby; and Catherine, who married Robert 
Tanfielu. Besides his manors in Kent, Aber¬ 
gavenny left lands in Sussex, Norfolk, Suf¬ 
folk, and other counties. The family now 
own about fifteen thousand acres in Sussex, 
about six thousand in Kent, and about seven 
thousand in Worcestershire, Warwickshire, 
Monmouthshire, and Herefordshire (Com¬ 
plete Peerage). 

[Inquisitionss post mortem, ed. Record Com¬ 
mission; Proceedings and Ordinances of the 
Privy Council, od. Nicolas; Stevenson’s Wars 
of the English in France (Rolls Ser.); Eng¬ 
lish Chi-on. 1877-1461, ed. Davits for Caind. 
80 c.; Matliieu d’Escouehy, ed. Beaucourt for 
SocidU de l’Histoire de France; Dugdale’s 
Baronage; Harris Nicolas's Historic Peerage, 
ed. Courthope; Complete Peerage of England, 
Scotland, Sec., ed. by G. E. Ofockayne]; Doyle’s 
Official Baronage; Rowland’s Account of the 
Family of Nevill, 1830; Surtees’s History of 
Durham; Swallow’s De Nova Villa, Newcastle, 
1886.] J. T-t. 

NEVILLE, Sib EDWARD (d. 1638), 
courtier, was third but second surviving sou 
of George, second baron Bergavenny, by his 
first wife, Margaret, daughter of Sir Hugh 
Eenne, undor-treasurer of England. His 
brothers George, third lord Bergavenny, and 
Sir Thomas Neville of Mereworth, speaker 
of the House of Commons, are eeparately 
noticed. Edward Neville was prominent 
at the court when Henry Vni came to 
the throne. He held the offices of sewer 
of the household and squire of the king’s 
body, and from time to time received grants 
from the crown. He took port in the expe¬ 
ditions made into France in 1612 and 1613, 
in the latter year serving in the king’s guard, 
in a division to which Lord Bergavenny 
and John Neville were also attached. On 
25 Sept. 1613 he was knighted at Tournay. 
On 20 Oct. 1614 he landed at Calais, in dis¬ 
guise, with Charles Brandon [q. v.], then 
viscount Lisle, and afterwards duke of Suf¬ 
folk, and Sir William Sydney, all three going 
to Paris for the coronation of the Princess 
Mary, who had married Louis XH. In 1610 
he was a gentleman of the privy chamber and 
master of the bnckhounds. He was present at 
tho Field of the Cloth of Q old in 1620. H e was 
of the party of the Duke of Buckingham, who 
is said to have relied upon Him to counteract 
the influence of Lord Bergavenny at court, 
and gave him in 1621 a doublet of silver 
cloth. Although in 1621 he was forbidden 
the court for a time, he was soon restored to 


favour, and acted as ‘horheger’ at Charles V’a 
visit in 1622. In 1623 hB held a command 
in the army in France (State Papers , vi. 170), 
In 1624 he was a commissioner for the col¬ 
lection of the subsidy in Kent, and in 1626 
he had a grant of privilege to export a large 
quantity of wood from Kent and Susses, 
which waB afterwards rather oddly revoked, 
In 1631 ho was the king’s standard-bearer; 
he took an official part in the coronation of 
Anne Boloyn in 1533, and on 27 June 163d 
was made constable of Leeds Castle in Kent. 
At the baptism of Prince Edward in 1637 
Neville was one of those who bore tho canopy. 

Suddenly, in 1638, Neville was found to 
be concerned in the conspiracy of the Poles. 
Early in November he was sent to the Tower 
with Exeter and Montagu [see Pom, Hum, 
1492-1639], He was tried in Westminster 
Hall on 4 Dec., and beheaded on Tower Hill 
on 8 Dec. 1638. He lived chiefly at Aiding, 
ton, Kent, was reputed a fine soldier, and was 
a handsome courtier. But the rumour as to 
his being a son of Henry VIII, whom he re. 
sembled (Notes and Queries, 1st sor. ii. 807), 
is obviously refuted by the probable dates of 
their respective births, though it was revived 
as a joko by Queen Elizabeth. 

Neville married Eleanor, daughter of An- 
drew, lord Windsor, and widow of 1! iilph, loid 
Sorope of Upsall, andleft soveralchildren. Of 
his sonB, Edward of Newton St. Loo, on thB 
death of nem-y, fourth lord Bergavenny, in 
1687, claimed the barony, but died 10 Fob. 
1689 before he was summoned to parliament. 
He left, however, by Catherine, daughter of 
Sir John Brome, a son, also cullod Edward, 
who was summoned to parliament as sixth 
Lord Bergavenny on 2B May 1C04. Sir Ed¬ 
ward Neville had a second son, Sir Henry 
Neville of Billingbear, who is separately no¬ 
ticed, and through him he was grandfather 
of Sir Henry Neville (d. 1616) [q. v.] His 
four daughters wore all married. 

[Rowland’s Aooount of tho Family of Novill, 
1880; Letters and Papers Henry VIII, 1600-87; 
Doylo’s Official Baromigo, i. 6 ; Hasled’s Kent, ii. 
108 seq.; Wriothosloy’s Olu-on, (Canid. Soo.), i. 
01,92; Ohron. of Calais (Canid, Soe.); Oronmer's 
Works, ii. 64, Zurich Lol 1 ers.iii. 626, in U 10 Parker 
800 .; Rutland Papors (Canid. Soc.l] 

W. A. J. A. 

NEVILLE verb Soabisheioe, EDWARD 
(1639-1709), jesuit, horn in Lancashire 
in 1039, was son of Edward Scarisbrick, 
esq,, of Scarisbrick Hall in that county, 
by Frances, daughter of Roger Bradsliaigk 
of Haig Hall. He prosecuted his humanity 
studies in the English Jesuit College at St, 
Omer; entered that order 7 Sept. I860 at 
Watten, under tho assumed name of Neville, 
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and was profiled, of the four tows 2 "Feb. 
1076-7. in 1 676 lie was prefect of St, timer. 
Afterwards be was sent to tbe English mis¬ 
sion iu the Lancashire district, said his name 
appears in the list of Titus Outes’s intended 
victims. In 1686 ha was in the London dis¬ 
trict, and was appointed by James II to he 
one of the royal preachers and chaplains. 
On the outbreak of the revolution in De¬ 
cember 1688 he escaped to the Continent, 
and he is mentioned in 1689 as living in 
France with several other English priests. 
In 1092 he was instructor of tha tertian 
fathers of the Society of Jesus at Ghent, and 
in 1693 he was again in the Lancashire dis¬ 
trict, -where ho died on 19 Feb. 1708-9. 

His works are: 1. 4 Sermon on Spiritual 
Leprosy, delivered on the 13th Sunday after 
Pentecost, 1686, before Queen Catherine,’ 
London, 1687, 4lo; roprintod iu 4 A Select 
Collection of Oatliolick Sermons,' London, 
1741, ii. 427. 2. ‘ Sormon on Catholic Loyalty, 
preached before the King and Queen at "White¬ 
hall, the 30lh of January 1087,’London, 1688, 
8vo; reprinted in the same collection,!. 228. 
3, ‘The Life of Lady "Warner, of Parham in 
Suffolk, in .Religion called Sister Clare of 
Jesua; written by a Catholic Gentleman 
(N, N.V London, 1091,8vo; second edition, 
‘to which is added an abridgment of tho 
Life of Mrs. E. Warner, in religion Mary 
Clare,’ London, 1692, 8vo; third edition, 
London, 1696, 8vo ; fourth edition, Loudon, 
1868, 8vo. 4. 4 Rules and Instructions for 
the Sodality of the Immaculate Conception ’ 
(anon.), 1703,12mo. 

[Bo Backor’s Bibl. des Ecrivaina do la Com- 
pagnio do Jisus; Foley’s Records, vii. 086, DS9, 
ana Jntrod. p. civ ; Jones’s Popery Tracts, pp, 
454, 466.] T. 0. 

NEVILLE, GEOFFREY be (d. 1226), 
baron, was the younger son of Alan da 
Nevillo (d. 1191P) [q. v.] and nephew of Gil¬ 
bert do Nevillo, an ancestor of tho Nevilles of 
Raby [see Nnnr.ia, Robert be]. lie was 
probably conuoclod with Hugh do Neville 
[q. v.] Geoffrey ilrst appears as tho recipient 
of grants from John in 1204, and from 1206 
was a constant witnoss of royal charters. 
In 1207 he was Icing’s chamberlain, an offioo 
which he hold till tho end of his life, and in the 
same year received the custody of "Wiltshire 
(Mot. Mtt. Claus A In 1212 he witnessed tho 
treaty between John and the Count of Bou¬ 
logne. In 1213 he was sent on an embassy 
to Raymond, oount of Toulouse, and Tatar, 
king of Aragon. Next year he went to 
Poitou, to secure for John the support of the 
Poitevin barons, and his fidelity was re¬ 
warded by further grants of lands belonging 


to the barons in opposition, and of the 
shrievalty of Yorkshire. Li 1216 Neville 
was appointed seneschal of Poitou; but on 
1 Oct. of that year he was with John at 
Lincoln, and, receiving the grant of Scar¬ 
borough Castle, was employed during tho 
winter in defending it and York against the 
rebel barons, Early in 1216 he was at New¬ 
castle on a similar errand, and received 
grants of money to enable him to fortify 
Scarborough. Faithful to John to the end, 
Neville had his appointments of chamber- 
lain and seneschal of Poitou and Gascony 
confirmed on the accession of Henry IH. 

In 1217 he signed the reissne of Magna 
Oharta (Meffistrum Malmesburimse, i. 38); 
ill 1218 he was present when Llywelyn ah 
Iorwerth (d. 1240) [q. v.] submitted to 
Ilenry III, and was commissioned to take 
possession of certain castles in "Wales. But 
next year he was back again in Gascony, 
opposing Hugh de Lusignan, who was be¬ 
sieging Niort. In April 1219 he wrolo to 
Henry, threatening to start for the Holy 
Land unless he were better supported from 
home; in July he wrote again, saying that 
unless steps were taken to defend Poitou 
and Gascony it was no good his remaining 
there; in October he resigned the senesohal- 
Bhip (SnntMY, Moyal and Historical Letters, 
passim). He landed at Dover on 1 Nov. 
1219, leaving William Gauler in charge of 
Gascony, lie left behind him debts in¬ 
curred in the king's service, and in 1220 the 
citizens of Dax petitioned for rop&yment. 
In the same year he resumed his duties as 
sheriff of Yorkshire, and was despatched to 
Scotland oil business connected with the 
marriage of the king’s sister to Alexander IT. 
On 23 Jan. 1221 he was summoned to meet 
Ilenry at Northampton to concert measures 
against the Earl of Albemarle, who had 
seizod Fotheringay Castle. In 1222 ho paid 
1007. to the king for the guardianship of 
Alexander de Neville, probably a second 
cousin, who held lands inLincolnshire, York¬ 
shire, and Cumberland. On 4 Doc. iu that 
year Neville was commissioned to see that 
the compromise arranged between Hugh do 
Lusignan and certain towns in Gascony was 
carried out; in the following voar Hugh 
wrote to nenry complaining of the conduct 
of Neville's successor, and recommending liis 
reappointment. This suggestion was appa¬ 
rently adopted. At any rate, No ville was in 
Poitou in *224, and again with Richard, earl 
of Cornwall, next year. He received in the 
same year a grant of two hundred marks for 
hie custody of Piokeriug and Scarborough 
Castles, hut died apparently in Gascony in 
October 1226. 
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Several of Neville's letters are printed in 
Shirley's 1 lloyal and Historical Letters ’ 
(Rolls Ser.) He married Mabel, daughter and 
coheiress of Adam FitzSwone, who founded 
the abbey of Monk-Bretton, Yorkshire. By 
her he had issue two sons, John and Alan. 
John was granted custody of Pickering' and 
Scarborough Castles on his father's death, 
and was in the battle of Chesterfield with 
Robert de Ferrers, earl of Derby, in 1264, 
and subsequently fought on the barons’ side 
at Evesham. Neville must not be confused 
with a namesake Geoffrey de Neville (d. 
1194), great-grandfather of Robert de Neville 
(d. 1282) [q.v.]; the two Geoffreys may 
hove been cousins. 

[Rotuli Literurum Claris, i. ii., Rotuli Charta- 
rum, Calendar. Rot. Pat. in Turn Londinensi, 
Rotuli Lit. Pat., Ryraer’s Feeder, 1 , i. passim; 
Hardy’s Rotuli do Liberate, passim; Roberts’s 
Excerpta e Rot. Fin. vol. i; Rotulus C.mcellarii, 
1202, p. 164; Shirley’s Royal and Historical 
Letters, passim; Dugdale’s Baronage, i 287, 
Rotulorum Originalium Abbroviatio; Roger 
Wendover’s Chronica,Rolls Sar.; H. J. Swallow’s 
De Nora Villa, Newcastle, 1885.] A. F. P, 

NEVILLE, GEOFFREY be (d. 1285), 
baron, son of Geoffrey de Neville (d. 1249), 
and younger brother of Robert de Neville 
(d. 1282) [q. v.], first appears as taking an 
active part in the barons’ war, Biding, like 
most of bis family, with the king. In 1264 
he was with Prince Edward, and was oap- 
tured at the battle of Lewes, but was soon 
exchanged for Robert Newington, who had 
been made prisoner by the king at Northamp¬ 
ton. On Edward’s escape in 1265Neville again 
joined him, and was present when he recap- 
toed Dover, being left in charge as constable 
of the castle (Gervabu on Canterbury, ii, 
243). The following year, perhaps as a re¬ 
ward for hiB fidelity, he was granted the 
right of free murket m his town of Appleby, 
Lincolnshire. In 1270 ho was governor of 
Scarborough Castle, and also head of the 
justices in eyre for pleas of the forests be¬ 
yond the Trent. In 1276 he was appointed 
chief assessor in Cumberland and Lanca¬ 
shire, of the fifteenth granted by the prelates, 
earls and barons. The next two years he 
was summoned to serve in the campaigns 
against Llywelyn. In 1280 he was chief 
justice in eyre for pleas of the forest in Not¬ 
tinghamshire, and m 1282 he was summoned 
to serve against Llywelyn in April, May, 
and August. In 1288 he was presont at the 
Shrewsbury parliament, and in the same 
year was one of tho executors of hia hrothor 
Robert. Geoffrey died in 1286. 

Like lne father, Nevillo is said to have 
married a Margaret, daughter of John de 


Longvillers (d. 1266), who hi ought him 
Iloton Longvillers and various other muuors. 
Geoffrey, and after his death his widow, had 
considerable difficulty in proving their titles 
to some of these manors when Edwaid I in¬ 
stituted his 4 quo warranto ’ inquiry {Planta 
de Quo Warranto, pp. 186, &c.). By Mar¬ 
garet, who survived him many years, Nevillo 
had one son, John, from whom were de¬ 
scended the Nevilles of Hornby. 

[Foss’s Lives of tho Judges; Dugdalo’s Chron. 
Sories, p. 23, and Baronage, i. 291; Pari. Wnts,i. 
757; Rotul. Origin. Abbreviatio, i. passim; 
Placita de Quo "Warranto and Pluoitorum Ab¬ 
breviatio; Rymer, edit. 1816, 1 , ii, 638, &o,; 
Cal. Inquisitionum Post Mortem, p. 86; Oal. 
Rotulorum Patontium, p, 36; Cal. Rotul. Chur- 
tarum, p. 06 ; Roberts’s Culend. Gonoalogieum 
and Excerpta e Rot. Fin. vol. ii; Oervase of 
Canterbury, ii. 218; "Whitaker’s Deanery of 
Craven, pp. 0, 11, 217, 230, 230 ; Surtees’s Hiflt. 
of Durham, passim, esp. iv. 168-0; Hunter’s 
South Yorkshire, ii. 401; Foster’s Yorkshire 
Puiligroos; Thoroton’sNottinghamshire, i. 178; 
Daniel Rowland’s Account of the Family of 
Novill; H. J. Swallow’s De Nova Villa, New¬ 
castle, 1886.] A. F. P. 

NEVILLE, GEORGE (1433 P-1476), 
bishop of Exeter, archbishop of York and 
chancellor of England, fourth and youngest 
son of Richard Neville, carl of Salisbury 
[a. v.], and Alice, only legitimate child of 
TbomaB de Montacute, fourth earl of Salis¬ 
bury [q.vj, was born in 1432 or 1438 (Gab- 
coioitb, Loci e labro Veritatum, p. 16, ed. 
Thorold Rogers). He was early designed for 
a clerical career, in which, as the brother of 
"War wick the ‘ King maker’ and tho nephew of 
the Duke of York, ho was assured of rapid pro¬ 
motion. Whon be was barely fourteen years 
old at the outside, George Neville was in¬ 
vested (0 Maroh 1446) with tho ‘golden pre¬ 
bend ’ of Masham in York Cathedral (Drake, 
Moraeim, p. 444). Masham lay but a fow 
miles from ais father’s castle of Middlekam, 
in Wensloydale. As ho was already styled 
clarions, he had no doubt begun liis studies 
at Balliol College, Oxford, a foundation 
olosely connected with Burnord Custlo, llieu 
in the possession of Neville’s brother "War¬ 
wick. The college devoted itself almost ex¬ 
clusively to secular studiee, and among O eorgu 
Neville’s contemporaries were the humanists 
John Phreas or Free [q. vj and John Tiptoft, 
earl of Worcester [q. v.J, who married his 
sister Oecilv {Colleges qf Oxford, ed. Clark, 
p. 38). The university requirements wore 
now frequently relaxed, especially in favour 
of rich men, and on hie supplication (16 June 
1460) the ‘prronobilis vir Georgius Novill’ 
was admitted by special grace to tho degree 
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of B.A., without having completed the full 
course, and those incepting under him as 
mailers of arts were allowed as u particular 
favour to complofe their regency in arts in 
one instead of two years (Akbtot, Muiri- 
menta Academica, p. 780; Boarji, limiter 
of the University of Orford, p. vii). He se¬ 
cured the same privilege for his friends 
when on 12 May 1452 permission was given 
him to incept as master of arts, only twelve 
months after 'determining' as bachelor, and 
he was excused from the teaching and ad¬ 
ministrative duties of a regent mast er (i’J. 
pp. ix. 10). A year later, 9 June 1468, when 
barely twenty-one at most, Neville succeeded 
Gilbert Kymer [q. v.], the court physician, os 
chancellor of the university, and, being twice 
re-elected, retained this position until 6 July 
1467, when ho resigned it (Assttiy, pp.660- 
661, 748; Ln Note, Fasti Brel. Angl. ili, 
467). The prodigal feast which he is gene¬ 
rally supposed to have given on this occa¬ 
sion seems to ho due to a confusion with his 
installation feast at. York twelve years later 
(Savage, Balliofergus, p. 105; Colleges of Ox¬ 
ford, ed. Clark, p. 38). 

But with such brilliant prospects of church 
advancement as the growing power of his 
family held out, Neville was coni ent to per¬ 
form his academical duties for the most part 
hv deputy (Anstdy, p, 742). No sooner had 
his father become chancellor of England 
under York as protector in April 1454 than 
he seems to have cbiimod one of the vacant 
bishoprics for his son, but tho council would 
only consent to recommend I he youth to tile 
for the next vacancy, 1 considered ths 
virtue and cunning he is of’ (Ord. 
Privy Coune.il, vi, 108). In ths moantime 
he was made archdeacon of Northampton, 
and prebendary of Tome, in the diocese of 
Lincoln (17 Aug. 1464), canon and preben¬ 
dary of Thorpe at llipon (21 Aug.), and on 
21 Dec. 1451 ordained priest (Ln Nuyb, iL 
68, 221; llipon Chapter Acts, Surtees Hoc., 
p. 209; Gnnwitr, Da Prcrwlibus, ad. Kichurd- 
son). Th > first see that fell vacant after the 
Yorkists had recovered at St. Albans in May 
1465 Ihe power they had lost by the king’s 
recovery a few nne.ilw before was that of 
Exeter, Edmund Lacy dying in September 
of this year. But the promise made to 
Salisbury for his son was either forgotten or 
ignored, and John Hales, archdeacon of Nor¬ 
wich, was at once promoted by Pope Calix- 
tus III on tho recommendation of the coun¬ 
cil, Probably they were desirous of avoid¬ 
ing the scandal of foisl ing a moro youth like 
Neville into high spiritual office. Matters 
had gon e so far when the Nevilles insisted on 
the performance of the promise made to them, | 


secured a renunciation by Hales, George 
Neville’s clcci ion by the chapter (November), 
and royal letters calling upon the pope to 
undo hi a promotion of Hales mid substitute 
Neville (Ord. Privy Council, vi. 265; Fadera, 
xi. 367). He was declared to be a suitable 
person for a remote and disturbed see, as ft 
member of a powerful noble family. Calix- 
tus consented to stultify himself, though no 
doubt with reluctance, for he insisted that 
Neville’s consecration should be delayed 
until he reached his twenty-seventh yoar 
(Gascoigne, p. 1C). In tho meantime he was 
to enjoy the title of bishop-elect and the re¬ 
venues of the see. Gascoigne inveighs bitterly 
against his dissociation of the temporal ad¬ 
vantages and spiritual duties of n bishopric 
as one of the worst clerical abuses of his time. 
The temporalities were restored to Neville 
on 21 March 1456, and he was summoned 
as bishop 1 o councils ( Fmicra , xi. 376; Ln 
Noth, i. 370; Ord. Privy Council, vi. 291, 
205). Two months earlier (24 Jan.) he had 
been given the mastership of the rich hos- 

f ital of Hi . Leonard at York (ib. p. 285), 
le also became archdeacon of Carlisle at 
some date prior to May 1403 (Ln Nnvn, iii. 
249). Neville took a prominent part in the 
proceedings for horesy ngirinst Bishop Re¬ 
ginald Decode [q. v.j, who was favoured by 
the Lancastrian prolalos. During Pocock’s 
examination by the bishops in November 
1457, 1,he bishop-elect hotly reproached him 
with impeaching I he truth of the writings of 
St. Jerome and other saints (Gasooiunu, 

p, 211). 

Neville cannot have more than entered 
upon his twenty-sevenlli year when he was 
consecrated on 3 Dec. 1408 (Swobs, Eer/is- 
trum Saonm, p. 69). Ilis political career 
may be said to begin in tho following year, 
when he managed to avoid being fatally 
compromised in the rebellion of his father 
and brothers, and, after their flight and at¬ 
tainder in October, 'declared himself full 
warshipfully to the king’s pleasure’ {Paston 
Letters, i. 600). But when Warwick and 
Salisbury came over in force from Calais in 
June 1400, Neville, with William Grey, 
bishop of Ely, like himself a Balliol man, 
took an armed force on 2 July In meet them 
in Southwark, and next day assisted the 
Arolibishop of Canterbury in receiving their 
oaths of allegiance to the absent Honry in 
St. Paul’s (Worcester, pp. 772-8). He ac¬ 
companied Warwick and tbe Earl of March 
to the battle of Northampton (10 July), and 
on their return to London with the captive 
king, the groat seal resigned by the Arch¬ 
bishop of Canterbury was given to him on 
26 July (Firdera, xi. 158). The new chan- 
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eellor was now living in tlie pariah of St. 
Clement Danes, ‘without the bar of the 
New Temple ’ (ib.) The ohronioler known 
as ‘Gregory’ (p. 212) makes him share 
Warwick’s dpfeat in the second battle of 
St. Albans (17 Feb. 1461); but Worcester 
(p. 776) says that he awaited the result at 
Canterbury with the archbishop. He was 
present in the council of Yorkist peers which, 
nt Baynard’s Castle on 3 March, declared 
Edward of York king, and the nest day at 
Paul’s Cross, in tkepresence of the king, ex¬ 
pounded and defended his title in an ‘ exi- 
mins sermo,’ which is still extant ( Archiso- 
login, xxix, 128; Three Fifteenth-Century 
Chionicles, p. 173; Worcester, p, 777). On 
10 March the great seal was regranted to 
him in the name of the new king ( Fcedera, 
xi. 473). A week after Towton (7 April) 
he wrote a long Latin letter to the papal 
legate Coppini in Flanders, giving him a most 
interesting account of the campaign, and 
moralising on the civil strife : ‘ 0 luckless 
race 1 


.papulmnquo potontem 

In sun victrici conversion viscera dexfcm, 


to use the words of Lucan. Alas I we 
are a race deserving of pity, even from the 
French.’ He concludes, however, with the 
expression of a hope that such storms will 
be succeeded by halcyon days ( State Papere, 
Venetian, i. 370). When Edward opened 
his first parliament, on 4 Nov. following, 
Chancellor Nevill delivered an address on 
the text from Jeremiah vii. 3 : ‘ Amend 
your ways and your doings,and I will cause 
you to (dwell in this place ’ {Mot. Party. 461). 

On 29 April 1463 Neville opened the second 
parliament of the reign with a discourse on 
the theme 1 Qui judicatis terram diligite jus- 
ticiam ’ (ib. r, 408). Having proved himself 
a man or ability and ‘ moult faoondieux,’ as 
Chastellain says, the chancellor was en¬ 
trusted, in the absence of Warwick in the 
north, with an important foreign mission in 
the summer of this year. The king saw him 
off, and took charge of the great seal at 
Dover, on 21 Aug.; and Neville, with his 
companions, the Earl of Esbbx, Lord Wen- 
lock, and others, made his way to St. Omer, 
where a joint conference had been arranged 
with France and Burgundy. At the end of 
September the conference was transferred to 
Ilesdin, where both Louis XI and Duke 
Philip were present in person; and Neviilo 
succeeded in detaching the former from the 
Lancastrians by a truce for a year (8 Oct.), 
and in obtaining an extension or the commer¬ 
cial truce with Flanders from the duke. He 
leftHesdin on the 10th of the month, and 


on the 2oth retook possession of tlio great 
seal (Worcester, p. 71; OnAsrj3LEA.ur, iv 
388; Ftedera, xi. 504, 506-7, 613). 

Early in April 1404 he was sent into the 
north of England to assist his brothers War¬ 
wick and Montagu in arranging a definite 
pence with Scottish commissioners at York, 
and after some delay a truce for fiftoon years 
was concluded there on 3 .Tune (ib. xi. 514- 
516, 524; Three Fifteenth-Century Chronic 
ales, p. 178), Tho king’s marriage with Eliza¬ 
beth Wydeville in 5Lay was vory distasteful 
to Warwick, but Edward was notin a posi¬ 
tion to ignore Neville’s claims to tho arch¬ 
bishopric of York, -which fell vacant on 
12 Sept, by tho death of William Booth, lie 
was given custody of the temporalities four 
days later, and a congfi d’filiro issued on 

27 Sept.; but the hull of (validation was not 
granted by the now pope, Paul II, until 
16 March 1 466 (Ftedera, xi. 53" ; Le Neve, 
iii. 111). It was published in York Minster 
on 4 June, the temporalitios were fully re¬ 
stored to him on tlio 17th, and on 22 or 

28 Sopt. ho wns enthroned in tho minster. 
The ocension wns seized to display the 
wealth and power of tlio Novilln elan by a 
groat family gathering and an installation 
least whoso extravagant prodigality lias pre¬ 
served its details for posterity (HOEWrtf, p. 
696; of, IIearne, Colleetioni, ii. 341; Ox¬ 
ford Hist. Soo. ; Drake, p. 1L 4). But the 
absence of the'king and quoou was noted as 
significant (Worcester, p. 785). The only 
raomber of the royal ftimily present was the 
Duke of Gloucester, who sat nt tho same 
table as his future wifo, Anno Neviilo, War¬ 
wick’s younger daughter. There is roasnn 
to believe that this extravagance somewhat 
crippled Neville’s resources (cf. Paston Let- 
ten, ii. 340, iii. 313). Tt is not surprising 
that he took an active part against tlio Lon¬ 
don friars, who this year revived Lho old 
demand for the evangelical poverty of the 
clergy (Greoohy, p, 230). 

In November and December ho was again 
employod, with Warwick and Montagu, in 
negotiations with tho Scots, and lho truce 
was prolonged at Nowcastlo ( Fcctlern , xi. 
556, 669). In April 1460 ho held a pro¬ 
vincial synod in tlio minster, and made new 
constitutions, in the preamble of which ho 
is doscribed as primate of England and log.il o 
of the apostolic see (Drake, p. 4-15). Jlut 
Edwnxd IV had now rosolved to make him¬ 
self indrpendent of the Nevillos. The first 
open blow wns delivered at tho chancellor 
during Warwick’s absence in Franco in tlie 
sumraor of 1467. Neville was not asked to 
open the parliament, which met on 3 Juno, 
and five days later (8 Juno) tho king went 
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in person to the chancellor's inn, ‘without 
the bare of Westminster,’ where he was 
lying aiclt, and took from him the groat seal, 
which he put into the hands of keepers until 
a new chancellor was appointed (Wake- 
wobth, p. 3; Worcester, p. 786; G-ru- 
eOBT, p. 236), In the later months of this 
year the breach between the king and the 
Nevilles seemed likely to take a dangerous 
turn, hut shortly after Epiphany 1468 an 
apparent reconciliation was effected as the 
result of on interview between the arch¬ 
bishop and Anthony Wydoville, earl Rivers 

a v.], the queen’s brother, at Nottingham. 

e ex-chancellor was again in attendance 
on the king. It was expected that the great 
seal would be restored to him. lie and War¬ 
wick had high words with the Duke of Nor¬ 
folk in the king’s chamber regarding the 
duke’s treatment of the Pastons, whom the 
archbishop and his brother had. taken under 
their protection. The archbishop declared 
that ‘rather than the land should go so [i.e. 
to the duke] he would come and dwell there 
himself' (Worcester, p.789; Poston Letters, 
ii, 834-6). In February 1469 he received a 
grant from the king of the manor of Penley 
and other lands in Budringhamshire(7'h?der«, 
xi. 640). 

But the Nevilles were not ronlly reconciled 
to the king, and while Edward was drawn 
northwards by the rising of llohin of Rodos- 
dale [q. v], which they had stirred up, the 
archbishop crossed to Calais, where Warwick 
was residing, and on 11 July performed the 
marriage between War wields elder daughter 
Isabel and the Duke of Clarence, which tlirow 
down the gage to the king (Wakeworth, 
p. 6). He signed the manifesto issued from 
Calais next day, and crossed with Warwick 
and Clarence into Kent (ib. p. 46). After 
the defeat of the king's forces by Redos- 
dalo at Edgeoote, on 20 July, tho arch¬ 
bishop found Edward deserted by his fol¬ 
lowers ot Honily, near Coventry, and took 
Mm to Warwick Castle, whence he was 
presently removed to Middleham Castle, in 
Yorkshire, for safer keeping. Public opinion 
in the north oompellou Warwick 1o relax 
Ihe restraint upon Edward’s liberty; but, 
according to Warkworlh'R account, he only 
got clear away to London by theconnivanco 
of the archbishop, whom ho had talked over 
by fair speech and promises (ib. p. 7; Con¬ 
tinuation, of Cropland Chronicle, pp. 661-3; 
State Pagers, Vonotian, i. 421; of, Poston 
Letters, ii. 308). Neville accompanied the 
king from York towards London, hut, with 
the Earl of Oxford, did not go beyond the 
Moor, his house at Ricltmansworlh in Hert¬ 
fordshire, which he had ‘ builded right oom- 


mouiously and pleasantly’ on an estate 
formerly belonging to Cardinal Beaufort 
(Warkworth, pp. 24, 70). When Neville 
and Oxford ventured to leave the Moor and 
ride Londonwnrds, they received a peremp¬ 
tory message from the king to wait until 
he sent for them ( Paston Letters, ii. 389), 
Edward took precautions to prevent the 
archbishop giving assistance to Warwick 
when an open breach once more occurred in 
the spring of 1470. Warwiok and Clarence 
being driven out of the country, he liad to 
take a solemn oath to be faithful to Edward 
against them, and in August was living 
at the Moor with 1 divors of the lung’s 
servants and license to tarry there till he 
be sent for ’ (ib. ii. 406). 

But on Warwick’s return in September, 
and Edward’s flight to Holland, Neville 
once mors became chancellor, this time in 
tho name of Henry VI, and he opened parlia¬ 
ment on 20 Nov. with a discourse on the 
text ‘ Revertimini ad me filii rovertentes, 
ego onim vir vaster ’ (Warkworth, p. 12). 
lie obtained a grant of Woodstock and 
three adjoining manors, and compelled the 
Duke of Norfolk to surrender Oaistor Castle 
to John Paston (Focdera, xi. 670; Pot. Pari. 
vi. 588; Paston Letters, ii. 417). He re¬ 
mained in London with the helpless King 
Henry when, on Edward’s return in March 
1471, Warwick went into llie midlands to in¬ 
tercept him. After Warwick had been foiled 
in this attempt, he is said to have written 
to his brother, urging him to provoke the 
city against Edward and keep him out for 
two or throe days (Arrival of Edward IV, 
p. 15). The archbishop held a Lancastrian 
council ot St. Paul’s on 9 April, and next 
day took King Henry in procession through 
Oheapsido to Walbrook and back to the 
bishop’s palace by St. Paul’s. But the 
fighting men of the party were either with 
Warwick or on the south coast awaiting 
the arrival of Queen Margaret from Franco, 
and the citizens thought it prudent to come 
to 1 orms with Edward, who had now reached 
St, Albans in force. Thereupon the arch¬ 
bishop, as tho oiSoial account put forth by 
King Edward asserts, sent secretly io the 
king, desiring to be admitted to his grace, 
and tho king, for ‘good causes and con¬ 
siderations,’ agreed (ib. pp. 10, 17). The 
Lancastrian Warkworth np. 20), who pro¬ 
fesses to boliovothatNovilfo could hove pre¬ 
vented Edward from entering London if he 
had pleased, accuses him of treacherously re¬ 
fusing to allow Henry to take sanctuary at 
Wcstminster. However this may he, Neville 
surrendered King Henry and himself to 
Edward when ho entered the oily on 11 April, 
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and, though placed in the Tower, received a 
pardon on 19 April, was released on 4 Juno, 
and a month laLer swore allegiance to tho 
young son of Edward (Fosdera, xi. 709, 710, 
714 j Stow, p, 426; Paaton Letters, iii. 8). 

The following Christmas he spent at the 
Moor, entertaining John Paston, who hn<l just 
obtained his own pardon, and wrote that ho 
had as great cheer and had been as welcome 
as he could devise (ib. iii. 88). Neville is said 
to have thought himself quite restored to 
favour when Edward ashed him to Windsor 
to hunt, and invited himself to return the 
visit at tho Moor. The archbishop preceded 
him, and made great preparations, * bringing 
out all the plate he had hidden after Barnet 
and Tewkesbury.’ But the day beforo tho 
lung was to come, he was summoned to 
Windsor and put under arrest on a charge 
of corresponding with the exiled Earl of 
Oxford (Waekwotu'ti, p. 23). On Saturday, 
26 April 1472, he was brought to tho Tower 
by night, and on tlio Monday following was 
at midnight taken over to Calais and im¬ 
mured either at Ilam or Gnisnos(i/i.; Paaton 
Letters, iii. 39; Ramsay, ii. 3H9). Tho king 
seized the manor of the Moor, with goods 
worth, it is said, 20,0001, and all his other 
lands and possessions, hroko up his jewelled 
mitre and made a crown of tho stones, and 
placed the revenuos of his see ill sequestra¬ 
tion. The hostile Warkworth, to whom we 
owe the details of the story, draws the moral 
that' such goods as were gathered with sin 
were lost with sorrow.’ His removal had 
been effected with such secrecy that for a 
time it was rumoured that he was dead 
(Paston Letters, iii. 45). In November 1478 
the Duke of Gloucester was reported to he 
using bis influence to obtain his return, but 
it was not until tho king was in Franco in 
the summer of 1476 that Neville’s friends 
secured hie liberation (ib. iii. 102; Ramsay, 
ii. 416). He was hack in England by 8 Nov., 
when he confirmed an abbot at Westminster 
(ib.) But, though still young in years, his 
health had broken down under the strain 
he had recently experienced, and he died at 
Blyth, in Northumberland, on 8 June 1476 
(York 1iegister, quoted by Godwin, p. 094; 
cf. Fadera, xii. 28; but his obit seems to 
have been kept at Bnlliol in 1600 on 7 June 
(Pabavicini, Parly Mat. of Balliol, p. 200). 

Though his university career had been 
made easier for him than for the ordinary stu¬ 
dent, Neville had more learning than many 
noble prelates of his age. John Paston, in 
speaking of the 'disparbling of his meny’ 
in 1472, remarked that ‘ some that are great 
clerks and famous doctors of his go now 
again to Cambridge to school ’ (Paston Letters , 


in. 39). Two I realises printed byAshiunlu 
in hie ‘ Tlieatrmn Uhemioum Britanuicmn 1 
L662—tho ‘ Modulla ’ of George Ripley [q. v.i 
canon of Bridlington, and Thom is Norton’s 
‘Ordinal of Alchemy’—woro dedicated or 
presented to him (Cousin*, Oollertanea Anglo. 
Poetica, Chatham Soo. pn. 03-6). At Oxford 
he was a benefactor both of the university 
and of his own college. His gifts to Balliol 
are commemorated by a window on the north 
side of the library (Havasu, pp. GO, 72, 83; 
Pabavtcint, p. 88 / ; Wood, College 9 and 
Halls of O iforil, ed. Gnteli). He was elected 
chancellor of tlio university for the fourth 
time in May 1101, and at the beginning of 
1402 saved Lincoln College, incorporated by 
Henry VI, from confiscation by Edward IV 
at the instanco of somo who covotod its 
proporty. The grateful rector and fellows 
executed a solemn instrument (20 Aug. 
1462), assigning him tho samo placo in their 
prayors as thoir founder (ib .; Colleges of Ox¬ 
ford, od. Clark, p. 176). 

Neville and his brother Warwick obtained 
letters patent, dated 11 May 1461, from 
Edward IV for the foundation of a college 
dedicated to St, William, tho patron saint of 
York minster, in tho close opposite the east 
end as a residence for tho twenty-three 
ohantry prieBls of the cathedral. Tlioy laid 
hitherto lived in the town, which had some- 
limos led to scandals, and letters patent for 
the foundation of this college had already 
been granted by Henry VI m 1164 or 1468 
(Monastioon Anglicanum, vi. 1181, 1475; 
I)BAxn, p. 670 ; Rains, York, p. 164). Ne¬ 
ville is said by Godwin to linvo protested 
against the bull by which Pope Sixtus IV 
finally oxcluded the occasional vague pre¬ 
tensions of the archbishops of York to juris¬ 
diction in Scotland by making the sco of 
St. Andrews primatial. But, if so, liis oppo¬ 
sition must have been made from prison, for 
the date of the bull is 17 Aug. 1472 (Tinmnin, 
Vetera Monumenta Mbemorum et Scotorum 
Historiam illustrantia.^-p. 406-B ; Waioott, 
Scoto-Monaatioon, p. 87, who dal os tlio bull 
26 Aug.) 

[Rotnli Parliamentomim ; Proceedings and 
Ordinances of the Privy Council, od. Nicolas; 
Rymer’s Feeders (original edition); State Papon 
(Venetian Sor.), ed. Rawdon Brown; William 
Worcester, in Stevonson's Wars in Franco, ii. 9, 
and Mnnimenta Academics, both in Rolls Sor.; 
Gregory’s Ohroniolo, Three Fifteenth-Century 
OhronicloB, Warkwortli’s Chronicle, and tile 
Am vail of EdwardlV, in the Camden’s Sooioty’s 
pul dilations; Ohnstellain, od. Fervyn do Lot- 
tenhovo; Paston Lottere, od. Gnmlner; Boase's 
Register of the University nf Oxford, published 
by the Oxford Historical .Society; (insnoigna'a 
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locie Liliro Verititum, ed, Thorold Rogers; 
PiV.ige’s Bollioferg'is, 1608, Le Novo’e Fasti 
f]celS.ia Anglican®, ed. Hardy; Godwin’s He 
Praeuiibiis Angliffi, od. Richardson, 1743; 
Ramsay's L ineaster and York, 1892.] J, T-t. 

NEVILLE, GEORGE, third Baron op 
BEEOAVBNKr (1471 P—1536), born about 
1471, was eldest son of George, second baron, 
by his first wife, Margaret, daughter of Sir 
Hugh Fenne, under-treasurer of England. 
His grandfather, Edwin d Neville, first baron 
Bergavenny, and his brothers, Sir Edward 
Neville f d. 1838) and Sir Thomas Neville, are 
separatelynotieed. Another brother,Richard, 
■was a knight of Rhodes, and Ilenry VIII 
wrote on his behalf to the pope on 22 July 
1616 (Letters mid Papers of Henry VIII , II. l. 
737, but cf. ill. ii. 3078). George was made 
K.B.6 July 1483, and on 20 Sept. 1 (92 suc¬ 
ceeded bis father as third Baron Bergavenny. 
He was a favourite with Haury VII, fought 
onliis side against 1 he Oornish rebels at Blaelc- 
heatb in 1497, and was made keeper of South- 
fritb Pork, Kent, on 1 lloe. 1 A 99. On 8 May 
1600 he was with floury VIT and his wife at 
Calais. lie enjoyed tho lioreditary office of 
chief lardoror, and exercised it at the corona¬ 
tion of Henry VIII. On his Sussox estates 
Bergavenny enfranchised, on 27 June 1611, a 
villein named Andrew Borde ovBoorde,who 
has been wrongly identified with the traveller 
and physician of the samo name[q. v.] (Sussex 
Arch. Coll. xiii. 242). On 20 Aug. 1612 ho 
was made a commissioner of array for Kent, 
Sussex, and Surrey, and on 28 Jan, 1613 be¬ 
came warden of the Cinquo ports. On 23 April 
he was nominated K.Q. lu the expedition 
inlo France of 1613 Bergavenny took a pro¬ 
minent part. From J line to October lie was a 
captain, or rather general, in the king’s army, 
and landed at Calais on 30 June. IIo filled 
the same position from May t.o August in 1614, 
and lie was rewarded in 1616 by the grant of 
thekeepership of Ashdown Forest, lie kopt 
a largo number of retainers, and his retinue 
was surveyed on 17 May 1616 at Canterbury 
(letters and Pagers ofIIenryVIII,i\. i. 471). 
In 1616 ho was in some danger on account of 
maintenance. On 16 Nov. 1616 lie took part 
in the ceremonial obsorved at tho rooeption 
of Wolaey’e cardinal's liat. The same year 
he became a privy councillor, and on 23 July 
1618 be, with Lord Oobham, the Bishop of 
Chichester, and a number of Kentish gentle¬ 
men, met Catnpeggio, the legate, and con¬ 
ducted him to Canterbury. Like his brother, 
he was involved in t ho troubles which over¬ 
took Buckingham, his father-in-law. lie 
seems to have beeu really opposed to Buck¬ 
ingham, but his knowledge of tho soliomos 
of his party gave a handle to his enemies. 

vol, a tv. 


lie was accordingly kopt in prison from about 
May 1521 until the early pert of 1622. lie 
bad also to find ample security for bis beha¬ 
viour for a time. He received a pardon for 
misprision of treason 29 March 1622 (ib. in. 
ii, 2140), but, as Olmpuys afterwards said 
(ib. vi. 1164), he left his leathers bohmd, and 
lie was not thoroughly trusted afterwards 
(ib. IV. i. 1319). His troubles, perhaps, more 
than any active stops taken, led Chapuys to 
count him afterwards (1638) as one of the 
Role faction (ib. vi. 1164, vii. 1308). 

Bergavenny attended the king at Lis 
meeting with Charles V in 1622, and was 
captain of the array in France in 1623. In 
the negotiations with Franco In 1627 he 
took a formal pari, and met Anne de Mont¬ 
morency on 18 Oct. near Rochester. On 
13 July 1830 he signed the well-known 
letter to Clement YU, asking him to suttle 
the divorce ease as soon as possible. Simi¬ 
larly, on 16 May 1632, he was present when 
the submission of the clergy was presented, 
and exercised his office of larderer at tho 
coronation of Anno Boleyn. In 1633 he 
arranged a difference between the Duke of 
Norfolk and his wifo (Bafst, Dear Gentile 
hommes pallet de la Cour de Henry VIII, 
p. 204 ; cf. OnncN, Letters of Loyal and 
Illustrious Ladies, ii. 218). In 1634 be was 
one of tho panol of peers summoned to try 
Lord Dncre; and about this time ho seems 
to have been friendly to Cromwell, and to 
have looked after his son. lie was absont 
from the feast of the Knights of the Garter 
owing to illness in May 1636, and wrote to 
the king, asking that his family might not be 
too heavily pressed in taking up his inheri¬ 
tance, as he had many daughters to marry, 

‘ to bis importable charges.’ He died on a 
Monday morning inJune 1636; his body was 
buried at Birling and his heart at Moreworth, 
both in Kent, Bergavenny married: 1. Lady 
Joan Fitzakn, second daughter of Thomas, 
twelfth earl of Arundel, by whom he had 
a daughter, Elizabeth, who married llonry 
Lord Haubony. 2. Margaret, daughter of 
William Brent of Charing, Kont, by whom 
lie left no issue. 8, About June 1619 Mary, 
third daughtor of Edward Stafford, duke of 
Buckingham, by whom he had llonry, who 
succeeded him, and died in 1680; John, 
who died young; Thomas, wbo died with¬ 
out issue; ancf five daughters. 4. Mary 
Broke, alias Cobliam, formerly his mistress. 
Bergavenny'a chief dangers arose from his 
family connections, hut he increased the 
importance of his house, espBciallj as 
Ilenry VIII, on 18 Doc, 1612, gave him, ns 
the representative of the Beauchamp family, 
the castle and lands of Abergavenny, 

s 
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[Collins, 1 - Peer, 1 ^ 0 , ed, Bridges, v. 161 j 
Doyle's Official Baronage, i. 4j Rowland's Ac¬ 
count of the Family of Nevill; Letters and 
Papers, Henry VIII, 1509-3S; G. E.C![okayno]'s 
Complete Peerage; Mate-life's Knights, p. S; 
Chrou. of Calais (Cauid. Soc.), p. 312.] 

W. A. J. A. 

NEVILLE, GREY (1681-1723), politi¬ 
cian, elder son of Richard Neville (1635- 
1717) of Billing-bear, Berkshire, and Catha¬ 
rine, daughter of Ralph Grey, baron Grey of 
Wevke, was born in the parish of St. Giles’s- 
in-the-Fields, London, 23 Sept .1681. His 
father, who represented Berkshire in seven 
parliaments, wus third son of Richard Neville 
(1616-1076) of Billinghcar, a gentleman of 
the privy chamber, and colonel of tlia forces 
to Charles I. Grey was elected M.P, for 
Abingdon 10 May 1705. A petition against 
his return was unsuccessfully presented by 
bis tory opponent, Sir Simon LTarcourt fq. v.] 
(Journal of House of Commons, vol. xv.) In 
the next pavli-vmont, elected in 1708, Neville 
sat for Wallingford. On l Feb. 1715 he was 
elected for Uenvick-on-Twued, and was re¬ 
elected for tho same constituency 31 March 
1722. He supported the Act for naturalising 
foreign protestants in 1708, voted for the 
impeachment of Dr. Sacheverell, and gene¬ 
rally acted with the wliigs. When the first 
schism broke out in the party, he joined tlie 
Walpole section, and voted with the majority 
which threw out the Peerage hill of 1710. 
Neville’s most prominent action as a member 
of the House of Commons was his dofencs in 
1721 of James Craggs the alder fa. v.J and 
John Aislabie [q. v.J, late chancellor of the 
exchequer, who had been implicated in the 
affairs of the South Sea Company. 

Neville died on 24 April 1723 at his seat, 
Billinghcar. He was very popular with the 
dissenters, and left a sum of money to Jere¬ 
miah Hunt [q. v.";, pastor of tho congrega¬ 
tional church at Pinner’s Hall, to preach a 
sermon after his death. One condition, of 
tho bequest was that his name should not bo 
mentioned in the sermon. 

By his wife Elizabeth, daughter of Sir 
John Botolar of Woodhall, who died 16 Nov. 
1740, Neville had only one child, a daughter, 
who died in infauey. Ilia portrait was 
puinted by Dahl in 1720, and engraved by 
G. White. His brother Henry, who was born 
17 Aug, 1683, succeeded to the Billingboar 
estates, and assumed the additional name of 
Grey. He was elected to the House of 
Commons for Wendover 21 Nov. 1700, and 
died in September 1740. 

[Daniel Rowland's Historical and Genealogical 
Accqunt of the No-, ill family (Table Y gives the 
pedigree of the Billingbear branch) Noble’s 


Continuation of Granger eBiog. Hist ofEngUnd 
iii 247-8; Playfair’s British Families of An' 
tiquitv, ii 305 (in which thore aru slight a,*. 
Ulcus); Historical Register, 1723 (Clu-nn,Diary), 
O’ Byrne’s Repres. Hiat.of Great Britain and Ire! 
land, pp. 86, 180; Official Ret. Momh. Pari ■ 
ParL Hist. vii. G27, 703, 831, 847-55.] 

<4. Ln G. N. 

NEVILLE, Sin HENRY (1561 P-1615), 
courtier and diplomatist, born in 1564 in all 

f robability (Rowland, Table No. v.; butef. 
'osteh, Alumni O.von. s,v.), wns son of Sir 
Henry Neville of Billingboar, Berkshire, by 
liis first wife, Elizabeth, dauglit or of Sir John 
Gresham. lie matriculated from Merton Col¬ 
lege, Oxford, on 20 Dec. 1577, and on 30 Ang. 
1605 was created M.A. lie was introduce 
to tho court by Lord Burghloy, and through¬ 
out his life satinparliamont. lie was member 
for New Windsor 1684-5 and 1603, Sussex 
1688-0, Liskeard 1597-8, Kent 1601, Lewes 
1603-4, and Berkshire 1604r-ll and 1614. 
Noville doubtless for a time carried on the 
business of an ironfoimdor in Sussex. lie suc¬ 
ceeded in 1693, on his father’s death,to pro- 

S in Sussex, but in 1597 sold Mayfield,his 
snee in the county (Sussex Ail’ll, Coll, ii. 
187, 210,245). A mnn of high character, he 
was soon selected for an important service. 
In 1609 he was sent as ambassador to France 
andwas knighted. WhileatCnIais.onhiBway 
to Paris, he had a dispute with tho Spanish 
ambassador as to precedency (of. Hist, MSS. 
Comm, 1st ltcp. p. 32, ond more fully Karl, 
MS. 1856). At PariH ho negotiated tho treaty 
of Boulogne, but complained that he was not 
over well treated by 1 ho French. In February 
1600 he wns troubled with deafness, and 
asked to he recalled. Ho afl erivards com¬ 
plained that he had spont 4,0007. while in 
Franco. Ho returned to England hi time to 
take some part in Essex’s plot, Although 
he was not in intimate relations with Essix 
and his friends, ho know of their designs, and 
was in the confidence of Southampton (cf, 
SPDDniNa, Baron, ii. 207,8so.) Consequently, 
when the rebellion failed, Neville wae impri¬ 
soned in tho Tower, brought before the coun¬ 
cil on 8 July, dismissed from his placo, and 
fined 5,000 1. In Elizabeth’s lust year he 
agreed to pay that sum in yearly instalments 
of 1,0007. On James l’s accession lie was 
released (10 April 1003) by royal warrant 
(of. Court and Times of James I, i. 7). There 
is an allusion to his danger in ouo of Ben 
Jonson’s Epigrams ( Works, ed. Gilford and 
Cunningham, 1871, iii. 250). 

Under James I Neville playod a moro pro¬ 
minent role in politics. IIo' inclined to the 
popular party. While nt Paris ho had been 
called n puritan. His advice was at all events 
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not to James’s taste. In the first session of 
1010 he advised the king to give way to the 
demands of the commons, In 1012 he urged 
she calling of a parliament, anil drew up a 
paper on the subject, in which he recom¬ 
mended what James could not hut regard 
as a complete surrender; he expressed the 
opinion that supplies would be easily voted 
if grievances were redressed. On Salisbury's 

death in 1612 Neville was a candidate lor 
the secretaryship of state, Ilia appointment j 
would have been popular, but the king had no I 
lilting for him or for the policy with which 
he had identified liimsolf. Southampton 
used his influence in Neville's bohalf, but in 
October 1613 his chances were hopeless. Win- 
wood was made secretary in 1614, much to 
Neville’s irritation, and herofused Rochester's 
offer of tho office of treasurer of the chamber 
.is a compensation. In tho Addled parliament 
of 1614 the paper of advice which Neville ' 
had drawn up in 1612 was discussed by the 
commons (May 1614), and with his view tho 
commons could find no fault (cf. Sphdling, 
J?e«m,v.l,3,34,&c.) About this time Neville 1 
was much interested in commercial affairs, j 
and in 1013 he drew up n scheme for an over¬ 
land route from India (Andkhson, ITintor. 
and Ohron. Deduction of the Origin of Com- 
,,lease, ii. 238). IIo died on 10 July 1016. 
A portrait of Neville is in the possession of 
the Karl of Yarborough. 

He married Anne, daughter of Sir Henry 
Killigrew, and had five sons and six daugh¬ 
ters. Of the sons, Sir Ilonry, the oldest, 
succeeded him, was father of Henry Neville 
(1020-1694) [q. v.], and died in 1629; Wil¬ 
liam, the second son, was fellow of Merton 
College, Oxford; Charles died in 1020; Ri¬ 
chard was sub-warden of Morton, died in 
164J, and was ancestor in the female lino of 
tho Nevilles, baroue of Bniybrooke [see Nu- 
rati, Rioimbd Annwoitru and 

Edward, a fellow of King's Coll ego, Cam¬ 
bridge, died in 1032. Of the daughters, 
Elisabeth married, first, William Ulover j 
secondly. Sir llenry Berkeley ; and, thirdly, 
ThouiasDvke. Catherine married Sir Richard 
Brooke; Frances married, lirbt, Sir Richard 
Worseley, and, secondly, .Torome Urutt; Mary 
rnarnod Sir Edward Lewknor; Ilorothy mar¬ 
ried Richard Uatlyn; Anne romainod un¬ 
married. 

[An account of his French embassy end many 
letters arc in Winwood's Memorials. Letloi s to 
Cecil arc in XIiu’l. Mil. 4716; Gariliner's Hist, 
of England, i, 230, ii. 147, &o.; Nielmln's Pro¬ 
gresses of Jami s l,i. 62, &c,, ii. 37, &c.. iii. 1003, 
&c,; Notes and Queries, lstsor.ii, 307, vi. 48,161-,' 
Bacon's Letters and Lifo, od. Spodding, especially 
ii. 207, &c,,iii andv,; Birch's Memoirs ox Queen 
Elizabeth; Cal. of State Papers, Dom. 1601-1618; 


Duvorenx’s lives of the Kiris of Essex, ii. 108, 
&e.; Owen’s Epigrams, 1st col. ii. 36; Metcalfe’s 
Knights; Official Returns of Members of Par¬ 
liament; Hist. MciS. Comm. 10th Rep pp. 84, 
174 ; Foster's Alnmni Oxon.] W. A, f. A. 

NEVILLE, HENRY (1620-1691), poli¬ 
tical and miscellaneous writor, second son of 
Bir Henry Neville (d. 1629) of Billingbear, 
near Waltham St. Lawrence, Berkshire, by 
Elizabeth, daughter of Sir John Smith of 
Os>tenhnnger, Kent, was horn in 1020; his 
grandfather was Sir Henry Neville (1664 P- 
1616) [q. v.] In 1636 ho matriculated at 
Oxford, entering Merton College, whence 
he migrated to University College, but after 
some yoars’ residence loft the university 
without a degree, and made a tour on the 
continent, visiting Italy. Returning to Eng¬ 
land in 1646,he recruited for Ike parliament 
in Abingdon. Though apparently not in 
parliament, he sat on tho Goldsmiths’ Hall 
cominittoo on delinquents in 1049, and was 
placed on the council of state in 1051. A 
strong doctrinaire republican, ho noted in 
concert with James Harrington (1611-1677) 
[q. v.] and Henry Marten [q. v.], and ren¬ 
dered himself so obnoxious to Cromwell as 
to bn banished from London in 1061. Aftei 
Oliver’s donLh he was returned to parlia¬ 
ment for Reading, 30 Doo. 1668. The re¬ 
turn was disputed, but was confirmed by 
order of tho house. An attempt was also 
made to oxcludo him on the score of atheism 
and blasphemy, with which he was charged 
in the houso on 16 Feb. 1058-9, but after 
prolonged debate tho matter was allowed to 
drop, lie spoke with groat weight against 
tku policy of armed intervention in tho war 
between Sweden and Denmark on 21 Feb. 
1G68-9 [see Mbadows, Sib Philip], and 
against the recognition of tlio * other house 1 on 
5 March following. On 19 May he was placed 
on tho new council of state, and aftor Richard 
Cromwell’s abdication was a member of Har¬ 
rington’s ltota Club, In October 1663 ho was 
arrested on suspicion of being implicated in 
tiio so-cnllotl Yorkshire rising, and lodged in 
tho Tower. There being no evidence against 
him, ho was set at liberty in I ho following 
year. Tkoncofortli ho Meins to have lived in 
retirement until his death on 22 Sept. 1694. 
llo was buried in the parish church of War- 
field, Berkshire, Ilyins wife Elizabeth, only 
child of Richard Slavcrton of Warflold, he 
had no issue. 

Noville is the author of tho following 
rather coarse lampoons, viz.: 1. ‘The Parlia¬ 
ment of Ladies, or Divers Remarkable Pas- 
I sages of Ladies in Spring Gardens, in Pnrlia- 
I uieutassembled,’London, I6i7,4to, reprinted 
| in 1778. 2,‘ The Ladies a second time as- 
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sembled in Parliament,’ London, 1647, 4to. 
3, ‘ Newes from the New Exchange, or tho 
Commonwealth of Ladies drawn to the Life 
in their several Characters and Concern¬ 
ments,’London, 1650, 4to, reprinted 1731, 
8vo. 4. ‘Shuffling, Cutting, and Doaling in 
a Game at Picquet, bring acted from the year 
1668 to 1668 by Oliver Protector and others,' 
1669, 4lo. ‘ 1 The Isle of Pines, or a Lata 
Discovery of a Fourth Island in Terra In¬ 
cognita. Being a True Eolation of certain 
English Persons who in the Dayes of Queen 
Elizabeth malting a Voyage to the East India 
were cast away and wrecked on the Island 
near to the Coast of Terra Australis Incog¬ 
nita, and all drowned except one Man and 
four Women, whereof one was aNegro. And 
now lately, Anno Bom. 1667, a Dutch Ship 
driven by foul weather there by chance have 
found their Posterity (speaking good Eng¬ 
lish) to amount to Ten or Twelve Thousand 
Persons, as they suppose. The whole Delation 
follows, written and left by the Man himself 
a little before his Death, and declared to the 
Batch by his Grandchild,’ London, 1668,4to. 
6. ‘A New and Further Discovery of tho 
Isle of Pines in a Letter from Cornelius Van 
Sloetton, a Dutchman (who first discovered 
the same in the year 1667), to a Friend of 
his in London,’ London, 1688,4to. The story 
met with considerable success, and was trans¬ 
lated into French, German, Dutch, and 
Italian. It was reprinted with ‘The Parlia¬ 
ment of Ladies,'London, 1778,8va. 7. ‘Plato 
Redivivus, ora Dialogue concerning Govern¬ 
ment,’ London, 1681, 8voj an un-PIatunic 
dialogue developing a scheme for the exercise 
of the royal prerogative through councils of 
state responsible to parliament, and of which 
a third part should retire every year. This 
work, which was much admired Ijy Hobbes, 
was reprinted, under the title * Discourses con¬ 
cerning Government,’London, 1608, 8vo,and 
with its proper title (ed. Hollis), London, 
1763,12mo (see an anonymous reply entitled 
Antidotum Britannicum, Loudon, 1681, 8vo, 
and Qobeakd, Plato's Demon, or the State 
Physician Unmasked, London, 1884, 8vo), 
Neville also published on excellent transla¬ 
tion of Macchiavelli's works, London, 1676. 
fol., comprising ‘The History of Florence,’ 
‘The Prince,’ ‘The Life of Oastruccio Castra- 
oani,’ and some other prose miscellanea. 

[Wood’s Atheaas Oxon. (Bliss), iii. 1119, iv. 
410; Baker's Biog. Dranrnt.; Biog. Notice by 
Hollis prefixed to the 1703 edit, of Plato Re- 
divivuH; Ludlow’s Memoirs, ed. Firth, 1894; 
Whitelocko’sMojn.pp. 677, 684,689-92; Comm. 
Journ.vii. 596; Cal.State Papers, 1051-2, 1668- 
1864; Notes and Queries, 2nd sor. xi. 212, 7th 
ser. vi. 165; Burnet’s Own Time, fol., i. 87, 83 j 


Ashmole’s Antiq. of Berkshire, ii. 411; Thurloo 
State Paper-, vii. 616 ; Burton’s Dury, in, 296. 
805, 387, iv. 20 ; Luttrell’s Brief Relation of State 
Affairs, iii. 374; Hist. MSS. Comm. 5th jj e p. 
App.pp. 6 , 148, 330, 11 th Rep. App. pt. vii.p 3 .’ 
Lyeons’s Mag. Brit. i. 401, 410; Nickols’B Lit! 
Anecd iii. 05 ; Toland’s Life of Harrington pm! 
fixed to his edition of the Oceaua; Burke’s Pee;, 
ago, * Braybrooke.’] J. M. R. 

NEVILLE, HUGH le (d. 1222), baron, 
was brother of Adam de Neville, who was 
granted in marriage the supposititious child 
and heiress of Thomas de Saleby, was ex¬ 
communicated by St. Hugh of Lincolm and, 
according to the latler’s biographer, died in 
consequence in ] 200 ( Vita S. Ilugonis, pp. 
178-6) ; but he was certainly alive in 1201 
(Jfoi. Cancell. p. 176). Hugh was also cousin 
of Ralph de Neville fq. v!j, bishop of Chi¬ 
chester (Shirley, Royal and Historical 
Letters, i. 68). lie is said to have boen the 
son of Ralph de Neville (Jl. 1170) (Duodale, 
Baronage, i. 288). Accordingly, he must be 
distinguished from Hugh, son of Ernisius do 
Neville, who in 1198 was guarding the bishop 
of Beauvais at Rouen when Queou Eleanor 
sought to effect his escapu (lloo. IIov. iv. 
401); from Hugh, son of Henry de Neville 
of Lincolnshire; and from Hugh de Neville 
{d. 1234), apparently a son of the subject of 
this article, who is 110 I iced at its close. 

The number of Nevilles named Hugh and 
the absence of distinguishing marks between 
them render their biography largely a matter 
of conjecture. The family traced its descent 
from Gilbert de Novillo, who iB most doubt¬ 
fully said to have commanded William the 
Conqueror’s fleet ( Battle Abbey Roll, ed. 
Duchess of Cleveland, ii. 842). The name 
was derived from tho Norman fief of Neuville- 
sitr-Touquer. Geoffrey de Neville (d. 1226) 
[q, v.] and Robert de Neville (d. 1282) [q.v.J 
were of the same family, and its members 
were numerous in Yorkshire, Lincolnshire, 
and the neighbouring counties. 

According to Matthew Paris, Hugh de 
Neville was brought up as an intimate of 
Richard I, whom in 1190 he accompanied on 
his orusade to Palestine. In 1192 he was 
present at the siege of Joppa, of which he 
furnished an account to Ralph of Ooggeshall 

S q.v.] (Ooggeseall, pp. 46, 103; Matthew 
3 arts, iii. 71; Itinerarkan Regis Rieardi, 
p. xxxviii). He made his way home in safety 
when Richard was imprisoned, and on the 
king’s release accompanied him on his Nor¬ 
mandy expedition in May 1194. In 1198 he 
was appointed chief justice of forestB, and 
during his visitation lus extortions were com¬ 
plained of by Roger of Hovoden (iv. 63); 
ne acted again in this capacity in the follow- 
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in* year, and was also employed by Richard 
in his negotiations ■with the Cistercians 

S iggeshail, p. 108). Dugdale's statement 
t he diod in 1199 or before is apparently 
based on a misinterpretation of the authority 
he quotes (of, Habdy, Jlotuli de Oblatis, 
p. 108). Early in John’s reign he was 
directed to exercise his office as it had been 
exercised in the time of Henry II, and in 
1208 he witnessed the agreement for Queen 
Isabella's dowry (Rymeb). From this time 
his name constantly occurs in the ‘ Close ’ and 
•Patent Rolls'as witness to grants,and as one 
of John’s chief advisers. In 1208 he was ap¬ 
pointed treasurer; he adhered to John in his 
Struggles with the pope and with the barons, 
and is naturally described by Matthew Paris 
as one of the king’s evil counsellors. In 1218 
he was warden of the sea ports in the counties 
of Devon, Cornwall, Dorset, and Southamp¬ 
ton (Madox, Kvchequer, i. tlGO). Tn 1215 
Neville, with his falher-in-law, Henry de 
Cornhill, and his son John, adhered to the 
king to the last. He was present at Runny- 
rnede, and signed tho Manna Oharta (Steads, 
Const, Hist. i. 581); for his servioss to John 
lie received from him numerous grants of 
land, including Ootnb-Nevil, Surrey, which 
had belonged to the Cornhill family (Man¬ 
nish and Beat, i. 399). 

On John's death, however, Neville joined 
the baronial party; he swore allegiance to 
Louis, and handed over to him the castle of 
Marlborough. For this defection he forfeited 
his offices, and in 1217 his lands in Lincoln¬ 
shire wore granted to William de Neville, 
probably a relativo; before the end of the 
year, however, he made his peace, and some, 
if not all, of his lands were restored to him 
(cf. his let tor to his cousin Ralph inSniEi.EY, 
Royal and Hist. Letters, i. 68). It may have 
been he who was acting as justico in 1218, 
but more probably it was Hugh do Neville 
(d. 1234). Neville died in 1222 (Matthew 
Pams, Chronica Mojora, iii. 71; John op 
Openedes, b, a.), and was lmri ed in W altham 
Abbey, which he had enrichod by the grant 
of Homdon-on-lho-IIill, Essex (Matthew 
Pams, iii. 71; Duodale, Monasticon, ii. 187 j 
Fabmbk, Waltham Abbey, pp. 06-8), He 
married, first, in 1195, Joanna, daughter and 
heiress of Henry de Cornhill of London; and 
secondly, Desiderata, daughter and heiress of 
Stephen de Camera.. Among othor lands 
which ho received with his first wife was 
part of Oxted, Surrey, which passed with 
their daughter Joan to the Oobhams (M An¬ 
nins antf Beat, Surrey, ii. 888). Neville’s 
first wife has attained notoriety as having 
paid a fine into the exchequer, which lm been 
frequently quoted as a curious instance of 


mediaeval tyranny, and furnished Edmund 
Burke with an illustration (Bobkd, Thoughts 
on Present Discontents, ed, Payne, p. 9, and 
note; IIaedv, Rot. de Oblatis, p. 276; Ma¬ 
dox, Kvchequer, i. 471; Archaotogia, xxxoc. 
202). By her Neville appears to have had 
a son John, who confirmed his gift to Walt¬ 
ham Abbey. Henry, who predeceased his 
father in 1218, and Hugh de Nevillo (see 
below) were possibly tther Bons j and there 
was at least one daughter, Joan. 

Several of Neville’s charters are preserved 
in the British Museum (MSS. Nos. 54 B; 
8, 9, 18,14,16, 17, 33, 85), and to two is 
affixed his well-known seal bearing a repre¬ 
sentation of a man Blaying a lion. Matthew 
Paris gives the story of Hugh’s encounter 
with a lion in the Holy Land, which was 
the origin of the line, 

Viribus Uugonis vires periore loonis. 

The sfcoty has boon consistently repeated by 
later writers, but Ralph CoggeshaU, who 
knew Nevillo, does not mention it; nor does 
Roger Wendover nor Iloveden. It is probable 
that N oville, like other cruBadcrs, adopted for 
his seal a device lie found prevalent in the 
East, and that tho stoTy was ovolvod from 
the seal (Ntauots, Herald and Genealogist, 
iv. 516-18). 

IItoh de Neville {A, 1234), apparently 
son of tho foregoing, was appointed in 1228 
chief justice and warden of foreBts throughout 
the kingdom. He married Joanna, daughter 
of Henry FitzQervase ( Placita de Quo War¬ 
ranto, p. 464); is said to havo boon buried 
at Waltham Abbey in 1234, and to have 
left a son John, who succeeded him as chief 
justice of forests. Ilis son John, after ac¬ 
companying Richard, earl of Cornwall, on a 
crusado to Palestine (1240-2), was in 1244 
accused by Robert Passelsw [q, v,] of seri¬ 
ous infractions of the forest laws and other 
offences. lie was condemned, fined two 
thousand marks, and dismissed from his 
offices; and dying in 1246, at his manor of 
Wotherfleld, was buried in Waltham Abbey, 
leaving a son Hugh, who fought against the 
king at Evesham, was captured at Kenil¬ 
worth, and died in 1269, 

[Close and Patent Rolls, passim; Hardy’s 
Rotuh de Oblatis and de Liberate; Roberts’s 
Jixcorpta e Rot. Pin.; Rot. Cuncullarii; Rot. 
Mormitnnim; Hunter’s Groat Roll of the Pipe 
1189-110, pp. 66, 73; Palgrave's Rot, Ouriw 
Reefs; Roluli Ohtu’tnrum; Plaoitorum Abbre¬ 
viatin', Rymor's l'ccdera(Record ed.); Matthew 
Paris, Roger Wendover, Eager Hovedrn, Ralph 
CoggeshaU, Waltor Coventry, Flores IHstoria- 
rum, Jtin. Regis Ricsrdi, Cnrtularium Mon. de 
Kiunosein, John of Oxent'dai. Vita S. Hugonis, 
Shirley’s Royal and Hist. Jitters, all in Rolls 
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Ser.; Dugdale’e Baronage, i. 288, &c. ; Manas- I 
ticon (original edition); Madox's Exchequer; 
Morant’s Essex, ii. 371, 515, &c. ; ArchseologU, 
xxxix. 202, &o.; Howland’s Account of tho 
Famil) of the Nevills, Marshall's Genealogist, 
vii 78; Nicholls’s Herald and Genealogist; Nico- 
las's Historic Peerage, Sussex Archeeol. Oollec- 
tions iii 36, 42, 67. and 69 ; Weaver's Funeral 
Monuments; Stubbs's Const. Hist. l. 581; Far¬ 
mer’s Waltham Abbey, pp, 60-8; Manning and 
Bray's Surrey, i, 399, 407, ii. 388, 309 ; Fuller's 
Church Hist. ii. 119-20; Index of Seals.] 

A. F. P. 

NEVILLE, Sie HUMPHREY (1439 P- 
1469). insurgent, was son of Sir Thomas 
Neville, third son of John Neville, eldest 
son of Ralph Neville, first earl of West¬ 
morland [q. v.l His mother was Elizabeth, 
daughter of Henry, fifth lord Beaumont, 
who died in 1418, and he is said to have 
been bom in 1439 at Slingsby Manor, near 
Malton, in Yorkshire (Surtees, Hist, of 
Durham, iv. 168; Swallow, DeNova Villa, 

p. 66). 

Humphrey shnred the Lancastrian senti¬ 
ments of the elder branch of the house of 
Neville, the offspring of Westmorland’s first 
marriage, and he declared for King Ilenry 
when, on 26 June 1461, ho, with Lord Roos 
and others, made a descent into Durham as 
for as Brancepeth from Scotland, whither 
he had fled atter Towton. Neville, who is 
described as ‘esquire of Brancepeth,' and 
filled the office of_ bailiff of Hexham, was 
captured and attainted in the parliament 
held in the following November {Rot. Pari. 
v. 478, 480; Hexham Priory, Surtees Soc., 
voh i. p. ci). A. Thomas Neville, clerk of 
Brancepeth, also attainted for the same 
offence, was no doubt a relative. Hnmphrov 
remained some time in the Tower, but ulti¬ 
mately managed to break out, and, returning 
to Northumberland, ‘made commotion of 

? eoplo against our sovereign lord the king ’ 
ib. p. 611). But finally suing for pardon, 
the king, ‘ having raspect to his birth,’ took 
him into his grace by letters patent (8 Edw, 
TV, 1463-4), and he was knighted {ib.; 
Cal. Rot. Pat. p. 803). The family influence 
liad doubtless been exerted in his favour. 
Nevertheless, in April 1464 he was again in 
arms with the Lancastrians at Bamborougli 
Castle, and, with eighty spearmen and some 
archers, lay in ambush in a wood near New¬ 
castle for his distant cousin, John Neville, 
lord Montagu [q. t.J who was on his way to 
the border to escort the Scottish peace com*- 
miaaioners to York (ib. ; Gregory, p, 224). 
But Montagu, warned in time, escaped the 
snore. Sir Humphrey would seem to have 
fought at Hexham, and, flying southwards, 


took refuge in. a cave on the hanks of the 
Derwent, which here for some distance forms 
the boundary between Northumberland and 
Durham (Ltxoard, iv. 169, from Fear Booh. 
4 Edwaul IV)- lie and Sir Italph Grey, 
the dofendor of Bamborougli Castle, were 
alone excepted from the amnesty proclaimed 
on 11 June, and one contemporary docu¬ 
ment, printed in the notes to Warkworth’s 
1 Chronicle ’ (p. 36), almost implies that he, 
too, was in Bamborougli ( Fasdera , xi. 627), 
But, as Bamborougli surrendered to Warwick 
at the end of June, this is improbable. He 
is said to have remained in his cave, leading 
the life of a freebooter for five yoars, until, 
in the summer of 1469, King Edward fell 
into the hands of the Earl of Warwick and 
was carried captive into the north {Hexham 
Priory, v ol. i. p, cxiii), Tile Lancastrians 
had given their assistance to tho movement 
against Edward, and were apparently dis¬ 
satisfied with the use Warwick made of his 
victory. H umphroy Nevillo, whoso at tainder 
had lieon renewed in January 1406, once 
move came forward and raised the standard 
of revolt on tho border. Warwick had to 
release the king before he could get forces to 
follow him against Noville, but then easily 
suppressed the rising. Humphrey and hb 
brother Charles were captured, carried to 
York, and executed there on 29 Sept, in the 
presence of King Edward {Crayland Cont. 
p, 662; WAHKWOR’rn, p. 7), The Latin ex¬ 
tract quoted by Surtees (iv. 168) without 
giving hie authority, according to which 
Noville was captured in Iloldemess, may 
possibly contain a confusion of the Yorkshire 
with the Durham Derwent. 

According to Surtees, Noville left a son, 
Arthur Neville (d. circ. 1602) of Scole Acle, 
who had two sons: Ralph Noville of Seole 
Aole and Ooveshouses, in Woardale; and 
Lancelot Neville, who married Anne, daugh¬ 
ter of Rowland Tompest of Ilolmesiae. 
Ralph Neville’s grandson, Ralph Neville, 
died in 1616, leaving only a daughter Anne, 
and with her this branch'of the Nevilles, the 
Nevilles of Woardale, seems to have died out. 

[Rotali Pnrliamentorum; Rymor’a Feeders, 
original edition ; Calond ar. Rofcnlorum Put on ti ti ra, 
ed Record Commission; Gregory’s Chronicle and 
Warkworth’s Chronicle, published by the Cam¬ 
den Soe.; Continuation of the Oruyland Ohio- 
niolo in Fnlman's Scriptures Rerum Anglicarum, 
Oxford, 1084; Lingard’s History of England, 
ed, 1849; _ Swallow, De Nova Villa, 1885; 
Surtees’s History of Durham, toI iv.; Ramsay’s 
Lancaster and York, ii. 302,844.] J. T-t. 

NEVILLE, JOHN M, fifth Bahon Ne¬ 
ville os' Raby {d. 1888), was the oldest sou 
of Ralph de Noville, fourth baron Neville of 
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Baby fq. V.]i by ilia wife Alice, daughter of 
Sir Hugh de Audley of Stratton-Audley, 
ia Oxfordshire, aud aunt of Sir James Aud¬ 
ley one of the most gallant followers of 
the Black Bunco (Bditz, Memorials of the 
Order of the darter, p. 75). His brothers, 
Alexander, archbishop of York, and Sir Wil¬ 
liam (d. 1889 ?), are separately noticed. In 
the inquisition taken in 1 303, all er h is fathor’s 
death, John Neville is described as then 
twenty-six years of age (ib. p. 106). But this 
is undoubtedly an error, ns both John and his 
next brother Robert wore old enough to taka 
part in the Earl of Derby’s Gascon campaign 
of 1316. He was present wit h his father at the 
battle of Neville’s Gross on 17 Oet. 1346, and 
accompanied t he Earl of Lancaster toGascony 
in 1349 (Fboissaut, viii. 9, ed. Letlenhove j 
‘Durham Regislor,’ in Dtrarurji's Baronage, 
i. 396; GiiFiuu lh Bakiui, p, 108). In April 
1SG0 Edward III, approaching within two 
leagues of Paris,knighted Neville, with Lord 
Fitzwalter and others, who had undertaken 
to skirmish up to the walls of the city under 
the leadership of Hir Walter Manny (Fnois- 
sabt, v. 1231), There is some reason lo be¬ 
lieve that he took port in the Block Prince's 
Spanish expedition in the spring of 1807 
(Ohandos, p. 152: Fkotksatit vii. 7). 

His fat her died in August of this year, and 
early in the noxt Neville was eummonod to 
parliament (Niooiab, Ilhtone Peerage, p. 
816). The lord of Ruby and Brancopotli 
was expect ed to take his share in tho arduous 
service of guardiug tho Scottish bordor, and 
the new baron was at once (1368) put on tho 
commission entrusted with the custody of 
the east march (DcraoAr.ii, p. 20fi). Lord 
Burghersh dying in April 1369, Neville was 
given his garter (Bni/re, p. 1QG). Next year 
he entered into an indenture to serve in 
France with 240 men, increased to four hun¬ 
dred on his appointment (20 May) to he 
admiral of tho fleet from the Thames north¬ 
ward (Duobale). Six weeks later he was 
ordered to assist in convoying tho celobrat cd 
commander Sir Robert Knolles [q, v.l to 
France (Fcedera, vi. 658). U o was still in 
command or the fleet at the end of May 1371 
(ib. iii. 917, Record cd.) Later in the year lie 
may have proceeclod to the scono of the war 
in France (Dugdaui), John of Gaunt, who 
in this year was loft by the Blaok Prince as 
his lieutenant in Aquitaine, lmd in 1870 
formally retained the services of Neville for 
life. Ho was to pay him.fifty marks a year, 
and defray the oxpensos of himself and a 
small following in tinio of peace, and in time 
of war to assign him five hundred marks a 
yoar for the services of himself and forty 
well-armed men over and abovo the king's 


wages, if ho were called to France. If the 
dtilce should call upon him to serve against 
the Scots, lie was to provide fifty men and 
lie paid in proportion (id.) 

The English steadily losing ground in 
France, Neville was commissioned in June 
1372 to negotiate an offensive and defensive 
alliance with tlio king’s son-in-law, John de 
Montfort, duke of Brittany, and a treaty 
was concluded on ID July at Loudon (Fbois- 
SAiir, ed. Luce, vol. viii. p. .\xx), Four days 
later Noville was ordered, in fulfilment of 
one of the provisions of the treaty, to take 
six hundred men to Brittany, where he was 
invested with an authority superior even 
to the duke's (ib. p. lxx; Fa'dera, iii. 648, 
053, 901, Record ed.) lie lav at South¬ 
ampton for fifteen weeks before lie could get. 
together sufficient vessels to transport nis 
force, or so, at least, he till envords alleged (ib. 
iii, 861; Hot. Pari. ii. 320). Sailing towards 
the end of October, he lauded at Saint 
Math ion, at tho western extremity of the 
modem department of Finisterre (Fbois- 
saht, vol. vui. pp. lix, 100). Leaving a garri¬ 
son there, he presently took over, with. Sir 
Robert Knollos, the command of Bred,. The 
Breton lords wevo hostile to the English, 
and, on their invitation, Dn Guesclin entered 
Brittany in April. Tho duke fled to England 
(2b April), slid Brest was invested (ib. p. 
kxi). The progress of tho French nvins, 
and the siego of Knolles's own ensile of 
Derval, included Neville and him, on 6 July, 
to enter into an engagement to surrender at 
the end of a month if John of Gaunt, who 
was bringing over an army, hud not pre¬ 
viously arrived ( ib. p. clx), Knolles seems 
tolnive gone off to Derval; for Neville alone 
signed (4 Aug.) tho repudiation of the pro¬ 
mise to surrender, on the ground that the 
treaty had been violated by 1 he French (ib, 
p. lxxxi). By 7 Aug. William de Montaoute, 
second carl of Salisbury mulNoville’s yonngor 
brother, William (d. RlbfiP) [q. v.], brought 
to Brest tho fleet with which they had boon 
lyingat St. M alp for some raont lis (A reh. Hist, 
dp la Gironde , xii, 328). Lancaster’s advance 
from Calais at this juncture prcyonlud the 
resumption of the siego of Brest, and Neville 
either returned at once to England with the 
lloef, or joined Knollos at Derval (Fnoxs- 
SAHT, viii. 146 j of. Hot,. Pari. ii. 329). 

At the consecration of Jus brother Alex¬ 
ander as archbishop of York at "Wesl minst or, 
on 4 Juno 1374, Neville was present with a 
brilliant crowd of nobles (Hegistmn Pala- 
timrn Dunelmenae, iii. 528). Towards t he 
end of August he was commissioned, with 
tho Bishop of Carlisle and others, to mediate 
between hfe noplmw (and brother-in-law), 
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Henry Percy, afterwai "Is first earl of North¬ 
umberland [q. v.], and the Earl of Douglas 
(Fccdera, vu. 45). 

Closely associated -with the unpopular John 
nf Gaunt and ■with the English reverses in 
France, seneschal of the household in the 
last years of Edward III, when scandals 
abounded, Neville did not escape the storm 
of national indignation which broke over the 
court in the spring of 1376. The wrath of 
the Good parliament was in the first place 
directed against Richard Lyons and Wil¬ 
liam Latimer, fourth lord Latimer [q. v.], 
but Neville’s turn soon came. Latimer, 
whose seat was at Danby in Cleveland, was 
a Yorkshire neighbour of Neville, who was 
to tales Latimer's daughter Elizabeth for 
his second wife. The hostile St. Albans 
chronicler alleges that Latimer, by pecuniary 
and other promises, induced Neville to use 
threatening language to the commons on his 
behalf. Neville is said to hove informed 
them, in ‘ great swelling words,’ that it was 
intolerable that a peer of the realm should 
be attacked by such as they, and that they 
would probably fall into the pit they hod 
dug for others. But the spenlter, Sir Peter 
de la Mare [q. v.l curtly told him that i t was 
not the place of one who would presently 
be arraigned himself to intercede for others 
(Chron. Anglia ,. 1898-88, p. 80). Neville 
was accordingly impeached on three counts: 
for buying up the king’s debts, like Latimer; 
for suffering his troops to plunder and out¬ 
rage at Southampton in 1372; and for caus¬ 
ing the loss of several Breton fortresses by 
neglecting to supply the full force of men he 
had undertaken to furnieh (Hot. Pari. ii. 
229). Against the two latter charges he 
defended himself with some force. On the 
first count two accusations were brought 
against him, one of which the complainant 
attempted to withdraw at the last moment. 
It almost looks as if he had been tampered 
with by the accused or his friends. 

The eommons petitioned that Neville 
should he put out of all Ms ofiicoB about the 
court, and he was sentenced to make resti¬ 
tution to those he had injured and pay a fine 
of eight thousand marks '(*&.; Chron. Anglice, 
p. 81), But the parliament of January 1377 
reversed these proceedings, Neville was en¬ 
trusted with a commission on the Scottish 
border, and, after the accession of Richard II 
in June, made governor of Bamborough 
Castle (Dugdale). In the following year, a 
more energi io policy abroad being deter¬ 
mined upon, Neville was on 10 June ap¬ 
pointed lieutenant of the king in Aquitaine, 
and empowered to treat with Peter, king 
of Axragon, and Gaston Phcubus, count of 


Foix (Fccdera, Record ed. iv. 43-4). A few 
weeks later (I Aug.) the new lieutenant 
was ordered to send a force to aid Charles, 
king of Navarre, against Henry of Castille' 
whose throne was claimed by John of Gaunt 
(li.vii. 200). Sailing from Plymouth, Neville 
apparently did not reach Bordeaux until 
8 Sept., when he took up his residence in the 
abbey of St. Andrew, and, despatching 8j r 
Thomas Trivet to help Charles of Navarre, 
he took on expedition down the Gironde, and 
after some delay recovered Mortagno near its 
mouth, subsequently taking the Tower of 
St. Maubert in the Medoo (Feoibbaht, ed, 
Lettenhove, ix, 84-9, 101, xxii. 289). He 
was still in Aquitaine in 1380, but had re¬ 
turned to England by 5 July 1381, when be 
wa3 ordered to provide men for the armed 
retinue assigned to John of Gaunt for his de¬ 
fer co against the peasant insurgent a (Fccdera, 
vii. 319). He is credited with having re¬ 
covered eighty-three towns, castles, and forts 
during his lieutenancy; but on what autho¬ 
rity Ralph Glover made this statement we 
do not know (Dugdale, i. 297). During the 
remaining years of his life he was constantly 
employed on the Scottish border, first as joint 
warden of both marches, and afterwards as 
Bole warden of the east march (ii.) Accord¬ 
ing to Froissart (x. 622, ed. Lettenhove), he 
wished to join in Bishop Despenser’s crusade 
of 1883,but tho king would not give his per¬ 
mission. There seems no evidence to sup¬ 
port the statement that he did service at 
some time against the Turks (Dugdalu), 
His last days were embittered by the misfor¬ 
tunes of his brother, Archbishop Alexander, 
who in 1387 was driven from his see and the 
country by the lords appellant. Ha himself 
was refused payment of the arrears due to 
him for the dcfonce of the marches (Fuois- 
sabt, sd. Lettenhove, xiii. 200). As late as 
26 March 1388 he was placed on a commis¬ 
sion to treat for peace with Scotland. 

lie died at Newcastie-on-Tyne on 17 Oct. 
1888, theanniversary of the battle of Neville's 
Cross (Foedera, vii. 672; Duodalu). In his 
will, dated 81 Aug. 1883, he left money to 
be divided among bis carters, ploughmen, and 
herdsmen, founded a chantry in the Charter¬ 
house at Coventry, and further endowod the 
hospital founded by his family at Wall, near 
Bedale, Yorkshire (Wills and Inventories, 
Surtees Soc., i. 38). He was buried in the 
Neville chantry in the south aisle of Durham 
Cathedral, near his father and his first wife, 
3laud Percy, nis tomb, sadly mutilated by 
tho Scottish prisoners taken at Dunbar, who 
were oonfined there in 1860, iB engraved in 
vol, iv. of Surtees’s ‘ History of Durham’ (cf, 
Gkeemwbll, Durham Cathedral, p. 84; 
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Swallow, p. 294), Tie had borne the greater 
part of the cost of the great screen of Dor¬ 
setshire stone behind the high altar, begun 
in 1372 and finished before 1880, which is 
still called the Neville Screen (Giiednwell, 
p. 71 i Swallow, p. 206; Dtodalb, i, 296). 
Neville was the builder of the greater part of 
Baby Castle as it still exists. lie got a license 
to castellate and fortify it from Bishop Hat¬ 
field on io May 1378 (but cf. Swallow, p. 
272; J. V. Pritchett in. Journal of British. 
Archccolog. Assoc. 1886), He also obtained, 
in TS81 or 1382, a royal license to crenellato 
his house at Sherift-IIutton, close to York, 
but probably left most of the work to his son 
and successor, Ralph Neville, afterwards Earl 
of Westmorland (Dttsdale). 

Neville was twice married: first, to 
Maud Percy, daughter of Henry, lord Percy 
(d. 1362), and aunt of the first Earl of 
Northumberland; and, secondly, to Eliza¬ 
beth, only daughter and heiress of William, 
lord Latimer of Danby in Cleveland. Ne¬ 
ville had already issuo by her when, in 1381, 
he received livery of her inheritance. She 
afterwards married Robert, fourth lord Wil¬ 
loughby do Ereeby (d. 1390), and died on 
6 Nov. 1395 (Dttodale; Surtees, History 
of Durham, iv. 169). 

By his first wife Neville had two sons— 
(1) Ralph III, sixth baron Nevillo of Raby 
andfirst earl of Westmorland [q.v.]; (2) Tho¬ 
mas, who married Joan, daughter of the last 
Boron Fumival, on whose death, in 1383, 
he was summoned to parliament as Thomas 
Neville ‘ of Hallamshiro,’ though generally 
called LordFtirnivul (NiaotiA, His/aiic Peer¬ 
age). He was war-treasurer under Henry IV, 
and died in 1400, and his only ohild, Maud, 
carried the barony of Furnival to JohnTalbot, 
afterwards the great Earl of Shrewsbury. 

The daughters of the first marriage were: 
(1) Elizabeth, who became a nun in the 
Mmories, outsido Aldgat o, London; (2) Alice, 
married to William, lord Deincourt, who died 
on 14 Oet. 1381; (8) Mathilda, who married 
William le Scrope; (4) Iolande or Idina 
(Swallow, p. 84); (6) Eleanor, married 
Ralph, lord Lumley, slain and attainted in 
1400, A sixth daughter is mentioned in 
his will. 

By his second wife Neville had a son John, 
who proved his age in 1404, and was sum¬ 
moned to parliament as Baron Latimer until 
his death in 1430, Tie sold the Latimer 
barony to his eldest, half-brother, the Earl of 
Westmorland (Dugdale). 

' Surtees adds a daughter Elizabeth, mar¬ 
ried to Sir Thomas Willoughby, third son 
of Robert, fourth lord Willoughby de Eresby 
(d. 1806). 


[Rotuli Parlmmcntorum; Rymer’s Fcedera, 
origin.il and Record editions; Lords’ Report on 
the Dignity of a Peer G.ilfrid le Baker, ed. 
Maunde Thompson; C'hronicon AngUro, 1328-88, 
and Regibtrum j. aluliimm Lhinolmonso, in Rolls 
Sor.; Chandos Herald's Black Prince, ed. Fran- 
ciaque-Miuhol; Froissart, oil. Luce (to 1377) 
and Kerv^n do Lettonhovo; Chioniquo du bon 
Due Louis de Bourbon, published by theSncidt.6 
do l’Histoire do Franco; Wills and Inventories, 
ed. James H.iino for the Surtees Soc., vol. i.; 
Surtees’s Hisfonr of Durham, vol. iv.; Swal¬ 
low's De Nova Villa, 1886; Dugdnle's Baron¬ 
age ; Segur’s B,i omnium Uenealogicum, ed. Ed¬ 
mondson ; Nicolas's Historic Poeroge, ed. Court- 
hope; Holtz’s Memorials of the Order of the 
Garter; Barnes’s History of Edward III; Selby's 
Genealogist, lii 107, &c.] J. T-t. 

NEVILLE, JOHN, Marquis opMontasu 
and Earl or Northumberland {d. 1471), 
third son of Richard Neville, earl of Salis¬ 
bury [q. v.l, and Alice, daughter and heiress 
of Thomas de Montacute or Montagu, fourth 
earl of Salisburyrq. v.], was horn between 
1428 and 1436. Ills brothers, Richard Ne¬ 
ville, 'the king-maker,’ and George Neville, 
archbishop of York, are separately noticed. 
At Christmas 1419 Neville was knighted by 
Henry VI at Greenwich, along with his older 
brother Thomas and the king’s two half-bro¬ 
thers. Edmund mid Jasper Tudor (Wobcbb- 
ter, p. 770). He played a prominent part in 
1463 in those armed conflicts between the Ne¬ 
villes and the Percies in Yorkshire,which Wil- 
liam Worcester (ib.) afterwards described ns 
' initium moximorum dolorum in Anglia,’ tliB 
true beginning of the civil war. He and Lord 
Egrcmnnt, third son of the Earl of Northum¬ 
berland, were the loaders of the rival clans, 
and seem (o hove paid little attention to the 
orders sent down by tho royal council com¬ 
manding' them to ‘ disperse the gatherings of 
our subjects ready to go to the fiold, as by 
credible report we understand ye dispose 
fully to do as it were in “ land of werre " ’ 
(ib .; Ord. Privy Council, vi. 141, 101; see 
also under Richard Neville, Earl op 
Salisbury). When the Duke of York a few 
months later became protector and made the 
Earl of Salisbury chancellor of England, he 
came down to the north in May 1464 and 
put an end to the disturbances for a time 
(Ramsay, Lancaster and York, ii. 177). But 
they broke out again in July 1467, after York 
had been ousted from the control of the go¬ 
vernment which he hod gained by his victory 
at St, Alihans. The two factions fought a 
battleat Castleton, near Guisbrough, in Cleve¬ 
land, and theNevilleswon a complete victory, 
John Neville carrying off Lord Egremont 
and his brother Richard Percy to his father's 
castle of Middlehom inWeasleydnle (Fabian, 
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p, 032; Three Fifteenth-Century Chronicles, to York, where they remained until the dav 
p. 70; Chron. od. Giles, p. 46). The Yorkists, after the battle of Tow ton (SO March), when 
were strong enough, to get thePevcies mulcted the new' king, Edw ard, entered the city and 
in enormous damages to the Nevilles at the at their intercession pardoned tho citizens 
York assizes, and in default of payment Egre- (ib. j Poston Letters, ii. 6). While Edward 
moutwas transferred to New'gate (Wiibt- went south lor his coronation, Monlttgu won 
UAMSTEDB, i. 303). But he soon effected his his first military laurels (.Tune) by raising 
escape, and at the temporary reconciliation the siege of Carlisle, which was besieged 
of parties in March 1468 the Nevilles agreed a large force of Scots and Lancastrian re- 
so forego the fines. fugees (ib. p. 18). In March 11 Oh he was 

In the summer of 1469 John Neville and rewarded with the Garter loft vacant by the 
his elder brother Thomas accompanied their death of his father and with tho forfeited 
father when lie marched southwards from estates of Viscount Beaumont in Norfolk and 
Middleham with his Yorkshire retainers to Nottinghamshire (Beitz, Memorials of the 
•join his eldest son Warwick and tho Duke of Order of i/us Carter ; Dug dash, Baronage , 
York in the midlands. At the battle of Blore i, 307). Ilis title was confirmed by the new 
Heath, near Marker Drayton (23 Sept.),where long. lie was still kept employed in the 
Salisbury routed the royal troops who sought north, whore the Lancastrians wore assisted 
to intercept him, Thomas and John Neville, by the Scots, and held several of t he Nortli- 
with Sir Thomas Ilarmglou, pursued the umbrian castles. While his brother Warwick 
flyingCheshiremen with such thoughtlessness sought by diplomacy to detnch the Scots 
ihat they were taken prisoners next morning from Queen M argaret’s cause, Montagu cap- 
by a son of Sir John Dawne who lmd not gone timed (July) Nawortb Castle, which was de- 
with bis father lo the battle, and they were fended by Lord Macros (Worcester, p.779), 
conveyed to Chester Castle (G Itcaony, p, 204 j Later in tho year, when Margaret lmd brought 
Chron. cd.Davies,p.80). Afterthe dispersion reinforcements from Franco and Warwick 
of the Y oi-liists at Ludlow they were at t ai nted, was superinl ending from Warkworth the 
with the rest of their family, in tho October Biege of the greut coast fortresses of Northum- 
porliament at Coventry, and did not obtain lierland, Montagu lay boforo Bamborougk, 
thoir lelease until the summer of 1400, when whioli surrendered to’him on Christmas eve 
Warwickrelutned from Calais and turned the (ib. p, 780; Poston letters, ii. 12 L). 
tables upon the Lancastrians atNortlinmpton Warwick having returnod to London and 
(Gregory ; cf. Hall, p. 240; Hot. Pari. v. thus allowod some of the castles to he re- 
349). King Henry being now in the hands covered, Montagu was appointed warden of 
nf the Yorkists, and N eville’s younger brother, the east march against Scotland on 1 June 
George Neville [q. v.], bishop of Exeter, made 1403, and lie and Warwick relieved Norhsm 
chancellor, his estates were restored to him in Oastlc, which was besieged by Queen Marga- 
August by special grace, though his attainder ret and n Scottish force (Gkuuory, p. 220). 
was not removed until parliament met in In tho following spring the Scots agreed to 
October (ib. v. 374; Ord. Pricy Council, vi. troat for a definitive peace; Montagu, with 
306). He was raised to the peerage as Buron his brothers Warwick and Genrgo Neville, 
Montagu—a title also possessed by his father, wasappoint ed a commissioner forllie purpose, 
and transmitted on his father’s death at and, as war,leu of tho east march, went to tho 
Wakefield in December to Warwick—and border to conduct tho Scottish envoys to 
made lord chumberlain of tho household, an York, where the conference was to ho held 
office which gave him a Beat in tho privy (ib, p, 224). The determination of tho Lnn- 
council (ib. pp. ccxxiv, 310; Worcester, p. cuslrians to prevent an understanding which 
776). _ would render their position in tho north 

Remaining in London with Warwick, Ne- untenable gave Montagu an opport unity ot 
ville escaped tho fate of liis brother Thomas, adding to a military reputation which had 
who was slain with their father at Wakefield; begun to put Warwick’s somewhat in the 
and though at the second battle of St. Albans, shade, Narrowly escaping an ambush laid 
on 7 Feb. 1461, lie fell into the hands of forhimnearNcwoastlr by Humphrey Neville 
the victorious Margaret, his life and that of [q.v.], a member of the older and Lancastrian 
Lord Berners, brothor of the Archbishop of branch of his house, Montagu found his road 
Canterbury, were spared, while LordBonvile barred at Iledgeley Moor, between Alnwick 
and Sir Thomas Kyriel were executed ( State and Wooler, on 26 April, by the Duke of 
Poyjcrs, Venetian, i. 370). Montagu had been Somerset and Sir Ralph Porcy with a force 
closely attached to King Henry's person, and estimated at five thousand men (ib.) Putting 
was something of a trimmer in politics. He them to flight with the loss of Percy, he 
and Berners were carried by tho Lancastrians picked up the Scot tish onvoys at Noiliam and 
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brought them safely to Newcastle. Hearing 
that Somerset had rallied his forces and 
brought King Henry down to the neighbour¬ 
hood of Hoxham, Montagu left Newcastle on 
14 May and found the enemy encamped in 
a position described by Hall, writing under 
Henry VIII, as being on the south side of the 
Tyne, two or three miles from Hexham, in a 
meadow called the Linnels. Withthe river on 
one side and in their rear, and high ground on 
the other flank, the Lancastrians were oaught 
in a trap, and, after a sharp fight, driven over 
the stream into a wood, where most of them 
were taken prisoneis (IIall). King Henry, 
who had boen left at Bywcll Castle lower 
down the river, effected lus escape into West¬ 
moreland ; hut Somerset and the other prin¬ 
cipal captives were executed, either on the 
spot or at Newcastle, Middlehnm, and York, 
in the course of the next ton days (Fajivax, 
p.654; Gkeqouy, p. 226). For this meroiless 
proscription Montngu must be hold respon¬ 
sible, though he may have been acting under 
orders, and the later executions took place in 
Edward’s presence. He had given the coup 
de grflee to LancasU'ianism in its last English 
stronghold, and recoived his reward at York 
on Trinity Sunday (27 May) in a grant of the 
earldom of Northumberland and its estates, 
forfeited by Ilenry Percy (VII), who had been 
slain at Towton (Doyxb, Official Baronaye'). 
lie and Warwick reduced the Northumbrian 
caetles in the oourso of the summer (Gubooky, 
p. 227). But Iho ascendency of the Neville 
brothers was already seriously threatened by 
the king's secret marriage with Elizabeth 
WydevUle. Northumberland, being kept 
pretty constantly employod iu the north, did 
not come into such continual collision with 
theWydevilles as his brothers, but one of the 
many marriages which Euvvard eooured for 
his wife's relations touched him personally. 
The heiress of the Duke of Exeter, who hud 
been designed for liis son George, was mar¬ 
ried, in October 1406, to Thomas Grey, the 
king's stepson (Woboesteb, p. 786), 

To what extent Neville was engaged in 
the intrigues of Warwick and Olareuoc is not 
clear. He certainly did not lend any open 
countenance totlieNeville rising in Yorkshire 
in the summer of 14(i!), which went trndor the 
name of Kobin of Keaesdale [q. v.], and his 
destruction oftheforco which Robert Ilillyard 
orEobinoflloldornosBledlothogatesofYork 
and execution of its 3 eader would no doubt cou- 
finntheconfidonce which Edward, who 'loved 
him entirely,’ placed in Mm, On the other 
hand, the latter movement would appear to 
havB been quite distinct from the other, the 
rebels having agriovance against the hospital 
of St. Leonard at York, and calling for the 


restoration of the earldomof Northumberland 
to the Percies ( Three Fifteenth- Century Chro¬ 
nicle!,, p. 183). So far aa is known, he made 
no special effort to prevent the southward 
march of Robin of Redosdale, which ended in 
the battle of Edgeeoto and the 1 omporavy de¬ 
tention of the king by Warwick. But. he 
oscaped or avoided being compromised in 
these latter events, and the Icing evidently 
thought that ho was not fully committed to 
his brother’s policy. The betrothal of Eliza¬ 
beth, the eldest daughter of Edward, as yet 
without a son, to Northumberland’s son 
George, who was forthwith (6 Jan. 1470) 
created Duke of Bedford, gave him on inte¬ 
rest opposed to that of Clarence, the heir- 
presumptive, whom Warwick had married 
to his older daughter (Map. on Diynity of a 
Peer, v. 377). 

But the release and pardon of Ilenry Percv 
(1419P-1487) [q, v.], whoBe earldom he hold, 
perhaps made him uneasy; and, though he 
did not join Warwick and Clarence when 
the king drove them out of the country in 
March after tho suppression of the Lincoln¬ 
shire rebellion, he seems to have been com¬ 
promised. lie had brought no assistance to 
tho king ngainst the rebels, and ChaBtellnin 
slat es (v.500) that Edward only pardoned him 
on receiving tho strongest assuronoes of re¬ 
pentance and future fidelity. He could not 
any longer he trusted wit h the safeguard of the 
reyal interests in the north, and the earldom 
of Northumberland, with its groat ostutes, 
was restored to Henry Porcy, who also su¬ 
perseded him as warden of the oast march 
(ifep. on Diynity of a Pear, v. 378; Dorm). 
The empty title of Marquis of Montagu, 
‘with a pyo’B nest to maintain it,’only iu- 
croneed his resentment, and when the news 
of Warwick's lauding reached the north in 
September, Montagu, who had assembled six 
t housand men at Pontefract, declared for Icing 
Henry and moved on Doncaster, where the 
king was lying (WABKtvoxmt, p. 10; Croy- 
land Cont., p. 551; Citron, qf White Horn, 
29; Ciiastdixain, v. 601 ; Wavbin, iii. 

, od. Dupont). Montagu’s desertion drovo 
Edward out of England, and, Henry VI being 
restored, he was reappointed warden of the 
oast march (Doyle), But under a Lancas¬ 
trian government ho could not recover the 
earldom of Northumberland. War wiok, ho w- 
ovor, entrusted him witli the dofunoo of the 
north against the oxiled Edward, and one of 
his lost acts before loaving London after Ed¬ 
ward’s landing was to have a grant made to 
liis brother of the old Percy castle of Wreesel 
on the Yorkshire Derwent, which Jacquetta, 
duchess of Luxemburg, the Duke ot Bed¬ 
ford’s widow, had hitherto held as part of 
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her dower (Fwiera, xi. 676; Doyle). But 
JUontngu, who was lying at Pontefract, al¬ 
lowed Edward in March 1471 to land in 
Yorkshire, enter York, and march into the 
midlands without molestation (Arrivall of 
Edward IV, p. 6). This looked very like a 
double treason, and was afterwards so re¬ 
garded by some writers (Poeydore Vergil, 
p. 136; Ware worth, p. 16), But the neu¬ 
tral position taken up by the Percies, who 
were very powerful in southern Yorkshire, 
may have so weakened Montagu that he 
hesitated to attack Edward's Bmall but com¬ 
pact force, and he was always inclined to 
seize an opportunity of letting events decido 
themselves without committing him (ib.) 
Stow adds that he was deceived by letters 
horn Clarence, who had secretly gone over 
to his brother’s party, announcing that he 
was about to arrange a general settlement, 
and asking him in the meantime not to fight. 
But what authority he had for this statement 
does not appear. Montagu certainly joined 
Warwick at Coventry, and fought on his side 
at Barnet (14 April), where both were slain 
(Arrivall of Edward IV, pp. 14,20). There 
are curiously discrepant accounts of his con¬ 
duct in the battle. In one version he insists 
on Warwick’s fighting on foot so that he 
must win or fall, and himself dies fighting 
gallantly in ‘plain battle’ (Cosemines, i. 260; 
cf. Arrivall of Edward IV, p. 20). In an¬ 
other he is discovered putting on Edward's 
livery and slain by one of Warwick’s men 
(Warewoeth, p. 16). The former, though 
in part the official version put forth by Ed¬ 
ward, perhaps deserves most credence. The 
bodies of the two brothers were carried to 
London, and, after being exposed ‘ open and 
naked 1 for two days at St. Paul’s to convince 
the people that they were really dead, wers 
talr»n down to Berkshire and interred in the 
burial-place of their maternal ancestors at 
Biaham Abbey (Hale, p. 297). Montagu 
seems to have been a man of mediocre talents 
and hesitant temper, who was drawn rather 
reluctantly into treason by the stronger will 
of his brother and the family solidarity. 

Hemarried, on 26 April, 1467 Isabel, daugh¬ 
ter and coheiress of Sir Edmund Ingoldes- 
thorpe of Borough Green, near Newmarket, 
bv Joan, sister and eventually heiress of J ohn 
Tiptoft, sari of Worcester (Poston Letters, i. 
416; J lot. Earl v. 387; cf. Doyle). By her 
he had two sons and five daughters (Swal¬ 
low, .Da Nova Villa, p. 224): (1) George, 
created Duke of Bedford on 6 April 1470; 
he was degraded ham this and all his other 
dignities by act of parliament in 1478, when 
he may have been just coming of age, on the 
ground that he had no ‘livelihood' to support 


them, his father’s treason having frustrated 
the king’s intention of attachingcstates to the 
titles ( llot . Earl. vi. 173). Sir .Tames Ham- 
say (ii. 426) suggests that the Bedford title 
was now needed for Edward’s third son 
George. George Neville died in 1483without 
issue, and was buried in the church of Sheriff- 
Hut ton, near York, aNeville castle and manor. 
The alabaster effigy, with a coronet, still re¬ 
maining in the ohuroh, and often baid to be 
young Bedford’s (Murray, Yorkshire,-p, 167), 
is that of a mere child, perhaps tho son of 
Richard of Gloucester, to whom Sheriff Hat¬ 
ton passed after Warwick’s death; and the 
shield bears a cross, not the Neville saltire, 
Montagu’s second son, John Neville, died in 
infancy (1400), and was burled at Sawston, 
Cambridgeshire. 

Theda ughters were: (1) Anne, who married 
Sir William Stonor of Oxfordshire; (^Eliza¬ 
beth, married first to Thomas, lord Scrape of 
Masham (d. 1493), and secondly, before I486, 
to Sir Henry Wentworth, who died in 1600 
(shediedin 1616); (3) Margaret, married first 
Thomas Horne, secondly Sir J. Mortimer, and 
thirdly Charles Brandon, duke of Suffolk 

S q. v.1 who divorced her; (4) Lucy, married 
iret Sir Thomas Eitzwilliam, and secondly 
Sir Anthony Brown, her grandson by whom 
was created ViBcount Montagu in 1564. The 
dignity iB supposed to have become extinct 
on the death in 1707 of Mark Anthony 
Brown, the ninth viscount, who had entered 
a French monastery, but various claims have 
since been set up to it (Doyle ; Niouolas, 
Historic Eecrage, ed. Oourthope); (5) Isabel, 
married first Sir William Huddles! one of 
Sawston, secondly William Smith of Elford, 
Staffordshire. 

[RotuH Parliamentorum; State Papers, Ve¬ 
netian Series, od. Rawdon Browno; Rymer’sTra¬ 
ders, original edit.; Lordb'Report on the Dignity 
of a Peer; Proceedings and Ordinances of the 
Privy Council, ed. Palpravo; William Worcester 
(ad padem Stevenson's Wars in Prance, vol. ii.)and 
Register of Whethamstede in Rolls Ser.; English 
Chronicle, 1377-1401, od. Davies, Gregory’s 
Ohronicle (see Eng. Hist. Rev, viii. 31, 565) in 
Collections of a London Citizen, ed. Gairdnor, 
Throo Fifteenth-Century Chronicles, od. Gaird- 
ner, Warkworth’s Chronicle, the Rebellion in 
Lincolnshire, and the Arrivall of Edward IV. all 
published by the Camden Soo.; the Continnator 
of the Croyland Chronicle, od. Fu'mnn, 1684; 
Fabvan’s Chronicle, od, 1811; Ball’s Chronicle, 
ed. 1808; ©iron, of the Whito Rose, od. 1845; 
Pastou Lettors, ed. Gairdner; Wuvrin, ed. Hardy 
(RollsSer.),andDupont(Soe.deniib6,doFrarice), 
Commincs, ed. Dupont (Soe. de f Hist. de France); 
George Ohostellain, ed, Kcrvyn de Lottenbove, 
Brussels, 18b3-8; Eeaueourl’s Hlstoire de 
Charles VII; Pauli’s Gosohichte EngUnds, vol. 
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” . Bimsay’a Lancaster and York; Lingarrt'a 
History; Dugdals s Baronage; Doyle’s Official 
Baronage; Nicolas's Historic Peerage, ed. Com't- 
hope; Swallow, Be Nova Villa, Newcastle, 1885; 
Toad’s Slid iff Hatton, ed. 1824, Montagu flguroa 
largely in Lord Lytton’s novel, the Last of the 
Barons (1813), as a foil to Warwick.'] J. T-t. 

NEVILLE, JOHN, third Baron Latimer 
(1490 P-1543), bom about 1490, was eldest 
ton of Richard Neville, second baron Lati¬ 
ns [q.v.], by Anne, daughter of Sir Hum* 
phrey Stafford. lie came to court, where he 
was one of the gentlemen-pensioners, and 
owingtohis family influence secured valuable 
grants from timo to time. His father died 
before the end of 1680, and he had livery of 
his lands on 17 March 1631. He lived chiefly 
at Snaps Hall, Yorkshire, but sometimes at 
Wyke in “Worcestershire. Ilia sympathies 
were doubtless with the old religion. He 
had taken part about 1617 in the investiga¬ 
tion of the case of the Holy Maid of Leomin¬ 
ster, and in 1686 he wiib implicated in tho 
Pilgrimage of Grace. His action was not, 
however, very determined. It was rumoured 
that he was captured by tbs rebels, and he 
afterwarde said of the part he had played, 
< My being among them was a very painful 
and dangerous time to me. 1 He represented 
the insurgents, however, in November 1680 
at the conferences with the royal leadors, and 
helped to secure the amnesty. lie thon re¬ 
turned home and, guided probably by his 
very prudent wife (Catherine Parr), he took 
no part in the Bigod rising of the following 
year [see art. Bison, Sir Francis, and of. 
State Papers, i. 634, v. 143]. lie was not 
altogether allowed to forget his offonoes, 
and had to give up hie town house in tho 
churchyard of the Oharterhouso to a friend 
of Lord Russell, thus losing the income he 
derived from letting it. He died early in 
1648 in London, and was buried in St. Paul’s 
Cathedral. 

Latimer married: 1. On 20 July 1618, 
Elizabeth, dauglHor of Sir Edward Mus- 
grave, by whom ho had no issuo, 2. Doro¬ 
thy (A. 1626-7), daughter of Sir George do 
Voro, sister ana coheiress of John de Voro, 
fourteenth earl of Oxford, by whom he had 
John, who succeeded him as fourth Baron 
Latimer, died 1577, and was buried at St. 
Paul’s, leaving by Lucy, daughter of Henry 
Somerset, earl of Worcester, four daughters 
and cohoiresses, of whom Dorothy married 
Thomas Cecil, first earl of Exeter [q.v,] (cf, 
Green, Letters of Royal and Illustrious 
Ladies, iii. 818), and Margaret, whose mar¬ 
riage with one of tho Bigod family was ar- 
rangod in 1634. 8. Bofore 1683 Catherine, 
daughter of Sir Thomas Parr and widow of 


Edward, lord Borough of Gainsborough; 
sIib afterwards became wife of Ilenry VIII 
[see Parr, Catherine]. Lord Latimer’s will 
is printed in ‘TeBtamenta VetuBta,’ p. 704. 

[Letters and Papois of Henry VIII; Strick¬ 
land's Queens of England, iii. 188 &c.; Rowland’s 
Family of Neville.] IV. A. J. A. 

NEVILLE, JOLLAN de (A. 1240), 

S e, was tho younger son of Jollan de 
ille (el. 1207), a clerk in the exchequer, 
who received a grant of Shorno in Kent in 
1201, and was subsequently pardoned for 
some offence against the king. His mother 
was Amflicia de Rodliston or Rolleston, a 
Nottinghamshire menorwhiohshe broughtas 
dowry, and subsequently passed, through the 
hands of her sons John and Jollan, to a de¬ 
scendant of the latter, also named Jollan, who 
was possessed of it in the reign of Edward III 
(Placita de Quo Warranto, p. 618). Jollan’s 
elder brother John, who served for Borne t irae 
in Gascony, died in 1219, when Jollan did 
homage for his lauds situate in the shires of 
York, Lincoln, and Nottingham, His mother 
was still living, and held Rolleston whBn 
the ‘ TeBta de Nevill ' was drawn up. Jollan 
was justico in ovre in Yorkshire and North¬ 
umberland in August 1234, in J236,1240, 
and again in November 1241 (Whitaker, 
Whatley, ii. 283, 389); but from the last 
year until Ililary 1246 he was a superior 
justice, sitting at Westminster. He died in 
1249, when his son Jollan succeeded to his 
lands, being thon twenty-two and a half 
years old, and afterwards receiving additional 
grants in the roign of Edward I ( Are/ieeol. 
Cantiana, ii. 295; Cal Hot. Chartarum). 
A Jollan de Neville married Sarah, widow 
of John Ileriz, in 1245, but this is almost 
certainly the judge’s son. 

Nevillo has often been claimed as the 
author of the ‘ Testa de Nevill,’ an account 
of fees, seijeanties, widows and heiresses, 
churches in tho gift of the king, escheats, 
and tho sums paid for soutago and aid by 
each tenant. This work doals with a period 
previous to 1260, and one entry refers back 
ns far as 1198, for which Nevillo could not 
hftvo been responsible. It is vary possible 
that the ‘ Testa ’ was the work of more than 
one author, andNeville’s father, Jollan—who 
was, moreover, counseled with the exchequer 
—probably compiled tho early entries. It 
has also been attributed to Ralph de Nevillo, 
an official of the exchequer. The original 
manuscript of the ‘Testa 1 is not known to 
be extant, but a copy of a portion con¬ 
sisting of five rolls made during the four¬ 
teenth contury—formerly preserved in the 
chapter-house at Westminster—is nowin the 
Record Office. In 1807 the record commie- 
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Burners issued a volume ■which they entitled! 
‘Testa de Nevill,’ It prints a collection of 
mediaeval manuscript registers in the Record 
Office, and this collection includes some ex¬ 
cerpts apparently copied from an early draft 
of the original ‘ Testa de Nevill.’ But these 
excerpts form a small part of the record 
commissioners' volume, and its title is there¬ 
fore a misnomer. A comparison of these 
excerpts, moreover, with the chapter-house 
rolls of the genuine ‘ Testa' does not bear out 
the statement made by the record sub-com¬ 
missioners, that there is an exact verbal agree¬ 
ment between the two (Sir Henry Barkly hi 
Sdt.by's Genealogist, v. SC-40, 75-80). 

[Tesla de Novill, Record edit.; Foss's Lives 
of the Judges, i. 421-3 ; Cal. Ioquis. post mor¬ 
tem, p. 4; Rott. Litt. Claus, i. 109 b, ii. 43, 

118 A; Dngdale's Baronage, i. 283, Chronica Sar. 
pp, 11, 13, and Ong. p. 43; Arciiteol. Cunt, ii, 
295; Manning and Bray's .Surrey, i. 273 11 .; 
Thorotou’s Nottinghamshire, lii, 102; Whitaker's 
Whalley, ii. 283, 389; Rowland’s History of the 
NeviLls, p. 19 J A. F. P. 

NEVILLE, RALPH (cl. 1211), bishop of 
Chichester and chancellor, is stated to have 
been horn at Raby Castle, Durham, the 3eat 
of the baronial family whose name lie bore. 

He was, however, of illegitimate birth, for 
on 26 Jau. 1220 nonorius III specially re¬ 
lieved him from the ecclesiastical disabilities 
which this circumstance imposed on him 
(Shirley, Royal and, Hist Letters, i. 634), 

He was a kinsman of Hugh de Neville [q. v.], 
and probably owed his early advancement to 
Hugh’s influence (Sussex Archreol. Coll. iii. 
36). The first mention of him occurs on 
22 Dec. 1213, whenhe was entrusted as one of 
the royal clerks with the charge of the great 
seal to be held under Peter des Roches, the 
then chancellor (Cal.Pat. Rolls, p. 107). On 
11 April 1214 Neville was appointed to the 
deanery of Lichfield, and received the livings 
of Strctton and Ludgershall, Wiltshire, in 
May 1214 (Erroisr, Shropshire, xii. 20) j Ing¬ 
ham, Norfolk, 29 Oct. 1214; Meringthorp, 
Norfolk, 10 Dee. 1214jPeurith, Cumberland, 

27 May 1216; and Hameleden, 17 March 
1216(Cal. Pat. Rolls, pp. 122,126,142,160). 
He also held the urabeud of Wenlooksbarn 
at St. Paul’s, London (Ln Neve, Fasti Reel, 
Angl. ii. 444; Shirley, i. 102), Neville was 
not. os has sometimes been Btatcd, chancellor 
under John, nor, though by signed charters 
during the latter part of 1214, does he seem 
to have been vice-chancellor. This latter 
office he appears to have held in the early 
years of Ilenry III,and in 1220 several letters 
on fiscal matters wore addressed to him 
under this title by the legate Pondulf (ib. i, 
112-20; cf. Ann, Mon. iii, 77). In 1219 the 


Neville 

burghers of La Rdole actually addressed him 
as chancellor, and in 1221 his official supe¬ 
rior, Richard de Marisco [q, v.j, complained 
of Neville’s omission to stylo him chancellor 
(Shirley, i. 49, 180). Neville probably 
noted as chancellor during Mariseo’s absence 
from England in 1221; his own duties seem 
to have been specially connected with the 
exchequer, and in onu place ho is described 
as treasurer in 1222 (Ann. Mon. ii. 299). 

On 28 Oct. 1222 Neville was appointed 
chancellor of Chichester, and almost im¬ 
mediately afterwards was elected bishop of 
that see, the royal assent being granted on 
1 Nov. (Lb Neve, ii. 240,270). Novilleivas 
not consecrated till 21 April 1224, the cere¬ 
mony being performed at St. Katherine's, 
Westminster, by Stephen Langton, arch¬ 
bishop of Canterbury (Chuvash, ii. 113). In 
1224 he appears as a justiciar m Shropshire, 
and in 1226 bb one of the wit nesses to the 
reissue of the charter. Soon after the death 
of Richard deMarisco,on 1 May 1226,Neville 
was appointed chancellor; a charter dated 
12 Feb. 1227 made the appointment for life, 
and this charter was several times renewed 
down to 1233. But Matthew Paris (iii. 74) 
expressly states that Novillo was appointed 
by the assent of the whole realm, and with a 
provision that he was only to bo removed by 
the same assent. This no doubt means that 
Neville’s appointment was mado by the coun¬ 
cil acting in the king’s minority, and it may 
be that the method of the appointment marks 
a step towards the constitutional doctrine of 
ministerial responsibility (cf. Stubbs, Const. 
Hist. § 171). In 1220 Neville was one of 
the king’s advisers in the settlement of the 
disputo between Dims! able priory and town 
(Ann. Mon. iii. 119), and in 1280 ho was one 
of the justiciaries during the king’s absence 
in Britaimy. 

On 24 Sept. 1231 the monks of Canter¬ 
bury chose Neville ns archbishop. The king 
readily accepted, but Neville refnsed to pay 
the expenses of the monks’ mission to Rome, 
through fear of simony. The monks, how¬ 
ever, persevered in their choice, but without 
success, owing, it is alleged, to the repre¬ 
sentations of Simon de Langton [q, v ], who 
informed tko pope that Neville was ‘ swift 
of speech and bold in deed,’ iutimat ing that 
he was likely to break off the yoke of tribute 
from England (Matt. Paris, iii, 206-7). In 
the issue Gregory IX quashed the election, 
From another source we find that Neville 
had previously contomplaled his own pro¬ 
motion to Canterbury, for in 1228 Philip de 
Arden writes to him from Rome that in 
answer to an inquiry by the pope as to whom 
the king wished, he had named Neville, de* 
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daring that he knew none so fit. Arden 
ndda that Gregory said he had no knowledge 
of Neville (SuiBLur, i. 339). 

On 28 Sept. 1232 Neville received a grant 
of the Irish ohancory for life (Cal. Docitments 
relating to Ireland, i. 198b), This was after 
the fall of Hubert de Burgh; but though 
Neville had not yet lost the royal favour, ho 
was faithful to his old colleague, and dis¬ 
suaded tho London mob from their intended 
attack on Hubert. Neville was with tho 
king at Grosmont on 11 Nov. 1238, when 
the royal camp was surprised by the fol¬ 
lowers of Richard Marshal, third earl of 
Pembroke [q. v.] Ho had not, however, 
supported the machinations of the court 
party against tho earl, and he was nob privy 
to the use which was made of the royal seal 
for the purpose of effecting Marshal's ruin j 
in Ireland (Matt. Paeis, iii. 268, 200). Ne- 
villo’s own sympathies were undoubtedly 
with Hubert and Marshal; and when in 1286 
the influence of the royal favourites revived, 
Henry called on him to resign the seal. This 
Neville refused to do, declaring that, as he 
had received his ollice by the assent of the 
council, so lie could only lay it down by the 
same authority. On 21 Nov. 1238 he took 
part in the consecration of Richard do Wen- 
dene as bishop of Rochester al Canterbury, 
and was asked to mediate in tlio quarrel be¬ 
tween Archbishop Edmund and bis monks, 
and in the next year endeavoured to effect a 
reconciliation (Geevake, ii. 1 69-00). On the 
death of Peter das Roches in 1288 tho monks 
of Winchester choso Neville for bishop. The 
king, who desired the see for his brother-in- 
law, William de Valence, refused his assent, 
and deprived Nevillo by force of tho custody 
of tho soal, but left him the emoluments. 
Afterwards Henry wished tho bishop to re- j 
aume his office, hut Neville, preferring tho 
profit to the toil of the chancellorship, and re¬ 
membering his wrongful exclusion fromWin- 
chester, refused (Matt, Paeis, iii. 496, 630), 
At last, in 1242, Neville was restored to tho 
exercise of hie office, and retained it till his 
death. This took place on. 1 Feb. 1241, in 
hie palace ‘ in the street opposite the now 
Temple.’ This street, now called Ohanoory 
Lane, owes its name to the chancellor's re¬ 
sidence there, Afterwards tho palace became 
the property of Houryde Laoy, earl of Lin¬ 
coln [q. v.l, and eventually was transferred 
as Lincoln's Inn to tho students of the law. 

Neville is praised by Paris as ‘ a steel fast 
pillar of loyalty and truth in state affairs ’ 
(iii.90, iv.287). He was ono of the worthiest 
supporters of the statesmen who preserved 
Henry’s throne in hiR minority, and was not 
deterred by royal ingratitude from his loyalty 


to the interests of king and country. In 
his office he rendered equal justice to all, and 
especially to the poor, He was a benefactor 
ot his church and see, expending much on 
the repair of the cathedral, and increasing tho 
endowments of tho deRn and chapter. To 
his successors ho bequeathed his palace and 
estate in London, trie memory of which is 
preserved in Chichester Rents. He also be¬ 
queathed a dole of bread to the poor at Chi¬ 
chester. Many loiters to and from Neville 
on public and private affairs are printed m 
Shirley's 1 Royal and Historical Letters.' 

[Matthew Paris, Anmtles Monastici, Shirley’s 
Royal and Historical loiters, Gorvaso of Can¬ 
terbury (all these are in the Holla Ser.); Foss’s 
Judges of England, ii. 423-8, Snssox Ardueol. 
Coll. iii. 36-76 (a collection of Neville’s lottos, 
annotated by W. Hi Blannw), of. vols r. ix. xv. 
xi ii. and xxiv.; authorities quoted.] C. L. K. 

NEVILLE, RALPH, de, fourth Baton 
Neville op Raby (1291 P-1367), was the 
second son and eventual heir of Ralph 
Neville, third baron (d. 1331), by his first 
wife, Euphemia, daughter and heiress of Sir 
John do Clavering ofWarkworth,in North¬ 
umberland, and Clavering, in west om Essex. 
His grandfather, Robert, de Neville, who died 
diiring his father’s lifetime [see Neville, 
Robust be, d. 1282], made one of those for¬ 
tunate marriages which beenme traditional 
with this family, acquiring the lordship ol 
Middleham, in Wemloydale, with the side 
valley of Coverdale, and the patronage of the 
abbey of Ooverham, by his marriage with 
Mary, the heiress of the FitsRannlplis. Hie 
fat her, who, like his grandfather, bore none 
the best of reputations, did not die until 
18 April 1331. Robert, the elder son, called 
the * Peacock of the North,’ whose monument 
may still bo seon in Brnncepeth Church, had 
boon slain in a border fray by the Enrl of 
Douglas in 1818; and his brother Ralph, who 
now oooame the heir of tho Noville name, was 
carried off oaptivo, but after a time was ran¬ 
somed (Swallow, p. 11). 

Before his fathers death Neville had served 
the king both on the Scottish borders and at 
court, where he was seneschal of the house¬ 
hold (Deolale, i. 292; Fcedera, iv. 266,4-18). 
In Juno 1329 ho had been joined with the 
chancellor to treat with Philip VI of France 
for marriages between the two royal houses 
( ib . iv, 392); and he had entered into an 
undertaking to servo Henry, lord Percy (if. 
1362) [q. v.], for life in peace and war, with 
twenty men at arms against all men except 
the king (Desdale, u,s., who gives the full 
terms). He tried to induce the prior and 
convent of Durham, to whom he had to do 
fealty for his Raby lands, to recognise the 
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curious claim which, his father had first 
made to the monks’ hospitality on St, Cuth- 
bert’s day (4 Sept,) (cf. Dtodall, Baronage, 
i. 298; Letters from Northern Bcgisters, p. 
894). 

Neville "was a man of energy, and King 
Edward kept him constantly employed. Scot¬ 
tish relations were then very critical, and 
Neville and Lord Percy, the only magnate of 
the north country whose power equalled his 
own, spent most of their time on the northern 
border. Inl334theyweremadejointwardens 
of the marohes, and were frequently entrusted 
with important negotiations, Neville was also 
governor of the castle of Bamborough, and 
warden of all the forests north of the Trent 
(Duudale, i. 294; Swallow, p. 14; Fcedera, 
vole, iv.-v.) The Lanercost chronicler (p. 293) 
insinuates that he and Percy did less than 
their duty during the Scottish invasion of 
1837. Neville took part in the subsequent 
siege of Dunbar ( ib . p. 296), It was only at 
rare intervals that he could be spared from 
the north. Froissart is no doubt in error in 
bringing him to the siege of Tournay in 1340, 
but the truce with Scotland at the close of 
1312 permitted his services to be used in the 
eace negotiations with France promoted 
y Pope Clement VI in the following year 
(Froissart, iii. 812, ed. Lettenhove; cf. 
Fadera, v. 213; Duqlalb). "When the king 
was badly in want of money (1338), Neville 
advancedhim wool from his Yorkshire estates, 
and in return for this and other services was 

f routed various privileges. In October 1833 
e was given tbe custody of the temporalities 
of the bishopric of Durham during its vacancy, 
and twelve years later tbe wardship of two- 
thirds of the lands of Bishop Kellawe, who 
had died in 1316 (Reyistrum Palatmum Du- 
nelmense, iv. 176, 340). 

When David Bruce invaded England in 
1346, Ralph and his eldest son, John, joined 
William de la Zouch, archbishop of York, at 
Riohmond on 14 Oct., and, marching north¬ 
wards by Barnard Castle and Auckland, 
shared three days later in the victory at the 
Red Hills to the west of Durham, near an 
old cross already, it would seem, known as 
Neville’s Gross. This success savod the 
city of Durham, and made David Bruce a 
captive. Neville fought in the van, and the 
Lanercost writer now praises him as ‘vir 
verox et validus, audax el ostutus et multum 
metuendus' (Chron. de Lanercost , pp, 347, 
360; Galfrid lb Baker, p. 87). A sword is 
still shown at Brancepeth Castle which is 
averred to be that used oy Ralph at Neville's 
Cross or Durham, as the battle was at first 
often called (Swallow, pp. 16-17). With 
Gilbert Umfreville, earl of Angus, he pur¬ 


sued the flying ScotB across the border, took 
Roxburgh on terms, and harried the southern 
counties of Scotland ( O/iron. de Lanercost 
352). Tradition represents that he erected 
eville’s Cross on tbe Brancepeth road, half 
a mile out of Durham, iu commemoration of 
the victory. The old cross was soon altered 
or entirely replaced by a more splendid one 
which was destroyed in 1689, after the full 
of the elder branch of Neville, and only the 
stump now remains; but a detailed descrip, 
tion of it was printed in 1674 from an old 
Durham Roll by Davies in his ‘Rites and 
Monuments’ (Swallow, p. 16). The king 
rewarded Neville’s services with a grant of 
1004 and a license to endow two priests in 
the church of Sheriti'-Hutton to pray for the 
souls of himself and his family (Duodam). 
Towards tho end of his life (1304) he en¬ 
dowed three priests in the hospital founded 
by his family at Well, near Bedale, not far 
from Middleham, for the same object (ib.) 

The imprisonment of David Bruco made 
the Scots much less dangerous to England; 
hut there was Btill plenty of work on the 
borders, and tbe rest of Noville’B life was 
almost entirely spent there as warden of the 
marches, peace commissioner, and for a time 
(1366) governor of Berwiok. The protracted 
negotiations for the liberation of David Bruce 
also occupied him (ib.) Froissart mentions 
one or two visits to France, but with the 
exception of that of 1869, when he accom¬ 
panied the king into Chumpagno, these are 
a little doubtful (ib.; Froissart, v. 366, 
vi. 221, 224, ed. Lettenhove). He died on 
6 Aug. 1307, and, having presented a very 
rich vestment to St. Cuthbert, was allowed 
to be buried in the south aisle of Durham 
Cathedral, being the first layman to whom 
that favour was granted ( Wills and Inven¬ 
tories, Surtees Soc., i. 26). The hotly was 
'brought to the ohurchyard in a chariot 
drawn by seven horses, and then carried upon 
the shoulders of knights into the ohuroh.’ 
Ilis tomb, terribly mui dated by tho Scottish 
prisoners confined in the cathedral in I860, 
Btill stands in the second bay from the transept. 

Neville greatly increased the prestige of 
his family, and his descendants wore very 
prosperous. He married Alico, daughter of 
Sir Hugh Audley, who, surviving him, mar¬ 
ried Ralph, baron of Greystoolc (d. 1417), in 
Cumberland, and, dying in 1874, was buried 
by the side of her first husband. They had five 
sons: (1) John, fifth baronNevillo [q.v.]; 
(2) Robert, like liis elder brother, a distin¬ 
guished soldier in the French ware (Frois¬ 
sart, ed. Lettenhove, xxii. 289) ; (3) Ralph, 
the founder of the family of the Nevilles of 
ThorntonBridge, on the Swale, near Borough- 
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bridge, called Ralph Neville of Oondell (Cun- 
•dall); (4) Alexander [q. v.J, archbishop of 
York; (6) Sir William id. 1889 P) [q.v.] Their 
four daughters were: (1) Margaret, married, 
first (1842), William, who next year became 
Lord Ros of Ilamlake (i.e. Helmsley, in the 
North Riding), and secondly, lie dying in 1352, 
Heurv Percy, first earl of Northumberland 
rq. v.'j; (2) Catherine, married Lord Dacro 
ofGillsland; (S) Eleanor, who married Geof¬ 
frey le Scrope, and afterwards became a nun 
in the Minories, London ( Wills and Inven¬ 
tories, i. 39); (4) Euphemia, who married, 
first, Reginald do Lucy; secondly, Robert 
Clifford, lord of Westmorland, who died be¬ 
fore 1854; and, thirdly, Sir Walter de lles- 
larton (near New Billiton). She died in 
1394 or 1396. Surtees (iv. 169) adds a sixth 
son, Thomas, ‘ bishop-elect of Ely,’ but this 
seems likely to be an error. 

[RotuliP.irliamonlorum; Calondarium Gonea- 
logioam, published by the Record Commission j 
Rymer’s .Feeders, original and Record editions ; 
Robert de Avosbury, Ad.un de Murimuth, Wal- 
singham, Letters irom Northern Registers and 
Registrum l J ulatinam Lunolmense in the Rolls 
Ser.; Chronicon do Lanercost, Maitland Club 
ad.; G.ilfrid le Bilker, ed. Maunda Thompson ; 
Froissart, ed. Korvyn de Letionhovo; Surtees’s 
Hist, of Durham, 10 I iv.; Longman’s Hist, of 
Edward III; Dugdelo’s Baronage; Nicolas’s 
Historic Peerage, ed. Uourthope, Segar’s Bu- 
ronegium Geneulogieum, od. Fllinondson; Selby’s 
Genealogist, iii, 107, &c.; Foster’s Yorkshiro 
Pedigrees.] J. T-T. 

NEVILLE, RALPH, sixth Baron Ne¬ 
ville of Rauy and first Earl of Westmor¬ 
land (1381-1425), was the oldest, son of John 
de Neville, fifth baron Neville of Raby [q, v.], 
by his first wife, Maud, daughter of Henry, 
lord Percy (d. 1352) [q. v.], and aunt of the 
first earl of Northumberland (Swallow, De 
Nova Fi'M«,p.3i; Du&dalu, Baronage,i.‘2d~). 
He first saw service in the French expedition 
of July 1380 under the king’s uncle Thomas 
of Woodstock, earl of Buckingham, aftcr- 
wardsduko of Gloucester, whokuighled him 
(Froissart, vii. 321, ed. Lcttenhove). Doubt¬ 
less sponding the winter with tho earl in Brit¬ 
tany, and returning with him in tho spring of 
1381, Ralph Noville, towards the close of the 
year, presided with his cousin Henry Purcy, 
the famous Hotspur (wlioso mother was o Ne¬ 
ville), over a duel between a Soot and an Eng¬ 
lishman ( Foedera , xi. 334-5). In 1383 or L384 
ha was associated with his father in receiv¬ 
ing payment of the final instalments of David 
Bruce’s ransom (Dug dale, i. 297). In the 
autumn of 1386 (20 Oct.), after the king's 
invasion of Scotland, ho was appointed joint 
governor of Carlisle with the eldest son of his 


relative, Lord Clifford of Skipton in Craven, 
and on 27 March 1386 warden of the west 
march with the same colleague (Doyle, Offi¬ 
cial Baronage ; Foedera, vii, 538). On the 
death of his father (who made him one of 
his executors) at Newcastle, on 17 Oct. 
1388, Ralph Neville at the age of twenty- 
four became Baron Neville of Raby, and 
was summoned to parliament under that 
titlo from 6 Dec. 1389 ( Wills and Inven¬ 
tories, Surtees Soc. i. 42; Nicolas, Historic 
Peerage). 

A few days afterwards the new boron was 
appointed, with others, to survey the bor¬ 
der fortifications, and in the spring of the 
next year his command in tho west march 
was renewed for a further term (Doyle). 
lie was made warden for life of the royal 
forests north of Trent (24 May 1389), and 
got leave to smpark his woods at Raskelf, 
close to York and his cnstle of Sheriff- 
Hutton. The king also gave him a oharlcr 
for a weekly market at Middleham, and a 
yearly fair on the day of St. Alkelda, the 
patron saint of the church (Dugdale). In 
July 1389, and again in June 1390, he was 
employed in negotiations with Scotland 
(Doyle; Faidera, vii. 072). In June 1391 
he obtained a license, along with Sir Thomas 
Colville of the Dale and other northern gen¬ 
tlemen, to perform feats of arms with certain 
Scots ( Foedera, vii. 703). The Duke of 
Gloucester taking the cross in this year, 
commissioners, headed by Lord Noville, were 
appointed (4 Dec.) to perform the duties of 
constable of England (Dorm). In the sum¬ 
mers of 1393 and 1394 ho was once more en¬ 
gaged in negotiations for peaeo with Scot¬ 
land, and rather lator (20 Richard II, 1396- 
1397) ho got possession of the strong castle of 
Wane on Tweed by exchange with Sir John 
de Montaoute [q. v.J, aftorwards third earl of 
Salisbury. 

Neville’s power was great in tho North 
country, where he, ns lord of Raby and Branoe- 
peth in the bishopric of Durham, and Middle- 
ham and Shoriff-llutton in Yorkshire, was 
fully the equal, simple baron though he was, 
of hie cousin the head of the Percies. Ilis 
support was 1 berefors worth securing by King 
Richard when, in 1397, he took his rovenge 
upon ths Duke of Gloucester and other lords 
appellant of nine years before. The lord of 
Ruby was already closely connected with 
the crown and the court party by marriage 
alliances. He had secured for his eldest 
son, John, the hand of Elisabeth, daughter 
of the king’s stepbrother, Thomas Holland, 
earl of Kent, who was deep in Richard’s 
counsels, and he himself had taken for his 
seooud wife Joan Beaufort, daughter of John 

x 
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of Gaunt, dukB of Lancaster, the kings 
uncle (Duodale, i. 297; Doyle), When 
the Earl of Arundel, one of the leading lords 
appellant, was put on his trial before parlia¬ 
ment on Eiiday, 21 Sept. 1397, Neville, at 
the command of his father-in-law Lancaster, 
who presided as seneschal of England, re¬ 
moved. the accused's belt and scarlet hood 
(Adam of Use, p. 18; Ann. Moardi II, p. 
214). He was no doubt acting as constable, 
an office of Gloucester’s. The Earl of War¬ 
wick was also in his custody (Ann. Hen. IV, 
p. 307). In the distribution of rewards 
among the king's supporters on 29 Sept,, 
N eville was m ade Earl of Westmorl and (Jf ot . 
Pari. iii. 356). He held no land in that 
county, but it was the nearest county to his 
estates not yet titularly appropriated, and the 
grant of the royal honour of Penrith gave 
him a footing on its borders (Dttqdai/e). Hs 
took an oath before the shrine of Edward tbo 
Confessor in Westminster Abbey on Sunday, 
30'Sept.,to maintain what had been done in 
this 1 parlinmentum ferale 1 (Pot. Pari, iiii 
355). 

Butwhen Richard drovehis brother-in-law 
Ilenry, earl of Derby, out of the realm, and re¬ 
fused him possession of the Lancaster estates 
on J ohn of Gaunt’s death, Westmorland took 
sides against the king, and was one of the first 
to join Henry when he landed in Yorkshire 
in July 1399 (Adam of Use, p. 24). He and 
his relative Northumberland, who had joined 
Henry at the same time, represented the 
superior lords temporal in the parliamentary 
deputation which on 29 Sept, received in the 
TowerthsunfortunateRichard'srenunciation 
of the crown, and next day he was'granted 
for life the olhce of marshal of England, 
which had been held by the banished Duke 
of Norfolk (liot. Pari, iii, 418 ; Fcedera, viii. 
89,115). WithNortliuuikorlandkeconveyed 
Richard’s message to convocation on 7 Oct, 
(Ann. Hen. IV, p. 289). At Ilenry TV’s 
coronation (13 Oct.) Westmorland bore the 
small sceptre called the virge, or rod with the 
dove, his younger half-brother, John Neville, 
lord Latimer, who was still a minor, carrying 
the great sceptre royal (Adam of Use, p. 33; 
Taylob, Glory of Legality, p. 68) [see under 
Neville, John, fifth Baeon of Rady], The 
grant a week later (20 Oct.) of the great 
honour and lordship of Richmond, forfeited 
’ the late reign by John, duke of Brittany, 
; ted his Teesdale and bis Wensleydale 
da into a solid block of territory, and gave 
1 besides a vast number of manors and 
j scattered over great part of England 
m,E; Rot. Pari. iii. 427). The grant, 
vever, was only made for his life, and 
xrly did not carry with it the title of Earl 


of Richmond, which was no ver home by him, 
and was granted during his lifetime (141-lJ 
to John, duke of Bedford, with the rever¬ 
sion of the onstle and lands on Westmor¬ 
land’s death (Third Deport of the Lords on 
the Dignity of a Peer, pp. 96 et seq.) When 
the earl was in London he sat in the privy 
council, but as a great northern magnate lie 
was chiefly employed upon the Scottish bor¬ 
der ( Ord. Privy Council, i. 100 ot seq.; Fcedera, 
viii. 133). In March 1401, however, he was 
one of the royal commissioners who con¬ 
cluded with the ambassadors of Rupert, king 
of the Romans, a marriage between Henry's 
eldest daughter and Rupert’s son Louis (ib. 
pp. 176,178), and spent the summer in Lon¬ 
don (Ord. Privy Council, i. 144, 167), But 
in September he was employed on another 
Scottish mission, and in the March follow¬ 
ing was appointed captain of Roxburgh 
Castle (ib. p. 168; Fwdera , viii, 261; 
Doyle). 

The garter vacated by the death of Ed¬ 
mund) duke of York, in August 1402 was bp- 
stowed upon him. In July 1403 his rela¬ 
tives, the Percies, revolt ed, and WesLmorland 
found an opportunity of woakoning the great 
rival! house in the north. One of Hotspur’s 
grievances was the transference of his cap¬ 
taincy of Roxburgh Castle to Westmorland in 
the previous March (Dot. Scot. ii. 161). The 
day after the battle of Shrewsbury, in which 
Hotspur was slain, Henry wroto to W estmor- 
land and other Yorkshire magnates charging 
them to levy troops and intercept the Earl of 
Northumberland, who was marching south¬ 
ward (Alecfera,viii. 319). Westmorlanddrove 
the old oarl back to Workworth, and sent an 
urgent message to Henry, advising him to 
come into the north, where reports of his death 
were being circulated by the Peroies (Ann. 
Hen. IV, p. 371). The king arrived at Pon¬ 
tefract on 3 Aug., and three days later trans¬ 
ferred the wardenship of the west marches, 
which Northumberland bad held since 1399, 
to Westmorland (Doyle). Hotspur was re¬ 
placed as warden of the edst march by the 
king’s second son, John, a lad of fourteen, who 
must necessarily have been inueh under the 
influence of the experienced earl. On his re¬ 
turn south, nenry direoted Westmorland 
and his brother Lord Furnival to secure tile 
surrender of the Percy castles (Ord. Privy' 
Council,, i. 213). But the order was more 
easily given than executed, and in the par¬ 
liament of the following February Northum¬ 
berland was pardoned by the king and pub- 
lioly reconciled to Westmorlund (Hot. Pari. 
iii. 526). Westmorland and Somerset were 
the only earls in the council of twenty-twb 
whom the king was induced by the urgency 
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of the commons to designate in parliament 
(1 MaToli 1404) as Us regular advisers (ib. p. 

Northumberland’s reconciliation was a 
hollow one, and in the spring of 1406 ho 
was again in revolt. Remembering how his 
plans hod been foiled by Westmorland two 
years before, he began with an attempt to 
get his redoubtable cousin into his power by 
surprise. In April or May Westmorland 
happened to be staying in a castle which 
jlr. Wylie identifies with that of Witton- 
le-Wear, belonging to Sir Ralph Eure. It 
was suddenly beset one night by Northum¬ 
berland at the head of four hundred men. 
But Westmorland had received timely warn¬ 
ing, and was already flown (Ann. lien. IV 
p. 400). Towards the closo or May the flame 
of rebellion had broken out at threo distinct; 
points, Northumberland was moving south- 1 
wardB to effect a junction with Sir John Fau- 
conberg, Sir John Colville of the Pale, and 
other Cleveland connections of the Percies 
and Mowbrays who were in arms noarThirslr, 
and with the youthful Thomas Mowbray, 
earl marshal [q. v.], and Archbishop Soropa, 
who raised a largo force in York and ad¬ 
vanced northwards. One of Mowbray's 
grievances was that the office of marshal’of 
England had boon given to Westmorland, 
leaving him only the barren title. West¬ 
morland therefore had an additional spur 
to prompt action against this threatening 
combination. Taking with him the young 
prince John and the forces of the marches, 
lie threw himself by a rapid march between 
the two main bodies of rebels, routod the 
Cleveland force at Topcliffo by Thirsk, cap¬ 
turing their leaders, and intercepted the 
archbishop and Mowbray at Shipton Moor, 
little moro than five miles north of York 
(Mot. Pari. iii. 004 j JEulnymn, iii. 405 ; Am. 
Men. IV, p. 406). Westmorland, finding 
himself the weaker in numbers, had recourse 
to guile. Explanations were exchanged be¬ 
tween the two camps, and Westmorland, 
professing approval of the articles of griev¬ 
ance submitted to him by Scrope, invited the 
arehbishop and the earl marshal to a personal 
conference (ib. p. 106). They met, with equal 
retinues, between the two camps. Westmor¬ 
land again declared their demands most 
reasonable, and promised to use his influence 
with the king They then joyfully shook 
hands over the understanding, and, at West¬ 
morland’s suggestion, ratified it with a 
friendly cup of wine. The uususpeot ing 
arehbishop was now easily induced to send 
and dismiss his followers with the cheerful 
news. As soon as they had disporsod West¬ 
morland laid hands upon Serope and Mow¬ 


bray, and carried them off to Pontefract 
Castlo, where he handed them over to the 
king a few days later. Unless the consensus 
of contemporary writers doeB injustice to 
Westmorland, he was guilty of a very uglv 
pioce of treachery (ib. p. 407 j Chron. ed. 
Silos, p. 46 ; Bulof/ium, iii. 406). Their ac¬ 
count is not indeed free from improbabilities, 
and OttBi'bourne (i. 266) maintained that 
Scropeand Mowbray voluntatilysurrendered. 
Their foroes were perhaps not wholly trust¬ 
worthy, and they mightkave been discouraged 
by the fate of the Cleveland lmights; but the 
authority of Otterboume, who wrote under 
Henry V, can hardly be allowed to outweigh 
the agreement of more strictly contemporary 
writers. Westmorland, at all events, had 
no hand in the hasty and irregular execution 
of the two unhappy men, for lie was des¬ 
patched northwards from Pontefract on 
4 June to seize Northumberland’s castles and 
lands, and liis brother-in-law, Thomas Beau¬ 
fort, was appointed his deputy as marshal for 
the trial (Fosdera, viii. 899). 

This crisis over, Westmorland returned 
to his usual employments ns warden of the 
march (in which his eldost son, John, was 
presently associated with him), and during 
the rest of the reign was pretty constantly 
occupied in negotiations with Scotland, whoso 
sympathy with France and reception of 
Northumberland wore counterbalanced by 
the capture of the heir to the throne (Madera, 
viii. 418, 614, 620, 078, 08G, 787). He had 
made himself one of the great props of his 
brother-in-law’B throne. Two of liis brothers 1 
—Lord Furnlval, who for a time was war 
treasurer, and Lord Latimer—were peers, 
and towards the close of the reign he began 
to make those fortunate marriages for his 
numerous family by his second wife which 
enabled tho youngor branch of Neville to play 
so decisive a part in after years. One of the 
oarlioBt of these marriages was that of his 
daughter Catherine in 1412 to the young 
John Mowbray, brother and heir of the un¬ 
fortunate earl marshal who had beon en¬ 
trusted to his guardianship by tbo king 
(Teatnmenta Bboracensir/, iii. 82l). Shortly 
after Henry V's accession Westmorland must 
have resigned tho office of marshal of Eng¬ 
land into tho hands of his son-in-law, in 
whose family it was horoditary (Madera, ix, 
300). 

Thanks to SIiakospBare, Westmorland is 
best known as the cautious old statesman 
who is alleged to have resisted the inte¬ 
rested incitements of Archbishop ChioMe 
and the clergy to war with France in tile 
parliamont at Leicester in April 1414, and 
was chidden by Henry for expressing a de- 
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spondent wist the night before Agincourt 
that they had there 

But one ten thousand of those men in England 
That do no work to-day. 

But neither episode has any good historical 
warrant. They are first met with in Hall 
(A 1547), from whom Shakespeare got them 
through Holinshed (Hall, Chronicle, p. 50). 
CJhiehele was not yet archbishop at the time 
of the Leicester parliament; the question of 
war was certainly not discussed there, and 
the speeches ascribed to Chichele and West¬ 
morland are obviously of later composition. 
Westmorland, in urging the superior ad¬ 
vantages of war upon Scotland, if war there 
must be, is made to quote from tha Scottish 
historian John Major [q. v.], who was not 
horn until 1469. The famous ejaculation 
before Agincourt was not made oy West¬ 
morland, for he did not go to France with 
the king. Ho was left behind to guard the 
Scottish marches and assist the regent Bed¬ 
ford as a member of his council (Orel. Privy 
Council, ii. 167). Henry had also appointed 
him one of the executors of the will which 
he made (24 July) before leaving England 
(Fcedera, ix. 289). The author of the ‘ Casta 
Henrici’ (p. 47), who was with the army in 
France, tells us that it was Sir Walter Hun- 
gerford [q.v.] who was moved by tho smallness 
of their numbers to long openly for ten thou¬ 
sand English archers. ThB attitude imputed 
to Westmorland in these anecdotes is, now- 
ever, sufficiently in keeping with his advanc¬ 
ing age and absorption in the relations of 
England to Scotland, and may just possibly 
preserve a genuine tradition of opposition on 
nis part to the French war. In any case, he 
never went to France, devoting himself to his 
duties on the borders, and leaving the hard¬ 
ships and the glory of foreign service to his 
sons. He was one of the executors of Henry's 
last will, and a member of the council of 
regency appointed to rule in tha name of his 
infant son (Pot. Pari. iv. 176, 809). As lata 
as February 1424 he was engaged in his un¬ 
ending task of negotiating with Scotland 
(Ord. Privy Council, iii. 189). On 21 Oct. 
m the following year he died, at what, in 
those days, was the advanced age of sixty- 
two, and was buried in the choir of the 
Church of Staindrop, at tho gates of Raby, 
in which he had founded three chantries in 
18J3 (Swallow, p. 314). His stately and 
finely sculptured tomb of alabaster, in' spite 
of the injuries it has received since its 
removal to the west end to make way for 
the tombs of the Vanes, remains the finest 
sepulchral monument in the north of Eng¬ 
land, It has been figured by Gough in his 


‘Sepulchral Monuments’ (1788), by Stothard 
in his ‘ Monumental Effigies’ (1817), and by 
Surtees in his 1 History of Durham.’ It beats 
recumbent effigies of Westmorland and his 
two wives. His features, so far as they are 
revealed bv the full armour in which he is 
represented, are too youthful and too regular 
to allow us to regard it as a portrait (Swap, 
low. De Nova Villa, p. 811; Oman, Warwick 
the Kingmaker, p. 17). The skeleton of the: 
earl, which was discovered during some ax-' 
cavations in the chancel, is said to have been 
that of a very tall man with a diseased leg 
(Swallow, p. 316). 

In his will, made at Raby, 18 Oct. 1424, 
besides bequests to his children and the 
friars, nuns, and anchorites of the dioceses 
of York and Durham, he left three hundred 
marks to complete the college of Staindrop, 
and a smaller sum towards the erection of 
bridges over the Uro, near Middleham, and 
the Tees at Winston, near Raby ( Wills and 
Inventories, Surtees Soc., i. 68-74). West¬ 
morland was, in fact, no inconsiderable 
builder. lie rebuilt the castle of Skeriff- 
Hutton, twelve miles north-east of York, on 
the ridge between Ouse and Derwent, on a 
scale so magnificent that Leland saw ‘no 
house in the north so like a princely lodging,’ 
and the Neville saltire impaling the arms of 
England and France for his second wife 
may still be Been on its crumbling and 
neglected ruins. The church of Sheriff- 
Hutton has had inserted some of those 
ourious flat-headed windows which are pecu¬ 
liar to the churohes on the Neville manors, and 
thoy may very well be Westmorland's ad¬ 
ditions (Mtjbeay, Yorkshire, under Staindrop, 
Well, and Sheri(f-Hutton). At Staindrop 
he added the chamber for the members of 
his now college on the north sido of the choir, 
and the last bay of tho nave in which his 
tomb now lies. The license to establish a 
college for a master or warden, six clerk, 
six decayed gentlemen, six poor officers, and 
other poor men, for whose support the ad vow- 
son of the church was sot aside with two 
messuages and twelve acres of land for their 
residence, was granted on 1 Nov. 1410 
(Monasticcm Angliranum, vi. 1401; cf. Swal¬ 
low, p. 814). Westmorland doubled the 
entrance gateway of Raby Castle, and threw 
forward the south-western tower, now called 
J oan’B tower, to correspond (see Pritchett in 
the Reports and Journal of the British 
Archeological Association, 1886,1887,1880). 
He is also said to have been the builder of 
the tall and striking tower of Richmond 
parish church. 

Westmorland was twice married: first 
(before 1370) to Margaret, daughter of TIugb, 
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second earl of Stafford (&. 1386); and, se¬ 
condly (before 20 Feb. 1897), to Joan Beau¬ 
fort, daughter of John of Gaunt, duke of 
Lancaster, by Catherine Swvnford, and 
widow of Sir Robert Ferrers. She survived 
h: 1 . dying on 18 Nov. 1440 and being buried 
inLincoln Cathedral, though her effigy is also 
on her husband’s tomb at Staindrop, The 
inscription on her monument is quoted by 
Swallow (p. 137). Joan had some taste for 
literature, Thomas Hoccleve [q. v.] dedi¬ 
cated a volume of his works toiler, and we 
hear of her lending tho ‘ Chronicles of Jurusa- 
lem ’ and the ‘Voyage of Godfrey Bouillon ’ 
to her nephew, Henry V (Fcsdera, x. 317). 

The Nevilles were a prolific race, hut 
Westmorland surpassed them all. lie had 
no less than twenty-three children by his 
two wives—nine by the first, and fourteen by 
the second. The children of the first mar¬ 
riage, seven of whom were females, were 
thrown into the sliado by the offspring of his 
more splendid second alliance which brought 
ioyol blood into the family. 'Westmorland 
devoted himself indefntigably to found the 
fortunes of his second family by a senes of 
great matches, and a good half of the old 
Neville patrimony, the Yorkshire estates, 
was ultimately diverted to tho younger 
branch. Thus the later earls of Westmor¬ 
land had a landed position inferior to that of 
tlioir ancestors, who weie simple barons, and 
the real headship of the Neville house passed 
to the eldest son of the second family. 
Westmorland’s children by his first wife 
were: (1) John, who fought in France and 
on the Scottish borders, and died before his 
father (1423) j he married Elizabeth, daugh¬ 
ter of Thomas Holland, earl of Kent, and 
their son Ralph suooaodod his grandfather 
as second Earl of Westmorland in 1426 (see 
below). (2) Ralph of Oversley, near Alcester, 
in Warwickshire, in right of his wife Mary 
(J. 1393), daughter and coheiress of Robert, 
baronFerrers of Wcm in Shropshire. (8) Ma¬ 
thilda married Peter, lord Mauley (d. 1414). 

(4) Philippa married Thomas, lord Deere of 
Gillsland (d 1467), (6) Alice married, first, 
Sir Thomas Grey of Hetou; and, secondly, 
Sir Gilbert Lancaster. (0) Elizabeth, who 
became a nun in the Minoriea. (.7) Anne, 
who married Sir Gilbert Umfreville of Kyme. 

(8) Margaret, who married, first, Richard, lord 
le Sorope of Bolton in Wonsleydalo (d. 1420), 
and, secondly, William Cressener, dying in 
1463 ; and (w) Anastasia, 

By his second wifo Neville had nine Bons 
and five daughters: (1) Richard Neville, \ 
earl of Salisbury [q. v.1 (2) William, baron 
Fauoonberg [q. v.J (3) George, summoned 
to parliament as Baron Latimer, 1432-00, | 


his father having transferred to him that 
barony which he had bought from his child¬ 
less half-brother John, who inherited it from 
his mother [see under Neville, John, d , 
1388], George Neville’s male descendants 
held the barony of Latimer till 1677, when 
it fell into abeyanco [see Neville, John, 
third Bakon Latimer). (6) Robert [q. v.j, 
bishop successively of Salisbury and Durham. 
(8) Edward, baron of Bergavenny [q. v.] 
(7-9) Three sons who died young. (10)Toan, 
a nun. (11) Catherine, married, first, Jolm 
Mowbray, second duke of Norfolk [q, v.j; 
secondly, Thomas Strangways; thirdly, Vis- 
oountEaaumont(<£.1460); and, fourthly, John 
Wydeville, brother-in-law of Edward IV. 
(12) Anne, married, first, Humphrey, first 
duke of Buckingham (d. 1460) [q. v.j; and, 
secondly, Walter Blount, first baron Mount- 
joy (d. 1474). (18) Eleanor, married, first, 
Richard, lord le Dcspeuser (d. 1414); and, 
secondly, Henry Percy, second earl of North¬ 
umberland (d. 1465), (14) Cicely, who mar¬ 
ried Richard Plantagenet, duke of York, and 
was mother of Edward IV. 

Ralih Neville, second Eabl of West¬ 
morland (d. 1484), son of John, the eldest 
sou of the first oarl by his first wife, married 
a daughter of Hotspur, and left active Lan¬ 
castrian partisanship to his younger brothers, 
lie diod in 1484. His only son having 
erished at the battle of St. Albans in 1466, 
e was succeeded as third Earl of Westmor¬ 
land by hisnephew,Ralph(1466-1623), son of 
his brother John. This John Neville was a 
zealous Lancastrian. He took a prominent 
partin the stiuggle with the younger branch 
of the Nevilles for the Yorkshire lands of the 
first Earl of W estmorland, was suimnonod to 
parliament ns Lord Neville after tho Yorkist 
collapse in 1469, and was rewarded for his 
services at Wakefield in December 1400 with 
the custody of the Yorkshire castles of his 
uucle and enemy, Salisbury, who was slain 
theie (see under ltioiiAED Neville, Eael of 
Salisbury; Nicolas, Historic Peerage, p. 
845; Chron. ed. Davies, j). 106). A Yorkist 
chronicler accuses him of treacherously get¬ 
ting York's permission to raise troops, which 
bo then used against him (tb.) A few months 
later he was slain at Towton (30 March 
1401). When his son Ralph became third 
Earl of Westmorland, tho baronv of Neville 
merged in the earldom of Westmorland, 
which came to an end with the attainder of 
Charles Neville, sixth earl [q. v.], in 1571. 

[Rotuli Parhamentcrum; Proceedings and 
Oidinances of the Privy Council, ed, Nicolas; 
Rymer’aFccdora, original edition; Lords’ Report 
on the Dignity of a Peer; Adam of Usk. ed. 
HaundeThompson; AnnalcsRicardi II et Hen- 
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rial IV with Trokelawe in Bolls Sor.; Gesta 
Henrici V, ad. Williams for English Historical 
Society) Otterhoumo’s Ghionicle, ad. Hearns; 
Testaments Elipracensia and Wills and Inven¬ 
tories, published by the Surtees Soe.; Hall's 
Chronicle, ed. Ellis; Hugdale’s Bur on age nnd 
Moneaticon Anglicamim, ed. Caley, Ellis, and 
Bandinel; Howland’s Account oi the Noble 
Family of Nevill, 1830 ; Swallow, lie Nova 
Villa, 1885; Nicolas’s Historic Peerage, ed. 
Courthope; Wylie’s Hist, of Henry IV; Ham- 
say’s Lancaster and York; other authorities in 
the tost.] I- T-«r. 

NEVILLE, EALPH, fourth. Earl op 
Wesimohlahd (1499-1660), was born 21 Feb. 
1499. His grandfather, Ealph, third earl 
(1466-1523), who was nephew of Ealph, 
second earl (_d, 1484) [see undor Neville, 
Ealph, first earl], was captain in the army 
whickinvaded Scotland in 1497 to oppose the 
alliance between James IV and Perkin War- 
beck ; by his wife Margaret or Matilda, daugh¬ 
ter of Sir Eoger Booth of Barton in Lanca¬ 
shire, he was father of Ealph, called Lord 
Neville (d. 1498), who married, first, a daugh¬ 
ter of william Poston (she died in 1489), 
and, secondly, Editlia, daughter of Sir Wil¬ 
liam Sandy s of the Vine, sister of Sir W illiam 
Sandys, K.G., afterwards Lord Sandys [q. v,] 
Ealph, lord Neville, was father of the lourtb 
earl by his second wife. After Lord Ne¬ 
ville’s death his widow married Thomas 
(afterwards Lord) Darcy [q. v.]; she died at 
Stepney on 22 Aug. 1629, and was buried at 
the church of the Friars Minors at Green¬ 
wich in Kent. Ilor daughter by Lord D’ Aroy 
married Sir Marmaduke Constable of Flarn- 
borougk, Yorkshire. 

In 1620 Ealph was at the Field of the 
Cloth of Gold and at tins reception of the 
emperor at Calais, and the same year he re¬ 
ceived livery of his lands, at which timo ho 
isaaid to have been under age. He took part 
in the reception of Charles V in England in 
1622, and in September of the same year wae 
serving against the Scots. He was a vigorous 
commander on the borders, and is spok en of as 
being carried when ill in a horse littor over 
from Durham to Brough. He was knighted 
in 1528, and became K.G. on 7 June 1525. 
From June 1526 to September 1520 he held 
the important offices of deputy captain of Ber¬ 
wick and vice-warden of the east and middle 
marches. Consequently he was named on 
27 Aug. 1626 oilier commissioner and special 
envoy to treat with the Soots, and on 16 Jan, 
15 28 concluded, with Thom as Magnus [q.v.l 
(ind Brian Higden,ithe truce with Soot land 
which followed Henry’s ohange of policy of 
1626. Westmorland became n (privy council¬ 
lor on 6 Feb. 1526, and is noted os one 


who had to attend to matters of law in tie 
council {litters and Tapers Henry VIII, n, 
iii, App. 67). 

In May 1634 Westmorland, the Earl of 
Cumberland, and Sir Thomas Clifford made 
a search at Auckland Castle among the effects 
of Tunstol, but they found very little of & 
traitorous naturo Jb. v. 98G, vir. App. 18). 
On 23 May 1684 he had received a general 
commission to inquire into treasons in Cum¬ 
berland, and during 1686 he was very busy 
trying to keep order in Northumberland, 
Cumberland, and Westmoreland, in virtue of 
another special commission. 

Westmorland remained loyal during the 
Pilgrimage of Grace, which is Burprising con¬ 
sidering his family connections. He said 
of the pilgrims that he preserved himself 
1 from the infuction of their traitorous poison’ 
(Jb, xi. 1008). He was a captain to guard 
the east marches in April 1644, and member 
of the council of the north in 1645. He 
died on 24 April 1660, and was buried at 
Staindrop, Durham. A letter in his hand¬ 
writing forms Addit. MS. 82646. West¬ 
morland married Lady Catharine, second 
daughter of Edward Stafford, third duke of 
Buckingham; slio died on 1*1 May 1666, and 
was buried at Shoreditch Church (MAOira, 
Diary, Oamd. Soo, pp. 88, 343;. By her be 
had seven sons (of whom Uhrielopher and 
Cuthhert ore separately noticed) and eleven 
daughters. A letter from the countess 1 I 11 
Lho Earl of Shrewsbury is printed 4n Miy, 
Green’s 1 Letters of Illustrious Ladies ’ (hi, 
182;. 

The eldest son, Ilmtor Neville, fifth 
Earl or Wlsimokland (1526 P-1503), was 
born in 1526 (cf. Letters and Tapers, Ilenr// 
VIII, IV, ii. 485)1). lie was knighted in 1544, 
succeeded to the title in 1060, held a com¬ 
mission to divide the debatable landlbatween 
England and Scotland in 1651, was a privy 
councillor probably in 1552, and ambassadoi 
to Scotland in the same year. lie became 
K.G, andlord-lioutenant of Durham on7May 
1662. He supported Mary on Edward YIs 
death, and bore the secontbsworcl and the cap 
uf maintenance at her coronation. Do again 
had a commission to treat with Scotland in 
1667, was general of horse in the norLhem 
army the same year, and from 22 Jan. 1668 
to 26 Dec. 1069 was lieutunant-gonoml of 
the north, probably in succession to the mow 
usual appointment of warden of the west 
marches. Ilo strangely appeara as an eccle¬ 
siastical commissioner in 1560. He diod in 
August 1688. He married, first, according 
to Doyle, 8 July 1530, when he was lOnly 
eleven years old, Lady JaneAIaimers, second 
daughter of Thomas, first aarl of Eutlapd; 
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secondly, Jane, daughter ofSir Roger Oholme- 
ley; and, thirdly, her sister Margaret, widow 
of Sir Ilenry Gascoigne. Clitu'les Neville, 
sixth earl, the eldest son by the first wife, is 
separately noticed. 

[Doyle's Official Baronage j Letters and Papers 
of Henry VUT, passim, State Papers, i. 098, 
and vols. iv. and v. passim, ix, 871; Plumplon 
Coiresptindeuce, passim; Chronicle of Calais, 
p 20; Rutland Papers, pp. 30, 45, 73; Bapst’s 
Deux Gonlilshdmmos poiles de lo Cour de 
Henry VIII, p. 160, &e. j Wnothesley’s Chro- 
niale, i. 60; Ohron. of Quoen Jane and Queen 
Mary, pp. 82, 09, all in the Camd. 80 c.; Met¬ 
calfe’s Knighls.pp. 78,99 ; Parker’s Correspond¬ 
ence (Parker Soc.), p. 106.] IV. A. J. A. 

NEVILLE, RTOIIARD, Earn, or Salis¬ 
bury (1400-1460), was the oldest son of 
Ralph Neville, first earl of Westmorland 
[q.v.l, by his second wife Joan Beaufort, 
daughter of John of Gaunt. His brothers, 
Edward, first baron Bergavenny, and Wil¬ 
liam, lord Eaneonberg, are separately not iced. 
Richard, duke of York, was his brother-in- 
law, having married his sistor Cecilia. In 
1420, or earlier, he succeeded his eldest half- 
brother, John Neville, as warden of the west 
inarch of Scotland, an office which frequently 
devolved upon the Nevilles, they being, with 
the exception of the Percies, who had a sort of 
claim upon the wardonshi p of the east, march, 
the greatest magnates of I he norili country 
(Ftcdem, ix. 913; Ord. Privy Council,m. 139). 
Richard Neville figured at ilia coronation 
feast of Henry V’s queon, Oalhorino nf France 
(February 1421), in the capacity of a carver 
(Doyle, Official Baronage). J-le was still 
warden of the west march in 1424 when ho 
assisted in the final arrangements for the 
liberation of James I of Scotland, so long a 
captive in England (Foethra, x. 825). In 
January 1425 lie was mada constable of the 
royal castle of Pontefract,, and in the follow¬ 
ing October lost liis father (Doyle). West¬ 
morland left him no land, us he was already 
provided for hv his marriage earlier in that 
year to Alice, (inly child of Thomas da Mont- 
acute, fourth earl of Salisbury [q, v.l, who 
was thon eighteen years of age. Salisbury 
died before the walls of Orleans on 3 Nov. 
1428, and his daughter at once entered into 
possession of his lands, which lay chiefly 
on the western skirts of the New Forest in 
Hampshire and Wiltshire, with a castle at 
Christ Church (Dtodale, Baronage, i. 302; 
of. Doyle). Six months after his father-in- 
law’s death (8 May 1429) Neville’s claim to 
the title of Earl of Salisbury in right gf his 
wife was approved by the judges, and pro¬ 
visionally confirmed by the psora in great 
council until the king came of age (Ord. 


Priry Council, iii. 325; cf. G resort, p. 168). 
On 4 May 1442 Henry VI confirmed his 
tenure of the dignity for big life. 

At the coronation of the young king on 
6 Nov. 1429 the new earl acted as constable 
for the absent Duke of Bedford ( 1 A. p. 168). 
He did not. however, accompany Henry to 
France in tne next year, his services being 
1 at ill required on the Scottish border. He 
I was a member of an embassy to Scotland in 
May 1429, and of a second in the following 
January inslmoted to offer James King 
Henry’s hand for his daughter, whom ho was 
about to marry to the dauphin (afterwards 
Louis XI). But a truee for five years was 
the only result of his mission (Foulera, x. 428, 
447; Ord. Privy Council, iv. 19-27). It 
enabled him, however, lo spend part of 1481 
in France, for which he departed with a ‘ Ml 
iaire mayny ’ on 2 June, and he entered Paxis 
with the king in December ((A, iv. 79; 11am- 
bAY, Lancaster and York, i. 432; Gregory, 
p. 172). Returning, probably with Ilenry 
in February 1432, Salisbury seems not to 
have approved of the change of ministry 
effected by Humphrey, duke of Gloucester, 
the king's uncle, for on 7 May he wa 6 warned, 
with other nobles, not. to bring more than 
his usual retinue to the parliament which 
was to meet on the 12tli (Ord. Priuj Council, 
iv. 113). In November ho took the oath 
against maintenance, and in Docomber arbi¬ 
trated in a quarrel between the abbot and 
convent of St. Mary, York, and the commons 
of the adjoining forest of Gall res (Lot. Pari. 
iv. 422, iSS), Either in this year or more 
probably in the next he was onco more con¬ 
stituted warden of the west march towards 
Soot land; 011 18 Fob. 1433 he was made mas¬ 
ter-forester of Elaoliburnahire, and already 
held the position of warden of the forests 
north of Trent (Swallow, Be Nova Villa, 
p, 145; cf. Duoeale, i. 302; Doyle). In the 
arliamcnt which met in July of this year 
e acted as a trier of petitions (Hot. Pari. 
iv. 420; cf. p. 409; Ord. Privy Council, iv. 
’189). In the summer of J434, .lamps of Scot¬ 
land having strongly remonstrated touching 
the inisgovornmeui on the east marches, of 
whieh'tho Earl of Northumberland was war¬ 
den, it was decided, probably on the advice 
of Bedford, to place the government of both 
inarches in Salisbury’s hands Uh.it. 278). He 
only undertook tho post on tho council pro¬ 
mising to send more money and ammunition 
to the borders. But for one reason or another 
the new arrangement did not work, and in 
February 1435 Salisbury resigned the war- 
denship of tho oast march and the captaincy 
of Berwick, 'great and notable causes in 
divers beball’s in ovinghina 1 (iA. ir,’295). They 
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■were restored to the Earl of Northumberland 
on the old conditions, and the attempt to put 
tie administration of the borders on a better 
footing 'was abandoned. The failure must 
doubtless be ascribed to the removal of Bed¬ 
ford’s influence. When Bedford died, and the 
Duke of York, who had married Cecily N eville, 
Salisbury's sister, went out to France as his 
successor in May 1436, he took his brother- 
in-law with him (Ghhgoet, p. 178; Due- 
DALii, i. 302). On his return he entered the 
privy council in November 1437 (Ord. Pnvy 
Council, v. 71). 

When in London in attendance at the 
council he lived in ‘ theHarbour,’ aNeville re¬ 
sidence in Dowgate, But be must Have often 
been drawn into the north by the duties of 
his wardenship, which was periodically re¬ 
newed to him, and by bis inheritance of the 
Yorkshire estates of his father round Middle- 
ham and Sheriff-Hulton Castles on the deaih 
(13 Nov. 1440) of his mother, who had held 
them in jointure since the Earl of West¬ 
morland’s death in 1426 (Dctglale, i. 302; 
Swallow, p. 137). Middleham Castle, in 
Wensleydale, became his chief residence. 
Westmorland’s grandson by his first wife, 
Margaret, daughter of Hugh, earl of Stafford, 
and successor in the earldom, had for some 
years been vainly endeavouring to prevent 
the* diversion of these lands to the younger 
branch. The two families had made open 
war upon each other in the north, West¬ 
morland being supported by his brothers 
Sir John, afterwords Lord Neville, and Sir 
Thomas Neville, and the Dowager Countess 
hj Salisbury ,uid his younger brother, George 
Neville, lord Latimer of Danhy, in Cleve¬ 
land; bloodshed had ensued, and the go¬ 
vernment had had to interfere (Krcerpta 
Iiistonca, pp. 1-3; Ord, Pi ivy Council, v. 
00, 02; cf._282). Salisbury had the advan- 
tugo of being connected both with the op¬ 
position through York and with the court 
party through the Beauforts. This double 
connection is reflected in the somewhat un¬ 
decided position which for a time ho took up 
between the court and the opposition pnrl ies. 
lie helped to arrest Humphrey duke of 
Gloucester, at Bury St. Edmunds in 1447, 
and, though Suffolk’s peace policy endan¬ 
gered his interests in France, held aloof from 
the Duke of York when he resorted to an 
armed demonstration inFebruary 1462 (Raii- 
bay, ii. 74, 81). Along with Ins eldest son, 
now Earl of Warwick and Ms colleague as 
warden of the western marches of Scotland, 
Salisbury helped to persuade York at Dart- 
ford to lay down his arms (Patton Letters, 1 . 
cslvhi). But the continuance of Somerset 
in power, in defiance of the arrangement 


Salisbury had helped to mediate, must have 
irritated Mm, and he seems to lm\ e ignored 
the orders of the government in regard to the 
war which now broke out between the Ne¬ 
ville and Percy dans in Yorkshire. 

William Worcester (p. 770) dates the be¬ 
ginning of all the subsequent troubles from 
an incident which was a sequel to the mar¬ 
riage of Salisbury’s second son, Sir Thomas 
Neville, to Maud Stanhope, niece of Ralph, 
lord Cromwell, and widow of Lord Wil¬ 
loughby de Eresby, at Tattershall, Crom¬ 
well’s Lincolnshire seat. As Salisbury was 
returning to Middleham his followers came 
into collision with those of Thomas Percy, 
lord Egremont, third aon of the Earl of 
Northumberland, and his brother Richard, 
and a pitched battle ensued. If, as seems 
most probable, this took place in August 
1463, it only brought to a bond a quarrel 
which had already broken out between the 
two families. For as early as 7 June the 
privy council had ordered Egremont and 
Salisbury's second son, Sir JoluiNeville (after¬ 
wards Marquis of Montagu), to koep the 
peace and como at once to court (Rambat, 
ii. 166; Ord. Privy Council, v. 140-1). Par¬ 
liament less than a month later passed a 
statute enact ing that any lord persisting in 
refusing to appear at tlio royal summons 
should lose estate, name, and place in parlia¬ 
ment (Hot. Pari. v. 2C6). Nevertheless the 
offending parties ignored repeated summonsos, 
and Salisbury, who had been called upon to 
keep his sons in order, was Btrongly re¬ 
proached in October with conniving at these 
‘great assemblies ’ and ‘riotous gatherings’ 
(Ord. Privy Council, v. 146-01). The king's 
seizure with madness in August supplied 
York with an opportunity of getting con¬ 
trol of the government without the use 
of force against the Mug, and Salisbury and 
Warwick definitely gave him tlioir support, 
while Egremont and the Percies wore ad¬ 
herents of tliB queen (Fasten Letters, I.cxlviii. 
284). When the lords came up to London 
early in 1464 with great retinues, Salisbury 
brought ‘ sevon score knights and squires be¬ 
sides other meyny ’ (ib.) An indenture has 
been preserved by wMch Salisbury in Sep¬ 
tember 1449 had retained the services of Sir 
Walter Striokland and 290 men for tho term 
of hislife against all folk, saving his allegiance 
to the king. 

As soon as he became proteotor, the Duke 
of York on 1 April gave the great seal va¬ 
cated by the death 0 ? Archbishop Kemp to 
Salisbury (Fcedera, xi, 844; Ord. Pnvy Coun¬ 
cil, vi. 108). Salisbury appears tohnv e asked 
for the vacant bishopric of Ely for his son 
George, and the council promised to recom- 
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mend him for the next available Bee ( 16 ,) 
Salisbury’s eldest son, ‘ the King-maker,’ 
and his brothers William, lord Fauconbarg 
[q.v.],and Edward, lord Bergavenny [q. v.J, 
were also regular members of the governing 
council (ib. p. 189), The available proceeds of 
tonnage and poundage wereassigned to Salis¬ 
bury and others for three years for the keep¬ 
ing of the sea (Mot. Marl. v. 244), When 
Henry's recovery drove York from poweiylhe 
areat seal was taken from Salisbury on Fri¬ 
day, 7 March 1455, between eleven and 
twelve of the clock, in a certain small chapel 
over the gate at Greenwich, and given to 
Archbishop Bourchier ( Ord, Privy Comoil, 
vi, 858). die apparently retired to Middle- 
ham, whence he joined York, when lie took 
up arms in May in self-defence, as he alleged, 
against the summons of a great council to 
meet at Leicester to provide for the king’s 
'surety.' Both Salisbury and Warwick ac¬ 
companied Yorkin bis march on London with 
their retainers. They alone signed his let¬ 
ters of protest ation addressed to the Arch¬ 
bishop of Oanfei-bnry and the king, which 
they afterwards charged Somerset with keep¬ 
ing from the king’s avo (Mol. Pari. v. 280). 
The honours of the battle which followed 
(22 May) at St. Albans, and placed Ilenry in 
their power, rested not with Salisbury, but 
with Warwick, and from that day he was far 
less prominent in the Yorkist councils than 
his more energetic and popular eon. The re¬ 
nunciation of all resort to force was exacted 
from York and Warwick only, when Queen 
Margaret recovered control oi the king in Oc¬ 
tober 1460, though Salisbury is said to have 
been present and to have retired to Middle- 
hem when York betook himself to Wigmore 
(Mot. Pari. v. 347 i Paston, Letters, i. 408 ; 
Fabyaw, p. 682). The armed conflicts be¬ 
tween his younger sons and the Percies in 
Yorkshire ware renewed in 1457, and Egrc- 
mont was carried prisoner to Middlchom; but 
in March 1468 a general reconciliation was 
effected, and Salisbury agreed to forego the 
fines which ho had got inflicted on the Per¬ 
cies, and to contribute to the cost of a chantry 
at St. Albans for the souls of those who had. 
fallen in the battle (ib .; Citron, ed. Giles, 
p.46 j WHUTirAJiKrnDE, i. 208,808). In the 
procession of the ' difi&imulod lovoday’ 
(25 March) Salisbury was paired off with 
Somerset (Fabyan, p. 033_j Hall, p. 288; 
Political Poems, Rolls Ser. ii, 254). 

When this deceitful lull came to an end, 
and both parties finally sprang to arms in 
the summer of 1450, Salisbury left Middle- 
Ijam Castle early in August with an armed 
force whose numbers are variously reckoned 
from five hundred (Gedooky, p. 204) to 1 


seven thousand (Chron., ed. Davies, p. 80), 
and marched southwards to effect a junction 
with York, who was in the Welsh marches, 
and Warwick, who had been summoned from 
Calais (Mot. Pari. v. 848; Three Fifteenth- 
Century Chronicles, p, 72). If the original 
intention of the confederates bad been to 
surprise the king in the midlands^ it was 
foiled by Henry’s advance to Nottingham; 
and ns Queen Margaret had mussed a con¬ 
siderable force, raised chiefly in Cheshire, 
on the borders of Shropshire tftid Stafford¬ 
shire, round Market Drayton, Salisbury 
seemed entirely cut off from York, who was 
now at Ludlow (Mot. Pari. v. 348,869). The 
royal forces at Market Drayton under two 
Staffordshire poors—James Touohet, lord 
Audloy, and John Sutton, lord Dudley— 
were estimated by a contemporary to hare 
reached ten thousand men, and at any rate 
outnumbered the earl's ‘ fellowship' (Wildt- 
hajistebb, i. 888 ; Gbesoby, p. 204). The 
queen wne only a few miles eastwards, at 
Ecolcshall. Fortunately for Salisbury, his 
son-in-law, Lord Stanley, remained inactive 
at Ne wcastle-under-Lyme with the Lanca¬ 
shire levies he had brought at the queen’s 
command; and his brother William Stanley, 
with other local magnates, joined the earl 
(Mot. Pari. v. 309). On Saturday, 22 Sept., 
he occupied a strong position on BloreHeatb, 
three miles east of Market Drayton, on the 
Newcastle road, with his front completely 
protected by a small tributary of the Tern. 

I fere he was attacked next morning by Lord 
Audloy, whom Salisbury, according to Hall 
(p. 240), tempted across the brook by a 
i signed retreat, and then drove him in con¬ 
fusion down the slope before the rest of his 
troops had crossod the stream. The slaughter 
at all events was great. Of sixty-six men 
brought by Sir Richard Fition of Gaws- 
worth to the royal side, thirty-one perished 
(Earwakbe, Mast Cheshire, ii. 2). Audley 
himself was slain. Salisbury’s two sons, Sir 
John Neville and Sir Thomas Noville, either 
pursuing the fugitives or returning home 
woundod, were captured near Tarporley, and 
imprisoned in Chester Castle (Greooby, 
p. 204; Fab yaw, p, 084; cf. Chron. ed. 
Davies, p. 80,aiidWAVRiN, 1447-71, p, 277). 
Salisbury got away before the royal forces 
could he brought up from the oast, and 
effected his junction with York at Ludlow 
(Gregory, p. 204). He and his associates 
at Blore Heath were excluded from the offer 
of pardon which Henry sent to the Yorkist 
leadors atLudlow (Hot, Pari.) Ho neverthe¬ 
less joined the others in protesting 'their true 
intent ’ to the prosperity and augmentation 
of the king’s estate and to the common weal 
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of tlie realm (Chron. ed. Davies, p. 81). In 
the flight of the Yorkist chief's from Ludford 
on the night of 12 Oct., Salisbury made his 
way, with Warwick and the Earl of March, 
into Devonshire, and thence by sea to 
Guernsey and Calais, where they arrived on 
2 Nov. (Gregory, p. 205; Fabyar, p. 084; 
Wavrir. p. 277 ; Uhron. ed- Davies, p. 80; 
Three Fifteenth-Century Chronicler, p. 72). 
In the parliament which met at Coventry on 
20 Nov. Salisbury, his three sons, and his 
wife, who Aas accused of compassing the 
king’s death at Middleham on 1 Aug., and 
urging her husband to ‘ rearing of war ’ 
against him, were all attainted, along with 
Yotfk .and tho other Yorkist leaders at Bloro 
Heath and Ludford (Hot. Pari. v. 340). 

On 20 June 1400 Salisbury recrossed the 
Channel with Warn lek and March, landed 
at Sandwich, and on 2 July ontcred Lou¬ 
don with them (Ellis, Letters, 3rd sar., i.91; 
Chron. ed. Davies, p. 94). Warwick and 
Marsh leaving London a few days after to 
meet the king, who had advanced from Covcn- 
try to Northampton, Salisbury was left in 
charge of the city with Edv. ard Brook, lord 
Cobnam, and laid siege to tko royal garrison 
in the Tower (ib. p. 96; Three Fftemlh- 
Century Chronicles, p. 74; WAVRIR, p. 296). 
When the victors ot Northampton brought 
the captive king into London on 16 July, 
Salisbury rode to meet him 1 withe myche 
rialte’ (Chron. ed. Davies, p. 98; Three 
Ffteenth-Century Chronicles, p. 74). Salis¬ 
bury does not appear prominontly in the 
proceedings of t.he next four months. His 
attainder was removed, and lie was made 
great chamberlain of England, When tho 
Lancastrians concentrated in Yorkshire and 
ravaged the lands of York and Salisbury, the 
protector, taking with him hie brother-in- 
law, left London on 9 Dec., reached Sandal 
Castle, by Wakefield, on the 21st, and spent 
Ghristmaa there. The night after the fatal 
battle fought there, on 30 Dec,, in which his 
second son, Thomas, was one of the slain, 
Salisbury was captured by a servant of Sir 
Andrew Trollope, and conveyed to Ponte¬ 
fract Castle. According to one account he 
was murdered in cold blood next day by the 
bastard of Exoter, his head out off, and set 
up with others on one of the gates of York 
(Woroester, p. 778; of. Three Fifteenth- 
Century Chronicles, p, 166). But in another 
version, ‘fora grofco sumrae of money that he 
Shuld have payed he had graunt of hys lyfe. 
But the common? neple of the cuntro, whycli 
loved hym not, tooke kym owte of the castelle 
by violence and smote of hished’ (Chron. 
ed. Davies, p. 107; of. Morstrelet), Salis¬ 
bury had made a will on 10 May 1469, ordor- 


ing, among other legacies, tho distribution of 
forty marks among poor maids at their mar¬ 
riages (Degbale, i. 803; of. Swallow, p, 
146). He leftSheriff-Hutton and three neigh¬ 
bouring manors to his wife for life. But his 
nephew John, lord Nevillo, brother of the 
second Earl of Westmorland, who had fought 
against him at Wakefield, was rewarded for 
his loyalty with the office of constable of 
Sherifi-Hutton and Middleham Castles, aloni 

487). In his will he also gave instructions 
that he should bu buried in the priory of 
Bisham, near Great Marlow, in Berkshire, 
among the ancestors of his wife^the Monta- 
cutos, earls of Salisbury. Warwick convoyed 
the bodies of hisfathur and brother to Bisham 
early in 1463, and buried them, with stately 
ceremony, in the presence of the Duke of 
Clarence and other great peers (Swallow, n. 
14C). 

Salisbury’s abilities wore not of a high 
order, but lie possessed greul territorial and 
fimiily influence as the head of the younger 
branch of tho Neville house, llo never be¬ 
came popular, like hie son. A Yorkist ballad- 
uuilter in 1400 referred to him coldly as 
’ Hi chard, earl of Salisbury, called Prudence’ 
(Chron., ed. DuvioB, p. 03). Wavrin calls 
him rather conventionally ‘ sago et imoginatif’ 
(xv. 271, ed. Ilardy). 

By his wife Alice, daughter of Thomas de 
Montacute or Montagu, fourth earl of Salis¬ 
bury [q. v.J Salisbury had ton children, four 
sons and six daughters: (l) Richard, earl of 
Warwick and Salisbury, ‘the King-maker' 
[q. v.] (2) Thomas, married in August 1468 
to Maud, widow of Robort, sixth lord Wil¬ 
loughby do Erofeliy (d. 1462), a nioco of Lord 
Cromwell; Thomas wasdcilled in the battle of 
Wakefield in 1460, and left, no children. 
(8) John [q. t.J created Baron Montagu 
(1461), Marquis of Montagu (1470), and 
Earl of Northumberland (1401-70); killed 
at Baruetdn 1471. (4) George fa. v.], bishop 
of Exeter, archbishop of York, and lora- 
uhancellor (d. 1470). (6) Joan, married 

William Fitsalan, .earl of Arundel (1417- 
1487). (6) Oicely, married, 'first, in 1434, 
Henry Beauchamp, duke of Warwick [q. v.]; 
secondly, John Tiploft, earl of Worcester, 
whom Bhe producoased, dying on 28 July 
1460 (Lelano, Itin.\ i.81). (7)Alice, mamod 
Henry, lord Fitz-IIugli or Ravensworth 
Castle, near Richmond (1429-72), head of a 
powerful local family between Tees and 
Swale. (8) Eleanor, married Thomas Stan¬ 
ley, first lord Stanley, and afterwards (I486) 
first earl of Derby. (9) Catherine, betrothed 
before 10 May 1459 to the son and heir of 
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William Bonvile, lord Harington, who, if he 
had, outlived his father, wouldhaveheen Lord 
Bonvile as well; Lord Harington was hilled 
at Wakefield, and his son either predeceased 
him or at all events died before 17 Feb. 1461 
{Complete Peerage, by G. E. C[ojax:ra] ; 
Miatorio Peerage, ed. Oourthope; Ramsay, 
ii. 288); Catherine Neville was subsequently 
married to William, lord Hostings (executed 
1488). (10) Margaret, married, after ,1409, 
John de Vere III (1413-1518), thirteenth 
earl of Qsford, who predeceased her. 

A portrait of Salisbury, from the Earl of 
Warwick’s tomb (1463) at Warwick, is re¬ 
produced after 0. Stothord inDovle’s ‘ Official 
Baronage.’ He is represented without hoard 
or moustache, and wearing a cap and hood. 

[For authorities sue under Neville, John, 
Habobis of Montagu; and Neville, Richabd, 
Eaug of Warwick.] J. T-t. 

NEVILLE, RICHARD, Earn op Wab- 
WKjk and Salibbtjbt (1428-1471), the ‘iKing- 
maker,’ the eldest son of Richard Neville, 
earl of Salisbury [q. v.], by Alice, daughter 
and heiresB of Thomas Montacute, fourth 
earl of Salisbury [q. v.], was born on 22 Nov. 
1428. Ilis brothers, John Noville, marquis 
of Montagu, and George, archbishop of York, 
are separately noticed. At some uncertain 
date before 1430 Richard was betrothed by his 
father,who was unit ing the Neville and Beau¬ 
champ familios by a chain of marriages, to 
Anne Beauchamp, only daughter of ltiahard 
Beauchamp, carl of Warwick [q. v.] In 1444 
two lives stood between them and the great 
Beauchamp heritage in the midlands and the 
Welsh marchoe, hut, by the death of her niece 
and namosake in June 1449, Richard Neville's 
wife inherited the hulk of her father’s wide 
lands; and the king on 23 July conferred 
upon her husband in her right the earldom 
ot Warwick (DtronAi.ii, Baronage, i. 301). 
A-S premier earl Richard Neville took pre¬ 
cedence of his father, whose lauds, too, could 
not compare in extent with tko Beauchamp 
inheritance, which had ahsorbod that of the 
Despensers, and included the castleR of War¬ 
wick, Elrnloy, Worcester, Cardiff, Glamorgan, 
Neath, Abergavenny, and, in the north, Bar¬ 
nard iCastle, lie was lord of Glamorgan 
and Morgan, and succeeded in retaining pos¬ 
session of the castle and honour of Ber- 
gavenny, which was claimed by his father's 

f r ounge«t'hrothor,who tookhis title therefrom 
see under Ebwaed Neville, Babon op Beb- 
oavunny]. But it was not until tho sword 
was bared in the strife of factions in 1465 
that Warwick made an independent position 
for himself, and overshadowed his fattier. In 
the meantime ho remained with Salisbury, 
outwardly neutral in tho struggle between 


his imole Richard, duke of York, and his 
cousin Edmund Beaufort, duke of Somerset. 

When York took up arms in February 1462, 
Warwick joined his father in mediating be¬ 
tween the parties (PaetonLetters,!, cxlviii). 
But immediately after the old jealousy be¬ 
tween the Novilles and the great n valnoriihern 
house of the Peroies, who bided with the 
court party, reached an acute stage, and 
when York, on the king’s being seized with 
madness in July 1453, claimed the regency, 
Warwick and his father placed themselves 
on his side (ii.) He was summoned to the 
privy council (6 Dec.), and associated with 
his father (20 Dec.) as warden of the west 
march of Scotland (Ora!. Privy Council, vi. 
165 ; Doyle), In January 1464 he rode up 
to London in York’s train with a ‘ goodly fel¬ 
lowship,’ and had a thousand men awaiting 
him in the city (Paaton Letters, i. 206). He 
sat regularly mllie privy council while York 
was protector, and wa3 commissioner with 
York and his father on 13 April to invest 
the infant son of Henry VI with the title 
of Prince of Wales (Doyle ; cf. Paaton 
Letters,!. 299; Lot. Pari. v. 240). On the 
king’s recovery, early in 1455, Somerset re¬ 
turned to power, and Salisbury, with other 
Yorkists, was dismissed from office. Now 
thoroughly identified with York, Salisbury 
and Warwiuk look up arms with him iii 
May (E ot. Pari. v. 280-1). In the first 
battle of St. Albans, which followed on 
22 May, Warwick had the good fortune to 
decide the day and win somewhat easily 
a military reputation, York and Salisbury 
mot with a desperate resistance in the side 
Btroets,iby which they sought to got at the 
Lancastrians mossed in tho main street of 
the town, Warwick, with the Yorkist centre, 
broke through the intermediate gardens and 
houses, and, issuing into the main street, 
blew trumpets and raised Lis war-cry of ‘A 
Warwick, a Warwick!’ (Paaton Letters, i. 
330). The rest was a street fight and mas¬ 
sacre. It has been suggested that the great 
slaughter of nobles, anew feature in mediieval 
warfare, must he attributed to Warwick 
(Ramsay, Lancaster and York, ii. 183); but 
the bitterness of civil strife and the .close 
(juarters in Which they fought must be taken 
into account. The policy of slaying the 
leaders and sparing the commons is certainly 
attributed to him at Northampton five years 
lator ( Ch'on, ed. Buries, p, 97). Edward IV, 
however, is represented by Coniines (i. 245) 
as 'almost claiming this policy as his own. 
Warwick’s energy was undoubtedly the de¬ 
cisive factor in York’s success, and the ‘evil 
day ofSt. Albans’was closely associated with 
hisinome (Paaton Letters, L 845), 
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His services were rewarded (August) with 
a grant for seven years of the coveted cap¬ 
taincy of Calais, which had been held by the 
dead Somerset (ib. p. 3S4; Rot. Pari. v. 809, 
341). The post was a congenial one to a man 
of his unbridled eneTgy, and York required 
some one he could trust there to conduct 
negotiations with Philip, duke of Burgundy, 
and others who were hostile to Charles VII 
of France, Queen Margaret's uncle and friend. 
Messengers were in London in November 
from John, duke of Alenpon, who was con¬ 
spiring againBt Charles, and urgingan English 
invasion of France. Warwick in theirpresence 
put the duke’s seal to his lips and swore to 
accomplish his wishes, even if he had to 
pledge all his lands (Beaucouet, Hist. of 
Ckarlea VII, vi. 62). But the lieutenants 
of the late captain of Calais, Lords Welles and 
Rivers, refused to hand over their charge to 
Warwick; and it was not until the gairison 
had been propitiated by a parliamentary 
arrangement for the payment of their arrears 
that he was allowed on 20 April 1466 to take 
over the command {Orel. Privy Council, vi, 
276 j Rot. Pari. v. 341; Ramsay, ii. 191). 
Alenyon’s conspiracy was detected in May, 
and Warwick seems to have stayed in Eng¬ 
land until October, when Margaret ousted 
York and himself from the conduct of tho 
government, and but for the Duka of Buck¬ 
ingham’s intervention would have put them 
under arrest (Paiton Letters, i. 386, 392 j 
Rot. Pari. v. 347). Warwick went over to 
Calais, and presently entered into negotia¬ 
tions with Philip of Burgundy, with whose 
representatives he held a conference at Oye, 
near Calais, in the first week of July 1467 
(Beauoouet, vi. 124). Though Queen Mar¬ 
garet for the moment had the upper baud in 
England, Charles VII had good reason to 
resent the possession of Calais by the Yorkists. 
In August, accordingly, the French admiral 
De Brez6 sacked Sandwich, from which 
Calais was victualled {ii. p. 146 j Poston 
Letters, i. 416-17). But Ds Brest's success 
only strengthened Warwick’s position. The 
Duke of Exeter, who was captain of the sea, 
failed to have his fleet ready before the injury 
was done, and his neglect gave Warwick*^ 
friends the opportunity or obtaining the 
transfer of the post to him for three years, 
with a lien on the whole of the tonnage and 
poundage, and 1,0001. a year from the duchy 
of Lancaster (ib. i. 424 j Doyxe ; Rot. Pari. 
v. 847). 

In February or March 1468 he came over 
from Calais, with six hundred men ‘ in red 
jackets with white ragged staves [a Beau¬ 
champ cognisance] upon them,’ to take part 
in the projected reconciliation of parties 


(Fabyaw, p. 633). His share in the fatal 
battle of St. Albans was to be forgiven on 
condition that he helped to found a chantry 
at St. Albans for masses for the souls of the 
dead, and made over one thousand marks to 
the relatives of Lord Clifford, who had been 
slain in the battle (W hethamstedd, i. 296-8). 
In the ‘love-day’ procession to St. Paul’s on 
26 March Warwick walked witk Exeter, 
who bore him no good will since he hadaup- 

? knted him as captain of the sea (Paston 
tetters, i. 424). The harmony of parties 
was of the hollowest description, and Calais 
continued to he a centre of Yorkist intrigue. 
Warwick returned to his post, and seems U 
have secretly arranged with Duke Philip for 
common action against France and Queen 
Margaret. A marriage was suggested be¬ 
tween a granddaughter of Philip and one of 
York's sons, hut the duke was not yet prepared 
to commit himself so openly to the Yorkist 
cause {Feedera, xi. 410; BEATTOOTTira, vi. 260). 

Warwick, moreover, did not think it pru¬ 
dent to attack France directly, hut did not 
hesitate to assail a fleet of twenty-eight 
‘ sail of Spaniards,’ merchantmen, includ¬ 
ing sixteen shipB of forecastle belonging to 
Charles VII’s ally, Henry IV of Custille, 
which appeared off Calais on 29 May 1468. 
Warwick had twelve vessels, of which only 
five were ships of forecastle, and after six 
hours’fighting withdrew. Ho had captured 
six ships, hut one at least of these seems to 
have been recovered. The loss of life on the 
English side was considerable, and they 
acknowledged themselves ‘ well and truly 
heat ’ {Paston Letters, i. 428). Nevertheless 
this achievement and the others which fol¬ 
lowed were hailed in England with un¬ 
warrantable enthusiasm. Thore had not been 
so great a battle on the sea since Ilcnry V's 
days, men said (ib.) Warwick, who aifected 
a generous ardour for the national well¬ 
being, had already won favour with the 
people (WavsiNjV, 319), TTis exploitsintbe 
Channel made him the idol of the seafaring 
population of the southern ports, especially 
in Kent, which had suffered greatly by the 
loss of Normandy and the boldness of 
French pirates and privateers, Beni on con¬ 
firming the impression he had made, War¬ 
wick within a vory few weeks sallied forth 
from Calais, summoned a salt fleet hound 
for Liibeck to strike their flags ‘in the Icing’s 
name of England,’ and on their refusal carried 
them into Calais (Three Fifteenth-Century 
Chronicles ,p. 71). This was a flagrant viola¬ 
tion of the truce which had been made with 
Liibeck only two years before, and gave 
Queen Margaret an opening of which Bhe 
did not fail to avail herself. Lord Rivers, 
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Sir Thomas Kyriel, and others were com¬ 
missioned (31 July) to hold a public inquiry 
into his conduct (Fasdem, xi. 374,415). The 
result is not known, hut the queen seems to 
have called upon Warwick to resign his post 
to the young Duke of Somerset (Stevenson, 
Wars in France, i. 368). The earl came 
over to London in the autumn, and deolined 
to resign it except to parliament, from whom 
ha had received it. After a narrow escape 
in a broil which broke out at the council 
between one of his men and a royal servant, 
on 9 Nov. (Fabian, 834; cf. Wuetham- 
stede, i. 340), Warwick returned to Calais, 
and in the following spring (1450) made a 
more legitimate addition to his naval repu¬ 
tation by attacking five gTeat oarracks of 
Spain and Genoa (which had been occupied 
by France in June 1458), and, after two days’ 
hard fighting, brought three of them into 
Calais (Whothambtedb, i, SSO; BnAtrcouET, 
wi. 289; Ord.Primj Council, vol. v. p. cxxxii). 
The booty is said to have boon worth 10,0001., 
and to have halved the price of certain com¬ 
modities in England for that year. 

In the summer, when France and Bur¬ 
gundy were on the verge of war, and Mar¬ 
garet, alarmed by York’s evident designs 
upon the crown, bBgan to arm in the north 
or England, Warwick was summoned from 
Calais by his father and uncle, Richard, 
duke of York, to join them in seizing the 
king, who was in Warwickshire (Ohron. 
ed. Davies, p. 80). Leaving his wife and 
daughters at Calais in charge of another 
uncle, William Neville, lord Fauconberg 
[q. v.], he landed six hundred picked men 
of the Calais garrison, under the veteran 
Sir Andrew Trollope, at Sandwich, and 
marched rapidly into the midlands. Passing 
through Ooleshill,near Coventry, tho same day 
as Somerset, who was bringing up forces from 
the west to the queen’s assistance, hut with¬ 
out meeting him, and finding that Henry had 
withdrawn to Nottingham, lie mado his way 
to York at Ludlow (Gbeqoky, p. 206). Here 
they were joined by his father, who had cut 
his way to them by a vict ory at Blore Iloath. 
They entrenched a position at Ludford, op¬ 
posite Ludlow, hut, as at St. Albans, Lord 
Clinton was the only peer who had joined 
them; and when Henry in person appeared 
at the head of a superior force on 12 Oct., 
Trollope, who had no mind to fight against 
the king, went over in the night with the 
Calais men (ib. j Fabyan, p. 684). The rest 
of the Yorkist foToe dispersed, and the leaders 
fled in various directions. They had been 
unable to conceal the real character of their 
movement, and had found littlo sympathy 
in the midlands, in spite of the Neville influ¬ 


ence. Warwick and the rest were attainted 
by a parliament at Coventry, and Somerset, 
who had been appointed captain of Calais 
three days before the rout of Ludford, set 
out shortly after for his post. But he found 
Warwick safely returned, and the gates 
closed to him. Warwick had fled from Lud¬ 
ford, with hie father and the Earl of March, 
York's eldest son, into Devonshire, where 
Sir John Dynham provided them with a 
vessel, in which, after refreshing at Guern¬ 
sey, they reached Calais on 2 Nor., three 
weeks after leaving Ludlow (Fab yak, p, 635; 
Whethamstede, p. 846). Wovrin relates 
(v. 277) that Warwick himself had to take 
the helm in the voyage to Guernsey, be¬ 
cause the Bailors did not know those waters. 
Somerset established himself at Guisnes, but 
a storm, or sailors attached to Warwick, 
brought his ships into Calais harbour; and 
Warwick, finding on board somo of his men 
who had declined to fight for him against 
their king at Ludford, had them promptly 
beheadod (Fabyan, p. 636; Wavmn, v. 281). 

But, in spite of some support from the 
Duke of Burgundy, Warwick’s position at 
Calais, with Somerset close by and no sup¬ 
plies from England, was one of danger, 
and his men began to desert to Guisnes 
(cf. Fabyan, pp. 036,052), Lord Rivers was 
stationed at Sandwich to overawe Warwick’s 
Kentish friends and prevent a landing. But 
in January 1460 Sir John Dynham surprised 
Rivers and his son, Antony Wydevillo, in 
their beds, and carried them off to Calais, 
where Warwick and the rest taunted them 
with their humble birth (Paston Letters, i. 
606). In May Warwick went to Ireland, 
where York had found refuge, and concerted a 
comhinedinvasionofEnglandforthesummer. 
Returning with hie mother, who had boon 
with York, he fell in off the Devonshire coast, 
about 1 June, with a fleet sent out under 
the Duke of Exeter to intercept him, but 
was allowed to proceed unmolested (Won- 
0BSTEB, p. 772; Chrm. ed. Davies, p. 85). 
Reaohing Calais after less than a month’s 
absence, he prepared, in accordance with the 
plan arranged with York, for a desoont upon 
Kent, whose attachment to York and him¬ 
self had been strengthened by the severity 
shown to their partisans (ib. p. 90). An 
anonymous ballad posted on the gates of 
Canterbury implied that the Prince of Wales 
was a false heir, and prayed for the return of 
York, the ’true blood’ of March, Salisbury 
’ called Prudence,’ 

With that noble knight and flower of manhood, 
Richard, earl of Warwick, shield of our defence 

(ib. p 03). 

Manifestoes less frank were issued from 
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Calais, repenting the usual charges of oppres¬ 
sion and misgo vernment, accusing Wiltshire, 
Shrewsbury, and Beaumont of plotting the 
death of York and the surrender of Calais, 
and threatening war if the Coventry at¬ 
tainders were not reversed («8. p. 88). In the 
last week in June Dynhnm and Fauconberg 
seized Sandwich. Osbort Mundoford [q. v.J, 
who was lying there with a force intended for 
the relief of Somerset, was sent over to Calais, 
and beheaded on 25 June—another victim of 
Warwick’s vengeance for the desertions at 
Ludford (ti. p. 86; Three Fifteenth-Century 
Chronicles , p. 73; Worcester, p. 772; 
Gresort, p. 207). Next day Warwick 
crossed to Sandwich with Maich and Salis¬ 
bury, and forces estimated at from fifteen 
hundred to two thousand men. They were 
accompanied hy a papal legate, Francesco dei 
Coppini, bishop of Terni, who, sent by Pius II 
to mediate between the two parties in Eng¬ 
land, had been completely won over by 
Warwick (Worcester, p. 772; Wiietham- 
btedb, i. 871; State Papers, Venetian, i. 
367-8). Joined by Archbishop Bourohiorand 
themen of Kent, under Lord Coblmm, War¬ 
wick reached Southwark, where hia brother, 
George Neville [q. v.], bishop of Exeter, met 
them, with forces twenty thousand strong 
according to one estimate, forty thousand 
according to others. London was so friendly 
to them that Lords Ilungerford and Scales, 
who held it far the king, shut themselves up 
in the Tower, and the Yorkist earls on 2 July 
entered the city. At nine next morning they 
attended the session of convocation at St. 
Paul's, and Warwick explained that they 
were come to declare their innocence to the 
king or die on the field, after which they all 
solemnly swore on the cross of St. Thomas 
of Canterbury that they meant nothing in¬ 
consistent with the allegiance they owed to 
King Henry (Worcester, p, 772; Chron, od. 
Davies, p, 96). Leaving his father to be¬ 
siege the Tower, Warwick a few days later 
advanced northwards, with March, to meet 
tile king, who had set forth from Coventry 
towards London on hearing of his landing. 
With Warwick, besides the archbishop and 
the legale, were his brother, the Bishop of 
Exeter, and throe other bishops, seven lay 
peers, of whom, two, Fauconberg and Aber¬ 
gavenny, were his uncles, and a third, Lord 
Scropo of Bolton, hiseousin, and' much people 
out of Kent, Sussex, and Essex,’ greatly over¬ 
estimated, no doubt, at sixty thousand men 
(Wiietiiamstebe, i. 372; Chron . ed. Davies, 
p. 06), On the morning of Thursday, 10 July, 
he came uponthe king's army entrenched in 
the meadows immediately south of North¬ 
ampton, with the Nen at their back (id.; 


Whethamstede, pp. 873-4), The Duke of 
Buckingham, not unreasonably, deolined the 
proffered mediation of the prelates in War¬ 
wick’s train, or to admit Warwick himself 
to the king’s presence; and at two in. the 
afternoon the carl gave the signal for the 
attack, dividing the command with March 
and Fauconberg. The immediate desertion 
of Henry by Lord Grey de Ruthin decided 
the battle, and all was over in half an hour. 
Warwick and Marchhad issued orders that no, 
quarter should be given to the leaders. Buck¬ 
ingham, the Earl of Shrewsbury, and Lords 
Beaumont and Egremont were all slain 
( Chron. ed. Davies, p.97). Warwick brought 
the unfortunate king to London (16 July) in 
time to receive the surrender of the Tower 
on Wednesday, 18 July, and on tho following 
Wednesday some seven of the followers of 
his rival, tho Duke of Exeter, constable of 
the Tower, were arraigned at tho Guildhall 
in his presence and executed ( Three Fifteenth- 
Century Chronicles, p. 76; Worcester, 
p, 773). 

Placing the great seal,resigned by Bishop 
Waynflete before the battle, in the hands of 
his young brother, the Bishop of Exeter, and 
procuring the confirmation of his captaincy 
of Oalnis, with appoint mont os governor of 
the Channel Islands, Warwick crossed to 
Calais about 16 Aug. with a royal order 
calling upon Somerset to surrender Guisnes 
to him. ITe soon camo to terms with tho 
duke, and entered into possession (tb, p. 774; 
Fcedera, ix. 468-9), 

In September he made pilgrimage to Our 
Lady of Walsingliam in Norfolk (Wavrih, 
v. S09), afterwards met the Duke of York 
at Shrewsbury, and thence preceded him to 
London (tb. p. 810). In October the House 
of Lords, although now generally supporting 
York, successfully resisted York’s proposal 
to ascend the throne. Wavrin ascribes- this 
conduct to the influence of Wnrwiok, who, 
he says, had quarrelled with tho duke on the 
subject. Warwick's interposition is not men¬ 
tioned by any English authority, and Wavrin 
cannot be implicitly trusted. But Warwick 
was bound, if not by his reoont oath, yet by 
his engagements to the legate Coppini, and 
may very well have thought that ho would 
lose some of the power he now wielded in 
the name of the helpless Horny if the throne 
were occupied by a real king. The reoent 
Yorkist triumph had been tho work of liisn- 
bp1£ and his family without Yoik's assistance, 
and Warwick’s popularity had perhaps a 
littlo dimmed his uncle's (of. Poston Letters, 
i. 622). The compromise which made York 
heir-presumptive was completed on 81 Oot., 
and in the thanksgiving procession to St. 
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Paul’s next ilay Warwick bora the sword 
before tlie king, and the people are said to 
hare shouted, ' Long live King Henry and 
the Earl of Warwick! ’ (WAVltiy, v. 318). 
When, in December, the queen rallied the 
Lancastrians in Yorkshire, and York and 
Salisbury went north to meet their death at 
Wakefield, while March was sent to raise 
troops on the Welsh border, Warwick was 
left m charge of London and the king, and 
kept Christmas with Henry in the Bishop of 
London’s palace by St. Paul's. 

The death of his father finally concentrated 
the power of the house of Neville in War¬ 
wick’s hands. The earldom of Salisbury and 
its lands in the south passod to him, as well 
as the Neville estates in Yorkshire, with the 
great family strongholds at Middloham and 
Sheriff-Hutton. lie was in no haste to 
communicate with Edward, the young Duke 
of York, Mas tor of tho king’s person, he 
doubtless intended lo continue to rule in 
Ms name. He had himself croated knight of 
the Garter and great chamberlain of Eng¬ 
land, while his brother John became Lord 
Montagu and chamberlain of the household 
(Doyle). A third brother, Goorge, was chan¬ 
cellor. lie hold'the throads of foreign policy 
in his own hands. IIo was in correspondence 
with the Duke of Milun, and was soliciting 
a cardinal’s hat for Coppini from Pope Pius 
(State Papers, Venetian, i. 303-4). But 
the fortune of war took the direction of 
affairs out of his hands. Whon nows came 
that the queen was marching on London 
with her undisciplined northern host, War¬ 
wick collected hie forces, and) taking the 
king with him, ha left London on Thursday, 
12 Feb., accompanied by the Dukes of Nor¬ 
folk and Suflbllr, the Earl of Arundel, Vis¬ 
count Bourcluor, Lord Bonvile, and his own 
brother Montagu (Chron. ed. Davies, p. 107). 
His plan was to intercept tho queen at St. 
Albans, and ho soems to have pitched his 
camp on Barnet lloath, the open high ground 
at the north end of the town, as if ho ex¬ 
pected tho enemy lo come by tho Luton 
road (W uethamhtedu, i, 801 j of. Three 
Ftftcmth-Centuri/ Chronicles, p, 155), But 
the queen's forces' entered the town before 
he expected them, on Tuesday, 17 Feb,, by 
the Dunstable road; and after being driven 
bade from the marlcot cross by a few archers, 
made a circuit, and forced their way into 
the main atreot between Warwick and the 
town. He hastily fell back, with tho king 
and the bulk of his army, towards Sattdridge, 
three miles north-east (Chron. ed. Davies, p. 
107). A force, estimated by Whelhamstcdo 
at four or five thousand men, remained be¬ 
hind, and opposed a stubborn resistance to 


the enemy; but, unsupported by the main 
body, and dosorted by some of their number, 
they at lost gave way. The main body then 
broke up, and tli»ir leaders, Warwick among 
them, fled, leaving the king to be recovered 
bv his friends. The engagement is known os 
the second battle of St. AlbanB, Warwick, 
who had shown a signal lack of generalship, 
hurried westwards with the remnant of his 
army, and at Chipping Norton, in Oxford¬ 
shire, mot the young Duke of York, who lrnd 
dispersed tho western Lancastrians on 2 Feb, 
at Mortimer’s Cross (WonoEsran, p. 777; 
of. Geesoev, p. 216). The queen having- 
withdrawn into tho north without occupying 
London, Warwiok rode, with Edward and 
his Welshmen and westorn men, into tho 
capital on Thursday, 26 Feb. (ib.) 

The events of the last few months had 
removed any reluctanco of the Yorkists to 
deprive King Henry of liia crown. Warwick, 
too, had lost control of him, and he saw that 
his interests were now bound up with those 
of the Yorkist dynasty. He consequently 
joined the handful of peers at B&ynard’s 
Castle on 3 March in declaring Edward king. 
But his influence wus for the moment di¬ 
minished, Edward was at the hoad of a vic- 
l orious army, and Warwick was a vanquished 
general, ilia brother was confirmed in his 
oillce of chancellor. Without waiting for 
liis coronation, Edward determined to follow 
tho retreating Lancastrians into tho north. 
Warwick wassont forward with tho vanguard 
(7 March), troops were despalchod after him, 
and Edward, leaving London, by 16 March 
overtook him at Leicester ( Chron . of White 
Rose, p. 8). They reached Pontefract on tho 
27th, and Warwick was sent, on with Sir John 
Hatcliil'u, titular Lord Fitzwalter, to secure 
Ihe pas,sago of tlie Airo at Ferrybridge, some 
four miles north, whom tho great north road 
crossed the river ( Cropland , Cent, p. 632; 
Gbeqoey, p. 216). Hall says they found 
tlio bridge unoccupied, but were surprised 
in Ferry bridge at daybreak on Saturday, 
28 Maroh, by Lord Clifford and a detach¬ 
ment of the Lancastrian army which was 
encamped at Towton, nine miles north on the 
road to Tadcaster and the Wharfo (Hall, 
p, 264; cf. State Papers, Venetian, i, 370). 
Fits waiter was slain and Warwick wounded 
in the leg with an arrow (Gkeooev, p. 216), 
Hut tho passage of tho river was ultimately 
e(feeled, and in tho course of the day the 
Yorkist army moved up to Saxton, at the 
foot of the Towton plateau, on which the 
battle of Towton was fought next day, Palm 
Sunday. For tho skilful leadership of the 
inferior Yorkist forces Edward rather than 
Warwick was responsible. Warwick, accord- 
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ingto Hall, commanded the centre; but the 
hardest fighting was on the left, where his 
unde Fauconberg was in command, and not 
at the centre, us asserted by Wavrin (p. 841), 
who, however, ascribes the victory to the 
‘ grant proesse principalement ’ of the king 
(cf. Monstrelet, iii. 84. ed. 1608). 

By the beginning of May Edward thought 
it safe to go south for his coronation, leaving 
Warwick and Fauconberg to keep watch on 
the Lancastrians. Henry VI and his queen, 
with Somerset, Exeter, and other lords, were 
heating up support in Scotland, and their par¬ 
tisans still held the great castles beyond the 
Tyne, Warkworth, Alnwick, Bamborougk, 
and Dunatanborough, At Middleham, where 
Warwick entertained the king before he left 
Yorkshire, Edward confirmed him (7 May) 
in the ofiicea of great chamberlain and cap¬ 
tain of Calais, and bestowed on him the im¬ 
portant post of constable of Dover Castle and 
warden of the Cinque ports, with other dis¬ 
tinctions (Dotle). He was made warden of 
the Scottish marches on 81 July, and a few 
days later empowered to treat with Scotland, 
but was able to attend Edward’s first parlia¬ 
ment, which met on 4 Nov. The attainder 
of his ancestors, John de Montacute, third 
earl of Salisbury, and Thomas le Despenser, 
earl of Gloucester, beheaded in 1400, was 
reversed for the benefit of Warwick and his 
mother. 

During the first three years of the reign 
Warwick was much more prominent than the 
king, ne was the kings first cousin, and 
might, says Commines (i. 232), almost call 
himself bis father . 1 There was none in England 
of the half possessions that he had’ ( Chron. of 
White Hose, p. 23). His offices alone, according 
to Commines, broughthim anannual income of 
eighty thousand crowns. The House of Lords 
was packed with his kinsmen. He held the 
keys of the Channel. Edward’s energy, more¬ 
over, was spasmodic; he preferred pleasure 
to politics, and left to Warwick, who had the 
gifts of a diplomatist and sleepless energy, the 
task of defeating the foreign combinations 
which the exilea Margaret was attempting. 
Foreign observers looked on him as the real 
ruler of England. The Burgundian historian 
Ohastellain (iv. 169) spokeofhim as the pillar 
of Edward’s throne, and Bishop Kennedy, one 
of the Scottish regents, as managing English 
affaire for the king (Wavbin, iii. 178, ed. 
Dupont). The letters from the Sforzu ar¬ 
chives at Milan, printed in the ' Calendar of 
Venetian State Papers,’ bear witness to His 
importance. In Scotland he rouaed a revolt 
in the highlands (1401), and detached the 
queen-mother, Mary of Gueldres, and her 
party from active support of Margaret (t b. 


v. 865, ed. Hardy; J. Ddcleroo, p. 109 . 
Fcedera, xi. 476-7, 488-7). Margaret’s ap- 
plic tiou for aid to her cousin, the new king 
of France, Louis XI, in the summer of 1401 
Warwick met by an offer of Edward's hand to 
the Duke of Burgundy for his niece, Cathe¬ 
rine of Bourbon (Chasteleain, iv. 166). But 
Philip did not care to bind himself so closely 
to Edward as long as his throne remained 
insecure, and his heir Charles, count of 
Oharolais, was friendly with the Lancastrians 

g . p. 169). After Margarot’s departure for 
once early in 1462, Warwick met Mary of 
Gueldres at Dumfries and Carlisle, with a view 
to depriving the Lancastrians of Scottish 
support. He even suggested, though probably 
not very seriously, that Mary should marry 
Edward IV (Worcester, p. 779). He come 
to some arrangement with her, which was 
believed in England to have included a pro¬ 
mise to surrender Henry and his followers 
(Paston Letters, ii. 111). 

His diplomatic labours had obliged him to 
leave the siege of the Northumbrian castles to 
his brother Montagu and his brother-in-law 
Hastings, who, in July, reduced Naworth, 
Alnwick, and apparent ly Bnmborougli (ij.; 
Worcester, p. 779). Hearing that Margaret 
was returning to the north with a small force 
supplied by Louis XI, Warwick, who had 
come up to London, went back to his post on 
30 Oct. with a large army (ib. p. 780 : Paston 
Letters, ii. 120). Edward, who followed 
him, fell ill with measles at Durham, and 
Warwick superintended the siege of the three 
strongholds, Dunatanborough, Bamborough, 
and Alnwick, the two latter having been 
recovored by Margaret. Warwick himself 
fixed liis headquarters at Warkworth, whence 
lie rodo daily to view the three leaguers, s 
ride of thirty-four miles (ib. ii, 121). Barn- 
borough ana Dunstanborough surrendered on 
Christmas eve, but Alnwick held out until the 
sudden arrival on 0 Jan., at early morning, of 
an army of relief from Scotland under An¬ 
gus and de Brezd (Three Fifteenth-Century 
Chronicles , p. 176; Worcester, p 780). As 
at tho second battle of St. Albans, Warwick 
was entirely taken by surprise, and withdrew 
from the castle to a position by tlie river. The 
hulk of the garrison issued forth and joined 
their friends, who retreated with them to Scot¬ 
land. According to Woroester, Warwick had 
at first thought of fighting, but gave up the 
idea because he was inferior in numbers (cf. 
W ahkworth, and Harding-, p,408, who says 
tho Scots were not morethan than eight thou¬ 
sand men), Alnwick capitulating soon after, 
Warwick went south to attend the parlia¬ 
ment which met at Westminster on 29 April 
(Mot. Pari. v. 490). Contemporary opinion 
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censured tlie king and the earl for feasting in 
London while tie northern fortresses were 
falling hack into the hands of the Lancas¬ 
trians (ranee Fifteenth-Century Chronicles, 

_ i76). It was certainly imprudent of War¬ 
wick to leave Bamhorough m charge of the 
Lancas trian deserter Sir Ralph Percy, and to 
offend the local Sir llalph Urey of Ilelon by 
riving the captaincy of Alnwick to Sir John 
Ashley. On the news of the loss of these 
two fortresses Montagu at once went north 
(1 June), and, bourn present lyjoined by War¬ 
wick, they relieved Norluim (July), which 
was besieged by Margaret and Do Brez4 
(Gbbgohy, p. 290). The other fortresses 
still held out, but Margaret was at the end 
other resources, and hastily withdrew to 
Flanders (ii.) Warwick went south with¬ 
out recovering the castles, perhaps hoping 
for a peaceful settlement from the truce with. 
Louis XI, which his brother the chancellor 
negotiated in October. The Scots soon made 
overtures for peace, and Warwick, Montagu, 
and the chancellor were commissioned to hold , 
a conference at York with Scottish atribas- | 
sadors (Fmdera, xi. 614-16), Warwick was . 
detained in London by negotiations with am¬ 
bassadors from Franco and Burgundy, and, 
though he reached York by 6 May, his 
brother Montagu had the sole honour of 
giving the quietus to the northern Lancas¬ 
trians at Hedgeley Moor and Iloxliam. Tu 
June the two brothers reduced the three 
outstanding strongholds (WAEKWonnr, p, 
88 j Wohoestdk, p. 782). All England, ex¬ 
cept an isolated handful of men in Harlech 
Castle, had now submitted to Edward, and 
foreign powers had ceased to look askance 
upon him. For this he had to thank War¬ 
wick and the Nevilles. 

But Edward was already drifting away 
from his chief supporters. "His secret mar¬ 
riage with Elizabeth Wydevillo, daughter of 
Lord Rivera, in May, which was probably 
dictated by infatuated passion, disgusted 
Warwick. He despised Rivers and his family 
os upstarts, though curiously enough he lind 
twelve yeara before interested himself in the 
suit of a young Iniight, Sir Hugh Johns, for 
the hand of tliis very Elizabeth Wydevillo 
(Steickiasd, QueenB of England, i. 818). 
They were Lancastrians too, and lmd not 
forgotten the imprisonment and ‘rating’ 
•they had received at Warwick’s hands in 
1460 (Paston Letters, i. 608). But, worst of 
all, the marriage shattered to pieces his 
laborious foreign combinations. Warwiclchad 
at first thought of a Burgundian match for 
Edward; but tho support which Margaret 
had found in Franco, coupled perhaps with 
amutual antipathy between him and Charles, 
vox,. XTV. 


the heir of Burgundy, made him welcome 
the offer which Louis XI, scenting danger 
from Burgundy and his other great feuda¬ 
tories, made early in this very year of the 
hand of his sister-in-law, Bona of Savoy 
(Chastbtxatn, iv. 166, 404; Rabin, ii. 94; 
Ramsay, ii, 007). Warwick was to have met 
Louis and the proposed bride in July, but 
the renewed outbreak in tho north caused a 
postponement until October, and before that 
Edward had publicly announced his marriage. 
It was unpopular in the country, but War¬ 
wick dissembled his irritation, and helped to 
lead Elizabeth into the chapel of Reading 
Abbey on her public presentation (29 Sept.) 
as queen (Wonrasrait, p. 783). George 
Neville's translation to the archbishopric of 
York two days before seemed to be a pledge 
that Edward had no thought of shaking 
himself free of the Nevilles. But Warwick 
can hardly have been mistaken in ascribing 
the shower of hononrB and rich marriages 
poured upon tho queen’s kinsmen as a deli¬ 
berate attempt to create a court party, and 
get rid of the oppressive ascendency of the 
Nevilles. Tho 1 diabolic marriage ’ of his 
septuagenarian aunt Catherine, duchess dow¬ 
ager oiNorfollc, to John Wydevillo, who was 
hardly oue-fourth her age, and the bostowal 
on Lord Herbert of the barony of Dimete^ to 
which Warwiclchad a claim as representing 
the Montagus, were galling to him person¬ 
ally, and seemed to point to deliberate inten¬ 
tion (il>. pp. 783-6). 

Warwick avoided the signal triumph of 
the Wydovilles, exemplified at tho corona¬ 
tion of the queen in May 1406, by crossing 
the Channel on a foreign mission (cf. Wavuin, 
v, 463; Ramsay, ii. 314). n@ succeeded in 
withdrawing Louis’s active support from 
Margaret, by binding England to neutrality 
between the French king and his rebellious 
magnates, Returning home in time to meet, 
at Islington, King Henry, who had been cap¬ 
tured in Lancashire, ho conducted him in 
bonds to the Towor (of. Worcester, p. 786). 
In February next year he stood godfather for 
Queen Elizabeth’s first ohild. But new 
Wydevillo marriages and fresh honours for 
RiverSj who was made an earl, and replaced 
W orwick’suncleby marriage, Lord Mountjoy, 
as treasurer, widened tho growing breaches.) 
Warwick was still busy with foreign nego¬ 
tiations, hut had to carry out a policy which 
was not his own. He had preferred a French 
to a Burgundian alliance, becauso Oharolois, 
who must soon become Dulto of Burgundy, 
seemod more wedded to the Lancastrian 
cause than Louis (Oommintis, iii. 201). lie 
continued his opposition even when Oharo- 
lais changed his front, and in Maroh 1466 
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sought the hand of Edward’s sister, because 
the change was in part due to the Wyde- 
villes, who had Burgundian connections, 
and know how popular the Burgundian alli¬ 
ance was among the English trading classes 
(Chasteixain, v. 811-12). Warwick had, 
as ambassador, to reject Louis’s offers of Bur¬ 
gundian territory, accept the offered alliance, 
and suggest a further match between Mary 
of Burgundy, daughter of Oharolais, and the 
Duke of Clarence, whom he had perhaps 
already designed for his own elder daughter, 
lie did it with a bad grace, and lost no op¬ 
portunity of putting obstacles in the way 
(Cropland Cont. p. 661; Wavbin, ed. Hardy, 
t. 468; Fcedera, xi. 602-6), 

In the autumn, while Warwick was on the 
Scottish marches, the queen’s stepson was 
married to the heiress of the Duke of Exeter, 
whom Warwick had intended for his nephew, 
the son of Montagu, and Edward concluded 
a private league with the Count of Charo- 
lais, in order to forward his match with the 
king’s sister ( Fcedera, xi. 670-4; Wavbin, 
iii. 841, ed, Dupont). To get Warwick out 
of the way while the marriage was concluded 
and his ascendency shaken off, he was sent 
to France in May 1467. commissioned to hold 
out a prospect of an offensive alliance against 
Burgundy and the marriage of one of Ed¬ 
ward’s brothors to a daughter of Lonls (State 
Papers, Venetian, i. 404). Warwick, bent 
on averting the Burgundian alliance, reached 
Rouen on 6 June, and found Louis, who was 
resolved to recover the towns on the Somme 
from Burgundy, ready to hid heavily for 
English support. His only hope of avert¬ 
ing the threatened Anglo-Burgundlan alli¬ 
ance lay in Warwick, whom he therefore 
entertained at Rouen with honours almost 
royal for twelve days, holding secret con¬ 
ferences with him, and finally dismissing’ 
him with an embassy charged with tempt¬ 
ing offers to King Edward (Citron, of While 
Bose, p. 21; Wavrin, ed. Hardy, v. 643), 
But Warwick returned to London early 
in July to find that his opponents had 
sprung their mine, Two days after his ar¬ 
rival atRoueh the king had, in person, taken 
the gredt seal from his brother; (Jlharles’s 
half brother Antony, the Bastard of Bur¬ 
gundy,had entered England as he himself left 
it; andhad practically settled the Burgundian 
marriage before he was summoned back by 
Duke Philip's death on 16 June ( WoecesteH, 
p. 786). Warwick was coldly received by 
Edward, who, after giving the French am¬ 
bassadors a single freezing interview, went 
off to Windsor on 6 July ( Wavbin, v. 646; 
ib, ed, Dupont, iii. 196) In their presence 
Warwick hotly denounced the traitors about 


theking. Oharlos, the new Duke of Burgundy 
confirmed (16 July) the treaty of the pral 
vious October, Rivers was made constable of 
England, and by October Charles’s marriage 
to Margaret was definitely settled (Oeastbl- 
laik, v. 312; Worcester, p. 788). War¬ 
wick, who had been further irritated by the 
pointed omission of some of hie grants from 
the crown from the exceptions to the Re¬ 
sumption Act of the June parliament, saw 
the French ambassadors off at Sandwich, and, 
without visiting the king again, betook bim- 
solf to Middleliam. 

His doserelationswith Clarence, for whose 
marriage with his daughter Isabel lie was 
seeking a papal dispensation, and the sus¬ 
picion of some Beorot arrangement with the 
French king, were very disquieting to the 
court. An intercepted envoy of Margaret of 
Anjou was induced to accuse Warwick ol 
favouring her party. Warwick was sum¬ 
moned to court to answer the charge, but 
declined to appear, and demanded the dis¬ 
missal of tho Wydovillos and others about 
the king (Worcester, p. 788). Though a 
royal representative sont to Middleliam re¬ 
ported the charge groundless, Edward took 
the precaution of surrounding himsolf with 
a bodyguard and watching Warwick’s move¬ 
ments from Coventry (ib.) There was verv 
real cause for alarm. Warwick’s attitude 
had put now heart into the Lancastrians, 
and in December Monipenny ciuue into Eng¬ 
land on a mission from Louis_ to Warwick 
only (WavSIN, ed. Dupont, iii. 192). Bis 
Kentish friends bogan to movo. In the 
Cinque ports bo was particularly popular, 
because ho always connived at their piracies 
(Olivier be la Mabcihe, ii. 276). Rivera's 
Kentish estate was pillaged by the mob on 
New-year's day 1408 (Wavhin, ed. Dupont, 
iii. 192), Warwick evaded a socond sum¬ 
mons to court in the first week of January. 
The mysterious Robin of Redosddle hud taken 
up arms, with three hundred men, for him in 
Yorkshire, but Warwick had made them go 
home for the present (ib.) With the kina 
on his guard and Clarence at court, Warwick 
folt that it was not yet time to move. 
Towards the cud of January Archbishop 
Neville persuaded him to meet Rivers at 
Nottingham, whqre they wero outwardly re¬ 
conciled (Worcester, p. 789). They then 
went on to the king at Coventry, where the 
pacification was completed. Edward was 
able to announce to parliament, to its great 
delight, his intention of recovering the Eng¬ 
lish dominions in France, and brought the 
Burgundian marriago to a conclusion in July. 
Warwick had accompanied Margaret to the 
coast, ‘riding before her on her horse' 
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(18 June}, and seemed to be really reconciled. 
But taking advantage of the easy, unsus¬ 
picious nature of the king, lie was plotting 
in the utmost secrecy, A Lancastrian move¬ 
ment fomented by him was checked by 
arrests and executions in the autumn and 
•winter of 1408, though his share in it was 
not suspected. The secret of his plans for 
his own restoration to power was better 
kept. He arranged for a northern rising as 
soon as he should have made sure of Clarence. 
But so well did ho dissemble that Edward 
in the spring of 1409 allowed him to take 
up his residence, with his wife and daughters, 
at Calais, whose captaincy he had for some 
years discharged by deputy. To further 
throw du3t in the eyes of the king, he paid 
friendly visits to tho Duke and Daobess of 
Burgundy at St. Omer and Aire (Oommtnes, 
i. 109 ; Wavrin, v. 678). Jean de Wavrin 
the historian, whom he had promised to 
supply with materials for his history, visited 
Calais at the beginning of July, but found 
Warwick too busy to perform liis promise. 
In June the king was drawn northwards by 
alarming movements in Yorkshire. At first he 
would not connect them with the Nevilles, for 
there were two indopendontrisings, which the 
reports seem to have confused, one of which, 
that of Robin of Iloldemoss, took up tbe 
Percy grievances, and was suppressed by 
Montagu himself, the de facto Earl of North¬ 
umberland. 

But presently, no doubt, Edward heard 
that the leaders who had raised tho standard 
of Robin of Redcsdale wore all relatives and 
connections of Warwick—his nephew, Sir 
Henry Fitzliugh, s6n of Lord Filzhugh of 
Ravensworth, nonr Richmond; his cousin, 
Sir Henry Neville, son of Q eorgo, lord Latimer 
ofDanby, in Cleveland; and Sir John Conyers 
of Hornby Castle, noar Richmond, who had 
married a daughter of William Novillo, lord 
Fauoonberg [q. v.] Tho nows that Clarence 
and the archbishop had'joined Warwick in 
Calais (early in July) at last opened tho king's 
eyes, and he summoned them to come to him 
at once in 1 usual poaceablo wise ’ (Paston 
letters, ii. 863). But two days later (11 July) 
the marriage of Clarence to Isabel, for which 
Pope Paul II had now granted a dispensation, 
was performed by the archbishop at Calais 
(Wavrin, y. 679 ; Waricwortit, p. 6; Dog- 
dale, i. 307). The threo confederates at once 
put forth a manifesto, announcing that they 
wore coming to present to the 1 long certain 
1 reasonable and profitable artioles of peti¬ 
tion/ and calling upon all ‘truo subjeots ’ to 
join them, deftmsibly orrayod. The artioles, 
which were already in the hands of Robin 
of Redesdale's followers, and purported to be 


complaints delivered to tbe confederates by 
men ‘of diverse parties,' repeated with little 
modification the stock complaints of ‘ lack of 
governance ’ and ‘ great impositions andi in¬ 
ordinate charges ’ wiuehWarwickhad so often 
joined in bringing against tho Lancastrian 
regime (Ware-worth, pp. 46-61). 

The real grievance that the king had, 
estranged the ‘ great lords of his blood’ for 
the Wy devilles and other ‘ eeduciouspersonea,' 
mentioned by name, pervaded the whole 
document, which contained a threatening re¬ 
minder of the fate of Edward II, Richard H r 
and Henry VI. It breathes the spirit of a 
Thomas of Lancaster orllichardof Gloucester. 
Tho authors of this thoroughly baronial doeu-» 
ment crossed to Sandwich on Sunday, 16 July, 
and, gathering forces among tho friondly 
ICentishmen, hastened on to London, and 
then into tho Midlands, to meet Robin of 
Redesdale and tho Yorkshire insurgents who 
were in full maroh southwards, and had out 
off Edward from the forces which the new 
EotIb of Pembroke and Dovon were bring¬ 
ing up from Wales. Warwick did not conic 
up in time to assist the northerners in tlieir 
battlo with Pembroke at Edgocofe, six miles 
north-east of Banbury, on 20 July; but thd 
forces whose unexpected appeurance crying 
‘AWarwiclc, a Warwick I’ robbad the Welsh¬ 
men of a victory may have beeli Warwick’* 
vanguard ( Chron. of White Fose, p. 24; but of. 
Hall, pp, 278-4, and Oman, p. 187). War¬ 
wick, who met tho victors at Northampton, 
showed no morcy to the men who hadousted 
him from the king’s favour (Wavrin, p. 684). 
Pembroke and bis brother were executed two 
days aftor the battle at Northampton [sen 
Herbert, Sir William, d, 1400J, and a 
fortnight later (12 Aug.) Rivers and his son; 
Sir John Wydeville, who had been taken in 
South Wales, were beheaded at Kenilworth 
(W arewokxu, p. 7; Three Fifteenth-Century 
Chronicles, p, 188). The king was found, de¬ 
sert ed by his followers, near Coventry byAroh- 
bishop Neville, and taken, first to Coventry, 
and then to the oarl’s town of Warwick. Bat 
about the third week in August Warwick 
thought it prudent—perhaps influenced by 
news lliot London, at the instanoe of the 
Duke of Burgundy, had declared its loyalty 
to Edward (Wavrin, p. 580)—to romove his 
prisoner to his own family stronghold, at 
Middleham, in Wensleydale (IU.M8AY, ii. 
848), On 17 Aug. he was mode to confer 
most of the offices Pembroke had held in 
South Wales upon the earl (Doyle). 

But the Yorkshiremen outside Warwick's 
own followers had risen to drive the Wyde- 
viiles from power, not to make tho king cap¬ 
tive. When the Lancastrians, eager to turn 
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to their own profit a success they had helped 
to secure, sprang to arms on the Scottish 
marches under Sir Humphrey Neville [q. v.] 
of Brancepeth, a member of the elder branch 
of the family, Warwick could not raise the 
forces of Yorkshire until he had released 
Edward from constraint and accompanied 
him to York ( [Cropland Cont. pp. 561-2; 
Wabkwobth, p. 7; cf. State Papers, Vene¬ 
tian, i. 421). The king summoned forces 
with which Warwick suppressed the rising. 
Humphrey Nqville and his brother Charles 
were beheaded at York on 29 Sept, in the 
presence of the king. Edward was now free 
to return to London. Archbishop Neville 
went with him as far as his house at the 
Moor in Hertfordshire; but his brother 
Montagu, who had not been prominent in the 
late events, was the only Neville who, for the 
present, was allowed to enter London, ‘ The 
king,’ reported Sir John Paston , 1 hath good 
language of the Lords of Clarence and War¬ 
wick and of my Lord of York, saying they be 
bis best Mends; but his household men have 
other language’ ( Paston Letters, ii. 890). 
Sir John Langstrother, whom Warwick had 
appointed, in August, as Rivers’s successor at 
the treasury, was replaced by William Gray, 
bishop of Ely. Warwick and Clarence, how¬ 
ever, sought to explain away their late pro¬ 
ceedings, and appeared in the November 
grand council when the king agreed to grant 
an amnesty. He gave Warwick no reason 
to suppose that he was harbouring revenge, 
and apparently did not suspect that the earl 
and Clarence were at the bottom of the new 
disturbances which broke out in Lincoln¬ 
shire in February 1470 (Vitellius MS. in 
Ramsay, ii. 848). Clarence laid to rest any 
suspicions his brother may have entertained 
by afriendly visit to him before he started for 
Lincolnshire (6 March), followed two days 
later by a letter received on his march, offer¬ 
ing to bring Warwick to his support {Rebel¬ 
lion in Lincolnshire, Camden Miscellany, 
pp, 6,7,8). The unsuspecting king actually 
authorised the men who were directing the 
movements of the rebels to raise troops in his 
name {Fosdera, xi. 062). The use that had 
been made of King Henry's name no doubt 
contributed to his deception, but in London 
some mistrust of Warwick was expressed 
{Paston Letters, ii. 896). The earl, whose 
agents had been actively at work in Lincoln¬ 
shire, on 7 MaTch went down to Warwick, 
where he was presently joined by Clarence, 
and instructed Sir Robert Welles, the Lin¬ 
colnshire leader to avoid the king, who was 
marching in the direction of Stamford, and 
meet him at Leicester on 12 March {Rebellion 
in Lincolnshire, pp. 9, 10; Excerpt a Hts- 


torica, p. 284). Welles, however, anxious 
for the safety of his father, who was in Ed. 
ward’s hands, gave battle to the king near 
Stamford. 

The presence of men in Clarence’s livery 
among the rebels, and the cries of ‘ A War¬ 
wick P and ‘A Clarence!’ began to rouse the 
king’s suspicions, and the day alter his victory 
(18 March) he sent a message to them at 
Coventry to disband their forces, and to come 
to him at once {Rebellion in Lincolnshire, pp. 
9,10,11). This they declined to do, and at 
once set off for Burton-on-Tront. The king 
pursued a parallel course to Grantham, where 
Welles was brought in, and, before execu¬ 
tion,made a confession charging Clarence and 
Warwick with the instigation of the revolt 
{ExcerptaHistorica, pp.288seq.) Warwick’s 
intention, he said, was to make Clarence 
king. The trustworthiness of the confession, 
and of the official account of the rebellion 
printed in the 1 Camden Miscellany ’ and 
copied by Wavrin, has recently been con¬ 
tested. Mr. Oman (p. 198) suggests the pos¬ 
sibility that Edward was tempted by his 
success at Stamford to revenge himself upon 
the rebels of the previous year, and fastened 
upon them the responsibility for an insur¬ 
rection with which they had nothing to do. 
The matter is obscure; but it should be noted 
that Warkworth, who was no friend to Ed¬ 
ward, believed the revolt to have been the 
work of Warwick and Clarence. The two 
continued to advance northwards, by Burton 
and Chesterflold, towards Yorkshire, where 
Lord Scropo was moving in Richmondshirs, 
They sent letters, which reached the king 
at Newark on 17 March, assuring him of 
thoir loyalty, and suggesting a meoting at 
Retford; but he sent garter king-of-arms to 
Chesterfield demanding thoir instant attend¬ 
ance, They refused to come without a safe- 
conduct and a pardon for all thoir party. By 
rapid marches Edward cut them oft from 
Yorkshire, aud on the 20th wheeled round 
against them. But they struck off west¬ 
wards to Manchester, in the hope of support 
from Warwick's hrother-in-law, Lord Stan¬ 
ley {Rebellion in Lincolnshire, pp. 18-16; 
Paston Letters , ii. 896-6). They were dis¬ 
appointed, however, and fled southwards into 
Devonshire. The forces of the southern 
counties were called out, aud on 31 March 
Warwick and Clarence were proclaimed 
traitors {Eoedera, xi. 766; W ABKWQP.tii, notes, 
p. 66), The king gave them a long start, 
staying at York until 27 March to settle 
the north, and when he reached Exeter on 
14 April they had already taken ship at Dart¬ 
mouth {Cropland Cont, p, 568; Wabkwobtit, 
p. 9). 
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On their way up Chancel to Calais they 
made a dash on a snip of Warwick’s lying at 
Southampton, hut were beaten off with loss 
by Scales, now Earl Rivers (ib.) Presently 
Warwick appeared before Calais, and de¬ 
manded admission from his lieutenant, Wen- 
loclr, with whom were a number of his 
personal followers. The Duchess of Clarence 
was delivered of a daughter as they lay at 
anchor. But Wenlock, who was not pre¬ 
pared to run risks for Warwick, privately 
advised him to take refuge in France for 
the present, the captain and merchants of 
the town being all for Edward and the Bur¬ 
gundian connection, and fired on him from 
the castle (Commines, i. 236-237 ; WAVitra, 
804; Chastullain, v. 488). Sailing off 
m Calais, Warwick captured several mer¬ 
chantmen, some of which were Burgundian, 
and, if Wavrin may be credited, threw their 
crews into the sea, and on 6 May (G May, 
according to Wavrin, v. 604) put into 
Honfleur. Duke Charles at oncu protested 
against Warwick’s reception as a broach of 
the treaty he had made with Louis in the 
previous October. ButWnrwick would not 
relieve Louis from his embarrassment by re¬ 
moval to tlio Channel Islands, and the king, 
who could not afford to lose so valuablo an 
ally, decided to brave Charles the Bold's 
wrath, and sunt the Bastard of Bourbon to 
protoct Warwick against the large Bur¬ 
gundian fleet which now entered tlio Seine 
(Oommiotb, i, 238; cf. Waviuit, v, 004; 
Ramsay, ii. 364). 

Louis and Warwick nowsottledon a plan 
for driving their common enemy KingEd ward 
from his throne and for restoring Ileaiy VI. 
Foreign observers were staggered by the 
cynicism of this crowning illuslration of the 
demoralisation of tho English nobility in the 
civil strife ( CmsTTiUAm , y . 407). Queen 
Margaret at first indignantly ref used to accept 
the support of tho man who had driven her 
into exile and thrown foul aspersions on her 
good nama, or (o marry hursouio the daugh¬ 
ter of one who had stigmatised him ns a 
bastard (ib. p. 46*1 ). Louis took Warwick to 
Angers to meet her about the middle or 
July, but it was only ou the strongest pressure 
from Louis and her Angevin advisers, and 
after Warwick had withdrawn his imputa¬ 
tions on his knees, where she kept him, 
according to one account (ib. p. 468), for a 
quarter of an hour, tlmt sho gavo way (Ellis, 
Letters , 2ndser. ii. 132). She stipulated that 
the marriage of Iibt son and Anne Neville 
should not be completed until Warwick had 
gone over and conquered most part of Eng¬ 
land for King Ilenry, In tho church of St. 
Marie, Warwick, who had broken so many 


solemn oaths, swore on a piece of the true 
cross to remain faithful to the Lancastrian 
dynasty (id.) In accordance with a promise 
made on the same occasion, Louis fitted out a 
small expedition, and Warwick, fat oured by 
a storm which dispersed the Burgundian fleet, 
aafaly crossed with it to Dartmouth and 
Plymouth, landing on 13 Sept, with Clarence, 
Jasper Tudor, and tho Earl of Oxford 
(Fabyam, p. 068), In the manifesto which 
he had sent ovor before him, Warwick had 
been studiously vague as to his intentions, 
lest the guidance of the movement should 
pass out of his hands (Waekwobtu, p. 90). 
But once in England,he proclaimed Ilenry VI, 
and advanced on London. Edward, who had 
foolishly allowed himself to be drawn into 
the north by a rising got up for tho purpose 
by W arwick's brother-in-law, Lord Fitzhugli, 
was deserted by Montagu, and had to fly to 
tho Netherlands. 

War wick did not entor London until 0 Oct 
throe days after Edward had Bailed from Lynn. 
Tlio morcbonts of the city, being heavy cre¬ 
ditors of Edward and trading chiefly with 
tho Low countries, were unfriendly, and 
Warwick waitod until Sir Geoffrey Gate and 
Other followers of his own had stiired up the 
mob, and evon opened the prisons (Fabyan, 
p. 069). Tho men of tlio Cinque ports rose 
at the coll of thoir uld warden, and a mob of 
Kentishmen pillaged the eastern suburbs of 
London, attacking Flemings and beerhouses 
(Gbd raf, Town Life in the Fifteenth Century , 
i, 416). Warwick, who was accompanied 
by his brother tlio archbishop, tho Earl of 
Shrewsbury, and Lord Stanley,removed King 
Henry from the Tower to the Bishop of Lon¬ 
don's palace, and a week later boro his train 
in a state procession to Westminster. New 
ministers were appointed, the archbishop 
onco more becoming chancellor, and Clarence 
lioutenaut of Ireland. As soon as Edward’s 
flight was known at Calais, Wenlock and 
most of the inhabitants cast off the white 
rose and mounted the ragged staff (Coaim inks, 
i. 264; OuASTELLAlN, v, 488). Tip toft, curl of 
Worcester, who had horrified the poople by 
impaling Warwick's crews whom lie cap¬ 
tured at Southampton in May, was executed 
on 18 Oct, Tho parliament which met on 
26 Nov. confirmed tlio Angers concordat, and 
appointed Warwick and Clarencejoint lieu- 
tonants of tho realm (I’olydoiie Vebgil, p. 
821; but of. Amvall of (Edward IV, p. 1). 
But Warwiok's position was a veiy anxious 
ono, Clarence was looking backward, and the 
Lancastrians themselves End not urally no en¬ 
thusiasm for government by their old enemy 
in the namo of the poor shadow of a king. 
In February he went down to Dover, eagerly 
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looking for the arrival of tlie queen and her 
son, but, wind-bound or waiting on events, 
they delayed to come (Fabyan, p. 6001. 
When Louis drew the new government into 
open war with Burgundy and attacked the 
Somme towns, promising Warwick Ilolland 
and Zealand as his share, the English mer¬ 
chants interested in the Flemish trade took 
alarm (Wavbin, ed. Dupont, iii. 196; ib. 
ed. Hardy, v. 608, 618). Warwick only 
maintained his position in London by the 
support of the masses, and by severe repres¬ 
sion of adverse opinion (Fabyan, p. 600; 
Chaste Lr, ain, v. 489, 499 ; Arrivall of Ed- 
i mrd IV, p. 2). 

Charles the Bold, too, as soon as he realised 
that the foreign policy of the new government 
in England was entirely directed by Louis XT, 
launched the exiled Edward IV) in March 
1471, backuponils shores. Warwick was not 
caught unprepared, as Edward had been the 
revious summer. He had provided for the 
efenco of all the coasts, retaining a general 
superintendence for himself as admiral of 
England, Ireland, and Aquitaine (Fader a, 
pp. 676-80). Edward was thus prevented 
from landing in Norfolk, and but for the timid, 
if not treacherous, conduct of Montagu, to 
whom his brother had entrusted the defenci 
of the north coast, might never have gained 
a footing in Yorkshire [see under NeviKLB, 
John, MAJtauis on Montagu]. The news 
that Edward had slipped past Montagu 
greatly angered Warwick, who at once set 
out northwards, and from Warwick on the 
20th sent a summons to Henry Vernon of 
Huddon Hall to join him at Coventry against 
1 the man Edward,’ with on urgent postsoiipt 
in his own hand, ‘Henry, I praye you ffayle 
me not now, as ever 1 may do ff'or yow’ 
{Hist. MSS. Comm. 12th Rep. App. pt. iv. 
vol. i. pp. 3, 4). He advanced to Leicester; 
but on hearing that Oxford’s force from the 
eastern counties had failed to arrest Ed¬ 
ward’s progress through Nottinghamshire, 
and that he was moving on Leicester with 
rapidly increasing numbers, the earl on the 
27th fell haolt upon Coventry, and stood at 
bay behind its walls, waiting for the forces 
which Clarence and Somerset were raising 
in the southern midlands (Arrivall of Ho¬ 
ward IF, $. 8; Wabkworth, p. 14; Coir- 
minbb, iii. 282). On 29 March Edward ap¬ 
peared before Coventry and invited him to 
a pitched battle (Arrivall of Edward IV, 
p. 9; cf. Wavbin, v. 660), The earl de¬ 
clining to eome out, Edward went on to 
Warwick, and, knowing that Clarence was 
bringing over to him the forces he had raised 
for Henry VI, had himself proclaimed king. 
Warwick, who must have suspected Cla¬ 


rence’s treason, sought to come to som 6 
arrangement with Edward, hut was offered 
a bare promise of his life. He was now 
joined by Montagu and Oxford, but Clarence 
had token over his forces to Edward, and 
Warwick clearly feared Edward’s superiority 
in the field. After again vainly offering battle, 
the king set off for London (Arrivall of 
Edward IV, p. 18), which the earl, who fol¬ 
lowed, allowod him to reach without molesta¬ 
tion at midday on Thursday, 11 April, 
Warwick is said to have hoped that London 
would have shut Edward out, or, if not, that 
he would have kept Easter, and so enabled 
Warwick to take him by surprise. But Ed¬ 
ward’s friendsliad already got theupperhand 
in the city, and, acting with the decisive 
rapidity of which he was capable at orise 9 , 
he marched out to Chipping Barnet on Satur¬ 
day afternoon, 12 March, and reached itabout 
nightfall, Warwick, who had by this time 
recognised that a battle was inevitable, had 
advanced in the course of the day from St, 
Albans to Qladsmuir Heath, or, as it is now 
called, Hadley Green, just to the north of 
Barnet. Here he drew up his forces ‘ under 
a hedge-side,’ about half a mile out of Bar- 
net, uLong the road to Hatfield, from which 
the ground slopes down both to west and 
east. In this position he commanded the 
narrow entrance to tho town, from which he 
calculated the royal forces must emerge, But 
again, as at Bt. Albans, his calculations were 
at fault. Edward was too wily a strategist 
to he caught in a trap, and, after driving 
Warwick's advanco-gunrd out of tho town, 
he moved his army under cover of tho dark¬ 
ness to the slope of Enfield Chase, just east of 
and parallel to Warwick’s line. Warwick,dis¬ 
covering the movement, though lie could not 
6ee the enemy, openod fire on tlieir supposed 
position; but the two armieswere muchneater 
than either supposod, and the * earl’s guns 
overshot the king’s host ’ (Arrivall of Ed¬ 
ward 1V, p. 18). At dawn on Easter Sun¬ 
day, 14 April, t he two armies closed with each 
other in a mist so Click (tho suporetitious 
ascribed it to the incantations of Friar Bun¬ 
gay) that Warwick’s lino oulilanked the 
king's on its right, and was itself outflanked 
on t he left, Ed ward’s left was driven off the 
field by tho Earl of Oxford, while Gloucester 
turned Warwick’s left (ib. p. 19). The 
centres, from whom tho fortunes of tho wings 
were hidden by the mist, fought desperately 
for three hours, hut at last Warwick’s men 
gave way, Montagu was slain, and Warwick 
leapt on horseback and fled to a neighbouring 
wood, but he was pursued and slain (Waei- 
woetii, p, 16). The bodies of the two 
Nevilles were carried to London and, by the 
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king’s orders, exposed, ‘open and naked, for 
two days in St. Paul’s, lost rumours should 
bo spread abroad that his powerful opponent 
was still alive (Arrimtt of Edward IV, p. 
21). They were then transferred to Bisham 
Abbey, in Berkshire, the ancient burial-place 
of the Montagus, which was destroyed at 
the di«solution of the monasteries (Goran, 
Sepulchral Monuments , ii. 223). 

Warwick had sonic of the qualities that 
make a great ruler of men. He stands out as 
a living figure among the shadows who strove 
and fell in that dreary time of oivil strife. 
But he was neither a great constitutional 
statesman nor a groat general, The military 
reputation ho had won when dusli and energy 
alone were needed lie failed to maintain when 
he was thrown upon his own resources and 
strategy was cullod for. Ills signal mis¬ 
management of the second battle of St. Albans 
justified Edward IV's contempt,for bis mili¬ 
tary abilities, a contempt which lod him to 
treat Warwick as an opponent too lightly. 
The earl’s personal ahsl ent ion from this battle 
may have given currency t o imputations upon 
his personal courage which were exaggerated 
by the unfriendly Burgundian chroniclers 
(/haslclluin (v. 48(1) and Ooinmines (i. 2(30). 
Thoy openly accuse him of cowardice, Corn- 
mines asserting that he always fought on 
horseback to secure a safe retreat. If he 
was not a butcher like Tiplofk, earl of "Wor¬ 
cester, he rarely spared his enemies whon they 
fell into his hands. Of Worcester’s love of 
learning there is no (raco in Warwick, and bo- 
yond joining bis brother Georgo Neville, then 
bishop of Exeter, in founding in 1400 St, 
William's College, opposite tho oast end of 
York Minster, we do not hear of his de¬ 
voting any part of his great wealth to public 
purposes. Warwick was in no way superior 
to tho prejudices and ambitions of his class, 
and devoted himsolf with single aim to tho 
acquisition of power for himself and his 
family. His popularity did not essentially 
differ from that enjoyed by other great nobles 
before him who had made uso of tho reform 
cry against weak and unpopularroyal minis- 
tors to secure control of the crown for them¬ 
selves. Hume’s appellation of‘last of the 
barons ’ is not wholly inapplicable to the last 
representative of the class of great nobles in 
opposition to the crown—a class to which 
Thomas of Lancaster and Richard of Glou¬ 
cester had belonged. Warwick enjoyed the 
advantages of a popular bearing, and of vast 
wealth spent in lavish hospitality; he had, 
too, touched the imagination of the nation 
by somo slight sueoesses whon tho nation’s 
fortunes abroad had sunk to thoir lowest 
ebb. Those advantages, united with singular 


energy, knowledge of men, and a genuine 
diplomatic talent, and favoured by opportu¬ 
nity, enabled him t o grasp and utilise a power 
winch was almost royal. The extraordinary 
impression that such a career made upon Ms 
own contemporaries is not surprising, and the 
dramatic story of bis fall has retained a pe¬ 
rennial interest. The unwavering support of 
the Navillos, and of the Nevillos alone among 
the great magnates, had placed the Yorkist 
king on the throne and justified Warwick’s 
i itle of ‘ kingmaker,’ This title does not seem 
traceable in our authorities further back than 
the Latin history of Scotland of John Major 
(1-100-1550) [ q. v.J, who calls Warwick ‘ re¬ 
gum creator,’ and it is not used by any of the 
sixtocnlh-cent ury English historians (Miron, 
Be Grit is Scotorum, p. 330, apud Ramsay, ii. 
074 ; of. D’Escoucjiy, ed. Benuconrt, i. 294). 
ButUomminos (ii.280) had already expressed 
(lie fact—‘it la voritfi diro le [Edward] feit 
roy.' Edward, however, presently declined 
to play tho part of roy fuinfiant to Warwick's 
mayor of the palace, and, in order to re¬ 
tain his power, the earl did not refrain from 
plunging In’s country once more into civil 
war and joining bunds with those he had 
pursued with inveterate hostility. 

For Warwick’s personal appearance Lliere 
is no authority but I’olydore Vergil's vngue 
mention of‘animi allitudo cum paribus cor- 
poris viribus.’ Nothing can he built upon 
tho figure representing Warwick with the 
Neville bull at his foot, in John Rous’s 1 Roll 
of the Earls of Warwick ’ (now in tho Duke 
of Manchester’s collection), although Rons 
died as early as 1496, This figure is repro¬ 
duced in Mr. Oman’s ‘ Wnrwiolt,’ and in tho 
illustrated edition of Green’s 'Short History.’ 
Tho portrait given by Rowland, and copied by 
Swallow, is a work of imagination. War¬ 
wick’s flno seal, picked up on Barnet field 
and now in the British Museum, is figured by 
Swallow (p. 326), 

Among tho commemorations of Warwick 
in literature may bo mentioned the well- 
known portrait in ' King Henry VI,’ doubt¬ 
fully ascribed to Shakespeare, and a tragedy 
by La Ilarpe, which was the basiB of two 
adaptations published in 1766-7, one by T. 
Franck! in and the other by P. Hiffeman. 
Lord Lytton’s historical romance, ‘The Last 
of the Barons’ (1843), is based upon such 
authorities as woro accessible to him, but 
ho speaks of Saxons and Normans in tho 
fifteenth century, and makes the final breach 
between tho king and the earl turn upon 
an outrage upon the honour of Warwick’s 
family by tho profligate king.whieh has only 
such authority as Polydore Vergil and Ilofl. 
can give it. 
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Warwick’s lands were in 1474 divided 
between the Dukes of Clarence and Glou¬ 
cester, the husbands of his two daughters 
Isabel (1451-1476) and Anne (1464-1485), 
Clarence taking the Beauchamp andDespen- 
ser, and Gloucester the Neville and Montagu, 
estates (Ramsay, ii. 399; Archceologia, xlvii. 
409-27). The lands being thus brought by 
marriage into the possession of the royal 
house, an attainder of Warwick was dis¬ 
pensed with. The rights of the Countess of 
Warwick, the earl’s widow, in theBeauchamp 
and Despenser estates were ignored. They 
were restored to her by act or parliament in 
1487, but only that she might reconvey them 
to the crown. She is supposed to have died 
about 1490 (Nicolas, Historio Peerage). 

[There are two separate biographies of War- 
■siick: (1) History of the Earl of Warwick, sur- 
named the King Maker, London, 1708; and 
(2) Oman's Warwick the Kingmaker (1891) in 
the ‘ English Men of Action' series, a picturosquo 
hut rather too enthusiastic estimate. Memoirs 
also figure in Edmondson's Historical and Ge¬ 
nealogical Account of the Family of Grpvillo, 
including the History and Succession of tho 
Earls of Warwick since the Norman Conquest; 
Howland’s Historical and Genealogical Account 
of the Family of Novill, particularly of tho 
House of Abergavenny, with some Account of 
the ... Beauchamps, London, 1830; aud Swal¬ 
low's DeNora Villa, or tho House of Novillc in 
Sunshine and Shade, Newcastle, 1886, For an 
unduly depreciatory view of Warwick see Mrs. 
Green's English Town Life in the Fifteenth Cen¬ 
tury (1894), i. 267; and for bettor balanced 
judgments Stubbs's Constitutional nistory, iti. 
212 (an admiroblo appreciation), and Sir Juntos 
Eamsay'a Lancaster and York, ti. 273. For the 
original authorities see under Neville, John, 
Marquis op Montaciu.] ,T, T-t. 

NEVILLE, RICHARD, second Baron 
Latimer (1488-1530), bomin 1468,was son of 
Sir Ilenry Neville who was killed at tke bnttla 
of Edgecote in 1409. Ilia mother was Jane 
(d. 1471), daughter ofJohn, first baronBernors 
[see under Bourohier, John, second Baron 
Berners]. His grandfather, George Nevillo, 
brother of Richard, earl of Salisbury [q. v.l 
was created Baron Latimer in 1432, married 
Elizabeth, daughter of Richard Beauchamp, 
earl of Warwick [q. v.], and after some years 
of partial insanity died in 1469 [see Neville, 
Ralph, first Earl or Westmorland]. Ri¬ 
chard succeeded him as Baron Latimer; but 
lie was not summoned to parliament until 
12 Aug. 1492. lie held some command at tho 
battle of Stoke in 1487, was a witness to the 
treaty with Portugal in 1487, and in 1492 ob¬ 
tained special livery of his lands; he subse¬ 
quently served on the northern border under 
Surrey. He was distinguished as a soldier. 


After taking part in the relief of Norham and 
the battle of Flodden, he was in 1522 made 
lieutenant-general, and in 1525 a commis- 
sioner for the north. Under Henry VIII he 
was a prominent courtier, taking part in the 
ceremonial attending the reception of Wol- 
sey's cardinal’s bat in 1515. On 13 July 1630 

him to hasten his decision as to the efivorce! 
He died before 28 Dec. 1630 (cf. Letters and 
Papers of Henry Fill, iv. iii. 6776Y. Latimer 
mairied Anne, daughter of Sir Humphrey 
Stafford of Grafton, Worcosteraliire, who pre¬ 
deceased him. ITe contemplated marrying 
Mary, widow of Sir James Strangwishe, in 
July 1622 (ib. ill. ii, 2415). By his wife he 
had issue John, third baron Latimer [q.v.], 
William, Thomas, Marmaduke, George (see 
below), and Christopher, with four daugh¬ 
ters. Susanna, one or the daughters, inamod 
Richard Norton [q. v.l 

The son, George Neville (1509-1667), 
was born on 29 July 1609, graduated B.A. 
at Cambridge in 1624, and subsequently be¬ 
came D.D. lie was appointed rector of Well, 
Riclimondshire, and of Burton Latimer, 
Northamptonshire, on 17 July 1562,receiving 
about the same time the mastership of the 
hospital at Well, which was in tho gift of 
the family. In or before 1558 ho was made 
archdeacon of Carlisle, and one of the queen's 
chaplains. lie died m ] 507, whon ho also 
held the livings of Spofford, Bolton, and 
Leake, Yorkshire; Itotnbury, Northumber¬ 
land ; and Salkcld and Monland, Cumberland 
(cf. Cooper, Athena Cantahr. ; Miehmond- 
shire 7 Fills, Surtees Soc. xxvi. 20; W hitaxeb, 
Pichmondshire, ii. 78-83; Letters and Peters 
of Henry VIII, 1529,1637,1647 ; Brydqes, 
Northamptonshire , ed. Whalley; Duodali, 
Mon. Angl. vi. 702; Journal of Yorkshire 
Archceol. and Topogr. Association, vol. ii.) 

[Rowland's Family of Novill; Materials for 
the Roign of Ilenry VII (Rolls Sor.), it. 476; 
Burke’s Extinct Poorago; Loiters and Papers of 
Henry VIII; Stale Papors, iv. 393.] 

W. A. J. A. 

NEVILLE, RICHARD ALDWORTII 
GRIFFIN-, second Baron Bravbrooxe 
(1760-1826), only son and heir of Riohnid 
Neville Aldworth Neville [q. v.l was bom 
on 8 July 1760 in Duke Street, Westminster, 
lie matriculated at Merton College, Oxford 1 , 
on 20 June 1708, was created M.A. 4 July 
1771, D.O.L, 3 July 1810, and was incor¬ 
porated LL.D, of Cambridge in 1819 (Grad. 
Cantabng.) He was M.F. for Grampound 
from 10 Oot. 1774 till the dissolution in 1780, 
and for Buckingham in the next parliament 
till his appointment as agonttollie regiment 
of Buokinghamshiremilitia in February1782. 
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On tlie 21st of the sums month he was re¬ 
turned for Beading, and was re-elected for 
the same place to the three succeeding par¬ 
liaments (1784,1700,1790). 

On the death, in May 1797, of his father's 
maternal uncle John, baron Braybrooke and 
Lord Ilov/ard de Walden, by whom he had 
been adopted as heir, he succeeded to the 
Braybrooke barony, the barony of Howard 
de balden having become dormant by limita¬ 
tion of patent [see Grieein, Joint, Banos 
Howard deWalden], lie then assumed the 
additional surname and arms of Griffin, but 
did not actually come into possession of the 
Audley End estate until the death in 1802 
of Dr. Parker, son-in-law of the late lord, 
who had a life interest in it. Braybrooko 
increased the property by the purchase of 
neighbouring manors and farms from the 
Earls of Bristol and Suffolk, besides making 
smaller acquisitions. lie became lord-lieu- 
tenant and custos rotulonmi of tho county of 
Essex immediately after his accession to the 
peeiage (19 Jan. 1798), and was also vice- 
admiral of Essex, recorder of Saffron Walden, 
high steward of Wokingham, hereditary 
■visitor of Magdalene Oollego, Cambridge, and 
provost-marshal of Jamaica. 

Braybrooke died on 28 Fob. 1825, after a 
lingering illness, at his scut at Billmgbear, 
and was buried at Laurence Waltham. In 
the lioiise at Audley End thore is a portrait 
of him in baron’s robes, at the age of fifty- 
three, by Iloppner (engraved by 0. Tumor in 
'Bjistoryof Andloy End’); ns well as a paint- 
ing of bim when young by liomuey j and a 
‘ conversation pioco,’ paintod at Rome about' 
1774, representing him with a spaniel on his 
knee and several friends standing round. 
There is also a miniature in the library. 

He married in Juno 1780, at Stowe, Buck¬ 
inghamshire, Catherine, youngest daughter 
of George Grenville [q, v.J, by whom ho had 
issue, besides twin sons, who died imme¬ 
diately after hirlli, four sous—vis., Richard, 
afterwards third baion Braybrooko [q, v.J; 
Henry, captain in the dragoons, who died in 
1809 while serving in Spam (see Qent, Mag. 
1809,ii.386); George (soebelow)) and Wil¬ 
liam, wliodiedyoung. Ofhisfourdaughters, 
Catherine died unmarried in 1811; Mary 
married Sir Stephen Glynno,bart., of Ilawar- 
den; Caroline married Paul Beilby-Thomp- 
son, esq.; and Frances died young. 

The son, Geokge Neville, afterwards 
Grenville (1789-1854), educated at Eton 
and Trinity College, Cambridge (M.A, 1810), J 
was nominated by liis father, the hereditary ' 
visitor, to tho mastership of Magdalono Col¬ 
lage, Cambridge, in 1818. From 1814 to 
1884 be was rector of Hawardon, Flintshire. 


In 1825 his uncle, Thomas Grenville [q. v.] r 
made over to lnm Butleigh Court ana the 
large property in Soinereet which he had 
derived from James Grenville, lord Glaston¬ 
bury (d. 1826), and Nevillo thereupon as¬ 
sumed the surname of Grenville. In 1848 
Sir Robert Peel made him dean of Windsor. 
Neville died at his residence, Butleigh Court, 
on 10 June 1864. By his wife Charlotte, 
daughter of G eorge Legge, earl of Dartmouth, 
ha left four daughters and six sons {Gent. 
Mag. 1864, ii. 72). 

[Rowland's Account of the Neville Family, 
tablo v.; Burke's Peerage; Ann. Reg. 1826, 
App. to Chron. p. 230, Foster’s Peerage and 
Alumni Oxon.; Hist, of Audloy End, by third 
Lord Braybrooko, pp. 63, 64, 66, 128, 132; Re¬ 
turn of Members of Parliament.] Gh Ln G. N. 

NEVILLE, RICHARD CORNWALLIS, 
fourth Baron Bn mnooKE (1820-1801),arch¬ 
aeologist, third son of Richard Griffm Neville, 
third baron Braybrooko [q, v.], was born in 
Charles Street 111 the parish of St. George, 
Ilanover Square, London, on 17 March 1820, 
and was educated at Eton from 183211111837. 
On 2 June 1837 he was gazetted an ensign 
and lioutonant in tlio grenadier guards, and 
served with that regiment in Ctmndu during 
the rebellion in the winter of 1838. On 
6 Nov. in that year ho had a narrow escape 
from drowning in tho St. Lawrence. On 
81 Dec. 1841 he was promoted to he liou- 
tenant and captain, and on 2 Sept. 1842 re¬ 
tired from llio service, Eor some years, aided 
by his sister, bo devoted himself to the study 
of natural history, and to the investigation 
of tho Roman and Saxon remains in the 
neighbourhood of Audley End, Essex, anil 
ultimately attained n distinguished position 
among tho practical nrehceolngists of Jiis day. 
At 0110 period geology was his favourite pui- 
suit, and ho formed 0 collection of fossils, 
which I 10 presented to the museum at Saf¬ 
fron Waldon. lie also brought together a 
beautiful sorios of stuffed birds. Tlio most 
remarkable fonture, however, of his collec¬ 
tions at Audley End is tho museum of an¬ 
tiquities of every poriod, tlie creation of his 
own exertions, and consisting almost ex¬ 
clusively of objects brought to light at the 
Roman station at Great Chcstorford, or at 
other sitos of Roman occupation in the 
vicinity of Audley End, and at tho Saxon 
cemotorios excavated under his directions 
near Little Wilbralmm and Jjinton in 
Cambridgeshire during 1861 and 1862, 
On 26 March 1847 he had beon elected a 
follow of tho Socioty of Antiquaries, and 
from time to time ho" made communications 
to that body regarding his explorations (of. 
Areheoologia, xxxii. 360- 4, 857-6). To the 
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‘Journal of the Britisli Arelueological As¬ 
sociation’ he also communicated memoirs (cf. 
iii, 208-13). To the ‘Journal of the Archeo¬ 
logical Institute,' of which society he became 
a vice-president in 1850, he was a frequent 
contributor (Journal, vi. 14-20, viii. 27-86,x. 
224-34,xi, 207—1 6,xiii. 1-13), To the- Trans¬ 
actions of the Essex Arelueological Society ’ 
lie sent a list of potters’ Jiamos upon Samian 
ware (i. 141-8), and notes on human Essex 
< i. 101—200). On the death of John Disney in 
1857 he was elected president of the society. 

In March 1868 ho succeeded as fourth 
llarou flroybrooke. lie was hereditary visi¬ 
tor of Magda] cuo College, Cambridge, high 
steward of Wokingham, Berkshire, and vice- 
lieutcnaut of the county of Essex. He died 
at Audley End on 22 Feb. 1861, having mar¬ 
ried on 27 Jan. 1852 Lady Charlotte Sarah 
Graham Toler, sixth daughter of the second 
Earloi'Norbury. Site was horn 26 Dec. 1820; 
married secondly, on 0 Nov. 1862, Frederic 
IIexley,M.D., of Norwood, and died on4Feb. 
1807.‘ 

Brayhrooke’s separately issued works wore: 

1. ‘Antiqua Exploreta,'being the result of 
Excavations made at Chestorford,’ 1847. 

2. ‘Sopulolira Exposita, or an Account of the 
Opening of some Barrows,’1848. 3. ‘Saxon 
Obsequies, illustrated by Ornaments and 
Weapons discovered in a Cemetery near 
Littlo Wilbrakam, Cambridgeshire, ‘during 
the Autumn of 1851,’1852. 4. ‘Catalogue 
of Rings in the Collection of 11. C. Neville,’ 
1866. 5. ‘ The Romance of the Ring, or tho 
History and AntiquiLy of Finger Rings’ 
(pvinted for private circulation in 1850), 

[Gent. Mug. August 1861, pp. 201-4; Times, 
23 Feb. 1861, p. 6.] G. C. li. 

NEVILLE, RICHARD GRIFFIN, 
third Bakon Bhayjihookis (1783-1858), first 
editor of Pepys's ‘ Diary,’ eldest sou of Richard 
AldworthGriffin Neville, second baron Bruy- 
brooke [q. v.l, was born at Stnnlakc, near 
Twyfora, in Berkshire, 20 Supt. 1783. lie 
was educated at Eton from 1790 until 1801. 
On 17 Jan. 1801 he matriculated from Christ 
Church, Oxford, and was created D.O.L, 
5 July 1810, no then passed to Magdalene 
College, Cambridge, whence ho graduated 
M. A. m 1811. During the panio of tlie French 
invasion in 1803 he served with the Berkshire 
militia. lie sat in the House of Commons as 
M.P. successively for Tliirak 1806-G, Saltash 
1807, Buckingham 1807-12, and Berkshire 
1812-26. In 1826 he succeeded his father as 
third Baron Brayhrooke, assumed the name 
of Griffin, and at tho same time removed from 
Billingboar, tho family seat of the Novillos, 
near Wokingham, Berkshire, to Audley End 


in Essex, which had been left to his father in 
1798 by his distant relative, Lord Howard, 
As owner of Audley End ho became visitor 
of Magdalene College, and patron of tho 
mastership. He was recorder of Saffron 
Walden till (he passing of the Municipal 
Reform Act in IS36, and was also high 
steward of Wokingham. Ho was au active 
county magistrate and chairman of the bench 
at Saffron Walden. Ho spent muck care 
upon his stately residence at Audley End 
and upon the estate and its neighbouring 
v illages. In politics he supported the lie- 
form Bill and tho measures which admitted 
dissenters and Roman catholics to the right 
of sitting in parliament. Although goiiB- 
rally friendly to the ministry of Earl Grey, 
ho subsequently grow more conservative m 
his political views. From 1834 he voted with 
Sir Robert Peel, and after the rupture of 1810 
he was a follower of Lord Dorby. 

Braybrooke is now chiefly remembered for 
tho part he took in publishing Pepys'e ‘Diary* 
for the first lime. Tho manuscript of this 
work, belonging to Magdalene College, was 
deciphered about 1821 from thostonograpiiic 
characters by John Smith, a member of the 
college. Lord Urayl troolce brought out a care¬ 
fully abridged and expurgated version, with 
a selection of Pepys’s private correspondence 
and many useful notes, in two volumes, in 
' 1826; this was several timns reprinted. An 
enlarged t ext was published by My nora Bright 
fq. v.] in six volumes, in 1876-9. Mr. II. 11, 
Wheatley edited an improved and fuller 
edition, 1893-0, 

Braybrooke also published the ‘History 
of Audley End and Saffron Walden ’ in 1835, 
and in 1842 he edited the 1 Life and Corre¬ 
spondence of Jane, Lady Cornwallis.' On 
13 March 1858 ho died at Audley End, and 
was buried at Littlobury, Essex. He inur- 
riod, 18 May 1819, Jane, oldest dnughtorand 
coheiress of Charles, second marquis Corn¬ 
wallis. She was born at Clifford, Suffolk, 
6 Oct. 1708, and diud 28 Sept, 1860. Their 
eldest son, Richard Cornwallis Neville[q. v.J, 
succeeded as fourth baron Brayhrooke. 

[Gent. Mag. June 1868, pp. 060-76; Timm, 
16 March 1868, p. 9.] 0. 0. B. 

NEVILLE, RICHARD NEVILLE 
ALDWORTH (1717-1703), statesman, of 
Billingboar, and Slunlake, Berkshire, only 
son of Richard Aldworth of Stonlako, by 
Catherine, daughter of Richard Neville 
of Billingbear, was born on 8 Sept. 1717. 
Through Ills mother lie was descended from 
Sir Henry Neville (16G4P-1C16) [a. v.l He 
assumed the name and arms of Neville in 
August 1762, when, on the death of the 
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Countess of Portsmouth, widow of his 
maternal undo, Henry Neville Grey, esq., 
lie succeeded to the eetato of Billingbear 
(Some Office Papers, 1760-5, p, 247). He 
was educated at Eton, and was intimate 
there with Lord Sandwich, Lord Rochford, 
Lord Orford, Owen Cambridge, and Jacob 
Bryant. On 12 July 1736 ho matriculated 
at Merton College, Oxford. Instead of finish¬ 
ing lus course at Oxford he travelled abroad, 
In 1739 he visitod Geneva, and passed 
crerv winter there till 1744, joining other 
English visitors—John Ilervey, earl of Bri¬ 
stol, William Windham, Benjamin Stilling- 
fleet—in 1 a common room ’ lor ‘ an hour or 
two after dinner’ (cf. Ooxt), Lit. Life of 
Benjamin Stillingflesf), and taking part in 
private theat ricals, in which ho played among 
other parts Macbeth, and Pierrot in panto¬ 
mime. In 1745 he went to Italy. 

At the general election of 1747 Neville 
became M.P. for lloading. flo represented 
Wallingford from 176! to 1701, and Tavi¬ 
stock from 1761 to 1708, and again till 
1774. lie joined the whigs, and was very 
favourably noticud by the Duke of Bedford. 
He was appointed under-secretary of slate 
for the southern department on 13 Eel). 
1748, under Bedford, and held office till his 
chief’s resignation, 12 July 1761. Ho was 
also joint secretary to the council of regency 
in 1748 and 1760. On 4 Sept. 1702 ho be¬ 
came secretary to tha ombnssy at Paris. 
Bedford was acting as British plonipol miliary 
at the conference then summoned to con¬ 
sider the terms of peace between England 
and France, and Noville proved of much 
service. Walpole credits him with causing 
a delay in the signature of tlio preliminaries 
till the capture of the llavannau had become 
known ( Memoirs of the Jteir/n of George III, 
p. 200, and editor’s noto). Bedford acknow¬ 
ledged in generous terms Neville’s aid when 
writing to Egromonl, secretary of state, on 
lOFob. 1703, and, by way of reward, Neville 
was made paymaster oi the hand of pen¬ 
sioners. On 15 Fob, ho arrived in England 
with the definitive treat,y, which had Leon 
signed on the 10th at Paris (Home Offloe 
Papers, 1700-6, p.20U), The king and Lord 
Bute received him ‘most graciously’ (Neville 
to Bedford, 16 Fob. 1763), A few days later 
(23Feb.)Rigby wrote to Bedford ; ’Neville 
has touched hie thousand at the treasury with¬ 
out any deductions | ho is in great spirits.’ 

lie soon returned to Paris to act as pleni¬ 
potentiary until the arrival of the Earl of 
Hertford, Bedford’s successor, in Slay 1703. 
While at Oompi&gne in August Wilkes 
visited him (Wilkes to Earl Temple, 29 Aug, 
1763). Louis XVI, on taking leave of him, 


gave him his picture set with diamonds, and 
the Due de Choiseul treated him with un¬ 
usual consideration (Neville to Bedford, 
26 Oct,) After his settlement again in 
England he took no prominent part in 
public affairs. lie suffered from gout, and 
died at Billingbear, after a lingering illness, 
on 17 July 1793. By his wife Magdalen, 
daughter of Francis Calendrini, first syndic 
of Geneva, whom he married in] 748, and 
who died in 1760, he had two children: a 
daughter Frances (who became the wife of 
Francis Jalabert, esq.) and Richard Aid- 
worth, second baron Braybrooke [q. r.l 

Neville was accomplished and ainiablo, an 
affectionate father, mid not only a good 
classical scholar, but well acquainted with 
French and Italian. Coxe, in the ‘Literary 
Life of Benjamin Stillingiloet,’ gives a sonnet 
addressed to Neville by Kfillingfleel (ii. 106), 
and in the same work, to which Neville him¬ 
self contributed, thoro is an engraving of 
him by Basil's. At Audloy End, Essex, there 
is a portrait by Zoffany (engraved by Tom¬ 
kins), as well as a full-length by Vander- 
banck in tho hall. 

[Rowland's Genealogical Account of tlicNovill 
Family, talilo v.; Burke’s Poor.lgo; Foster’s 
Ahunni Oxon.; Playfair's British Family Anti¬ 
quity; Coxo's Literary Life of Benjamin Utilling- 
fiool, i. 78-80, 98-107, 160-74, ii 166; Hist, of 
Audloy End (by third Lord Braybroiiko), pp. 63, 
100,128; Bodfoid Correspondence, ii 63,iii. 93, 
186,100,203,212,246,262-4; GrcnvillnPapers, 
ii. 29, 62 (seo noto), 57-8, 99; Gent. Mag. 1748 
pp. 188, 235, 1750 pp. 187, 233, 1702 p. 448, 

2 763 pp. 314,561 ; Returns of Members of Par¬ 
liament.] G. Le G. N. 

NEVILLE, ROBERT m, second Bi.no.tr 
Nnvu.LT] oit Haby (d. 1282), was Iho eldest 
son of Geoffrey Fite-Robort or Neville (d. 
1249), and his wife Margaret, daughter of 
Sir John da Longvillers. His younger bro¬ 
ther, Geoffrey (d. 1286),is separately noticed. 
Robert was only a Neville on the motlior’s 
side; his grandfather, Robert Fitz-Maldred, 
lord of Rnby, who was descended from 
Uchtred, son-in-law of Ethelrod II, and 
fourth son of Gospalriok, earl of Northum¬ 
berland, married Isabella, daughter and, after 
the death of her brother Henry, sole heiress 
of Geoffrey de Neville (d. 1194) and his wife 
Emma. Their son Geoffrey Fitz- Robert 
assumed tbe name Neville on account of the 
great possessions ho inherited from his 
mother, including Brancopeth and Slteriff- 
Ilution: and become first Baron Neville of 
Roby (Fosian, Yorkshire Pedigrees, voL i; 
Sujitdus, Stook of Nmll,y$, 2-0), 

Robert succeeded to bis father’s lands in 
126-i; in 1368 he was made warden of the 
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castles of Bamborough and Newcastle-on- 
Tvne | was commanded to rescue the king 
of Scots from the hands of his barons; and 
was also appointed governor of Norham and 
"Werk castles. In 1260, being then at Chi¬ 
chester, he was summoned to serve against 
the Welsh, and in the following year became 
justice of forests beyond the Trent (Cal. Hot. 
Fat. p. 326). In 1263 Neville was one of 
those who guaranteed the observance of the 
provisions of Oxford, and in the same year 
was made sliexiff of Yorkshire, and as ‘ capi- 
tanens regis ’ general commander of the 
king’s forces beyond the Trent. lie signed 
the declaration agreeing to submit all points 
of dispute to Louis IX, and in the struggle 
that broke out sided with the king, lie 
was chief justice of forests in 1264, nnd 
wrote to lienry asking that Robert Bruce 
and others should bo directed to assist 
him in the defence of the northern coun¬ 
ties (SitIHLEY, Royal and Hist. Letters, ii. 
262; Pauli, Geschichte Englande, iii. 701; 
Biituw, Barons' War, p. 88), In the same 
\ear he was summoned to London, and in 
December toWoodstoclx, to deliberate about 
the release of Prince Edward. IIo visited 
the king in his captivity the next year, but 
is said to have for a while sided with the 
barons. On the final defoat of the barons, 
howcver,Ncvillewas again made chief justice 
of forests beyond the Trent, and received the 
governorship of various castles. In 1276 he 
was chief assessor in the northern counties, 
and was present at Westminster in Novem¬ 
ber 1270 when judgment was given against 
Llywelyn. In 1277 he was summoned to 
serve against the Welsh, hut his son John 
proffered on his behalf the service of two 
knights’ fees (Pari. Writs, i. 758), and Neville 
received the custody of Scarborough Uastle 
( Rot. Origin. Ahh. p. 27). On 2 Aug. 1282 
lie was summoned to Rhuddlan, but pleaded 
infirmity, lie died the same year, and was 
buried in the church of the Briars Minor at 
York, and not, as Leland states, in Staindrop 
Church. 

Neville married Ida, or Isabella, widow of 
Roger de Bertram, baron of Mitford. By her 
he had two sons, Robert and John ; Robort, 
the elder, predeceased liis father in 1271, and 
his son, Emiulf or Ralph, third boron, was 
father of Ralph de Neville (1291 P-1307) 

& . v.]; from him were desconded the earls 
Salisbury and Westmorland and barons 
of Abergavenny, who were thus in the male 
line of Anglo-Saxon descent. A charter of 
Neville’s, with his seal, is preserved in the 
British Museum (MSS. Index of Seals). 

[Purl. Writs, i. 768j Rotul. Origin. Abbre¬ 
viate; Plaeitorum Abbreviutio; Placita de Quo ! 


Warranto; Rymor’s Feeders (Record ed.); An. 
nales Monostici (Bolls Ser.), i. 453; Shirley’s 
Royal and Hist. Lotters (Bolls Ser.), ii. 262.&C.- 
Roberts’s Excerpta e Rot. Fin. passim; Dugl 
dale’s Baronage, i. 291; Madox’s Exchequer 
passim; Nicholas’s Historic Peerage; Segar’a 
Baronagium Genealogicum, ed, Edmondson, iy. 
860 ; Foss's Judges of England; Rowland’s 
Hist, of the Nerills; Swallow’s Do Nova Villa; 
Drake’s Eboracum; Surtees’s Sketch of the 
Stock of Novitl; Todd's Shoriff-Hutton; Battle 
Abbey Boll, ed, Duchess of Cleveland, ii. 343-4; 
Foster’s Yorkehire Pedigrees, vol, i.; Harrison’s 
Hist, of Yorkshire*; Clarkson’a Richmond, App. 
iii.; Hunter’s South Yorkshire; Surtees’s Hist, 
of Durham, iv. 168-9, &c.; Selliy’s Genealogist, 
iii. 32-5.] A. F. P. 

NEVILLE, ROBERT (1404-1467), bi- 
shop of Salisbury and Durham, born in 1404, 
was the fifth son of Ralph, first earl of West¬ 
morland [q. v.], by his second marriage in 
1807 with Jonn Beaufort, daughter of John 
of Gaunt; and was brother of Richard Ne¬ 
ville, carl of Salisbury [q. v."|, Edward, lord 
Bergavenny [q.v.], and William, lord Fau- 
conberg [q. v.l In 1413 he was presented to 
the prebend of Eldon in tho collegiate chuTch 
of St. Andiew, Auckland, by BishopLangEy 
(Madox, Form. Angl. dixxxiii. ex. autogr,); 
in 1414 he wns collatod to the prebend of 
Grindall, and in 1416 to that of Laughton in 
York Cathedral (Willis, Cathedrals, i.lfil); 
and in 1423 he was prebendary of Milton Eo- 
olesia in Lincoln Cathedral (Ln Neve, Fasti, 
ed. Hardy). He is said to havo studied nt Ox¬ 
ford (Romvin, De Pms. Angl. ed. 1743, p. 
360), and is described ns M.A. in tlie Vatican 
records (Bkady, Epm, Success, i. 30). About 
1421 (Willis, Jllit. Abb. ii. 207) ho was 
made provost of Beverley; hero he built a 
tower ‘ in Bederna,’ that is, on tho Beddorn 
or ancient site of the minster, at that timo 
the provost's house (Olivbh, Beverley, p. 

In 1427 he was made twenty-sixth Bishop 
of Salisbury by papal provision (bull of 
Martin V, dated 10 July), and received a 
special dispensation ‘ super defectum tetatis,’ 
being only twenty-three (Biudy) ; lie had 
the temporalities restored 10 Oct., and was 
consecrated at Lambeth by Ohichelo 26 Oct. 
(Lb Neve). Ilis episcopal register is pre¬ 
served, and one of his charters, given to the 
dean and chapter, is printod in Benson and 
Hatcher’s'Salisbury,’p. 700. In 1433(18and 
20 Feb.) he received the royal license to take 
1,0007. to the Council of Basic and a safe- 
conduct (Rymeb, Fcedera, x, 638-9); but it 
does not appear likely that ho evor attended 
the council, as his narao is not in the lists of 
‘ incorporati ’ in ‘ Monument a Conoiliorum 
Generalium stcouli xv.,’ vol. ii. 
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Godwin states that Neville founded a' Ooa- 
nobium Sunningense,’ of which the annual 
value at the dissolution was 082f. 14s. 7id,; 
and this statement is copied by Fuller 
{ Worthies, p. 208, with a naive comment) 
and by many later writers, though it is de¬ 
clared erroneous by Tanner (NotitiaMonast. 
‘ Berkshire,’ p. xxii, note t), The bishops of 
Salisbury had a palace at Sunning; and 
Sherborne Abbey, valued at the dissolution at 
682114s. 7d., was in their diocese; so Godwin 
has probably made some confusion between 
these places and the almshouse of St. John 
Baptist and St. John the Evangelist at Sher¬ 
borne, which is usually said to have heeu 
founded by Neville in 1448, and, though par¬ 
tially despoiled, still flourishes and bears his 
name (Hutchins, Dorset, 3rd ed. iv. 294). 
X. license dated 1480 to Robert Nevyll, 
bishop of Salisbury, Sir Humphry Stafford, 
and three others, to found such an institution 
is printed by Dugdalo (Monast. ed. Ellis, vi. 
717); hut it is not clear that Neville con¬ 
tributed anything besides his patronage to 
the work. 

In 1137, on the vacancy of the sec of Dur¬ 
ham by the death of 'Cardinal Langley, 
Henry VI recommended Neville, ‘consan- 
giuneutn nostrum oharisBimum,’ to Eugo- 
iiius IV, as a suitable bishop for that diocese, 
‘ unde ex prteclarissima quidem et illustri 
prosapiaoxstitit oriuudus’ (Cornsp. tif Beh- 
ynton, Rolls Ser. i. 02); he was translated 
by a bull dated 27 Jan. 1488 to Durham aB 
twenty-seventh bishop. His brother Richard 
had been appointed guardian of the tem¬ 
poralities, which wero restored 8 April 1488. 
Surtees says that he was enthroned on tho 
11th of the same month ; but it is clear from 
a record of the ceremony printed by Surtees 
himself from Nevillo’s ‘ Register’ (Durham, 
vol. i. p. cxxxii), as well as from BomB letters 
discussing the date and form of the ontlironi- 
sation (PiAiNn, Hist. Dunelm. Script, Tree, 
Appendices ccxvii. ccxix. ocxxi.), that he 
was really installed by Prior John Wes- 

n fcon on 11 April 1441, in presence of 
rotliors and a large assembly of nobles 
and ecclesiastics, including his suffragan, 
Thomas Radcliffe [q. v.], bishop of Dro- 
more. 

Nevillo, who seems not to have shared the 
ambitious and intriguing spirit of his family, 
didnot distinguish himself as bishop, except 
by building the 1 Exchequer ’ (now part of 
the University Library), near the gate of 
Durham Castle, to provide oourts for various 
officials of the palatinate. Over the entranoe 
are hie arms, the Neville saltire differenced 
by two annulets innocted, not (as Fuller, 
lc.) in memory of his two bishoprics, since 


the annulets appear on the Salisbury seal. He 
created the new offices of chamberlain, vice- 
chamberlain, master of the horse, and ar¬ 
mourer, apparently for tho benefit of his 
relations (see lists m Hutchinson, Durham, 
i. 838-341). Surtees preserves two instances 
of his generosity to the tenants of the see, to 
whom he restored lands escheated by the 
misconduct of their ancestors. In 1448 
Henry VI paid him a four days’ visit (20-30 
Sept.), and afterwards expressed his grati¬ 
fication at the character of the services in 
the cathedral in a letter to * Mr. John 
Somerset 1 (tb. i. 887). 

In 1449English and Scottish commissioners 
met twice at Durham, and in 1457 at New¬ 
castle, to renew the truces disturbed by 
border raids, and Neville’s name stands first 
on the English commission (Rimer, Fcedera, 
xi. 244-88 i his name does not occur in tliB 
doouments on pp. 231-8, which alone are 
cited by Surtees). He had previously (10 May 
1442) had powers to receive the oaths of the 
wardens of the east marches (Rimer, xi. 4). 
Some unimportant official letters aro printed 
by Surtees ( Durham, vol. i. p. axxxiii), 
Haino (op. oil, App. ccxxix. ccxvt.), and 
Hutchinson (l,c.) 

Neville died 8 or 9 July 1457, and was 
buried in tho south aisle of the cathedral, 
whore the marble slab, despoiled of his brass 
effigy by the Scottish prisoners after the battle 
of Dunbar, may be seen near the second pillar 
from the cloister door (cf. Surtees, Durham, 
vol. iv., cathedral plates, No, 8). In his will, 
dated 8 July 1457, hut 1 nunquain approbo- 
tum,’ and presumably invalid (it is printed in 
IUinb, op. cit. App. cclv.), he had desired 
burial near ihs Venerable Bede in the galilae. 
Sequestration of his goods was granted to Sir 
John Neville,afterwards marquis of Montagu 
[q, v,], his nephew by the half-blood. lie 
intended to loave a hundred marks to Thomas 
Neville, 1 scoluri in teuera rotate constitute ad 
oxhibicionem suam,’ the same to Ralph, and 
the same to their sister Alice for her por¬ 
tion; these throe can hardly be the children 
of the Earl of Salisbury, and, as they do not 
occur elsewhere in the Neville pedigree, may 
possibly be offspring of his own. 

Neville's Salisbury seal, whichisunusualin 
oharaotsr, is figured in Benson and Hatcher’s 
'Salisbury,' pi. i. No, 8 (cf. Wordsworth, 
Seals qf Bishops of Salisbury, paper read 
8 Aug. 1887 to Royal Arch. Institute, re¬ 
printed, p. 17). Surtoes gives engravings of 
Neville’s Durham seal ad causas, palatinate 
seal, and private signet ( 'Durham , vol. i. plates 
iii. 0, iv. 5, 6, xi, 7). A sitting effigy on tho 
second of these represents him os a stout 
man with inexpressive features. 
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[William da Chatnbre in Enina’s Hist, Diinolm. 
Script. Tres, p. 147, And other annalistic notices 
cited above; pedigrees in Doyle's Baronage and 
Surtees’s Durham, ir, 1S8. Modern lives, more 
or less inaccurate and incomplete, may bo found 
in Surtees’s Durham, vol. i. p. lrii (vary care¬ 
less); Hutchinson's Durham, r. 837-41; Casein's 
Bishops of Salisbury, p.248; Jones’s Fasti Eccl. 
Sarisb. p. 98; Swallow, Do Nora Villa, p. 138.] 
H. E. D. B. 

SEVILLE or NEVILE, ROBERT (d. 
1694), dramatist and divine, a native of Lon¬ 
don, was son of Robert Neville of Sunning- 
liill Park, Berkshire. lie received bis edu¬ 
cation at Eton, whence he was elected to 
King’s College, Cambridge; ho was admitted 
a scholar there 17 April 1667 (Coin, Hist, 
of Sing's College, iii. 281). He graduated 
B.A. in 1060, M.A. in 1664, and was created 
B.D. by royal mandate on the occasion of 
Charles II’s visit to Cambridge in 1071. On 
22 May 1671 lie was instituted, on the pre¬ 
sentation of Sir Rowland Lytton, to the 
rectory of AnstiB, Hertfordshire, which had 
become vacant by the resignation of Dr. James 
Fleetwood [q. v.j Neville died before 7 June 
1094, when lie was succeeded in tho rectory by ] 
Thomas Fairmeadaw, M.A, (Oluttdebuoic, I 
Hertfordshire, iii. 844). lie married a daugh- 
(er of Dr. Fleetwood, and had a son, who, as 
Cole surmises, was Fleetwood Neville, after¬ 
wards rector of Rampton, Cambridgeshire. 

He was the author of ‘The Poor Scholar,’ 
a comedy in five acts, partly in prose and 
artly in verso, London, 1073, 4to, Lang- 
aino says: 'I know not whether it was 
acted, but I may presume to say ’tis no con¬ 
temptible play for plot and language ’ {Dra- 
matick Paeti, p. 386). Neville also published 
a number of single sermons. 

[Beioe’s Anecdotes, 1807, p. 319; Bodleian 
Cat iii. 481; Cooke’s Preacher's Assistant, ii, 
242; Harwood’b Alunmi Eton. p. 251; Jacobs's 
Lives of Poets, 1. 189; Notes and Queries, 1st 
Ber. xi. 307. 436, 3rd sor, i. 80; Watt's Bib! 
Brit., Whincop's English Dramatic Poets, 
p. 138.] T, 0. 

NEVILLE, Sib THOMAS (d. 1642), 
speaker of the House of Commons, born about 
1480, was fifth son of George, second baron 
Bergavenny, and toother of George, third 
baron Bergavenny [q. v.land of Sir Edward 
Neville (d. 1688) [q.y.] He early entered the 
royal service underHenryVII,was frequently 
in the commission of the peace for Kent, Mid¬ 
dlesex, Sussex, Burrey, and "Worcestershire, 
and in 1610 and 1616 was sheriff of Stafford¬ 
shire. He was a member of Henry VlII’s 
household, ami became a privy councillor. He 
sat in parliament as member for the oounty of 
Kent, and in 1614 became speaker, The only ] 


noteworthy incident which marked his tenure 
of office was the case of Dr. Standisk [q, Vl ], 
He had many grants both from Henry VH 
and Henry VIII, the most important being 
an annuity in 1620 of 1001. a year. By 
these means he grew rich. In 1684 Lord 
Suffolk’s jewels were pledged to him, and 
the Earl of Northumberland owed him over 
6001. Neville was in 1617 a commissioner 
to inquire into enclosures for Middlesex; in 
1619 he was a member of the Star Chamber; 
he was present at the Field of the Cloth of 
Gold, and at the meeting with the emperor 
in 1620, and at tho visit of Charles V to 
England in 1622. About 1623 he had a 
house at Bridewell, wliioli had been granted 
to him by Thomas Doowra [q. v.], who, like 
his brother Richard, was a knight of Rhodes 
(of. Letters and Papers of Henry VIII, n. i, 
737, and in. ii. 8678; in a noto to the latter 
Thomas should read Richard). On 18 Feb, 
1625 he was appointed one of tho commis¬ 
sioners who conducted a search forsnspioious 
characters in London; he was also in 1626 
a commissioner for sewers; and in 1680 a 
commissioner to inquire into "Wolsoy’B pos¬ 
sessions. As a poworfnl courtier ho was ap¬ 
pointed steward of the abboy of Westminster 
m 1682. Ho was one of thoso who were 
present at the reception of Anno of Oleves, 
Neville died on 29 May 1642, and was buried 
at Merewortli in Kent. He marriod, first, 
Catherine, daughter of Lord Deeres of the 
north, and widow of Georgo, lord Fltznugh, 
by whom he had a daughter Margaret, who 
mnrried on 1 May 1636 Sir Robert South- 
well, mastor of the rolls; and, secondly, Wil¬ 
liam Pluto be. His first wife died on 20 Aug, 
1627, Ilis second wifo, whom ho married 
on 28 Aug. 1632, was Elizabeth, widow of 
Robert, Amadas, a wealthy London goldsmith. 
Neville was a patron of Thomas Bacon [q.v.], 
who dedicated to him his ‘ Christinas Basket' 
and his ‘ Potation for Lent.’ 

[Rowland’s Family of Novill; Letters and 
Papers of Houry VIU; State Papers, 1. 92; 
Waters's Chosters of Chicheley, i. 20 j Manning’s 
Speakers of the Rouse of Commons; Olu-oniale 
of Calais (Canid. Sou), p, 173; Rutland Papers 
(Camd. Sou), p 81.] W, A. J. A. 

NEVILLE, THOMAS (d. 1616), dean of 
Canterbury, brother of Alexander Neville 
(1614-1614) [q, v.], was sou of Riobnrd 
Neville of South Leverlon, Notl inghamshire, 
and Anne, daughter of Sir Wall or Mantel! 
knight, of Ileyford, in Northamptonshire. 
IIo was bom m Canterbury, to which city 
hie father retired in his latter years. lie 
entered at Pembroke College, Cambridge, 
somewhat early, and in November 1670 was 
eieoted a follow of that society. Among the, 
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fellows was Gabriel Harvey [q. v.], and the 
two were bitter enemies, Neville even going 
as far as to non-placet the grace for the ad¬ 
mission of Harvey to his master of arts de¬ 
gree, In 1580 he was appointed senior proc¬ 
tor of the university. In 1682 ho succeeded 
to the mastership of MagdaleneOollege, being 

S esented to the office by Thomas, lord 
oward, first earl of Suffolk [q.v.], and grand¬ 
son of Lord Audley, the founder. Shortly 
after he was appointed chaplain to the queen, 
who in 1687 conferred on him the second 
prebend in Ely Cathedral j and about this 
time he was presented to the rectory of Dod- 
dington-cum-Marcli, in the Isle of Ely. 

In 1688 he was elected vice-chancellor of 
the university, and proceeded D.D. He held 
oflice only one year, and in 1590 was ap¬ 
pointed dean of Peterborough. In 1592, in con- 

1 unction with other denns and prebendaries, 
is toolr a prominent part in solioiting the 
enactment of an act of parliament confirm¬ 
ing them in tlieir rights and revenues, which 
weie at that time in danger of being con¬ 
fiscated under the pretext that they were 
derived from coiicoaled lands, and belonged 
rightly to tlio crown. In February 1692-3 
he was appointed by the queen to the master¬ 
ship of Trimly College, and on his entering 
upon the office his arms wore emblazoned in 
the ‘Memorialo’ of the collego, an honour 
never vouchsafed, according to the compiler 
of that volume, to any preceding master. In 
March 1593-4 he resigned the rectory of 
Doddinglon for that ofTeversham, near Cam¬ 
bridge. He continued to rise in the royal 
favour, and on 28 June 1697 was installed 
dean of Canterbury, resigning his deanery at 
Peterborough. 

Neville, m conjunction with and acting 
under the directions of Whilgift, toolc an 
active part in repelling the attacks on Oal- 
vinistic doctrine made in the university by 
Peter Baro [q. v.] and William Barret [q. v.' 
about 1503. He was greatly esteemed am 
trusted by the archbishop, and on the death 
of Elizabeth was chosen by him for the im¬ 
portant function of hearing to King .Tamos in 
Scotland the united greetings of the clergy 
of England on his accession. Whit gift also 
appointed him one of his executors, 

When James I visited tho university in 
March 1014-16, Neville kept open housa 
for the royal train at Trinity Lodge, with 
sumptuous hospitality, He was disabled by 

S Atom waiting personally on the Mug, 
;he latter, before his departure from 
Cambridge, visited him in his apartments, 
and with his own hands assisted him to rise 
from his knoos, observing that ‘ he was proud 
of such a subject.’ Neville died at Trinity 


Lodge on the 2nd of the following May, and 
was interred on the seventh in Canterbury 
Cathedral, in the ancient chantry in the south 
aisle, which he had designed to be the burial 
place of his family. He never married, and 
was thus enabled to leave to his college what 
Fuller terms ‘ a batohelor’s bounty.’ His 
claims to be remembered by posterity rest 
indeed chiefly on his great services to the 
foundation, where, to quote the expression 
of Ilacket, ‘ ho never had his like for a splen¬ 
did, courteous, and bountiful gontlcman.’ In 
order to carry out his plane for the adorn¬ 
ment and extension or the college, he ob¬ 
tained permission from Elizabeth to lease 
tho lands and livings for a period of twenty 
years (instead of ten years, as before). His 
first improvement was to remove the various 
structures belonging to King's Hall, Michael 
House, and Physick Hostel, which encum¬ 
bered the area of what is now the great 
court j and, assisted by the architect Ralph 
Symons [q. v.], to erect, or alter in tlieir 
present form, most of tho buildings (oxcept 
the ohapol) now surrounding it. ‘ When lie 
had completed tho great quadrangle,’ earn 
the 1 Memorialed ‘andbrought it to a tasteful 
and decorous aspect, for ioar that the de¬ 
formity of the hall, which through extreme 
old age harl becamo almost ruinous, should 
oast as it wore a shndow ovor its splendour, 
he advanced 3,000/. for seven yuars out of his 
own purse, in order that a great hall might be 
erected answerable Id the beauty of the new 
buildings. Lastly, as in the erection of these 
buildings he had been promotor rather than 
author, and had brought theso results to pa 1 * 
more by labour and assiduity than by ex¬ 
penditure of his own money; ho erected at a 
vast cost, tho whole of which was defrayed 
by himself, 0 building in the second court 
adorned with beautiful columns, and elabo¬ 
rated with tho moat exquisite workman¬ 
ship, so that lie might connoct his own name 
for ever with the extension of the college.’ 
He also contributed to the collego library, 
and was a benefactor to Easthridge Hospital 
in his native city. It is to be noted that he 
hlmsolf wrote his name Nevilo, and honce 
probably his motto, ‘Ne vile velis.’ 

[Todd's Account of the Deans of Canter¬ 
bury; Hackefs Life of Archbishop Williams; 
Memorials in Trinity Collego llbiary; Willis 
and Clark's Architectural History of the UnivOrJ- 
sity of Cambridge, vol. ii.; Mullingor's Hist, of 
the University of Cambridge, yol. ii. j Willot’B 
Synopsis Fapismi, 1600, p, 001.] J. 33. M. 

NEVILLE, Sib WILLIAM dh (d. 1889P), 
lollard, descended from Robert de Neville, 
second baron Neville of Raby id, 1282) 
[q, v.j, was the sixth ohild and fifth son of 
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Balpli de Neville, fourth baron Neville of 
Baby (1291 P-1307) [q. ▼.], and ilia wife 
Alice, daughter of Sir Hugh Audley (Selby, 
Genealogist, iii. 107) ; Edmondson > erro¬ 
neously makes liim tile second son (Sugae, 
Baron. Gmealog. iv, 360). His elder brothers, 
Alexander, archbishop of York, and John, 
fifth baron Neville of Raby (d. 1388), are 
separately noticed. In 1369 William is de¬ 
scribed as of Fencotos, Yorlcsk ire, and received 
letters of protection on going abroad in the 
king's service; on 7 March 1372 he was ap¬ 
pointed admiral of the fleet from the Thames 
northwards, but before the end of the year 
was agoin abroad, having appointed deputies 
to command the fleet during his absence. In 
the same year he joined "milium de Monta- 
eute, second earl of Salisbury [q, v.j, and, sail¬ 
ing from Cornwall, landed in Brittany and 
relieved the cabtle of Brest, whore his elder 
brother John was besieged by the French. 
In 1383 he was commissioned to treat for 
peace with both France and Scotland. In 
the same year he appears as a knight of the 
king’s chamber, constable of Nottingham 
Castle, a friend of Widif, and one of the 
chief supporters of the lollard movement 
(WiLSENGHAM, Hist. Angl. ii. 169, and 
Ypodigma Neustnm, p. 348; Capgkave, 
Chronicle, p. 246; Chron. Mon. S. Aidant, 
p. 377 ; Stubbs, Const. Hist. iii. 81; Foxu, 
Acts and Mon. iii, 66); according to Ed¬ 
mondson he was gentleman of the king's 
bedchamber. In 1388 he was guarding cer¬ 
tain prisoners, probably some of tlio King's 
friends who had in the previous year been 
charged with treason; he was evidently an 
adherent of the appellants, and from August 
to December 1389 attended the meetings of 
the privy eounoil. His name does not ap- 
eor after 1389, in which year be may have 
ied. His wife’s name was Elizabeth. Both 
Neville and his wife received bequests from 
bis brother John (of. will quoted in Itow- 
ianb, Hist, of the Neville, p. 10), 

SM alo’B Baronage, i. 206; Segar's Barona- 
mealogieum, ed. Edmondson, iv. 350 ; 
ymer’s Fmdera, Record ed., hi, ii. 871,808,018, 
963, ed. 1746 m. iii. 160, iv. 18; Rot. Origin, 
Abb. ii. 332; Nicholas's Proc. of Privy Council, 
vol. i.; Rolls of Pari, ii. 827 a ; Froissart, ed. 
Lottenhove, xxii. 200; Selby’s Genealogist, iii, 
107; Foster’s Yorkshire Pedigrees; Surtees’s 
History of Durham, iv. 169; authorities quoted.] 

A. F. P. 

NEVILLE, WILLIAM, Babon Faucon- 
beeg and afterwards Ease of Kent (d. 
1483), was the second son of Ralph Ne¬ 
ville, first earl of Westmorland (d. 1426), 
fq.v."], by his second wife, Joan Beaufort, 
daughter of John of Gaunt. Westmorland 


left him by will the barony of Bywell and 
Styford in Northumberland ( Wills and In* 
ventories, ed, Surtees Soc. i.71). nia brothers, 
Richard, earl of Salisbury, Edward, baron 
Bergavenny, and Robort,bishop of Salisbury, 
are separately noticed, Knighted by the 
seven-year-old Henry VI at Leicester on 
Whit Sunday (19 May) 1420, Neville is said, 
though this rests only on the authority of 
Polydore Vergil, to have won his first mili¬ 
tary laurels under his elder brother's father- 
in-law, the Earl of Salisbury, at tlio siege of 
Orleans in 1428 (Leeand, Collectanea, ii. 490; 
Poeydobd Veegie, ed. Camden Soc. p. 23). 
Ills father marriod him before 1424 to Joan, 
the heiress of tho last Baron Fauconborg(also 
spit Faueonbrygge) of Skelton Oastle, in 
Cleveland, at the mouth of the Tees, which 
the Fauoonbergs had inherited from the 
Bruces along with the patronage of the 
neighbouring Augustinian priory at Guis- 
borough. Her father had died in 1407, when 
she must have been only a few months old 
(Dugdalb, Baronage, i. 308). In her right, 
though till 1466 under his own name,Tier 
husband was summoned to parliament on 
3 Aug. 1429 (Niooeas, Historic Peerage-, 
Lords’ Report on Dignity of a Peer, v. 236). 
After having been employed for somo time in 
Scottish affairs, Fauconbcrg, with bis elder 
brother, Salisbury, joined the Duke of York's 
expedition to France in tho Bpring of 1486, 
in consideration of which he was allowed to 
temporarily enfeoff liie brothers, Lord Lati¬ 
mer of Danby, in Cleveland, and Robert 
Neville, bishop of Salisbury, with his wife's 
manor of Marslte in Cleveland ( Ord. Privy 
Council, iv. 174, 330). 

He was prominent in the campaign against 
the Dulce of Burgundy in that year, and ap¬ 
pears in 1439 in ohargoof an important post 
m Normandy, captain of Vernouil, Evroux, 
and Le Neufbourg, captain-general in tho 
marches of the Ohartrain, and governor of the 
vicomt 6s of Auge, Orbee, and Pont Audomer 
(i/j, v, 380; d’Escouoiiy, ii, 643; Monsteeeet, 
v. 204, 310), He was at, tho siege of Meaux 
in August {Ord. Privy Council, v. 380), la 
the following year ho assisted his cousin 
Edmund Beaufort, earl of Dorset, to capture 
Ilarfleur (Wavein, iv. 274). His services 
wero rewarded with the garter, vacated by 
the death (1486) of Richard do Beauchamp, 
earl of Warwick, and now or later by the 
Norman lordship of Rugles, near Bruteuil 
(Belts:, Stevenson, Wars in France, ii. 
023). He served under the Duko of York 
in 1441-2, and in the autumn of the latter 
year was joined with him and others as 
commissioner for some proposed peace nogo- 
tiations (Eeaucoubt, iii. 183; Ord. Priuj 
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Council, v. 212; cf. Fasdera, xi. 4). But in 
March 1443 lie was appointed captain of 
Roxburgh Castle for five years, and was pre¬ 
sent m the privy council m the summer (£&. 
nn. 249,270; Stevenson, i. 519). At the 
end of that year liis brother Robert, now 
bishop of Durham, appointed him steward 
of the bishopric, a position which he con¬ 
tinued to fill until 14C3 (Doyle, Official 
Baronage). In 1448 Faueonberg was again 
in France acting as one of the English com¬ 
missioners in the conferences held at Lou- 
yiers and Rouen during the winter (Beau- 
court, iv. 319,330). But on 16 May 1449, in 
a sudden attack made by the French on Pont 
de l'Arclie, he was taken prisoner and had 
nearly been slain by the archer who seised 
him (ib. j D’Escottchy, i. 186). 1 The Fisher 
lias lost his angle hook’ (Fanconberg’s 
badge), lamented a contemporary bewailer 
of England’s misfortunes (Paston Letters, i. 
p, 1). He was liberated in the course of 
1450, and served on an embassy to Charles VII 
appointed in September of that year (ib. i. 
101; Doyle). 




berg sent Osbert Mundeford [q. v.l, whom he 
had taken prisoner, to Calais, and remained 
at Sandwich until the arrival of Warwick 
and the rest on 20 June (ib. pp. 870-1; 
Chron., ed. Davies, p. 91). A fortnight 
lator (10 July) he assisted Warwick and 
March in gaining the victory of Northamp¬ 
ton, when the king fell into their hands (ib. 
p. 95). His presence is not mentioned either 
at Wakefield (14 Deo, 1460) or at the second 
St. Albnns (17 Feb. 1461); but in March 
1461 he joined Edward IV on his march 
into the north and fought at Towton. Hall 
ascribes a very prominent part in it to Fau- 
conberg. When Lord Clifiord, during the 
night of 27-8 March, recovered the pas¬ 
sage of the Aire at Ferrybridge, which the 
Yorkists had seized, Faueonberg, with Ed¬ 
ward’s vanguard, was detached to cross the 
river at Oastleford, three miles higher up 
the river. This movement caused Clifford 
to fall back from Ferrybridge upon the 
main body of tbo Lancastrian forces at 
Towton; but Faueonberg suddenly fell upon 

him before he could reach it and cut his de- 
... lf . . 




curity for over four thousand pounds arrears slain. In the battle next day at Towton, 
of pay (Dtodale) . This and his reappoint- Faueonberg, ‘a man of great policy and 
ment at the same time as keeper of . Roy- much experience of martial feats,’is credited 
burgh Castle for twelve years, in association with n manoeuvre which apparently wont 
with Sir Ralph Grey, may perhaps be eon- far to decide tile battle. Commanding the 
nected with the abstention of the Nevilles ' Yorkist left, he ordered liis archers to pour 
from York’s recent armed demonstrat ion (tb.) a flight of arrows into the opposing ranks 
During York’s first protectorship in. 1464, | and then fall hack a little space. With the 
Faueonberg, whose elder brother, Salisbury, 1 wind in their favour they did great execu- 
ivu chancellor, sat. with the otlior chiefs oi', tion, while the return flight fell short of 
the family in 1 lie privy council. Ho was not them by 1 forty tailor’s yards.’ Advancing 
present at the first battle of St. Albans, being a little, they discharged another flight into 
iheninFranceonanemhassytoChnrlesVir; 1 the ranks of the Lancastrians, who then 
but in the distribution of rewards among 1 pressed forward to attack them at close 
York’s Neville supporters, ho was made joint | quarters, and thereby lost their advantage 
coustahlcofWindsorOastle,andsatregularly of position and fell into disorder (see Engl. 
at the council hoard (Doyle; Beujcoubt, v. Hint. JReviciu, iv. 408 ; Archmologia, iv. 253). 
410). In 1457 he was serving at Calais under It should be noted, hawever ; with regard to 
Ms nephew Warwick, and in the February what took place at Ferrybridge, that Fau- 
of the following yoar commanded, a fleet at eonborg's nephew, the chancellor George Ne- 
Soutlinmpton, a French fleet being in tho ville [q. v.], in the report which lie sent 
Channel (Dtodale ; Fasten Letters, i. 426). from London to tho legate Coppini a week 
When Warwick went over in the summer after the battle,, states that the passago was 
of 1469 to join in tho general Yorkist rising carried ‘ sword in hand ’ at Ferrybridge, and 
that had been arranged, Faueonberg re- makes no mention of a detour by Oastleford 
mained behind us his lieutenant at. Calais, (State Papers, Venetian, i. 370). It is pos- 
to which he readmitted his nephew, who sible, of course, that he wrote on oarly and 
was accompanied by his father, Salisbury, imperfect information, 
and the Earl of March, on their being driven Edward left Faueonberg to assist his 
out of England in October (Fadyan, p. 635; nephews Warwick and Montagu in complel- 
Whethasistede, i. 868). IIo was notin- ing the reduction of the north when he went 
eluded in their attainder. But at the end south for his coronation. TIis services wero 


of June 1460 he and Sir John Dynliam recognised in the distribution of honours on 
secured a landing-place for the earls at Calais that occasion, or a little later by his eleva- 
bjytho sudden capture of Sandwich. Faucon- tion to the earldom of Kent, which had 
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become oxtinct on tlie death of Edmund Hol¬ 
land in 1408. The date of the creation has 
been fixed, on no very convincing grounds, 
as 80 June, two days after the coronation 
(POLYDOEE Vm<JIL, p. 118; NlOOLAS, p. 271"!. 
Kent also beoame lord-steward of thehouse- 
holdand privy councillor(1461),was licensed 
to export ahundred sacks of wool duty-free, 
and received (1462) a grant of the manor 01 
Crewkeme, Somerset (ib .; Dtodale). In 
July 1462 Quean Margaret having taken 
refuge with Louis XI, who was preparing to 
assist lier return, Kent was appointed ad¬ 
miral of England (80 July), and, taking a 
fleet down the Channel, made descents in 
Brittany and on the Isle of Rh.6, which he 
pillaged (Chaste r,r.ATN, iv. 270; Fcedera, xi. 
490; Stow, p. 416). lie failed, however, 
to intercept Margaret when she sailed from 
Normandy in September. His last public 
appointment, that of special commissioner 
and justice of oyer and terminer in North-’ 
umberland and Newcastle, boars date 21 Nov. 
1462, and on 9 Jan. 1463 ho died and 
was buried in Guisborough priory (Dotle ; 
NlOOLAS, p. 271). In the anonymous Yorkist 
ballad fastened to the gates of Canterbury 
shortly before the landing of the exiles 
from Calais, in 1460, he was described as 
' Lylelle Fauconbrege, a Knyghte of grete 
reverence ’ ( Chron ., ed. Davies). 

As he left no son, the earldom of Kent 
became extinct, and was revived in 1465 in 
favour of Edmund Grey, fourth baron Grey 
de Ruthyn[q.v.] The barony of Fnuconborg 
fell into abeyance between his three daugh¬ 
ters— Joane, wife of Sir Edward Bedliow- 
ing; Elizabeth, wife of Sir Richard Strango- 
ways of Harlesey, in Cleveland; and Alice, 
wile of Sir John Conyers of Hornby Castle, 
Yorkshire, chief leader in the Neville rising 
of 1469, called the revolt of Robin of Redes- 
dale [q. v.]; the chronicler Warkworth, in¬ 
deed, identifies that mysterious personage 
with Conyers. Among the descendants of 
these three daughters, Fauconborg’s barony 
remained in abeyance till 1903, when the 
title of Marcia,eldest daughter of thetwelfth 
baron Conyers, was established. The barony 
of Fauconberg of Yarm (neaT Stockton) held 
by the family of Belasyse, 1627-1815, was a 
new creation, 

[For a natural son, called the Bastard of 
Fauconberg, see Fattconbebo, Thomas,] 

[Monstrelet, ed. Douiit-d’Arcq, and Malhieu 
d’Bscoachy, ed. Beaucourt, for the Soci^td de 
l’Histciro de France; Boauconrt’s Histoire de 
Oharles VII; Swallow, De Nova Villa, p. 188 
For other authorities, aeo under Narrow, John, 
Marquis or Montagu, and Neville, Richard, 
Eabl or 'Warwick,] J. T-t, 


NEVILLE, WILLIAM (J. 1518), poet, 
was second son of Sir Richard Neville, 
second baron Latimer [q. v.l and Anne, 
daughter of Sir Humphrey Stafford, his wife, 
lie married Elizabeth, daughter of Sir Giles 

Worcestershire, whore he left" issue, wliici' 
became extinct in 1631. He was fho author 
of a poem entitled 1 The Castoll of Pleasure; 
the oonveyaunco of a dreme how Desyre went 
to the Ca9tell of Pleasure, wherein was the 
garden of affecoyon, inhabyted byBenuto,to 
whome he amorously expressed his love, 
upon the wkicho supplycacion rose grete 
stryfe, dysputacion, and argument betweene 
Pyte and Dysdayne.’ On t.ho back of the 
title-page are stanzas to the author by the 
printer, Robert Copland, who also writes 
L’Envoy in French at the end of the poom, 
from which it appears that William Nevyl 
1 tvos honorfi fils dll Seigneur Lat imor ' is 
the author. Tills is followed by an English 
stanza, asking pardon if‘without your licence 
I did them impresse,’ and the notice, ‘Ilore 
endeth the Oastell of Pleasure, emprynted in 
Powlo's churchyardo, at the sygne of the 
Trynyte, bv mo, Hary Popwell, in the yere 
of our lordo, 1518.’ A copy, in 4to, is in 
the British Museum Library. Another, with 
a different cut on the title, printedby Wynkyn 
de Wordo, is described in Dibdin’s ‘Typo¬ 
graphical Antiquities ’ (ii. 87J). 

[Edmondson's Baronag. Qonoal. ed. Scgnr, iv. 
380-1; Nash’s Worcestershire, ii. 280, Suppl, 
p. 60; Ames's Typogr. Antiq. (Herbert), 1780; 
Lowndes’s Bibl. Man. s.v. Novil.] it. J5, 

NEVILLE-PAYNE,ITENRY (Jl. 1672- 
1710), consph’ator. [See Patm,] 

NEVIN, THOMAS (1086 P-1741), Irish 
presbyterian minister, was born at Kilwin¬ 
ning, Ayrshire,about 1086. His grandfather, 
Hugh Nevin, was vicar of Donaghadeo, co. 
Down, in 1684. He was educated at Glasgow 
College, where ho matriculated on 2G Feb, 
1703, describing himself as ‘ Scoto- nibemus.’ 
He writes himself M.A. in a publication of 
1725 (the records of Glasgow graduates are 
non-existent from April 1006 to 22 March 
1707). On 20 Nov. 1711 ho was ordained 
minister of Downpatrick by Down presby* 
tery. The existing prosbvterian meeting¬ 
house in Stream Street, Downpatrick, was 
built for him. Whon the non-subscription, 
controversy broke out (1720) in tlie general 
synod of Ulster [see IIaltuay, Samuel], 
Nevin was a non-subscriber, but, mode strong 
profession, at the synod of 1721, of his belief 
in the deity of Christ. InApril 1722 ho went 
to London to confer with Oolamy and others 
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[Novia's Trial, 1725; Christian Moderator, 
July 1827, p. 112; Calumy’s Own Life, 1830, 
il. 470 sq.; Raid’s I bat Treab, Church in Ireland 
(Killen), 1887, iii. 185, 176-q ; Withoraw's 
Hist and Lit. Memorials o ( I’nisbylrrianism in 
Ireland, 1870 i. 283 sq., 1880 li. 332; article 
by Eov, S. 0. Nelson in Down Rocorder House¬ 
hold Almanac, 1884 ; Killen’a Hist. Congr, 
Prcsb. Church in Ireland, 1 880, pp. 110 sq. ; Re- 

___ - a . . . cords of Q-oneml Synod, 1800, i 214; Litimor's 

others, to the effect that, m thaprevicnn jlRt of Irish Presbyterians [1S93], pp 150 sq ; 
December, Nevin bad affirmed in eonversa- extracts from manuscript Minutes of General 
tion tbftt‘ it is no blasphemy to any Chnsl Syu «l, manuscript Sketches of the Hist, of 
is not God.’ Nevin, in a published letter Presbyterianism in Irelaid [1803], by William 
(11 June 1724), explained that lire convevsa- Campbell, D.D. [q, v.]; information from TV. I, 
Hon was on the duties of the civil mag istral e Addison, o,q„ assistant clerk of senate, G1 isgow.j 

lie bad alHnnsd that, for Jews to say Christ A. (i . 

is not God, though a sin, is not such bias- NEVISON, JOHN (1039-1086), high* 
nhemy as to call for civil punishment. wayman, is said to have been bprn at Ponte- 

1 The mitter was brought before the gone- frnot in Yorkshire in 1039. lie dialiii- 
ral synod, which met at Dungannon on gnishod himself at school by stealing apples 
10 June 1724, by Samuel Ilenry, minister and poultry, and finally stole the school- 
of Slant. A trial followed, which lasted ten master's hono and fled to Holland, Nevison 
days.” The synod required him to make an bore arms for a lime in one of the English 
immediate declaration of belief in the deity regiments in the Spanish service, hut he 
of Christ. On liia Tofusnl ho was out off returned to England soon afterllio Restora- 
(20 Juno) from ministerial fellowship. The tion, and betook himself to highway reb- 
senience was peculiar, for he was neither do- bery. The chaphoolc life of him gives a 
nosed, excommunicated, nor removed from derailed account of his exploits and escapes 
iii* congregation, . ( History of the Life ami Death of that 

In July 172 tNevin’s action against Eo.lilin noted ftighmyrnan, William Nevison, Lon¬ 
gue on at the Downpatrick assizes, The dou; printed for the booksellere, n.d.) In 
judge called for a definition of Ariunism, March 1070 he was tried and convicted at 
which was supplied by John Hears [q.V.j York assizes for robbory and horse-stealing. 
On hearing tliii evidence, ho pronouncod The depositiona show that Nevison robbed 
Echlin’s charge ‘ unmeaning, senseless, and in company with Thomas Tankard of Liu- 
undefined.’ Whether Nevin got damages is coin and Edmund Druoy of Nottingham, 
not known, When the Down presbytery and passed by the name of John llvncy or 
met in August, Hears, who was clerk, cnllpd Brace (Depositions from To 7, Castle, oil. by 
Novin’s name as usual, Novin’s friends in- James Rome, Surtues Koo. 3 BUI, pp. 210- 
aistad that his case should ho reheard, where- 221). On promising to discover his accom- 
npon the subscribing members withdrew, At plioes he was reprieved, and remained in 
the September meeting, Hoars was vemovod gaol for some years aftov, but, op be did noi 
from l lie clerkship, and Nevin’s uitmoetruok give the oxpected information, was drafted 
off the roll. Ou the exclusion (1720) of the into ‘ Captain Graham’s company designed 
non-subscribing prusbylory of Antrim from for Tangier,’ Nevison speedily escaped from 
the synod, Nevin was admitted a member his regiment, and began his old trade again, 
of it. Ho died in Marok 1744, and was sue- Sir John lloresbr, to whose endeavours his 
needed at Downpatrick in 1746 by his son, ipprahension had originally boon duo, urged 
William Nevin (d. 13 Nov, 1780), whoso JUurles II io issue a proclamation for his 
second son, also "William Nevin, was minister reprehension, representing that Nevison, he¬ 
at Downpatrick 1786-0, and aftorwards bo- ndes his notorious robberies, ‘had throotenoih 
came M.D. Thomas Nevin’s with was a foe doath of several justices of the peace 
daughter of James Fleming, minister of wherever hemal thovy (Rfmoirs of Sir John 
Lurgan, Demby, ed. Cartwright, p. 222), The king 

Nevin published: 1. 'ALetter to the Re- congonted to put a notice in tho 'Londoui 
vereud Mr. William Smith,’ &c., Belfast, 1724, Gazette,’ offering a reward of 204 to any one! 
8vo. 2,‘The Trial of Thomas Nevin, M.A.’, who arrested Nevison ( Qastatte, 27-31 Oct, 
&c., ReVast, 172*5, 8vo. 8. ‘A Review o? .081). The nolico states that Navison 
Mr. Nevin’s Trial,’ &c., Belfast, 1728, 8vo; hath lately murdered one Flotchor, who 
in reply to Robert McBride’s 'Overtures’ nad a warrant from a justice of peace to 
[see uhder MoBiudb, Joint, 1061 P-1718]. apprehend him.’ The oonfessionof Elizabeth 


oil the prospect!, of the non-subscribers, ospe 

eiuliv in reference to the reg turn donum. 

Early in 1724 Charles Echlin, a layma; 
of tho episcopal church at Bangor, oo. Down 

chargedNevm with Arianism. Nevin hrougly 

an action for defamai ion against Echlin. 1 c 
suimort Eclilin’s contention, an affidavit wai 
sworn (27 May 1724) by Captain "William 
TT„..vnm<rl.nn of Monevroa, co. Down, am 
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Burton, a member of Nevison’s gang, gives 
a detailed statement of a number of robberies 
committed by tliem on butchers, merchants, 
and other wayfarers. Their headquarters 
were at the Talbot Inn at Newark, aud York, 
Lincoln, Nottingham^ and Derby were the 
scene of their operations (Depositions from 
York Castle , pp. 269-262). Nevison was 
arrested on 1 March 1684-6 by Captain 
Hardcastle, at a public-house at Thorp, 
near Wakefield. Hardcastle conveyed him 
to York, where he was hanged on 15 March 
following, or, according to Gent, on 4 May 
1086. ' This,’ says the chapboolc, ‘ was the 
end of the remarkable Mr. Nevison, who was 
a person of quick understanding, tall in 
stature, every way proportionable, exceeding 
valiant, having also the air and carriage of 
a gentleman.’ A popular ballad records his 
virtues in the same stylo: 

' He maintained himself like a gentleman, 
Besides he was good to the poor; 

He rode about like a bold hero, 

And gained himself favour therefore. 

( Iegleddw, Ballads and Songs of Yorkshire, 
1860, p. 126). A tradition noticed by Mac¬ 
aulay represents Nevison as the real hero 
of the ride from London to York, popularly 
attributed to Turpin (History of England, 
8vo, 1868, i, 397). Macaulay and the olmp- 
book life both call Mm William, but the 
‘Depositions’ and the proclamation in the 
‘ Gazette ’ give Ms name as John Nevison, or 
Nevinson. 

[Authorities cited in the artiele. A life is 
also given in Charles Johnson’s Li vss of High¬ 
waymen and Pirates, folio, 1742, p. 103. See 
also Gent’sHistory of York, 1780,p, 227; Twy- 
ford and Griffiths’s Kecovda of York Castle, 
1880, pp. 24-28; Bloody News from Yorkshire, 
or the Great Kobbery committed by twenty 
Highwaymen, 4to, 1674.] O. n, F. 

NEVOY, Sie DAVID, Lord Heidt'e, 
afterwards Loud Nevoy (d. 1083), of Reidie, 
Scottish judge, was aregont at St. Leonard’s 
College, St. Andrews, out was deposed iu 
1649 (Lamokt, Diary, Maitland Club, p. 4). 
He was admitted an advocate 27 Nov. 1649, 
and acted os sheriff-depute of Forfarshire 
(Angus) under Cromwell. _ On 26 June 1661 
he was appointed an ordinary lord of ses¬ 
sion and was knighted, assuming as his title 
at first that of Lord Reidie. but afterwards 
that of Lord Nevoy. He died late in 1688, 
having married, on 21 April 1653, Margaret 
Hay, fourth daughter of the laird of Pitfours. 
Several of his letters to Charles II and Lau¬ 
derdale are among the Brit. Mus, Add. MSS, 

[Brunton and Haig’s Senators of the College 
of Justice; Lamont’s Diary, Maitland Club, pp. 


4, 84, 187, s.v. Navee; John Nicol’s Diary of 
Transactions in Scotland (Bannutync Club) no 
325-6, 366, 488; Books of Sederunt.] J. A. H, * 

NEVYLE, ALEXANDER (1544-1014), 
scholar. [See Neville.] ‘ ‘ 

NEVYNSON, CHRISTOPHER (i, 
1561), lawyer, was eldest son of Rowland 
Nevynson of Briegand, in the parish of 
Wetkeral, Cumberland, and first-cousin of 
Stephen Nevynson [q. v.] (Bekhy’s County 
Genealogies, p. 390; Nicolson and Been, 
Westmorland and Cumberland, i. 461; Ad- 
dit. MSS. 6620 f. 166, 6528 f. 46; Philipot 
‘Visitation of Kent,’ 1019-21, with additions 
by Hasted, in Addit. MS. 6607, f. 333). I c 
is possible that he at first contemplated a re¬ 
ligious life. lie is probably identical with 
the Christopher Nevynson who in 1633 was 
sub-prior of the convent of Ilulm Cultrum, 
in the parish of Wethers], and there was a 
likelihood of his becoming abbot there (sec 
State Papers, llenry VIII, 16 Aug. 1583 
and 11 Aug. 1636). On tho suppression of 
the monasteries he seems to have turned to 
law. He graduated LL.B, at Cambridge in 
1636, and LL.D. in 1689, and on 1 July of 
that year was admitted to the College of Ad¬ 
vocates. 

_ As a lawyer Nevynson acquired a reputa¬ 
tion for groat learning and professional skill, 
At the accession of Edward VI (8 Sept. 1547) 
ho was appointed a commissioner for the visi¬ 
tation of the dioceses of Westminster, Lon¬ 
don, Norwich, and Ely (SrBira, Ecoles. Mem. 
ii. 74; Wilkies, Concilia, iv. 9). In 1649 ha 
was a commissioner for the trial, ‘ for arrow 
of scripture,’ of Anne, countess of Sussex 
(Wood, Letters of Royal and Illustrious 
Ladies, iii. 240). lie was also present as 
ono of the king’s visitors at Pater Martyr's 
disputation at Oxford, 28 May-June 1649 
(Strym, Cranmer, p. 286; Foxn, Acts and 
Mon. yi. 298), and as one of tho judges aud 
commissioners of the process against George 
von Parre, an anabaptist follower of Joan 
Bochor [q. v.] of Kent (Wilkies, Concilia, 
iv, 89-46; SlEYPE, Ecoles. Mem. It i. 385; 
Butmtet, Hist, of the Reformation, v. 240). 
Nevynson’s will, dal ed 16 March 1660-1, was 
proved at Canterbury on 12 Sept. 1661. He 
is described as of Auisliam, Kent, and men¬ 
tion is made of his wife, his dauglitor Jane, 
and sou Thomas, and numerous cousins. He 
left the leases of not less than six manom 
to his son (Nicolas, Test. Vetusta). A sepul¬ 
chral brass to the son and tho son’s wife in the 
church at Eastry was dated 1590 (of. Addit. 
MS. 32490, f. 36). 

[Authorities quoted; Cooper’s Afhenm Cent.; 
Nicolas’s Testaments Vetusta, p. 733; Wilkins’s 
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Concilia; Charles Coote's Catalogue of English 
Civiliansj State Papers, Dorn. Henry VIII; Ad- 
dit. MSS 32490 f. 36, 6607 f. 333, 6620 f. 106, 
S62S f. 45, 6634 f. 57 ; Hutchinson's Cumber¬ 
land, l. 165; Hastod's Kent, iii, 217; Foster’s 
Alumni Oxon.] W, A. S, 

NEVYNSON, STEPHEN (d. 1581 P>, 
prebendary of Canterbury, born at Carlisle 
(Stbipe, Qrindal, p. 78), was second son of 
Richard Nevynson of Newby, Westmoreland, 
and first-cousin of Christopher Nevynson 
[q. y/J, who mentions him in nis will 1660-1. 
In May 1644 he was a pensioner of Christ’s 
College, Cambridge, where ho proceeded B.A, 
1644-6, commencing M.A. 1648, and LL.D, 
1653. Soon after 1644 he became fellow and 
tutor of Trinity. Among his pupils was the 
poet Cleorge Gascoigne [q. v.], who comme¬ 
morates ‘my maisters’stimulating efforts os 
a teacher in his ‘Dulce Bellum Incxpertis’ 
(199th stanza). 

According to Slrype ( Annals, i, 492), he 
lived obscurely at home under Queen Mary, 
After the accession of Elizaboth ho was ap¬ 
pointed, with Dr. Burton and Sergeant 
Fleetwood, a commissioner for the visitation 
of the dioceses of Oxford, Lincoln, Peter¬ 
borough, Coventry, and Lichfield (22 July 
1659; ib. p. 247). On 2 Jan. 1660-1 Nevyn- 
son, then described as D.O.L., was ordained 
deacon and priest (Stbyph, Qrindal, p. 73); 
and on the same day he was collated by 
Parker, in succession to Alexander Nowell 
[q. v.], to the rectory of Saltwood, with the 
annexed chapel of Hythe, Kent (Archao- 
lopia Cantiana^ xviii. 430, quoting Parker's 
manuscript register; CiitritToif, Nowell, p. 60; 
Hasted, Kent, iii. 410). lie apparently held 
the benefice till his death. Both in 1600 and 
1661 Nevynson aclod as commissary-gene¬ 
ral to Parker for the diocese of Canterbury 
(Stbipd, Parker, i. 144,186). In 1661 Parker 
directed him, os commissary-general, to se¬ 
cure a reasonable contribution towards the 
re-edification of St. Paul’s, and in 1602 de¬ 
sired him to prepare a return of the hospitals 
and schools in the diocese of Canterbury 
(Parker Corresp, Parker Soo. p. 106). 

In the convocation of 1603 Nevynson 
headed tho list of subscribers to tho articles 
as ‘procurator cleri Cant.,’ although he had 
distmguishedkimsolf in lliesamoconvocation 
by speaking and signing in favour of certain 
reforms in tho Book of Common Prayer 
(Strtpe, Annals, ii. 488,602; Bttbnut, Ilist, 
of the Reformation, vi, 481). He was made 
canon of Canterbury shortly before 1603. 
He declined to deliver to Archbishop Par¬ 
ker ‘certain writings of Archbishop Oran- 
mer ’ until Parker had obtained the aid of the 
privy council (see Stbypd, Parker, i. 270, 


cf. p. 620, and Parker Corresp. Parker Soc. 
pp. 191,196, cf. 819). In 1666 Nevynson was 
appointed vicar-general in the diocese of Nor¬ 
wich. That office he held at least till 1669. 
On1 Nov. 1670 he obtained a license of plu¬ 
rality to hold three benefices at the same time. 

In Parker's visitation of 1670 Nevynson 
was commissioned to examine such petty 
canons and vicars-ehoral as were suspected 
in religion (Stkypd, Parker, ii. 22). The 
mayor of Norwich in 1671 vainly requested 
the archbishop to permit Nevynson, with 
two others, to answer a challenge to a dis¬ 
putation put forth by one of the ministers of 
tlio strangers’ church at Norwich (ib. p. 84, 
iii. 186), In 1672 (26 May) Nevynson wrote 
to Burghley ( State Papers, Dom. 1672, 
lxxxvi. No. 60), advocating tho policy‘of not 
showing mercy to those who are disaffected 
towards Queen Elizabeth.' 

Ilasted’s statement in his ‘History of 
Kent,’ iv. 610, that Nevynson died in 1681, 
is professedly based on his will, which is said 
by Hasted to have been proved in the prero¬ 
gative court in October of that year. No 
such will oxisls there, nor was the will of 
any Nevynson (save of a Thomas Nevynson 
in 1580) proved in the prerogative court 
between 1659 and 1697. 

(For the pedigree soo under OuniSTOPnER 
Nevvnbox; State Papers, Dom, 1672, lxxxvi. 
No. 60 ; Blomofleld’s Norfolk, iii. 833; Hnsted's 
Kent, iii, 410, iv. 818; Strype’s Parker, Grrindal, 
and Annals; Burnet’s Reformation, vi. 481; 
Ohurton’a Nowell; Pooms of Gascoigne, ed. 
Hazlitt, pp. xvii, 193; Parker Gon-oap.; Nico- 
las’sTest, Vetuata, p. 736; Baker MS. xxiv. Ill; 
Martin’s Thotford, p. 39; private information.] 

W. A. S. 

NEWABBEY, Loud (1690-1040), Scot¬ 
tish j udge. [See Spottiswood, Sib Robebt.] 

NEWALL, ROBERT STIRLING (1812- 
1889), ongineor and astronomer, was horn 
at Dundco on 27 May 1812. Placed by his 
father in a mercantile office at Dundee, he 
early repaired to London, whore, in the 
employment of Robert BlcOnlmont, he car¬ 
ried on a series of experiments on tho rapid 
generation of steam, Having spent two 
yoars in promoting McOolmonl’s business 
interests in America, he took out a patent in 
1840 for the invention of wiro ropes, and in 
conjunction with his partners, Messrs, Liddell 
& Gordon, established at Gateshead-on-Tyne 
worksfor tkekmanufacfcure,their world-wido 
use quickly oreating a new and extsnsivo in¬ 
dustry of wire-drawing. The prpcessof their 
production, continually improved by him, was 
finally simplified by his introduction of a new 
machine in 1886, 
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The submarine telegraph cable assumed its 
definitive form through Newall’s initiative. 
He not only turned the insulating power of 
guttapercha to account for its construction, 
but added the decisive improvement of sur¬ 
rounding the guttapercha with strong wiies, 
The first successful cable, that laid between 
Dover and Calais On 26 Sept. 1851, was ac¬ 
cordingly turned out from his works, and he 
continued the manufacture 011 a large scale. 
In 1858 he invented the ' brake-drum ’ cud 
cone for laying cables in deep seas, and the 
apparatus is the only one now used. Owing 
to the scarcity of engineers competent to 
deal with the special diflieulties of the work, 
Nev all himfclf directed the submergence of 
many of his cables. Among those were the 
lines from T-Iolyhend to Ilowth, Dover to 
Ostend, Malta to Corfu, besides several others 
in the Mediterranean, Suez to Aden, Aden 
to liurrachee, Constantinople and Varna Lo 
Balaclava in 1856. For this last important 
sen ice his firm received the thanks of the 
government. Half of the first Atlantic cable 
was manufactured at his works. Under dis¬ 
astrous cucumstances Newell’s fortitudo was 
admirable. He never winced at the snapping 
and sinking of a cable worth thousands of 
pounds. The last submarino line laid by him 
personally was that connecting Ringkjobing 
in Denmark witk Newbiggen, Northumber¬ 
land, in 1868. 

Meanwhile be found time for scientific 
pursuits. A series of drawings of the sun, 
made by him from 1818 to 18651, are extant, 
and to uiB enterprise was due a great increase 
in the size of refracting telescopes. IIaving 
noticed at the Great Exhibition of ] 802 two 
immense discs of flint and crown glass re¬ 
spectively, by Messrs. Chance of Birming¬ 
ham, he acquired and placed them in the 
bauds of Thomas Cooke (1807-1868) [q. v,] o£ 
York, optician. The resulting object-glass 
was shown at the Newcastle meeting of the 
British Association in 1866; but the telescope 
was not ready for work until 1871. It was 
equatorially mounted on the German plan; 
it possessed the heretofore unprecedented 
aperture Of twenty-five inches, with a focal 
length of thirty feet. The delay, however, 
in Its completion frustrated Newall’s inten¬ 
tion of observing with it in Madeira, busi¬ 
ness compelling his almost constant pre¬ 
sence in England, 1 and the giant instrument 
was provisionally set up in the garden of 
Femdene, hisresidence neat Gateshead, wherB 
It attracted native and foreign visitors, but 
was ren dered nearly useless by adverse skies. 
Newall’s generous offers of it, first, in 1876, 
to a proposed physical observatory, then, in 
1879, to Dr. Gill, on a seven years’ loan, for the 


Cape Observatory, having come to nothing, 
he finally, on 9 March 1889, bestowed it* 
with its dome and appliances, upon the 
university of Cambridge for employment in 
stellar physics. 

Newall married, on 14 Feb, 1849, Mary, 
youngest daughter of Mr. Hugh Lee Pattin- 
son, F.R.S., who survives him. He leftfoni 
sous and one daughter. He was mayor of 
Gateshead in 1867 and 1808, was alderman 
of the borough and justice of the peace. The 
River Tyne commission in 1876 counted him 
as one of its most active membois, and he 
gave, with characteristic generosity, advice 
constantly in request on points connected 
with engineering. Ilis promising schemes 
for a supply of water to Newcastle, and for 
a weir at the mouth of the Tyne, were not 
carried into execution. Ho was elected a 
fellow of the Royal Astronomical Society 
in 1864, of the Royul Society in 1876, and 
became in 1870 a memborof the Institute of 
Mechanical Engineers. 1 Ho was decorated 
with the order of the Rose of Brazil in 1872, 
aud a degree of D.O.L. was conferred upon 
him in 1887 by the university of Durham. 
He died at Ferndene on 21 April 1889. 

Ho published two tracts: 1. ‘ Observa¬ 
tions on the Present Condition ol' Telegraphs 
in the Levant,’ Sea., London, I860. 2. ‘ Pacta 
relating to the Submarine Cable,’ London, 
1882. 

[Information from Mrs. Nowull and Mr, Arthui 
Newall; Monthly Notices Royal Astron 80 c. 
1.106; Proc. RoyalSoc.vol.xlvi.p.xxxiii(Loek- 
yor); Nature, xl. 50 (Rucker); Times, 26 April 
1889; Athenaeum, 27 April 1889; Ann lleg. 
1880, p. 141; Lnekyer’s .Stargazing, Past and 
Present, pp. 119, 302; Andri ot Iinyct’s Astro- 
numie Pratique, i, 142 ; Observatory, xii 197, 
220; Newcastle Daily Leader, 23 Apiil 1889.] 

A. M. O. 

NEWARK, first Babon. [Soe Leslie, 
Davxb, d. 1682.] 

NEWARK or NEWERK, HENRY M 
(d, 1290), archbishop of York, was probably 
a native of Newark, Nottinghamshire, and 4 
kinsman of William tie Newark, archdeacon 
of Huntingdon end canon of Lincoln and 
Southwell, who died in 1288 (Ln NnvJ^i'hifi’, 

ii. 49; Fasti Ebci'avmtxa, p. 849). Ilis own 
chaplain, another William de Newark, who 
succeeded him in his probend at Southwell, 
and ht j ld it from 1298 to 1340 (Ln Navn, 

iii. 428), was also doubtless related to him, 
Newark was one of the clerks of Edward I. 
For a few months in 1270 lie held the living 
of Baraby, Nottinghamshire (Fasti Mar, 
p. 851), and in 1271 received a prebend in 
St. Paul’s, London (Ln Nuvjd, ii. 806). Ed¬ 
ward employed him at the Roman court in 
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1276 and 1277 ( Fasdcra , i. 637,648), and, on 
the death of Archbishop Gifford, in 1279, 
appointed him one of the joint guardians of 
the temporalit ies of the see of York (Fryotw, 
Ecclesiastical Jurisdiction, iii. 221). In 1281 
he -was appointed archdeacon of Richmond, 
and held that office until 1290. He also 
teceived a prebend at York, which he ex¬ 
changed for another in 1283 (Ln NnvE, iii. 
137,214). He was in 1281 a commissioner to 
settle certain disputes with tho subjects of 
the Count of Holland (Foedern, i. 697), and 
in 1283 was appointed to arrange the ser¬ 
vices due to tho king from knights and 
others north of the Trent (ib. p. 026), and to 
collect, with another, the subsidy for the 
Welsh war in the bishopric of Durham 
(Pbtnkd, u.s. iii. 803). In 1287 ho was 
collated prebendary of Southwell, and the 
following yoar was vicar-goneral for Arch¬ 
bishop Homan us,to whom he had lant money 
(Fasti Ebor. p. SCI), and for whom, in 1203, 
he became surety for tho payment of a fine, 
lie was elected dean of York, and installed 
in Juno 1290 (Ln Nnvn, iii. 122), holding 
his probend in the church along with tho 
deanery. At the samodate he was appointed 
a joint commissioner to treat with the Scots 
(Fasdara, i 734, 736), and in June 1 201 was 
present at Norliain whon Edward hold tho 
process between the claimants of tho crown 
of Scotland (ib. p. 767), and was also with 
the Ling at Lerwick. In 1203 ho appears as 
holding a probend of Wells (Pju’mnd, u.s. 
iii. 677), and he must also have held the 
living of Basiuglmm, Lincolnshire, for he 
\aeated it in 1290 (Fasti jEbor. p. 861). In 
January 1290 ho wus appointed joint com¬ 
missioner to treat with the Counts of 
(Jueldorn and Holland (Fwdera, i. 836). Ilo 
was elected archbishop of York on 7 May 
(Ln Knvi), iii, 104), and the king wrote to 
Pope Boniface VllI recommending him and 
asking that the eloctiou might he confirmed 
(Pnrasra, u.s. iii. 676). The archbishop- 
elect also sent messengers to the pope asking 
that he might be excused appearing before 
him on account of tho war. IBs eleotion 
was confirmed, olid ho received the tempo¬ 
ralities in 1297, and having again sent to the 
pope for a I dispensation and far the pall, 
which was sent to him, he was consecrated 
at York bv Antony Bek (d. 1310) [<]. v.J 
bishop of Durham, and others on 16 June 
1298 (Waiter or IlBunrasuBaii, ii. 71; 
Kbiohion, o. 2607). Meanwhile, in 1297, 
as elect oi York, he held a Bynod of his 
clergy to discuss the king’s demand for a 
subsidy,'and, finding the king determined, 
made peace by offering him a fifth (Waiter 
or IIeminsburgh, ii. 118; Annals qf Dun ¬ 


stable, ap. Annales Monastics, iii. 406, 406). 
He was in that year summoned to Parlia¬ 
ment and was a member of the council of 
the Prince of Wales ( Parliamentary Writs, 
i. 66, 81, 78). As archbishop he bought a 
ieco of land at Kingston-upon-Hull, built 
ousos upon it, and gave the rents for the en¬ 
dowment of chaplains at his manors of Ca- 
wood, Burton, and Wilton, and of a priest to 
say mass at the altar of St. William, the arch¬ 
bishop, in York minster. He died on 16 Aug. 
1209, and was buried in his cathedral church 
(Trivet, p. 877; T. Stubbs, ap. Historians 
cf York, ii. 410). During his short archi- 
opisoopate the old quarrel between the Arch¬ 
bishops of York ana the Bishops of Durham 
was not continued, for he was a friend of 
Bishop Antony Bek. 

[Authorities quoted; Baine’a PaBti Ebor. pp, 
349-63, contains a full life with references; Le 
Nevo’b Fasti, ii, 48, 366, iii. lot, 122 137, 211, 
428, ed. Hardy; Bymer’s Feeder*, i. 637, 643, 
697, 734,736, 767 (Record edit.); Prynne’sEccl. 
Juris, iii. 224, 303, 677, 676; Pari. Writs, i. 66, 
61,78, ed. Pulgravej Trivet, p. 377 (Engl. Him. 
Snc.) ; Ann. of Dunstable, up. Ann. Monust, iii. 
405, 406 (Bolls Her.); Cal. Patent Bolls, Ed¬ 
ward 1, 1893.] W. 11. 

NEWBALD or NEWBAUD, GEOF¬ 
FREY DU (d, 1283), judge, is first men¬ 
tioned as being appointed, oil 24 Oct. 1276, 
an assessor in the counties of Norfolk aud 
Suffolk of tho fifteenth grantod by the pre¬ 
lates, earls, and barons (Pari. Writs, i. 769). 
In Michaelmas term 127C he was present 
in lull council when judgment was given 
against Gilbert do Clare, earl of Gloucester 
[q, v.], in a suit concerning cortain lands 
Lolwoen him and the king; on 9 Nov. in 
the same year he was appointed a justice 
to hold ploaB in the priory of DunBlable. 
On 20 Aug. 1277 lie became chancellor of 
the exchequer, with a salary of forty marks 
(Cal. Dot. Fat, p. 47), an appointment which 
was confirmed two years later (ib. p. 48). 
Newbald aleo appears as * custos ’ of the 
hishoprio of Durham (liman, i. ii. 630), 
and wae presented to the church of RonboTy 
(? Rolhbury) in the samo diocese. The bishop 
refused to admit him, and the issue of his 
putitiou to parliament is not recorded ( Rolls 
of Parliament, Index). In 1278 lie received 
grants of money to provide for the journey 
of Alexander, Idng of Scots, to Westmin¬ 
ster; and was present there on 29 Sopfc., when 
Alexander did homage toEdward. an 1280-1 
he.was granted lands in Lincolnshire. He 
also keldland in Rent, and in 127Q had some 
litigation with the proctor of Monks Hor¬ 
ton priory ( Archceohyia Cant. x. 278). On 
16 iNdvi 1282 he was granted the prebend of 
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llunderdon in Hereford Cathedral {Cal. Pat. 
Rolls , Edw, If p. 40 ; of, Lb Neve, i. 609, 
■where the name appears as Newland). He 
was also dean of St. Martin’s-le-Grand, Lon¬ 
don, He died in January 1283. Examples 
of his seal are preserved in the British Mu¬ 
seum {MSS. Cat. of Seals). 

[Foss’s Lives of the Judges; Pari. Writs, i. 
759; Calend.Rotul.Patentium, pp. 47-8; Polls 
of Parliament; Rymer’s Feeders, 1818 odit. I. 
ii. 530, 683; Rotulorum in Scaceario Abbre¬ 
viate, i. 37; Dtigdnla’s Chron. Senes, p. 26; 
Madox's Exchequer,ii. 52,62,321; Archseologia 
Contiana, x. 278.] A. F. P. 

NEWBERY, FRANCIS (1748-1818), 

ublisher, horn on 6 July 1743, was son of 

ohn Newbery [a. v.l the publisher, of St, 
Paul's Churchyard. Alone of his brothers he 
survived his father. After receiving pro- 
liminnry education at Ramsgate and Ilod- 
desdon, Hertfordshire, he entered Merchant 
Taylors’ School in 1768, and matriculated 
from Trinity College, Oxford, on 1 April 1762. 
Four years afterwards he migrated to Cam¬ 
bridge, but took no degree in cither university. 
During his school and university career he 
came in contact with many well-known men 
of letters,. He was passionately addicted to 
the violin, and spent much time in private 
theatricals, to the detriment of Ilia. studies, 
lie appears to have studied chemistry and 
medicine, hut on the death of his father in 
1767 he abandoned, on the advice of his 
father’s friends, Dr. Johnson and Dr. James, 
the design of a professional career, and turned 
his attention to the business of patent-medi¬ 
cine selling and publishing which his father 
had created. In connection with the contro¬ 
versy which raged round the death of Oliver 
Goldsmith and the mistake about James’s 
fever powder, the patent of whioh belonged 
to Newbery, he published a voluminous state¬ 
ment of the case, with a view to vindicating 
the fame of his medicine [see James, Ro¬ 
bert]. In 1770 he transferred tho patent- 
medicine part of the business to tho north¬ 
east corner of St. Paul’s Churchyard, leaving 
the hook publishing at the old spot, Tho 
firm was subsequently known as ‘ New- 
hery & Harris,’ to whom in 1885 succeeded 
Messrs. Griffiths &Farrtui [of. Harris, John, 
1766-1846]. 

Newbery was described by a contemporary 
1 as a scholar and a poet, and a lover of musio,’ 
Many of his original compositions were set 
to musio by Dr. Crotch ana others, He was 
veTy intimate with the composer Oallcott, 
who set to music as a glee 1 Hail all the dear 
delights of home,’ a poem by Newborv. 

Di\ Johnson seriously affronted him by tell¬ 
ing him that he had better give his fiddle to 


the first beggar-man hornet, and subsequently 
defended himself for the remark by the as¬ 
sertion that the time necessary to acquire a 
competent skill on a musical instrument must 
interfere with the pursuit of a profession 
whioh required great application and multi¬ 
farious knowledge. Newbery was an ardent 
sportsman, and in 1791 purchased the estate 
of Lord Heatlifield in Sussex, whioh subse¬ 
quently passed into the bands of Sir Charles 
Blunt. Newbery died on 17 July 1818, 
He had married Mary, daughter of Roben 
Raikes [q, v.], the founder of Sunday schools, 
lie made many translations from classical 
authors, particularly Horace, whioh are to 1 m 
found in tho work entitled ‘ Donum Amicis: 
Verses on various occasions byF.N., printed 
by Thomas Davidson, Whitefriurs, 1816,’ 

NewhBry must he distinguished from his 
first cousin, also Francis Newbery, of Pater- 
nostor Row, bookseller and publisher, The 
latter was intimately allied in business with 
his uncle, John Newbery, and was the pub¬ 
lisher of tho * Vicar of Wakefield.’ ne pub¬ 
lished the ' Gentleman’s Magazine ’ from 1767 
till his death on 8 Juno 1780. 

[Manuscript autobiography in the possession 
of tho Newbery family; Records of my Life, by- 
John Taylor, London 1882, ii. 204, Seo also 
Prior's Life of Goldsmith; Bohn edition of 
Goldsmith’s Works, ed, Gibbs; Forster’s Lite 
of Goldsmith; and Welsh’s Bookseller of tho 
Last Century.] O. W. 

NEWBERY, JOHN (1713-1767), pub¬ 
lisher and originator of many books for the 
young, bom in 1718 at Waltham St, Law¬ 
rence, Berkshire, was son of a small farmer. 
He acquired the rudiments of learning in 
the village school, but wns almost entirely 
self-taught in other branches of knowledge. 
He was an untiring reader, and soon obtained 
a wide knowledge of literature. In 1780 he 
went to Reading, nnd found congenial occu¬ 
pation as assistant to William Oarnan, pro¬ 
prietor and editor of one of the earliest 
provincial newspapers, tho ‘ Reading Mei- 
cury.’ Carnnn diocl in 1737, and left all his 
property to Lis brothor and to Newbery, who 
married his employer's widow, although she 
was six years older than himself. After 
malting a tour of England—and his common¬ 
place books shed some curious light on the 
manners and customs of his timo—Nowberv 
began publishing at Reading in 1740. Iii 
1744 he opened a warehouse in London, 
removing in 1746 to the Biblo and Sun in 
St. Paul’s Churchyard. Here ho combined 
with his work of a publisher the business of 
medicine vendor on a largo scale. The fever 
powder of Dr. Robert James [q.V.] was a 
chief item of bis stock, 
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As a publisher Newbery especially iden¬ 
tified himself with several newspaper enter¬ 
prises in London and the provinces, and 
employed many eminent authors to write 
for his periodicals. In 17(58 lie projected 
‘TheUniversal Chronicle or Weekly Gazette, 
in which Johnson’s papers called the ‘ Idler’ 
were first printed, lie started on 13 .Tan. 
1760 the ‘Public Ledger,’ in which Gold¬ 
smith's ‘Citizen of the World’ first saw the 
light. He undertook the separate publica¬ 
tion of the * Idler ’ and the ‘ Rambler,’ as 
well as Johnson’s ‘Lives of the Poets,’ and 
thus came into close connection with llr. 
Johnson. Olh or Goldsmith seoms to have 
written for his ‘ Literary Magazine ’ as early 
as 1757. He nlso wrote for Newbery his 
‘Life of Beau Nash ’ in 1702, in which year 
he went to reside in a country lodging at 
Islington kept by a relative of the publisher ; 
end when the poet was in dire straits in 
1708 Newbery advanced him Ilf. npnn the 
‘Traveller.’ It was not to him, however, 
but to his uepliowFrancis, that Johnson sold 
the MB. of Goldsmith’s ‘Vicar of Wake¬ 
field ’ for 001. in that same year. Another of 
Newbery'slilerary clients, OliristopherSmarf, 
married his stepdaughter, Anna Maria Car- 
jiau, and Newbery showed much kindness to 
Smart's wife and daughters [see Le Noir, 
Elizabeth Anne]. The unfortunate Dr. 
■William Dodd, who was hanged for forgery, 
was connected, like Smollett, with the ‘Bri¬ 
tish Magazine,’and lie also edited from 1700 
to 1707 the first religious magazine, which 
was projected by Newbery in 1760, and was 
styled ‘The ChristianMagazino.’ 

Newbery was the first to make the issue 
of books specially intended for ohildren an 
important branch of a publishing business. 
The tiny volumes in his ‘Juvenile Library' 
were bound in flowered and gilt D ut cb paper, 
the secret of the manufacture of which lias 
been lost. They included ‘ The Renowned 
History of Giles Gingerbread, a Little Hoy 
who lived upon Learning; ’ ‘Mrs. Margery 
Two Shoes' (afterwards Lady Jones); and 
'Tommy Trip and his Dog Jowler,’ lie also 
inaugurated the ‘Liliputiau Magazine’ [soo 
Jones, Griffith, 1722-1786], The author¬ 
ship of these ‘classics of tlio nursery’ is an 
old battle-ground. Nowbery wrote and 
planned some of them himself, ‘ lie was,’ 
says Dr. Primroso in Ibe ‘Vicar of Wake¬ 
field,’ ‘when we mot him at that time actually 
compiling materials for tho history of one 
Mr. Thomas Trip; ’ and if this can hardly bo 
accepted as proof positive, says Mr, Austin 
Dobson, it may be asserted that to New- 
bery’s business instinct are due those inge¬ 
nious references to his different wares and 


publications which crop up so unexpectedly 
in the course of tho narrative. For example, 
in ‘ Goody Two Shoes’ wo are told that the 
heroine's father ‘ died miserably’ because he 
was ‘ seized with a violont fever in a place 
where Dr. James’s powder was not to be 
had,’ Newbery's account-books and those of 
Beniamin Collins of Salisbury, with whom 
lie tv aB associated in many publishing enter¬ 
prises, show that he was assisted in the pro¬ 
duction of many of his bookB for tho young by 
Oliver Goldsmith, Dr. Johnson, Giles Jones, 
and loss known authors of his time. 

Newhory’s portrait is for ever enshrined 
in the pages of the ‘Vicar of Wakefield!.’ 
‘ That glorious pillar of unshaken orthodoxy,’ 
Dr. Primrose, formerly of Wakefield, for 
whom, as all the world knows, he had pub¬ 
lished a pamphlet againsttlio doutorogainiRts 
of the age, describes him as a ‘reel-faced, 
good-natured little man who was always in 
a hurry,’ * lie was no sooner alighted,’ says 
the worthy vicar, ‘but he was in haste to be 
gone, for he was evor on businoss of the 
utmost importance.’ An article in the ‘ Idler,’ 
gently satirising Newbery as Jack Whivler, 
by Dr. Johnson, confirms this: ‘ AVlion he 
enters a house liis first declaration is that lie 
cannot sit down, and so short arc his visits 
that ho seldom appears to have come for any 
other reason but to say he must go.’ ‘The 
pliilnnl kropic bookseller ’ of St. Paul's Church¬ 
yard was plainly a hustling, multifarious, and 
not unkindly personnge, though it is equally 
plain that lus philanthropy was always under 
the watchful cave of his prudence. Essen¬ 
tially commercial and enterprising, ho ex¬ 
acted his money’s worth of work, and kept 
records of his cash advances to tho needy 
authors by whom ho was surrounded. New¬ 
bery died on 22 Deo, 1707, at his house in 
St. Paul’s Churchyard, and was Bucoooded in 
his business by liis son Francis, who is sepai- 
rately noticed. 

Goldsmith is supposed to have penned the 
riddling epitaph; 

Wlial we say of a thing that hut just come in 
fashion, 

And that which wo do with tho doad, 

Is the narao of tho honcslcst man in tho nation: 

"What more of a man can be said? 

[Walsh’s Booksellor of tho Last Century, 
London, 1885, and manuscripts in possession of 
tho Newbery family. Soo also Prior’s Life of 
Goldsmith; Forster's Lifo of Goldsmith, passim; 
Goldsmith’s Works, ed. Gibbs; Vicar of Wake- 
Sold, ed. (with profneo) Austin Dobson; a re¬ 
print in iaesimilo of Goody Two Shoos, with 
Introduction by Clmrlog Welsh, London, 1881; 
Notes and Queries, Oth ser, vii. 124, 232. 7th 
ser. i. 608; ICnight’s Shadows of tho Old Book- 
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sellers, pp. 233-48; Nichole's Lit. Anecdotes; decease not nor oppresse him” Dent. 23 
Boswell’s Life of Johnson, ed, Hill, i. 330, 850, j Leviticus 19. Imprinted at London in All 

derogate St., by Alexander Laoy, dwtdlynj 

beside the Wall, the xxv of April 1003.’ ^ 
unique copy is in the Altkorp Library, now 
at Manchester, and it was privately reprinted 
in Huth’s ‘Fugitive Tracts,' 1876. It i 8 a 
quarto of eight pages, especially oompiludfor 
children. It is entirely m verse, and the 
preface, to ‘ all occupations now under the 
sunne,’ calls upon the men of all trades by 
name to come and buy of the wares of IJives 
Pragmatious, to the end that the childrea 
may learn to read and write their designs- 


iii. 4, mo, iv. 8.] C. W 

NEWBERY, RALPH or RAFF {ft, 
1560), publisher, carried on his business as 
both printer and publisher in Fleet Street, a 
little above tbe Conduit. Thomas Powell the 
publisher had been the previous tenant of 
thehouae, and Powell had succeeded Thomas 
Berthelet, Newbery was made lree of the 
Stationers’ Company 21 Jon. 1500 (Register t 
i. 21), was warden of the Company in 1583, 
and again in 1590, and a master in 1698 and 
1G01. He gave a stock of books, and the 
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privilege ofprintrag,to he soldfortlie henefit I tions, as well as their wares and implements, 
of Christ’s Hospital and Bridewell. Newbery’s | The names of the trades and of the wares 
first book, ‘Pallengenius ’ (74. p. 127), was 


dated 1560, and his name appears on many 
of the most important publications of bis 
day, such as ‘IlalduyVs Voyages,' ‘Ho- 
liuslied’a Chronicle ' (1584), a handsome 
Latin Bible, in folio (by Junius TrfsmeUius, 
&c.), 1693, which he published in conjunc¬ 
tion with George Bishop and R. Barker, 
Among the other productions of Ilia press 
nuiv lie noted ‘ Eclooes. Euitanbes. and 


1 wsres 

offered are curious and interesting, shedding 
some side-lights on the manners and customs 
of the period. 

The author may possibly bB Identical with 
a London publisher of the same name who 
issued in 1580 ‘ABriefe llomily . . . mads 
to be used throughout the Diocese of Lin¬ 
coln.’ 

Another Thomas Newbury (11. 1656), a 

■ _1.1. .1. ..1 • lotro 1 • 1 '' 


may be noted 1 Ecloges, Epituphes, and printer, published in 1666, at his shop, at 
Sonattes,’ written by Darnabe Googe, 1508 ; the Three Lions, near the Exchange, ‘ liules 
Glow’s ‘Annals,’ 1592 and 1001: ‘A Book 1 for the Government of the Tongue,’ hy E, 

f tlin TmtAnfi/m nf flio A rf. nf NTn vlanfinn ’ I TJawnn- 


of the Invontion of the Art of Navigation, 1 
London, 1578, 4to; An ancient Historie 
and curious Chronicle,’ London, 1578. In 
1590 he printed in Greek type Chrysostom's 
works. No Look was entered on the Sta¬ 
tioners' registers under his nurne after 81 May 
1603, when he received a lieunse, together 


Reyner. 

(■Field’s Child and his Book; Lowndoa’sBibl 
Man. (Bohn), 1082.] C.W. 

NEWBOLD, THOMAS JOHN (1807- 
1850), traveller, son of Francis Newbold, 
surgeon, of Macclosiield, was bom there on 


with George Bishop and Robert Barker, to 8 Feb. 1807, and obtained a commission at 
issue a new edition of Thomas James’s i onsign in the 23rd regiment Madras light in- 


1 Bellum Papule.’ Ralph acorns to have re¬ 
tired from business in 1605 (cf. Abhee, iii. 
162, and index). John Newbery, apparently 
a brother, was a publisher at the sign of the 
Ball, in St. Paul’s Churchyard, from 1694 
till his death in 1003, when his widow, Joan, 
continued the concern for a year longer. 
Nathanael Newbery pursued tbe Bams occu¬ 
pation tram 1610 to 1634, chiefly dealing in 
puritan tracts. 

[Arber’e Transcript of the Stationers' Regis¬ 
ters, vole. i. ii. and hi. pHssim; Ames’s Typogr. 
An tig. (Herbert), vol. ii. 1786; Timperley’s Eu- 
cyclopedia of Literary and Typographical Anec¬ 
dote, 1842.] C. W. 

NEWBERY, THOMAS (fi. 1563), was 
’author of ‘ Divea Pragmatious i a Books in 
Englyssh Metre of the great Marchaunt 
Man called Dives Pragmaticus, very preaty 
for Children to rede: whereby they may the 
better and more readyer rede and wryte 
wares and implements in this World con- 
tnyned. ... “ Whan thou sellest ought 
unto thy neighbour or byes! anything of kun, 


funtryunder the Fttatlndia Company in 1828, 
Arriving in India in that year, he parsed a 
very creditable examination in Hindustani 
in 1830, and in Porsian in 1881. From 1830 
to 1835 he was quartermaster and interpreter 
to his regiment. Proceeding to Malacca in 
1832, he became lieutenant in 1834. While 
in command of the port at Lingy, he seized 
and detained a boat which had conveyed sup¬ 
plies to one of the native belligerents be¬ 
tween whom the government of Malacca 
desired to maintain a strict neutrality. On 
his prosecution bv the owner, the legality of 
the seizure could not be maintained; but 
Newbold’B conduct was approved by the 
court, and he was reimbursed his expenses. 
Arriving at the presidency with a detach¬ 
ment of his corps in August 1885, he wm 
approved aide-de-camp to Brigadier-general 
E. W. Wilson, O.B., commanding the ceded 
districts, an appointment whioh he held until 
1840, He was appointed deputy assistant 

J uartermaster-geneml for the division in 
838, and deputy assistant adjutant-general 
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and postmaster to the field force in tlie ceded 
districts in 1830. 

During Ilia residence of three years in the 
Straits of Malacca, where he had constant 
intercourse with the nativo chiefs on the 
Malayan peninsula, Newbold had accumu¬ 
lated materials for several papers contributed 
to the journals of the Asiatic societies of 
Bengaland Madras, These papers formed the 
basis of his ‘ Political and Statistical Account 
of the British Settlements in the Straits of 
Malacca . . . wit li a History of the Malayan 
States on the Peninsula of Malacca,’ London, 
2 yols. 8vo, 1830. Forty copies of this work 
■were taken for the use of the court of di¬ 
rectors of the East India Company. New- 
bold also demoted much time to tho investi¬ 
gation of the mineral resources of Indio. lie 
visited the Kupput Gode range of hills in 
the Southern Muhratt a country, where lie ob¬ 
tained speciinensof gold-dust; the iron mines 
of the Salem district, the lead mines of the 
Eastern Ghauts, the diamond tracts, and 
many other localities, lie was one of the 
leadmgauthoritias on the geology of Southern 
India, which ho investigated with great 
thoroughness. The results of his observa¬ 
tions wero published from time to time in 
the journal of Lho Asiatic Society and other 
scientific periodicals. 

Newbold left Lidia on leave of absence 
early in 1840, and visited GebelNakasin Ike 
peninsula of Mount Sinni in J uneof that year. 
Ilewns elected a member of the Asia:ic So¬ 
ciety on 5 June 1641, and during a residence 
of some montheiu Eng land read several papers 
before the society. lie also persuaded the so¬ 
ciety to addross a letter to the pasha of Egypt, 
protesting against tlie demolition of the re¬ 
mains of antiquity by his officers, Newbold 
was an accomplished oriental scholar. As 
early as 1831 ho formed the project of com¬ 
piling an account of somo Persian, Hindu¬ 
stani, Arabic, Turkish, and Malayan poets, 
with extracts from tlioir compositions; and 
he published a notice of somo Persian poets 
in the Madras ‘Journal of Literature and 
Science.’ While he was in England ho pro- 
sealed to the Asiatic Society severul Persinn 
and Hindustani manuscripts, somo spoci- 
mensof Malay pnntuns, a biography ofTurkish 
poets, which he had procured at Constantin¬ 
ople; a collection of specimens of useful rocks 
and minerals found in Southern India, and a 
sculptured oUering-stone, bearing lrierogly- 
phical marks, brought by him from the ruins 
of Gon-el-Eebir. Among the manuscripts 
was Schfih Muhammad Kamal's 1 fiiojma 
ulintikhilb,’ which formed the subject of a 
correspondence betweenNewboldand Garcin 
de Tassy, upon the publication by the latter 


in the ‘Journal Asiatique ’ of his ‘Sftadi, 
auteur des premieres poesies hiodoustanies.’ 

Newbold was promoted to the rank of cap¬ 
tain on 12 April 1812, and was readied to 
India in the following Muy. Arriving at 
Madras, ho wns appointed assistant to the 
commission at Xurnool, on a salary of two 
hundred rupees, in addition to his military 
allowances, and also to command the horse, 
lie was assistant to the agent to the gover¬ 
nor of Fort St. George at Kurnool and Bun- 
ganahilly from 1843 to 1848, when he was 
appointed assistant to the resident at Hyder¬ 
abad. He was permitted to go to Egypt 
for two years in June 1845. He died at 
Mahabuleshwar, ‘too early for his fame’ 
(Buiuon), on 20 May 1850. 

Among other subjects of Newbold’s in¬ 
vestigations may be mentioned tlie geology 
of Egypt, the Olienchwars, a wild tribe in¬ 
habiting' the Eastern Ghauts, the gipsies of 
Egypt, of Syria, and of Persia; the ancient 
sepulchres of Pdnduvaram, North Arcot, the 
sites of Ashteroth, of II ai or Ai, the royal 
city of tho OanaanituB, and of tlie ‘peven 
churches of Asia.’ In the Itoyal Society’s 
catalogue forty-six scientific papers are men¬ 
tioned of which Newbold was tho author. 

[Information supplied by the India Office; 
Asiatic Journal, May-August 1811 pt. ii. p. 
637, Septembor-Deoember 1811 ii. 39fi, Jftnu- 
ary-April 1842 i. 198, ii, 91, 182, 183, 261, 
252, 300, 307, May-August 1842 ii. 171 ; 
Journal Asiatique, November 1848, pp. 801-9; 
Geologist, 1842, p. 108; Journal of tho Royal 
Geographical Society, 1840, xvi. 831-8; Journal 
of the Asiatic Society, vii. 78, 113, 129, 100, 
161,167, 202, 203, 216, 219, 220, viii. 138,213, 
271, 816,336, ix. 1,23, xii, 78, xili. 81,90; Cal¬ 
cutta Bo view, Jannary-June 1848, ix. 314; 
Geological Survey of India, v. 76, vii. 140, xvli. 
28; Annual Register, 1860, p. 282; Gent. Mag. 
1851, i, 222; M'CullocIi’s Literature of Political 
Economy, p. 112; Lyell’s Principles of Geology, 
i, 431; Laurie’s Distinguished Anglo-Indians, 
p. 148; Hoynl Society’s Catalogue of Scientific 
Papon, iv. 398,390; Rbhricht’sBibliotheoaGoo- 
graphicn Palestine?, p. 423; Review of British 
Geographical Work during tho hundred years 
1789-1889, pp. 32,33, 07-9,100; Prince Ibru- 
hain-llilmy's Literature of Egypt and tho Sou- 
clan, p, 05; Lady Burton’s Life of Sir Richard 
Burton, ii. 627, 630.] W. A. S. H. 

NEWBOULD, WILLIAM WILLIAM¬ 
SON (1610-1886), botanist, bora at Shel- 
fiold on 20 Jan. 1810, was the son of a mer¬ 
chant trading with llussia. From a prepare 
tory school near Doncaster he proceeded to 
Trinity College, Cambridge, wbenoe he gra¬ 
dual od B.A. in 1842, and M.A, in 1845, Or¬ 
dained deacon in 1844 and priest in 1845, he 
became curate of Bluntiehcm, Huntingdon- 
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shire, find in 1818 of Oomberton, Cambridge¬ 
shire, but subsequently refused at least one 
li vingfrotn conscientious motives. About 18C0 
lie took up his residence at Tumham Green, 
London, spending much of his time in the 
botanical department and reading-room of 
the British Museum. He afterwaids lived 
for some years in Albany Street, Regent's 
Park, and, after taking temporary duty at 
Honington, Warwickshire, during a vacancy, 
he, in 1879, moved to ICew Green. IlerB, 
during the last seven years of his life, he 
constantly took part in the services at ICew 
and Petersham churches. lie died at ICew, 
16 April 18SG, and was buiied in Pulliam 
cemetery. Newbould mnriied a niece of tho 
Rev. James Fendall, rector of Comborton, 
who survived him. 

Newbould was a fallow of the Botanical 
Society of Edinburgh in 1841, an original 
member of the Ray Society in 1844, and a 
fellow of the Linnean Society in 18(i-'i. II is 
interest in botany, begun at his first school 
nnd fostered by the lectures of John Baliler 
[q, v.] at Sheffield, was intensified by the lec¬ 
tures of Professor J. S. TIenslow [q. v.], and 
the friendship of Mr. (now Professor) 0. 0. 
Babington, and Mr. Frederick Townsend at 
Cambridge. In 1842 he visited Jersey, in 
1846 Scotland, in 1848 Wales, in 1862 tho 
north, and in 18C8 the south of Ireland, 
the last four excursions being made in com¬ 
pany with Professor Babingt on j and ill 1802 
they joined M. Jacques Cay in North Wales. 
He also made several botanical excursions to 
the north of England. Though his know¬ 
ledge of British botany was almost un¬ 
rivalled, he can hardly be said to have pub¬ 
lished anything in hie own name. The title- 
page of the fifth volume of tho ‘ Supplement 
to English Botany ’ (1863) hears his name | 
but he always disclaimed all responsibility 
for it. He also signs, with Mr. J, G. Baiter, 
the introduction to tlie second edition of hie 
friend Ilewett Cottrell Watson’s ‘ Topogra¬ 
phical Botany ’ (1883), upon which he be¬ 
stowed much labour, nis acute discrimina¬ 
tion added fix e or six species to our know¬ 
ledge of the British flora ; but all bis attain¬ 
ments were employed in lielpingother scienti¬ 
fic workers rather than in making a reputa¬ 
tion for himself, Professor Bahingtou'h 'Flora 
of Cambridgeshire ’ (1800), Mr. G, S. Gib¬ 
son’s * Flora of Essex ’ (1862), Mr. Syrne’s 
' English Botany ’ (1863-72), Messrs, Moore 
nnd More’s ‘Uyhele Hibernica ’ (1806), 
Messrs. Trimen and Dyer’s ‘Flora of Middle¬ 
sex 1 (1869), Messrs. Davis and Lees’s‘ West 
Yorkshire Flora’ (1878), Mr, Townsend’s 
'Flora of Hampshire’ (1882), Mr. Pryor's 
‘Flora of Hertfordshire’ (1887), and Mr. 


Baguall’s ‘Flora of Warwickshire’ (1801) 
were all materially assisted by his pains¬ 
taking labours in examining herbaria, traa- 
scribing extracts from the early botanical 
writers, and revising proofs. Ilis nam e 
is commemorated by a beautiful genus of 
Biguoniaceae, Neivbouldia , dedicated in 1865 
by Dr. Seemann to ‘ ono of the most pains- 
taking of British botanists. Ilis herbarium 
is largely incorporated in that of Dr. Trimen 
in the British Museum, and most of his 
manuscript notebooks nro preserved in the 
botanical department. In addition to botany 
Newbould was much interested in phren¬ 
ology (the great phrenologist Spurzheim 
having, as he was pleased to relate, nursed 
him,as a boy, onhisknee) and in spiritualism. 
A total abstainer and almost a vegotavian' 
he exhibited practical sympathy with the 
wants of others, especially tlie poor. 

[Journal of Botany, 1880, pp. 159-74, nidi 
portrait.] G. S. B. 

NEWBURGH, NEUBOURG, or BEAU¬ 
MONT, HER It Y dh, Exitr. oi? Warwick 
(d. 1123), called after his lordship Neu- 
bourg, near Benumont-lo-ltoger, Normandy, 
younger son of Roger do Boaumont and 
Adoline, daughter of Wuloran, count of 
Meulan, is spoken of by Wace ns a brat# 
knight in 1066 (Homan de Hoiij ]. 11139, 
ad, Pluquet, ii. 127). Ilis name is included 
in some Battle Abbey Rolls (Lelamd, 3Tod- 
IlTBium, nnd tlie Dives Holl, drawn up 1866), 
but his presence at Hastings seems a matter 
of inference, and the prowess of his elder 
brother Robert [seo Bhatjmonx, Robert m, 
d. 1118, count of MoulanJ ia mentioned 
without any notice of him (William or 
Poitiers, pp. 134,1C6, ed. Giles ; Okulhic, 
p. 601). When tho Conqueror built the 
castle at Warwick in 1008 ho gave it into 
the keeping of Henry (ib. p. Cll), who, how¬ 
ever, probably lived mNormandy during tho 
greater part of the reign j for his name does 
not appear in Domesday, and he was in 1080 
a baron of the Norman exchequer (Floguli). 
In that year he, in common with his father 
and brother, persuaded the Oonquoror to he 
reconciled to his son Robert at Rouen (0n- 
nmtio, p. 672). Ho was made Earl of 
Warwick by William II, probably early in 
his reign, and received from the king the 
lands of a rich English noblo, Tkurldll of 
Arden j for as Thurkill’s successor he claimed 
certain lands in Warwickshire that Thurldll 
had given to tlio abbey of Abingdon. The 
abbot, to secure his goodwill and obtain a 
confirmation of the grant, offered him a mail; 
of gold, which he accepted, and confirmed 
the grant (Historia de Aliytydon t ii. 8,20,21), 
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~5e 'was a friend and companion of llin 
Conqueror’s youngest son Ilenry, and when 
there was division among the lords who 
met to choose a successor to William II in 
1100 , it was mainly owing to his advice that 
they chose Ilenry. He was a witness to the 
charter of liberties that Henry published 
at his coronation (Slums, Select Charters, 
p. 98), signed the king’s letter recalling 
Archbishop Anselm [q. v.], and was no doubt 
i member of the inner circle of Henry's 
counsellors (Fhheman, William Rufus, ii. 
362). When most of Henry's lords were J 
either openly or secretly disloyal and fa- i 
voured the attempt of Duke Robert in 1101, 
Earl Henry and his brother were among Ilia 
few that were faithful to the king. lie held, 
and iB said to have built, a castle near 
Ahertawy, or Swansea, which was unsuc¬ 
cessfully attacked by the Welsh in 1118 

i Brut, p. 128; Cabadoci or Llanoarvan, ed. 
’owel, p. 114). Jointly with his brother he 
was patron of the abbey of Prfaux, near Pont 
Audemcr in Narmandy, which had been built 
by his grandfather, Ilumfroy de Vielles, and 
where his father, Roger, hail ended his days 
as a monk in 1094. Moth the brothers loved 
and greatly enriched the house (Orderio, p. 
709), and Henry gave the monks the manor 
and church of Warmington in Warwick¬ 
shire, where they formed on alien priory. 
Ho founded a hospital, or priory, of Austin 
canons at Warwick in honour of the holy 
sepulchre, and of that order, which was 
finished by his eldest son Roger, and largely 
endowed the church of St.Mary, at Warwick, 
intending to make it collegiate, which was 
afterwards dono by Roger. IIo also began 
to form Wedgenock Parle, near Warwick, in 
imitation of the park IhottCingllenry formed 
at Woodstock. Ho diod on 20. June 1128, 
and was buried with liis fathers in the abbey 
of Prfaux (Ross, Account of Earls of War¬ 
wick, p. 229). Less prominent and less am¬ 
bitious than his brother, he was held in high 
repute; for he was prudent, active,_upright, 
and law-abiding, of pleasant disposition and 
holy life (Orderio, p. 709), My his wife 
Margaret, elder daughter of Geoffrey, count 
of Percho, ho had five sons, lloaor de Beau¬ 
mont (who suooeodod him ns Earl of War¬ 
wick, and died 1153), Henry (William op 
JuinfeGns,viii. 41),Robert do'Neubourg (who 
suoceedod to his father’s Norm an estates, 
became seneschal anil chief justiciar of Nor¬ 
mandy, was a bouofaotor to tlio abbey of 
Bee, assumed the monastic habit there, and 
in 1186 died and was buried at Bee), Geo (Troy, 
and Rotrou, who became archdeacon of 
Rouen, was consecrated bishop of Evveux in 
1189, was translated to the archbishopric of 


Rouen in 1103, and diod in 11S8 ( Gallia 
Christiana, xi. 48 -50, 570-8). He also had 
two daughters. His countess, Margaret, was 
beautiful and was famed for her noble and 
religious character. Sko was a benefactor 
to the Knights Templars and. to the canons 
of Kenilworth ( Monasticon , vi. 481; Baron¬ 
age, 1.69). 

[Authorities quoted; Orderic, pp. fill, 672, 
878,709, ed. Duchesne; William of Malmesbury m 
G osta Regum, v. ee. 393, 39*, *07, ii. 470, 471, 
483 (Bolls Ser.); William of Jumit'ges, vhi. e. 
41, p. 314, ed. Duchesne; Clirou. Nornunn. p. 
993,od.Duehei>no; Roquet'sEssai snrl’Ecliiquier 
do Normnudio, p. 11; Brut y Tywysogion, p. 
123 (Bolls Ser.); Boss's Earls of Warwick, p. 
229, ed. Henrno; Dngdalo’s Baronage, i. 68,09; 
Dugdale’s Warwickshire, i. 377-9, ed. Thomas; 
Dugdalo’s Monasticon, vl.60'2,1064,1326,1320; 
Tanner's Notitiu Monast. pp. 670-2; Duchess 
of Cleveland's Battlo Abbey Boll, ii. 865-8; 
Freeman's Norm. Couq. iv. 191; Freeman's Will. 
Buftis, i. 472, ii. 348, 368, 362, 366 ; Doyle's 
Official Bironage, iii. 671.] W. H. 

NEWBURGH, WILLIAM of (11313- 
1198 f), lustorian. [See William.] 
NEWBURGH, first Earl or. [See 
Livinostonb, Sir James, d. 1070.] 
NEWBURGH, Counhjss or (d. 1763). 
[See under Radolippd, James, third Earl 
op Derwuntwitdr.] 

NEWBTTH, Lord (1020-1098), Scot¬ 
tish judge. [See Baird, Sir John.] 
NEWCASTLE, HUGH op (fl. 1320), 
Franciscan, probably entered the Minorite 
order at NewcaatlB-on-Tyne. IIo was sent 
to Paris, where he attended the lectures of 
Duns Scotus, and incepted as S.T.P., and 
perhaps ns doctor of canon law. He at¬ 
tended the chapter of Perugia in 1822, and 
was one of those who issued tho famous 
letter to the pope on apostolic poverty. lie 
was buried in the convent at Paris. 

lie wrote n treatise, ‘ De Victoria Ohristi 
contra Anti-Uhristum/ which Bartholomew 
of Pisa calls ‘every beautiful treatise on 
Anti-Christ and the last judgment.’ Manu¬ 
scripts of this work are at Paris and Vienna. 
It was printed at Nuremberg in 1471. Of 
his 'Commentaries on the Sentences,’ the 
last half is in manuscript at Vienna. 

[Wadding’s Annalcs Minorum, vol. vi.; Bar¬ 
tholomew or Pisa’s Liber Oonformiletura, f. 128; 
Delisle’s Invcntairo des MSS. consorvis i la 
Bibliothique Impdriale, Sea.; Tabulie Code!. 
MSS. in Bibl. Palat. VindoboncnBl, &c.; Haiti’s 
Espsrt, Bibliogr.ipbicnm.] A. G, L. 

NEWCASTLE-ON-TYNE, Duels op. 
[See Cavendish, William, first Duke, 1592- 
1070; Holles, John, first Duke, of the 
second creation, 1682-171L] 
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NEWGASTLE-ON-TYNE, Duun>s or. 
[See Cavendish, Makoaket, 1624 P-1674.] 

' NEWCASTLE - UNDER - LYME, 
Dukes or. [See Peihah-IIolles, Thomas, 
first Duke, 1603-1768; Clinton, Henev 
Fiennes, second Duke, 1720-1794; Clin¬ 
ton, IlENEr Pelham Fiennes Pelham, 
fourth Duke, 1785-1851; Clinton, EEenet 
Peltiam Fiennes Pelham, fifth Duke, 
1811-1864.] 

NEWCOMB, THOMAS (1682P-1765), 
poet,boro about 1682, is commonly described 
as the son of a clergyman in Herefordshire, 
■who was living in 1728, and as great-grand¬ 
son, by his mother’s side, to Spenser (Giles 
Jacob, Poetical Register, 1723, ii. 118). The 
Oxford University records show, however, 
that he matriculated 15 April 1698, aaed 16, 
when he was described as son of William 
Newcomb of Westbury, Shropshire. 'pleb.' 
The Westbury registers do not date b iclc so 
far, but they show that members of the 
family were living in the parish at tha close 
of the eighteenth century. Newcomb was at 
Corpus Ohristi College, and graduated IS, A. 
on 30 March 1704. He was chaplain to the 
Duke of Richmond, spending no doubt most 
of his time at Goodwood; and he became 
rector of Stoplmm. Pulborough, in 1705, 
though the registers contain no reference to 
him: he was still rector when he published 
his chief poem in 1723. By 1706 ho was also 
lector of the neighbouring parish of Barlav- 
ington, and lie appears to have held that 
living until his death (Fostdh, Alumni 0.vo- 
nienscs, 1500-1714). 

Inl712 Newcomb published an anonymous 
entire, * Bibliotheca, a Poem occasioned by 
the sight of a modern Library,’ a lengthy 
piece which is chiefly interesting on account 
of tho picture of the goddess Oblivion, which 
Pope must have had in his mind in writing 
the‘ Duneiad; ’ the friendly notice of Steele’s 
writings; and the bitter attack on Defoe. 
In 1717 Newcomb wrote an ‘ Ode sacred to 
the Memory of the Countess of Berkeley,’ 
daughter of the Duke of Richmond, which 
Curll published nt therecommondat ion of Dr. 
Young, who was Newcomb’s friend. Young 
announced in the' Evening Post ’ for 29 Aug. 
that Curll was not authorised by him in 
publishing the ‘ Ode ’ with his letter prefixed, 
and Curll defendod hiniBelf in an advertise¬ 
ment in ‘Mist’s Weekly Journal’for 31 Aug. 
In 1719 Newcomb contributed an ‘Ode to 
Major Puck’ to the ‘Life of Atticus,’ pub¬ 
lished by Richardson Pack [q, v.], and in 
1721 lie published a translation of the ‘ Ro¬ 
man History of C. Velleius Paterculus,’ In 
1728 Newcomb brought out, by subscription, 


his longest work, ‘The Last Judgment of 
Men and Angels. A Poem in Twelve Books 
after the manner of Milton.’ This folio 
volume, of which there were large-paper 
copies, was dedicated to the Earl of March 
who succeeded liis father in tho dukedom of 
Richmond later in the year. The poem was 
written, says Newcomb, not for fame, hut to 
promote the great ends of religion. 

An ‘ Epistle to my worthy and learned 
friend, Dr. Gardiner, by whose care and 
friendship I was recovered from a dangerous 
fever in 1732,' is preserved, in Newcomb’s 
writing, in tlie British Museum (Add. MS. 
4156(12)). In subsequent years verBcs in 
honour of the Earl of Oxford and the Duke 
of Cumberland were published, and in 1767 
he brought out ‘ Mr. Hervey’s Contempla¬ 
tions on a Flower Garden, done into Blank 
Verse, after the manner of Dr. Young’ (reis¬ 
sued with additions m 1761). In the dedica¬ 
tion of tins book to the newly mnrriid wife 
of tiie third Duke of Richmond, Newcomb 
spoke of his age and infirmities In 1760 he 
dedicated to Pitt his ‘Novus Epigrammatum 
Delectus, or Original State Epigrams and 
Minor Odes . , . suited to the Times; ’ and 
in 1703 ho sent to the Duke of Koweastle, 
who had been nno of liis pntrons (Add MS. 
32992, f. 294), three pieces suggested by the 
indignities suffered by somo worthy noble¬ 
men and patriots. In this letter (Add. MS. 
32048, f. 681) Newcomb spoke of a signal in¬ 
stance of favour which he had received while 
living in Sussex for a little humorous ode 
sent to the DukeofNeweastlo. lie was now, 
ho said, over eiglity-fonr; gout, rheumatism, 
and the stone had reduced him to the weak¬ 
ness and imbecility of childhood. Tho Duke 
of Richmond had settled 10/. a year on him 
for lifo; ho hoped his remaining friends would 
add a little to this bounty. In 1762 Now- 
comb had spoken of himself to Young as 
ngod 87, hut Young told his ‘ doar old friend’ 
that he was persuaded this was a mistake, as 
he had always considered himself the older 
of the two (Nichols, Literary Anecdotes, ii. 
698) On 8 Mny 1704 Newcomb wrote again 
to the Duke of Nowenstle (Add. MR. 32058, 
f. 313), stating that the usual salary for 
supplying tho chapel at Hackney had been 
taken from him, by which he lost 80Z. a year, 
a severe blow, as his living in Susrcx was 
very small. He asked thoduke to contribute 
to a collection which friends were raising for 
him, and lie enclosod a Latin character of 
Wilkes, and verses displaying Wilkes in his 
true colours. Newcomb died at Hackney 
in 1705, and was buried there on 11 June 
In the following yoar his library was sold 
(Nichols, Literary Anecdotes, iii. 687). A 
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mezzotint engraving of Newcomb by J. 
Faber after Hawkins, was prefixed to his 
'Last’judgment,’ 1723. 

Besides the works already mentioned, 
Newcomb published : 1. ‘ To her late Ma¬ 
jesty Queen Anne, upon the Peace of 
Utrecht.' 2. ‘An Ode to the Memory of 
Mr. Rowe,’ S. 1 The Latin Works of the 
late Mr. Addison, in prose and verse, trans¬ 
lated into English.’ 4. A translation of 
Philips's ‘ Ode to Henry St. John.’ 6. ‘ The 
Manners of the Age, in thirteen Moral 
Satires.’ 0. * An Ode to the Queon on the 
Happy Accession of tlieir Majesties to the 
Grown,’ 1727. 7. ‘An Ode to tlio Eight Hon. 
the Earl of Orford, in retirement,' 1742. 
8. ‘A Collection of Odes and Epigrams, 
occasioned by the Success of the British and 
Confederate Arms in Germany,’1743. 9. ‘An 
Ode inscribed to the Memory of the late 
Enil of Orford,’ 1746. 10. ‘ Two Odes to Ilis 
Royal Highness the Duke of Cumberland,’ 
1746, 11. ‘A Paraphrase on some select 
Psalms.’ 12. ‘Garmon Seculare.' 18. ‘A 
Miscellaneous Collection of Original Poems.’ 
11. ‘The Consummation, a saorod Ode on 
the final Dissolution of the World,’ 1762. 
16. ' Vindicta Britannica, an Ode on the 
Royal Navy, inscribed to the King,’ 1759. 
16. ‘The Retired Ponitent, being a Poetical 
Version of the Rev. Dr. Young's Moral Con¬ 
templations. . . . Published with the con¬ 
sent of that learned and cminont Writer,’ 
1760, 17. ‘A Congratulatory Ode to tho 
Queen on her Voyngo to England,’ 1701. 
18. ‘On the Suecoss of the British Arms, a 
congratulatory Ode addressed to his Ma¬ 
jesty,’ 1703, 19. ‘The Death of Abel, a 
sacred Poem, written originally in the Ger¬ 
man Language,’ 1703. 20. ‘Mr. Horvey's 
Meditations and Oonl emplations, attempted 
in Blank Verse,’ 1764 (2 vols); a portion 
had already been issued in 1767. 

[Jacob’s Poetical Begislir, 1723, ii. 118-19; 
Nicholas Select Collection of Puems, 1780-1, iii. 
19-74, iv. 355-6, vn. 101—70 , liht of bjoks by 
the author at the end of 'Tho Consummation 
information furuibhud by the Rov. W. Newman, 
tho Eev. D. Llewelyn-D ivies, Mr. P. n. Hor¬ 
ding, and Mrb. Guise; Rawlmson MS. (Bod¬ 
leian) i. 451, xnii. 144 ] G. A. A. 

NEWCOMBE, THOMAS, tho elder 
(1627-1681), lting’B printer to Charles TI, 
was bora at Dunehureh, Warwickshire, in 
1627, Between 1666 and April 1600 he 
was the proprietor and print er of tho ‘ Mer- 
cutius Publicus’ and the ‘Parliamentary 
Intelligencer.’ On 20 May 1867 he pro¬ 
duced at Thames Street the first number of 
the ‘Public Advertiser,’ a weekly news¬ 
paper consisting almost ontiroly of adver¬ 


tisements and shipping intelligence. Prom 
about 1666 he reprmtedthe ‘ Oxford Gazette ’ 
under the title of the ‘ London Gazette,’ 
which up to 19 July 1888 is entered in the 
1 Stal loners' Register ’ as the property of ‘ Tho¬ 
mas Newcombe of the Savoy.’ Ha was also 
the proprietor of the ‘ Public Intelligencer/ 
On 24 Deo. 1676 the patent of king’s printer 
1 for the printing of all bibles, new testa¬ 
ments, hooks of common prayer, of all trans¬ 
lations, statutes, with notes or without, 
abridgments of the same, proclamations and 
injunctions,’ was granted to Thomas New¬ 
combe and Henry Hills for thirty years, 
commencing after the various tarns pre¬ 
viously grunted to Charles and Matthew 
Barker, which began 10 Jan. 1679, and came 
to an end 10 Jan. 1709. Tho patent of New¬ 
combe and Ilills consequently expired in 
1789, when it was assigned by their oxeen- 
tors to John Baskott [q. v.] and others. 

Tho third volume of Dugdnle’s ‘Monasti- 
eon ’ was printed by Newcombe in 1678. 
Ha was called to the bar of the nouse of 
Commons on 7 Nov. 1678 to account for a 
mat erial error in a translation of the ‘ Gazette' 
into French (Journals of the House of Com¬ 
mon*, ix. 634). Ho explained that the error 
was due to his translator, M. Moranville. 
IIo was an office-bearer of tlio company of 
Stationers, and left the company a silver 
bowl. He died 20 Dec. 1681, in Ins fifty- 
fifth year, and was buried at Dunehureh, 
whore, in tho south aisle of tho church, a 
tablot was erected by lus son. Ills widow, 
‘Mrs. Dorothy Hutchinson,’ diod 28 Feb. 
1718. 

TuosrAs Nnwrojrnn the younger (cl 1091), 
king's printer to Ckarlos II, James II, and 
"Willinm HI, son of the above, died 27 March 
1091, and was buried at Duncliurcli, TVar- 
wiokRliire. Ho left money to build alms¬ 
houses at Dunehureh. 

[Colvilo’s Warwickshire Worthies [1870] pp, 
641-3; Dtigdale’s Warwickshire, 1730, i. 285; 
Andrews's History of British Journalism, 1869, 
i. 49, 66-0 ; Bourne’s History of Newspapers, 
1887, i. 23, 39; Hansard's Typogr.ipliin, 1825, 
pp. 170-82; Timperley's Encyclopedia, 1843, 

9 ). 525, 661-2 ; Niohols’s Lit. Aneod, ix. 661, 
Instr. Lit. HiBt, iv. 204, Library Chronicle, ii. 
165.] H. R T, 

NEW COME, HENRY (1027-1695),non¬ 
conformist minister, fourth son of Stephen 
Neweome, rector of Caldicote, Huntingdon¬ 
shire, was horn at Caldicote, and baptised on 
27 Nov. 1627. Ilis mothpr was Bose, daugh¬ 
ter of Henry 'Williamson, B.D. (a native of 
Salford; rector of Oonington, Cambridge¬ 
shire), and granddaughter of Thomas Sparke, 
D.D. [q. v,J one of the puritan divines at tho 
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Hampton Court conference in 1001, Henry trations were only interrupted for one Sun- 
was early left an orphan; his parents were day. As early as. 0 May 1060 he publicly 
buried in the same coffin on 4 Feb. 1042. prayed for the king 1 by periphrasis,’ JJ 9 
He was educated by his eldest brother, conducted a religious service as prelimmaiy 
Itobert, who succeeded as rector of Caldi- to the proclamation of the king at Manohes- 
cole. On 10 May 1044 he was admitted at ter on Saturday, 12 May. His thanksgiving 
St. John's College, Cambridge, but owing to sermon (24 May), produced a great impres- 
the civil war his studies were intermitted sion. It was published with the title ' Osur- 
till 10 May 1643. He graduated B.A. 2 Feb. pation Defeated and David Restored.’ 

1648, M.A. 1 July 1651. On 24 Sept, 1047 The Restoration was fatal to his prefer- 
he became schoolmaster at Congloton, Che- ment. The constitution (1035)of Manchester 
shire, and soon began to preach. Hs was collegiate church, which had been, subverted 
already married when, on 22 Aug. 1648, ha in 1045, was restored, and three new fellows 
received presbyterian ordination at Sand- were installed (17 Sept. 1860). Great efforts 
bach, Cheshire. lie had a prospect of settle- were made to retain Newcome. A petition 
ment at Alvanley Chapel, in the parish of from 444 parishioners was backed by a testi- 
Frodsham, Cheshire; hut in October 1648 he monial signed among others by Sir George 
received a unanimous call to the perpetual Booth and Henry Bridgeman [q. y.] Q n 
cuiacy of Goostrey, Cheshire, through the 21 Sept. Charles II added his name to the 
interest of his wile’s cousin, Henry Man- list from which fellows were to be chosen, 
waring of Kerminclmm, in whose house he hut it was too late. The new fellows all 
subsequently lived. lie entered on liis had other preferments, so Newcome con- 
duties at Goostrey on 28 Nov. 1848, but tinued to preach as their deputy; his last 
Manwaring's intorest soon obtained for him sermon in the collegiate church w as on 
the rectory of Gawswortb, Cheshire, to 31 Aug. 1062, the Sunday after the coming 
which he removed on 8 April 1660. lie into force of the Uniformity Act. Si'gges- 
visited Manchester for the first time on tions were made that he should rccoive epi- 
10 Sept. 1661, and found some of _ his scopal ordination privately, but this was a 
mother's relatives, On25Deo.be subscribed point on which he would not g i\ e way. 
the ‘engagement ’ of fidelity to the existing lie remained in Manchester till the Five 
government, much against the grain, for lie Miles Act came into force (26 March 1660), 
was always a royalist, ne had already taken and then removed to Ellenbrook, in IVors- 
the ‘league and covenant.’ He was closely ley parish, Lancashire. At this time he 
associated with the religious work of John travelled about a good deal, making three 
Machin (1024-1664) [q. v.] In October 1063 visits to London. In June 1670 lie visited 
be joinod with Adam Martindale [q. v.] in Dublin, and received a call (23 July) to sac~ 
the establishment of a clerical union for ceed Edward Baynes at WineTavern Street 
Cheshire on the model of Baxter’s Worccs- moeting house, which he declined. On 
tersbire agreement. 16 Oct. 1070 ho returned to Manchester, 

On the death of Richard Hollinworth preached in private houses, and was fined for 
[q. v,], Newcome was elected (6 Deo. 1050) so doing. He took out a licence (21 April) 
one of the preachers at the collegiate church under the indulgence of 1672, and preached 
of Manchester. After much hesitation he publicly, first in his own house, and then in 
settled in Manchester on 23 April 1657. Ilis a licensed barn (at Cold House, near Sliude- 
mimstry was exceedingly popular. lie be- hill) after evening church hours, These ser- 
came a member of the first presbyterian vices were interrupted in 1674 and discon- 
classis of Lancashire, attending for the first tinued in 1676, but ho remained in Manches- 
time on 12 May 1667. He eat as delegate ter, performing such private ministrations as 
in the Lancashire provincial assembly in he could.. In February 1677 he was offered 
1G68 and 1669. IDs preshyterianism was a ohaplaincy to the widowed Countess of 
not of a severe type; and he entered warmly Donogall; he stayed five weeks at her house 
into the abortive proposals for an accom- in Loudon, hut declined the situation. On 
modation with independents formulated at the appeoranco (4 April 1687) of James’s 
Manchester on 18 July 1660. declaration for liberty of conscience, he 

Nowcome was deeply involved in the pro- preached publicly, first in a vacant house, 
parations for a royalist rising (5 Aug. 1059) then (from 12 June) in Thomas Stockton's 
under George Booth, first lordDelamer [q. v.] barn,whieh was speedily enlarged, and opened 
After the rout at Northwich (29 Aug.), Lil- (31 July) for worship ‘in the public time.' 
bmneputIIenryRoot(169OP-10O9)fq,v.]the lie took liis turn monthly at Hilton’s lee- 
mdependentintoNewcame'spulpitpSAugj,), ture at Bolton, Lancashire. On 7 Aug. John 
and he expected to he deposed, hut his minis- j Ohorlton [q y.] was engaged as his assistant. 
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A number of nonconformist minis) ors waited 
for James II at Ron ton Heath on 27 Aug.; 
Newcome as senior was expected to address 
the long; he put it off on Jollie, but James 
imve no opportunity for any address, The 
windows of the barn meeting-house wore 
broken (30 Nov.) by Sir John Bland, In April 
1693 a new meeting-house was projected; 
Newcome was doubtful of the success of the 
acheme. Ground was bought on 20 June 
at Plungen’e Meadow (now Cross Street) j 
the building was begun on 18 July, a gal¬ 
lery was added as a private speculation by 
agreement dated 12 Feb, 1694, and the meet¬ 
ing-house waB opened by Newcome on 24 June 
1694. It was wreckoa by a Jacobite mob 
in June 1716, and has since been enlarged, 
but much of the original structure remains, 

By this time Newcome had abandoned his 
presbyterianiam, and entered into a minis¬ 
terial alliance on the basis of the London 
union of 1690 [see Howe, John, 1680-1706], 
dropping the terms ‘ preebyterian ’ and ‘con- 
gregationol.’ A union of this kind was pro¬ 
jected m Lancashire in 1692. Newcome was 
moderator of ‘ a goneral meeting of ministers 
of the United Bietheren ’ at Bolton, Lanca¬ 
shire, on 3 April 1693. lie was appointed 
with Thomas Jollie on 4 Sept. 1894 Mo 
manage the correspondence’ for the county. 
This was his last public work; he preached 
only occasionally at his new chapel, deliver- 
inghis last sermon thero on 13 June 1696. 

He died at Manchester on 17 Sept. 1696, 
and was huried (20 Sept.) near the pulpit in 
lus chapel, Chorlton preaching the funeral 
sermon. Ilia inscribed tombstone is in the floor 
of the east aisle. Ilia portrait, finished 16 Sept. 
1668 by ‘Mr. Cunney,’ was engraved by II. 
White, and again by John Bull (1826) j Baker 
kas a poor woodcut from it. The original ie at 
the Lancashire Independent College, Whal- 
ley Range, near Manchester. He married, 
on 0 July 1648, Elizabeth (1020-1700), 
daughter of Peter Manwaring (d. 24 Nov. 
1664) of Smallwood, Cheshire, by whom he 
had (1) Rose, horn on 24 April 1649 and 
buried 4 May 1719, unmarried ; (2) Ilenry 
(see below); (3) Daniel, horn on 29 Oct, 
1062 and died 9 Feb. 1684; he was twice 
married and left issue; (4) Elisabeth, horn 
on 11 April 1066, died unmarried ; (6) Peter 
(bbb below). 

Newcome's most important work is his 
‘Diary’ (begun 10 July 1046), of which a 
portion (80 Sept. 1661-29 Sept. 1863) was 
edited (1849) by Thomas neywood for the 
Ohetham Society. His ‘ Autobiography,’ an 
abstract of the ‘ Diary,’ to 3 Sept. 1696, was 
edited (1862,2 vola.) for tho same society by 
Richard Parkinson, D.D. fq. v,], with a family 

VOL. xiv. 


1 memoir (written 1846) by Thomas New- 
come. It has none of the graphic power of 
I the contemporary ‘ Life ’ of Adam Martin- 
I dale,andis very introspective,hut givesaclear 
picture of the writer in hie much-tried sensi¬ 
tiveness and his unascetic Puritanism, New- 
come was no stranger to the shuffle-board or 
the billiard table; though he never drank 
healths he drank wine, and had a weakness 
for tobacco. As a contributor to the local 
history of his timo he is in one respect more use¬ 
ful than Martmdale; he very rarely conceals 
names. In ‘The Censures of the Church 
Revived,’ &c., 1069, 4to, the section headed 
‘ A True and Perfect Narrative,’ &c., is by 
Newcome; it gives extracts from the origi¬ 
nal records of the first preebyterian olassis 
of Lancashire, which supply a few points 
omitted in the existing minutes. His 1 Faith¬ 
ful Natation ’ of the life of John Machin 
was finished in February 1606, and published 
anonymously in 1071,12mo, with prefatory 
epistle by Sir Charles Wolsedey. He re¬ 
vised the ‘Narrative’ (1086) of the life of 
John Angier [q, v.] by Oliver Heywood 
[q. v.] His other works are: 1. ‘The 
Sinner’s Hope,’ &e., 1060, 8vo. 2. ‘ Usur¬ 
pation Defeated,’ &c., 1660, 8vo. 3. ‘An 
Help to the Duty in , . . SicltueBS,’ &c., 
108o, 12mo. 4. ‘ A Plain Discourse about 
. . . Anger,’ &c., 1693, 8vo. Oalamy men¬ 
tions without date a sermon on ‘ The Cove¬ 
nant of Grace.’ In Slate’s ‘ Select Noncon¬ 
formists’ Remains,’ &c., 1814, 12mo, are 
sermonB by Newcome from his manuscripts. 

Nnwaomi, Senet (1050-1713), eldest son 
of the above, was horn at Qawaworth rectory 
on 28 May I860. He was admitted at St. 
Edmund Hall, Oxford, on 23 March 1667, 
became curate at Shelsley, Worcestershire, 
in January 1672; rector of Tattonhall, Che¬ 
shire, 29 July 1676; and rector of Middleton, 
Lancashire, towards the end of 1701. He 
died in June 1718. He married in April 
1077, and had a son Henry and three daugh¬ 
ters. He published single sermons, 1089- 
1712. 

Newcomb, Pbxbb (1860-1788), third son 
of the above, was horn at Gawsworth reo- 
tory on 6 Nov. 1666. He was admitted at 
Magdalene College, Cambridge, in 1678, re¬ 
moved to St. Edmund Hall, Oxford, in April 
1676, and removed same year to Brosenose 
College, Oxford, and graduated M.A, in June 
1680, He became curate at Orookham, 
Hampshire, in March 1880 ; vicar of Alden- 
ham, Hertfordshire, in September 1688; and 
vicar of Hackney, Middlesox, in September 
1703. Hs died on 6 Oot. 1788. He mar¬ 
ried (1681) Ann, daughter of Eustace nook, 
and had twelve children, of whom six sur- 

Y 
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vived him. He published ‘ A Oatechetieal 
Course of Sermons’ in 1702,8vo, 2 vols,, and 
single sermons (1705-37). IDs portrait was 
engraved by Vertue (Bromley). His grand¬ 
son Peter is separately noticed. 

[Nowcome's Autobiography, 1852 (Chatham 
Soc.); Nowcome's Diary, 1849 (Chatham fioo.); 
Funeral Sermon by Chorlton, 1890; Calamy's 
Account, 1718, pp. 891 sq.; Calamy's Continua¬ 
tion, 1727, i. 656, Halley’s Lancashire, 1809; 
Baker's Memorials of a Dissenting Chapel, 1884, 
pp. iv sq., 2 eg., 180 sq. ; Minutes of Manches¬ 
ter Presbyterian ClasBis, 1891, ii. 260 sq., iii. 
360 sq. (Chetham Soc.); Nightingale’sLancashire 
Nonconformity, 1893, v, 81 sq,; Addit. MS. 
24485 (extraots from Jollie's church-book); 
Drysdale’s History of the Presbyterians in Eng¬ 
land.] A. G. 

NEWCOME, PETEE (1727-1797), anti¬ 
quary, bom at Wellow in Hampshire in 1727, 
was son of Peter Newcome (1084-1744), 
rector of Shenley, Hertfordshire, and grand¬ 
son of PeterNewcome (1660-1788) [see under 
Newcomb, Henry]. He was educated at 
Hackney School, entered Queens' College, 
Cambridge, on 7 Nov. 1748, and graduated 
LL.B. in 1760 (College Eegieter). He was 
instituted rector of Shenley, on his own 
petition, on 28 Dec. 1762, was collated to a 
prebend at LlandafF on 16 March 1767 
(Ln Nnvn, Fasti, ed. Ilardy, ii. 238), and to 
a prebend at St. Aaaph on 4 May 1764 (ib. 
i. 90). The last preferment he handed over 
to hie brother, Henry, in 1706, on being pre¬ 
sented to the sinecure rectory of D&rowen, 
Montgomewshire. By the appointment of 
his friend, J. Heathcots, he twice preached 
Lady Moyer’s lectures in St. Paul’s, and was 
the last preacher on that endowment. In 
1780 Sir Gilbert Heathcote gave him the 
rectory of Pitsea, Essex. He died unmarried 
in his sister’s house at Hadley, near Barnet, 
Middlesex, on 2 April 1797 (Gossans, Hert¬ 
fordshire, ‘ Hundred of Decorum,’ pp. 820, 
323). 

Newcome was author of: 1. ‘ Maccabeis,’ 
a Latin poem, 4to, 1787. 2. ' The nistory 
of the . . . Abbey of St. Alban,’ 4to, 1798- 
1796, in two volumes, a creditable compila¬ 
tion. 

[Nichols’s Lit, Anecd. ix. 134; Gent. Mag. 
1797 pt. i. p. 437.] G. G. 

NEWCOME, WILLIAM (1729-1800), 
archbishop of Armagh, was bom at Abing¬ 
don, Berkshire, on 10 April 1729. He was 
the second son of Joseph Newcome, vicar of 
St. Helen’s, Abingdon, rector of Barton-iu- 
the-Clay, Bedfordshire, and grand-nephew 
of Henry Newcome [q, v,] After passing 
through Ahiugdon grammar school, lie ob¬ 


tained (1745) a scholarship at Pembroke 
College, Oxford; he removed to Hertford 
College, and graduated M.A. 1768, and D.D. 
1766. He was elected (1763) fellow, and 
afterwards vice-principal of Hertford Col¬ 
lege, and was an eminent tutor; among his 
pupils was (1764^-5) Charles JameB Fox 
[q, v.] It is said by Mant that some sportive- 
ness of Fox was the occasion of Newcome's 
left arm being crushed in a door, necessi¬ 
tating its amputation. In 1766 Francis 
Seymour Conway [q. v.], then Earl of Hert¬ 
ford, was appointed lord-lieutenant of Ire¬ 
land; he took Newcome with him as his 
chaplain. Before the end of the year New- 
come was promoted to the see of Dromore 
which had become vaoant in April. He was* 
translated to Ossorv in 1776; to Waterford 
and Lismore in 1779; finally he was made 
archbishop of Armagh and primate of all 
Ireland on 26 Jan. 1796, during the short¬ 
lived viceroyalty of Fitzwilliam. 

Newcome’s elevation to the primacy was 
said to be the express aot of George HI. 
lie had no English patron hut Fox, who 
was not then in power. His appointment 
was described by Lord Oharlamont as the 
reward of character, principles, and era- 
dition. His private fortune was large; he 
was able to advance without difficulty a 
sum of between fifteen and sixteen thousand 
pounds, assigned by parliament to the heirs 
of his predecessor, Eichard Robinson, baron 
Rokeby. In his primary visitation of the 
province (1796) he strongly urged the ne- 

S lectod duty of clerical residence. He spent 
irge sums on the improvement of the ca¬ 
thedral and palace at Armagh, and though 
quiet and domestic in his own tastes, dis¬ 
pensed a dignified hospitality. During his 
wholo episcopal career he was an exemplary 
prelate. 

Most of his leisure he devoted to biblical 
studies, chiefly exegetioal, and especially 
with a view to an amended English version 
of the scriptures. His first important pub¬ 
lication was 1 An Harmony of the Gospels,’ 
&c., Dublin, 1778, fob, on the basis of Le 
Olerc, the Greek text being given with vari¬ 
ous readings from Wetstem. In this work 
he oriticised Priestley’s adoption (1777) of 
the hypothesis (1788) of Nicholas Mann 
[g.v.], limiting our Lord’s ministry to a 
single year. Priestley defended himself in 
his English ‘Harmony’ (1780), and New- 
come replied in a small volume, ‘ The Dump 
lion of our Lord’s Ministry,’ &o., Dublin, 
1780,12mo. The controversy was continued 
in two pamphlets by Priestley and one by 
Newcome, ‘A Reply,’ &c., Dublin, 1781, 
12mo; it closed with a private letter from 
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Newcome to Priestley (19 AprE.1782). While 
he held his ground against Piiestloy, on 
anotherpoint Newcome subsequently revised 
bis'Harmony ’ in ‘A Review of the Chief 
Difficulties . . . relating to our Lord’s Re¬ 
surrection,’ &c., 1792, 4to; in this lie recurs 
to the hypothesis of George Benson, D.D. 

S . v,] An English ‘ Hannony,’ on the basis 
' Neweome’a Greek one, was published in 
1802, 8vo; reprinted 1827, 8vo. 

As an interpreter of the prophets, New- 
come followed Robert Lowth[q.v.],the dis¬ 
coverer of the parallelisms of Hebrew poetry. 
His ‘Attempt towards an Improved Version, 
a Metrical Arrangement, and an Explanation 
of the Twelve Minor Prophets,’ &c., 1785,4to 
(reissued, with additions from Horsley and 
Blayney, Pontefract, 1809, 8vo, El-printed), 
is bis best work. In his version he claims 
to give ' the critical sense . . . and not the 
opinions of any denomination,’ In his notes 
he makes frequent use of the manuscripts 
of Seeker. It was followed by ‘ An Attempt 
towards an Improved Version ... of . . . 
Ezekiel,’ &c., Dublin, 1788, 4to (reprinted 
1886, 8vo). These were parts of a larger 
plan, set forth in ‘ An Historical View of 
the English Biblical Translations,’ &c., 1792, 
8vo, with suggestions for a revision by au¬ 
thority. Newcome himself worked at a 
revision of the whole English bible. The 
New Testament portion was printed as ‘ An 
Attempt towards Revising our English 
Translation of the Greek Scriptures,’ &e., 
Dublin, 1796,8vo, 2 vols.; the text adopted 
was the first edition (1776-7) of Griesbach, 
and there were numerous notes. The work 
was withheld from publication till (1800) 
after Newcome’s death; as the impression 
was damaged in crossing from Dublin, the 
number of copies for sale was small. In 
1808 the Unitarians issued anonymously on 
'Improved Version upon the basis of Arch¬ 
bishop Newcome’e New Translation,’ The 
adaptations for a sectarian purpose were 
mainly the work of Thomas Balsham [q. v.], 
to whom an indignant expostulation was 
addressed (7 Aug. 1809) byNewcoma’s aon- 
uection, Joseph Stock, D.D., bishop of J£il- 
lala and Aohonry. 

Newcome died at liis residence, St. Ste¬ 
phen’s Green, Dublin, on 11 Jan. 1800, and 
was buried in the chapel of Trinity Oollego. 
He was twice married, and had by his first 
wife one daughter, by his second wife a nu¬ 
merous family. A bust portrait of New- 
coma in episcopal habit by an unknown 
hand was in 1867 in the possession of the 
Archbishop of Armagh. 

In addition to the above he published 
threa single sermons (1767-72) and a charge 


(1795); also ‘ Observations on our Lord’s 
Conduct as a Divine Instructor,’ &c. 1782, 
A to; 2nd ed. revised, 1796, 8vo; 3rd ed. 
1820, 8vo; also Oxford, 1852, 8vo. His 
interleaved bible, in four folio volumes, con¬ 
taining his collections for a revised version 
of the Old Testament, was deposited in the 
Lambeth Library. A few of his lotters to 
Joshua Toulmin, D.D., are in the ‘ Monthly 
Repository,’ 1806, pp. 458 sq., 618 sq. 

[General Biography, 1708-1816, vii. 387 sq. 
(article by T. Morgan, bused on an autobiogra¬ 
phical memoir by Newcome, and information 
fi'om Robert Newcome, his brother); Gent. Mag. 
1800, i. 0Oeq„ 219; Bolsham's Life of Lindsey, 
1812, pp. 469 sq.; Chalmers's Biographical Dic¬ 
tionary, 1816, xxiii. 113sq.; Hutt'a Memoirs of 
Priestley, 1881, i. 204; Priestley’s Works, xx 
224; Kant’s Hist, of the Church of Ireland, 
1840, ii. 686 sq.] A. G. 

NEWCOMEN, ELIAS (1560 P-1614), 
schoolmaster, descended from the New¬ 
comens of Saltfleetby, Lincolnshire, was 
younger Bon of Charles Newcomen of Bourne, 
Lincolnshire. Matthew Newoomen [q. v.1 
was his second cousin. He matriculated 
as a pensioner of dare nail, Cambridge, on 
12 May 1565, but migrated to Magdalene 
College in that university, where he gra¬ 
duated B.A. m 1668-9, and commenced, M. A. 
in 1672 (Coomb, Athena) Cantabr, in. 17). 
He was elected to a fellowship in his college; 
but Dr. Kelke, the master, ejected him from 
it, on the ground of his not having bean duly 
admitted. Soon afterwards Newcomen set 
up a grammar school in his own house near 
London, having usually twenty or thirty 
scholars, the children or well-to-do parents 
In 1680 he was an unsuccessful candidate for 
the head-mastership of Merchant Taylors, 
School. He was warmly recommended by 
Lord Chancellor Bromley and Sir Edward 
Osborne, alderman of London. Lord Cheyne 
was another liberal patron. He was still 
engaged in tuition on 2 July 1602, when 
he wrote a letter to Mrs, Maynard, assuring 
her that he would take great care of the edu¬ 
cation of her son (ficmsdovme MS. 72, f. 180). 
In 1600 he was Presented to the living of 
Stoke-Eleming, Devonshire. He died and 
was buried there in 1614. A brass to his 
memory is in the ohuroh fW outhy, Devon¬ 
shire Parishes, 1887, i. 871). He married in 
1679 Prothesa Shobridga of Shoreditoh. His 
great-grandson, Thomas Newoomen the in¬ 
ventor, is separately noticed. 

He published' ADefenoe and true Decla¬ 
ration of the Thinges lately done in the Lowe 
Oountrev, whereby may easily bs seen to 
whom all the Beginning and Cause of the 
late Troubles ana Calamities is to be im- 

t2 
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puted. And therewith also the Schlaunders 
wherewith the Adversaries do burden the 
Churches of the Lowe Countrey are plainly 
confuted,’ black letter, London (John Days) 
[1676 F], 12mo. This is a translation of a 
work which had appeared in Dutch and 
Latin, and it is dedicated by Newcomen to 
his ‘singular good lord and patron, the Lord 
Clieyne. The printing of the book is 
erroneously ascribed by Ames to William 
Middleton. A letter from him to Sir Francis 
Walsingham, written in October 1688, is in 
the Record Office (State Papers, Dom., Eliz. 
ccxvii. art. 78). 

(Ames's Typogr. Antiq, (Herbert), 1 . 676; 
Cal. State Papors, Dom. Eliz. 1581-90, p. 606, 
Strype’s 'W’hitgift, pp. 26, 69, fol.; Marshall’s 
Genealogist, passim.] T C. 

NEWCOMEN, MATTHEW (1610 P- 
1669), ejected minister, and one of the authors 
of ‘ Smectymnuus,’ bom at Colchester about 
1610, was second son of Stephen Newcomen 
by Ids first wife, and second cousin of Elias 
Newcomen [q. v.] The father was the third 
son of John Newcomen, and Alice, daughter 
of John Gascoigne of Leasingcroft, Yorkshire. 
He was grandson of Brian, and great-grand¬ 
son of Martvn le Newcomen {d. 1686), all of 
Saltfieetby, Lincolnshire. He was presented 
to the vicarage of St. Peter’s, Colchester, on 
18 July 1000, and was enrolled a burgess of 
tbe town (MorantMSS .,Colchester Museum). 
Hie will was proved on SI May 1881. 

Matthew was educated under William 
Kempe, at the Royal Grammar School of 
Colchester, and on 8 Nov. 1620 was elected 
the second scholar on the foundation of 
‘Robert Lewis and Mary his wife,’ at St. 
John’s College, Cambridge. He graduated 
B.A. in 1029, and M.A. in 1683. Oalamy 
says‘he was much esteemed as a wit, ana 
for his curious parts, which being afterwards 
sanctified by Divine grace fitted him for emi¬ 
nent service in the church,’ On the death of 
John Rogers [q.v.] on 18 Oot. 1680, New¬ 
comen was recommended by his friend J ohn 
Knowles (1600P-1685) [q. v.l, then lecturer 
at Colchester, to the lectureship, which was 
supported by voluntary contributions at Ded¬ 
ham, seven miles off. 

Newcomen soon became the leader of the 
church reform party in Essex. He mar¬ 
ried the sister of Oalamy’s wife, and assisted 
Calamy to write ‘Smectymnuus’ [see under 
Calami, Edmund, the elder], published in 
London in 1841, The authors at once became 
marked men, and on 24 Nov., when New¬ 
comen preached at the weekly lecture at, 
Stowmarket, where Thomas Toung [q. v.], 
another Smectymnuan, was vicar, there were 


* abundance of ministers,’ and a quart of wine 
was 1 sent for’ at the lecture dinner (church, 
warden’s accounts in Hollinqbwoeth’s Hist, 
of Stowmarket, pp. 146, 189). 

Newcomen, who drew up a catechism with 
John Arrowsmith (1602-1669) [q. v,"| and An¬ 
thony Tuckney, was chosen one of the West¬ 
minster divines, and preached the opening 
sermon before the assembly and both houses 
of parliament on the afternoon of Saturday, 
7 July 1648. He wishes that ‘their traducem 
might be witnesses of their learned, grave, 
and pious debates. - He was on the third com¬ 
mittee, which met in the Jerusalem Chamber, 
and was to deal with Articles 8, 9, and 10. 
He was also on committees to ‘conaidora way 
of expediting the examination of ministers,' 
to inquire or scandalous books, to petition 
parliament, and to communicate with the 
Scottish assembly. 

Newcomen did not sign the petition for 
the presbyterian form of church government 
preeented by the Essex and Suffolk clergy 
on 29 May 1646, hut he drew up and signed, 
with one hundred and twenty-nine others, 
the ‘ Testimony of the Ministers in Essex,’ 
London, 1648. 

When the ‘ Agreement’ was sent down for 
the signatures of the clergy, Essex men were 
again in arms, and headed by Rogers of 
"Wethersfield^ Collins of Braintree, New¬ 
comen and his friend, George Smith, vicar of 
Dedham, they drew up ‘ Tha Essbx Watch¬ 
men’s Watchword,’ London, 1649, protesting 
against evils lurking under its proposals, and 
especially against ‘oneparenthesisfproposing 
toleration], which like the fly in thB box of 
ointment may make it abhorrent in the nos¬ 
trils of every one who is judicious and pious.’ 

Newooman was appointed an assistant to 
the commission of ‘ Triers of Scandalous 
Ministers,’ &o., for Essex in 1664, In 1666 
he was town lecturer at Ipswich (Bitowm, 
Hist, of Congregationalism in Norfolk and 


although Oalamy, Young, Manton, 8pnr- 
stow, and others accepted. He was a member 
of the Savoy conference in 1660, ‘ the most 
constant,’ Baxter wrote, * in assisting us.’ On 
10 Oct. 1661 he was created D.D. But ‘for 
such a man to declare unfeigned assent and 
consent, as required by the Act of Uniformity, 
was impossible’ (Davids, Hist, of Evangel. 
Nonconf. in Essex), He preached bis last ser¬ 
mon as lecturer at Dedham, on 20 Aug. 1662, 
on Rev. iff. 8. He urged those ‘ unablo to 
enjoy puhlio helps for sanctifying the Lord's 
day at home, to travel to other congregations, 
or to redouble theirfervour in secret andfamily 
devotion.’ A few weeks later he preached 


Suffolk, 
of cliapl 


pp. 162, 167). He refusod tho office 
rin to Charles n at the Restoration. 
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‘Ultimum Vale, or the Last Farewell of a 
Minister of the Gospel to a beloved People/ 
London, 1663. 

On SO July 1682 the English community 
at Leyden was authorised by the magistrate 
to call Newcomen from Dedham. In De¬ 
cember following he accepted the call, and 
become pastor of the English church there, 
Professor Hornheok, and many others of the 
university, appreciated his abilities. La 16G8 
hie congregation voted him a yearly salary 
of one thousand florins, with an additional 
fire hundred on 1 Fab. 1869 ( Leyden Stadt- 
archiv). 

The name of ‘ Newcomen, minister/ was 
included among fourteen persons warned 
home by a royal proclamation issued 26 March 
1606, signed by Charles II on 9 April (State 
Papers, Dom. 1606-6, pp. 818, 342), but it 
■was struck out owing to personal influence. 
Sir John Webster, under elate 6 March 1667, 
wrote to the king from abroad, begging 
license to remain for himself, and also for ‘Mr. 
Nathaniel [an obvious error for Matthew] 
Newcomen, a poore preaehor at Leyden, that 
hath a siche wife and five poore and sicklye 
children. Ho came out of England with 
license, and liveth peaceably, not meddling 
with anie affaires in England, hath donu 
nothingtowardspriutingordispersingbookes, 
and has constantly prayed for the King and 
Council. He humbly craveth to be exempt 
from the summons, and is ready® to purge 
himself by word or oath before any Oomis- 
sary yr. Majie. may appoint.’ Webster says 
ha writes at ‘ the entreaty of several persons 
of respect, and by Mr. Kicliard Maden, 
preacher at Amsterdam 1 (ib, 1060-7, p. 649), 

Newcomen died at Leyden about! Sept, 
1069 of the plague. On 16 Sept, his funeral 
sermon waspreached at Dedham by John Fair¬ 
fax (1828-1700) [q. v.], ejected minister of 
Barking, Suffolk. Great numbers were pre¬ 
sent, and in the returns made to Sheldon that 
year theservico is spoken of as ‘ an outrageous 
conventicle.’ The sermon was published 
under tho title of' The Dead Saint yet speak¬ 
ing/ London, 1079. Newcomen’s widow was 
granted on 18 March 1070 permission to sell 
his hooks, and on 8 April she, meaning to 
return to England, was voted five hundred 
florins * in consideration of the good services 
of her deceased husband, and of her receiving 
as guests the preachers who came to Leydou 
since his death about seven months ago’ 
(Leyden Stadtarolm), Newcomen’s house 
at Dedham, ‘which cost him 6001/was pur¬ 
chased from his representatives in 1708 by a 
successor in the lectureship, William Burkitt 
[q. v.] the commentator, and, together with 
a sum collected by him, settled upon the lec¬ 


turers (Letter from Burkitt, quoted in Tho 
ChurchinDedhamin the Seventeenth Century 
by the Rev. G. Tayloi, B.O.L., lecturer, 1868). 

Newcomen married in 1640Hannah, daugh¬ 
ter of Robert Snellmg, M.P. for Ipswich 
1614-26, sister of Edmund Calamy’s first 
wife, and widow of Gilbert Reyney or Rany, 
rector of St. Mary’s Stoke, Ipswich. New¬ 
comen was her third husband, the first being 
one Prettiman (Hunter MSS.) Four sons 
and seven daughters were born to Newcomen 
at Dedham, but six died in early childhood, 
and were bulled there. There wore living in 
1667 Stephen, baptised on 17 Sept. 1646; 
Hannah, baptised on 9 March 1647; Martha, 
30 March 1061; Alice, 26 July 1652; and 
Sarah, 26 Aug. 1066. Stephen was insoribed 
a member of Leyden Univeisity on 28 May 
1668, ret. 17, ‘ student in philosophy.’ It is 
probable that he was the father of Stephen 
Newcomen, vicar of Bruintreo 1709-88, donor 
to that living of a considerable sum of money 
as well as curious communion plate, and vicar 
of Boreham, Essex, from 1738 until his death, 
16 July 1760, aged 72. 

Matthew N o wcomeu is said to have written 
a work called ‘ Irenicum/ which must not be 
confounded with Stillingfleet’e ‘Irenicum, a 
Weapon Salve for the Church’s Wounds/ 
1062. He also published sovon sermons sepa¬ 
rately, and is statod by Hunter (Chorus 
Vatum) to have writton verses on the death 
of Richard Vines [q. v.] 

Matthew’s elder brother, Thomas Nnw- 
Oombn (1008 P-1666), horn at Colchester 
about 1608, was educated at the Royal Gram¬ 
mar School there, and on 6 Nov. 1622 elected 
tho first Lewis scholar at St. John’s Collego, 
Cambridge (‘Admissions/ in Essex Arch. 
Trans, vol. iv. pt. ii. p, 7, New Ser.) Ho gra¬ 
duated B,A, in 1024, and M.A. 1028-9. After 
holding tho living_of St. Runwold’s, Oolchos- 
t 02 ’, for a short time, he was presented on 
10 Nov. 1028 to Holy Trinity. Unlike his 
puritan brot her Matthew,he became a strong 
royalist, and in the parliamentarian town of 
Colchester was an object of marked bate. lie 
was arrestod at one o" clock on the morning of 
22 Aug. 1642, as ho was starting to join the 
royal army at Nottingham in the company 
of Sir John Lucas. An infuriated mob tore 
tho clothes off liia back, beat him with cud¬ 
gels and halberds, and carried him to the 
Moot Ilal! On the Friday following he was 
committed to the Fleet, where he remained 
until 24 Sept, Complaints of Newcomen 
were laid before the committee for scandalous 
ministers in Essex on 2 April 1044, on the 
ground that ho left his cure unprovided for, 

‘ when in town preached hut seldom/ and re¬ 
fused to administer the saoramenl except at 
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the rails (State Papers, Dom. 1641-3, p. 620), 
He was no doubt sequestered, blit was appa¬ 
rently allowed to return to his living, lie 
was instituted to the rectory of Olothall, 
Hertfordshire, on 12 June 1653 (Otjssans, 
Hertfordshire). At the Restoration he peti¬ 
tioned the king, as a ‘great sufferer for his 
loyalty, and a true sonne of the church,’ for 
a mandamus to take his D.D. (State Papers, 
Horn. 1660-1,163). This was issued in Ooto- 
ber 1660. He waB also given a prebend at 
Lincoln in 1600 (Lu Nnvn, Fasti, ii. 103). 
He died before 81 Hay 1666, when his suc¬ 
cessor at Olothall was appointed (Oussans). 
His eldest son, Stephen, born 26 May 1647, 
was admitted to Merchant Taylors’ School 
1666. 

[Tor both Matthew Newcomen aud his bro¬ 
ther seo Duvids’s Evangelical Nonconformity in 
Estes, pp. 203, 227-8, 380-3; Newcourr’s Ecoles. 
Rep. 1 . 620, ii. 182,265; and the registers of St. 
John's Ooll. Cambridge, per the bursar, R. F. 
Scott, esq. 

For Matthew alone see Calamy and Palmer's 
Noneonf. Memorial, ii. 195-8, Continuation, ii. 
294, Abridgement, p. 212; Neal's Ilist. of Puri¬ 
tans, iv 389, S90)i.; Baxter’s Reliquiae, pp, 229, 
232, 281, 308-7; Mitchell's Westminster As¬ 
sembly, pp. xviii, 138, 296, and his Minutes of 
the Session, pp. 804, 409, 410, 420, 428; Ken- 
nett's Register, pp. 162, 188, 295, 398, 481, 546, 
900; Stevens's Hist, of the Scottish Church in 
Rotterdam, p. 316; Drysdale's History of the 
Presbyterians in England; Trans. Essex Archied, 
Soc. New Ser. vol iv. pt. ii. p. 11; Baker's 
MSS. Horl. 7046, ff. 272 d, 292 d ; Hunter’s 
Chorus Vatum, Addit. MS. 24489, fob 283, and 
24492, fol. 19; Daroy’s A then® Suffalcionses, 
Addit. MS. 19165, fol. 620; information from 
the registers of Dedham per the Rev, C. A. Jones; 
andfrom the Leyden Stadtarchiv, perO. M. Dory. 
For Thomas Newcomen see Walker's Sufferings 
of the Clergy, pt. ii. p. 318; Morcuriua Rustieus, 
pp. 1-8; Laud’s Hist, of the Troubles and Tryals, 
pp. 260-1, Sanderson's Complete Hist, of the 
Life end Raigne of Kiug Charles, 1868, p. 668; 
Addit. MS. 16669, fol. 259 ; Baker MS. Harl. 
7046, fol. 272 d.; Cole MSS. xxvih. ff. 70, 71, 
Addit. MS. 6820.] 0. F. S. 

NEWCOMEN, THOMAS (1663-1729), 
inventor of the atmospheric steam-engine, 
son of Elias Newcomen, was bom at Dart¬ 
mouth, and baptised at St. Saviour’s Ohuroh 
on 28 Feb. 1888. nis great-grandfather, 
Elias Newcomen, is separately noticed. Tho¬ 
mas is believed to have been an ironmonger 
or a blacksmith, and he resided in a house 
in Lower Street, Dartmouth. He married 
in 1705 Hannah, daughter of Peter Way- 
mouth of Marlborough, Devonshire, the mar¬ 
riage license, dated 13 July of that year, 
being recorded in the principal registry of the. 


diocese of Exeter, He died, probably in Lon¬ 
don, in 1729, his death being thus announced 
in the ‘ Monthly Chronicle ’ for August of 
that year, p. 169: ‘ About the same time 
[7 Aug.] died Mr. Thomas Newcomen, sole 
inventor of that surprising machine for rais¬ 
ing water by fire.’ Letters of administra¬ 
tion to his estate were granted to Mb widow 
by the prerogative court of Canterbury on 
29 Nov. 1729. _ Newcomen left two bobs, 
Thomas and Elias, and the will of the latter 
was proved 22 Nov. 1766 (P. O. C., Rush- 
worth, p. 461). 

Thomas Lidstone of Dartmouth, who 
devoted much time to the investigation of 
Newcomen’s early life with very indifferent 
success, bought, on the domolition of New¬ 
comen’s house in Lower Street, Dartmouth, 
a quantity of the woodwork, and used it 
in building a house for himself on Ridge 
Hill, which he called ‘ Newcomen Cottage, 1 
There is a street in the town named in com¬ 
memoration of the inventor (cf. Lidbtohb, 
Notes and Queries concerning Newcomen, 
1868, &c.) A view of the old house is in 
Smiles’s 'Lives of Boullon and Watt.’ 

It is not known how Newcomen’s atten¬ 
tion came to be directed to the steam-engine, 
but he seems to have been in communication 
with Dr. Hooke towards the end of the seven¬ 
teenth century upon the subject of Papin’s 
proposals to obtain motive power by ex¬ 
hausting the air from a oylinider furnished 
with a piston. In the course of some notes 
prepared for the use of Newcomen, Hooke 
says: ‘ Could ho [i.e. Papin] make a speedy 
vacuum under your second piston, your work 
is done.’ This is a very significant passage. 
It is asserted by Robison in his article, 

‘ Steam Engine,’ in the fourth edition of the 
1 Encyclojiesdia Britannica,’1810,p. 662, and 
also in his ‘Mechanical Philosophy,’1822, 
ii. 67, that the document above referred to 
was among Hooke’s papers at the Royal 
Society, but it cannot now be found there. 

_ Newcomen was associated in bis inven¬ 
tions with John Colley or Cawley, who is 
said to have been a glazier; but the writer 
of tMs notice was informed by a Mr. Samuel 
Galley, who believed himself to be a de¬ 
scendant, that Calley was a grazier, and that 
he found the money for Newcomen. He is 
supposed to havo been a native of Brixham, 
Devonshire, Calley died in December 1717 at 
Whitkirk, in the parish of Austhorpe, near 
LeedB, whore he was engaged in erecting an 
engine (of. Whitkirk parish register; Fabbi, 
Steam Engine, p. 166 ni) As regards theperiod 
at which Newcomen commenced his experi¬ 
ments the testimony of Stephen Switzer is 
important. He says: ‘lam well informed 
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tliat Mr. Newcomen was as early in his in¬ 
vention as Mr. Saveiy was in Ins, only the 
latter being nearer the court had obtained 
his patent before the author knew it ; on 
which account Mr. Newcomen was glad to 
acme in as a partner to it’ (System of 1ly- 
drostaticks and Hydraulics, 1720, ii. 812). 
Savery’s patent bears date 25 June 1098, so 
that Newcomen must have been at work at 
least some time before. Writing in 1730, 
Dr, John Allen says. ‘It is now more than 
thirty years since the engine for raising wat er 
by fire was at first invented by the famous 
Captain Savery, and upwards of twenty years 
that it received its great improvement by my 
good friend the ever memorable Mr. New¬ 
comen, whose death I very much regret’ 
(Speemina Ichnogvaphia , 1780, art. 12). It 
is often asserted by writers on the steam- 
engine that Newcomen took out a patent, 
or that he applied for a patent, but was suc¬ 
cessfully opposed by Savery. After careful 
search through the documents of the period 
preserved at the Public Record Office, the 
writer has failed to find the slightest evi¬ 
dence in support of either of these asser¬ 
tions. There is, however, no sort of doubt 
that Savery and Newcomen entered into 
some kind of partnership, the terms of Ihe 
patent being sufficiently wide Lo cover New¬ 
comen’s improvements as we nowknow them. 
It must, at the same time, be remembered 
that we have no contemporary evidence 
showing what Newcomen’s original inven¬ 
tion really was, On 25 April 1699 Savery 
obtained a special act of parliament prolong¬ 
ing his patent for twenty-one years beyond 
the original term of fourteen years, so that 
the patent would not expire until 1788. The 
business seems to have been eventually taken 
up by a committee, and in the appendix to 
Bald's ‘ Goal Trade in Scotland ’ there will 
he found a copy of articles of agreement 
for the construction of an undoubted New¬ 
comen engine at Edmonatoue Colliery, Mid¬ 
lothian, between Andrew Waucliopo, the 
proprietor of the colliery, and certain persons 
living in London, described as ‘the com¬ 
mittee authorised by the proprietors of the 
invention for raising water by fire.’ The 
agreement is dated 1725, one of the con¬ 
ditions being that Waucliopo should pay to 
the committee a royalty of 80?. per annum 
1 for, and during and until the full end and 
period of the said John Meres and proprietors 
aforesaid, their grant and license for the solo 
use of said engine, being oight years com¬ 
plete next following and onsuing,’ which 
brings matters to 1788, tho very year in 
which Savery’s act of parliament expired, 
The John Meros mentioned was in all proba¬ 


bility Sir John Meres, F.R.S., at one time 
governor of the York Buildings Waterworks 
Company [see under Miantb. Franoib]. It 
seams then certain that Newcomen’s en¬ 
gine was regarded as an improvement upon 
Savery’s machine, and one which was covered 
by the original patent granted to Savery in 
1698, Attention may also be directed to 
an advertisement in the ‘ London Gazette ’ 
for 11-14 Aug. 1716 as follows: ‘Whereas 
the invention for raising water by the im¬ 
pellent force of fire, authorised by parlia¬ 
ment, is lately brought to the greatest per¬ 
fection, and all sorts of mines, &c., may be 
thereby drained, and water raised to any 
height with more ease and less charge than 
by the other methods hitherto used, as is 
sufficiently demonstrated by diverse engines 
of this invention now at work in the several 
counties of Stafford, War-wick, Cornwall, 
and Flint. These are, therefore, to give 
notice that if any person shaB be desirous 
to treat with the proprietors for suchongineB, 
attendance will be given for that purpose 
every Wednesday at tho Sword Blade Coffee 
Ilouse in Birclrin Lane, London . . .’ 

According to Desagnliers in his ‘ Experi¬ 
mental Philosophy,’ the Becond volume of 
which appeared in 1744: ‘About the year- 

1710 Thomas Newcomen, ironmonger, and 
John Calloy, glazier, of Dartmouth, in the 
county of Southampton [m}_ (anabaptists) 
made then several experiments in private, and 
having brought [their engine] to work with 
a piston, &c., in the latter end of the yoar 

1711 made proposals to draw the water at 
Griff) in Warwickshire; but their invention 
meeting not with reception, in March follow¬ 
ing, thro’ the acquaintance of Mr. Potter of 
Bromegrove, in Worcestershire, they bar¬ 
gain’d to draw water for Mr. Back of Wol¬ 
verhampton, where, after a great many -la¬ 
borious attempts, they did make the engine 
work; but uot being either philosophers to 
understand the reasons, or mathematicians 
enough to calculate the powers and to pro¬ 
portion the parts, very luckily by accident 
found what they sought for ’ (Experimental 
Philosophy, ii. 682), He then proceeds to 
state that the condensation by injection of 
water inside the cylinder instead of outside, 
according Lo Savery's practico, was discovered 
accidentally, and that the engine was ren¬ 
dered self-acting by the ingenuity of Hum¬ 
phrey Pol tor, a boy employed to mind the 
engine, who contrived a series of catohss 
ana strings worked from tho beam, by which 
the several valves were opened and closed in 
due order. He assigns to Henry Beighton 
[q. v.] in 1718 the mvontion of lire ‘plug 
rod,’ as it was afterwards called, provided 
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with tappets for working levers in connec¬ 
tion with the valves. 

The accuracy of Desaguliers’s account has 
been somewhat discredited of late years by the 
discovery of a copperplate print of an engine 
built by Newcomen in 1712. It was first 
brought to light at the loan collection of 
scientific apparatus held at South Kensing¬ 
ton in 1876, It represents an atmospheric en¬ 
gine with wooden beam and arch-heads of the 
familiar type, and a plug-rod provided with 
tappets for working the mjection and steam 
valves, being in every respeot a self-acting 
machine. Thecylinder wastwenty-one inches 
diameter, and seven feet ten inches high. The 
engine made twelve strokes per minute, rais¬ 
ing fifty gallons of water Aom a depth of 
166 feet. From these data the engine was 
6J- horse-power. The print is entitled * The 
Steam Engine near Dudley Castle. In¬ 
vented hy Capt. Savery and Mr. Newcomen. 
Ereoted hy ye latter 1712. Delin. and sculp, 
by T. Barney, 1719.’ The explanatory mat¬ 
ter is printed in letterpress on the aide, the 
engraving having been printed from the 
copper on larger paper than required to give 
space for the letterpress, Only two copies 
are known, that shown at South Kensing¬ 
ton being the property of Mr. Sam Tim¬ 
mins of Birmingham. The other copy, which 
is in the William Salt Library at Stafford, 
exhibits a different arrangement of the 
printed explanatory matter, and has in ad¬ 
dition the imprint: 'Birmingham: Printed 
and sold by It. Butler, New Street,’ The 
importance of this print in the history of the 
steam-engine was pointed out by the present 
writer in the ‘ Engineer ’ of 26 May 1876, 
and it is further discussed in R. L, Gallo¬ 
way’s * Steam Engine,’ 1881, p. 84, where a 
reduced facsimile of the print is given. A 
facsimile appeared also in the ‘ Engineer ’ of 
28Nov. 1879. It furnishes the earliest known 
example of the beam engine, and is the first 
authentic record of the exact nature of New¬ 
comen’s improvements. The contrast be¬ 
tween the machine described by Savery in his 
‘Miner’sFriend,’published in 1702, and New¬ 
comen’s engine of 1712 is most remarkable. 
Newcomen invented an entirely new type of 
engine, and, though improvements were niadB 
in the details and workmanship, it continued 
to furnish the model for the pumping-engine 
for nearly three-quarters of a century. It 
was very gradually superseded hy watt’s 
engine with separate condenser, patented in 
17 09 . 

The engine described by Desnguliers as 
having been made for Mr. Back or Wolver¬ 
hampton is almost certainly the same as 
that represented in tho print ‘near Dudley 


Castle.’ The dates exactly correspond, and 
the two places are only about six miles 
apart. On the other hand, Dr. Wilkes says 
that Newcomen ‘ fixed the first [engine] that 
ever raised any quantity of water, atWolver- 
hampton, on the left-hand side of the road 
leading from Walsall to the town, over 
against the half-milo stone ’ (Shaw, Siatoru 
of Staffordshire , vol. ii, pt. i. p. 120). This 
locality cannot properly be described as 
being 1 near Dudley Castle,’ but the reference 
may he to another engine. As will bo seen 
by the extraot from Dosaguliers, ho does not 
credit Newcomen with the invention of the 
self-acting gear, which was a very important 
improvement; hut, as already pointed out, the 
engine near Dudley Caatle was certainly 
self-acting. At p, 407 of his hook he gives 
a slightly different account of the matter, 
‘These discouragements,’ he says, ‘stopp’d 
the progress and. improvement of this engine 
[i.e. Savery’s], till Mr. Newcomen, an non- 
monger, and John Cawley, a glazier, living 
at Dartmouth, brought it to the piesent 
form in which it is now used, and has been 
near these 80 years.' This must have been 
written about 1748, the Royal Society’s im¬ 
primatur being dated 17 Nov, 1743, which 
would take the matter hack to 1713, a date 
approximating very closely to the date of 
erection of the engine represented in the 
print. The story of Humphrey Pot ter is now 
enerally regarded as apocryphal, and it has 
een suggested that it was founded upon a 
misconception, a ‘buoy’ or float having been 
used iu tho early engines for opening the in¬ 
jection cock, One of tho printed explana¬ 
tions in the print of tho Dudley Castle engine 
runs: ‘Scoggen and his mate who work 
double to the boy.’ 

A minute technical account of the engine 
erected by Newcomen at Grift) near Coven¬ 
try, about 1728, together with several plates, 
will he found in the work of Desnguliers 
already cited. The British Museum pos¬ 
sesses a print, engraved by Sutton Nicholls 
in 1726, entitled ‘Description of tho Engine 
for raising Water by Fire,’ which has much 
in common with the Dudley Ciuatle engine. 
It is bound with a copy of I. De Caus’s 
‘New and Rare Invention of Waterworks,’ 
1704. Switzer gives a large view and de¬ 
scription of a Newcomen ongiue, which he 
states is similar to that erected at York 
Buildings. Other engines are mentioned in 
Galloway’s ‘Steam Engine,’ hut it is not 
always easy to determine from the often im¬ 
perfect descriptions given in county histories 
and similar works whether a particular ma¬ 
chine was constructed on Savery’e principle 
or on Newcomen’s. To add to the difficulty, 
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the two men ore often mistaken the one for the 
other in consequence of their having worked 
together. 

Desaguliers refers to Newcomen as having 
been the joint inventor, with himself and 
othera, of a ‘jack-in-the-box,’ an apparatus 
to permit the escape of air from water-pipes 
(Phil. Trans. 1726, xxxiv. 82). Joseph 
Hornblower is there referred to as being 
Newcomen’s ‘operator.’ Hornblower was 
employed by Newcomen to superintend the 
erection of his engines. He eventually set¬ 
tled m Cornwall, where his descendants be¬ 
came Boulton & Watt’s rivals in that oounty. 

[Authorities cited; Worthy's Devonthiie 
Parishes, 1887, i. 370; Bouse and Courtney's 
Bibliotheca Cornuh.] It. B. P. 

NEWCOURT, RICHARD, the elder 
(d. 1679), topographical draughtsman, was 
second son, by Mary Tucker, his wife, of 
Philip Newcourt of Tiverton, Devonshire. 

His father was thud son of John Newcourt 
of Piclrwell, in the some county, by Mary, 
daughter of Thomas Parker of N orth Molton, 
and widow of George Hext. Newcourt was 
baptised at Waslmeld, near Tiverton. On 
28Sept. 1633 he was granted admonition of 
the will of Sir Edward Hext, his father's 
half-brother, and on 16 May 1667 lie reoeivud 

emission to act in a like capacity for Eliza- 

eth, daughter of Sir Edward Hext and 
widow of Sir John Stawell of Cothelstone, 
Somerset. He became possessed of an est ate 
at Somorton, Somerset, where he resided. 
Newcourt was a friend of Sir William Dug- 
dale [q. v.l, and drew some views of religious 
houses, which were engraved by Hollar for 
Dugdale’s ' Monasticon Anglicanum.’ Sub¬ 
sequently ho undertook a very important 
work, entitled ‘ An Exact Delineation of the 
Cities of London and Westminster and the 
Suburbs thereof, Together w th y B Burro ugh 
of Southwark And all y* Thorough-fares 
Highwaies Streetes Lanes and Common 
Allies w th in y° same Composed by a Soule, 
and Icbnographically described by Richard 
Newcourt of Somerton in the Guuntie of 
Somersett Gentleman.’ This is the most 
important map of London executed biToro 
the great fire. It was engraved by William 
Faith ome the elder [q. v.], published in 
1668, and is so rare that only two examples 
of. the original are at present known to 
exist, Newcourt died in 1679, and was 
buried with his wife at Somerton. In his 
will (89 King), dated 26 March 1676, and 
proved on 4 July 1679, he montionshie eldest 
son, Richard [q, v.]; his second son, Gerard, 
who succeeded him at Somerton; and Iub 
daughter, Mary, wife of Thomas Spicer of 
Somerton, 


Newdegate 

. [Redgrave's Diet, of Artists; Fagan’s Oat. of 
Faithome’s Worbs; Browu’b Somersetshire Wills, 
2nd and 3rd ser.] L, 0. 

NEWCOURT, RIOHARB (d. 1716), 
author of ‘ Repertorium Eoolesiasticum,’ 
was son of Richard Newcourt the elder 
[q. v.] He matriculated at Oxford as a ser¬ 
vitor.of Wadham College on 9 Dec. 1663, 
hut did not graduate (Foster, Alumni Oxon. 
1600.-1714, iii. 1060). ne become a notary 
public and proctor-general of the court of 
arches, and from August 1669 until May 
1696 was principal regisfcraiy of the dioceBe 
of London. A few years before hie death he 
retired to East Greenwich, where he was 
buried on 26 Feb. 1716-10, having survived 
his wife Mary only a few days. By his will 
(64 Fox), proved on 6 March 1716-16, he left 
his property to his sister, Mary Spicer. Hearnc 
{Notes and Collections, Oxford Hist. Soo., ii. 
266) calls him ‘Thomas'Newcourt, and adds 
that he was ‘ a nonjuror and a man of true 
integrity.’ 

Newcourt compiled from the records in his 
keeping an invaluable work, entitled ‘ Re- 
perloriuni Ecclesiastioum Paroclriale Londi- 
nenBB; an Ecclesiastical Parochial History of 
the Diocese of London,’ 2 vols, fol. London, 
1708-10, to which iBprefixed his portrait en¬ 
graved by J. Sturt, presumably after the 
painting in possession of Lord Coleraine. A 
copy ofthisbook, with corrections and addi¬ 
tions by William Colo (1714-1782) [q. v.], is 
in the Guildhall Library, London. In Tanner 
MS. cxlii, 176, 179,191, is Newcourt’s 1 Re¬ 
port to the Commissioners appointed by the 
Bishop of London to visit the registries oi 
the Consistory and Commissary,’ 1669, 
together with a letter from Thomas Povey 
on the subject, dated 26 May 1609. 

[Gardiner's Registers of Wadham College, 
pt. i. p. 201; Nowcourtfs Preface to ‘ Reper- 
torium; ’ Noble's Continuation of Granger’s Biog. 
Hist. i. 207-8.] G. G. 

NEWDEGATE, CHARLES NEWDI- 
GATE (1816-1887), politician, bom 14 July 
1810, was only son of Charles Newdigate New- 
deg ate of Ilarefield PI ace,Middlesex, who died 
23 April 1883, by Maria, daughter of Ays- 
coghe Boucherelt [sos under NnwraGATn, 
Sir Roger]. He was educated at Eton 
from 1829 to 1834, and on 16 May in that 
year matriculated from Christ Church, Ox¬ 
ford, graduating B.A, 1849, M.A. 1869, and 
was created D.O.L. 9 June 1868. On 
10 Maroh 1848, at a by-eleetion, he became 
member for North Warwickshire in the con¬ 
servative interest; was returned at the head 
of the poll on eight succeeding eleotions, mid 
eat till his retirement, through failing health, 
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in 1885. The beet port of his life was spent 
in parliamentary service. A conservative of 
the old school, he was very widely known by 
his pronounced enmity to the Roman church. 
He was a frequent speaker on the Cfhurck 
Rates Commutation Bill, 1857—01 j on the 
Monastic and Conventual Institution Bill, 
1878-4; and on the billfor the establishment 
of a Roman-catholic university in Ireland, 
1807-8. Inl880heassumedastronglyhoetile 
attitude to the entry to parliament of Charles 
Bradlaugh,who had declined to take the custo- 
maxy oath on admission, On 0 Feb. 1880 he 
was sworn of the privy council, and was sub- 
sequentlypresentedby his Warwickshire con¬ 
stituents with an illuminated address and 
647 1 in recognition of his long services. He 
was a kind and considerate landlord, a fine 
horseman, and an intense lover of the chase. 
While hunting with the Alherstoue hounds 
in 1882 he was seized with a fit and fell 
off Mb horse, but, on recovering, lie again 
mounted and followed tbe hounds. He died at 
Ai'bury HalI,W arwickshire, 0 April 1887, and 
was buried in Harefield Church on 16 April. 
He published between 1849 and 1861 many 
letters on ‘ The Balance of Trade ascertained 
from the Market Value of all Articles im- 

J iorted,’ four addressed to Henry Lahoucliore 
q. v.], and one to J. W. Henley [q. v.] He 
was also author of 'A Collection of the 
Customs Tariffs of all Nations, based upon a 
translation of the workof M. Hiihnor,brought 
down to 1864,’ 1866. 

[Times, 11 April 1887, p. 7, 16 April, p. 9, 
18 April, p. 8,18 June, p. 8 ; Guardian, 18 April 
1887, p. 584;Baily’aMag. 1887, xlvii. 347.] 

G. 0. 23. 

NEWDEGATE or NEWDIGATE, 
JOHN (1641-1692), scholar and country 
gentleman, was only son of John Newdegate, 
esq., by his first wife (CoiiHors, English Baro¬ 
netage, ii. 168). The family, wMch is traced 
back to the reign of John, takes its name from 
Newdegate, Surrey (^Nionois, Surrey Aroheco- 
logical Collections, vi. 227). The Surrey lands 
were inherited by an elder branch of the 
family down to the reign of Charles I, when 
the male line terminated in two daughters of 
Thomas Newdegate, of whom one became sole 
hoirese. 

A younger branch of the family was 
founded in Edward Ill’s reign by Sir John 
Newdegate, who married Joanna, eister and 
coheiress of William de Swanland, and 
through her obtained the manor of Harefield, 
Middlesex, where he established the family. 
His great-great-grandson, John Newdogate, 
became serjeant-at-law in 1610. The Ser¬ 
jeant’s sou John, horn in 1490, obtained the 
manorof Moor IIull in Ilurefield from R.Tyr- | 


whitt, who lmd received a grant of it on the 
dissolution of the religious houses. John 
son of the last-mentioned John, represented 
Middlesex in parliament in 1563-4,1667-8 
(Returns of Members of Parliament), He 
married, first, in 1640, Mary, daughter of Sir 
R. Cheney,lint.,of Chesham Boys; secondly 
Elizabeth, daughter of Thomas Lovet, of 
Astwoll, and widow of Anthony Cave. By 
his first wife he lied an only son, the subject 
of the present notice. 

Born at Beaconsfield, Buckinghamshire 
in 1641, Newdegate was educated at Eton 
(Alumni Eton. p. 176), was admitted scholar 
of King’s College, Cambridge, 26 Aug. 1669, 
fellow 20 Aug. 1662 (Lib, Protocoil. Coll 
Regal, i. 200,213), and graduated BA. 1683, 
He has verses—fourteen stanzas in sapphio 
metro—in the University Collection on the 
‘ Life, Death, and Restoration of Bucer and 
Fngius,’ 1660. They aro reprinted in * Buceri 
Script a Anglicana. After taking his de- 
gruo he travelled abroad, and commenced 
ii .A. at Prague. On Mb father's death in 
1565 he returned to England, and succeeded 
to the manor of Moor Hall, Harofleld, and 
to Ms father’s other properties in Middlesex, 
Surroy. and Buckinghamshire, which he in¬ 
creased by his marriage with Martha, daugh¬ 
ter and heiress of Anthony Cave, esq., of 
Chicheley; Buckinghamshire, the first hus¬ 
band of his father’s socond wife. He is said 
to have been elected member for Middlesex 
in the second and third parliaments of Eliza¬ 
beth (Waters, Chesters of Chicheley, p. 92). 
On 20 Nov. 1686 ho convoyed the manor of 
Ilarofield to Sir Edmund Anderson [q. v.J 
chief justico of the common pleas, and re¬ 
ceived from him in exchango 1 the fair quad¬ 
rangular edifice of stone, just completed, upon 
the sito of the dissolved priory of Erdbury in 
WarwicksMro, which he had obtained from 
the heirs of the Duke of Suffolk, who, upon 
their dissolution, had the grant of tins and 
many other religious houses’ (Bbthaji, 
Baronetage, iii. 10). From tills time this 
branch of the family is known osNewdigato 
of Arbury (Wotton, Baronetage, od. Kimbor 
and Johnson, ii. 413). 

Newdegate died inLondon, and was buried 
on 20 Feb. 1691-2, in St, Mildred’s, Poultry 
(parish register quoted in Waters's Chesters 
of Chicheley, p. 98; of. Miraoirnsr, Hist, of 
St. Mildred’s, p. 84). 

By Ms first wife, Martha (6.24Fob. 1646-8), 
he had issuo eight sons: John, Francis, 
Henry, Robert, Charles, Carow, William, 
and Rohert(P); and throe daughters! Eliza¬ 
beth, Griselda, andMary. By Ins second wife, 
Mary Smith, he had issuo one son, Henry, to 
whom he gave the manor of Little Aslited, 
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Surrey (lie lies buried in Hampton Church, 
Middlesex). His third wife, Winifred Wells, 
survived him and lived in her jointure house, 
Braekenbury, Harefield. HiB eldest son, John 
(d. 1610), who was knighted, was father of 
John (1000-1642), and of thejudge and baro¬ 
net, Sir Richard Newdigate fq. v.] Betham 
states that the latter was the first to spell the 
name Newdigate in place of the older form 
which was retained in the elder branch. 

[Nichols's Surrey Archaeological Ooll, vi.227; 
Cooper’s Athens Cant.; Harl. Soc. Publ. 12,38 ; 
Waters’s Chesters of Ohicheley, pp. 92-3 ; Betham, 
he., must be used with caution.] E. 0. M. 

NEWDIGATE, Sib RICHARD (1602- 
1678), judge, bom on 17 Sept. 1602, was 
younger son of Sir John Newdigate of Ar¬ 
bury, in the parish of Ohilvers Coton, War¬ 
wickshire, by Ann, eldest daughter of Sir 
Edward JFitton of Gawsworth, Cheshire, 
hart. JohnNewdegate [q. vj was liis grand¬ 
father. Matriculating at Trinity College, 
Oxford, on 6 Nov. 1618, he loft the univer¬ 
sity without a degree, and entered in 1620 
Gray’s Tnn, where he was called to the bar 
in 1628, elected an ancient in 1645, and a 
bencher in 1619. 

Newdigate was counsel with Prynne and 
Bradshaw on behalf of the state in the pro¬ 
ceedings taken against Connor Maguire, 
second baron of Enniskillen [q. v.], and other 
Irish rebels in 1644-5. He was also one 
of the counsel for the eleven members im¬ 
peached by Fairfax in June 1647. On 9 Feb. 
1668-4 he was called to llie degree of ser¬ 
jeant-at-law, and on 81 May following was 
made a justice of the upper bench, in which 
capacity he was placet! on the special com¬ 
mission for the trial of the Yorkshire insur¬ 
gents on 5 April 1055, Pie declined to serve, 
on the ground that levying war against the 
Protector was not within the statute of trea¬ 
son, and in consequence was removed from 
his place (8 May), and resumed practice at 
the bar. lie was, however, reinstated be¬ 
fore 26 June 1667, when ho attended, os 
justice of the upper bench, the ceremony of 
the reinve&titure of the Protector in West¬ 
minster Hall. 

Newdigate was continued in ofiico during 
Bichard Cromwell’s protectorate, and after 
his abdication, and on 17 Jan. 1660-60 was 
advanced to tlio chiuf-justiceship of tho upper 
bench. Anticipating his dismissal on the 
Restoration, ho suffered himself to bo returned 
to tbs Convention parliament. On 5 April 
1000 he was among the ‘old serjeants re¬ 
made.’ 

Thenceforward his life, if unoiontM, was 
prosperous. HU professional gains enabled 


him in 1676 to add to the manor of Arbury, 
to which he had succeeded in 1642 on the 
death of his elder brother, that of Harefield, 
Middlesex, the ancient seat of his family, 
which had been alienated in the preceding 
century [see Anderson, Sib Edmund, adflru\ 
On 24 July 1677 a baronetcy was conferred 
upon him without payment of the ordinary 
fees. He died at Harefield Manor on 14 Oet. 
1678, and was buried in Hareflold parish 
church, where a splendid monument was 
raised to bis memory. 

Newdigate married, in 1881, Juliana, 
daughter of Sir FrancU Leigh, K.B., of 
King's Newnham, Warwickshire, and had 
issue six sons and five daughters. Ho was 
succeededby his eldest surviving son, Richard 
(d. 1710), whose son, Sir Richard, third 
baronet, was father of Sir Roger [q. v.] 

[Wotlon's Baronetage, vdI. iii. pt. li. p. 624; 
Burke's Extinct Baronetages; Douthwaite’eGl'ny’s 
Inn, p. 73; Noble’s Cromwell Family, i. 438; 
Foster's Alumni Oxon.; Whitelocke's Mem. pp. 
106, 258, 531, 626, 678; Cobbett’s Stale Trials, 
iv. 654,856; Cal. State Papers, 1654 p. 40, 1655 
pp. 106,117; Thurloo Slate Papers, iii. 369,385; 
Godwin’s Hist, of tbu Commonwealth, iv. 179,180; 
Burton’s Diary, ii. 512; Members of Pari. Official 
List; Siilerfln'sReports,pt,i.p. 3; Foss's Judgos; 
Campbell’s Chief Justices; Lady Newdegate-New- 
digate’s Cavalier and Puritan . , . from the pri¬ 
vate papers of diary of Sir Richard Nowdigato, 
sooond baronet, London, 1901.] 3. M. R. 

NEWDIGATE, Sib ROGER (1719- 
1806), antiquary, fifth baronet of Harefield, 
Middlesex, and Arbury, Warwickshire, was 
born on 30 May 1719. He was the seventh 
son of Sir Richard Newdigate, third baronet 
of Harefield and Arbury, by his second wife, 
Elisabeth, daughter of Sir Roger Twisden, 
bart. _ Sir Richard Newdigate [q.v.l, the 
chief justice, was Roger’s great-grandfather. 
Roger Newdigate was sent to Westminster 
School, and while there in 1784 succeeded 
to the baronetcy on the death of his elder 
brother, Sir Edward Newdigate, the fourth 
baronet. He matriculated at Universii y Col¬ 
lege, Oxford, on 9 April 1786, was created 
M.A. on 16 May 1788, and became D.C.L. 
April 1749 (Foster, Alumni Oxon.) 

From 1741 to 1747 Newdigate was M.P. 
for Middlesex, and from 81 Jan. 1760 to 1780 
(when be retired) was M.P. for the university 
of Oxford, ne was a high tory, and Horace 
Walpole in 1707 calls him ‘ a half-converted 
Jacobito.’ Ho Bpoke in favour of tbe repeal 
of the Plantation Act in 1768, and opposed 
the Duke of Grafton’s administration m the 
debates on the land tax, and the proposed 
grant to the royal princes in 1767. 

Newdigate owned extensive coalworks 
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near Bedworth, Warwickshire, and some 
ears before Ms death cut a canal through 
is collieries and woods to join the Coventry 
canal. He was an active promoter of the 
Coventry, the Oxford, and Grand Junction 
canals, and of the turnpike road from Coventry 
to Leicester. He built a poorhouse and school 
for Ohilvera Coton, Warwickshire, the parish 
in wMch his Arburyestates were situated. 
He rebuilt Arbury House in the * GotMc’ 
style, on the site of an ancient priory. There 
is a description of the house in William 
Smith’s ‘County of Warwick’ (p, 149). He 
was also the owner of the manor of Hare- 
field, Middlesex, and about 174S resided at 
Harefield Place. In 1700, having fixed Ms 
principal residence at Arbury, he sold Hare- 
field Place to John Truesdale, retaining the 
manor and his other estates in Harefield. In 
I78S Newdigate built a house called Hare- 
field Lodgo, about a mile from Uxbridge 
(Lxsoss, County of Middlesex, pp. 107, 109, 
111 j Waxfobd, Greater London, i. 245). 

During a tour early in life in France and 
Italy Newdigate made sketches of ancient 
buildings, filling two folio volumes preserved 
in Ms library at Arbury. He collected an¬ 
cient marbles, casts of statues, and also 
vases, some of which were engraved by Pira¬ 
nesi. lie purchased for 1,8002. two marble 
candelabra found in Hadrian’s Villa, but a 
good deal restored (Miohaelib, Ancient 
Marbles in Great Britain, pp. 698, 694), 
These he presented to the Radclifie Library, 
Oxford. He gave to University College, Ox¬ 
ford, a chimney-picco for the hall, and in 
December 1805 presented to the university 
2,0002. for the purpose of removing thB Arun- 
dell collection into the Radclifie Library, a 
plan carried out by Flaxman, Ho also gave 
1,0002. in the funds, partly for a prize for 
English verse, and partly towards the im¬ 
provement of the lodgings of the master of 
University College. The prize, well known 
aa the ‘Newdigate,’is of the annual value of 
twenty-one guineas, and is confined to under¬ 
graduates. It was first awarded in 1806, and 
in accordance with Newdigate’s desire the 
competing compositions were originally re¬ 
stricted to fifty lines and to some subject con¬ 
nected with the history of ancient aculpture, 
painting, or aroMtecture: the poems were not 
to contain any compliment to Newdigato 
himself. 

Newdigate died at Ms seat at Arbury. after 
a few days’ illness, on 28 Nov. 1806, in his 
eighty-seventh year. He was buried in the 
family vaultatllarefleldpariehohurch, where 
there is a tablet to Ms memory (Wautobd, 
Greater London , i. 248). Newdigate is de¬ 
scribed by Ms friend Archdeaoon Ohurlon 


as an intelligent and polished gentleman of 
the old school. A portrait of him was painted 
for University College, Oxi'ordjbyKirkby^nd 
he was also painted at the age of seventy- 
three by Romney. He was a Btudent of theo¬ 
logy and the author of an unpublished dm- 
sertation on Hannibal’s march over the Alps 
(cf. Gent. Mag. 1807, pt. ii. p. 634), 

Newdigate married, first, in 1748, Sophia 
daughter of Edward Conyers of Copped Hall' 
Essex; secondly, in 1776, HeBter, daughter 
of Edward Mimdy of Shipley, Derbyshire, 
He died without leaving any children, and 
Ms Harefield estates passed to the great- 
grandson of Ms uncle, Francis Newdigate, 
viz. Charles Newdigate Parker, who assumed 
the surname of Newdegate and re-purahaBed 
Harefield Place, andwhoBeson,CharlesHew- 
digate Newdegate, is separately noticed. A 
life interest in the Warwickshire estates was 
bequeathed to Francis Parker Newdigate of 
Kirk Hallam, Derbyshire. 

[Burke's Landed Gentry; Foster’s Alumni 
Oxon.; Welch’s Alumni WoBtmonnsl.; Gont, 
Mag. 1806, pt. ii. pp. 1173-4, 1807 pt. ii. pp, 
633-6, and 706 f.; Ohnlinois’s Biog. Diet, xxui, 
116-17; authorities cited above.] W. W. 

NEWELL, EDWARD JOHN (1771- 
1798), Irish informer, of Scottish parentage, 
was born on 29 June 1771, at Downpatrick, 
He tells ub that he ran away from home when 
he woe BeventeBn and becamo a sailor, making 
a short voyage to Cadiz. In a year he re¬ 
turned home, and after serving os appren¬ 
tice to a painter and glazier, followed the 
trade of a glaes-stainer for two yoars, but 
failed in attempts to start business in Dub¬ 
lin and Limerick. Early in 1796 he went to 
Belfast, and practised tho profession of por¬ 
trait-painting in miniature. There kojomed 
the United Irishmen, and worked for the 
cause for thirteen mouths, neglecting his 
business in Ms onthusiasm. He was, how¬ 
ever, distrusted by some of the leaders, and 
in revenge, os he admits, becamo on informer, 
Early in 1797 he was talcon to Edward 
Cooke [q. v.l, under-secretary of Btate for 
Ireland, ana gave him a groat deal of 
information, most of which ho avowedly 
invented, although ho charges the under¬ 
secretary with adding names to the list of 
innocent people wMch he himself supplied. 
Cooke sent him to Newry, where General 
Gerard Lako[q. v.] was then stationed, direct¬ 
ing the latter to treat Mm well and follow 
Newell’s advice. He was lavishly supplied 
with money, all of wMch he confesses to 
have spent in debauchery. Whon examined 
before a secret committee of the Irish House 
of Commons, on 3 May 1797, ho was ‘with 
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great ceremony placed in a high chair, for the 
benefit of being better heard/ and coolly ad¬ 
mits that he deliberately exaggerated, ‘ and 
fabricated stories which helped to terrify 
them ’ (Lifa and Confessions, 1846 P pp. 42- 
43 ). While in Dublin Newell lodged in 
Dublin Castle. Early in 1798 he pretended 
to feel remorse for his treachery, and an¬ 
nounced to Oooke hie intention of giving up 
his employment as a spy. It was arranged 
that he should go to England, with a pension, 
on 16 Feb. 1798, and settle in Worcester, 
under the name of Johnston, ostensibly to 
carry on hie profession as a painter. Shortly 
after the final interview with Coolie he 
brought out ‘The Life and Confessions of 
Newell, the Informer/ which purports to 
be written and printed in England. But 
it was privately printed at Belfast, bv a 
printer named Storey, and Newell was then 
m that city. Tie confessed to receiving 2,0007 
as a reward ‘ for having been the cause of 
confining 227 innocent men to languish in 
either the cell of a lmstile or the hold of a 
tender, and, as I have heard, has been the 
cause of many of their deaths ’ (Life and 
Confessions'). The work, which is unques¬ 
tionably genuine, was dedicated to John 
Fitzgibbon, earl of Clare, and contains a por¬ 
trait of the author by himself. It aroused 
much attention, and had a large sale. 

Newell finally prepared to leave for 
America, taking with him the wife of on 
acquaintance whom he had persuaded to 
elope, hut he was assassinated in June 1798 
by those whom he had betrayed. He was 
induced, it is said, to go out in a boat to 
meet the ship which was to convey him to 
America, and is supposed to have been 
thrown into the sea. Another acoount says 
he was shot on the road near Rougliford, 
and a third that he was drowned at Gar- 
nogle. Madden gives some particulars of the 
finding of hones thought to be Newell’s on 
the beach at Ballyholme, ten miles from 
Belfast ( United Inshmen, 2nd ser. i. 852). 

[Froude's English in Ireland, Hi. 245, where 
the name is wrongly given as ‘ Nevile s' Life and 
Confessions of Newell the Informer, 1708 ; Fitz¬ 
patrick’s Secret Servioe under Pitt, 1892, pp. 12, 
104,178; Madden’s Lives of United Irishmen, 
2nd ser. i. 847 et ssq.] D. J. O'D. 

NEWELL, ROBERT HASELL (1778- 
1852), amateur artist and author, born in 
Essex in 1778, was son of Robert Riohardson 
Newell, surgeon. After attending Colches¬ 
ter school he was admitted pensioner of St. 
John’s College, Cambridge, on 22 April 1795, 
and was elected scholar on 2 Nov. following. 
He graduated B.A. in 1799 os fourth wran¬ 


gler, and proceeded M.A. in 1802, and B.D. 
in 1810. On 1 April 1800 he was admitted 
fellow, was lecturer from 1800 to 1804, 
and acted as dean of the college from 
1809 to 1 June 1818, when he was pre¬ 
sented to the college rectory of Little Hor- 
mead, Hertfordshire (Registers of St. John’s 
College). He was also twenty-six years 
curate of Great Hormead. He died on 31 Jan. 
1862, aged 64 (of. Cussanb, Hertfordshire, 
1 Edwinstree Hundred,’ p. 70). 

Newell was a good amateur artist, having 
studied under William Payne (fi. 1800) [q.v.] 
His edition of Goldsmith’s ‘ Poetical works 
(1811 and 1820), in which he attempted to 
ascertain, chiefly from local observation, the 
actual scene of ‘ The Deserted Village,’ is 
embellished with drawings by him, engraved 
in aquatint by Samuel Aiken [q. v.]. He 
likewise illustrated his ‘ Letters on the 
Scenery of North Wales’ (1821), the draw¬ 
ings being engraved in aquatint by T. 
Sutherland. In 1846 he published a little 
book entitled, 1 The Zoology of the English 
Posts collected by the Writings of Modern 
Naturalists.’ 

[Information from R. F. Scott, esq.; Nowell’s 
Works; Gent. Mag. 1862, pt. i. p. 311.] G. G. 

NEWENHAM, Sib EDWARD (1732- 
1814), Irish politician, younger eon of Wil¬ 
liam Newenham, esq., of Ooolmore, co. Cork, 
and Dorothea, daughter and heiress of Ed¬ 
ward Worth, esq., baron of the exchequer in 
Ireland, was born on 14 May 1732. He was 
appointed oolleotor of the excise of Dublin 
in 1764, but was removed in 1772, apparently 
for political reasons. He represented the 
borough of Enniscorlhy from 1769 to 1770, 
and tho county of Dublin from 1776 to 1707. 
In a list of members of parliament in 1777, 
with remarks by Thomas Pelham (Addit. 
MSS. 88118, f. 151), is this entry: 1 Sir Ed- 
wardNewenham, county Dublin; by popular 
election; opposition; a great enthusiast, now 
rich.’ He was a man of moderate political 
views, his great obieot being the removal of 
existing abuses and a reform of parliament, 
within the limits of the constitution, and on 
strictly protestant lines, On the occasion of 
the Oatholio Relief Bill of 1778 he induced 
parliament to add a clause for the removal 
of nonconformist disabilities; but it was op¬ 
posed by government, and struck but by the 
English privy council. In consequence of a 
dispute m parliament a duel took place on 
20 MaTohinthe same yeaT between him and 
John Beresford. Neither was wounded in 
the encounter, but the latter took the affair 
in high dudgeon. ‘I owe it/ he wrote, Ho 
the encouragement he has received of late 
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that I was obliged to risk my life on an equal 
footing with such a man’ ( Bereaford Cor reap. 
i. 23). On the revival of the catholic question 
in 1782 he spoke strongly against further 
concessions. ‘ We have,’ he said, 1 opened 
the doors, and I wish we may not repent it, 
and that they will not make further demands ’ 
(Parliamentary Register, i. 849). He appears 
to have regarded Grattan with some degree 
of jealousy, and not altogether to have ap¬ 
proved of the munificent grant made to him 
by parliament. He strongly disapproved of 
Mood’s renunciation agitation, on the ground 
that he did not make his amendments at the 
proper time. He was an advocate of pro¬ 
tective dutios, and, in order to bring the 
poverty of the country more forcibly before 
government,hemovedml783tolimitsupplies 

to six months. For the same reason he also 
opposed the proposal to increase the salary 
of the secretary to the lord-lieutenant. He 
took part in the volunteer convention, and 
in parliament supported Flood’s Reform Bill. 
He scouted the idea that the bill was an 


attempt to overawe parliament. ‘ The county 
of Dublin,’ he declared ‘ was not a military 
congress, and yet it had instructed him 
on the subject of a parliamentary reform’ 
(ib. ii. 239). In February 1784 he moved an 
amendment to the address in favour of pro¬ 
tecting duties, but it was rejected without a 
division. During 1785 he suffered much 
from ill-health, but was able to take part in 
the debate on the commercial propositions, 
which, as being a friend to both, countries, 
he wished had never been moved. He con¬ 
tinued to advocate moderate reforms, such as 
a repeal of the police law, a place and pension 
bill, and an equitable adjustment of tithes; 
but as time went on he lost much of his old 
enthusiasm. The constitution, he said in 
1792, required some improvement, but the 
times were unpropitinus to the experiment. 
As for granting the elective franchise to the 
catholics, he was ' confident that such a pri¬ 
vilege would entirely destroy the protestant 
establishment in church and state’ (ib, xii. 
190). He did not sit in the last parliament, 
hut he was known to regard the soheme or 
the union with favour. He died at Retiero, 
near Blaclcroolc, Dublin, on 2 Oct. 1814. 

He married in February 1764 Grace Anna, 
daughter of Sir Charles Burton, and had 
issue eighteen children. His son, Robert 
O’Oallagban Newenham, was author of ‘ Pic¬ 
turesque Views of the Antiquities of Ireland,’ 
London, 1880, 2 vole. 4to. His nephew, 
Thomas Newenham, is noticed separately, 


[Burko’s Landed Gentry; Ann. Register, 1814; 
Beresford Oorresp, ; Irish Pari. Register; 
Plowden’s Historical Reviow; Barrington’s His¬ 


toric Anecdotes, ii. 89; Adclit, MSS. 3311 a 
83119*; Fronde’s English in Ireland; Lech’s 
Hist, of England; Hist. M 8 S. Comm. 18th Ren 
A PP viii.J R.D. 

NEWENHAM, FREDERICK (1807- 
1869), portrait-painter, bom in 1807, appears 
to have been a member of the family of 
Newenham residing in co. Cork. He prao- 
tised in London as an historical and portrait 
painter, and exhibited in 1888, at the Royal 
Academy, ‘ Parisina,’ lie was selected in 
1842 to paint a portrait of Queen Victona 
for the Junior United Service Olnb (ex¬ 
hibited at the Royal Academy in 1844), and 
also a companion portrait of the prince con¬ 
sort, Subsequently he became a fashionable 
painter of ladies’ portraits, Borne of which, 
with occasional subject pieces, he exhibited 
at the Royal Academy and British lustitu- 
tion. Newenham died on 21 March 1869 
aged 52. 

[Redgrave's Diet, of Artists; Graves’s Diet, 
of Artists, 1700-1B80; Gent. Mag. 1869 , 1.6481 

L. 0. 

NEWENHAM, JOHN nn (d. 1882 P), 
ohamberlaiu of the exchequer, probably cams 
of the Newonliams of Northamptonshire; 
ho maybe tho John de Newenham who was 
rector of St. Mary-lo-Bow in I860 (Nnw- 
OQTTRT, Repertorium, i. 489). In JS52 he 
was incumbent of Stowe, and in 1868 of 
Eoton, both in Northamptonshire. In 1866 
he acted on behalf of the prior and convent 
of Newenham or Newnliam, Northampton¬ 
shire (Cal. Inquis. postmortem, ii. 284); and 
in 1869 he became prebendary of Bishopskill 
in Liohflold Cathedral (Lb Nuvb, i. 689). 
Next year he was made prebendary of Leigh¬ 
ton Manor in Lincoln Cathedral (his name is 
not given in Lb Nbvh, ii. 176, as being ille¬ 
gible in the register, but Cal. Rot. Charter 
rum, p. 186, settles the difficulty) ; in 1868 
Richard de Ravenser [q.v.l, provost of St. 
John of Beverley, granted to Nowenham 
the advowBon of the church at Ecton, which 
Newenham in 1867 disposed of to the abbot 
and convent of Lavenden in Buckingham¬ 
shire. In 1864 he received the prebend of 
Stotfold, Liohflold Cathedral, and rectory of 
Lillingstone Dayrell, Buckinghamshire, and 
in the following year was appointed chamber¬ 
lain of the exchequer. In 1869 he was 
ordered with two others to test certain plate 
made for the Earl of Salisbury (Rthbb, 
Fcedera, iii. 868). During the following year 
he was at Portsmouth and Southampton 
paying wages to men-at-arms and others, and 
drawing a salary of 10s. a day (R-rawttito- 
hait, Issue of Rolls, pp. 265-0, 412). In 
1871 he wasroctor of Little Bookham, Surrey 
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(Manning and Beat, ii. 708). He continued 
as chamberlain until his death, which ap¬ 
parently took place in 1882, when John de 
Leyre is described as his executor (Pal- 
obatb, Antient Kalendara and Inventories, 
ii. 292). 

Ndwbnham, Thomas de (Jl. 1398), clerk 
in chancery, was in all probability younger 
brother of the above; ho is first mentioned 
os a clerk in chancery in 1367, when, like 
his brother, he appears for the convent of 
Newenham, In 1871 he was appointed one 
of the receivers of petitions to parliament, 
an office which he held in every parliament 
until 1391. Ho was one of the three persons 
appointed to the custody of the great seal 
(4 May to 21 June 1877), and on 22 June 
he delivered up the great seal to Bichard EC 
on his accession. Prom 9 Feb. to 28 March 
1888 he was again appointed to the custody 
of the great seal during the absence of Mi- 
ohael ue la Pole, earl of Sussex. He is 
last mentioned as clerk in chancery in 1393, 
Examples of the seals of both John and Tho¬ 
mas are preserved in the British Museum 
[MSS. Cat. of Seats). 

[Foss’s Lives of the Judges, iv. G6-6 ; Oal, 
Inquis, post mortem, ii. 189, 284; Oal. Hot. 
Chart, p. 186; Cal. Bot. Pat. p. 179 A; Bolls of 
Pari, passim; Bot. Origin. Abb. ii. 282; Bymor’s 
Feeders, iii. 858,1077 (Recorded,) and in, iii 00, 

192, iv. 86, ed. 1745; Chron. AbbatisB do Eves¬ 
ham (Bolls Sor.), p. 809; Brantingham's Issue 
Bolls; Nicholas’s Froe. of Privy Council, vol. 
vi. p. clxxii; Falgrave’s Antient Kalendars and 
Inventories, i. 206, 298, iii. 258, 260, 292; 
Weovar’s Funeral Monuments, p. 72; Baker’s 
Northamptonshire; Cole’s History of Ecton, p. 

18; Bridges's Northamptonshire, iii. 185.1 

A. F. P. 

NEWENHAM, THOMAS (1782-1881), 
writer on Ireland, seaond son of Thomas 
Newenham of Coolmore, co. Cork, by his 
second wife, Elizabeth, eldest daughter of 
William Dawson, was horn on 2 Maroh 1762. 

Sir Edward Newenham [q. v.) was his uncle. 
Elected member for Olonmel m the Irish par¬ 
liament of 1798, he was one of the steadiest 
opponents of the Aot of Union. After 1800 
he appears to have lived principally in Eng¬ 
land, at Ellesmere, Shropshire, Gloucester, 
and Cheltenham. Believing that the pre¬ 
vailing ignorance of Irish amirs on the part 
of Englishmen would lead to misgovern- 
ment, he applied himself to the investigation, 
of the resources and capabilities of Ireland, 
in the hope of influencing public opinion in 
England, and became one of the principal 
authorities on that subject, When Dr. James 
Warren Doyle [q. v.], Homan catholic bishop 
of Kildare and Leighlin, published, in May 
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1824, his letter to Robinson, Newenham 
endeavoured to eo-operate with him in pro¬ 
moting the reunion of the catholic and pro- 
leslant churches. In his correspondence with 
Doyle he suggested a conference between ten 
divines on each side, who should formulate 
articles of primary importance and obliga¬ 
tion as the groundwork of a new catechism. 
Doyle, however, refused to adopt his sug¬ 
gestion. In March 1825 Newenham was 
requested to give evidence before the par¬ 
liamentary committee on the st ate of Ireland. 
Unable through illness to do so, he laid 
before the committee the manuscript of ‘A 
Series of Suggestions and Observations re¬ 
lative to the State of Ireland,’ &c., Gloucester, 
8vo, 1825, in which he expressed the opinion 
that the political claims of the Irish catholics 
were well founded, but that concession, 
though ‘still sufficiently sofe,’ would no 
longer have ‘a prominent and effectual ten¬ 
dency to insure tranquillity in Ireland.’ 

Newenham was a major of militia. He 
died at Cheltenham on 80 Oct. 1831. He 
married Mary, daughter of Edward Hoare 
of Factory Hill, co. Cork, by whom he had: 
1, Thomas, roctor of Kilworth; 2. Robert, 
of Sandford, co. Dublin; 3. Louisa, married 
to Captain Charles Dilkes, R.N. 

Newenham published, in addition to the 
‘Suggestions’ mentioned above: 1. ‘The 
Warning Drum: a Call to the People of 
England to resiBt Invaders,’ London, 8vo, 
1808. 2. ‘ An Obstacle to the Ambition of 
France [on the emancipation of Irish Roman 
Catholics],’London,8vo, 1808. 3. ‘Statistical 
and Historical Inquiry into. . .the Popula¬ 
tion of Ireland,' London, 8vo, 1806. 4. ‘The 
Natural, Political, and Commercial Circum¬ 
stances of Ireland,’ London, 4to, 1809; cri¬ 
ticised in Appendix to Sir F. D’lvernois’s 
‘ Effects of the Continental Blockade upon 
the Oommeroe. . . of the British Islands,' 
1810, 8vo, and reviewed by T. R. Malthus 
in the ‘Edinburgh Review,’ xiv. 161-70. 
6, ‘A Lotler to the Roman Catholics of 
Ireland [on the impolicy of rebellion against 
England],' Dublin, 8vo, 1823. 

[Barriugl on’s Historic Memoirs, ii. 374; 
Lottcrs on a Reunion of the Churches of Eng¬ 
land and Bomo [1824]; Fitzpatrick's Life of 
Doyle, 1880, i. 332, 336-43; Gent. Mag. 1831, 
ii. 474; M’Culloch’s Literature of Pol. Econ. 
pp. 217, 261; Burke’s Landed Gentry, 1894, ii. 
1476.] W. A, S. H. 

NEWHALL, Lose (1664 P-1786), Scot¬ 
tish judge. [See Pehtolb, Sib Waltee.] 

NEWHAVEN, first Viscount, [See 
Ohexne or Ohieite, Ghaklhs, 1624P-1608.] 
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NEWLAND, ABRAHAM (1730-1807), 
chief cashier of the Bank of England, son of 
William Newland, miller and batter at Grove, 
Buckinghamshire, by his wife Ann Arnold, 
was born in Oastle Street, Southwark, on 
23 April 1730. His father had twenty-five 
children by two wives. Elected a clerk of 
the Bank of England on 26 Feb. 1748, New¬ 
land became chief cashier in 1782. His sig¬ 
nature, as cashier, appeared on the notes of 
the Bank of England, which werelong known 
as ‘Abraham Newlands.’ This is comme¬ 
morated in Dibdin’s song, of which he was 
the Bubject: 

Sham Abram you may, 

In any fair way, 

Bnt yon must not slum Abraham Newland. 

For twenty-five years Newland never 
slept away from his apartments in the Bank 
of England. His only relaxation was a 
daily drive to Highbury, whore he took a 
walk along Highbury Place and had tea in 
a cottage. 

On the appointment of a committee of 
secreoy by the House of Lords in 1797 to 
examine the amount of the outstanding de¬ 
mands of the Bank of England, Newland was 
summoned as a witness. In his evidence 
(28 March 1797) he gave an account of the 
treasury bills due to the bank and of the sums 
repaid in each month subsequent to 6 Jan. 
1796, and described the manner in which 
business was conducted between the bunk aud 
the exchequer. Subsequently to 1799 his 
growing infirmities made it necessary for him 
to intrust the management of the purchases of 
exchequer bills to Robert Astlett, one of tbe 
cashiers, whom he had befriended, and with 
whom he had been closely associated for 
more than twenty years. Astlett embezzled 
some exchequer hills, and upon his trial at 
the Old Bailey, in 1803, Newland had to 
give evidence against him. This event is 
said to have hastened the decline of New- 
land’B health. He resigned his position at 
a general court of the directors of the bank 
on 18 Sept. 1807. He refused their offer of 
an annuity, hut consented to accept a ser¬ 
vice of plate of the value of one thousand 

f uineas, which he did not live to receive. 

[e died on 21 Nov. 1807 at No, 88 High¬ 
bury Place, where he lived after his retire¬ 
ment, and was buried on 28 Nov. at St, 
Saviour's, Southwark, 

Newland amassed a fortune of 200,0001. 
in stook and 1,0001. a year from estates by 
economy in his expenditure and by specu¬ 
lating in Pitt’s loans, a certain amount of 
which was always reserved for Ihe cashier's 
office. He left most of his property to his 
numerous relations, and 5001. to each of the 


Goldsmids, at that time the leaders of the 
Stock Exchange, to purchase a mourning 
ring. * 

Newland read much, and he had an ac¬ 
curate judgment and a tenacious memory 
In politics he was a ‘ king’s man.' He was 
partially deaf for the last thirty years of his 
life, and so gave up regular attendance at 
church, a neglect which caused some sus¬ 
picion of the sincerity of his religious 
opinions. He held that man ‘lived, dj e j 
and there ended all respecting him.’ There 
is aportrait of him by Romney at the Bank 
of England, an engraving by Hopwood after 
Drummond in the ‘ Life of Abraham New¬ 
land,'1808, and another engraving in ‘Public 
Oharaoters of 1798-9.’ 

[Public Characters of 1798-9, pp. 73 , 7 . 
[Collier’s] Life of Abraham Newland, 1808, Jack' 
eon’s New Newgate Calendar, vii. 202-18 ; Gent. 
Mug. 1807, ii. 1088, 1170; Dodsloy’s Ann. Beg] 
xlvii. 662, xlix, 482, 618, 628, 804; Chalmers’s 
Considerations on Commerce, Bullion, and Com, 
1811, p. 108 ; EVnncis’s History of the Banket 
England, i. 280 ; Lawson’s History of Banking, 
pp. 148, 167; Punch and Judy, 1870, p. 75 ; 
Bentley’s Miscellany, 1860, xxviii. 67; Chambers’s 
Bookof Days, ii. 600; NotesnndQueries, lstser. 
v. 442, 7th sor. xii. 78, 172, 366, Wheatleyand 
Cunningham’s London Past and Present, i. 97 , 
389, ii. 214, iii. 216.] W. A. S. R 

NEWLAND,HENRY GARRETT(1804- 
1860), divine, born in London in 1804, accom¬ 
panied when five his father (Col. Bingham 
Newland) to Sicily, whore ho remained seven 
yearB. In 1816 ho was sent to school at Lau¬ 
sanne, Switzerland, to learn the French lan¬ 
guage, and ut the end of that year he returned 
to England. In 1823 he matriculated from 
Christ's College, Cambridge, hut afterwards 
migrated to Corpus Christi College, in the 
same university, whence he graduated B.A. 
in 1827 and M.A. in 1830. After being or¬ 
dained priest in 1829, he was, in September 
that year, presented to the rich sinecure rec¬ 
tory of Westhoume,Sussex,hut also heldtwo 
or three important curacies in the diocese of 
Chichester until January 1834, when he be¬ 
came vicar of Westhoume. There he esta¬ 
blished a doily choral service, and zealously 
preached tractarian doctrine. In the autumn 
of 1855 he romoved to the vicarage of St. 
Mary-Oliuroh with Coffinswoll, nearTorquay, 
Devonshire, at the earnest solicitation of 
Henry Phillpolts [q. v.], bishop, of Exeter, 
who appointed him his domestic chaplain. 
He died at St. Mary-Ohuroh on 26 June 
1860. 

His works are, excluding tracts and pam¬ 
phlets : 1. ‘ The Erne, its Legends and its 
Fly-fishing,’ London, 1861, ISmo, 2. ‘Con- 
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feasion and Absolution. The Sentiments of 
the Bishop of Exeter identical with those 
of the Reformers,’ London, 1852, 12mo. 
3 , 'Three Lectures on Tractarianism,’ de¬ 
livered in the Town-hall, Brighton, four edi¬ 
tions 1852-8. 4. ‘ The Seasons of the Church: 
What they teach. A series of Sermons on 
the different Times and Occasions of the 
Christian YeaT,’ 8 vols. 6 . ‘ Postils. Short 
Sermons on the Parables, &c. Adapted from 
the Teaching of the Fathers,’ 6 . ‘Confirma¬ 
tion and First Communion. A series of Es¬ 
says, Lectures, Sermons, Conversations, and 
Heads of Catechising, relative to the Prepa¬ 
ration of Oatechumons,’ London, 1858, and 
again 1864, 12mo. 7. ‘Forest Scenes in 
Norway and Sweden,’ London, 1861, 8 vo. 
8 . ‘ Commentaries on Ephesians and Philip- 
pians,’ 1800, 2 vols. 

[Memoir by thoEov. Reginald J. Slmtte, Lon¬ 
don, 1861; Suesox Archceol. Col. vol, xxii.; Gra.- 
daati Gantobr. 1846; Crockford's Clerical Direc¬ 
tory, I860, p. 448 ; Gent. Mag. 1860, ii. 210.] 

T. C. 

NEWLAND, JOHN (d. 1615), abbot of 
St. Augustine’s, Bristol, was horn at New- 
lttiid in the Forest of Dean, whence he toolr 
hw name j he was also called Nailheort, which | 
may have been his parents’ name, and sug¬ 
gested the device or arms he adopted. He 
was elected abbot of St. Augustine’s, Bristol, 
on 8 April 1481, hut may have been ob¬ 
noxious to Richard HI, as Richard Walker 
was appoiuted abbot in 1483. On the acces¬ 
sion of Henry Vn Newland was reinstalled 
in his office, and is said to havo been fre¬ 
quently employed in missions abroad during 
this reign, although no record of them is 
known to exist. In 1602 he supplicated for 
the degree of doctor of divinity in the univer¬ 
sity of Oxford, but the result of his request is 
not known. He was ‘ a person solely given 
up to religion and alms-deeds,’ and spent 
considerable sums of money in improving his 
abbey, which subsequentTybocame tbs cathe¬ 
dral church of Bristol. He died on 12 June 
1616 , and was buried under on arch in the 
south side of the choir of St, Augustine’s; 
above his tomb in the wall was erected an 
effigy in stone. He employed his ‘ great 
learning and abilities ’ in composing an ac¬ 
count or the Berkeley family, with pedigrees 
from the time of the Conqueror down to 
1490. This manuscript, preserved at Ber¬ 
keley Goalie, was inoorporatedby John Smyth 
in his * Lives of the Berkeleys,’ ed. 1883 by 
Sir John Maclean, F.S.A., for the Bristol 
and Gloucestershire Archaeological Society, 

8 vols. One of Newland’s seals is preserved 
at the British Museum (Index of Seals, MS. 
64, c. 20). 

VOX,, XIV. 


[Cole MSS. x. 68 , 72, 73, 92, 94; Dugdale’s 
Monastieon, ed. Cayley, Ellis, and Bandied, vi. 
364; Wood’B Fasti Oxen.i. 10; Whito Kenneth 
Register and Parochial Antiquities, p. 241, &o.; 
"Willis’s Survey of Cathedrals, ii, 767; Tanner’s 
Bibl, Brit.-Hib.; Barrett’s Hist, of Bristol, 
pp, 248, 266, 268-9; Smyth's Lives of the 
Berkeleys, ed. Maclean, i. 2, in. 64.] A. F. P. 

_ NEWLIN, THOMAS (1688-1743), di¬ 
vine, son of William Newlin, rector of St, 
Swithin’s, Winchester, was baptised there 
29 Oct. 1688. From 1702 to 1708 he was 
a scholar of Winchester (Hinny, Winchester 
Scholars, p. 217), and was elected demy of 
Magdalen College, Oxford, in 1706. He 
graduated B.A. 26 June 1710, M.A. 7 May 
1718, and B.D. 8 July 1727. ne was a fellow 
of Magdalen from 1717 to 1721 (Bloxam, 
Magd. Ooll. Beg. vi. 173-6). He frequently 
preached in Latin and English before the 
university, and seems to have been in good 
repute, but Heorne says (ii.) ‘if he would not 
print he might pass for a tolerable preacher.’ 
On 27 Sept. 1720 he was presented to the 
college living of Upper Beading, Sussex (of. 
Sms. Arched. Coll, xxv, 191). The ancient 
priory of Sele, hold with the living of Beed- 
mg, was repaired in 1721 at a cost of 2001. 
by Nowlin and his wife Susanna, daughter 
of Martin and Sarah Powell of Oxford (d. 
18 Sept. 1732). They had no children. New¬ 
lin died 24 Feb. 1743, and was buried at 
Beading on 11 March (register; probably 2nd 
is mount), An epitaph records Ms defence of 
the constitution and liturgy of the church of 
England, and other virtues. His oharaoter 
appears to have been one of integrity and 
simplicity. His works were, besides separate 
sermons: 1. 1 The Sinner Enslaved by False 
Pretences,' Oxford, 1718. 2. ‘ Eighteen Ser¬ 
mons on Several Occasions,’ Oxford, 1720. 
8 . ‘One and Twenty Sermons on Several 
Occasions,’Oxford,1726. 4. ‘BishopParker’s 
“ History of his own Time,” in Four Books, 
faithfully translated from the Latin original, 
London, 1727. 

Sixteen of jN ewlin’s sermons are to be 
found in ‘Family Lectures,’ London, 1791. 
The editor, Vicesimus Knox [q. v.], says 
ha printB them for their variety and excel¬ 
lence. 

[Authorities givon above; Gent. Mag. 1786 
pt. L p. 424; Darling’s Encyclopedia; register 
of St. SwitMn’s, "Winchester, per the Rev. J. H. 
Hodgson.] C. F, S. 

NEWMAN, ARTHUR (fi. 1619), poet 
and essayist, son and heir-apparent ox Wil¬ 
liam Newman, esq., of Ludgvan, Cornwall, 
enterod Trinity College, Oxford, before 1607, 
though his name does not appear in the ma¬ 
triculation books of the university. It 

9 
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seems, however, from an entry in the bursar’s 
booh, that his caution-money was returned 
to him in 1618, when he probably left Oxford. 
On 19 Oct. 1616 he was admit led a student 
of the Middle Temple, London, 

His works are: 1. ‘ The Bihle-hoarer. By 
A. N.,’ London, 1607,4to; dedioat ed to Hugh 
Browker, prothonotary of the common pleas. 
It is in prose, and is a * shrewd satire upon 
all hypocritical, puritanical, and sanctified 
sinners, all trimmers, time-servers, and holy 
cameleons, or conformists to any preachers, 
parties, or fashionable principles, who are 


2. f Pleasures Vision: with. Deserts Com- 
plaint, and a short Dialogve of a Womans 
Properties hotweene an Old Man and a 
Young,’ London, 1619,8vo, thirty-one leaves 
unpaged. The work is dedicated to his kins¬ 
man, Sir George Newman of Oantorbury 
(1562-1627). A facsimile edition, limited 
to fifty copies, printed by E. Hartnall, Hyde, 
I. W., appeared in 1810, 8vo, under the edi¬ 
torial supervision of Mr. Utlcrson. Thomas 
Park says Newman ‘ is a writer who, from 
the brevity rather tlmn the inferiority of liis 


Magazine of Natural History,’ which were 
repriuted in 1849 as 1 The Letters of 

llniie , Ttainre nliiaflw rxn llin 


(Brydges, CenmraLiteraria, ed. 180b, ii. 166). 

[Addit. MS. 24489, f. 106; Boase and Court¬ 
ney's Bibl. Cornub. pp. 326, 886; Pastor's 
Alumni Oxon.; Hutli Libr. Cat.; Lowndes's 
Bibl. Man. (Bohn), p. 1667; Notes and Queries, 
3rd ser. vi. 27; Wood’s Athonre Oxon. (Bliss), 
ii. 268.] T. 0. 

NEWMAN, EDWARD (1801-1876), 
naturalist, was born of quakor parents at 
Hampstead, Middlesex, on 18 May 1801, the 
eldest of four sons, and his inherited love for 
natural history was fostered in youth, From 
1812 to 1817 ho attended a school at Pnins- 


attempt at a new system of classification 
which was much criticised. He joined the 
Linnean Society in 1838, and in the same 
year took a large share in starting the Ento¬ 
mological Society, which grew out of the 
Entomological Ciub. Next came his ‘ Gram¬ 
mar of Entomology,’ the second edition of 
which, in 1841, bore the modified title of 
‘A familiar Introduction to the History of 
Insects.’ In 1840 he published the results 
of a tour in Ireland as ‘Notes on Irish 
Natural History,’and also his ‘History of 
British Ferns,’ an original and acouratework 
printed by Luxford, the cuts drawn by the 
author (now edit. 1844, trebled in size, a 
third in 1864, and a fourth or school edition 
subsequently published with no date). In 
tlio snme yoar (1840) he began ‘The Ento¬ 
mologist,’ which from 1843’ till 1863 was 
merged in a new venturo, ‘The Zoologist,’ 
thirt y-four volumes of which were brought 
out bv Newman. From Juno 1841 to June 
1851 he contributed largely to another ven¬ 
ture of liis awn, ‘Tlio Phytologist,’ a monthly 
magazine, edited by Luxford. In 1842 the 
Entomological Olub established a museum, 
Newmnn giving his entire eollcction, and 
being elect od cumt or. ‘ Insect Hunters, end 
other Poems,’ appeared anonymously in 1867, 
but with the author’s namo in 1861. From 
1858 till hiB death Nowmnn was the natural 
history editor of tho ‘Field,’ In this journal 
he published liis valuable series of notes on 
economic ontomology, than an unknown sub¬ 
ject, but now recognisod as, an important 
motor in tho welfare of nations. Li the 


wiek in Gloucestershire, and from 1817 to 
1826 engnged in business as woolslapler with 
his father at Godaiming in Surrey. From 
1820 to 1837 he owned a ropewnllc at Dept¬ 
ford. In 1840 he entered mto partnership 
as a printer with George Luxford [q. v.] in 
Ratcliff Highway, but Luxford soon retired, 
and Newman removed the office to Devon¬ 
shire Street, Bishopsgate. 

Through life Newman devoted his leisure 
to scientific study, and became intimate with 
some of the leading London naturalists. In 
1826 ha was one of the four founders of the 


Unitod States it has become a stato depart¬ 
ment. ‘ Birdsnosting,’ a work on British 
oology, in 1861, and a popular issuo with¬ 
out cuts of liis 1 Forns ’ in 1864, were fol¬ 
lowed by an edition of Montagu’s ‘Dictionaiy 
of British Birds ’ in 1866, the ‘ Illustrated 
History of British Moths ’ in 1869. and a com¬ 
panion work on the ‘Butterflies in 1870-1, 
lie died at Peckham, 12 June 1876, and was 
buried nt. Nunliead cemeteiy. 

Newman fully deserved his reputation of 
an enthusiastic and laborious naturalist. Ho 
was one of the last of that school of all- 


Entomological Club, and became editor of round naturalists which the highly specialised 
the journal which was started in 1832, con- stato of biology at the presont day hasren- 
tributing fifteen out of the sixty-three derod impossible. 

articles in the first volume, besides notices j [Memoirs by T. P. Newman, London, 1879, 
of books. Ills earliest memoir had been j 8vo; Zoologist, 1876, Preface; Journal of Botany, 
issued in 1881, and m the following year he] 1 S 78 , pp . 223-4; Smith’s Friends’ Books, ii. 
began an anonymous series of notes in ‘ The | 236-7.] B. JD. J. 
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NEWMAN, FRANCIS (d. 1060), New 
England statcsm m, emigrated to New Hamp¬ 
shire in 168S, and subsequently removed to 
Newhaven, Connecticut. In bis barn in the 
latter place, in June 1630, was formulated 
the compact or civil constitution by which 
the colony for many years was rulpd. He 
was made ensign of the trained band in June 
1642, a surveyor of roads and bridges an 
21 Oct. 1044, deputy and lieutenant or artil¬ 
lery on 31 March 1645, interim secretary on 

10 March 1646, deputy for jurisdiction and 
secretary on 18 Oct. 1647, and magistrate on 
25 May 1663. In 1653 he formed one of the 
deputation that waited on Governor Peter 
Stiiyves.mt of New Netherlands, to request 
satisfaction for the injuries inflicted by the 
Dutch upon the colony. On 6 July 1654 
he was appointed commissioner of the united 
colonies, and on 26 May 1058 succeeded to 
the governorship of Newhaven. In Sep¬ 
tember 1059 one Henry Tomlinson of Strat¬ 
ford molested Newnmn, and oven caused 
him to be arrested at Connecticut, as a pro¬ 
test against a new impost on wines and 
liquors. The general court of Newhaven 
made Tomlinson humbly apologise and give 
security for futuro good behaviour. New¬ 
man died at Newhaven on 18 Nov. I860, 
and was awarded a public funeral in recog¬ 
nition of his great services to the colony. 
He left a widow. 

[Savage's Genealog. Diet. lit. 274 ; Now Haven 
Colonial Records, 1038-65, ed. 0. J. lloadly; 
Appleton’s Cyclop, of Amor. Biog.] G. G, 

NEWMAN, JEIIEMIAHWHITAKER 
(1769-1839), modicol and miscellaneous 
writer, son of Arthur Newman, surgeon, of 
Bingwood, Hampshire, born in 1769, became 
a member of the Corporation of Surgeons, and 
was in practice at Ringwood in 1783. In 
consequence of ill-health he removed 1o 
Dover, where lie made the acquaintance of 
Sir Thomas Mantell [q. v.] and his wife, and 
resided for many years in tlieir house. He was 
a delightful companion at all times, full of 
anecdote and energy, intelligence and origi¬ 
nality. _ On 9 Dec. 1790 ho was admitted an 
extra-licentiate of the College of Physicians 
of London (Muhx, Coll, of Phys. 2nd edit. 

11 414). lie was a favourite with the ec¬ 
centric Messenger Monsey [q. v.L the resi¬ 
dent physician at Chelsea Hospital, of whom 
he wrote (but did not publish) an amusing 
memoir. He married and settled on his own 
estate at Ringwood, whore he died on 27 J uly 
1889. 

His principal work, published anony¬ 
mously, was ‘ The Lounger’s Commonplace 
Cook, or Miscellaneous Collections in His¬ 
tory, Criticism, Biography, Poetry, and Ro¬ 


mance,’ 3rd edit. 4 vots., London, 180C-7, 
8 vo; and 2 vok, London, 1833, 8vo. IIo 
also wrote ‘ A Short Inquiry into the Merits 
of Solvents, so far ns it may bo necessary to 
compare them with the Operation of Litho¬ 
tomy,’ London, 1781, 8vo; and ‘An Essay 
on the Principles and Manners of the Medical 
Profession; with some Occasional Remarks 
on the CIso and Abuse of Medicines.’ These 
two tracts were republished in 1789 under 
the title of 1 Medical Essays, with Additions.’ 

[Biog. Diet, of Living Authors, 1818, p. 249; 
Gent. Msg. 1839 ii. 323, 1846 i. 693, ii. 163 
1863 i. 226; Notes and Queries, 1st sor. hr. 268, 
3rd ser. v. 600n ; Watt’s Bibl. Brit] T. O. 

NEWMAN, JOHN (1677 P-1741), pres- 
byterian minister, was born in Oxfordshire 
about 1677. He was educated by Samuel 
Chapman, the ejected vicar of Yoxford, Suf¬ 
folk, and at the nonconformist academy of 
John Woodhouae, at Sheriff Hales, Shrop¬ 
shire. In 1690 lie became assistant to Joseph 
Read, prosbyterian minister at Dyott Street, 
Bloomsbury, but became m the same year 
assistant to Nathaniel Tavlor [q. v.] at Sal¬ 
ters' Hall. He was ordained on 20 Oct. 
1097, though apparently not of age, and 
continued as assistant to Taylor’s successor, 
William Tong [q. v.l, till in 1716 he was 
chosen co-pastor, Ho was a subscriber in 
1719 at Ratters’ Hall [see Bradhobt, Tho¬ 
mas], In 1724 be succeeded Benjamin Ro¬ 
binson [q.v.] as one of the merchants’ Tues¬ 
day lecturers at Salters' Hall. After Tong’s 
deuth he was elected (1728) a trustee of the 
foundations of Daniel Williams, D.D. He 
long enjoyed great repute as a preacher, 
using no notes, and retaining the puritan 
Rtyle of laboured and lengthy discourses. 
TIis theology was of the old stamp; he was 
unaffected by the doctrinal changes of dis¬ 
sent. ne gavo great attention to the pas¬ 
toral side of liis ministry. After afew days’ 
illness, lie diod on 25 July 1741, in his sixty- 
fifth year. He was buried at Bunhill Fields 
on 31 July; Philip Doddridge [q. v.], liis in¬ 
timate friend, delivered the funeral address; 
his funeral sermon was preached on 2 Aug. 
by John Barker (1682-1762) [q.v.l, his suc¬ 
cessor. His portrait is iu Dr. Williams’s li¬ 
brary, Gordon Square, London; an engrav¬ 
ing from it, by Hopwood, is given in Wilson. 
His son. Samuel Newman (d. 31 May 1735, 
aged 28), was bis assistant from 1728. 

Wilson gives a list of nine of his separate 
sermons (1702-35), including funeral ser¬ 
mons for Taylor (1702) and Tong (1727), 
To these may be added a funeral sermon for 
Richard Mount (1722) and ' The Importance 
of knowing Josus Christ/ &e., 1728, 8vo 
(two semens). 

z 2 
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[Wilson’s Dissenting Churches of London, 
1808 ii. 83 sq., 1814 iv, 870, Jeremy’s Presby¬ 
terian Fund, 1886, p. 128.] A. G. 

NEWMAN, JOHN (1786-1859), archi¬ 
tect and antiquary, was baptised at St. 
Sepulchre's Church, London, on 8 July 1786 
(parishregisler). His father, John Newman, 
a wholesale dealer in leather in Skinner 
Street, Snow Hill, and a common councillor 
of the ward of Farringdon Without, died at 
Hampstead on 1 Oct. 1808. His grandfather, 
William Newman, was a currier hy trade, 
who began life as a poor boy, but, owing to 
bis intelligence and self-education, became 
partner in a large business on Snow Hill. 
Ho was elected alderman of the ward of Far- 
ringdou Within in 1786, sheriff of London 
on Midsummer day 1789. Owing t o liis poli¬ 
tical -views, he was never made lord mayor. 
He died at Slreatham, Surrey, on 12 Sept. 
1802. 

John was employed under Sir Robert 
Smirlte [q. v.] in the erection, of Covent Garden 
Theatre in 1809, and at the general post 
oifieo in 1828-9. He designed the Homan 
catholic church of Si. Mary, Blomfleld Street, 
Moorflelds, in 1817-20, which was used as 
the pro-cathedral of the arch-dioccseof West¬ 
minster till 2 July 1869 (plans, sections, and 
view of interior in Bkition and Puartf’s 
Public Buildings, ii, 6-10; drawings in Royal 
Academy exhibitions 1819 and 1821); the 
houses in Duko Street, London Bridge, with 
wharves and warehouses, constructed when 
the line for the new bridge was prepared 
in 1824; the Islington Propriotary School, 
Barnsbury Street, 1830; the School for tho 
Indigent Blind in St. George’s Fields, South¬ 
wark, 1834r-8, which was in the Gothic stylo, 
and considered of great merit (description, 
with plans and elevations, in Oinil Engineer, 
1838, pp. 207-10); St. Olavo’s girls’ school, 
Maze Road, Southwark 1839-40 (plans, ele¬ 
vations, and sections in Davz’s Architectural 
Precedents). From about 1816 Newman was 
one of the three surveyors in the commission 
of sowers for Kent and Surrey, and with 
the other surveyors. Joseph Gwilt [q. v,], 
and E. I’Anson fa, v.], published a ‘ Report 
relating to the Sewage,’ &c. in 1843. He 
was for many years in the office of the Bridge 
House Estates, and eventually succeeded to 
the clerkship. lie held several surveying 
appointments, including that to the commis¬ 
sioners of pavoments and improvements for 
the west division of Southwark, and to Earl 
Somers’s estate in Somers Town, London, no 
was honorary architect to the Royal Literary 
Fund from 1846, and to the Society of 
Patrons of the Charity Children's Anniver¬ 
sary Mooting in St. Paul’s Cathedral. 


In conned ion with his professional work 
he was enabled to_ mako a good collection of 
antiquities found in London and the neigh¬ 
bourhood, Some bronzes of his from the bed 
of the Thames were, with others, made the 
subject of a paper by Charles Roach Smith 
fa. v.], read before tho Society of Antiqnariej 
m June 1837. Among them was the colossal 
bronze head of Hadrian, now in the Angfo- 
Roman room of the British Museum. In 
1812 Smith again made use of Newmen’j 
collection when reading another paper before 
tho society on ‘Roman Remains recently 
found in London.’ In 1847 Newman exhi¬ 
bited before the Archceologieal Association 
an earthen vase of noticeable form found 
during the excavations for the new houses 
of parliament. Ilis collection was sold by 
auction at Sotheby’s in 1848. He was a 
fellow of the Society of Antiquaries from 
1830 till 1849, and an original follow of the 
Institute of British Architects, in which so¬ 
ciety he originated the t ravelling fund, Ifo 
retired in 1851. 

Newman married in 1819 a daughter of 
the Rev. Bartholomew Middleton, sub-dean 
of Chichester, lie died at the house of his 
son-in-law, Dr. Alexandor Spiors [q. v.J at 
Passy, near Paris, on 8 Jan. 1859. 

Arthur Sudan Newman (1828-1873), 
son of John Newman, was horn at the Old 
Bridge House, Southwark, in 1828. lie had 
an extensive architectural practice, and in 
conjunction with his partner, Arthur Billing, 
erected many churches and other buildings 
in various parts of the country. Among Ins 
principal designs woro St. James’s Church, 
ICidbrooke, in 1867: Christ Church, Somora 
Town, for George Mooro (1806—1870) [q.v,], 
in 1868; anil Holy Trinity Oliureh, Pengp, 
in 1872. He also restored Stepney Church, 
ne was for many years surveyor to Guy’s 
Hospital and to the St. Olavo’s aist rict board 
of works, as well as to tho several bodies 
under whom hi9 father had held appoint¬ 
ments, Ho died on 3 March 1873, and left 
a son, Arthur Harrison Newman, who fol¬ 
lowed Iris father’s profession, and succeeded 
to his practice. 

[Diet. of Axchil oct ure j Gonl. Mag. 1802 
p. 888, 1808 p. 066, 1869 p. 433; Lewis's His¬ 
tory of Islington, p. 260 ; Whoatloy’s London 
Past and Present; Royal Academy Catalogues, 
Arehrcologia, xxviii. 38, 46, xxix. 162; Journal 
of the Archaeological Association, ii. 102; in¬ 
formation from Arthur E. Newman, eeq.l 

B. P. 

NEWMAN, JOHN HENRY (1801- 
1890), cardinal of tho holy Romanchuroh,TO 
bom in tho city of London on 21 Feb. 1801, 
His father, John Newman, who is said to have 
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been of a family of small landed proprietors in 
Cambridgeshire, was of Dutch extraction, the 
name being originally spelt Newmann, and 
was a partner in the banking house of Rams- 
bottom, Newman, & Co, His mother, Jemima 
Fourdrinier, belonged to a well-known 
Huguenot family, long established in Lon¬ 
don as engravers and paper manufacturers 
[see Fotjrdbiniub, Petek]. Newman was 
the eldest of six children, three boys and 
three girls. The second son, Charles Robert 
Newman, died at Tenby in 1884 The youngest 
was Francis William Newman, professor of 
Latin at University College, London. Of the 
three daughters, the eldest, Harriet Eliza¬ 
beth, married Thomas Mozlay [q. v.]; the se¬ 
cond, J emima Charlotte, marrieaJ olru Mozley 
of Derby j and the third, Mary Sophia, died 
unmarried in 1828. At the age of seven 
Newman was sent to a private school of high 
character, ‘ conducted on the Eton lines’ By 
Dr. Nicholas, at Ealing. There he inspired 
those about him with confidence and respect, 
by his general good conduct and close at¬ 
tention to his studies. It was thus early in 
his life that ho mado acquaintance with the 
works of Sir Walter Scott, to whom he al¬ 
ways had a great devotion. Writing in 1871, 
he says: ‘ As a hoy, in the early summer 
mornings, I read “ Waverlcy ” and “ Q uy Man- 
nering " in bed, when they first came out, 
before it was time to get up; and long before 
that—I think when I was eight years old— 
I listened eagerly to " The Lay of the Last 
Minstrel,” which my mother and aunt were 
reading aloud.’ From a child he was 
brought up to take great delight in reading 
the Bible. Uie imagination ran on unknown 
influences, on magical powers and talismans. 
He thought life might be a dream, himself 
an angel, and ail this world deception. 'I 
was very superstitious,’ he adds, ‘ and for 
some time previous to my conversion used 
constantly to cross myself before going into 
the dark.’ This ‘ inward conversion, of wliioh, 
he writes in the * Apologia,’ 1 1 am still mors 
certain than that I have hands or feet, 1 ha 
dates in the autumn of 1816j when he was 
fifteen. ‘I foil under tho influence of a 
definite^oreed, and reoeived into my intellect 
impressions of dogma whioh have never 
been effaced or obscured.’ The religious lite¬ 
rature which he read at this time was chiefly 
Calvinietio, although a work of a character 
very opposite to Calvinism—Law’s ‘ Serious 
and Devout Call ’—produced a great impres¬ 
sion upon his mind, ilis first acquaintance 
with the fathers was made in the autumn of 
1816, through the long extracts which are 
given in Milner’s ‘ Church History,’ and of 
whioh he 1 was nothing short of enamoured,’ 


Simultaneously with Milner he read ‘ Newton 
on the Prophecies’ [see Newton, Thomas, 
1704-1782], and in consequence became most 
firmly convinced that the pope was the anti¬ 
christ prediictad by Daniel, St. Paul, and St. 
John. 

He was entered at Trinity College, Ox¬ 
ford, on 14 Dec. 1816, when he was yet two 
months short of sixteen. In the following 
June he was called into residence, and he 
then made the acquaintance of John Wil¬ 
liam Bowden [q. v.l an acquaintance which 
ripened into a very intimate friendship. D is 
tutor was the Rev. Thomas Short, whose good 
opinion he soon won, and never lost, and 
who appears to have directed hie reading 
with much judgment. In 1818 he gained one 
of the Trinity scholarships of COL, tenable for 
nine years, which had been lately thrown 
open to university competition. In 1819 the 
hank in which his father was a partner 
stopped payment. 1 There was no bankruptcy,’ 
he wrote: ‘ every one was paid in full/ But 
it was the beginning of a great family trial. 
In the same year Newman was entered at 
Lincoln’s Inn, where he kept a few terms, 
it being at this time his father’s intention to 
send him to the bar. 

The Trinity echolorship was the only dis¬ 
tinction which fell to him during his acade¬ 
mical career. He passed with credit his first 
university examination, hut, standing for 
the highest honours in the final examina¬ 
tion, he did badly. ‘ Ho had over-read him¬ 
self, and, being Buddauly called up a day 
sooner than he expected, utterly broke down, 
and, after vain attempts far seven days, had 
to retire, only making first sure of his B.A. 
degree.’ His name was found 'bolow the line ’ 
in the second division of the second class of 
honours. lie was not then twenty, whereas 
the usual age for graduating was twenty- 
two. 

After graduating B.A. in 1820, Newman 
remained in Oxford, receiving private pupils, 
and shortly formed the dosign of standing for 
a fellowship at Oriel, ‘the acknowledged 
centre of Oxford intellectualism.’ In pre¬ 
paration for the examination he pave con¬ 
siderable time to Latin composition, logic, 
and natural philosophy. He was successful 
in thB competition, and was elected fellow 
of Oriel on 12 April 1822, a day which he 
‘ over felt the turning-point of his Me, and 
of all days most memorable.’ 

In 1828 the Athenaeum Club was founded 
in London, and Newman was invited to be¬ 
come an original member, hut declined the 
invitation, In the same year Edward Bou- 
verie Pusey [q. v.l was elected fellow of Oriel, 
and Newman’s friendship with him began. 
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On Trinity Sunday, IS .Tune 1824, lie was 
ordained deacon, and became curate of St. 
Dlement'e Church, Oxford, when bo did much 
bard, parish w orb. lie preached bis first ser¬ 
mon on 23 June at Wnrton, from the text, 

‘ Man goetb forth to hie work and to his labo ur 
until the evening.' His last sermon, as an 
Anglican clergyman, was preached ninotoon. 
years later from the same text. Duiing his 
early residence at Oriel he associated much 
with Edward Hawkins (1789-1882) [q. v.], 
then fellow of the college and vicar of St. 
Mary’s, who did much to 'root out evan¬ 
gelical doctrines from his creed.’ In 1824 he 
contributed to the 'Encyclopaedia Metropoli- 
tana ’ an article on Oicero and a ‘ Life of 
Apollonius of Tyona.’ In March 1825 he was 
appointed vice-principal of Alban Hall by the 
principal, Dr. Whatelv, with whom he was at 
the time in close and constant intercourse. 
His relations with Whately largely cured 
him of the extreme shyness that was natural 
to him. Newman says that ho owed more 
to Whately than to any one else in the way 
of mental improvement, and that he derived 
from him ‘ the idea of the Christian Church 
os a Divine appointment, and as a substan¬ 
tive body, independent of the State, and en¬ 
dowed with rights, prerogatives, and powers 
of its own.’ lie had a large shore in the 
composition of Whately’s ‘ Logic,’ as is testi¬ 
fied m the preface to that work. He resigned 
his appointment of vice-principal of St. Al¬ 
ban Hall on becoming tutor of Oriel in 1826. 
He felt, as he wrote to his mother, that ho 
had ‘ a groat undertaking in the tutorship; ’ 
that 1 there was always a danger of the love 
of literary pursuits assuming too prominent 
a place in the thoughts of a college tutor, or 
of his viewing his situation merely as a secu¬ 
lar offico.’ In the same year Richard nurrell 
Froude [q. v.] was elected fellow of Oriel, a 
friend whose influence Newman foLt ‘power¬ 
ful beyond all others to which he had been 
subjected,’and whom he described as'ono of 
the acutest and cleverest and deepest' men 
in the memory of man.’ In this year, too, 
he contributed his ‘ Essay on Miracles ’ to the 
‘ Encyclopaedia Melropolitana.’ In 1827 he 
was appointed by William nowley [q. v.], 
then bishop of London, ono of the preachers 
at Whitehall, In 1827-8 he was public exa¬ 
miner in classics in the final examination for 
honours. 

In 1828 Hawkins was elected provost of 
Oriel, in preference to KeblOj largely through 
Newman’s influence. In vindication of ms 
choice, Newman said laughingly that if they 
were electing an angel he would of course 
vole for Keble, hut ‘the cose was different’ 
(Liddon, Life of Pusey, i. 139). Pusey after¬ 


wards regretted the election, but ‘ ■without 
it,’ wrote Newman many years later, ‘ there 
would have been no Movement, no Tracts 
no Library of the Fathers ' (t"6.) On succeed¬ 
ing to the provostship, Hawkins vacated the 
vicarage of St. Mary’s, tlio university church 
and Newman was presented by his college 
to the vacant living. In February 1820 he 
strenuously opposed, on purely academical 
grounds, Reel’s re-election as M.P. for the 
university, although he had hitherto peti¬ 
tioned annually in favour of catholic emac- 
cipation. A breach between lnmself and 
What ely followed {Apologia, pp. 72-3; Lm. 
don, Life of Pusey, l, 198), and his associa¬ 
tion with Koblo and Froude gradually grew 
closer. It was at this time that he began 
systematically to read the fathers, with a view 
to writing a history of the principal councils, 
a design that resulted in hie ‘Arians of the 
Fourth Century’ (Apologia,]). 87). In 183Q 
he served as pro-proctor. In the Hams year 
he was ‘turned out of the secretaryship of 
tho Church Missionary Socioty at Oxford,’ 
because of a pamphlet which ho had written 
expressive of his dissatisfaction with its con¬ 
stitution. He thought there was no principle 
recognised by it on which churchmen could 
take their stand. This marks his definitive 
breach with tho evangelical party, Bhreds and 
tatters of whose doctrine had up to this tuns 
hung about him. ne found, as he expressed 
it, that ‘ Calvinism was not a key to the pheno¬ 
mena of human nature, aB they occur in the 
world.’ He adds that ‘ the Evangelical teach¬ 
ing, considered as n system and in what was 
eouLiar to itself, failed to find a response in 
is own religious experience, or afterwards 
in his parochial.’ In 1881-2 ho was one of 
the select university preachers. This may 
he called the last stop in his public career at 
Oxford. In 1829 differences had sprung up 
between himself and the provost of Oriel re¬ 
garding the duties and responsibilities attach¬ 
ing to his tutorship. He considered the office 
as of a‘substantially religious nature,’ which 
Hawkius did not. The immediate occasion 
of the disagreement was ‘a claim oft he tutors 
to use their own discretion in tho arrange¬ 
ment of tho ordinary terminal lecluro table.' 
Hurrell Froude and Wilberforoe supported 
Newman. But in tho struggle which ensued 
the provost won the victory, and the oppos¬ 
ing tutors in 1832 had to resign their posts 
in the college (Mozdex, Peimniscences, 1 . 
229-88). 

1 Humanly speaking,’ Newman afterwards 
wrote, ‘ the Oxford Movement never would 
have been had Newman not been deprived 
of his tutorship), or had Keblo, not Hawkins, 
been provost.’ in December 1882 Newman 
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and his colleague Hurrell Froude -went to the 
south of Europe for Fronde’s health, In com¬ 
pany with Fioudo and his father, Archdea¬ 
con Froude, he visited Gibraltar, Malta, the 
Ionian Islands, parts of Sicily, Naples, and 
Home, where he made the acquaintance of 
Cardinal (then Dr.) Wiseman. lie thought 
Koine ‘the most wonderful place in the 
world.’ But he was not attracted by its 
religion, which seemed to him ‘polytheis¬ 
tic, degrading, and idolatrous.’ It was in 
Rome that Newman and Froude began the 
•Lyra Apostoliea;’ some of the poems in¬ 
cluded in it were written earlier, and one or 
two at a later period, but most were com¬ 
posed during this expedition. In April 1833 
theFroudes left Rome for France, aud New¬ 
man returned to Sicily, ‘drawn by a strange 
loveto gaze upon its cities and its mountains.’ 
At Laonforte be fell dangerously ill of a 
fever, and during the height of his malady 
kept exclaiming, ‘ I shall not die, I have a 
work to do.’ In June 1833 ho left Palermo 
for Marseilles in an orange-boat. It was 
during this voynge, when becalmed for a 
whole week in the straitB of Bonifacio, that 
his most popular versus, ‘Lead kindly light,’ 
were written. On 9 July 1833 he reached 
his mother’s house at IlTley. Five days after¬ 
wards Keble preached his assize seimou at 
St. Mary’s on nationul apostasy, u hich New¬ 
man considered the starl of the Oxford 
movement. 

Dean Church has observed that the Ox¬ 
ford movement was ‘ the direct result of the 
searchings of heart and tlio oommunings for 
seven years from 1826 to 1833 of Keble, 
Froude, and Newman.’ ‘Keble had given 
the inspiration, Froude had given the im¬ 
petus, then Newman took up the work.’ The 
moment of Newman’s landing in England 
was, as he himself describes it, ‘ critical.’ 
‘Ten Irish bishopries had been at a sweep 
suppressed, and church peoplo wore told to 
be thankful that things were no worse. It 
was time to move if there was to be any 
moving at all.’ Between 25 and 29 July 
■William Palmer [q. v.], Hurrell Froude, Ar¬ 
thur Philip Pevceval [q.v.], and Hugh James 
Rose [q. v.l met together at Rose s rectory 
at Hadleign. It was then resolved to fight 
for the doctrine of apostolical succession and 
tho integrity of the prayor-book. And out 
of this meeting sprang the plan of asso¬ 
ciating for the defence of the church aud 
the ‘ Tracts for tho Times.’ It was Newrnan 
himself who began the tracts, ' out of his 
own head,’ as he expresses it, in September 
1888, ‘ But the Tracts,’ Dean Church writes, 
‘were not the most powerful instruments in 
drawing sympathy to the movement. With¬ 


out Mr. Newman’s four o’clock sermons at 
St. Mary’s the movement might never have 
gone on, certainly would never have been 
what if was. While men were reading and 
talking about the Tracts they were hearing 
the sermons, and in the sermons they heard 
the living meaning and reason and bearing 
of the lhacts, their ethical affinities, their 
moral standard. The sermons created a moral 
atmosphore in which men judged the ques¬ 
tions m debate.’ 

Newman had already finished in July 1832 
his volume on the 1 Arians,’ which was pub¬ 
lished at the close of 1838. It was ‘a book,’ 
as Dean Ohurchjudged, ‘which for originality 
and subtlety of thought was something very 
unlike the usual theological writings of the 
day,’ and which made itB author’s mark as a 
writer. 

Towards the end of 1835 Dr. Pusey joined 
the ‘ Oxford movement,’ and ' became, as it 
were, its official chief in tho eyes of the 
world j ’ ' a second head in close sympathy 
with its original leader, but in many ways very 
different from him.’ In 1836 Dr. Hampden 
was appointed regiuB professor of divinity 
at Oxford, greatly to the indignation of a 
considerable section of the university, tho 
liberalism of his Bampton lectures having 
given much offence. One effect of the con- 
trovers v which aroeo, anil in which Newman 
took a leading part, chiefly by his ‘ Elucida¬ 
tions of Dr. Hampden’s Theological State¬ 
ments,’ was to open the eyes of many to the 
meaning of the movement, and to bring some 
fresh friends to its side. But further New¬ 
man felt that as the person whom he and his 
friends were opposing had committed himself 
in writing, they ought so to commit themselves 
too. Hence he was led to the composition 
of a series of works in defence of Anglo- 
cut holicism, or the ‘ViaMedia,’ 'thereligion 
of Androwes, Land, Hammond, Butler, and 
"Wilson,’ the principles of which the move¬ 
ment maintained. The first of these was tho 
volume entitled 1 The Prophetical Office of 
the Church viewed relatively to Romanism 
and Popular Protestantism.* This treatise 
employed him for three years, from the be¬ 
ginning of 1884 to the end of 1886, and was 
published in March 1887. It was followed 
m March 1838 by the book on ‘ Justification,’ 
in May by the 'Disquisition on the Canon 
of Scripture,’ and in June by the ‘Tractateon 
Antichrist.’ These volumes—the contents 
of whioh were originally delivered as lectures 
in ‘ a dork, dreary appendage to St. Mary’s 
on the north side,’ called Adam de Brome’s 
Chapel—did much to form a School of opinion 
which ‘grew stronger and stronger evory 
year, till it came into collision with the nation, 
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and with the church of the nation, which it 
began by professing especially to serve.' At 
the same time Newman became editor of the 
‘British Critic,’ which henceforth was natu¬ 
rally the chief organ of the traetarian move¬ 
ment (Mobley, Reminiscences ; Oaxbley, 
pp. 77 &c.) William George Ward used to 
express his doubt whether there was anything 
in all history like Newman’s influence at Ox¬ 
ford at this period. Professor Skairp writes: 
‘It was almost as if some Ambrose or Augus¬ 
tine of elder days had reappeared ; ’ and Mr. 
J. A. Froude declares: ‘ Compared with him,’ 
all the rest were ‘ but ns ciphers, and he the 
indicating number.' There is a gjreat con¬ 
sensus of testimony to the same eliect. 

Dean Church tells us that the view of the 
churoh of England put forward in Newman’s 
volume on ‘Bomanism and popular Protes¬ 
tantism’ (1887) has become the accepted An- 
lican view. But in 1839 its expounder 
egon to question itstruth. In the summer of 
that year he set himself to study the history of 
the Monophysite controversy. During this 
course of reading a doubt came across him for 
the first time of the tenahleness of Angli¬ 
canism. 1 1 had Been the shadow of a hand 
on the wall. He who has seen a ghost cannot 
he as if he had never seen it. The heavens 
hod opened and closed again. The thought for 
a moment had been the church of Borne will 
be found right after all, and then it vanished. 
My old convictions remained as before.’ Bui 
in September of the same year a further blow 
came. A friend put into his hand an articlo 
by Dr. Wiseman on the ‘ Anglican Claim,’ 
recently published in the ‘Dublin Be view.’ 
The words of St. Augustine against the Dona- 
tists, quoted by the reviewer, ‘ Seourus judi- 
cat orbia terrarum,’ seemed to him to ‘ pul¬ 
verise ’ the theory ol' the 1 Via Madia.’ ‘ They 
were words which went beyond the occasion 
of the Donatists, they applied to that of the 
Monophysites. . . . They decided ecclesias¬ 
tical questions on a simpler rule than that of 
antiquity. Nay, St. Augustine was one of 
the prime oraedes of antiquity; here, then, 
Antiquity was deciding against itself.' lie 
wrote to a friend that it wns 1 the first real 
hit from Bomanism which had happened to 
him,' that it gave him ‘a stomach ache.’ 
1 From thiB time,' Dean Church tells us, ‘ the 
hope and exultation with which, in spile of 
checks, he had watched the movement, gave 
way to uneasiness and distress.’ 

fn 1841 Newman published ‘ Tract 90.’ 
1 The main thesis of the essay was this: the 
Articles do not oppose catnolio teaching; 
they but partially oppose Roman dogma; 
they, for the most part, oppose the dominant 
errors of Borne.’ He meant the tract as a 


test to determine how far the articles were 
reconcilable with the doctrines of the ‘Vie, 
Media.’ It was received with a storm of in- 
dignation, at first in Oxford, and subsequently 
throughout the country. Archibald Camp¬ 
bell Tait [q. v.j, then senior tutor of Baliiol 
(afterwards archbishop of Canterbury), and 
three other senior tutors, published a letter 
charging the tracts with ‘ suggesting and. 
opening a way by which men might, at least 
in the case of Boman views, violate tLeir 
solemn engagements to the university.’ And 
the board of heads of houses put forth a 
judgment oxpressing the same view. The 
'traotarion party thus came imder an official 
ban and stigma, and Newman saw clearly 
that his place m the movement was gone. 
In July he gave up the ‘British Critic’ 
to his brotkor-in-law, Thomas Mozley [q, v.] 
‘ Confidence in me was lost, but I had al¬ 
ready lost full confidence in myBelf. The 
one question was, What, was I to do P I 
determined to be guided not by my imagi¬ 
nation, but by my reason. Had it not been 
for this severe resolve, I should have been a 
catholic sooner than I was.’ 

But later in the sn me year (1841) Newman 
received what he dBsoribee as ‘ throe further 
blows which broke me.’ In the Arian his¬ 
tory ho Baw the same phenomenon which he 
had Found in the Monophysite. He ‘saw 
clearly that, in the history of Arianism, the 
pure Allans were the protestants, the semi- 
Arinns were the Anglicans, and that Borne 
now was what it was then.’ While he was 
in the misery of this new unsettlement, the 
bishops one after another began to charge 
against him, and lie recognised it as a con¬ 
demnation, theonlyoneintheirpower. Then 
came the affair of the Jerusalem bishopiio, 
whioh exhibited the Anglican churoh aa 
‘courting an intercommunion with protestant 
Prussia and the heresy of the orientals, while 
it forbade any sympathy or concurrence with 
the ohurch ol' Borne ’ [see Alexander, Mi¬ 
chael Solohon]. 

‘ From the end of 1841,’ Newman tells ns 
in the ‘ Apologia,’ ‘ I was on my deathbed 
as regards my membership with the Anglican 
ohurch, though at the time I became aware 
of it only by degrees.’ A year later he with¬ 
drew from Oxford and took up his abode at 
Littlemore, ‘ with sevoral young men who 
had attached themselves to his person and 
to his fortunes, in the building whioh was 
not long in vindicating to itself the name of 
the Littlemore Monastery.’ Here he passed 
the three years of painful anxiety and sus¬ 
pense which preceded his final decision to join 
the Boman church, leadingn life of prayer and 
fasting and of monastic seclusion, ‘ On the 
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one hand,’ he tells us,‘1 gradually came to 
see that the Anglican church was formally in 
the wrong; on the other, that the church of 
Home was formally in the right; then that no 
valid reason could be assigned for continuing 
in the Anglican, and again that no valid ob¬ 
jections could be taken to joining the Roman.’ 
So in a letter to a lady, written in 1871, he 
states: * My condemnation of the Anglican 
church arose out of my study of the fathers.’ 
And similarly in his lectures on Anglican 
difficulties, he testified that the identity of the 
Catholicism of to-day with the Catholicism of 
antiquity was the reason why he was in¬ 
duced, ' much against every natural induce¬ 
ment,’ to submit to its claims. In 1843 be toolr 
two very significant steps. In February 
he published in the ‘ Conservative Journal ’ 
a formal retractation of nil the bard things he 
had said against the church of Rome, and in 
September he resig ned the living of St. Mary’s. 
On the S9th of that month he wrote to a 
friend: ‘ I do so despair of the church of Eng¬ 
land, and am so evidently cast off by her, 
and, on the other hand, I am so drawn to the 
church of Rome, that I think it safer, as a 
matter of honesty, not to keep my living. 
This is a vory different thing from having 
any intention of joining the church of Rome.’ 
At the beg umingof 1845 he commenced his 
‘Essay on the Development of Christian 
Doctrine,’ and was hard at work at it through 
the year until October. As be advanced in 
it, his doubts respecting the Roman church 
one by one disappeared. Before he reached 
the end he resolved to he received into the 
catholic church, and the hook remains in the 
state in which it was then, unfinished. He 
was received in his house at Liltlemore on 
9 Oct. by Father Dominic the Passionist. 

Lord Beaconsffeld, some years after the 
event, described the secession of Newman as 
a blow under which the church of England 
still reeled. Mr. Gladstone has expressed the 
opinion that ‘ it has never yet been estimated 
at anything like the full amount of its calit- 
mitouB importance.’ One immediate conse¬ 
quence of it was the break-up of the Oxford 
movement, although the spiritual forces 
of which that movement had been the out¬ 
come soon manifested themselves under other 
forms. Newman himself quitted Oxford on 
23 Feb. 1846, not to return for thirty-two 
years, and was called by Dr. Wiseman, the 
vicar apostolic of the midland district, to Os- 
cott, where he spent some months. In Oc¬ 
tober of the same year he went to Rome, 
where he was ordained priest and received 
the degree of doctor of divinity. On Ohrist- 
mas-eve 1847 he returned to England with 
a commission from Pius IX to introduce 


into this country the institute of the Ora¬ 
tory, founded in the sixteenth century by 
St. Philip Neri, whose bright and beautiful 
character had specially attracted him, and 
who, he writes in a letter dated 26 Jan. 
1847, reminded him m many ways of Keble, 
as ‘ formed on the same type of extreme hatred 
of humbug, playfulness^ nay, oddity, tender 
love for others, and seventy.’ After his return, 
he lived first at Maryvale, Old Osoott, then 
at St. Wilfrid’s College, Cheadle, and subse¬ 
quently at Alcester Street, Birmingham,where 
he established the Oratory, which was subse¬ 
quently removed to Edgbaston. An important 
memonal of bis activity during these first 
years of his cal holic life is his volume of‘Dis¬ 
courses to Mixed Congregations,’ published 
in 1849—sermons which certainly surpass in 
power and pathos all his former productions, 
and which reveal him at his greatest as a 
preacher. It was in 1849 that he and Father 
St. John volunteered to assist the catholic 
priests at Bilston during a severe visitation 
of cholera, taking the place of danger, which 
the bishop had designed for others. In 1860 
ho founded the London Oratory, which sub¬ 
sequently became an independent house, with 
Father Faber as itB head. 

In July 1860 Newman published his 
‘Twelve Lectures,’ addressed to the party 
of the religious movement of 1833 on the 
difficulties felt bv Anglicans in catholic teach¬ 
ing. The aim of the volume, as he explained 
in the preface, was ‘to give fair play to the 
conscience by removing those perplexities in 
the view of catholicity which keep the in¬ 
tellect from being touched by its agency, and 
five the heart an excuse for trifling with 
it.’ In October of the some year took place 
the restoration of the catholic hierarchy in 
England, popularly oslled the Papal Aggres¬ 
sion, which at once produced a violent anti- 
catholic agitation. Among other means re- 
Borted to for fanning it was the employment 
of an apostate Dominican monk, named 
Achilli, to declaim in various parts of the 
country against the church of Rome. On the 
other hand Newman delivered to the bro¬ 
thers of the Little Oratory in Birmingham 
his ‘ Lectures on the Present Position of Ca¬ 
tholics,’which were published in September 
1861. In the course of one of them he 
was led to expose tho moral turpitude of 
Achilli with much plainness of speech, and 
in consequence a criminal information for 
libel was laid against him, He put in a 
general plea of not guilty, and then a justi¬ 
fication consisting of twenty-three counts, 
in which, specifying time, date, and cir¬ 
cumstance, he charged Dr. Achilli with as 
many damnatory facts as those named in 
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his lecture, At the trial in the court of 
queen’s bench on SI, 22, 23, and 24 June 
18<)2 a number of witnesses, brought for the 
most part from Italy, gave evidence esta¬ 
blishing those facts. The jury, however, in¬ 
fluenced probably by the summing up of the 
presiding judge (Lord Campbell) in a sense 
adverse to the defendant, gave their verdict 
against him, and, a motion for a new trial 
having been refused, Newman was fined 1001. 
by Mr. Justice Coleridge ou 28 Jan. 1863. 
Ilis expenses in connection with this case, 
amounting to over 14,0001., were defrayed by 
a public subscription, to which many foreign 
catholics contributed. 

In 1864 Newman went to Dublin, at the 
invitation of the Irish catholic bishops, as 
rector of the catholic university, recently 
established there. It is related in the ‘ Me¬ 
moirs ’ of Mr. J. It. Hope Scott that this in¬ 
vitation was given in consequence of a sug¬ 
gestion made by him to Archbishop (after¬ 
wards Cardinal) Cullen, who eagerly adopted 
it, exclaiming, ‘If wa once had Dr. Newman 
engaged as president, I would fear for no thing. 
After that everything would he easy.’ Tho 
event did not justify this expectation. The 
catholic university in Dublin was, from the 
first, a predestined failure, owing to its non- 
recognition by the state and many other 
causes, one of which unquestionably was a 
certain native incapacity in Newman himself 
for practical organisation. Newman's special 
gift was not of rulo,but of intellectual, ethi¬ 
cal, and spiritual inspiration. The most con¬ 
siderable outcome of the Dublin experiment 
was Newman’s volume on the ‘Idea of a 
University,’ in which he laid down, with 
meat precision of thought and power of 
language, what he considered the truo aims 
and principles of education. After New¬ 
man’s return to Birmingham, in 1868, he 
was much occupied with a project for the 
establishment at Oxford of a branch houss 
of the Oratory, which might in some sort 
have become a catholic college; he, indoed, 
went bo far as to purohase the ground for it. 
The project, however, came to nothing in 
consequence of the opposition of certain in¬ 
fluential catholics, among them being Oam 
dinal (then Provost) Manning and William 
George Ward [q. v.J A scheme for a new 
English rendering of the Vulgate, which he 
took up at the suggestion of Cardinal Wise¬ 
man, shared the same fate, through the hos¬ 
tility, as is affirmed, of divers boolrsellers and 
others interested in the sole of the Douay 
version. In 1869Newman established at Edg- 
baston tho school for the sons of catholics of 
the upper olasses, in which, down to tho day 
of his death, he took the deepest interest, and 


which lias done much for higher catholic 
education in England. 

In January 1804 Ghnrlea Kingsley, review¬ 
ing anonymously in ‘Macmillan’s Magazine’ 
Proude’s ‘History of England,’ took occasion 
to remark: ‘ Truth for its own sake had never 
been avirtuewitktbe Roman clergy. Father 
Newman informs us that iL need not,andon 
the whole ought not to be.’ This passage 
being brought to Newman’s notice, he at once 
wrote to Messrs. Macmillan complaining of 
this ‘ grave and gratuitous slander.' There- 
upon Kingsley avowed himsell'its author,and 
a correspondence onBued, in which Newman 
called upon his accuser either to substantiate 
the charge by passages from hie writings or 
to confess Ihatnewas unable to do bo. Kings¬ 
ley declined to adopt eitkor of those courses, 
or to go beyond an expression of satisfaction 
that he had mistaken Newman’s meaning. 
Nowman’s sonso of justice was not satisfied, 
and he proceeded to publish the correspond¬ 
ence, appending to it certain pungent remarks 
of hie own. Kingsley replied in a pamphlet, 
ontitled ‘What, then, does Dr. Newman 
mean P ’ where he returned 1 o his original ac¬ 
cusation, which he had professed to abandon, 
and endeavoured to support it by a number 
of extracts from various works of Newman, 
both catholic and anglican. By way of re¬ 
joinder, Newman wrote his ‘ Apologia pro 
Vita Sua,’ in which, at tho cost of no small 
suffering to a naturo eminently sensitive and 
shrinking from publicity, the veil wus lifted 
from forty-five years of his inner life. Few 
books have so triumphantly accomplished 
their purpose as that remarkable work. Its 
simplo candour wrought conviction even in 
theological opponents, while it revolutionised 
the popular estimate of its author, From 
that time until his death, widoly os most of 
his countrymon differed from his religious 
opinions, there was probably no living man 
in whose unswerving roetitndo tlioy more 
entirely believed, or for whom they enter¬ 
tained a greater reverence. 

In 1808 the now and uniform edition of 

of his Oxford ‘ Plain and Pnrochin? Sermons.’ 
The series was brought to a close in 1881 by 
his translation of the select treatises of St. 
Athanasius against the Amins. It extends 
to thirty-six volumes. Two of them, speci¬ 
ally curious and interesting, are those entitled 
‘ The Via Media,’ which contain leotures, 
tracts, and letters written between 1880 and 
1841 m exposition of that system, with an 
elaborat e preface and frequent notes, whorein 
tho author corrects and refutes his formerself. 

In 1874 Mr. Gladstone published an article 
in the ‘ Contemporary Review,’ in the course 
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of which he asserted, with special reference to 
the decrees of the Vatican council, that Rome 
had equally repudiated modern thought and 
ancient history, and that ‘no one can be¬ 
come her convert without renouncing his 
moral and mental freedom, and placing his 
civil loyalty and duty at the mercy of an¬ 
other.’ These propositions were shortly 
afterwards embodied and defended by their 
author in a pamphlet on the Vatican decrees 
in their bearing on civil allegiance, To 
which Newman replied in his ‘Letter to the 
Duke of Norfolk,’liib argument being that the 
papal prerogatives asserted by the Vatican 
council do not and cannot touch the civil 
allegiance of catholics. The weight of New¬ 
man’s reply was the greater from the fact 
that, although personally holding the doctrine 
of the pope’s infallibility, lie had no sympathy 
with the tone and temper of some or its most 
prominent supporters, and in a private letter 
to his bishop, surreptitiously published, had 
denounced tho proceedings or ‘an insolent 
and aggressive faction’ bent upon carrying 
it. Similarly in the ‘ Letter to the Duke of 
Norfolk’ he expressed his aversion to ‘the 
chronic extravaganoes of knots of catholics 
here and there,' who ‘ stated truths in the 
most paradoxical form, and stretched prin¬ 
ciples till they were dose upon snapping.’ 

In 1877 Newman was elocted an honorary 
fellow of Trinity College, Oxford, and in 
February 1878 he visited Oxford for tho first 
time since his departure in 1846. In the 
same month Pius IX died, and was suc¬ 
ceeded by Leo XIII, Towards the close of 
1878 several leading English catholic laymen 
represented to Leo XIII the groat work which 
Newman had accomplished for religion in 
England, and the high place he held in gene¬ 
ral estimation. Cardinal Manning supported 
these representations, and the pope showed 
Ins full appreciation of Newman’s worth and 
merits by colling him to the sacred college. 
To Newman this honour was wholly un¬ 
expected. Such an elovafion, he said, had 
never aomeinto his thoughts, and seemed to 
him out of keeping with his antecedents. 
The honour was the greater as it waB accom¬ 
panied by an exemption from, the obligation 
of residence at the pontifical court, hardly 
ever given save to cardinals who are dio¬ 
cesan bishops. Newman set out for Home 
on 16 April 1879, and on 12 May was for¬ 
mally created cardinal of the tillo of St, 
George in Velabro. On 1 July he returned 
to Edgbaston. He paid another visit to 
Trinity College, Oxford, over Trinity Sun- 

S and Monday, 1880, and preached in St. 

ysius’s Church. But, with the exception 
of rare and short visits to London, he thence¬ 


forth lemained at Edgbaston until his death 
on 13 Aug. 1800. After lying in state at 
the Oratory he was buried at Rednall. 

Upon the occasion of his receiving in tho 
Palazzo delle Pigne at Rome the biglietto, 
formally announcing his elovation to the 
sacred college, Newman delivered an address 
to the distinguished company assembled to do 
him honour, in the course of which he re¬ 
viewed his own life and work. His testimony 
of himself was that ‘ for thirty, forty, fifty 
years he had resisted, to the best of hie power, 
the spirit of liberalism in religion,’by ‘liberal¬ 
ism ’ being meant ‘ tbe doctrine that there is no 
positive truth in religion, but that one creed 
is as good as another,’ and in that resistance 
he found the main principle running through 
all his writings and through all his actions. 
No doubt Newman was well warranted in 
thus regarding his career. Certain it is that 
the conception of Christianity as the absolute 
religion, as a revelation possessing supreme 
objective authority, and offering a precise, 
definite, and inerrant teaching regarding all 
the great problems of life, was the dominant 
idea to which he ever clung. In his youth, 
under the influence of Thomas Scott (1747- 
1821) [q. v.] and Thomas Newton, he took 
the popular evangelical vibw that tho bible 
is the present infallible and nll-Bufficient 
oracle of divine truth. Gradually this 
opinion dropped off from him. He found, 
as he thought, in matter of fact, that the 
sacred scriptures of Christianity were not in¬ 
tended nor fitted to serve aB the arbiter of 
dootrine and practice in religion. ‘ We have 
tried the book,’ he wrote, ‘ and it disappoints, 
because it is used for a purpose for which it 
was not given. Either no objective revela¬ 
tion has been given, or it has been provided 
with a means of impressing its ohjoctivoness 
on the world.’ Thus was lie led to the con¬ 
ception of an infallible cburch. For years 
lie sought to realise this notion in the 
national establishment, and to give to it—in 
ltB officerSj its laws, its usages, its worship— 
that devotion and obediencewhich he deemed 
correlative to the very idea of a church. 
This was the true scope of the tractarian 
movement, which aroused Oxford from the 
spiritual torpor of centuries. The eondomntt- 
tion of that movement by the Anglican epi¬ 
scopate was a fatal blow to its leader. His 
initial principle, his basis, external au¬ 
thority, was cut away from under his feet. 
The choice open to him was either to forget 
his most keen and luminous convictions, or 
to look out for truth and peace elsewhere. 
After much anxious thought he decided that 
the church of Rome wan the true home of 
the idea which he could not surrender. And 
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then, in the wards of Ms last Anglican ser¬ 
mon, ‘ The Parting of Friends,’ ‘lie passed 
over that Jordan and set out upon his dreary 
v. ay. lie parted with all that Ms heart 
loved, and turned his face to a strange land.’ 
Newman’s main contribution to religious 
controversy has been to present with all 
the power of his great dialectical skill, 
with all the winniugness of Ms nohle per¬ 
sonality, with all tho majesty of his regal 
English, the thesis illustrated by his life— 
that the communion of Home alone satisfies 
the conception of the church as a divine 
kingdom in the world. He was far too clear¬ 
sighted not to discern, and far too candid 
not to allow, the difficulties which the claims 
of the papacy present. Still his conclusion 
was: ‘ There is no help for it; we must either 
give up the belief in the church as a divine 
institution altogether, or we must recognise 
it in that communion of which the pope is 
the head; we must take things as they are; 
to believe in a church is to believe an the 
pope.' And a church seemed to him in the 
system of revelation what conscience is in 
the system of nature. It is sometimes said 
that Newman’s defence of his own creed was 
confined to the proposition that it is the only 
possible alternative to atheism. 60 to state 
his (caching is to caricature it. Starting from 
the being ox Qod, a truth impressed upon him 
irresistibly by the voice of conscience, he 
holds it urgently probable that a revelation 
has been given. And if a revelation has been 
given, he considers that it must be sought in 
Christianity, of which ho regards Catholicism 
as the only form historically or philosophically 
tenable. His conclusion is : 1 Either tho ca¬ 
tholic religion is verily and indeed the coming 
of the unseen world into this, or there is 
nothing positive, nothing dogmatic, notMng 
real in any of our notions as to whence we 
come or whither we go.’ 

This is, in substance, the argument wMch 
Newman opposed to ‘liberalism in reli¬ 
gion.’ So far as tho fundamental ideas of 
his theological and pMlosopkioal creed are 
concerned, he changed very little during his 
long life. No doubt the key to his mind is 
to be found in the school of Alexandria, by 
which he was so strongly influenced at tho 
beginning of his career. Origen and Clement 
never lost their hold upon him. Even with 
regard to a distinctively anti-catholic doc¬ 
trine, which he imbibed very early in life, he 
varied much less thanis commonly supposed. 
For many years antichrist was for mm the 
pope. When he gave up tMs interpretation 
it was to substitute for it the spirit of the 
world working in the church for temporal 
ends. As he expressed it in writing to a 


friend in 1870 , 1 The church is in the world 
and the world in the church and the world 
“ totus in maligno positus est.” This is true 
in all ages and places.’ He never, from first 
to last, varied from the conviction, main¬ 
tained in one of his ‘Sermons on Subjects of 
the Day,'that ‘tho strength of the church lies 
not in eortMy law, or human countenance, 
or oivil station, hut in her proper gifts—in 
those great gifts which our Lord pronounced 
to be beatitudes.’ His attitude to modern 
thought was by no means hostile. It may 
be truly said of him, as of another, that he 
sincerely loved light, ond preferred it to any 
private darkness of Ms own. Thus, early 
in Ms Anglican days, ha was led to bold 
freer views of inspiration than were common 
among his friends. Although the higher 
Teutonic criticism wasnever specially studied 
by him—ho waB no German scholar—he be¬ 
came increasingly conscious, as years went 
on, of the unteuablono&s of much of the 
biblical exegesis commonly taught. His last 
publication was an essay in tho ‘ Ninel oenth 
Century’ of February 1884, in wMcli he 
treats of tMs theme with the extreme caution 
demanded by its delicacy, hut distinctly lays 
down the pregnant principle: ‘The titles of 
the canonical books, ond their ascription to 
definite authors, either do not come under 
their inspiration, or need not he acoeplod 
literally; ’ ‘ nor does it matter whether one or 
two Isaiahs wrote the book which boors that 
prophet’s name. The church, without settling 
tMs point, pronounces it inspired in re¬ 
spect of faith and morals, both Isaiahs being 
inspired, and if tMs ho assured to us, all other 
questions ore irrelevant and unnecessary.’ 
Again, in one of his oarliest publications—his 
‘ History of the Arums ’-—he enunciated the 
broad proposition: ‘ There is something true 
and divinely revealed in every religion, 
Revelation, properly speaking, is an universal, 
not a local gift;’ and in a private letter of 
1882 he states that ho holds this in substance 
as strongly as he did when it wus written, 
fifty years before. Once more, his adoption 
of the theory of evolution in his essay on 
1 Development ’ is extremely significant. The 
abandonment of the old notion that Chris¬ 
tianity issued as a complete dogmatic system 
from its first preaohers, the admission that 
its creed grew by a gradual process, assimi¬ 
lating elements mom all sides, is an immense 
concession to the method of soientifio his¬ 
tory. Lastly, the dootrine of tho indefeasible 
supremacy of conscience found in him the 
most eloquent and most unwearied preacher. 
He is at one with Kant, whom up to 1884 ho 
had never read, in regarding the categorical 
imperative of duty as the surest foundation 
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of religion, in turning to man’s moial being 
for the diroetest revelation. His prescient 
and sensitive intellect was profoundly pene¬ 
trated by the spirit of the age, and sympa¬ 
thised instinctively with the conquests of 
tho modern mind. And perhaps not the least 
important part of his work was to commu¬ 
nicate this sympathy to many who came 
under his personal influence. As he himself 
wrote in 1830, ‘ Men live after their death, 
not only in their writings and chronicled 
history, but still more in that itypa(pos pvT/pr] 
exhibited in a school of pupils who trace their 
moral parentage to them.’ 

Tho following is believod to be a complete 
list of Newman’s writings. Those marked 
with an asterisk wore included by him in 
the ‘new and uniform’ edition of his works 
(36 vols. 1868-81) above mentioned:— 

1 . ‘ St. Bartholomew’s Eve, a Tale of the 
Sixteenth Century. In two cantos,’ 1818 
[by J. H. Newman and J. W. Bowden). 

2. * ‘Suggestions on behalf of the Church 
Missionary Society.’ 1830. 3. * ' The Arians 
of the fourth Century, their Doctrine, 
Temper, and Conduct, chiefly as exhibited 
in the Councils of the Church between 
a.d. 325 and A.D. 381,’ 1888. 4 ‘Five Let¬ 
ters on Church Reform, addressed to tho 
“ Record,” ’ 1833. 6 . ‘ Tracts for the Times,’ 
by members of tho university of Oxford, 0 vols. 
183-1 [411. Tracts 1, 2 ,3, 0 ,7, 8 ,10,11,1C, 
19,20,21, 31, 33, 34,33, 41, 45,47, *71, *78, 
74, 75, 79, 82, *83, * 86 , 88 , and *90 are 
by Newman. 6. ‘Lyra Apostolica’ (most 
of the pooms by Newman, hut not all, 
are included in ‘ Veraas on various Occar 
sions’), 1834. 7.* ‘The Restoration of Suf¬ 
fragan Bishops recommended as a means of 
effecting a more equal Distribution of Episco¬ 
pal Duties, ae contemplated by His Majesty’s 
recent Ecclesiastical Commission,’ 1885. 
8 . ‘Letter to Parishioners on Laying tho 
First Stone of the Church at Littlemove,’ 
1835. 9. ‘ Elucidations of Dr. Hampden's 
Theological Statements,’ 1836. 10.* ‘Letter 
to the Margaret Professor of Divinity on 
Mr. R, H. Fronde’s Statements on the Holy 
Eucharist,’ Oxford, 1836. 8 vo. 11.* ‘Lec¬ 
tures on the Prophetical Office of the Ohuroh, 
viewed relatively to Romanism and popular 
Protestantism,’ 1837. 12.* ‘Parochial Ser¬ 
mons,’ 6 vols. 1837-42. 13. ‘A Letter to the 
Rev. Q. Faussett on certain Points of Faith 
and Practice,’1838. 14.* ‘Lectures on Jus¬ 
tification,' 1838,8vo. 15.* ‘Plain Sermons, 
1848 ’ (i.s. vol. v. of the ' Plain Sermons/ 
10vols.1840-48, by the authors of ‘Tracts for 
the Times’). 10.* ‘TheTamworthReading 
Room. Letters to the “Times” on an Address 
delivered by Sir Robert Peel, Bart., on the 


Establishment of a Rending Room at Tam¬ 
worth. By Catholieus,’18Jl. 17.*‘A.Letter 
addressed to the Rev. R. W. Jelf, D.D., in Ex¬ 
planation of No. 90, in the series called “The 
Tracts for the Times.” By the Author,’ 1841. 

18, * ‘A Letter to Richard [Bagot] Bishop of 
Oxford, on Occasion of No. 90, in the Series 
called “The TractB for the Timos,”’ 1811. 

19. * ‘ SermonB on Subjects of the Day,’ 

1842. 20 .* ‘Sermons before the University 
of Oxford/ 1843. 21.* * Select Treatise of 

St, Athanasius, translated, with Notes and 
Indices, 1 1842-1. 22,* ‘Lives of the Eng¬ 
lish Saints/ 1844-5 (the Lives of St. Betle- 
liu, prose portion only, St. Edilwnld, and 
St, Gundleas, are by Newman). 23.* ‘An 
Essay on the Development, of Christian Doc- 
trine/1845. 24.* ‘DissertatiunculcequiBdam 
oritico-theologicse/ 1847. 26.* ‘Loss and 

Gain,’ 1848. 20.* ‘Discourse addressed to 
Mixed Congregations/1849. 27.* ‘Lectures 
on certain Difficulties lelt by Anglicans in 
submitting to the Catholic Church/ 1850. 

28, * ‘Lectures on the Present Position of 
Catholics in England; addressed to the 
Brothers of the Oratory/ London, 1851. 

29, * ‘The Idea of a University; nine Lectures 
addressed to the Catholics of Dublin,’ 1852. 

30, * ‘Verses on Religious Subjects,’ Dublin, 

1853, anonymous; not all of'these are in¬ 
cluded in ‘Verses on varions Occasions.’ 
81.* ‘ Hymns for the use of the Birmingham 
Oratory/ Dublin, 1854. 32.* ‘ Lectures on 
the Ilistory of the Turks in its relation to 
Christianity. By the Author of “ Loss and 
Gain,” ’ Dublin, 1854,12mo. 33.* ‘ Who’s to 
BlameP Letters to the “Catholic Standard,’” 
1855. 34. ‘ Remarks on the Oratorian Voca¬ 
tion ’ (privately printed), 1856. 35.* ‘ Cal- 
lista; a Sketch of the Third Century/ 1866. 
86 .* ‘ Sermons preached on various Occa¬ 
sions,’ 1857. 87.* ‘ University Subjects dis- 
cussod in Occasional Lectures and Essays/ 
1858. 88 . ‘ Ilymn Tunes of the Oratory, 

Birmingham/ 1860 (privately printed and 
anonymous). 39.* ‘Vorses for Penitents,’ 
1800 (anonymous, privately printed, and 
these are contained in ‘ Verses on various 
Occasions’). 40.* ‘Mr. Kingsley and Dr. 
Newman; a Correspondence on the Question, 
whether Dr. Newman teaches that Truth is 
no Virtue, with Remarks by Dr. Newman/ 
1804. 41.* ‘Apologia pro Vitft Sufi; being a 
Reply to a Pamphlet by the Rev. 0. Kingsley, 
entitled “What, then, docs Dr. Newman 
mean?”’ 1864. 42.* ‘P. Terentii Phormio, 
expurgatus in usum puerorum/ 1864, with 
English notes and translations, followed by 
similar editions of the ‘Pincei'naexTerentio’ 
(i,e. the ‘Eunuehus’), 1860, and the ‘Andria 
Terentii/1888, 43.* ‘A Letter to the Rev. 
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E B.Puseyon his recent “Eirenicon,'” Lon¬ 
don, 1800, 8vo. 44. ‘ The Dream of Geron- 
tins,’ published under Newman’s initials in 
1866; first contributed to t.he 1 Month,' May- 
June 1863. 46.* ‘Verses on various Occa¬ 
sions,’London, 1888 [1809], 8vo; later edi¬ 
tions 1874 and 1880 t a collection of reprints 
from the ‘Lyra Aposiolica,’ translations from 
the hymns in tho Breviary, and the 1 Dream 
of Gerontins.’ 46.* ‘ An Essay in aid of a 
Grammar of Assent,’ 1870, 47.* ‘The Trials 
of Theodoret,’ 1878. 48.* ‘ Causes of 

the Rise and Success of Arianism,' 1872. 
49.* ‘The Heresy of Apollinaris,’ 1874. 

60. * ‘ A Letter addressed to ITia Grace the 
Duke of Norfolk, on occasion of Mr. 
Gladstone’s recent Expostulation,’ 1876. 

61. ‘Two Sermons preached in the Church 
of St. Aloysius, Oxford, on Trinity Sunday, 
1880’ (printed for privala circulation). 

62. ‘ What is of obligation for a Catholic to 
believe concerning the Inspiration of the 
Canonical Scriptures? Being a Postscript to 
an Article in the “Nineteenth Contury Re¬ 
view,” in Answer to Professor Healy,’ 1884. 

63. ‘Meditations and Devotions,’ 1893. 

Newman also contributed the following 

Articles to the ' EncyclopmdiaMotropolitana: ’ 
‘ Personal and Literary Character of Cicero,’* 
1824, ‘ Apollonius Tyanmus,’ * 1824, * Essay 
on the Miracles of Scripture,’ * 1826. To the 
‘ London Review: ’ ‘ Aristotle’s Poetics,’ * 
1829. To lhe ‘British Magazina: ’ ‘TheChuvoli 
of the Fathers,’ * 1833-5, ' Primitive Chris¬ 
tianity,’* 1883-0, ‘Convocation of Canter¬ 
bury, 1834-6, ‘ Home Thoughts Abroad,’* 
1836. To the ‘British Critic: ’ ‘Fall of Do 
la Mennoia/* 1837, ‘MedirovalOxford.’ * 1838, 

‘ Palmer’s View of Faith and Unity/* 1889, 

‘ Anglo-American Ohurch,’ * 1839, ‘Theology 
of tho Seven Epistles of St. Ignatius.’* 1839, 
‘ Prospects of the Anglican Church,’ * 1889, 

‘ Selina, Oountessof Huntingdon,’ * 1840, ‘The 
Catholicity of the Anglican Church,’ * 1840, 
‘The Protestant Idea of Anti-Christ,’* 1840, 

‘ Milman’e View of Christianity,’* 1840,‘ The 
Reformation of the Eleventh Century,’ * 
1841, ‘Private Judgment,’* 1841, ‘ John 
Davison, Fellow of Oriel,’ 1842. To the 
‘ Dublin Review: ’ ‘ John Kehle, Fellow of 
Oriel,’ * 1840. To the ‘ Catholic University- 
Gazette’ (Dublin): ‘The Office and "Work 
of Universities,’ * 1864. To ‘Atlantis: ’ ‘ On 
St. Cyril’s Formula of the uia dwrir,’ * 1868, 

‘ The Mission of St, Benedict/* 1868, ‘ The 
Benedictine Schools,’* 1869, ‘The Ordo de 
Tempore in the Roman Breviary,'* 1870, To 
the 1 Rambler: ’ ‘The Northmen and Normans 
in England and Ireland/* 1859, ‘On the 
Rheims and l)ouay Version of Scripture,’ * 
1869, ‘OnConsulting the Faithful in Matters 


ofDoctrine,’1859/fit.Chrysostom,’*1800. To 
the ‘ Month: ’ ‘ Saints of the Desert,’ 1864-0, 
‘ Dream of Goronliiis,’ * 1865, 1 An Interim! 
Argument for Christianity,’ * 1806. To the 
‘ Nineteenth Oontuvy: ’ ‘On the Inspiration 
of Script tire,’ 1884; and in tho ‘Oonsen ativo 
Journal’ lie published his 1 Retractation of 
Anti-Catholic Statements,’ * 1843. 

He wrote profnees for 1 Fronde's Remains’ 
1888 (jointly with ICoble); Sutton’s 1 Godly 
Meditations,’ 1838; Bishop Wilson’s 'Sucre 
Private/ 1838; Dean Church’s ‘Translation 
of St. Cyril’s Catechetical Lectures/ 1888; 
Bishop Sparrow's ‘Rationalo,’ 1839; St. 
Cyprian’s ‘ Treat ise» ’ (in the ‘ Lihrai-y of the 
Fathers/ ed. Pusey), 1839; Wells’s ‘Rich 
Man's Duty,’ 1810; St. Chrysostom’s Homi¬ 
lies on Galatians and Ephesians’ (‘Library 
of the Fathers’), 1840; St. Athanasius's 
‘ Treat isos against Arians,’ 1842-4, and 
‘ Historical Tracts,’ 1813; J. W. Bowden’s 
’ Thoughts on the Work of tho Six Days of 
Creation,’ 1845; Bishop Androwes’s ‘Devo¬ 
tions/ 1866; H. W. Wilberforco’s ‘Church 
and tho Empires,’ 1871; A. W. Hutton’s 
‘ Anglican Ministry,’ 1879 ; Palmer’s ‘ Notes 
of a Visit to the Russian Church/ 1882. To 
a ‘Translation ofFloinVs Ecclesiastical His¬ 
tory ’ he prefixod an ‘ Essay on Ecclesiastical 
Miracles, 1843. 

There are fine busts of Nowman by West- 
macott and Woolnor. One of tho best por¬ 
traits of him is that paintod by Sir John Mil¬ 
lais, shortly after his elevation to the sacred 
collego, and engraved by Barlow. It bolongs 
to the Duke of Norfolk. The portrait hy 
Mr, Ouless, which bangs in tho hall of Trinity 
College, Oxford, and which was dono at I he 
time of his election ns an honorary fellow of 
that society, is also good. A replica is at 
the Birmingham Oratory. Thcro are excol- 
j lent crayon drawings by Miss Deane (aulo- 
1 type), Miss Giberno, and tbo first wifo of the 
first Lord Coleridge,the latter oxecuted about 
1876, and in the possession of the socond 
Lord Coleridge; another attractive drawing, 
by Mr. George Richmond, R.A., oxecuted 
when Newman was a fellow of Oriel, was in 
the possession of Mr, H. E. Wilberforce ; 
and a miuiaturo done by Sir W. C, Ross at 
Littlemore for Mr. Crawley in 1817 was in 
the possession of tho first Baron Aldenham. 
The sketch from which it was painted is now 
at Keble College, Oxford. 

A statue, erected by public subscription in 
front of the London Oratory in tbo Brompfcon 
Road, was unveiled in 1890. 

[The chief authorities for Cardinal Nownmn's 
fife are his own works, ospeoially the Apologia 
pro Vit4 Slid, and the two volumes edited by 
Miss Mbzloy, undor the titlo Letlors and Oorre- 
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epondence of J. H. Newman, during his life in 
the English. Church, with a brief autobiography. 
The literature concerning the Oxford luovemonL 
is very large; the most important works on it 
are, perhaps, the volume by Dean Church bear¬ 
ing that name, Dr. Liddon’s Life of Dr. Pusoy ; 
Canon J. B. Mozley’s Letters; T. Mozloy’s Re¬ 
miniscences of Oriel; William Palmer's Narra¬ 
tive of Events; A. P, Porceval’s Collection of 
Papers connected with the Theological Move¬ 
ment of 1833: Frcdi rick Oakeloy's Historical 
Notes on the Tractarian Movement; Newbory 
Bouse Magazine, for October 1800 and April 
1892; Edward George Kirwan Browne’s His¬ 
tory of the Tractarian Movement, 1856, re¬ 
published in 1861 as Annals of the Tractarian 
Movement. Mark Pattisou’s Memoirs, Isaac 
Williams’s Autobiography, Ornsby’s Memoirs of 
James Robert Hope-Scott, Prevost’s Life of 
Isaac Williams, Life of Blanco White, R. H. 
Hutton’s Cardinal Newman, Memorials of Ser¬ 
jeant Heliosis, 1803, and Mr. T. W. Allios’s A 
Life’s Decision are also useful. For an adverse 
criticism of Newman’s position Dr. Abbott’s 
Fhilomythus, 1801, and his Anglican Career of 
Cardinal Newman, 1892, and F. W. Newman's 
contributions chiefly to the Early History of Car¬ 
dinal Newman should bo consulted. See also art. 

1 Newman as a Musician,' by E. Bollasia, in Month, 
1891, and separately published 1892; Wilfrid 
Ward’s William Georgo Ward and the Catholic 
Revival; P. Thureau-Dungin’a La Renaissance 
Catholique, 1899; Lady Blenncrhassett’s J. H. 
Hard. Newman, 1904 ; H. Brimand’s Tho Mys¬ 
tery of Newman, 1007.] W. S. L. 

NEWMAN, SAMUEL (1600 P-1063), 
concordance maker, was born at Oliadliug Lon, 
Oxfordshire, about 1600. Towards tho end 
of 1610, being then aged 10, be entered at 
Magdalen College, Oxford; he removed to 
St. Edmund Hall, and graduated B.A. on 
17 Oct. 1620. Subsequently he held a small 
living in Oxfordshire; owing to his persis¬ 
tent nonconformity lie was subjected to pro¬ 
secutions, to avoid which he removed from 
place to place. After his sevent h romoval he 
resolved on emigration to New England. He 
settled as minister at Dorchester, Massachu¬ 
setts, about the end of 1636; removed to Wey¬ 
mouth, Massachusetts, in 1638; and in 1014 
became the first minister of Itehoboth, Mas¬ 
sachusetts. There he died on 6 July 1603. 

He published with his initials, ‘A large 
and complete Concordance to the Bible ... 
according to the last Translation, First 
collected by Clement Cotton, and now much 
enlarged,’ iso,, 1648, fol. (‘Advertisement’ 
prefixed by Daniel Fontloy fq. v.]): other 
editions are 1650, fol.; 1058, fol.; Cambridge, 
1688, 4to; 6th edit. 1720, fol. The work is 
often called the ‘ Cambridge Concordance,’ 
and has been erroneously described as the 
first concordance to the English Bible ; the 


first (lolO) was by John Marbeck or Mer- 
beck [a. v.] Cotton’s (1631) was the first 
concordance to the authorised version. 

[Wood's Athomo Oxon. (Bliss), iii. 648; 
Wood's Fasti (Bliss), i. 392 ; Cotton Mather's 
Mugnafia Christ! Americana, 1792, iii. 113 sq. 
(makes Banbury his birthplace) ; Allibone’s 
Diet, of Engl. Lit. 1870, ii. 1413.] A. G. 

NEWMAN, THOMAS (J. 1578-1693), 
stationer, son of John Newman, cloth worker, 
of Newbury, Berkshire, was apprenticed to 
Ralph Nowbury for eight years from Michael¬ 
mas 1578 (Ann ee, Transcript of ths Regis¬ 
ters, ii. 87). He was made free of the 
Stationers’ Company 25 Aug. 1686 (ib. ii. 
698), and began business the following year. 
He published with Thomas dubbin; the 
first entry to him was on 18 Sept. 1587 (ib. 
p. 476). In 1691 he brought out two im¬ 
pressions of the first edition of Sir P. Sid¬ 
ney’s ' Astrophel and Stella.’ The first and 
very faulty issue supplied an introductory 
epistle by Thomas Nash[q.v.l Samuel Daniel 
complained that Newman had improperly 
included twenty-eight poems of his in the 
volume (Collier, Bibliogr. Account, 1805, i. 
84-7). Newman’s name is only to he found 
on about a dozen book,. Tho last entry in 
the ‘ Registers ’ to him was on SO June 1503 
(Arbeh, Transcript , ii. 033). 

[Amos’s Typogr. Antiq. (Herbert), iii. 1866- 
1866; Cat. ot Books in the Brit. Hus. printed 
to 1640, 1884, 3 vols.] H. R. T. 

NEWMAN,THOMAS (1692-1758), dis¬ 
senting minister, son of Thomas Newman 

S 085-1742), was horn in 1092 in London. 

ib father, a pious tradesman, bom ‘in Cloth 
Fair near Smithfield, London, at the most 
malignant period of the plague in 1066,’was 
apprenticed to a linendraper, and, being ap¬ 
prehensive that James II would deprive the 

lie transcribed the wkolif Bible into" short¬ 
hand, sitting up two nights a week for six 
mouths to do it. This book is preserved in 
tbe Doctor Williams Library. He wns 
‘ author of a small piece on the “Religion of 
the OloRet,” or some such title.’ 

The son was educated ‘probably’at Dr. 
Ker’s academy at Kighgate [see Kbr, 
Pateick]. On 9 March 1710 he matriculated 
at Glasgow University, but took no degree. 

J Returning to London, he reoeived his first 
‘ impressions ’ under thepresbyterianDr, Jolm 
Evans, to whose congregation (which met at 
Hand Alley, removing later to New Broad 
Street) his family belonged, and in 1718 he 
entored on ministerial work at Blackfriars 
as assist ant to Dr. Wright. He was ordained 
at the Old Jewry (II Jan. 1721), and his 
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confession of faith, which was printed at tha 
time, was indicative of his later theological 
position. Tha Blaclifriars congregation was 
one of the most respectable presbytevmn con¬ 
gregations in London, having been gathered 
by Matthew Sylvoster and served by Richard 
Baxter. It met at Meeting Ilouse Court 
until 1784, when it removed to Little Carter 
Lane, Doctors’Commons. Newman remained 
with the congregation in both places, as 
assistant minister 1718-46, and ns pastor in 
succession to Dr. Wright 1740-58. On the 
breaking out of the Salters’ Ilall contro¬ 
versy soon after hie settlement, Newman 
took part with the non-suhscrihing ministers. 
His later life and writings mark very well 
the eighteenth-century transition from pros- 
byterianism to unitaiiumsm. In 1724 be 
undertook to assist ‘Mr. Read once a month 
at St. Thomas’s, continuing the effort till the 
death of Dr. Wright, when he confined him¬ 
self to Carter Lane.’ In 1749 he was chosen 
ns the Merchants’ Tuesday morning lecturer 
at Salters' Hall, lie had already preached 
there ns early as 1786 (Doctor Williams 
Library MSS. Records of Nonconformity, 
vol, xiii.) He died, much esteemed, 6 Dec. 
1768, and was buried privately in Bunhill 
Fields. His wife Elizabeth died 25 Dec. 
1776, in her seventy-third year. 

Newman’s works, excluding separately 
issued sermons and tracts, are: 1. ‘Reforma¬ 
tion or Mockery, argued from the general use 
of our Lord’s Prayer, delivered to the Socie¬ 
ties for Reformation of Manners at Salters’ 
Hail, 80 June 1729,’ London, 1729. 2.‘ Piety 
recommended as the heat Principle of "Virtue,’ 
London, 1786; reprinted as discourse 28 in 
tha‘Protestant System,'' 1768, ii.447. 8. ‘Ser¬ 
mons on various important Subjects by ths 
late Rev. Thomas Newman, published from 
his MS. and fry liis particular direction,’ 2 
vols. (a series of thirty-six sermons), London, 
1760. A portrait of Newman by S. Webster 
was engraved by J. McArdell (Beomlbt). 

[Wilson’e Dissenting Churches [with Wilson’s 
manuscript additions to bame in tha copy pre¬ 
served at the Doctor Williams Library); extract 
from the Glasgow Matriculation Album eommu- 
nirated by W. Innos Addison, esq.; Bunhill 
Memorials, p. 183; Salters' Hall Lecture MS. 
Account-book in the Doctor Williams Library, 
ubi supra; also a note prefixed to the elder 
Newman’s shorthand Bible, written by ' his 
nephew’s son, Joseph Paice’ (Doctor Williams 
Library), Watt’sBibl Brit. Pickard,Newman's 
assistant and successor at Little Carter Lane, 
preachod his funeral sermon (on 2 Tim, i. 12), 
and drew his character at length.] W. A. 8. 

NEWMARCH or NEUFMAROHfi, 
BERNARD of. [See Bjbknabd, 1098.] 


NEWMARCH,WILLIAM(1820-1882) 

economist and statistician, was born at Thirst’ 
Yorkshire, on 28 Jan, 1820. Mainly self! 
educated, he obtained employment early in 
life, first as a clerk under n distributor of 
stamps in his native county, and then with 
tho Yorkshire Fire and Life Office, Yoik, 
From 1843 to 1846 ho was second cashier 
in the banking-house of Loaf ham, Tew & 
Oo. of Wake field, whore lio had every op- 
ortunity of becoming acquainted with ths 
usiness, Whilo in this position ho mar- 
ried. He was appointed second officer of 
the London branch of the Agra Bank on 
its establishment early in 1840. About 
this time, also, ho joined the staff of tlie 
‘ Morning Chronicle. Ilis great ability and 
his knowledge of tho principles of bank¬ 
ing and currency wore early appreciat'd 
by Tlioums Tooke [q.vj, Alderman Tkomp. 
son, M.P, and Lord Wolverton, on whose 
advice he qnittod the Agra Bank in 1861, 
and became secretary of the Globe,Insur¬ 
ance Company. By liie advice, and largely 
through his management while he was act- 
ing in this capacity, tho Globe Insurance 
Company and the Livorpool and London In¬ 
surance Company wore amalgamated. In 
1862 Newmarch was appointed manager in 
the banking-house of Qlyn, Mills, & Co., a 
position which he retained until 1881. lie 
was a director of Palmer’e Iron and Ship- 
building Company and of the Grand Drunk 
Railway Company of Canada, a trustee of 
tho Globe Million Fund, and treasurer of 
the British Iron Trade Association from iu 
formation until 1880. In 1809 he became 
president of the Statistical Society in suc¬ 
cession to Mr. Gladstone ; he had acted os 
honorary secretary for seven years, and editor 
of tho ‘ Journal ’ of tho society for five years. 
He was one of the most active members of 
the Adam Smith Club and of the Political 
Economy dub, of which he was for some 
years secretary. 

On the Bank Act of 1844, and the cur¬ 
rency controversies to which it gave rue, 
Newmarch agreed in the main with Thomas 
Tooke, whose disciple to a great extent he 
was. nis evidence before the select com¬ 
mittee on the Bank Aots in 1857 is the best 
summary of his views on theso subjects. Ha 
denied that the Bank of England or other 
banks of issue could determine the amount 
of their outstanding circulation, and he 
argued in favour of the removal of all legis¬ 
lative limit upon the issues of the Bank of 
England. He disapproved of setting aside 
a certain amount of bullion as a guarantee 
for tho circulation, maintaining that legal 
convertibility was a sufficient security against 



Newmarch 

over-issue. There was, in his opinion, no 
sufficient reason for the separation of the 
issue and banking departments, which was 
mischievous in its results, produced undue 
fluctuations of the rate of interest, and de¬ 
barred the public from the advantages of the 
whole resources of the bank. His statistical 
works are of permanent value. He brought 
to the elucidation of the most intricate sub¬ 
jects a clear, vigorous style, thorough mas¬ 
tery of the principles of economic science, 
rare ability as a statistician, and wide know¬ 
ledge of the actual course of business. He 
himself prepared most of the elaborate sta¬ 
tistical tables which illustrate hie works. 

About a year before his death he retired 
from business. He died at Torquay on 
28 March1882. After hie death, H. D. Pocliin, 
fellow of the Statistical Society, gave 1001. 
for a ‘Newmarch memorial essay’ on the 
‘extent to which recent legislation is in 
accordance with, or deviates from, the true 
principles of economic science, and showing 
the permanent effects which may be expected 
to arise from such legislation;’ and a sum 
of 1,4201. 14s., subscribed to a memorial 
fund, was devoted to the foundation of the 
Newmarch professorship of economic science 
and statistics at University College, London. 

Newmarch published: 1. ‘ The new Sup¬ 
plies of Gold: Facts and Statements rela¬ 
tive to their actual Amount; and their 
present and probable Effects,’revised edition, 
with five additional chapters, London, 8vo, 
1858. This work, the continuation of a 
paper read before the Statistical Society in 
1861 on the magnitude and fluctuations 
of the amount of the bills of exchange in 
circulation at one time in Great Britain 
during the years 1828-47, was based upon 
several papers on the new supplies of gold 
and a series of articles on the same subject 
contributed to the ‘ Morning Chronicle ’ in 
1853. In the additional chapters, which 
contained an analysis of the Banlc of England 
circulation, Newmarch hod the co-operation 
of J. S. Hubbard, at that time governor of 
the bank, who contributed some valuable 
notes on the gold coinage. 2. 1 On the Loans 
raised by Mr. Pitt during the first French 
War, 1798-1801; with some Statements in 
Defence of the Methods of Funding em¬ 
ployed,’ London, 8vo, 1865. Newmarch 
argues that it would have been impracticable 
to obtain the necessary amounts u Pitt had 
enforced the principle of borrowing at par; 
that even if the money had been raised at 
fiveinsteadof atthree percent, the difficulties i 
would frequently have been great; and that 
in either case the rate of interest, and there¬ 
fore the annual debt-charge, would have been 
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higher than it actually was. In the calcu¬ 
lations respecting each of the loans he was 
assisted by Frederick Hendriks, aetimry of 
the Globe Insurance Company. Newmaroh’s 
arguments were severely criticised by Sir 
George Kettilbyftiokards [q. v.]in his Oxford 
lectures on the financial policy of the war, but 
they were adopted by Earl Stanhope in his 
‘ Life of Pitt.’ 8. ‘A Ilistory of Prices, and of 
the State of the Circulation during the nine 
years, 1848-60, forming the fifth and sixth 
volumes of the History of Prices from 1792 to 
the present time,’London, 8vo, 1867, in colla¬ 
boration with Thomas Tooke. Newmarch had 
been engaged on this work since 1861, when 
Tooke accepted his offer of aid in the comple¬ 
tion of the 1 History of PriceB,’which he had 
brought down to 1848. Newmarch wrote the 
portions dealing with the prices of produce 
other than com, and the general course of 
trade; the progress of railway construction; 
the history of free trade from 1820 to 1868; 
the commercial andfinancial policy of France * 
and the new supplies of gold from Cali¬ 
fornia and Australia; and Appendix II (on 
the early influx of the precious metals from 
America). Ilis work immediately placed 
him in the front rank of economists and 
statisticians. The two volumes were trans¬ 
lated into German and used in the German 
universities, and Newmarch himself was 
elected a fellow of the Royal Society. On 
his retirement from business he intended to 
devote himself to the continuation of this 
work,. for which he had collected much 
material. 4. ‘On Electoral Statistics of 
the Counties and Boroughs in England and 
"Woles during the twenty-five years from 
the Reform Act of 1882 to the present 
time' (Journal of the Statistical Society , 
1867 xx. 16B, 1869 xxii. 101, 297). In 
these papers Newmarch showed that any 
scheme of redistribution based upon the 
principle of density of population would 
completely break up the existing county 
and municipal areas. 6. 1 The Political Perils 
of 1869,’ a pamphlet in defence of Lord 
Derby’s Government on the question of 
political reform. On other questions, how¬ 
ever, of public policy Newmarch was a 
liberal. 

After 1862 he was unable, owing to the 
pressure of business, to publish any large 
work. He continued, however, to give ad¬ 
dresses and to read occasional papers before 
the Statistical Society. Ilis most valuable 
work during this period of his life consisted 
of anonymous articles in the newspapers. 
Ho contributed to the ‘Times,’ the ‘Pall 
Mall Goaette,’ the ‘Fortnightly Review,’ 
the ‘Statist,’ and the ‘Economist,’for which 
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lie commenced in 1808 the annual ‘Commer- 
cial History of the Year,’ 

[Report from tho Select Committee on the 
Bank Acta, 1857, pt. i. j Economist, 25 March 
1882; Statist, 25 Marsh. 1882; Jo mm. Iron and 
Steel Institute, 1882, p. 640; Proc. Royal Soc. 
vol. xxxiv. p. ncvii ; Times, 24 March 1882, 
p. 10 ; At lie rue urn, 1882, p. 415; Guardian, 
xxxvii, 440, Journ, Statistical Society, 1882, 
pp. 115-19, 209, 284, 333, 389, 397, 519-21.] 

W. A. S. HT, 

NEWMARKET, ADAM btj (Jl, 1220), 
justiciar, was son of Robert de Newmarket, 
and a member of a Yorkshire family. The 
first English baron of the name is Bernard 
of Neufmarchfi or Newmarch [sob Beenaed, 
fl. 1093], who settled in Herefordshire soon 
after the Conquest, and left no recognised 
male offspring. An Adam de Newmarket 
occurs ns a benefactor of Nostel priory in the 
reign of Henry I, and aWilliam deN e wmarkot 
under Henry II and Richard I. Their rela¬ 
tionship to the justiciar seems obscure. 

Adam de Newmarket served with John 
in Ireland in 1210. As a northern lord he 
was perhaps an adherent of the baronial 
party, and in 1213 fell under suspicion, and 
was imprisoned at Corfe Castle. He had to 
givehis sons, John and Adam, as hostages, hut 
on 18 Oot. 1213 they were released and de¬ 
livered to their father (Cal. Pot. Pat. p. 10C). 
In 1215 Newmarket was one of tho justiciars 
appointed to hold an assize of Mort d'An¬ 
cestor in Yorkshire (Cal. Pot. Claus, i. 203). 
He was justice itinerant for Lincolnshire, 
Nottinghamshire, and Derbyshire in 1219-20. 
A letter from him and his colleagues on the 
onse of William, earl of Alhemarlo, is printed 
in Shirley’s ‘ Royal and Historical Letters ’ 
(i. 20). Newmarket was again justice itine¬ 
rant for Nottinghamshire and Berbyshire in 
1226; for these counties and for Cambridge), 
Huntingdon, Essex, and Hertford in 1232 ; 
and for Yorkshire and Northumberland in 
1234. He was employed in the collection of 
the fifteenth in Yorkshire in 1228, The date 
of his death is uncertain, but it was pre¬ 
vious to 1247, for in that year his grandson, 
Adam, son of John de Newmarket, did livery 
for his lands (Pvaerpt. eRot.Finiim, ii. 10). 
The elder Adam de Newmarket had a brother 
Roger (Cal. Pot. Claus, i. 278). 

Adam de Newuaeket (jl. 1286), baronial 
leader, the grandson of the abovo, must 
have been horn in or before 1226. He was 
summoned for the Scottish war in 1266, and 
for the Welsh war in 1267. He sided with 
the baronial party, and in December 1263 was 
one of tlieir representatives at Amiens (of. 
letters, ap, Rishangee, pp, 121,122, Camden 
Soc.) Newmarket was taken prisoner by the 


king at Northampton on 6 April 1264, and 
hislands seized. After the battle of Lewes 
he no doubt regained his freedom and lands 
and in June was appointed warden of Lincoln 
Castle. Newmarket was summoned by the 
barons to parliament in December 1264, 
When war broke out again in 1266 he was 
serving with the younger Simon de Mont- 
fort, and was taken prisoner by Edward, the 
king’s son, at Kenilworth, on 2 Aug, Re 
made his peace with the king, under the ‘Lie. 
turn de Kenilworth, 1 in 1206. Newmarket 
married a daughter of Roger de Mowbray. 
Neither his son nenry nor his grandson 
Roger de Newmarket, was summoned to par! 
liament. Thomas Wentworth, earl of Straf¬ 
ford, was a descendant. 

[Annales Monastic!; Dugdalo's Baronage, 4 
486; Burke's Dormant and Extinct Peerage, p, 
401; Nioolab's Historic Peerage, od. Oourthope' 
Ross’s Judges of England, ii. 431.1 0. L. K ’ 

NEWMARKET, THOMAS o» (/ 
1410 P), arithmetician. [See Thomas.] 
NEWNHAM, WILLIAM (1790-1865), 

medical and religious writer, was horn 1 Not, 
1790 at Farnham in Surrey, where his father 
was a general medical practitioner. He is 
believed to have boon educated at the Fsrn- 
ham grammar school, and, having chosen to 
follow his father’s profession, he pursued his 
medical studies at Guy’s Hospital, and also 
in Paris. Ho was a favourite pupil of Sir 
Astley Cooper, and settled as a general pm. 
titioner at JFarnham, where ho remained for 
nearly forty-five years. lie was one of tho 
early mombers of the Provincial Medical and 
Surgical Association (now called tho British 
Medical Association), which ho joined in 
1836. ne was also one of tho founders of 
its benevolent fund, of which he was o 
trustee, and also honorary secretary, trea¬ 
surer, and general manager. Ilis accession 
to office in 1847 was markod by a notable in¬ 
crease of donations and subscriptions to the 
fund, so that ‘ to Mr. Newnham in the first 
place, and to Mr. Josoph Toynbeo [q. v.], who 
became treasurer on his resignation of this 
office in 1866, the establishment of the fund 
on a firm footing is perhaps chiefly due; the 
fund, indeed, came to be Known for a time 
by the name first of one and then of the 
other/ On tho occasion of his resignation a 
portrait of him, by J. Andrews, was pre¬ 
sented to Mrs. Newnham by numerous sub¬ 
scribers to the fund. The inscription is dated 
May 1867. In the previous year Newnham 
had been forced by failing health to relinquish 
his practice. Removed to Tunbridge Wells, 
he died there of chronic disease of the brain 
on 24 Oct. 1866. 

lie married early, and lost his first wife on 
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81 Dec. 1818, within a year of his marriage. 
On this occasion he wrote his first work, en¬ 
titled ‘ A Tribute of Sympathy addressed to 
Mourners’ (London, 1817), which reached an 
eighth edition in 1842. He married a second 
wife, Miss Caroline Atkinson, in 1821, and 
had a family of eight children, six of whom 
lived to maturity, His wife died in 1868. 

Hewnham was a member of the Royal 
Society of Literature, and read before it ‘ An 
Essay on the Disorders incident to Literary 
Men, and on the Best Moans of Preserving 
their Health,’ which was published as a 
pamphlet, 1886. His other professional writ¬ 
ings include:' An Essay on Inversio Uteri,’ 
London, 1818; ‘Retrospoct of the Progress 
of Surgical Literature for the year 1838-9, 
read before the Southern Branch of the Pro¬ 
vincial Medical and Surgical Association,’ 
London, 18S0; two essays in Clay’s ‘ British 
Record of Obstetric Medicine 1 —one on an 
unusual case of ‘ TJtero-geetation,’ the other 
on ‘Eclampsia nutans,’ Manchester, 1848-9. 

His works in general literature, whiok 
mainly deal with inquiries into mental and 
spiritual phenomena, include: 1. ‘ The Prin¬ 
ciples of Physical, Intellectual, Moral, and 
Religions Education,’ 2 vole., London, 1827. 
2. 'Essay on Superstition, being an Inquiry 
into the Effects of Physical Influence on the 
Mind,’ &e. London, I860. 8. ‘Memoir of 
the late Mrs. Newnliam’ [his mother], Lon¬ 
don, 1830. 4. ‘ The Reciprocal Influence of 
Body and Mind considered, as it affects the 

S eat questions of Education, Phrenology, 
aterialism, &c.,’ London, 1842. 6. ‘Hu¬ 

man Magnetism, its claims to dispassionate 
Inquiry, &c., London, 1846, 6. ‘Sunday 

Evening Letters,’ London, 1868, 8vo. 

One son, William Orde (d, 1893), was 
rector of New Alrasford, 1879-89, and of 
"Weston Patrick, Winchfleld, from 1889 till 
his death. Another son, Philip Hankinson 
Newnham (d. 1888), vicar of Maker, Corn¬ 
wall, from 1876, contributed to the ‘ Trans¬ 
actions ’ of the Psychical Rosearch Society 
(Boases and Oouetnet, Bill. Comub. Suppl, 
1291). 

[Information from the family; personal know¬ 
ledge; Medical Directory; An Appeal issued in 
behalf of the Brit. Meil. Benev. Fund in the 
jubilee year, 1888.] "W. A. G-. 

NEWPORT, first Earl or, [SqsBlount, 
Mototjoi, 1697 P—1606.] 

NEWPORT, ANDREW (1623-1699), 
royalist, was second son of Sir Richard New- 
ort, knight, of High Ercall, Shropshire, first 
aion Newport [q. v.], and younger brother of 
Francis Newport, first earl of Bradford [q. v,] 
He matriculated at Christ Church, Oxford, 
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on 3 July 1640 (Fostbr, Alumni O.i'oniemes), 
His father and elder brother wore both active 
royalists, and High Ercall was one of the 
garrisons held longest for the king in Shrop¬ 
shire ; hut it is doubtful whether Andrew 
Newport took part in the civil war. Ilis name 
does not appear in any list of persons fined for 
delinquency ( Cal. of Compounders, p. 924; 
Vioa.es, Burning Bush, p. 408). Ilis real ser¬ 
vices to the royalist cause began under the 
protectorate, and from 1667 ho acted as trea¬ 
surer for money collected among the English 
cavaliers for the king's service ( Cal, Clarendon 
Papers, iii. 203, 840, S69). He belonged to 
the energetic and sanguine section of younger 
royalists headed by John Mordaunt, who 
opposed the cautious policy recommended by 
the ‘ Sealed Knot.’ Charles, in liis instruc¬ 
tions to Mordaunt on 11 March 1659, writes: 
* T desire that Andrew Newport, upon whose 
affection and ability to serve me I do very 
much depend, and know he will act in any 
commission he shall be desired, may be put 
in mind to do all he can for the possessing 
Shrewsbury at the time which shell be ap¬ 
pointed.’ Newport accordingly played a very 
active part in preparing the unsuccessful 
rising of July 1869 ( Clarendon Papers, iii. 
427, 469, 492, 634). After the Restoration 
he became one of the commissioners of the 
customs, and in 1662 was captain of a foot 
company at Portsmouth (Dalton, Army 
Lists and Commission Registers, i. 80). ne 
sat for the county of Montgomery in the par¬ 
liament of 1661-78, for Preston in that of 
1686, and for Shrewsbury from 1689 to 1608. 
He died on 11 Sept. 1699, and was buried in 
the chancel of Wroxeter Church, Shropshire. 
A portrait of Newport attributed to Knoller 
is at Weston. 

In the profoco to the second edition of 
Defoe's ‘ Memoirs of a Cavalier’ (printed at 
Leeds) the publisher identifies Newport os 
tlioir author. Another edition, published in 
1792, is boldly entitled ‘ Memoirs of Colonel 
Andrew Newport.There is no warrant for 
this identification in the statements of the 
preface to the 1720 edition, and the account 
given of his own services in Germany nndin 
the civil war by the hero of the memoirs is 
incompatible with the factR of Newport’s 
life. An examination of the contentB of the 
memoirs shows conclusively that it is a work 
of fiction. The question is discussed in Lee’s 
‘Life and Newly Discovered Writings of 
Daniel Defoe,’ i. 829, and Wilson’s ‘Life of 
Defoe,’ iii. 600, The former considers it to be 
mainly a genuine work, 

[Pour letters of Newport's are printed in Col¬ 
lections relating to Montgomeryshire, vol, xx„ 
from the Herbert papers in the possession of the 
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Earl of Powis, and a brief account of liie life is 
g^ven in a note, p. 54; ef. 10th Eep, Hist. MSS. 
Comm. it. 396. A number of letters from New¬ 
port to Sir Richard Leveson are among the manu¬ 
scripts of the Earl of Sutherland, 5th Rep. pp. 
151-60.] 0. H. F. 

NEWPORT, CHRISTOPHER (1666 P- 
1617), sea captain, born about 1505, sailed 
from London in January 1591-2 as captain 
of tie Golden Dragon, and with three other 
ships tinder his command, for an expedition 
to the West Indies. On the coast of His¬ 
paniola, of Cuba, of Honduras, and of Florida 
they sacked four Spanish towns, and captured 
or destroyed twenty Spanish vessels, and, re¬ 
turning home, met at Plores with Sir John 
Burgh [q. v.], and joined him in his attack 
on the Madre de Dios on 3 Aug, Newport 
was afterwards put in command of the prize, 
which he brought to Dartmouth on 7 Sept. 
1592. 

In December 1006 Newport was appoinlod 
to ‘the sole charge and command’ of the 
expedition to Virginia ‘ until such time as 
they shall fortune to land upon the roubt of 
Virginia.’ He returned to England iu July 
1607,andinOotobcr again sailed for Virginia, 
returning in May 1608. A third voyage fol¬ 
lowed ; and in afourth,sailing from Plymouth 
on 2 June 1609, in company with Sir George 
Somers |jq. v.l in the Sea Venture, the ship, 
after being buffeted by a violent storm, 
was cast ashore among some islands which 
they identified with those discovered by the 
Spanish captain Bermudez nearly one hun¬ 
dred years before. The Spaniards questioned 
the identification (Lhfkox, p, 30); but, ns 
the islands were overrun with hogs, it is 
certain that they had been previously visited 
by Europeans, and posterity lms agreed with 
Somers and Newport in. calling them tlio 
Bermudas. After some stay they built a 
pinnace and went on to Virginia, where they 
arrived in May 1610, and in September New¬ 
port returned to England. The voyage was 
commemorated by Silvester Jourdam [q. v.], 
who had sailed with Newport, in his ‘ Dis¬ 
covery of the Bermudas, otherwise called the 
lie of Divels,’ 1010,4to, the tract which sup- 

fn 1011 Newport made o^fiftk voyage to 
Virginia. 

Towards the end of 1612 Newport entered 
the service of the East India Company as 
captain of the Expedition, a ship of 260 tons, 
which sailed on 7 Jan. 1012-13, carrying out 
Sir Robert Shirley as ambassador t o Persia. 
Touching in Table Bay in May, he landed 
Shirley near the mouth of the Indue on 
26 Sept., went on to Bantam, where he ob¬ 
tained a full cargo without delay, and arrived 


in the Downs on 10 July 1614. p 0 r the 
quickness with which he had made the voyage 
and his successful trade he was highly com¬ 
mended by the company, and was awarded 
a gratuity of fifty jacobuses. On 4 Nov, the 
governors stated that Newport refused to m 
the next voyage for less than 2402, a yew 
whereon they resolved 1 to let him rest awhile 
and to adviso and bethink himself for some 
short time’ ( Cal State Papon, Colonial, East 
Indies). After some delay a compromise was 
made for 151 a month, and on 24 Jan. 1614- 
1016 N ewport sailed in command of the Lion. 
He again made a successful voyage, return¬ 
ing to England in September 1016. T wo 
months lal or he sailed, ae captain of the Hope 
on a third voyage to the East Indies. Die 
Hope arrived at Bantam on 16 Aug. 1617 
end a few dayB afterwards Newport died. ' 

By his wit (in Somerset House, Meade 
92), dated 10 Nov. 1618, ‘being to go with 
the liBXt wind and weather, captain of the 
Hope, to sail into the East Indios, a long 
ancl dangerous voyage,’ he lofL his dwelling” 
house on Tower Hill, with gavden adjoining, 
and the hulk of kiB property, to his wife' 
Elizabeth, ami after her death to his two 
sons, John and Christopher, and his daughter 
Elizabeth. To this daughter he also loft 
4002. to be paid to her on her marriage, or at 
the age ol twonty-one. To his daughter 
Jane he loft 62., to havo no further claim, 

* in regard of many her groat disobediences 
to warcts me, and other her i ust misdemeanours 
to my groat heart’s grief. 

Ilfs son Christopher, being master's mate 
on board the Hope, made his will (Meade, 
85) in Table Bay on 27 April 1018, being 
then sick of body, but in good and perfect 
memory. I-lis brolbor John and sister Eliza¬ 
beth are named as oxeculors and residuary 
legatees. To his sister Jane he left 102., on 
condition that bIio bus ‘ reformed her former 
courso of life.’ lie names two aunts, .Tolinne 
Ravens and Amy Glucefeild; also a kins¬ 
woman, Elizabeth Glncefeil d. lie died shortly 
aftorwards, and the will was proved on 
22 Sept. 1618. 

[Calendars of State Papers, Colonial, North 
Amorica, and West Indies and East Indies; 
Hakluyt’s Principal Navigations, iii. 50 7; Pur- 
ohns Ins Filgriraos, iv, 1734; Brown's Gonosis 
of the United States, ii. 950 and freq.; Lofroyk 
Memorials of tlio Bermudas and Hiutoryo of Ike 
Bormwlns (Hakluyt Soe)] J. II, L. 

NEWPORT, FRANCIS, Earn, oe Bru- 
roiui (1619-1708), oldest ann of Sir Richard 
Newport, baron Newport [q, v.], by Rachel, 
daughter of Sir John Loveson of ITalling, 
Ilonl, was baptised at Wroxetisr, 12 Minch 
1618-19, Andrew Newport [q, v,] was his 
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younger brother. He was admitted a mem¬ 
ber of Gray’s Inn, 12 Aug. 1633, and of the 
loner Temple in November 1834, and matri¬ 
culated from Christ Church, Oxford, 18 Nov. 
1636. . 

Newport represented Shrewsbury in the 
Short parliament of 1040, and was returned 
for the same place to the Long parliament, 
in which he incurred great odium by voting 
against the attainder of Strafford, 21 April 
1641. In January 1643-4 lie joinea the king 
at Oxford, and on 8 July 1044 was taken 
prisoner by Sir Thomas Myddelton on the 
raising of the siege of Oswertry. He remained 
in confinement until March 1647-8, when he 
was released on compounding for his delin- 
uency. He became, in 1651, on his father's 
eath, second Lord Newport. By warrant of 
9 June 1666he was commit! ed (o the Tower on 
suspicion oi'complicity in tkelate royalist plot. 
Onliis release he re-engaged in intrigues, and 
was again arrested in 1066-7. lie wus hatch¬ 
ing a plot for the seizure of Shrewsbury Castle 
when Monck declared for the king (January 
1669-00). Immediately on the Restoration 
he was made lord-lieutenant of Shropshire, 
and in May 1066 had a grant of Shrewsbury 
Castle and demesne. In 1608 Charles made 
him comptroller of the household, and in 
1672 treasurer of the household, when he 
was sworn of the privy council (1 July). 
On 11 March 1674-6, lie was crealod Vis¬ 
count Newport of Bradford in Shropshire. 
Being adverse to arbitrary government, he 
was not sworn on the remodelling of the 
privy council in 1079, and on the accession 
of James II he lost his offices. Ho was re¬ 
stored to the treasurership of tho household 
and the lord-lieutenancy of Shropshire by 
■William III, who also created him Earl of 
Bradford in Shropshire on 11 May 1694. lie 
died at Richmond House, Twickenham, in 
September 1708. Newport married in April 
1642 Lady Diana Bussell, daughter of Fran¬ 
cis, earl of Bedford, by whom he had issue, 
with some daughters, Richard (1646-1723), 
hissuccessor, M.P. for Shropshire 1670-81 and 
1689-98; and Thomas (1666-1719), M.P. for 
Ludlow 1696-1700, and Wenlock 1716, who 
wob created, 26 June 1716, Baron Torring ton. 

[Visitation of Shropshire (Hail. Son.), p. 874; 
Foster’s Gray’s Inn Beg. and Alumni Oxon.; 
Inner Temple Books; Owen and BlakBway’s 
Shrewabury, i. 41 i, 477, 486; Annals of Queen 
Anne, 1709, vii. 848; Clarendon’s Rebellion, 
book, vi. § 66, and xvi. § 26; Comm. Journ. ii. 
706, iii. 374, iv. 6i, v. 170, 608 ; Letters of Lady 
Brilliana Harley (Camden Soo,), p. 166; Var¬ 
ney's Notes ofLongP.irl, (Camden Soo.), p. 68; 
Cal. State Papers, Dorn. 1866-6; Old. Comm. 
Adv, Money, pt, ii. p. 689 ; Cal. Comm. Clomp. 


1643-6, p. 924, Whitelocke’s Mem. pp. 94, 627; 
Hatton Corresp. (Camden Soo.), i. 73; Sir John 
Bramstou's Autobiog. (Camden Soo.), pp. 269, 
336, 348; Life of Marraadukeltawdon of Yorke 
(Camden Soc.), p. 166; Nicholas Papers (Cam¬ 
den Soc,), ii. 243; Rueli worth's Hist. Coll. pt. 
iii. vol. ii. p. 676; Thurloe Stato Papers, iii. 210, 
637 ; Hist. MSS. Comm. 4th Bep. App. p. 268, 
6thHop. App. pp. 148-51,207-8, 10th Kep. App. 
p. 408, 11th Bep. pt. ii. pp. 90, 184, 273, 276, 
Clarendon and Rochester Correep ii. 266, 269 ; 
Cal. Clarendon Papers, iii, 166, 263; Luttrell'a 
Eolation of State Affairs, i. 394, 413, 602, 613, 

ii. 226, vi. 363; Phillips’s Mem. Civil War in 
Wales (1874); Burnet's Own Time, ed. 18SS, 
8vo, iii. 262 n ; Lyeons's Environs of London, 

iii. 676; Phillips’s Shrewsbury, p. 66; Declara¬ 
tion of Gentry of the County of Salop, &c. 
(Brit. Mils. 190g, 13 (311)).] J. M. B. 

NEWPORT, GEORGE (1803-1864) 
naturalist, son of a wheelwright at Canter¬ 
bury, was born there on 4 July 1803, He 
was apprenticed to his father’s trade; hut 
after studying in a museum of natural his¬ 
tory established by Mr. Masters, a nursery¬ 
man, and aftor making investigations for 
himself on insect life, he obtained Lho post 
of curator of Masters's museum. He com¬ 
menced the study of the anatomy of articu¬ 
lated animals, and, selecting medicine for his 
profession, became an apprentice to Mr. 
Wcelces of Sandwich, and entered London 
University on 16 Jan. 18S2. On becoming 
a member of the College of Surgeons in 1836, 
he was in April of that year appointed 
house surgeon to the Chichester Infirmary, 
and remained connected with that establish¬ 
ment till January 1837. He paid frequent 
visits to places in his native county, espe¬ 
cially to Richborough near Sandwich, and 
made observations on the commonest species 
of insects. His researches on the humble- 
bee, the white-cabbage but terfiy, the tortoise¬ 
shell butterfly, and tho buff-tip moth afforded 
him materials for papers deemed of sufficient 
importance for publication in the ‘Philo¬ 
sophical Transactions.’ The groat triumph 
of his anatomical researches was his dis¬ 
covery that, in the generative system of tho 
higher animals, the impregnation of the 
ovum by the spermatozoa is not merely the 
result of contact, but of penetration; and for 
Ms paper, priutod in the ‘Philosophical 
Transactions,’ 1861, pp. 109-242, entitled 
‘ On the Impregnation of the Ovum in the 
Amphibia,’ he received the Society’s royal 
medal. He also contributed valuable papers 
on insoot structure to the ‘ Transactions of 
the Linnean Society,’ of which he became a 
fellow in 1847; and to the Entomological 
Society, of which he was president 1844- 6. 
He was elected an honorary fellow of the 
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College of Physicians in 1848, and a fellow 
of the Royal Society on 26 March 1846, 

On leavingOhichester he settled in London 
as a surgeon, hut he was too much engrossed 
in microscopical investigations to obtain a 
great practice. He possessed good friends in 
Dr. Marshall Hall, Sir John Parties, and Sir 
James Clarke, and the last-named on 1 July 
1847 procured him a pension from the civil 
list of 1004 a year. He exercised great 
facility in making dissections, and acquired 
a dexterity in drawing both with the right 
hand and the left, which was invaluable in 
his demonstrations of insect anatomy and 
physiology. A modal offered by the Agri¬ 
cultural Society of Saffron Walden for the 
best essay on the turnip-fly was readily 
gained by Newport, and his researches on 
the embryology and reproduction of bntra- 
chian reptiles were very successful. He diod 
at 66 Cambridge Street, Hyde Park, London, 
7 April 1854. 

He was the author of: 1. 'Observations 
on the Anatomy, Habits, and Economy of 
AthaliaOentifolire, the Saw-fly of the Turnip, 
and on the means adopted for the Preven¬ 
tion of its Ravages,’ 1838. 2. ‘ List of Spe¬ 
cimens of M yriapoda in the British Museum, 1 
1844. 3. Address delivered at the anniver¬ 
sary meeting of the Entomological Socioty, 
1844, and address delivered at the adjourned 
anniversary meeting, 1846. 4. ‘ Catalogue of 
the Myriapoda in the British Museum,’ 1850. 

[Proc. of Linnean Soc. 18S5, ii. 809-12 j 
Proc of Royal Soc. 1866, vii. 278-86 ; Literary 
Gazette, 15 April 1864, p. 360; GBnt. Mag. 
June 1864, p. 080.] G. C. B. 

NEWPORT, Sib JOHN (1766-1848), 
politician, bom on 24 Oct. 1766, was the son 
of Simon Newport, a banker at Waterford, 
by his wife, Elizabeth, daughter of William 
Riall of Clonmel. After receiving his edu¬ 
cation at Eton and Trinity College, Dublin, 
he became a partner in his father’s ban k. He 
took port in the convention of volunteer 
delegates which met in Dublin under the 
residency of Lord Oharlemont in November 
783, ana was_ appointed a member of the 
committee of inquiry into the state of the 
borough representation in Ireland. He was 
Created a baronet on 26 Aug, 1789, with 
remainder to his brother, William New- 
ort. At the general election, in July 1802, 
e unsuccessfully contested the city of 
Waterford in the whig interest against 
William Congreve Alcock. Newport, how¬ 
ever, obtained the seat upon petition in De¬ 
cember 1803 ( Commons’ Journals, lix. 38), 
and continued to represent that citv until his 
retirement from parliamentary life at the 
dissolution in December 1832. Upon the 


formation of the ministry of All the Talents 
Newport was appointed chancellor of the 
Dish exchequer (25 Feb. 1806), and was 
sworn a member of the English privy council 
on 12 March 1806 ( London Gazettes, 1806 
325). He brought in his first Irish budget 
on 7 May 1806 (Pari. Debates, 1st ser. vil 
34-41, 49-60), In November of this year 
he was returned for St, Mawes, as well as 
for the city of Waterford, but elected to sit 
for Waterford. ITe brought in his second 
budget on 25 Maroh 1807 (ib. 1st ser. is, 
189-91), and shortly afterwards resigned 
office with the rest or his colleagues. 

Newport is said to have refused to join 
the Grenville party in accepting office in 
Lord Liverpool’s administration, on the 
ground that the government was adverse to 
any measure of catholic relief. He spoke 
for the last time in the House of Commons 
on 25 June 1832, during the debate in com¬ 
mittee on the Parliamentary Reform Bill for 
Ireland (ib. 3rd ser. xiii. 1013,1016). On 
11 Oct. 1834 he was appointed comptroller- 
general of the exchequer, a new office, created 
by 4 & 5 Will. IV, cap. 15, upon the abo¬ 
lition of the offices of auditor and teller of 
the exchequer and clerk of the pells. He 
retired from this post in 1839, with a pension 
of 1,0004 a year, and died at Nowpark, near 
Wat erford, on 9 Fob. 1843. He was buried in 
Waterford Cathedral on 16 Feb. following. 

Newport was a staunch whig and a steady 
supporter of catholic emancipation. Hewns 
a man of considerable ability and of great in¬ 
dustry, but lacking in judgment. lie took a 
very active part in the dobatos of the Hones 
of Commons, especially in those relating to 
Irish affairs (of. Hanbaju), Parliametitary 
Debates, 1804-30). Owing to the peiti- 
nacity with which lie pushed his inquiries in 
the IIouso of Commons he acquired the 
nickname of the ‘ Political Ferret.’ 

Newport married Ellen, third daughter of 
Shapland Oarew of Castle Boro, M.P. for 
Waterford city, by whom ho had no issue. 
He was succeeded in the baronetcy by Ms 
nephew, the Rev. John Newport, upon whose 
death, on 15 Feb. 1850, the baronetcy be¬ 
came extinct. 

Newport was created a D.C.L. of the uni¬ 
versity of Oxford on S July 1810. There 
are ongravings of him by Luplou after Ram¬ 
say, and by ii Cooper aftor S, O. Smith. He 
was the author of‘ The Stato of the Borough 
Representation of Ireland in 1783 and 1800,’ 
London, 1832, 8vo. 

[Diary and Correspondence of Charles Abbot, 
lord Colchester, 1881, vole. ii. iii.; Memoirs of 
Henry Grattan, 1818, v. 311-16, 320, 437-8; 
Webb’s Compendium of Irish Biography, 187ft 
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pp, 359-60; Wilron’s Bing. Max to tie House 
of Commons, 1808, pp. 624-5, Public Characters, 
1823 , iii. 14 j Sent. Mag. 1813 pt. i. pp. 652-3, 
1859 pt- i. p. 327; Waterford Mirror, 10 and. 
15 Feb. 1843 ; Burke’s Peerage, &c., 1857, pp. 
166,736 ; Official Return of Members of Parlia¬ 
ment, pt. ii. passim; Haydn’s Book of Dig¬ 
nities, 1890; Notes and Queries, 8tl ser. ii. 387, 
454 ; Brit. Mus. Cat.] G. P. B. B. 

NEWPORT verb Evrasrs, MAURICE 
(1611-1687), jesuit. son of Join Ewens and 
lis wife, Elizabeth Keynes, was born in 
Somerset in 1611. Afler studying Immuni¬ 
ties in the College of the English Jesuits 
at St. Omer, he entered the English College 
at Home for his higher studies 18 Oot. 1628. 
He was ordained priest at Rome 18 Not. 
1884, and left the college for Belgium, by 
leave of the pope, 26 April 1636, in order fo 
join the Society of Jesus. He was admitted 
at Watton, near St. Omer, the same year, 
under the assumed name of Maurice S ew- 
rt, hy which he was always known. On 
Nov. 1643 ho was professed of the four 
tows. After a course of teaching in the Col¬ 
lege of St. Omer, he was sent to the English 
mission, and stationed in the Hampshire dis¬ 
trict in 1644. Subsequently he continued 
Ms labours in the DeTonshire and Oxford 
districts, and finally in the London district, 
of which he was declared reel or 17 May 1860, 
and where he remained till the time of Oates’s 
‘Popish Plot 1 (1678-9), when he succeeded 
in effecting his escape to Belgium. For some 
years he resided in the colleges of his order at 
Ghent and Liege, hut eTentually he returned 
to London, whore he died on 4 Dec. 1687. 

Be was the author of a Latin poem, much 
admired at the time, entitled * Votum Can- 
didum,’being a congratulatory effusion, dedi¬ 
cated to Charles II, London, 1606, 4to j 2nd 
edit., ‘ omendatior,’ London, 1669,8vo j 3rd 
edit., 'ab autore recognita,’ London, 1670, 
8vo; 4th edit., London, 1679,4to, under the 
title of * Ob pacem toli fere Christiano orbi 
mediante Carolo II... redditom, ad eundem 
serenis8. principam Carmen Votivum.’ At 
the end of the third edition is an additional 
poem upon the birth, to James and Mary, 
duke and duchess of York, of their son Charles, 
the infant Duke of Cambridge, who died in 
December 1677. 

Newport also wrote a manuscript treatiso, 
‘De Scientist Dei,’ preserved in the library nt 
Salamanca; and Oliver conjectures that he 
was the author of 1 A Golden Denser full 
with the pretious Incense to the Praisors of 
Saints,’ Paris, 1064, dedicated to Queen 
Henrietta Maria. 

[Da Backer’s Bibl. das Ulcrivains de la Com- 
paguie de J£sue, ii. 1521 ; Dodd’B Church Hist. 
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iii. 319; Foley’s Becoids, v. 299, vi. 316, 330, 
vii. 236; Oliver’s Collectanea S, J, 149 ; Oliver’s 
Cornwall, p. 384.) T. C. 

NEWPORT, RIOIIARD m (d. 1318), 
bishop of London, was perhaps a member of 
a Hertfordshire family. His name first oc¬ 
curs in Bishop Richard de Gravesend’s will, 
doted 12 Sept, 1302, where he is described 
as archdeacon of Colchester and the bishop's 
official. At the time of Gravesend’s death 
(9 Dec. 1303) Newport had become arch¬ 
deacon of Middlesex, lie was one of Graves¬ 
end’s executors, and had custody of the 
spiritualities during the vacancy of the see. 
In 1304 Newport is mentioned os holding 
the prebend of Islington. Next year he wns 
the bishop’s commissary for the purgation of 
one John Heron, and on 6 June 1306 was 
one of those who excommunicated at Bl, 
Paul’s Robert Bruce and the murderers of 
Comyn. He became dean of St. Paul’s 
in 1814, and on the death of Gilbert de 
Segrave was elected bishop of London on 
27 ,Tan. 1317. The royal assent was given 
on 11 Feb., the election was confirmed on 
26 March, and on 16 May Newport waa con¬ 
secrated by Walter Reynolds [q. v.] at Can¬ 
terbury. Newport died suddenly at Ilford 
on 24 Aug. 1318, and was buried in St. Paul’s 
four days later. His tomb was defaced at 
the Reformation. He made provision for 
two priests to pray for Ms soul, and left 40s. 
annually for the keeping of Ms obit (Dua- 
JULDj St. Paul’s, p. 20) j an abstract of his 
will is given in Sharpe’s 1 Calendar of Wills 
in the Court of Hunting,’ i. 281). In the 
‘Floves Historiarum’ (iii. 177) Newport is 
described as 'Doctor in Decretis.’ Bishop 
Gravesend bequeathed him a copy of ‘ De¬ 
cretals,' worth 67,18s, 4 d. There are a few 
unimportant references to Newport in the 
‘Close Rolls of Edward n.’ ne may be the 
Richard do Newport, a lawyer, whose name 
occurs in 1302-8 (Cal. Documents relating to 
Ireland, 1302-7, p. 149). 

I Chronicles of Edward I and Edward II in 
Rolls Ser.; Wharton, De Episeopis Londi- 
niensibus, pp. 118-19; le Neve’s Fasti Ecel. 
Angl. ii. 290, 311, 326, 339, 400; Accounts of 
executors of R. de Gravesend and T. de Burton, 
Camd. Soo.; Documents illustrating the History 
of St. Paul’s, Camd, Soc.] C. D. K. 

NEWPORT, RTCBARD, first Baboh 
Newport (1687-1661), born in 1687, sprung 
from a family that was long seated at 
High Eroall (of. Enoif, Antiquities o/Shrojt- 
shire, passim), was eldest son of 3ir Francis 
Newport by bis wife Beatrice (Dtcdalb, 
Baronage, ii. 407 ; Owen and Blaxbwat, 
Shrewsbury , i. 273,842), On 19 Oot. 1604 he 
matriculated at Oxford from Brasenose Col- 
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lege, and graduated B.A. on 12 June 1007 
(Foster , Alumni throw., 1600-1714, iii. 1068). 
On 2 June 1616 lie was knighted at Theobalds 
(Metcalfe, Book qf Knights, p. 166). He 
was M/P. for Shropshire in 1614, Shrewsbury 
in 1621-2, and Shropshire in 1624-6, 1626, 
and 1628-9, The king, in consideration of 
a present of 6,000/., raised him to the peerage 
as Baron Newport of High Ercall on 14 Oct. 
1642 (Clakdndon, Hist., ed. Macray, bk. vi. 
sects. 66-7). By March 1643 he was in the 
custody of the parliamentarians at Coventry 
Commons’ Journals, ii. 1004), and in October 
046 he was a prisoner in Stafford. On 
23 Jan. 1616 he was ordered to be brought 
up for examination (ib. iv. 416), but in April 
the committee were informed that he had 
been long in /France, and intended to remain 
them. A fine of 16,6871. 13s, 3d., subse¬ 
quently reduced to 9,436/., was inflicted on 
him. The committee for advance of money 
assessed him at 800/. on 11 May 1047, and, 
on failing to get it, ordered his estate to he 
sequestered, but finally agreed to take 600/. 
(Cal. pp. 727,813). The Ilouse of Commons, 
on 22 March 1648-9, expressed its readiness 
to accept 10,000/. as the joint fine of New¬ 
port and his son Francis (Cal. of Committee 
for Compounding, p. 924). Newport died at 
Mouliue in France on 8 Feh. 1060-1, and was 
buried there. ‘By the malignity of the Tecent 
times,’ he wrotB in his will on 12 Nov. 1048, 
‘ my family is dissolved, my cheife bowse. 
High Ercall, is ruined, my howsholdstufie and 
stocks sold from me for haveing assisted the 
king’ (registered in P.C.0.120, Grey). By 
/Rachel, daughter of Sir John Leveson, lent,, 
of Halting, Kent, who survived him, he had, 
with six daughters, two sons, Francis (1610- 
1708), afterwards Earl of Bradford, and 
Andrew (1623-1699), both of whom are sepa¬ 
rately noticed. 

[Commons’ Journals, vols. ii. iii. iv.; autho¬ 
rities in tho text.] G. G, 

NEWPORT, Sib THOMAS (d. 1622), 
knight of St. John of Jerusalem, possibly 
belonged to the family of Newport, living at 
Newport in Shropshire, lie early entered 
the order of St. John, and hecamo preceptor 
of Newland and Temple Brewer, and on 
10 March 1602-3 he was made Bajulius 
Aquiloo (Bailiff of the Eagle). lie was soon 
appointed commander of the commonderies of 
ZDalby and Rothley in Leicestershire, and on 
2 Sept. 1603 had authority given him to an¬ 
ticipate the revenues of his commandory for 
three years; he was thus enabled to borrow 
one hundred marks, which he duly repaid 
in 1606. The settlements of the knighte 
of St. John in England were little more 


than rent-collecting agencies, and Sir Tho- 
mas Newport was evidently a good man 
of business, He secured a manor for his 
order of whioh they had lost control, and in 
reward, on 28 June 1606 a lease of it -was 
granted to his brother Richard, who also 
seems to hove been a member of the order. 
For some. time Sir Thomas Newport filled 
the very important office of receiver-general 
for the order' in England. Hence he muat 
have livod in London, at St. John’s Gate 
Clerkenwell, and was well known at court! 
Under Henry Vni he was often put in the 
commission of tho peace for Lincolnshire and 
Leicestershire, and his name appears as one of 
those ready in 1613 to serve the king abroad, 
lie was urgently needed, however, at Rhodes, 
and set out in the summer of 1613, travelling 
through Germany to Venice. With him 
went Sir John Sheffield. At Venioe they 
stayed some time. They had brought letters 
from Henry VIH, and wore received as 
his ambassadors. A formal audience was 

f ronted them by the senate on 3 Sept., and 
'roian Bollani made a formal report to the 
senate on 10 Sept, of the slender political 
information he had derived from them, 
Newport reached Rhodes before 16 Nov., 
and stayed there, owing to tho directions of 
Fabricius de Caroto, tho master of the order, 
longer than he liked. In 1616 he captured 
some Turkish transports and brought them 
into JRhodeB. Ho wrote home occasionally; 
the last letter preserved was written in 1617, 
and in it he reports that the Turkish fleet 
were only forty miles olT, while the Hho- 
dianB were under four captains, of whom he 
was one, He subsequently returned home, 
and attended the Fiold of the Cloth of Gold 
in 1620. He eet out once more for Rhodes 
in 1622, and was drowned on the coast of 
Spain (of, Brewer, Hist, of Ilenry VIII, 
i. 683). 

[Loiters and Papers, Ben. VIII, vols. i, ii.; 
Calendar of State Papers, Vonotinn, 1609-19; 
Nichols’s Leicestershire, iii. 953; Rutland 
Papers (Camd, Som), p. 32; Vertot's Collected 
Works, vol. viii.; Porter’s Knights of Malta, 
p. 313 andApp. The suggestion that there were 
two contemporary Sir Thomas Newports is not 
adopted in this article.) W. A. J. A 

NEWSAM, BARTHOLOMEW (d. 
1603), clookmaker to Queen Elizabeth, pro¬ 
bably born at York, carried on business in 
London as a olookmnker, apparently from 
the date of Queen Elizabeth’s accession. He 
obtained from the crown a thirty years' lease 
of premises in the Strand, near Somerset 
House, on 8 April 1686, and thore he resided 
through life. He was skilled in his craft, 
and was on fomiliar terras with Sir Philip 
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Sidney and other men of influence at court, 
About 1672 the post of clock-master to the 
queen was promised him on the death of 
Nicholas Urseau (Ursiu, Veseau, or Orshowe). 
The latter hud held the office under Queen 
Mary, and was reappointed to it by Queen 
Elizabeth. Newsam succeeded to the office 
before 1682. On 4 June 1683 he received, 
under the privy seal dated 27 May previous, 
1 32a. 8d. for mending of cloches ’ during the 
past year. With the post of clockmaker he 
combined that of clock-keeper; the two 
offices had been hold by different persons 
in Queen Mary’s reign, and Newsam appears 
to have been (he first Englishman appointed 
as clook-keepor. 

On 6 Aug. 1588 Newsam wrote ‘ to the 
ryghte honorable his very speciall good 
fmend S' ffraneis Walsingham, bnighte,’ 
beseeohing him ‘to be mindful! unto her 
Ma Ue of my booke concerninge my long and 
chargeable suite, wherein 1 have procured Sir 
Philipp Sidney to move you for til’ aug- 
inentmge of the yeares (if by any meancs 
the same may bo), i.e. probably for un exten¬ 
sion of his lease of the house in the Strand. 


compass; it has, of course, no pendulum, 
and but one hand. It is signed ‘Bartil- 
mewe Newsum.’ The cassis divided into two 
stories, the going train being in the upper, 
and the striking train in the lower story. 
Both the trains are arranged vertically, so 
that the clock is wound irom underneath. 
The wheels are of iron, or perhaps steel, 
the plates and frames being of brass. It has 
fusees out for catgut, which ore long, and 
only slightly tapered. The hand is driven 
directly from the going fusee at right angles, 
by means of a contrate-wkoel. The escape¬ 
ment is of the vergo kind, and it has no 
balance-spring. 

The bequests in Newsam’B will confirm the 
evidence of his skill afforded by this clock. 
Montion is made there of ‘ a stricldnge clocke 
in a silken purse, and a sonnedyull to stand 
upon a post in his garden;’ of ‘a cristall 
Jewell with a watch in it garnished with 
goulde;’ of ‘a sonnodyall of copper gylte;’ 
of ‘ a watch gylte to shew tho bower; ’ of ‘ a 
great dyoll in a greate boxe of ivory, with 
two and thirtetli poyntes of the compos;’ 
and of a ‘ chamber clocke of five markes 


On 6 Sept. 1683, by letters patent, a lease 
for twenty-one years was granted to New¬ 
sam of lands ‘ at Flaote in Lincolnshire, for¬ 
merly the property of Ilenry, marquis of 
Dorset, late duke of Suffolk; also a water¬ 
mill at Wymondkam, Norfolk, with fish¬ 
ings, &c., formerly property of the monastery 
ofWymondham .. . also all theweareofLlau- 
lluney, co. Pembroke, and two garden plots 
lying in Firkatt’s Fields, in tho parish of S*. 
Clement Danes without Temple Bar,’ &c. 
The property in Pembroke bad formerly be¬ 
longed to Jasper, duke of Bedford. Newsam 
also owned lands in Coney Street, in the 
parish of St. Martin, York (will). He died 
before 18 Deo. 1603, when his will was 
proved by Parnell, his widow. Her maiden 
name was Younge, and he had married her 
at the church of St. Mary-lc-Strond on 
10 Sept. 1606. He left four children: "Wil¬ 
liam (horn 27 Dec. 1670), Edward, Mar¬ 
garet, and Bose. Edward, ‘on condicion 
that he become a dockmakor as I am,’ was 
to have his father’s took, except his ‘ best 
Vice save one, a beckborno to stand upon 
borde, a greate fore-hammer, and [two] 
hand hammers, and a grete long beckhorne 
in my back shoppe ; ’ all these were to go 
to John Newsam of York, a clockmaker, and 
presumably a relative. 

There is in the British Museum a striking 
clock made by Newsam, whioh is still in 
almost untouched condition. It is of gilded 
brass, richly engraved. It is very small, not 
more than four inches high, and contains a 


[Original Wardrobe Accounts of Qucon Eliza- 
both; Poll Bccords; parish registers of St. 
Mavy-le-Slrund; Wood’s Curiosities of Clocks 
and Watches; Pmks’a History of Clurkeinvell, 
od. Wood; Nichols’s Progresses of Queen Eliza¬ 
beth.] E. L. B. 

NEWSHAM, BICHAKD (d. 1748), 
maker of fire-engines, was originally a pearl- 
button maker, oarrying on business in the 
city of London. He obtained patents for 
improvements in fire-engines in 1721 and 
1726 (Nos. 430 and 479), but the specifica¬ 
tions contain only a meagre account of the 
machine. Ilis engines are, however, fully 

d^RAi'Shar! n.nd in ’nnaRtnilmva’a 


where they are very highly spoken of. They 
were made long and narrow, so as to puss 
through an ordinnry doorway, the pumps 
being actuated by levers worked by men at 
each side. At one end treadles were pro¬ 
vided in connection with the levers, to enable 
several men to assist by standing with one 
fool on each, throwing their weight upon 
each treadlo alternately. The engine was 
fitted with an air-vessel—but Newsham was 
not the inventor of that contrivance, as is 
sometimes said—and by a particular confor¬ 
mation of the nozzle he was enabled to de¬ 
liver a jet of water at a very high velocity, 
and powerful enough to brook windows. In 
the ‘Doily Journal'for 7 April 1720 there 
is an account of a trial of one of his engines 
which threw water as high as the grasshopper 
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on the Royal Exchange, or about 160 feet 
from the ground. He carried on business at 
the Cloth Fair, Smithfield, and hia advertise¬ 
ments, some of which contain minute de¬ 
scriptions of the mechanism of the engines, 
are occasionally met with in the newspapers 
of the day (cf. Daily Post, SO July and 
6 Aug. 1729; Daily Journal, 1 Aug. 1729; 
London Evening Post, 12-14 May 1730). 
He states that he has supplied engines to 
many of the fire-insurance companies and to 
the chief provincial towns. An example, 
presented by the corporation of Dartmouth, 
is preserved in the machinery and inven¬ 
tions department of the South Kensington 
Museum. The pump-barrels are inches 
diameter, and the strobe is 8$ inches. The 
engine is in good working order, and it has 
the original paper of instructions, protected 
by a plate of horn, still attached. An illus¬ 
trated broadside relating to Newaham’s en¬ 
gines is in the Guildhall Library. 

He died in April 1743, his will, dated 2 Sept. 
1741,having been proved on 29 April 1743 in 
the prerogative court of Canterbury. He left 
the business to hie eon Laurence, who died 
in April 1744. Laurence, by his will, dated 
3 April and proved on 23 April, bequeathed 
the business to his wife and to his cousin 
George Ragg; and the firm ‘Newsham & 
Hagg, engine-makers, Cloth Fair,’ appears in 
the ‘ London Directory ’ down to 1706. The 
account-books of the Navy Board (now at 
the Public Record Office) contain many en¬ 
tries relating to fire-engines suppliod by 
Newsham & Ragg to the ships of the Royal 
Navy. 

[Authorities oited.] R. B. P. 

NEWSTEAD, CHRISTOPHER (1697- 
1602), divine, sun of Robert Newsload, bap¬ 
tised at South Somercotos, Lincolnshire, on 
16 Nov. 1697, matriculated at Oxford, from 
Alban Hall, on 22 Nov. 1616. From 1621 
to 1628 lie was in attendance as chaplain 
on Sir Thomas Roe [q. v.] during his em¬ 
bassy to the OH oman Porte. On his return 
he was presented (19 June 1629) to IhB 
vicarage of St. Ilolen at Abiugdon, Berk¬ 
shire, whore he remained till 1036. In 
March 1642 Laud, being under a promise to 
Sir Thomas Roe to benefit bis former chap¬ 
lain, nominal ed him to the rectory of Stist ed 
in Essex i but the lords refused to confirm 
the nomination, and Newstead did not get 
the presentation until 23 May 1643. Bad 
reports preceded him to Stisted, and he was 
not only unablo to obtain possession of the 
rectory, but was maltreated by his parish¬ 
ioners ; it is doubtful even whether ho ob¬ 
tained admission into the church, as his name 


nowhere appears in the parish registers 
Eventually, in July 1646, he was sequel 
trated from the living, though a fifth part of 
the profits of the rectory was granted to his 

By the same committee Newstead waain 1650 
appointed preacher at Maidenhead in Berk¬ 
shire, and he received an augmentation from 
the committee for the maintenance of minis¬ 
ters; but to this objection was taken on the 
ground of his sequestration from Stisted. Re 
therefore petitioned the council of Btate (7 Feb. 
1664-6), and his case waB put into the hands 
of Nye, Lockyer and Stoary to inquire and 
report. On 16 Feb. he was ordered by the 
council to retain possession of Maidenhead, 
and to preach during the inquiry. The case 
was still proceeding in August 1067. At 
the Restoration Nowsload petitioned for the 
profits of the rectory of Stisted (23 June 
1660), but apparently without success. Be 
was made prebendary of Codington Minor 
in St. Paul’s Cathedral on 26 Aug, He died 
in 1662. 

Ho married at St. George’s, BotolphLane, 
London, on 6 Sept. 1631, Alary, daughter of 
Anthony Fulhurst, of Great Uxondon, North¬ 
amptonshire, who was reduced to great want 
after his death, and was supported by the 
charity of the Corporation for Ministers' 
Widows. A son Christopher, bom in 1687, 
was a scholar of Eton inl064,andwas chosen 
a fellow of King's College, Cambridge, in 
1668 (Harwood, Alumni, p. 261). 

Newstead was author of ‘Apology for 
Women, or Women’s Defence,’London, 1620, 
which ho dedicated to the Countess of Buck¬ 
ingham. A copy of the work, which is vary 
rare, is in the Bodleian Library. 

[Wood’s Athense (Bliss), vol i. col. 294; Wood's 
Fasti (Bliss), vol. i, col. 461; Rog. of Univ. of 
Oxford (Oxford Hist. Soc.), vol. ii. pt. ii. p. Sod; 
Foster's Alumni Ox on,; Lords’ Journals, v. vi. 
passim; Commons’ Journols, iii. 41) b, 60 a\ 
■HiBt. MSS. Comm. App. to 6th Rep. passim; 
Laud's Troubles and Tryol, pp. 104-6; Unvids’a 
Annals of Evangelical Nonconformity in Essex, 
pp. 470-81; Addit. MSS. 6829 ff. 17-19,16669 
tf 228, 290; Cal. of State Papers, Dom. Ser. 
1828-9 p, 682,1G66 p 84,1066-0 p. 187,1858-7 
p. 20,1667-8 p. 09; Cal. of Committee for Com¬ 
pounding, p. I486; Le Neve’s Fasti (Hardy), ii. 
373; Ilarl. Soe. Pnbl. xxvi. 203 ; South Somar. 
cotes parish register per tho Rov. Peverol John¬ 
son ; information from the Rov. Canon Cromwell, 
of Stisted.] B. P. 

NEW;TE, JOHN (1666 P-1716), divine, 
son of Richard Newte [q. vj, was born about 
1666, and was educated at Blundell's school) 
Tiverton, Devonshire. He was elected tbpnee 
to Balliol OoUege, Oxford, and although he 



Newte 


363 


Newte 


matriculated from Exeter College on 12 July 
1672, he graduated B.A. of Dalliol College 
In 1676 and M.A. 1679. On the foundation 
at that college of a second establishment of 
fellows from Blundell’s Bcliool, he was the 
first to be elected (1670), and he is said to 
have been incorporated M.A. at Cambridge 
in 1681. lie was appointed to the rectory 
of Tidcombe Portion, Tiverton, in February 
1678-9, and in 1680 was made rector of 
Pitt’s Portion in the same town, holding 
both livings until his death. For six years, 
1680-8, and 1710-18, Newte was a member 
>f convocation, and as a high tory in church 
and state he inculcated under the Stuarts 
the doctrine of passive obedience, a circum¬ 
stance of which lie was reminded after the 
Revolution. He died on 7 March 1716-16, 
and his wife, Editha, daughter of William 
Bone of Faringdon, Devonshire, predeceased 
him on 18 Feb. 1704-6. Their daughter 
Mary married tho Rev. John Pitman, whoso 
son and grandson were also bcneficed in 
Devonshire. 

Newle’6 charitable gifts to the town of 
Tiverton were very numerous. In 1710 lie 
expended over 807. in setting np bat Moments 
round the church wall of St. Peter, Tiverton; 
on 1 Dec. 1714 he laid the foundation-stone 
of the chapel of St. George, Tiverton, and 
he gave a large sum towards the cost of its 
erection. By his will he loft tho annual 
income of certain lands, called Lobh Philip, 
in Braunton, Devonshire, to somu relatives 
in succession for their livos, and afterwards 
to Balliol College, to found an exhibition at 
the university for seven years, for a scholar 
who should he chosen by the three rectors of 
Tiverton. lie also gave 260 volumes of 
boolis and certain pictures of Charles I, 
Archbishop Laud, and other dignitaries, to 
be preserved in the chamber over the vestry 
at Tiverton for the use of the parishionors, 
Among the books was a very valuable illu¬ 
minated missal. 

Newte published 1 Tho Lawfulness and 
Use of Organs in the Christian Oliurch. As- 
sertod in a sermon preached at Tiverton 
13 Sept. 1696 on occasion of an organ being 
erected in the Parish Church,’ 1696; 2nd 
edit. 1701. It was tho first organ that had 
been erected in the west of England, outside 
the city of Exeter, since tho rebellion, and 
he was occupied for ten yearn in collecting 
funds for its purchase. The sermon was 
attacked in 'A Letter to a Friend in the 
Country concerning the Use of Instrumental 
Musick in tho Worship of God, in Answer 
to Mr. Newte’s Sermon, 1698,’ and dofended 
in ‘ A Treatise concerning the Lawfulness of 
Instrumental Musick in Holy Offices. By 


Henry Dodwoll, 1700,’ to which Newte 
added a long preface in vindication of his 
opinions. He also wrote' A Discourse shew¬ 
ing the Duty of Honouring the Lord with 
our Substance. Together with the Impiety 
of Tithe-stealing,’ 1711, which contained a 
long preface against 1 Deists, Quakers, Tithe- 
stealers.’ To it was prefixed his portrait, 
painted by Thomas Foster and engraved 
by Vandergucht. Newte supplied Prince 
for the ‘ Worthies of Devon,’ and Walker 
for his ‘ Sufferings of the Clevgy,’ with the 
materials for his father’s life and for his 
troubles during the civil war and Common¬ 
wealth. 

[Foster's Alumni Oxon. 1500-1714; Harding’s 
Tiverton, passim; Dunsford’s Tiverton, pp. 
161-2, 308, 331-2; Snell’s Tiverton, pp. 112-4, 
168-61, 183; Incledon’s Blundell Donations, 
pp 62-4, xlii-xlih, lix.] W. P. C. 

NEWTE,EIOIIABD (1613-1678),divine, 
baptised at Tiverton. Devonshire, on 24 Feb. 
lUlS-13, was the third son of Henry Newte, 
its iown clerk. Ho was educated at Blun¬ 
dell’s school and at Exeter College, Oxford, 
whence he matriculated in Mareh 1629-30, or 
in February 1631-2, as a 1 poor ’ scholar, and 
graduated B.A. 1633, M.A, 1636. From 
June 1636 to June 1642 lie was a fellow and 
tutor at his college, with many pupils of good 
family from the western counties, and for 
sevoral years he delivered a nohrew lecture 
there. In 1672 he subscribed to the erection 
of its new buildings. In 1641 he hecamB 
domestic chaplain to Lord Dighy, and was 
appointed to the rectories of Tidcombe and 
Clare Portions in Tiverton, hut, two years 
later, when the civil war was raging in 
England, he obtained loave of absence irom 
his benoIicQ8 for three years. He left his 
livings under the charge of the Ilev. Thomas 
Long (1621-1707) [q. v!j, and travelled abroad 
with Pocock and Thomas Lockey [q. v.], jour¬ 
neying through Holland, Flanders, France, 
and Switzerland to Italy, hut when near 
Home he was frightened into going no fur¬ 
ther by the sight of some Homan catholic 
priosts with whom lie had disputed in France, 
and from whom he had received, as he 
thought, some threats of molestation. He 
returned in 1646, landing at Topsham, noar 
Exeter, and found most of the property of his 
livings in ruins. The plaguo was then raging 
at Tiverton,but Newte discharged his clerical 
and parochial duties without a break, minis¬ 
tering to the sick in their houses, and in the 
open fields around the town. Ultimately he 
was dispossessed of his benefices and forced 
to accept about 1864 a lectureship at Ottory 
St. Mary, whore he remained until he was 
appointed in 1666 by Colonel Basset to the 
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rectory of Heanton Punchardon, near Barn¬ 
staple. During tlie previous ten years lie had 
suffered much at the hands of the parlia¬ 
mentary authorities, but he was now allowed 
to remain undisturbed. After the Restora¬ 
tion Newte was restored to his livings, and 
became chaplain to Lord Delaware. The 
deaneries ot Salisbury and Exeter were 
offered to him, but he declined both, and his 
only other preferment wae the post of chap¬ 
lain to Charles II, which he accepted in 1608. 
He was a learned man, skilled in the Eastern 
languages, as well as in French and Italian. 
Newte died of the gout at Tiverton, 10 Aug. 
1678, and was buried in the middle of the 
chancel of St. Peter’s Church, under a flat 
stone with an inscription upon it. A stately 
monument to his memory was erected in the 
adjoining wall by hie eon, John N awte [q. v .1, 
‘in eccleaia indignus successor.’ His wife 
was Thomasine, only daughter and heiress 
of Humphrey Trobndge of Trobridge, near 
Orediton, who survived him. They had ten 
children. 

[Foster's Alumni Oxon. 1500-1714; Boase’s 
Exeter Coll.pp. 65,78,212; Harding’s Tiverton, 
bk lit pp. 108, 108, iv. 14, 44-7; Dunsford’s 
Tiverton, pp. 828-330; Snell's Tiverton, pp. 
184-7; "Walker’s Sufferings of the Clergy, pt. li. 
pp. 316-18; Prince’s Worthies, pp. 600-14.1 

Vf. P. O. 

NEWTON, Loud ALEXANDER HAY 
(rf. 1616), Scottish judge, [Sse under Hat, 
Ai/exasdiir, Lord EabtdrKdnjjdx, d. 1694,] 

NEWTON, Lord (J 661-1628), Scottish 
judge, [See Oliphanx, Sir William,] 

NEWTON, Lord (1640-1686), president 
of Scottish court of session. [See Falconer, 
Sir David.] 

NEWTON, Sir ADAM ( d. 1830), dean 
of Durham, was a native of Scotland, but 
spent some part of his early life in France, 
passing himself off as a priest and teaching 
atthe college of St. Maixantin Poitou. There, 
for some time between 1680 end 1690, he in¬ 
structed the theologian AndrS Rivet, then a 
boy, in Greek, After his return to Scotland 
he was, about 1600, appointed tutor to Prince 
Henry, and filled that post until 1610, when, 
upon the formation of a separate household 
For his pupil, now creatsd Prince of Wales, 
he was appointed his secretary. 

Several records of gifts in money, and of 
a wedding present or gilt jdate, weighing 
260 oz., made to him on his marriage in 
1606, testify to the satisfactory way in 
which Newton performed his duties. In 
1605 also he obtained the deanery of Durham 
through his master’s influence, although he 
was not in orders, and was installed by proxy. 
The duties of the office must also have boen 


done by proxy, if done at all. In 1606 he 
acquired the manor of Charlton in Rent 
where he built a 1 goodly brave house/ the 
beautiful Charlton House, which still stands 
and left directions at his death for the resto¬ 
ration of the church there. 

After the death of Prince Henry, in 1612, 
Newton became receiver-general, or treasurer 
in. the householdof Prince OharleB,relinquish¬ 
ing to Thomas Murray (1664-1623) [q. y,] 
his claim to the secretaryship. He retained 
his post until his death (Cal. State Paper). 
Dom. Ser. 1030, p. 177). In 1620 he was 
made a baronet, first selling the deanery of 
Durham to Dr. Richard Hunt, and no doubt 
paying for his new honour with the proceeds 

g lnYLYN, Examen Hist. p. 178). After 
harles’s accession Newton became secretary 
to the council, and in 1628 secretary to the 
marches of Wales, the reversion of which 
office had been granted to him as early as 
1611; it was worth 2,0007. a year. He died 
13 Jan. 1629-80. 

Newton translated into Latin King James's 
‘Discourse against Vorstius’ and books i-vi, 
of Piotro Sarpi’s ‘History of the Council of 
Trent/ which had been published in 1620 in 
London in an English version made from the 
Italian original by Bir Nathaniel Brent [q. v.] 
Nowton's translation waa published anonym¬ 
ously in London in 1620. Thomas Smith 
speaks of the latter ae a very polished version, 
and calls the author a man ‘ elogantissimi 
ingenii’ ( Vita Petri Junii, p. 17 in Vita quo- 
rumdam Eruditmimorum Virortm). 

In 1606 Newton married Katherine, 
youngest daughter of Sir John Puckering, 
lord-keeper or the great seal in the reign of 
Elizabeth, whose son shared the prince’s 
studies under Newton’s guidance; by her, 
who died in 1618, he was father of Homy, 
second baronet, who is separately noticed. 

[Beyle’s Diet. ; Funer.il Oration by J. R 
Dauber on AndrA Rivet; Cal. of State Papers, 
Dom.; Pllilipott’sVill,ireGunlinuum, 1659,p. 06; 
Hnsted's Hist of Kent, 1 . oiii.and 86-9, ana new 
edition, 1880, pp. 120,121, and notes; Hist. MBS. 
Comm. 3rd Rep passim; Nichols's Progresses of 
James 1; Birch's Life of Honry, prince of Wales, 
which was chiefly compilod Irom the papers left 
by Newton; "Wood's Alhonse, ii. 203, and Fasti, 
ii. 884, 301 ; Court and Times of Jaraos I, i. 
247, 240; Court and Times of Oharles I, i. 410; 
Durke’s Extinct Baronetage,] B. Q. P. 

NEWTON, ALFRED PIZZI (1830- 
1883), painter in water-colours, bom in 1880, 
was a native of Essex, but, through his 
mother, of Italian descent. His earliest works 
were painted in the highlands of Scotland, 
and, as he happened to be painting the 
scenery near Inverloohy Castle, which was 
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then occupied by Queen Victoria, be obtained 
her patronage. She selected him to paint a 
picture as a wedding gift to the princess 
royal in 1858, and he also contributed 
some sketches for the royal album of draw¬ 
ings. He exhibited a few pictures at the 
Eoyal Academy in 1885 and the following 
years, but on 1 March 1858 he was elected 
an associate of the * Old ’ Society of Painters 
in Water-colours. Prom this time he was a 
constant and prolific contributor to their 
exhibitions, though he did not attain full 
membership till 24 March 1879. A winter 
scene, ‘Mountain Gloom,' painted in the 
Pass of Glencoe under trying circumstances, 
attracted notice in 1860. In 1802 Newton 
visited the Riviera and Italy, finding there 
many subjects for his later pictures. In 
1880 his picture of ‘ The Mountain Pass ’ 
wa9 much commended. In 1882, though in 
failing health, Newton visited Athens, paint¬ 
ing there, among other pictures, one called 
‘Shattered Desolation.’ Newton married 
in 1864 the daughter of Edward Wylie of 
14 RockPark, Rookferry, Liverpool, by whom 
he had five children. He died at his father- 
in-law’s house on 9 Sept. 1883, aged 53. A 
portrait of him appeared in the ‘Illustrated 
London News’ on 27 Oet. 1888, 

[Rogot’s Hist, of the ‘ Old’ Water-Colour So¬ 
ciety; Ilhietr. London News, 27 Oet. 1883.] 

L. 0. 

NEWTON, ANN MARY (1832-1866), 

S ainter, bom at Rome on 29 June 1882, was 
aughter of Joseph Sevorn [q. v.], painter, 
and British consul at Rome, by his wife 
Elizabeth, daughter of Archibald, lord Mont¬ 
gomerie (d. 1814) [bob under Mostgomehib, 

Hugh, twelfth Eabl of Eglinton], She 
learnt drawing as a child from her father, 
copying engravings by Albert Durer, or after 
Michael Angelo and Raphael. Subsequently 
she showed talent for drawing portraits, and 
was assisted by George Richmond, R.A., who 
lent her some of his portraits to copy, and 
employed her also for the same purpose. At 
the age of twenty-three or twenty-four she 
went to Paris, and studied under Ary Scheffer, 
gaining much commendation from that 
painter for her skill in drawing. In Paris 
she painted a portrait in water-colours of 
the Countess of Elgin, which was much ad¬ 
mired, and gained her numerous commissions 
on her return to England, including various 
portraits and drawings for the royal family. 

She exhibited pictures at the Royal Aoademy | ganshira 
inl852,1855, andl856. Miss Severn married | of Taynt 
27 April 1861 at St. Michael’s, Chester! 

Square, Mr. (afterwards Sir) Charles Tho¬ 
mas Newton [see Sum..], who had just re- ( 


linquished his post in the consular service to 
resume work as keeper of the classical an¬ 
tiquities at the British Museum. After her 
marriage Mrs. Newton devotod most of her 
time to making drawings of the antiquities 
at the British Museum for her husband’s 
books and leotures, a task which an early 
study of the Elgin marbles and a consider¬ 
able literary and historical training rendered 
congenial to her. She showed in these draw¬ 
ings a refined and intelligent appreciation of 
the highest qualities in Greek art. She also 
painted a few portraits in oil and figure sub¬ 
jects, one of which she exhibited at the Royal 
Academy, and made many sketches when 
travelling with her husband in Greece and 
Asia Minor. She died of measles at 87 Gower 
Street, Bedford Square, on 2 Jan. 1866. 

[Times, 23 Jan, 1866; private information.] 

L. 0. 

NEWTON, BENJAMIN (1077-1785), 
divine, was born at Leicester 8 Deo. 1G77. 
His father, John Newton, fellow of Glare 
Hall, Cambridge, was vicar of St. Martin’B, 
Leicester, and master of Sir William Wig- 
ston’e Hospital there. He was afterwards 
rector of Taynton, and prebendary of Glou¬ 
cester (installed 24 Sept. 1G90). He died 
20 Sept. 1711, aged 78. Bonjamin was edu¬ 
cated at the grammar school in Leicester. 
His memory was remarkably retentive, and 
he was a promising pupil. On 29 Jan. 1694 
he was admitted subiizar at Clare Hall, 
Cambridge. He proceeded B.A. in 1698, 
and M.A. on 7 July 1702. In 1704 he was 
presented by Sir Nathan Wright, lord keeper 
of the great seal, to the small crown living 
of Allington, Lincolnshire. He married in 
1707, and tho following year settled in 
Gloucester, being elected by the corporation 
to the large parish of St. Nicholas, and being 
installed a minor canon of the cathedral. 

InDeoemberl709 Newton succeeded to the 
living of Taynton, Gloucestershire, by the gift 
of the dean and chapter. On 8 Aug. 1712 
he was appointed head-master of the King's 
School at Gloucester, and resigned his stall 
But teaching soon grew irksome to him, and 
voluntarily retiring from the headmaster- 
ship in September 1718, he dovolod himself 
to study. He was reinstalled minor oanon 
on 30 Nov. 1728, On 29 Sept. 1781 he 
beoame librarian of the cathedral library, 
and on 29 Jan. 1782-8 was presented to 
the vicarage of Lantwit Major, Glamor¬ 
ganshire. He thereupon resigned the living 
of Taynton, hut still chiefly resided in Glou¬ 
cester, where ho retained tho rectory of St. 
Nicholas. At the end of March 1785 he was 
seized with pleurisy, and died on Good Fri- 
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day, 4 April 17S5. He was buried on Easter 
Sunday m St. Nicholas Church, Gloucester. 

Despite his numerous preferments, New¬ 
ton’s family were left dependent upon his 
Mends, who published thirty-one of his ser¬ 
mons for their benefit, with a memoir by his 
eldest son John, The volume was entitled 
‘Sermons preached on Several Occasions,' 
2 vols. London, 1736. A portrait, engraved 
by Vandergucht after Bobbins, was pin- 
fixed. 

Newton married first, in 1707, Jane, 
daughter of John Foxcroft, vicar of Nun¬ 
eaton, by whom he had a son, John j secondly, 
12 Jan. 1718-19, Mary, daughter of Benja¬ 
min King, D.D., prebendary of Gloucester, 
who died about 1726. By her he had three 
children. 

Benjamin Nuwton (d. 1787), divine, son 
of the above by his second wife, was elected 
a fellow of Jesus College, Cambridge, on 
10 Jan. 1746 (B.A. 1748, M.A. 17-17), and 
was subsequently procentor, bursar, tutor, 
and doan of his college. In 1703 he be¬ 
came vicar of Sandhurst, Gloucestershire, 
and chiefly resided there until November 
1784; hut ho was also rector of St. John 
Baptist, Gloucester, and vicar of St. Aldate's 
(probably from 1768). lie died 29 June 
1787. He published, besides a sermon (Glou¬ 
cester, 1760); 1. ‘ Another Dissertation on the 
Mutual Support of Trade aud Civil Liberty, 
addressed to the Author of the former’ [W. 
Weston, fellow of St. John’s, Cambridge], 
London, 1760. 2. ‘The Influence of the 
Improvement of Life on the Moral Prin¬ 
ciples,’ Cambridge, 1768. 

[For tho lather, see Sermons, with Life, Lon¬ 
don, 1736 ; Le Neve’s Fasti, i, 460; dent. Mag. 
April 1736; Granger's Biog. Hist, of England, 
Noble’s Continuation, iii. 133 j Fosbrooko's Hist, 
of Gloucester, p. 183. For the son, see Gent. 
Msg. July 1787. p. 640; Fosbrooke’s Hist, of 
Gloucester, p. 166; Fdtis’s Biog. Univ. ; Lysons's 
Hist, of the . . . Meeting of the Three Choirs, 
London, 1866, App.; information from the 
Sandhurst registers, kindly supplied by the Bev. 
T. Holbrow, and from the books of Jesus Col¬ 
lege, Cambridge, per tho master.] 0. F. 3, 

NEWTON, FBANOIS (d, 1672), doan of 
Winchoslor, a cadet of the Newtons of 
Gloucestershire and Somerset, and brother 
of Theodore Newton (see below), was son 
of Sir John Newton, alias Oradock, lent., of 
Gloucester, who married Margaret, daughter 
of Sir Anthony Points, and who was huried 
at East Ilomptroe in 1668. By this wife Sir 
John had eight sons and twelve daughters, 
one of whom, Frances, was wife of Wil¬ 
liam Brook, lord Cobham (cf. Sari MSS, 
1041} Parker MSS. cxiv, art. 11, p. 46). 


Francis was educated at Michael House 
Cambridge; and graduated B.A. 1619, M a! 
1663, ana D.D. 1663. In 1666 he subscribed 
11 s one of the ‘Begontes hujus anni,’ to tho 
fifteen articles imposed on the university by 
Bishop Gardiner (see Oaiinwell, Documen¬ 
tary Annals, i. 191; Lam b, Documents, p, I70) t 
‘ At that time he was fellow of Jesus Col¬ 
lege, but in the couvso of this year he was 
removed from that fellowship.’ Five years 
later he was admitted fellow of Trinity Col¬ 
lege. On 3 April 1600 he was installed pre¬ 
bendary of North Newbald, Yorkshire, and in 
the following year Dr. Beaumont, master of 
Trinity, moved inoflbcl ually for his appoint¬ 
ment to the mastership of Jesus College 
(State Papers, 21 Sept. 1661). Ifewasyioe- 
chaucellor of the university in 1603, and 
took a prominonl part in tho entertainment 
of Elizabeth on her Cambridge visit (15B4), 
On 21 5larch 166L-6 he was admitted dean 
of Winchester, nnd'niRtnllod21May]5Q6. On 
the death in 1569 of his brollierTheodore, pre¬ 
bendary of Canterbury, Elizabeth requested 
Parker to nominate Francis to the vacantpre- 
bend (Parker Oorresp, p. 341). The request 
failed, Parker having previously nominated 
Thomas Lawos. In 1671 he subscribed to 
the articles of faith in tho Canterbury con¬ 
vocation (Lansdmone MS. 981,1‘. 122). New¬ 
ton died in 1672, and administration of his 
effects was granted to his brother, Harry 
Newton, esq., on 18 Nov. of that year. There 
are twenty Latin versos of Francis Newton 
in the collection of memorial poems onBucer 
by members of Cambridge University (1660). 

Tho brother, TinaonouE Newton (d. 1669), 
graduated B.A. 1618-9, and M.A. 1661-2 
from Christ Church, Oxford. According to 
Foster,he was appointed (1661) to the rectory 
of Badg worth, Somerset, a manor with advow- 
sou held by tho Nowlon family of the bishops 
of Bath and Wells. But the lists of rectors 
preserved at Badgworth make no montion 
of him (1546 Biohard JTodloy, 1564 Thomas 
Dansell). Strype states that ho was only or¬ 
dained deacon on 26 Jan. 1559-60, by Bishop 
Grinded. But Newt on had in 1569 succeeded 
George Lily [q. v.] iu tho first prebend of 
Canterbury. Strype adds; ‘Theodore New¬ 
ton wus departed the renlme by the queen’s 
licence, nor washepviesl, and so not capable 
of that prebond] (Guinea t, p, 64). Ho, 
however, often signed the Canterbury ‘Visi¬ 
tations.’ On 16 June 1666 lie was appointed 
roctor of Bingwould, Kent, aud two years 
lator (20 Sept. 1667) rector of St. Dionis 
Baokchurch, London. Newton died at Can¬ 
terbury in 1668-9, and was buried in the 
chapter-house thoro, ITasletl saw his will 
(proved 7 Feb. 15(58-9) in tho Prerogative 
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Court (J Tent, vi. 178, 806). It is not now 
to be found there. He contributed to the 
volume of verse on the deaths of Henry and 
Charles Brandon, dukes of Suffolk, published 
in 1662. 

[Gloucester Visitation (Harl, MS. 1041, Harl. 
Soc.), Oollinson’s Somoisot, iii. 588; Cooper's 
Athence Cant, (quotes Baker MSS. xxx. 218); 
Nichols's Progresses of Elizabeth, i, 168-74; 
Cooper’s Annals of Cambridge, ii. 190-9; Le 
Neve’s Fasti; State Papers, Dom. (1561), Ad¬ 
denda (December 1564); Lansdowne MS. 981, 
f. 122 (refers to catalogue of deans in Galo’s 
Hist. ii. 116, and correcting Lo Neve’s date of 
the institution of Watson in the deanery of 
Winchester); Lamb's Letters and Documents, 
p. 176; Parker Corresp. (Parker Soc.), pp, 340- 
341 ; Sneer's Scriptn Anglicana ; Wilkins’s 
Concilia; Cardwell’s Doc. Annals.] W. A. S. 

NEWTON, I'RANOIS MILNER (1720- 

1704), portrait-painter and royal academician, 
born in London in 1720, was son of Edward 
Newton by the elder daughter of Smart 
Goodenough of Barton Grange, Oorfe, near 
Taunton, Somerset. Newton was a pupil 
of Marcus Tuscher, a German artist residing 
in England, and was also a student at the 
drawing academy in St. Martin’s Lane. He 
was prominent among the artists who de¬ 
sired to establish a national academy of 
art, and who drew up in Ootober 1763 an 
abortive prospectus of such a scheme. In 
1756 a committee of artists was formed for 
a similar purpose, and Newton was ap¬ 
pointed secretary, with no hotter success. A 
more successful meeting of artists was held 
at the Turk’s Ilead tavern on 12 Nov. 
1769, when Newton again acted as secretary. 
This resulted in the first exhibition held by 
the artists of Great Britain in the gallery of 
the Sooiety of Arts, to which Newton contri¬ 
buted a portrait. In 1761 a schism took 
placo among the artists exhibiting, and New¬ 
ton joined the seceding body, who exhibited 
at Spring Guldens, and afterwards obtained 
a oharter as ‘The Incorporated Sooiety of 
Artists, 1 in 1765, when Newton was again 
appointed secretary. In 1768 a further 
schism took place, which, resulted in the eject- 
mentof some of the directors andtheRocrotary, 
NewLon, from the Incorporated Sooiety. The 
excluded artists formed tliemsolvos into a 
new society, and by obtaining the patronage 
of the Icing, Georgo III, brought about the 
foundation of the Royal Academy of Arts in 
1768, tmdor the presidency of Sir Joshua 
Reynolds. Newton was elected the first 
secretary. He contributed portraits to the 
exhibitions of the Society of Artists and t,o 
the Royal Academy, but his works have 
little merit. When the Royal Academy was 


established in Somerset House, Newton was 
allotted rooms there, which he held until 
1788, when he resigned the post of secretary, 
and was succeeded by Francis Inigo Richards 
[q, v.] A silver cup was presented by the 
council to Newton on his retirement, and his 
portrait, is among those drawn by G. Danco 
(engraved by W. Daniell) and preserved in 
the library of tho Royal Academy. Newton 
had a house at Hammersmith for Borne years. 
He was appointed by hie cousin, Goodenough 
Earle, who had inherited the Barton Grange 
property, guardian to Earle’s only daughter, 
with the reversion of the property. On the 
latter’s death Newton inherited the property 
and retired to Barton Grange, where lie re¬ 
sided for the rest of his life. He died there 
on 14 Aug. 1704, and was buried at Corfe. 
He left an only oliild, Josepha Sophia, who 
married first, Colonel Clifton wheat (d. 1807), 
secondly, Sir Frederick Grey Cooper, hart. 
j/Z 1840), and on her death, without issue, 
in 1848, bequeathed the Barton Grange pro¬ 
perty to a cousin, Francis Wheat Newton, 
esq. 

H rave's Diet, of Artists; Sendby’s Hist. 
Dyol Academy; Eye’s Patronage of Art; 
Catalogues of the Royal Academy and the 
Society of ArtistB; information kindly supplied 
by Francis. Wheat Newton, esq.] L. O. 

NEWTON, GEORGE (1602-1681), non¬ 
conformist divine, horn in 1602, was a native 
of Devonshire, and was educated at Exeter 
College, Oxford, whence he matriculated 
17 Deo. 1619, and proceeded B.A. 14 June 
1021, and M.A. 23 June 1624 (Otakku, j? eg. 
of Unto, of Oxford, pt, ii. p. 880, pt. iii. -p. 
392). He began his ministry at Bishop’s Hull, 
near Taunton, Somerset, and was presented 
to tho vicarage of St. Mary Magdalene, 
Taunton, 7 April 1631, by Sir William Port- 
man and Mr. Robert Ilill. When the ‘De¬ 
claration of Sports ’ was issued by the council 
at the instance of Charles I in 1033, and 
ordered to be road in clmrches { Newton told 
his congregation that he read it as the com¬ 
mandment of man, and immediately there¬ 
after he read the twentieth chapter of 
Exodus as the commandment of God, in¬ 
forming his hearers that these two command¬ 
ments happened to be in contradiction to 
each other, but that they were at liberty to 
choose which they liked best. During the 
period 1642-6, that Taunton was being con¬ 
tested for by parliamentarians and royalists, 
with dubious and varying results, Newton 
spent some time in St. Albans, Hertfordshire, 
where he preached in the abbey church, hut 
after the siege was finally raised by the par¬ 
liamentarians he returned to his charge. In 
1C54 he was, by ordinance of Cromwell’s 
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parliament, appointed one of the assistants 
of the commissioners for ejecting scandalous, 
ignorant, and inefficient ministers and school¬ 
masters. After the Restoration he was, by 
the Act of Uniformity, deprived of his living, 
21 Ang. 1602, He nevertheless continued to 
preach whenever an opportunity presented 
itself to do so with safety, but the precau¬ 
tions he took were insufficient, and being 
apprehended for unlawful preaching he re¬ 
mained in prison for several years. On ob¬ 
taining his liberty, some time between 1672 
and 1077, he became minister to a congrega¬ 
tion meeting in Paul Street, Taunton. lie 
died 12 June 1681, and wasburiedin the chan¬ 
cel of St. Mary Magdalene’s Church, where 
there is a monument with an inscription to 
his memory. An engraving of Newton by 
Bocquet, from the original painting at one 
time in the possession of John Hayne Bovet, 
esq.,Taunton, is given in Palmer's ‘Noncon¬ 
formists’ Memorial.’ 

Newton’s preaching is said to have been 
‘plain, profitable, and successful.’ Hewasthe 
author of an ‘ Exposition and Notes on the 
17th Chapter of John,’ 1670, and published 
several sermons, including ‘Mams Wrath 
and God’s Praise, or a Thanksgiving Sermon 
preachedat Tauntonthellthof May (a day to 
be had in everlasting remembrance) for the 
nations deliverance from the strait Siege,’ 
London, 1646, and ‘A Sermon preached on 
the 11th of May, 1662, in Taunton, upon the 
occasion of the Great Deliverance received 
upon that Day,’ London, 1662. 

[Palmer’s Nonconformists’ Mamorifil, ill. 205- 
206; Wood's Fasti Oxon. i. 307-415; Olurka's 
Register of the University of Oxford; F. W. 
Weaver’s Somerset Incumbents, 1880, p. 468; 
Toulmin’e History of Taunton, ed. Savage, 1822, 
pp. 137-9; Brit. Mus. Oat.] T. F. H. 

NEWTON, GILBERT STUART (1794- 
1886), painter and royal academician, born 
at Halifax, Nova Scotia, on 20 Sept. 1794, 
was twelfth child and youngest son of Ilenry 
Newton, collector of his majesty’s customs 
at that place, and Ann, his wife, daughter of 
Gilbert Stuart, snuff manufacturer at Boston 
(U. S.), of Scottish descent, and sister to 
Gilbert Stuart [q. v.l the portrait painter. 
Newton’s porents had quitted Boston attar 
the evacuation by the British troops in 1776, 
but on the death of his father in 1808 liis 
mother returned with her family to Charles¬ 
ton, near Boston. Newton was intended for 
a commercial career, hut, having a taste for 
painting, was instructed and brought up as a 
pupil by his uncle, Gilbert Stuart, On reach¬ 
ing manhood Newton, who did not agree 
well with his nncle, came to Europe with an 
elder brother, and studied painting at Flo 
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rence. In 1817 he visited Paris on hbTwav 
to England and there met Charles Robert 
Leslie [q. v.] the painter, with whom he 
formed a friendship which lasted through life 
After visiting the Netherlands Newton came 
with Leslie to London, and entered as a 
student at the Royal Academy. He first ex¬ 
hibited there in 1818, sending portraits ia 
that and the five following years, including 
one of Washington Irving, with whom he 
had become acquainted through Leslie. In 
1828 he exhibited at the royal academ 
‘Don Quixote in his Study,’ the first of the 
elegant and humorous subject-pictures drawn 
from poetry or romance with which his name 
was subsequently identified. It waBfollowed 
by ‘M. de Pourceaugnac, or the Patient in 
Spite of Himself’ (1824), ‘The Dull Lee- 
ture ’ (1826), and * Captain Macheath up¬ 
braided by Polly and Lucy’ (1826); this 
last picture was purohased by the Marquis 
of Lansdowne, who also has at Bowood 
‘The Vicar of Wakefiold reconciling his Wife 
to Olivia’ (1828)and ‘ Polly Peaclmm.’ Two 

J icturea, ‘ The Forsaken ’ and ‘ The Lover's 
luarrel,’ were engravpd in ‘Tho Literary 
Souvenir’ for 1826, with verses by Miss 
L. E. Landon; the lutLor was in the Dover 
House collection, and, with ‘The Adieu ’ and 
another picture by Newton, was sold at 
Christie’s on 6 May 1898. ‘ The Prince of 
Spain’s Visit to Catalina’ (1827) was pur¬ 
chased by the Duke of Bedford and engraved 
in ' The Literary Souvenir ’ for 1838. Two 
pictures by Newton, ‘Yorick and the Gri- 
sette ’ (1830) and ‘Tho Window or the Dutch 
Girl ’ (1829), were purchased by Mr. Vernon 
and passed with his collection to the Na¬ 
tional Gallery; a third, ‘Portia andBassar 
nio’ (1831), forma part of the Sheepshanks 
collection in the South Kensington Museum. 
Newton painted numerous other pictures, 
which found immediate purchasers, and were 
nearly all engraved. Among them may be 
noted ‘ Lear, Cordolia, and the Physician’ 
(Lord Ashburton), ‘ Abbot Boniface’ (Earl 
of Essex), ‘ The Duenna ’ (royal collection), 
and ‘The Importunate Author.’ He painted 
several portraits, including those of Thomas 
Moore, Sir Walter Scott, and Lady Theresa 
Lister. Of tall stature and good presence, 
with engaging if some what affected manners, 
he was popular in society, and his conversa¬ 
tion was often notable for its wit. Ho re¬ 
visited America for a short time and there 
married, returning to England with his wife, 
ne was elected an associate of the Royal 
Academy in 1829 and an academician in 
1882. Soon after his election to the Aca¬ 
demy his mind showed signs of failing, and 
he had to be placed in an asylum at ChelBea. 
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fla can tin ned to paint there, but never re¬ 
covered the use of his mental faculties, 
although they returned to a certain extent 
before his death, which was hastened by 
consumption, at Chelsea on 6 Aug. 1835. 
He was buried in Wimbledon churchyard. 
His wife had returned to America with her 
child a few months before, and subsequently 
remarried. Newton’s pictures, though they 
are not free from tho affectations of the 
period, have considerable refinement and in¬ 
dividuality. They are more remarkable for 
colour than correctness of drawing, and have 
suffered from a too frequent use of aaphaltum. 
In 1812 a collection of engravings from his 
pictures was published with notices by Ilenry 
Murray,F.S.A.,entitled ‘TheUems of Stuart 
Newton, R.A.’ 

[Dunlap’s Hist, uf the Arts of Design in the 
United States; Art Journal, 1864, p. 18; (lent. 
Mag. 1836, pt. ii. p. 438; Taylor’s Life of 0. R. 
Leslie, R.A.J L. 0. 

NEWTON, afterwards PUCKERING, 
Snt HENRY (1618-1701), royalist, baptised 
at St. Dunstan’s-in-the-West, London, on 
13 April 1618, was younger son of Sir Adam 
Newton, bart. [q. v.], of Charlton, Kent, by 
Katharine, daughter of Lord-keeper Sir John 
Puckering [q. v.] (NlOHOM, Collectanea, v. 
872). On the death of his elder brother, Sir 
William Newton, he succeeded to the title 
and estates. At the outbreak of the civil war 
he raised a troop of horse for the king, and 
was present at the battle of Edgehill (Lady 
Ashe Halkott, Autobiography, Oamd. Soc. 
p. 10). His bravery in the field was very 
conspicuous. But after the king's defeat at 
Naseby he sought to make terms with the 
parliament, and in 164.6 his fine was fixed at 
1,2731, {Cal. of Committee for Compounding, 
p, 1200). The commons on 13 July 1647 
ordered his fine to be accepted, and pardoned 
his ‘delinquency’ ( Commons’ Journals, v. 
242). Newton, however, still wishful for 
the triumph of the royal cause, was about 
to join the king’s forces in Essex in June 
1648, when he was seized by order of the 
parliament, and only released on promising 
to live quietly in the country (Cal, State 
Papers, Dom. 1848, pp. 106, 120,124,127). 
In 1664 Newton inherited by deed of set¬ 
tlement the estates of his maternal uncle, 
Sir Thomas Puckering, on the death of the 
latter’s only surviving daughter, Anne, wife 
of Sir John Bale of Carlton Curlieu, Leices¬ 
tershire. He thereupon assumed the sur¬ 
name of Puckering, and removed to Sir 
Thomas's residence, the Priory, Warwick, 
where in August he received a visit from. 
John Evelyn, who thought it a ‘ melancholy 
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old seat, yet in a rich soil' (Diary, ed. 1850-2, 
L 207). Both Puckering and his wife were 
eminently charitable to distressed cavaliers. 
At the Restoration Puckering was appointed, 
by patent, paymaster-general of the forces. 
On 26 March 1661, and again on 6 Feb. 
1678-0, he was elected M.P. for Warwick. 
His activity as a justice of the peace, 
together with his leniency towards the Ro¬ 
man catholics, made him unpopular (Cal. of 
State Papers, Dom. 1606-7, pp. 117, 168). 
In.1691 he gave the bulk of his library to 
Trinity College, Cambridge, and was after¬ 
wards for some time in residence there. It is 
uncertain whether this donation included the 
Milton MSS. now in Trinity College Library. 
He died intestate on 22 Jan, 1700-1, and 
was buried in the choir of St. Mary, War¬ 
wick. As he left no issue the baronetcy 
became extinct, while the estate devolved by 
his own settlement upon hie wife’s niece 
Jane, daughter and coheiress of Ilenry Mur¬ 
ray, gToom of the bed-chamber to Charles II, 
and widow of Sir John Bowyer, bart., of 
Knypersley, Staffordshire, for her life, with 
remainder to Yincent C! run thorn of Gtoltho, 
Lincolnshire. 

Lady Puckering, who died in 1689, was 
Elizabeth, daughter of Thomas Murray [q. v.], 
provost of Eton College, and sister to Lady 
Anne Halkett [q. v.] Puckering proved a 
great friend to Lady Halkett, whose pe¬ 
cuniary circumstances were much embar¬ 
rassed. He lent her 3001. before her mar¬ 
riage, and even fought a duel in Flanders 
with Colonel Bamfleld, one of her suitors, 
who was suspected of having a wife still 
living, and was wounded dangerously in 
the hand (Lady Halkdtt, p. 53). After 
Lady Puckering’s death, Puckering forgavB 
Lady Halkett all her debts to him. Among 
tho Tanner MSS. (xxxviii. 88) in the Bod¬ 
leian Library is a letter from Puckering to 
William (Jknmpneys, dated 13 Oot. 1679, 
respecting his father’s Latin translation of 
Sarpi’s ‘ Council of Trent.’ 

Thomas Fuller dedicated tho oighth sec¬ 
tion of the eleven! h book of the seventeenth 
century of his ‘ Church History ’ to Henry, 
eldest son of Puokering, * a hopeful youth,’ 
who died before his father. 

[Colrilo’s Worthies of Warwickshire, pp. 696- 
699 (and authorities cited therein); Evelyn's 
Diary; Dugdale's Warwickshire, ed. Thomas; 
Burke’s Extinct Baronetage ; Oal. of Committee 
for Advance of Money, pp. 698, 1433; Cal. of 
State Papers, Dom. 1664-6, pp. 116, 214; 
Administration Act Book, P.C.C., for May 1701; 
Hasted’B Kont, ed, Drake, * Hundred of Black- 
heath; ’ Fuller’s Church Hist. ed. Brewer, vi. 166.1 

G. G. 
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NEWTON, Sie HENRY (1051-1715), 
British envoy in Tuscany, born 18 Aug. 
(N S.) 1851, was the eldest son of ETenry 
Newton, of llighley, Essex, and Mary, daugh¬ 
ter of E. Hunt 01 the same county. Ilis 
family came originally from Staffordshire. 
He matriculated from St. Mary Hall, Oxford, 
on 17 March 1605, and graduated B.A. in 
1008, M.A. in 1671, B.C.L. in 1674, and 
D.O.L. on migrating to Merton on 17 .Tune 
1678. At the universit y he formed a lifelong 
friendship with the future Lord Somers, After 
some travel on the continent he became in 
1(578 an advocate at Doctors' Commons, and 
practised at the bar ‘with great judgment, 
integrity, and applause.’ In 16S5 he was ap¬ 
pointed chancellor of the diocese of London, 
and in 1694 judge-advocateto the admiralty. 
The former office he held till his death. 

In 1704 Newton was sent ns envoy-extra¬ 
ordinary to Florence, where his urbanity 
and eloquence won the favour of the grand 
duke. He obtained for the English mer¬ 
chants at Leghorn permission to practise 
the protestant religion, a privilege which 
had been denied them since the days of 
Queen Elizabeth. Towards the close of 1700 
he was sent on a special mission to Gonoa. 
lie made his public entry there on 18 March 
1707, The council assured Newton that 
the repuhlio would carefully cultivate their 
friendship with Great Britain, and ‘ invio¬ 
lably observe a perfect neutrality’ in the 
Spanish Succession war. He left tho city 
about the middle of June, and returned to 
Florence. In 1708 he visited Romo, but did 
not see the pope. Clement XI, however, 
kept up a constant correspondence with him. 
lie was admitted a member of the Acca- 
demia della Crusca and of several other 
learned societies, and many odes addressed 
to him in Latin or Italian are printod with 
his works. He was recalled from Tuscany 
at the close of 1709. During his absence 
from England he had been appointed master 
of St, Catherine's Hospital. 

On 6 Nov. 1714 Newton was made a judge 
of the high court of admiralty, and was 
knighted 4 March 1716, a ceremony which, 
according to his daughter , 1 he wou’d gladly 
have dispens'd with, lie had once bofore 
refused the judgeship, according to the same 
authority, ‘for he cou'd not hear to pro¬ 
nounce sentence of Death upon his Fellow 
oreatures, tlio’ Pyrates.’ Ooote, however, 
attributes Newton's reluctance to the ‘ zeal 
of Toryism,’ which renderod him unwilling 
to sanction the proceedings against the mari¬ 
time partisans of James II. Newton died 
suddenly of apoplexy on 29 July 1715, and 
was buried in Mercer’s Chapel, London. 


He had married, soon after coming to Lon¬ 
don, ‘a lady of merit, by whom lie had chib 
dren j hut the lady and children died a few 
years after,’ By his second wife, Mary 
daughter of Thomas Manning, esq., he had 
two daughters, besides a son who died young 
The elder daughter, Mary, married Henry 
Rodney, esq., of Rodneystoke, Somerset, 
Their son was the admiral, George Bridges 
Rodney. The younger daughter, Catherine 
married f first, Colonel Francis Alexander 
(who died in 1722), and, secondly, Lord 
Aubrey Beauclerlr, youngest son of the 
Duke of St, Albans, who was killed at Oar- 
thagena in 1740, 

Newton published: 1. ‘ Epistolro, Ora- 
tiones at Carmina,’ Lueca, 1710, 4to, with a 
dedication to Lord Somers. 2 . ‘ Orationes 
quorum altera Florentine anno 1705, altera 
vero Gemito anno 1707, liabila eat. Ananrosti, 
cum ab illnsfriauimo Comite Magalotti odis 
donaretur, Floruntiie VII Kal. Junii 1706, 
Vaticinium,’ Amsterdam, 1710. Among the 
letters, twenty-live aro addressed to P. H. 
Bareellini, six to Gisbert Oupor, four to Ma- 
gliabecchi. nnd two each to Count Magalotti 
and Lord Somors. The lat ter is said never to 
have known a happy moment aftorNewton’s 
death. 

Newton, it appears, loft ready for the press 
his memoirs in four large octavo volumes. 
These, however, were then ‘unfortunately 
removed to a new house of a Relation, and by 
tho damp (as 'tis said) were entirely defaced. 
An engraving by Bonedict Fariat, 60 m s 
medallion portrait executod at Florence by 
Soldano in 1709, hearing a eulogistic Latin 
inscription, is prefixed to Newton’s ‘Epi- 
stolee, 1710. 

[The Latin life of Nowton bound up with 
Christian Gebauer's Nnrratio do Ilenriao Break- 
manno, Gottingen, 1764, and probably by that 
writer, is founded on communications from New¬ 
ton's daughters (particularly from the younger), 
on ilis own writings, and on other contem¬ 
porary sources, all in Latin, except tho first 
Suo also Hist. Reg. vol. i. Qhron. Diary, pp, 18, 
48, OS; Boyer's Annals of Anne, 1707, pp. 202-7; 
Alumni Oxon. 1600—1714; WooiI'b Fasti, it 
308 ; Catalogue of English Civilians, 1804, 
p 100 j and Noble’s Oontin. of Granger's Biog. 
Ilist ii 175-6. Of. a letter from Gisbert Cupor 
to Le Olerc, 16 Nov. 1706, ill Caper's Lettresde 
Critique (French version), pp. 301-2; Notes and 
Queries, 8 th ser. vi. 384.] G. Lm G. N, 

NEWTON, Sm ISAAC (1042-1727), 
natural philosopher, was born in the manor- 
house at.Woolsthorpe, a hamlet of Colster- 
worth, eight miles south of Grantham, Lin¬ 
colnshire, on 25 Deo. 1642. Engravings of 
the house, which iB still standing, appear in 
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Thomas Maude's * Wensleydale,’ 1771, ond 
In Tumor’s ‘ Collections for the History of 
Grantham,’ 1806, p. 157, lie was baptised 
at Colsterworth 1 Jan. 1612-8. Ilia iathsr, 
IsaacNewton of Woolsthorpe,had married in 
April 1612 nannali, daughter of James Aya- 
comhof Market Overton, Rutland, but died 
at t£e age of thirty-six, in October 1042, be¬ 
fore the birth of his son. The small estate of 
Woolsthorpe had been purchased by the phi¬ 
losopher’s grandfather, Robert Newton (d. 
1641), in 1623. Some threo years after her 
first husband’s death, 27 Jan. 1616-0, New¬ 
ton’s mother married Barnabas Smith, rector 
of North Witham, Lincolnshire, who died in 
1656, leaving by him one son, Benjamin, and 
two daughters, Marie (wife of Tliomns Pil- 
kington of Bolton, Rutland) and Hannah 
(second wife of Thomas Barton of Brigstock, 
N orthamptonsliire). 

On his mother’s second marriage Newton 
was left at Woolsthorpe in charge of his 
grandmother, Mrs. Ayscough. He was sent 
in 1631 to the grammar school at Grant¬ 
ham, then kept by a Mr. Stokes. For some 
time he made little advance with his hooks, 
but a successful fight with a hoy older than 
himself awakened a spiiit of emulation, and 
Newton soon rose to be head of the school. 
At the age of fourteen he was removod from 
school by his mother, who had returned to 
Woolsthorpe on the death of her second 
husband, in order to take part in the manage¬ 
ment of her farm. This proved distasteful to 
Isaac—there are various stories of the way in 
which he occupied himself with mathematics 
and other BtudieB when he ought to have 
been attending to his farm duties—and by the 
advice of his uncle, William Ayscough, rector 
of Burton Goggles, Lincolnshire, he was sent 
back to school m 1060 with a view to prepar¬ 
ing him for college. Ayscough was himself 
a Trinity man, and on 5 June 1661 Isaac 
Newton was matriculated as a subsizar at 
Trinity College, Cambridge, under Mr. Pul- 
leyne. Few details of his undergradunt e life 
remain. In 1664 he made some observations 


mediately after taking his degree, during 
1606 and 16C0,wns extraordinary. In amanu- 
soript quoted in the preface to ‘A Catalogue 
of the Newton MSS., Portsmouth Collec¬ 
tion,’ Cambridge, 1888.writlun probably about 
1716, be writes:' In the beginning of the year 
1665 I found the method for approximating 
series and the rule for reducing any dignity 
[power] of any binomial to such a series [i.e. 
the binomial theorem]. The same year in 
May I found the method of tangents of 
Gregory and Slusius, and in November had 
the direct method of Fluxions [i.e. the ele¬ 
ments of the differential calculus], and the 
next year in January had the Theory of 
Colours; and in Alay following I had en¬ 
trance into the inverse method of Fluxions 

! i.e. integral calculus], and in the same yeai 
I began to think of gravity extending to the 
orb of the Moon . . . and having thereby 
compared the force requisite to keep Ike 
Moon in her orb with the force of gravity at 
the surface of the earth, and found them to 
answer pretty nearly. All this was in the 
Iwo years of 1666 and 1666, for in thoBO 
years I was in the prime of my age for in¬ 
vention, and minded Mathematics and Philo¬ 
sophy moro than at any time since’(see also 
Appendix to Rioaud’i Eisrn/ on the Principia, 
pp. 20, 23; ‘ Letter to Leibnitz,’ 24 Oct. 
1676, No. lv. in the Commercium Bpistali- 
oum; PuMBEBrou', Preface to A View of Sir 
Isaao Newton's Philosophy, 1728). Another 
statement referring to these early years, 
quoted by Brewster in his ‘Life of Newton,’ 
from a notebook among the Conduitt papers 
in the possession of Lord Portsmouth, under 
date 4 July1699, runs as follows: ‘ By consult¬ 
ing an account of my expenses at Cambridge 
in the years 1683 and 1664,1 find that in the 
year 1664; a little before Christmas, I being 
than SeniOT Sophister, bought Sokooten's 
“ Miscellanies ” and Carte’s “ Geometry ” 
(having read his “ Geometry ” and Ouglitred’s 
“Clavis" clean over half a year before), and 
borrowed Wallis’s works, and by consequence 
made thaso annotations out of Scbooten and 


onludos, afterwards described in his ‘Optics’ 
(bk. ii. pi. iv. obs. 13), and on 28 April of tlie 
same year he was elected a scholar, lie 
graduated B.A. in .1 anuary 1665, but unfortu¬ 
nately the ‘ordo seniovitaris ’ for that year 
has not been preserved. 

Newton’s unrivalled genius for mathema¬ 
tical speculation declared itself almost in his 
boyhood. Before coming to Cambridge he 
read Sanderson’s ‘Logic’and Kepler's 
tics.’ As anundergraduatehe applied him- 
to Descartes’s ‘ Geometry' ana Wallis's 
‘ Arithmetica Infinitorum,’ and he attended 
Barrow’s lectures. Ilis mental activity im- 


Wallis in winter between the years 1064 and 
1606. At such time I found the method of 
infinilo series; and in summer 1606, being 
forced from Cambridge by the plague, I com¬ 
puted the area of the hyperbola at Boothby in 
Lincolnshire to Iwo-and-fifty figures by the 
same method.’ 

Newton states here that he was driven from 
Carabridgo in 1806 by the plague, while he 
wrote in the ‘ Philosophical Transactions’ (vi. 
3076): ‘In the beginning of the year 1666 
... I procured me a triangular glass prism to 
try therewith the celebrated phenomena of 
colours,’ and continues (p. 3080): ‘Amidst 

bb 9 



Newton 


37 2 


Newton 


these thought* I was forced from Cambridge 
bv the intervening plague, and it was more 
than two yours before I proceeded further.’ 
The college was dismissed in consequence of 
the plague on 8 Aug. 1665 j but Newton ap¬ 
pears from the books to have left Cambridge 
before that date. The plague reappeared in 
1660; tlie college was again dismissed 22 June 
1666. It seems probable, therefore), that 
Newton was in Cambridge for some time 
between these two dates, and this is con¬ 
firmed by the stal ament duo to Conduit t, that 
the prism was bought at Stourbridge fair. A 
paper in Newton’s handwriting, in the pos¬ 
session of the Earl of Macclesfield, printed in 
the Appendix to Rigaud’s ‘ Essay,’ p. 20, 
shows that on 18 Nov. 1006 ha wrote a ' Dis¬ 
course on Fluxions,’and the notebooks among 
the ‘Portsmouth Collection of Papers’ have 
references to the same subject, dated 20 May 

1665, and also May, October, and November 

1666. 

It was in the autumn of 1005, at Wools- 
thorpe, iii enforced absence from Cambridgo, 
that the ideaof universal gravitation occurred 
to him. ' As he sat alone in a garden,’ says 
Pemberton, his intimate friend of later years, 
and the editor in 1726 of the third edition of 
tlie'Prinoipia,’ in his preface to ‘ AView of Bir 
Isaac Newton’s Philosophy’ (1728), ‘ ho fell 
into a speculation on the power of gravity, 
that, as this power is not found Rpnsibly di¬ 
minished at the remotest distance from the 
centre of the earth to which wa can rise . . . 
it appeared to him reasonable to conclude 
that this power must extend much farther 
than is usually thought. Why not as high 
os the moon P said he to himself, and, if so, 
her motion must, be influenced by it: perhaps 
she is retained in her orbit thereby,’ Tno 
story that this train of thought was aroused 
by seeing an apple fall is due to Voltaire, and 
is given in his ‘Philosophic de Newton,’ 
8 m " partie, chap. iii. Voltaire had it from 
Newton’s stcp-nioce, Mrs, Oonrluitt. For 
many years tradition marked the tree in the 
garden at Woolsthorpe; it was shown to Sir 
D. Brewster in 1814, and was taken down in 
1820. 

NowNewton knew at t his t iine, by a simple 
deduction from Kepler’s t hird law, that if llio 
moon were kept in an orbit approximately 
circular by a force directed to the centre of 
the earth, that foruo must bo inversely pro¬ 
portional to tbe square of the distance be¬ 
tween the moon and the earth, He tolls us 
this in the paper hi the Portsmouth MSS., of 
which pari has already been quoted, and he 
prooeeded therefore to compare the conse¬ 
quences of his theory with the observed mo¬ 
tion of the moon, ‘ and found them,’ to use his 


words, ‘ an-wer pretty nearly,’ Still the mat. 
ter was laid aside, and not hmg more came of 
it for nearly twenty years. ““ " 

To make the calculation a knowledge ot 
the earth’s radius was required. Now the 
common estimate in use among geographer 
before Nowton’s time was based on the sup- 
position that there were sixty miles to a de¬ 
gree of latitude, and Pemberton states that 
Newton look this common estimate, hut ho 
added: ‘As this is a very faulty supposi¬ 
tion, each degree containing about sixty-nine 
and a half of our miles, his computation did 
not answer expectation, whence lie concluded 
that some other cause must at least join with 
the power of gravity on the moon.’ it seems, 
however, impossible that Newton continued 
long unacquainted with the fact that the esti¬ 
mate he had used wasoxcocdingly rough. Nor- 
wood’s ‘ Scuman’s Practice,’published inlfKli, 
contained the much more correct measure of 
sixty-nine and a half miles to a degree, and 
this woe a well-known work, a sixth edition 
having appeared in 1067, and a seventh m 
1068. Snell hadgivnn nearly the same result, 
28,600 Rlimolnud perches, in 1617, and this 
was referred lo in Vavenius’e ‘Gtengraphy’iin 
edition of which was prepared in 1672 by 
Newton himself. Picard mado a very elabo¬ 
rate series of measures, published in Paris in 
1671, giving sixty-nine and one-tenth miles 
to tho dogree. This was mentioned at the 
Royal Society on 11 Jan. and l Feb. 1672 
(BlROir, Hinton/ of Hoij. floe, iii. 8, 8). 
Newton had been elected a fellow a month 
previously, aud his telescope was discussed 
at the meeting at which 1‘iourd’s measure¬ 
ment was announced. It was referred to at 
lloyal Society moutings on other later occa¬ 
sions, and was discussed on 7 June 1082 at a 
meeting at which Nowlon was again present, 
But although Nowton thus learned within a 
few years that his calculations of 1005 were 
founded on erroneous numbers, bo deferred 
undertaking a recalculation till some time 
after 1682—probably in 1686—when he re¬ 
peated his work with Picard’s numbers, and 
found oxact agreement between tbe theory 
and the facts, His delay in beginning the 
recalculation was probably duo, us Professor 
A dams suggested, lo the fact that ho was 
unable till about 1086 to calculate tbo attrac¬ 
tion of a large spherical body on a point near 
its surface; it was in his * Principle’ that 
Newton first publicly divulged the solution 
of that problem. 

Newton returnod to Oambridge in 1067, 
and on 1 Oct. was elect ed, with eight others, 
a fellow of Trinity College. There had been 
no (flection in 11)05 and 1066, probably in 
consequence of the plague. During the next 
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few years Newton turned his attention to his 
optical work. In 1668 he made his first re¬ 
flecting telescope; it had an aperture of about 
one inch and was six. inches long, and with 
it Newton saw Jupiter’s satellites ( Mnccl. 
Corr. ii. 289). He never held any college 
office, bat in 1660 he assisted Dr. Barrow, 
Lucasian professor, with an edition of his 
‘Optical Lectures.’ 

At the end of 1668 Mercator had published 
his ‘ Logarithmotecknia,’ in which he showed 
how to calculate the area of an hyperbola. A 
copy of this was sent by John Collins (1626- 
1683) [q. v.] to Barrow, and shown by him to 
Newton. Newtonrecognised that the method 
was in the main the same as the more general 
one he had already devised for finding the 
area of curves and for solving other problems, 
and showed his manuscripts to Barrow. 
Barrow was delighted, and wrot e on 20 July 
1069 to Collins, promising to send tho papers 
of* a Friend of mine here that hath an excellent 
genius to these Tilings.’ The papers were 
sent, but without any mention of the name 
of the author, on 81 July, and on 20 Aug. 
Barrow writes: ‘I am glad my Friend’spaper 
gives you so muoh satisfaction; his name is 
Mr. Newton; aFellow of our College, and very 
young . . . hut of an extraordinary genius 
andProficiency in these things ’ ( Comm.Epiat. 
pp. 1,2, London, 1712). The title of the paper, 
printed from a manuscript in Collins’s hand¬ 
writing found among his papers after his 
death, and compared with Newton’s own 
copy, is ‘De Analysiper A?quationes numeri 
terminorum infinites.’ The main part of 
this manuscript was published by Newton in 
1704 as an Appendix to his‘ Optics.’ Collins, 
writing to Strode in 1072, after stating that 
Barrow had sent him Newton’s paper, pro¬ 
ceeds: ‘Equibus et aliis quee prius ab authors 
cum Barrovio commumeala fuerant, patet 
illam methedum a diclo Newtono aliquot 
annis antea excogitatam et modo universali 
applicatoni fuisse.’ 

In the autumn of 1669 Barrow resigned 
the LucoBian chair, and Newton was chosen 
to succeed him. Part of his time during 1669 
and 1670 was occupied in writing notes and 
additions to a Latin translation of Kinckhuy- 
sen’s ‘Algebra.’ (See Correspondence with 
Collins, Macel. Corr. ii. 281). He also at 
this time was led to conclude from hie optical 
experiments that it was impossible to perfect 
the refracting telescope, and he applied him¬ 
self to improving his reflecting instrument. 
The second telescope made by him was sent 
up to the Royal Society in December 1671, 
and is described in the ‘Philosophical Trans¬ 
actions,’ vii. 4004. Towards the end of the 
same year he was busy enlarging his method 


of infinite series. This paper was never 
finished, but was published in 1736 in a 
translation by Colson. Pemberton states 
i that he had persuaded Newton ‘ to lot it go 
abroad,’ and hoped to receive from him papers 
I to supply what was wanted when he died. 
| About the same time he prepared an edition 
of the ‘ Optical Lectures/twenty in number, 
which he had delivered as Lucaeiau pro¬ 
fessor. Those were not published till 1729, 
when there was printed a copy, which he 
had given to David Gregory, the Savilion 
professor at Oxford. 

At the end of this year Newton wbb pro¬ 
posed for election as a fellow of the Royal So¬ 
ciety by Seth Ward, bishop of Salisbury. He 
was elected on 11 Jan. 1072, and about this 
time bis correspondence with Henry Olden¬ 
burg [q. v.l, secretary of the Royal Society, 
commenced (see Newton Correspondence with 
Cotes, edited by Edleston, 1860, App. p. 240; 
Macel. Corr. ii. 811). The earliestlettersvelate 
mainly to the telescope. lie was pleased at 
his election, and writeB: 1 1 shall endeavour 
to showmy gratitude by communicating what 
my poor and solitary endeavours can effect 
towards the promoting philosophical design.’ 
TMb promise was soon fulfilled, for on 8 Feb. 
Oldenburg read a letter, dated 6 Feb., from 
Newton, containing hie ‘New Theory about 
Light and Colours ’ (Phil. Trans, vi. 8076). 

The letter contained an account of the 
experiments with the prism bought in 1660 
to try the celebrated phenomena of colours. 
The experiments showed conclusively that 
‘ Light consists of Rays differently reirangi- 
ble; ’ that 1 Colours are not Qualifications of 
Light derived from Refractions of Natural 
Bodies, aB is generally believed, but original 
and connate properties which in divers Rays 
are divers;’ that ‘to the same degree of re- 
frangibilily ever belongs the same colour, 
and to the same colour ever belongs the same 
degree of refrangibility. The least refrangible 
rays are all disposed to exhibit a red colour. 
... the most refrangible rays arc all disposed 
to exhibit a deep violet colour,’ and ' this 
speoies of colour is not mutable by refraction, 
nor by reflexion from natural bodies,’ while 
‘white light is ever compounded, and to its 
composition are requisite all the aforesaid 
primary colours mixed in proper proportion.’ 

It was ordered that ‘ the author be solemnly 
thanked for this very ingenious discourse, and 
be made acquainted that the society think 
very much of it.’ It was further ordered that 
this discourse he entered in the register book, 
and that the Bishop of Salisbury, Robert 
Boyle [q. v.], and Robert HookeTq. v.]be de¬ 
sired to peruse and consider it, and to bring in 
a report of it to the society, 
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Hooke alone appears to have reported, and 
liis report was read at the next meeting, 

16 Feb. 1672 (Bracn, Hist, of Hoy. Sob. in. 
10). Hooke, in the discussions about the 
telescope, had already appeared as a critic of 
Newton. Descartes had in 1687 (Discours 
do la methode pour Men cmididre sa raison et 
chercher la velite dans les Sciences, sect. ii.‘ Me¬ 
teors,’ p. 190) described the rainbow colours 
produced by refraction of light bounded by 
shade through a prism, and had elaborated 
a theory of colours. This theory had been 
adopted, with modifications, by Hooke in his 
' Micrographia,’ published in 1661, and he 
had there described (p. 68) an experiment 
practically identical with Newton’s funda¬ 
ment al experiment with tho prism. H e took 
a glass vessel, about two feet long, filled with 
water, and inclined so that the sun’s rays 
could enter obliquely at the top surface of 
the water and traverse the glass. The top 
surface was covered with an opacous body, all 
but a holo through which the sunbeams were 
Buffered to pasB into the water, and were 
thereby refract ed 1 to tlio bottom of the g lass, 
against which part, if a paper bn expanded 
on the outside, there will appear all the colours 
of the rainbow: that is, t here will be generated 
the two principal colours, scarlet and blue, 
and all the intermediate ones which arise 
from the composition and dilutiugs of these 
two.’ But Hooke could make no uso of his 
own observation; he attempted to substan¬ 
tiate from it a theory of colours of his own, and 
wrote pure nonsense in the attempt. Ilenco 
he was not prepared to accept Newton's rea¬ 
soning; he admitted the truth of his observa¬ 
tions, as having himself ‘ hy many hundreds 
of trials found them so,’ but declined to accept 
Newton’s deductions, and wrote in a vague 
and unsatisfactory way about his own t lieory. 
The criticism was sunt to Nowtou, who ex¬ 
pressed his pleasure * that so acute an observer 
had said nothing that can enervate any part ’ of 
thediscourse,andpromisedaroply. The reply 
was read on 12 June 1672, and was printed 
in the ‘ Philosophical Transactions,’ 18 Nov. 
1672. Hooko'B considerations on my theories, 
said Newton, 1 consist in ascribing an hypo¬ 
thesis to me which is not mine, in asserting 
an hypothesis which as its principal parts is 
not against me, in granting the greatest part 
of my discourse if explicated by that hypo¬ 
thesis, and in denying some tliiugs the truth 
of which would have appeared by an experi¬ 
mental examiimt ion.’ In tho paper Newton 
dealt with these points seriatim. Meanwhile 
other objectors had appeared. Pbre Bardies 
of Olermont attempted to explain the results 
in a simple way, but was soon satisfied of 
his error. Linus of Liugo denied the truth 


Newton 

of Newton’s observations, and Newton de- 
dined to reply till 1676, just previous to 
Linus’s death. Linus’s successor, Lucag by 
the aid of a hint from Nowton, obtained^, 
spectrum, but its longth was shorter than 
that found by Newton himself. Newton 
maintained hie position, that tho length of 
the spectrum produced at a given distance 
from the prism was tho samo for prisms of 
all materials, provided only that their angles 
were such as to produce a definite amount of 
deviation for one mean ray, and 6cnt to Lucas 
(Phil. Trans. 26 Sept. 1670, p. 098) an ac¬ 
count of his measurements, closing Ms letter 
with 1 he desire t o have full details of Lucas’s 
experiments: ‘ for t know that Mr, Lucas’s 
observation cannot hold when the refracting 
angle of the prism is full 00° and the day is 
clear, and the full longth of the colours is 
measured.’ 

Wo know now that in this belief, to which 
Newton adhered with marvellous tenacity, 
ho was wrong, and it was this fa ith which led 
him to despair of tho possibility of making 
refracting teloBCopos and to turn his atten¬ 
tion to roflcctovK. Thus in hiB ‘Optica,’ 
published in 170-1, hi which his optical ro- 
searches are Bummed up, he wrote, p. HO: 
* Now the diftbronl magnitudes of the hole 
. . . made no sensible change in tlw length 
of the image, neither did tho different mattei 
of the prisms make any, for in a vessel made 
of polished glues filled with water there ia 
tho like succuBB of Iho experiment according 
to the quality of the refraction.’ It is pro¬ 
bable that in this experiment ‘ to increase 
tho refract ion ’ the water was ‘impregnated 
strongly with saceharum saturnii;’ he as¬ 
sorted (Optics, p. 6J) that ho sometimes 
adopted this plan. Tho sugar of lead in¬ 
creases the dispersion as well, and would 
lead to the result slated by Newt on; had he 
used pure water he would have found a dis¬ 
tinct difference in the longth of the two 
spectra, and would have corroborated Lucas. 
Hence he concluded (ii. p. 74) that, ‘were 
it not for this unequal refrangibility of rays, 
telescopes might he brought to a greater per¬ 
fection than wo have yot described;' hut,as 
things wore, lluyghons’s method of enor¬ 
mously increasing the focal length of the ob¬ 
ject-glass was the only romedy. ‘Seeing 
therefore (ho proceeded) tho improvement of 
telescopos of given lengths by refractions is 
desperate, 1 contrived heretofore aporspeolivo 
by roflaxion, using instead of an object-glass 
a concave metal. Ho held it to be impos¬ 
sible to producowithloubos an achromatic or 
colourless image of a distant object. Shortly 
after tho death of Newton, Chester Moor Hall 
[q. v.] of Essex invented tho achromatic tele- 
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scope, and in 1733 had made several; hut hie 
■svork remained unnoticed till Dollond turned 
hie attention to the question, and in 1758 
constructed satisfactory achromatic lenses by 
the combination of crown and flint glass 
(Bbewsteu, Life of Newton , i, 99, ed. 1865"). 

Nor were Hook, Linus, and Lucas Newton’s 
only opponents. Huygheus himself entered 
the field, but his objections (Phil. Trans, vii. 
6086,6108) were not very serious. Still these 
differences of opinion troubled Newton, and 
he wrote to Oldenburg ( Macal. Oorr. ii. 868, 
6 Dec. 1674): ‘I have long since determined 
to concern myself no further about the pro¬ 
motion of philosophy;’ and again (ib. ii. 404, 
18 Nov. 1676): 1 1 see I have made myself a 
slave to philosophy; but if I get free of Mr. 
Linus’ business I will resolutely bid adieu 
to it eternally, excepting what I do for my 
ownsatisfaction or leave to come out after me, 
for I see a man must either resolve to put 
out nothing new or to become a slave to 
defend it.’ Collins, writing to J. Gregory (ib. 
ii. 280, 19 Oct. 1076), Badly asserted that 
Newton and Barrow were' beginning to think 
mathematical speculations at least ary, if not 
somewhat barren,’ and that Newton was in¬ 
tent on chemical studies and practices. But 
wiser counsels prevailed, and Newton did not 
yet give up philosophy. The 'Macclesfield 
Correspondence ’ contains some interesting 
letters from him to Collins, dated between 
1672 and 1076, dealing with such topics as 
reflecting telescopes (Gregory's and Casse¬ 
grain’s), Barrow’s method of tangents, and 
the motion of a bullet. 

On 18 Feb,.1676 ‘ Mr. Isaac Newton and 
JameaHoare,jun.,esq., were admitted fellows 
of the Boyal Society, to which Newton had 
been elected nearly three years earlier, On 
28 Jan. of the same year ho had been ex¬ 
cused the weekly payment of Is. to the so¬ 
ciety, and he had expressed a wish to resign, 
alleging os the cause the distance between 
Cambridge and London. It appears that at 
the time he was in circumstances of pecuniary 
difficulty. These, it seemB probable, were 
connected with the expectation that he would 
have to vacate his fellowship in the autumn, 
owing to his not being in holy orders. The 
difficulty was solved by tbs receipt of a patent 
from the king permitting Newton as Lucasian 
professor to hold a fellowship although he was 
a layman. Thus encouraged, he continued 
ids work, and towards the end of the year 
he wrote to Oldenburg, offering to send ‘ a 
Discourse about Colours to be read at one of 
your meetings.’ Tbis was accepted, and on 
9 Deo, 1676 ' there was produced a manu¬ 
script of Mr. Newton touching his theory of 
light and colours, containing partly on hypo¬ 


thesis to explain the properties of light dis¬ 
coursed of by him in his iormer papers, partly 
the principal phenomena of the various 
colours exhibited by thin plates or bubbles, 
esteemed by him to be of a more difficult 
consideration, yet to depend also on the said 
propertiesof light.’ The experiments recorded 
the first measurements on the coloured rings 
of thin plates. The relation between the 
diameter of the rings and the thickness of the 
plate was stated, and the phenomena were 
explained in Newton’s clear and masterly- 
way, There was also a reference to the dif¬ 
fraction of light. The reading was continued 
20 Jan. 1076, when 1 these observations so 
well pleased the Society that they ordered 
Mr. Oldenburg to desire Sir. Newton to permit 
them to be published ’ (Bieoh, Hist, of Soy. 
Soc. iii. 278). Newton, in his reply ( Maccl . 
Corr. ii. 888,26 Jan. 1676), asked Oldenburg 
1 to suspend the printing of them for a while, 
because I have some thought of writing 
such another set of observations for deter¬ 
mining the manner of the production of 
colotu's by the prism, which, if done, ought 
to precede that now in your hands, and will 
do best to be joined with it.’ Accordingly the 
paper waB not printed in the ‘ Philosophical 
Transactions.’ It is given in Birch (Hist, 
qf Soy. Sor. iii. 247, 282, 272, &c.), while a 
large part of it appeared in the ‘Optics,’ 
bk. ii,, in 1704, but without the hypothesis. 
This is printed in Brewster’s ‘Life of New¬ 
ton’(vol. i. App. ii.) and in the ‘Philosophical 
Magazine ’ (September 1846, pp. 187-218). 

After the part of the paper relating to 
diffraction ana a portion of the observations 
on the colours ol tliin plates had been read, 
Hooke said ‘that the mam of it wns contained 
in his “ Micrograpbia,” which Mr. Newton 
had only carried farther in somB particulars’ 
(Bmon, ib. iii. 269). Newton had moreover 
referred discourteously to a paper of Hooke’s 
dealing with the inflexion of light which had 
been readl8 March.1675, Hooke’swordswere 
now reported to Newton, possibly with too 
high a colouring, by Oldenburg, who was then 
engaged in a dispute with Hooke on other 
matters, and Newton replied somewhat 
angrily. On this Hooke wrote privately to 
Newton (Bbewbtur, Life of Newton, i. 123), 
expressing a desire to remove the misunder- 
etanding. Newton modestly accepted the 
friendly advance. ‘You defer (he wrote) 
too much to my ability in searching into this 
subject, "What Descartes did was a good 
step. You have added much several ways, 
and especially in considering the aolours of 
thin plates, If I have seen further it is by 
standing on the shoulders of giants,’ Shortly 
after (Maaol, Corr. ii. 394), he asked Oldou- 
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burg ‘to leave out tlie last paragraph of the 
hypothesis, where I mention Mr. Hooke and 
Grimaldi together.’' If you have opportunity 
(Newton added, p. 387) pray present my 
service to Mr. Hooke, for I suppose there is 
nothing but misapprehension in what has 
lately happened,’ 

This paper 'about colours’ was the last 
separate memoir published by Newton on 
optical subjects. Ilis various papers were 
collected in the ‘ Optics,’ published in 1704, 
and to those which we have mentioned were 
added his researches on the colours of thick 
plates (bk.ii.pt.iv.) and on the diffraction or 
inflexion of light (bit. iii.) It will be con¬ 
venient, theretoro, to summarise in this place 
Newton’s views on optics, and his position 
with regard to the theory which might ac¬ 
count for his observations. 

Two theorieshavebeen proposed toacoount 
for optical phenomena. Descartes was the 
author of one of these, the omission theory, 
which supposes light to consist of small par¬ 
ticles shot out by the luminous body; Hooke, 
tlioughhis work was very incomplete, was t lie 
first to suggest an undulatory theory. In his 
‘ Micrographia,’ 1064, p. 66, he asserts that 
light is a quick and short vibrating motion, 
‘ propagated every way through an homogene¬ 
ous medium by direct or straight lines ex¬ 
tended eveiy way, like rays from the centre of 
a sphere.... Every pulse or vibration of the 
luminous body will generate a sphere which 
will continually increase and grow bigger just 
after the same manner, though indefinitely 
swifter as the waves or rings on the surface 
of water do swell into bigger and bigger circles 
about a point on it.’ On this hypothesis he 
gave an account of reflexion, refraction, dis¬ 
persion, and the colours of thin plates. His 
reasoning was, however, utterly vague and 
unsatisfactory, and he convinced few of the 
truth of this theory. Newton followed. He 
may have known of Hooke’s theories. The 
copy of the ‘ Micrographia ’ in Trinity Col¬ 
lege Library has the inscription ' Triu. Coll. 
Cant. A. 1604,’ and below in a different 
hand, 1 Ex douo Mgri Gale huius Oolleg. Socij.’ 
It may well have been used by Newton, for 
among the Portsmouth MSS. of early date are 
some extracts from the work. Still there was 
nothing in Hooke’s theories hut hypotheses 
unsupported by fact, which would have no 
cliarm for Newton, It is claimed for him, and 
that with j ustice, that he was the true founder 
of the rival theory, the emission thoory. In 
Descartes’s hands that, theory was a vague 
hypothesis. Newton deduced from it byrigid 
dynamioal reasoning the laws of reflexion 
and refraction) he applied it with wondrous 
ingenuity to explain the colours of thin and 


of thick plates and the phenomena of diffrac¬ 
tion, though in the process he had to assume 
the existence of a mechanism which he must 
have felt to be almost impossible—a mechan¬ 
ism which in time, as it was applied to explain 
other and more complex phenomena, became 
so elaborate that, in the words of Verdet, 
writing a hundred years later, ‘Pourren- 
vorser ce pftnible fiohafaudage d’hypothases 
indfipendantes les unes des autres, il soffit 
presque de le regarder en face et de chercher 
a le comprendre.’ But though Newton may 
with justice be called the founder of the 
emission theory, it is most unjust to his 
memory to state that he fully accepted it 
as giving a satisfactory account of optics. 
When he first began his optical work he 
realised that facts and measurements were 
needed, and hiB object was to furnish the 
fads. 

Hooke’s hypotheses were right: light is 
due to wave-motion in an all-pervading ether. 
But the discovery a century later of the prin¬ 
ciple of interference vaguoly foreshadowed 
by Hooke ( Microymyhia , p. 6G) was needed 
to remove the difficulty which Newton ex¬ 
perienced. Newton called repeated attention 
to the difficulty which, unless removed, ren¬ 
dered the rejection of Hooke’s theory inevi¬ 
table. Thus, in reply to Hooke’s criticism of 
his first paper in 1072, he wrote (lViil. Tram, 
vii. 6089, November 1673): ‘ For to me the 
fundamental supposition itself soems impos¬ 
sible—namely, that the Waves or Vibrations 
of any fluid can,like the rays of Light,be pro¬ 
pagated in straight lines without, a continual 
and very extravagant spreading and bending 
every way into the quiescent medium where 
they are terminated by it. I mistake if there 
be not both experiment and demonstration 
to the contrary... . For it seems impossible 
that any of those motions or pressions can 
be propagated in straight lines without the 
like spreading every way into the shadowed 
medium.’ 

Nor was there anything in the contro¬ 
versy which took place about 1676 to shake 
Newton’s conviction that Hooke’s 'funda¬ 
mental supposition ’ was impossible. Hooke 
had (18 March 1676) read his paper de¬ 
scribing his discovery of diffraction (Foe- 
thumous Works, p. 180). no had announced 
it two years earlier,.November 1673 (Biboh, 
Hist, of Roy. 80c. iii. 68). There is no doubt 
that this was an original discovery, and not, 
asNowton soemedto imply soon after, athoory 
borrowed from Grimaldi. But Hooke’s paper 
did not remove the difficulty, nor was there 
anything more satisfactory in tbo lectures 
which he delivered as Gresham professor in 
1680-2; in these he supposed the velocity 
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of light to be infinite, and explained away 
Romer's observation, 

Accordingly we find in the ‘ Principal’ 
Newton's attempted proof (lib. ii. prop. 41') 
that ‘rnotus omnis per Xluidum propagatus 
divergit a recto tramite in spatia immotti,' 
a ‘pretended demonstration 1 which has con¬ 
vinced few of the truth of the proposition, 
and leaves the question unsolved. Again, in 
1690, Huygliens, who in all he wrote had 
clearer views than Hooke, published his great 
< Traitfi de la Lumibre,’ which was written in 
1678. Many of his demonstrations are still 
completely satisfactory, but on tbs crucial 
point he was fatally weak. lie, and not 
Hooke, may claim to be the real founder 
of the undulatory theory, for he showed 
what it would do if the rectilinear propaga¬ 
tion could only be explained by it. The rea¬ 
soning of the later pages of Iluyghens’s first 
chapter becomes forcible enough when viewed 
in the light of the principle of interference 
enunciated by Young on 12 Nov. 1801, and 
developed by Fresnel in his great memoir on 
diffraction in 1816; but without this aid it 
was not possible for Huyghens’s arguments 
to convince Newt on, and hence in the ‘ Optics’ 
(2nd ed. 1717) he propounded the celebrated 
query 28: ‘ Are not all hypotheses erroneous 
in which Light is supposed to consist in preB- 
sion or motion propagated through a fluid 
medium P ’ * If it consisted in pression or in 
motion propagated either in an instant or in 
time, it would bend into the shadow. Forpres- 
sion or motion cannot be propagated in a fluid 
in right lines beyond an obstacle which stops 
part of the motion, but will bend and spread 
every way into the quiescent medium which 
lies beyond the shadow.’ These were Newton’s 
last words on the subject. They prove that he 
could not accept the undulatory theory; they 
do not prove that he believea the emission 
theory to give the true explanation. And 
yet the emission theory had done much. 
Book i. sect. xiv. of the 1 Prineipia ’ treats of 
the motion of small particles acted on by 
forces tending towards a body of finite size. 
The earlier propositions show that if a particle 
approaching a plane Burface be acted on by a 
force towards the surface, depending only 
on the distance between the particle and the 
surface, it will be reflected or refracted ac¬ 
cording to the known laws of light, and the 
scholium to prop. xcv. calls attention to the 
similarity between the particles and light, 
Such an explanation was first given in the 
aper of 1676 (Bison, Hist. of Boy, Sea, iii. 
58). Accordingto it the particles move more 
quickly in a dense medium, such as glass or 
water, than in air; whereas Arago’s and 
Fresnel’s experiments in 1810 proved the re¬ 


verse to be the ease, thus verifying Iluyghens’e 
views, and upsetting for ever the emission 
theory (CEuvres Completet, de Fresnel, i. 76). 
On approaching the surface of a reflecting 
body the luminous particles are acted on by 
forces which produce in some cases reflection, 
in others refraction. 

But to explain why some of the incident 
light is reflected and some refracted Newton 
had to invent his hypothesis of ‘ fits of easy re¬ 
flection and refraction.’ These are described in 
the ‘ Optics,’ book iii. props, xi., xii., and xiii., 
thus: ‘ Light is propagated from luminous 
bodies in time, and spends aboutseven or eight 
minutes of an hour in passing from the sun to 
the oartli.’ ‘ Every ray of light in its passage 
through any refracting surface is put into a 
certain transient constitution or state, which 
in the progress of the ray returns at equal 
inLervals,and disposes this ray at every return 
to be easily transmitted through the next 
refracting surface, and between the returns 
to be easily reflected by it.’ ‘Defn. The 
return of the disposition of any ray to be 
reflected I will call its Fits of easy reflection, 
and those of its disposition to be transmitted 
its Fits of easy transmission, and the space it 
passes between every return and the next 
ret urn the interval of its Fits.. . . The reason 
why the surfaces of ail thick transparent 
bodies reflect part of the light incident on 
them and refract the rest is that some rays 
at their incidence are in tlieir Fits of easy 
reflection, some in their Fits of easy transmis¬ 
sion,’ 

Such a theory accounts for some or all of 
the observed facts. But what causes 1 the fits 
of easy transmission’? Newton states that 
he does not inquire,_ but suggests, for those 
who wish to deal in hypotheses, that the 
rays of light striking the bodies set up waves 
in the reflecting or refracting substances 
■which move faster than the rays, and over¬ 
take them. "When a ray is in that part of a 
vibration which conspires with its motion, it 
easily breaks through the refracting surface, 
and is in a fit of easy transmission; and, con¬ 
versely, when the motion of the ray and the 
wave ore opposed, the ray is in a fit of easy re¬ 
flection. But he was not always so cautions. 

1 Were I,’ says he in the ‘ Hypothesis ’ of 1076, 
explaining the properties of light (Bibob:, 
Hist, of Boy. Soo. iii, 249), ‘to assume an 
hypothesis it should be this; if propounded 
more generally so as not to determine what 
light is further than that it is something or 
other capable of exciting vibrations in the 
rotlier.’ ‘ First, it is to be assumed that there 
is an icthereal medium, In the second place 
it is to be supposed that the set her isa vibrating 
medium like air, only the vibrations far more 
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swift and minute. ... In the fourth place, 
therefore, I suppose light is neither aether nor 
its vibrating motion, but something of a dif¬ 
ferent kind propagated from lucid bodies. 
To avoid dispute and make this hypothesis 
general, let every man tako his fancy, fifthly, 
it is to be supposed that light and sethov mu¬ 
tually act upon one another.' It is from this 
action that reflection and refraction came 
about. To explain colour Newton supposes 
that the rays of light impinging onareflecting 
surface excite vibrations of various ' bignesses ’ 
(waves of different length, we should eay), 
and these, transmitted along the nerves to 
the brain, affect the sense with various colours 
according to their'bigness,' the biggest with 
red, the least with violet. Thus ‘ OpticB,’ 
query 13 (ed. 1704): * Do not several sorts of 
rays make vibrations of several bignesses 
which, according to their bignesses, excite 
sensations of several colours . . . and par¬ 
ticularly do not the most refrangible rays 
excite the shortest vibrations for making a 
sensation of deop violet, the least refrangible 
the largest for making a sensation of deep 
red?’ 

The above is but a development of the reply 
to Hooke’s criticism of 1672 Trans. 
vii. 6086), in which Newton says: ‘ 'Tis true 
that from my theory I argue the Corporeity 
of Light, hut I do it without any absolute 
positivenees, as the word perhaps intimates, 
and make it at most a very plausible conse¬ 
quence of the doctrine, and not a fundamental 
supposition.’ ‘ Certainly ’ my hypothesis ‘ has 
a much greater affinity with his own than he 
seems to be aware of, the vibrations of the 
sethor being as useful and necessary in this 
as in his.’ 

Thus Newton, while he avoided in the 
‘Optics’ any declaration respecting the me¬ 
chanism by which the ‘ fits of easy reflexion 
and transmission ’ were produced, had in hie 
earlier papers developed a theory practically 
identical in many respects with modern 
views, though without avowedly accept¬ 
ing it. T1 ib something propagated from 
luminous bodies which is distinct from the 
ether and its vibratory motion is energy, 
which, omitted from those bodies, is earned 
by wave motion through the ether in rays, and, 
falling on a reflecting or refracting surface, 
sets up fresh waves, by which part of the 
energy is transmitted, part reflected. Light 
is not material, hut Newton nowhere slutos 
that it is. In the ‘ Principia 1 his words are 
‘Ilarum ntlraotionum baud multum dis- 
similes sunt Lucis reflexiones et refruc- 
tiones,’ and the scholium coneludes with 
‘Igitur, ob analogiam qiue ost inter propa- 
gationem radiorum lucis et progression cor- 


porum, visum est Propositiones sequentes in 
usus Optioos subjungere; interea de natmi 
radiorum, utrum sint corpora necne, mini 
omnino disputans, sed Trajectories coipormn 
Trajectoriie radiorum persimiles solummodo 
determinaus.’ 

No doubt Newton’s immediate successors 
interpreted his words as meaning that ha 
believed the corpuscular theory of lirh 
conceived, os Herschel says (JSncycl, mtm- 
politana, p. 439), 1 by Newton, and called br 
his illustrious name, in which light is con- 
ceived to consist of excessively minute par¬ 
ticles of matter projected from luminous 
bodies with the immense velocities due to 
light, and acted on by attractive and re¬ 
pulsive foreos residing on the hodieo on 
which they impinge.’ Men learnt from the 
‘ Principia ’ how to deal with the motion of 
small particles under definite forces j the 
laws of wave mol ion were less clear, and 
there was no socond Newton t o explain them, 
As Whewell states {Inductive Sciences, vol. ii' 
chap, x.), ‘ That propositions existed in tie 
" Principia ” which proceeded on this hypo¬ 
thesis was with many . , , ground enough 
for adopting the doctrine.’ A truer view of 
Newton’s position was oxpressod in 1801 by 
Young, who wi-itos (Phil. 'Trans. 12 Nov.): 
‘ A more extensive examination of Newton’s 
various writings has shown me that lie was 
in reality tho first that suggested such 1 
theory, as I shall endeavour to maintain; that 
his own opinions varied less from this theory 
than is now almost universally supposed; and 
that a variety of arguments have been ad¬ 
vanced, as if to confute him, which maybe 
found nearly in a similar form hi hie own 
works.’ 

The later editions of tho ' Optics’ contain 
some additional quorios. The double refrac¬ 
tion of Iceland spar had boon discussed at a 
meeting of the ltoyal Society on 12 June 
1089, at which Newton end IIuyglionB wore 
present. Newton’s views were first given in 
print in 1706 in the Latin edition of the 
1 Optics,’ query 17. In tho second English 
edition (1718) this became quory 25. In this 
query Newton rejected Iluyghens's construc¬ 
tion for the extraordinary rav, and gave an 
erroneous one of his own. The succeeding 
queries expressed more definitely than else¬ 
where tho view that rays of light are particles, 
Thus query 29: ' Are not rays of light very 
small bodies emitted from shining sub¬ 
stances F ’ In the advertisement to the se¬ 
cond edition Newton, in the case of a specu¬ 
lation about the cause of gravity, gave the 
reason for putting it in the form of a query, 
that ho was * not yet satisfied about it for 
want of experiments.’ 
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Later in the year (1676) in -which New¬ 
ton’s important optical papers were commu¬ 
nicated to the Loyal Society he began a 
correspondence on his methods of analysis 
with Leibnitz, through his friends Collins 
and Oldenburg, to which, at a later date, 
very great importance attaches in the cele¬ 
brated controversy respecting the invention 
of fluxions. The correspondence with Leib¬ 
nitz was continued to the summer of 1677, 
when the death of Oldenburg put a stop to it. 
For the next two years (1678-9) we know 
little of Newton’s life. He took part in 
various university functions, On 8 Nov. 1679 
Charles Montagu, afterwards Lord Halifax, 
Newton’s firm triend and patron, ontered as 
a fellow commoner at Trinity College. In 
December 1679 he received a letter from 
Hooke, asking his opinion about an hypo¬ 
thesis on the motion of the planets proposed 
by M. Mollement de Hessanges. Ilis reply 
has only roeontly been discovered, though 
many puges were previously written as to its 
contents; it was bought by Dr. Glaisher for 
Trinity College at a sale at Messrs. Sotheby’s 
in 1888, and is now in the library. In this 
letter Newton, after alluding briefly to M. 
Mallement de Messanges’s theory, proceeds, 
in response to a request from Hooke for some 
philosophical communication, to suggest an 
experiment by which the diurnal motion of 
the earth could be verified, namely, ‘ by the 
falling of a body from a considerable height, 
which he alleged must fall to the eastward 
of the perpendicular of the earth moved ’ 
(Bibch, Hist, of Hoy. Soo. iii. 612). New¬ 
ton’s words are: 1 And therefore it will not 
descend in the peipondieular AO, but, out¬ 
running the parts of the earth, will shoot 
forward to the east side of the peipondieular, 
describing in its fall a spiral lino Anno.’ A 
figure shows the path of the falling body 
relative to the earth from a point above the 
earth’s surface down to the centre of the earth. 
The portion of the path above the earth does 
not differ much from a straight line slightly 
inclined to the vertical, but neex the centre 
the path is drawn as a spiral, with one con¬ 
volution closing into the centre. Writing to 
Halley at a later date (27 May 1686), Newlon 
admitted that he had' carelessly described the 
descent of the faHing body in a spiral to the 
centreof the earth, which is true m a resisting 
medium suoh sb our air is.' But Hooke, as will 
be seen in the sequel, seized upon this spiral 
curve as proof that Newton was ignorant of 
the true law of gravitation, and wrote ex¬ 
plaining (j 5, iii, 616) that the path ‘would 
not he a spiral line, as Mr. Newlon seemed 
to suppose, hut an excentrical slliptoid [«b], 
supposing no resistance in the medium; hut 


supposing, a resistance, it would be an ex- 
centric eilipti-spiral.’ He also called atten¬ 
tion to the fret that the deviation would he 
south-east, which is right, and more to the 
south than to the east, which is wrong. 
After a short interval Hooke wrote again 
(6 Jen, 1680, manuscriptsin Trinity College 
Library, in Hooke’s hand): ‘ In the celestial 
motions the sun, earth, or central body are 
the cause of the attraction, and though they 
cannot be supposed mathematical points, yet 
they may be supposed physical, and the 
attraction at a considerable distance com¬ 
puted according to the former proportion 
fiorn the centre while in a further letter 
(17 Jan. 1680, same manuscripts) he says: 
‘It now remains to know the properties of 
a curve hue, not circular or concentrical, 
made by a central attracting power, which 
mokes the velocity of doscent from Hie tan¬ 
gent or equal straight motion at all distances 
in a duplicate proportion to the distance 
reciprocally taken. I doubt not that by your 
excellent method you will easily find out 
what that curve must he and its properties, 
and suggest a physical reason of the pro¬ 
portion. If you have had any time to con¬ 
sider of this matter a word or two of your 
thoughts will be very grateful to the So¬ 
ciety, where it has been debated, and more 
particular to, sir, your very humble servant.’ 
All these letters are printed in Ball's ‘Essay 
on Newton’s Principia,’ 1893, p. 139. 

Newton does not appoar to have replied 
till 3 Dec. 1080, when, writing about another 
matter, he thanked Hooke for the trial he 
had made of the experiment (Edlestojt, 
Cotea Corr. p. 2041. The correspondence 
ceased, but Hooke's letters and his state¬ 
ment that the motion would he elliptical had 
started Newton in a train of thought which 
resulted in the first hook of the ‘Principia.’ 

‘ This is true,’ he says, writing to Halley on 
14 July 1086 (App. to Rigaud’s Essay on 
the First Publication of. the Principia, p. 40), 

‘ that his letters occasioned my finding the 
method of determining figures which when I 
had tried in the ellipsis, I threw the calcula¬ 
tions by, being upon other studies, and so it 
rested for about five years, till upon your 
request I sought for that paper.’ On 27 July 
(to. p, 44) he wrote again, Hooke's ‘cor¬ 
recting my spiral occasioned my finding the 
theorem by which I afterwards examined the 
ellipsis.’ 

Two episodes, says Dr. Glaisher in his bi- 
centenary address, preceded the composition 
of the ‘ Principia,’ One of these happened in 
1665, when the idea of universal gravitation 
first presented itself to his mind, At that 
time too he knew that, at any rate approxi- 
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mutely, and for great distances, the intensity 
of the gravitating force must depend upon 
the in i urse square. The second episode was 
simultaneous, as we have just seen, with the 
correspondence with Hooke at the end of 
1679 or early in 1680, when he disco \ ored 
how to calculate the orbit of a body moving 
under a cential force, and showed tliat if the 
force varied as the iuverso square, the orbit 
would be au ellipse with the centre of force 
in one focus. But for fivo years no one was 
told of this splendid achievement, and it was 
not till August 1684 that Halley learnt the 
secret iu Cambridge. 

Halley's account of the matter is given in 
a letter to Newton (20 June 1686, ib. App. 
p. 36). 1 And this know to be true, that in 
January 1684,1, having from the considera¬ 
tion of the sesquialterate proportion of Kepler 
concluded that lliocentripetalforce decreased 
in the proportion of the squares ofthe distances, 
reciprocally, came on Wednesday to town, 
whore I mot with Sir Christopher Wren and 
Mr. Hooke, and, falling in discourse about 
it, Mr. Hooka ailmned that upon that prin¬ 
ciple all tho laws of the celestial motions 
were to be demonstrated, and that he himself 
had dona it, I declared the ill-success of my 
own attempts, and Sir Christopher, to en¬ 
courage the inquiry, said ho would give Mr. 
Hooke or me two months’ time to bring him 
a convincing demonstration thereof, ana, be¬ 
sides tbe honour, he of us that did it should 
have from him a present of a book of 40 shil¬ 
lings. Mr. Hooke then said that ha had it, 
hut he would conceal it for some time, that 
others, trying and failing, might know how 
to value it when he should make it public. 
However, I remember that Sir Christopher 
was little satisfied that he could do it j and 
though Mr. Ilooke then promised to show it 
him, I do not find that in that particular he 
has been as good as his word. The August fol¬ 
lowing, when I did mveelf the honour to 
visit you, I then learned the good nows that 
ypu had brought this demonstration to per¬ 
fection ; and you were pleaBod to promise me 
a copy thereof, which the November follow¬ 
ing I received with a great deal of satisfac¬ 
tion from Mr. Paget,’ mathematical master at 
Christ’s nospit al (Bun WSTHR, Life of Newton, 
i. 266; Ball, 1Sssay on the Prinoipia,v• 162). 

In thB later letter to Halley of 14 July 
1680, part of which has been already quoted, 
Newton says that it was Halley’s request 
which induced him to search for the paper 
in which ho had solved the problem five 
years inrlier, but which he had then laid 
aside. Tho original paper could not be found, 
but,‘ not finding it? Newton ‘ did it again, 
and reduced it into the propositions’ shown 


to Halley by Paget. As soon as Halley had 
read them he paid another visit to Newton 
at Cambridge, and induced him to forward 
an account of his discoveries to the Koval 
Society. On 10 Dec. 1684 TIalloy informed 
the Boyal Society ‘ that he hud lately seen 
Mr. Nowton at Cambridge, who had showed 
him a curiouB treatise, “ De Motu,’’ which 
upon Mr. Holley’R desire was promisod to be 
sent to the Society 1 o be entered on their 
register.’ A tract by Newton entitled 1 Pro- 
positiones do Motu’ was registered in tbe 
Royal Society archives inFebruary1680, with 
the date 10 Dec. 1084 affixed to the margin 
(see Edleston, Cotes Con. n. 74-6, p. lv.j 

This set of propositions (four theorems and 
seven problems) lias boon printed by Tagand 
(Historical Essay on Newton's Primpia, 
App. i.) and by Ball (Essay on the Prinoipk, 
p. 33) from t lio llogibler of the Boyal Society 
vi. 218. Three other papers entitled ‘ Pro! 
positiones de Motu,’ differing in many ways 
from that in the Boyal Society Itegister, are 
among the Portsmouth MSS (viii. 6, 6,7), 

Meanwhile the subject of Newton'B Lu¬ 
casian lectures in tlio October term 1684 
was also entitled ‘ Do Motn Oorporum j' these 
lectures are preserved inNewton’s autograph 
in the Cambridge University Library (Dil, 
ix. 40). They must bo carefully distinguished 
from the ‘ Propositionos ’ sent to the Boyal 
Society, although somo of the chief propoai- 
tiouB are the same in both. Tho leetmee 
‘De Motu’ differ very little from the first 
ten sections of tho published ‘ Principia,’ of 
which they formed the first draft, dotes 
refers to them in writing to Jonos on 30 Sept. 
1711 (Newton and Cotes Correspondence, ed, 
Edleston, p.209); ‘ We have nothing of Sir 
Isaac’s that I know of in Manuscript at Cam¬ 
bridge, besides the first draught of bis “Priu- 
cipia” as he read it in his lectures.’ 

Newton was away from Cambridge from 
February to April 1686. During that year, 
however, he made the third great discovery 
which rendered the writing of the Prin- 
cipia ’ possible. Tho discovery is referred to 
in tho letter to Halley of 20 June 1686 (ib. 
p. 27). ‘I never extended the duplioatepro¬ 
portion lower than to the superficies of the 
Earth, and before a certain demonstration I 
found last year have suspect ed that it did 
not reach accurately enough down so low.' 

This demonstration forms the tweltli sec¬ 
tion of hook i. of the ‘ Principia.’ 1 De Cor- 
pormn Sphroricorum Viribus Altractivis.’ 
According Lo Newton’s views, every particle 
of matter in the univorso at t racts every other 
part iole with a force which is inversely pro¬ 
portional to the square of tho distance be¬ 
tween them. ‘ Gravitatio in singulns corporis 
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particulnsiequalesestreciproce ut quadratum 
dritantire looorum a parrioulis ’ ( Pnnripia , 
bit. iii. prop. viii. cor. 2). Tlio force be¬ 
tween the eartli and tlie moon is the re¬ 
sultant of the infinite number of forces be¬ 
tween the particles of these bodies. Newton 
was the first to show that the force of at¬ 
traction between two spheres is the same 
as it would be if we supposed, each sphere 
condensed to a point at its centre (ib. blr. 
iii. prop, viii.) Up to this time it had only 
beeu possible for him to suppose as nooks 
had stated, that the theorems he had dis¬ 
covered as to motion were approximately 
true for cele itial bodies, inasmuch as the dis¬ 
tance between any two such bodies is so 
great, compared with tlieir dimensions, that 
they may be treated as points. 

Jtut now those propositions were no longer 
merely approximate, save for the slight cor¬ 
rection introduced into tho simple theory by 
the fact that the bodies of the solar system 
are not accurately spherical. The explana¬ 
tion of the system of the universe on mechani¬ 
cal principles lay open to Newton, and in 
about a year from this time it was published 
to the world. 

In the opinion of Professor Adams (bicen¬ 
tenary address of Ur. dloisher) it was the 
inability to solve, previous to this date, the 
question of the mutual attraction of two 
spheres which led Newton to withhold so 
long his treatiso on ‘ Motion,’ and his proof that 
gravity ext ends to the moon. As soon as he 
mastered this problem lie returned to the 
calculations respecting gravitation and the 
moon laid by in 1605, and of course he now 
used Picard’s value for his length of a degree 
of latitude (Pmtmmroir, A View of Sir Isaac 
Newton’s Philosophy, Preface). The theorem 
which he had just found gave him. the power 
of applying liis analysis to the actual uni¬ 
verse, and the prohlum became one of absorb¬ 
ing interest. 

The 1 Prineipia ’ was to consist of three 
books. The treatise ‘ De Mote,’ enlarged in 
the autumn of 1685, forms the first book; 
the second hook, ‘ being short,’ was finished 
in the summer of 1686, it was written oat 
for press next year (Nowton 1 0 Halley, 20 June 
1686, Riga trn, Essay 1 n the First PubHaation 
of the Prineipia, App. p. 29), The work 
of preparing his great discovery for publi¬ 
cation thus proceeded with amazing speed. 
To quote again from Dr. Glnisher, ‘the 
“Prineipia” was the result of a single con¬ 
tinuous effort. Halley’s first visit to Cam¬ 
bridge took place in August 1684, and by May 
1888 the whole of the work was finished, with 
the exception of the few propositions relal ing 
to tho Theory of Comets. It was therefore 


practically completed within 21 months of 
the day whenNawton’s attention wasreealled 
tothe subject of central forces by Halley. "We 
know al«o, from a manuscript in Newton’s 
handwriting in the Portsmouth collection, 
that, with (lie exception of the eleven uropo- 
sitionssentto Ilalley in 1881, the whole was 
completed within seventeen or eighteen 
months. The total interval from llalley’a 
first visit to the publication of the book is 
less than three years.’ The first book of the 
1 Prineipia’ was exhibited at the Itoyal So¬ 
ciety on 28 April 1 688 (Bis OH, Hist, of Boy. 
Son. iv. 479): 1 l)r. Vincent presented to the so¬ 
ciety a manuscript treatise entitled “Philoso¬ 
phic Naturalis Prineipia Mathematica,” and 
dedicated to the society by Mr, Dane New¬ 
ton, wherein he gives a mathematical demon¬ 
stration of the Copevnican hypothesis, and 
makes out all the phenomena of the celestial 
motions by the only supposition of a gravita¬ 
tion to the centre of the Bun decreasing as the 
squares of the distances reciprocally. It was 
ordered that a letter of thanks he written to 
Mr. Newton, that the printing of his book be 
referred to the consideration of the council, 
and that in the menntime the book be put 
into the hands of Mr. Halley to make a re¬ 
port thereof to the council.’ And on 19 May 
1086 it was ordered (ib. iv. 484) that ‘Mr. 
Newton’B “ Philosophic Naturalis Prineipia 
Mathematica” be printed forthwith in quarto 
in a fair letter; and that a letter he writ ten 
to him forthwith to signify the Society’s re¬ 
solution, and to desire liis opinion as to the 
print, volume, cuts, Stef Ilalley, who was 
secretary, wrote on 22 May to Newton that 
the society' resolved to print it at their own 
charge in a large quarto of a fair letter... . 
I am intrusted to look after the printing of 
it, and will lake care that it shall be per¬ 
formed as well as possible.’ 

The minute of 19 May required the rati¬ 
fication of the council, and on. 2 June it 
was ordered ‘ that Mr. Newton’s book be 
printed, and that Mr. Halloy undertake the 
business of looking after it and printing it at 
his own charge, which he engaged to do’ 
(id. iv. 480). At the time tho society were 
in diiliculties for want of funds (liiSAUi), 
Essay, p. 84), and it appears that the coun¬ 
cil must have declined to undertake tlie risk 
of publication, and have left it to the gene¬ 
rosity of Halley to provide for the cost. ' 

But Halley had other difficulties to sur¬ 
mount. In liis official letter to Newton of 
22 May he felt bound to refer to the conduct 
of Hooke, who, when the manuscript was 
presented to the society, claimed to have first 
discovered tlie law of inverse squares, iimI to 
have communicated it to Newton in the cor- 
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respondence with him in 1679. Hooke in 
1671 (ib, App. p, 68; letter to A. Wood, ib, 
p. 87) had written on the attraction of gravi¬ 
tating power which all bodies have ‘to their 
own centres, whereby they attract not only 
their own parts,' but ‘ all the other celestial 
bodies which are within the sphore of their 
activity.’ In his‘Discourse on the Nature of 
Oomets,’ read to the Hoyal Society in the 
autumn of 1082, and printed among his 
posthumous works, Hooke, moreover, spoke 
of a gravitation by which the planets and 
comets are attracted to the sun, and he gave 
(p. 184) an ingenious hypothesis as to the 
cause of gravity: he supposed it due to 
ulsations set up in the ether by gravitating 
odies, and attempted to show that on this 
hypothesis the law of the inverse square 
would follow; but all his ideas were vague 
and uncertain. Hooke's ingenuity was great, 
hut he was quite incapable of conducting a 
piece of strict reasoning; the idea of tbe 
inverse square law had occurred to him as 
it had to Newton, Wren, and Halley, hut 
he had given no proof of its truth. Ilence 
Newton, when lie received Halley’s letter 
of 22 May, felt that Iloolte's claims were 
small, ana wrote at once, 27 May, giving his 
version of the events of1679-80. This letter, 
which is of great importance, has only recently 
been printed (Bam., Essay on Newton’s Prin¬ 
cipia, 1893, p. 166). A manuscript copy, in 
Hooke’s handwriting, was purchased among 
a number of papers of Hooke by Trinity Col¬ 
lege in May 1888. Newton, in this newly 
recovered reply of 27 May 1686, wrote: ‘ I 
thank you for what you wriie concerning 
Mr, Hooke, for I dasire a good understand¬ 
ing may be kept between us. In the papers 
in your hands there is no proposition to 
which he can pretend, for I had no proper 
occasion of mentioning him there. In those 
behind, where I state the system of the world, 
I mention him and others. But now we are 
upon this business, I desire it maybe under¬ 
stood. The sum of what passed between Mr. 
Hooke and me, to the best of my remem¬ 
brance, was this. He soliciting me for some 
philosophical communication or other, I sent 
him this notion, that a falling body ought, by 
reason of the earth’B diurnal motion, to ad¬ 
vance eastwards, and not fall to the west, as 
the vulgar opinion is; and in the Boheme 
wherein I proposed this I carelessly de¬ 
scribed the descent of the falling body in a 
spiral to the centre of the earth, which is 
true in a resisting medium such as our air is. 
Mr. Hooke replied that it would not descend 
to the centre, but at a certain limit turn up 
again. I then made the simplest case for 
computation, which was that of gravity uni¬ 


form in a medium non-resisting, imagining 
that he lmd learnt the limit from some com. 
putation, and for that end had considered 
the simplest case first, and in this case I 
granted what he contended for, and stated 
the limit os nearly as I could. He replied that 
gravity was not uniform, but increased in the 
descent to tlio centre in a reciprocal dupli¬ 
cate proportion of the distance from it, and 

that the limit would be otherwise than I had 

stated, namely, at the end of every entire 
revolution, and added that, according to his 
duplicate proportion, the motions of the 
planets might be explained and their orhs 
defined, This is the sum of wliat I remem¬ 
ber; if there he anything more material or 
anything otherwise, I desire that Mr. Ilooke 
would help my memory. Further, that I 
remember about nine years since Sir Chris¬ 
topher Wren, upon a visit Dr. Done and I 
gave him at liis lodgings, discoursed of this 
problem of determining the Heavenly Motions 
upon philosophical principles, this was 
about a year or two beforo I received Mr, 
Hooke’s letters. You are acquainted with 
Sir Christ opher: pray know when and where 
he first learnt the decrease of t he force in 
the duplicate ratio of the distance from the 
centre’ Halley called on Sir Christopher 
Wren, who replied that‘Mr. Ilooke had fre¬ 
quently t old him that he had done it, and 
at I empled to make it out to him, hut that he 
nover was satisfied that his demonstrations 
wore cogent ’ (Halley to Newton, 29 June 
1686; ltlilATJD, Essay on the Fust Publication 
of the Principal! App. p. 36; Ball, Essay on 
Newton's Principia, p. 162). 

Writing on 20 June 1686 (IUgaud, App. 
p, 30), Newton stated that the second book 
of his great work was nonrly ready for press; 

‘ the third I now design to suppress, Philo¬ 
sophy is such an impertinently litigious lady 
that a man had as good bo ongaged in law¬ 
suits as have to do with lior.’ Fortunately 
for posterit y, Halley prevented this. A letter 
announcing that the second book had been 
son! was road to the society on 2 March, nod 
on 6 April 1687 the ‘ third' book of Mr. New¬ 
ton’s treatise “ De Systemate Mundi ” was 
presented.’ 

The ‘ Principia ’ was published, hut with¬ 
out a date, about midsummer 1687. Tko 
manuscript is kopt at tlio Iloyal Society, 
but it is not in Newton’R handwriting. For 
the completion and publication of the work 
the world owes, it should be explicitly ac¬ 
knowledged, an enormous dobfc to Halley. 

‘ In Brewstor’s words, “ it was ho who tracked 
Newton to his College, who drew from him 
his great discoveries, and who generously 
gave them to the world.” Newton never 
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published anything of himself, and we may 
be certain that but for Halley the “ Prin¬ 
ciple ” would not have existed. He was the 
original cause of its being undertaken, and 
when, in consequence of Hooke’s unfair 
claims, Newton would have suppressed the 
third book, it was his explanations and en¬ 
treaties that smoothed over the difficulty and 
induced Newton to change his mind. He 
paid all the expenses, he corrected the proofs, 
he laid aside his own work in order to press 
forward to the utmost the printing, lest any¬ 
thing should arise to prevent the publication. 
All his letters show the most intense devo- 
tionto the work; hecould not have been more 
zealous had it been his own ’ (Glaibiieh), 
After the publication of the ‘ Principia,’ 
Newton took an active part in public affairs, 
In 1087 James II wished to force the univer¬ 
sity to confer the degree of M.A. on Alban 
Francis, a Benedictine monk, without the 
usual oaths. Newton, with the vice-chancellor 
and seven other delegates, attended before the 
ecclesiastical commission to represent the cose 
for the university on 11 April. The vice-chan¬ 
cellor was deprived of his office and dignities, 
the other delegates sent home with the advice 
from Judge Jeffreys, ‘ Go I and sin no more, 
lesba worse thing come unto you' (Maoaelav, 
History, chap, viii.) In 1689 Newton was 
elected as a whig to represent the university 
in the Convention parliament. Ilia chief work 
atthis time seems to have been in persuading 
the university to accept the new government 
(Thirteen Letters to Dr. Covet, printed by 
Dawson Turner, 1848). He also became 
acquainted with John Locke. His Mends at 
this time contemplated hie appointment to the 
provostship of King’s College; but this was 
found to he unstatutable, and rather later, 
1091, he was spoken of ns a candidate for 
the post of master of the Charterhouse. His 
correspondence with Locke about this period 
(Lobd Kins, Life of Locke) deals with some 
of his theological speculations. Dr. Edleston 
has printed (Cotea Cvrr. p. 273) an interest¬ 
ing paper from Newton to Bentley, who was 
then preparing the first Boyle lectures, giving 
directions as to the preliminary reading 
necessary to understand the ‘ Principia.’ * At 
the first perusal of my book it is enough if 
you understand tho Propositions, with some 
of the Demonstrations which are easier than 
thereat. For when you understand the easier, 
they will afterwards give you light unto the 
harder.’ Some letters to Flamsteed show that 
he was still working at tho lunar theory, and 
in 1092 he drew up for Wallis two letters on 
fluxions (printed in Wallis's Worles, ii. 891- 
396), being the first account of the now 
calculus, now twenty-six years old, published 


by himself. Next year, 1693, there was some 
correspondence with Leibnitz on fluxions 
(Eaphson, History of Fluxions, p. 119; 
Edleston, Cotea Corr, p. 270). 

In 1693, Newton, as ms letters at this time 
show, was in a very had state of health 
(Brewster, Life of Neioton, ii. 85,132, &c.) 
A very exaggerated account of his illness was 
conveyed to Huyghensby a Scotsman named 
Colin, and was published by M. Biot in his 
life of Newton in the ‘ Biographie Universelle ’ 
(Eeleston, Cote s Corr. App. p. lxi). Another 
story commonly referred to this period ie that 
on coming from chapel one morning he found 
a number of his papers had been burned by a 
candle which he had left lighted on the table. 
Edleston and Brewster both assign this to an 
earlier date. 

Throughout 1694 and 1095 Newton was 
very actively engaged in elaborating his lunar 
theory, and he held a long correspondence 
withFlamsteed relative to observations which 
he needed to complete that theory (Bailt, 
Life of Flamsteed, pp. 133-00; Hdleston, 
Cotes Correspondence with Newton, n. 118 
p. lxiv; Brewster, Life of Newton, ii. 116). 
The value and importance of his work on the 
subject have only recently been made known 
by Professor Adams's labours in connection 
with the Portsmouth collection. In a scholium 
in the second edition of the ‘Principia’ New¬ 
ton states many of the principal results of the 
theory. The Portsmouth MSS. contain many 
of his calculations on the inequalities, de¬ 
scribed in the scholium, and also a long list 
of propositions whichwere evidently intended 
to he used in a second edition, upon which 
it seems that Newton was engaged in 1094 
(Cat. of Newton MSS. Pref. pp. xii, xiiii, 
App. p. xxiii). Another paper of probably 
the same dato, printed for the first time in 
tliB appendix to the preface of the ‘ Catalogue,’ 
deals with the problem of the solid of least 
resistance. In the 1 Principia' he gives the 
solution without explaining how he obtained 
it. The paper in question is a letter to an 
Oxford friend, probably David Gregory, in 
which the principles employed are explained. 

In a letter to h lamsteed, written in Decem¬ 
ber 1094, Newton endeavoured to explain the 
foundations of his theory of atmospheric re¬ 
fraction, and a table of refractions bv New¬ 
ton was inserted by Halley in the ‘ Philoso¬ 
phical Transactions ’ for 1721. It was not 
known how this table was arrived at, but 
among the Portsmouth papers are the calcula¬ 
tions for certain altitudes, and the method 
is explained: 1 The papers show that the 
well-known approximate formula for refrac¬ 
tion commonly known as Bradley’s was really 
due to Newton’ (ii. Pref. p. xv). 
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In 1095 the question of the reform of the ship and his fellowship, he was electoffto 
currency was prominently before the nation succeed him as professor. The same veai 
(Macaulay, History, chap, xxi.) Montagu, Newton’s*ScalaGraduumOaloris,’thefonn. 
Newton’s friend, was chancellor of the ex- dation of our modern scale of temperature" 
chequer, and he, Somers the lord-keeper, was read {Phil. Trans. March anti April)' 
Newton, and Locke met in frequent confer- Newton had not represented the university 
cnce to discuss plans for remedying the evil in the parliament of 1690, hut in November 

without altering the standard. Montagu 1701 he was again elected, holding the seat 

brought in a hill for the reform, which re- till July 1702, when parliament was de¬ 
ceived the royal assent on 21 Jan. 1600. solved. The same year his ‘ Lnnte Theoria’ 
Meanwhile the wnrdensbip of the mint he- was published in Gregory’s * Astronomy.’ 
came vacant, and Montagu on 19 March The following yoar (80 Nov. 1703) he ms 
1606 offered it to Newton, by whom it elected president of the Royal Society, and 
was accepted. The mint had been a nBst to this oflice ho was annually re-elected for 
of idlers and jobbers. ‘ The ability, the twenty-five years, 
industry, and the strict uprightness of the In February 170-1 there appeared, an. 
great philosopher speedily produced a com- pended to the ‘ Optics,’ which was only then 
plete revolution throughout the department issued, two very important mathematical 
which was under his direction’ (i'/j. chap, papers, most of which had been conmuni- 
xxii.) Montagu’s successful reform was aided oated to Harrow in 1068 or 1669. Theonu 
to no small degree by the energy of the entitled ‘Knumerutio Lineanun Tertii Ordi- 
warden. ‘"Well had it been for the public,’ nis’ (Bill, Hhort Hist, of Math. p. 346* 
says Ilaynes, ‘had ho acted a few years Trans. Land. Math. Soa, 1801, xxii, 10443) 
sooner in that situation’ (see also Ruoiitg, was practically the same an the ‘Be Atmlysi 
Annals of the Coinage). A lettor to Flam- per Equationes Numero Turminorum Infliu- 
steed, which has given rise to much contro- tas ’ (first printed in 1711), the substance of 
versy, written in 1699, while the recoinage which was communicated by Barrow to Col- 
waa in progress, may be mentioned here. In it lins in 1069. The second part of the ap. 
Newton soys: ‘I do not love to be printed penclix—the ‘Tractatns do QuiulraturaPur- 
on every occasion, much less to be dunned varum’—contains a description of Newton's 
and teased by foreigners about mathematical method of fluxions, 
things, or to he thought by our own people In 1705 Newton, ne president of the fioyal 
to he trifling away my time about them when Society, became involved in tlie dilBoultiee 
I abouldb» about the king's business ’(Bail y, relating to the publication of Flamsteed's 
life of Flamsteed , p. 164; Bbtiwstxir, Life observations, while some remarks in a review 
of Newton, ii. 149; Edlustou, Cotes Corr, of tho tract ‘ De Quadrature (Jurvarum,’pub- 
92 . p. lxi; Macaulay, History, chap, xxii.) lished in the ‘ActaLipeica’ 1 Jan. 1705, led 
Be Morgan, however, in opposition to New- to the controversy between Newton and 
ton’s other biographers, expresses regret Leibnitz on the priority of discovery of the 
that Newton ever accepted oflice under the fluxions. 

crown, and suggests that from the time of Those two controversies were pursued with 

his settling in London his intelleot under- much heat, and greatly embittered Newton’s 
went a gradual deterioration. If, he says, life for many years, That with Flamsteed 
after having piloted the country througli a lasted from 1705 to 1712 ; while that with 
very difficult and, os some thought, impos- Leibnitz lasted from 1705 until 1724. 
sible operation, ‘be had returned to Ihe Flamsteed was appointedastvonomerroynl 
university with a handsome pension ’ and his (astronomical obsurvator) in 1675, and began 
mind free to malie up again to the ‘litigious a correspondence with Newton about 1881 
lady,’he would, to use his own words, have in the course of a dismission about the great 
taken'anotlierpullatthemoon;’andwasus- comot of 1680—Ilalley’s comet. He sup- 
pect Ciairant would have bad to begin at the plied Newton wit h valuable information of 
point from which Laplaco afterwards began’ various matters during the preparation on 
{Newton Mb Friend and his Niece, p. 149), the first edition of the ‘ Principle,’ 1685-6 

In 1699 he became master of the mint, a {General Dictionary, vii. 798), Their cone- 
member of the council of the Royal Saciet y, spondunce was renewed in 1691, when New- 
and a foreign associate of the French Aca- ton urged Flamsteed to publish the obsemtr 
derny. Next year he appointed Whiston his tions he had accumulated during the past 
deputy in the Lucasian chair, ‘ with the full fifteen years. Flamsteed declined, and put 
profits ofthe place.’ Whiston began hieleo- down Newton’s suggestions to Halley, with 
t,ureson27 Jan. 1701, and at the end of the whom ho had quarrelled [Batly, Life of 
year, when Newton resigned the professor- Flamsteed, p. 129), In 1004 when Nuwton 
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•wag working at the Umar theory, he applied 
to Flamsteed for his observations, by aid 
of which he hoped to test his calculations. 
.Flamsteed could not or would not tinder- 
stand the purpose for which Newton wanted 
the obseivations, and put difficulties in the 
way of communicating them. In 1894 New¬ 
ton writes (p. 139): 1 1 believe you have a 
wrong notion of my method of determining 
the moon’s motions.. I have not been about 
making such corrections as you seam to sup¬ 
pose, hut about getting a general notion of 
all the equations on which her motions de¬ 
pend.’ Newton, on a visit to Flamsteed in 
September 1694, obtained a number of obser¬ 
vations, but by no means all he needed, and 
during much of the curly part of 1695 New¬ 
ton’s work was suspended while he was 
' staying the time ’ of the astronomer royal. 
Again, 29 June 1693, Newton, thanked Flam¬ 
steed for some solar tables, but wrote: ‘ Those 
and almost all other communications will be 
useless (o me unless you can propose some 
practicable way or other of supplying me 
with observations. . . . Pray send me first 
your observations for the year 1692.’ Flam¬ 
steed replied with an offer of observations 
from 1679 to 1690, which Newton had not 
specially asked for. The correspondence 
ended 17 Bopt. 1696, and Newton’s work on 
the lunar theory was uncompleted (Edles- 
ton, Cotes Corr. p. lxiv, n. 117, &c.; BaILY, 
Itfc of Flamsteed, ])]). 139 seq.; Supplement, 

. 708). Leibnitz in a letter to Homer, 4 Oct. 
706, declared: ‘ Flamsteadus suas de luna 
observationes Newtono negaverat. Indo 
faotum aiunt quod hie qusedam in motu 
Lunari adhuc indeterminata reliquit.’ Flam¬ 
steed’s ill-health, bad temper, and extraordi¬ 
nary jealousy of Halley contributed to this 
unhappy result. Flamsteed continued to 
observe, and in 1703 made it known that 
he was willing to publish his observations 
‘at his own charge,’ provided the public 
would defray the expanse ‘ of copying his 
papers and books for the press.’ Next year 
Newton, as president of the Royal Society, 
recommended the work to Prince George of 
Denmark, the husband of Queen Anne. The 
prince asked Newton and others to act as 
referees, and early in 1706 they drew up a 
report recommending the publication. The 
prmce approved, and agreed to meet the 
expense. 

Difficulties began in March 1705. Newton 
wished to have the observations printed in 
one order; Flamsteed preferred a different one. 
For two years Flamsteed, who had conceived 
an intense jealousy of Newton, pursued him 
with recriminations which only injured their 
author fine Flamsteed, Josh], The first 

tol. xxv. 


volume was finished in 1707, and prepara¬ 
tions made for printing the second. The 
referees insisted on receiving the copy for this 
volume before the printing commenced, and 
it was put into their hands, Flamsteed says, 
in a sealed packet, 20 March 1708, copied out 
on to 176 sheets. Subsequently, in 1712, 
Flamsteed deolared that this 1 imperfect copy ’ 
Newton ‘ very treacherously broke opon’in 
his absence and without his knowledge; 
but in an earlier letter of 1711 Flamsteed 
himself rebutted this charge of bad faith by 
acknowledging that the papers were unsealed 
in his presence. In October 1708 Prince 
George died, and the printing was suspended. 
After three years it recommenced. In 1710 
the Royal Society were made visitors of 
Greenwich Observatory, and on 21 Feb. 
1711 tho secretary, Dr. Slonne, was ordered 
to write to the astronomer royal for the defi¬ 
cient part of his ‘ Catalogue of the Fixed 
Stars,’ then printing by order of the queen. 
Flamsteed angrily declared that the proof- 
sheets which had’been sent to him contained 
many errors, and asserted at a meeting with 
Newton, Sloane, and Mead, October 1711, 
that he had been robbed of the fruit of hie 
labours. Our only accounts of this interview 
are tbs three given by Flamsteed in his 
' Autobiography,’ or in his papers, in whioh 
tho blame is all thrown on Newton. The 
reforees proceeded to print, and made Halley 
editor. Flamsteed indulged in abuse directed 
largely against Newton, and finally deter¬ 
mined to reprint his observations at hie own 
expense. TheBe he left almost ready for puh- 
lication at the time of his death in 1719. They 
were published in 1726. Meanwhile the copy 
left with Newton, together with the first vo¬ 
lume printed in 1707, was issued, as edited bv 
Halley, in 1712. Before his death Flamsteed, 
through a change of government, obtained 
possession of the tliree hundred copies which 
were undistributed, and, taking from them 
that part of the first volume wluch had been 
printed under his own care, burned the rest. 

The dispute with Leibnitz about the in¬ 
vention of the theory of fluxions was of 
longer duration, and was more bitterly con¬ 
tested. We have seen that tho discovery 
was made by Newton during 1666 and 1666. 
His tract on the subject, 1 De Quadrature 
Ourvarum,’ was, however, not printed till 
1704 in an appendix to his ‘ Optics,’ though 
the principles of the method woro given m 
the ‘ JPrinoipia,’ book ii. lemma ii. in 1687. 
They had been communicated in letters by 
Newton to Collins, Gregory, Wallis, and 
others from 1669 onwards. 

Leibnitz had been in England in 1673, and 
bad made the acquaintance of Collins and 

00 
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Oldenburg. Next year he claimed to have 
arrived at ‘ metliodos quasdam analytieas 
generates et late fusas, quas majorls faclo 
quom Theoremata particulars et exquisita,’ 
On his return to Paris he maintained through 
Oldenburg a correspondence with various 
English mathematicians, and heard of New¬ 
ton and his great power of analysis. Thus he 
wrote,80 March 1075 (Comn. Epist. p. 30): 
' Scrihis clarissimum Newtonium vestrum 
habere methodum exhibendi quadratures 
oinnes:’ and a year later, May 1676, referring 
to a sories due to Newton, ‘ideo rem gratam 
mihi feceris, vir clarissime, si demonstra- 
tionem transmisovis.’ Collins urged Newton 
to comply with Leibnitz’s wishes, and New¬ 
ton wrote, 13 June 1676, a letter giving a 
hriof account of his method. This was read 
before the Royal Society on 16 June, and was 
sent to Leibnitz 20 July (ib. p. 49), together 
with a manuscript of Collins, containing 
extracts from the writings of Jamos Gre¬ 
gory, and a copy of a letter, with a highly 
important omission, from Newton to Collins, 
dated 10 Dec. 1672, about his methods of 
drawing tangents and finding areas. New¬ 
ton’s example of drawing a tangent was 
omitted, ns has been subsequently proved. 
Leibnitz replied to Oldenburg on 27 Aug. 
1670, asking Newton to explain some points 
more fully, and giving some account of hie 
own work. Newton replied through Collins 
on 24 Oct., expressing his pleasure at having 
received Leibnitz's letter, and his admiration 
of the elegant method used by him (ib. p. 07), 
IIo gives a brief description of his own pro¬ 
cedure, mentioning his method of fluxions, 
which,he says, was communicated by Barrow 
to Collins about the time at which Mercator's 
‘Logaritlunotechnia’appeared (i.e. in 1609), 
He does not describe the method, but added 
an anagram containing an explanation. This 
is not intelligible without the key, but 
Newton gives some illustrations of its use 
(see Tinz. Short Mist of Math., 2nd ed, 
p. 328). _ 

Leibnitz was in London for a week in 
October 1676, and saw Collins, who had not 
then received Newton’s letter of 24 Oct., and 
there was some delay in forwarding it to 
Leibnitz. But on 6 March 1677 Collins 
wrote to Newton that it would be sent within 
a week, and on 21 June 1677 Leibnitz, writ¬ 
ing to Oldenburg, acknowledged its receipt: 
‘ Accepi literos tuas diu expect atas cum in- 
clusis Newtonianiff sane pulcherrimis.’ He 
then proceeded to explain bis own method of 
drawing tangents, 'per differentiae ordina- 
tarum,’ and to. develop from this the fun¬ 
damental principles of the differential cal¬ 
culus with the notation still employed by 


mathematicians, A second letter followed 
from Hanover, dated 12 July 1077, and dealt 
with other points, The death of Oldenhuu 
in September 1677 put a stop to the corr^ 
spondence. 

Collins had in his possession a copy of 
Newton’s manusoript ‘ De Analysi per JEqm- 
tionns,’ containing a full account of his me¬ 
thod of fluxions, whioh was published in 
1711. Leibnitz, in a letter to the Abbs 
I Conti, written in 1716, and published in 
I Raphson’s ' History of Fluxions,’ p, 97 ; a( j. 
mits that ‘ Collins me fit voir une pnrtie da 
son commerce.’ Ho states that during his 
first visit he had nothing to do with mathe¬ 
matics, and in a second letter, 9 April 1710 
he writes (Rapiibon, Ristonj of Fliuviom ’ 
p. 106): ‘ Je n’ay jamais ni 6 qu’it mon Becond 
voyage en Anglcterre j’ai vu quelques lettres 
de M. N. chez Monsieur Collins, mais je n'en 
ay jamais vu ou M. N. expliquo sa methode 
de Fluxions.’ 

Leibnitz’s recent editor, Gerhardt, found, 
however, among the Leibnitz papers at 
Hanover, a copy of a part of the tract 1 De 
Analysi ’ in Leibnitz's own handwriting. 
The copy contains notes by Leibnitz express¬ 
ing some of Newton’s rosults in the symbols 
of the differential calculus (Bam,, Short Eitt. 
<tfMath. p. 304; Portsmouth Catalogue ,p. 
xvi). The date at which those extracts were 
mode iB important. They must, of course, 
have been taken from Newton’s published 
edition of 1704, or else, as the Portsmouth 
MSS. prove that Nowlon suspected, Leib¬ 
nitz must have copied the tract, when in 
London in 1676. The last hypothesis seems 
the more probablo. 

Leibnitz published his differential method 
in tho ' Acta Lipsioa’ in 1684. 

Many of tho results in Newton’s ‘Prin- 
cipia,’ 1087, had boon obtained by the 
method of fluxions, though exhibited in geo¬ 
metrical form, and the Becond lemma of 
book ii, concludes with the following scho¬ 
lium: ‘In liboris quee mihi cum geometra 
eritissimo G. G. Lcibnitio annis abhinc 
ooem intorcedebnnt, cum significarem mo 
compotem esse methodi determinandi Maxi- 
mas etMinimas ducendi Tangentes etsimilia 
perogendi quse in t erminis Surdis Deque ao in 
rationalibus procederet, et literis tvnnspositis 
banc sontontmm involventibus [Data -Equa¬ 
tions quotennque Fluentes quanlitates in- 
volvente, Fluxiones inveniro et Vice vorsll] 
eandem colorom; rescripsit Vir Olarissimus 
se quoque in qjusmodi methodum incidiese, 
et methodum snam eommunicavit a men viz 
abludentem preeterquam in verborum etnota- 
rum formulis, Utriusque fuudamoutum con- 
tinctur in hoe Lemmata.' 
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In 1092 Newton's friends in Holland in¬ 
formed Wallis tliat Newton’s ‘notions [of 
fluxions] pass there with great applause by the 
name of “Leibnitz Calculus Dinerentialis.” ’ 
Wallis was then publishing his works, and 
stopped the printing of the preface to the 
first volume to claim for Newton the in¬ 
vention of fluxions in the two letters sent 
fiy Newton to Leibnitz through Oldenburg 
13 June and 24 Oct. 1676, ‘ubi methodum 
hano Leibnitio exponit turn ante decern annos 
nedum plures ab ipso excogitatam.’ New¬ 
ton wrote two letters to Wallis in 1692, 
giving an account of the method, and they 
appeared in the second volume of Wallis's 
•Works’ (1696), 

The volumes were reviewed in the 
•Acta Lipsica’ for June 1696 (Leibnitz's 
periodical), and tbe reviewer found no fault 
with Wallis for thus claiming the invention 
for Newton ten years before, but expressed 
the view that it ought to have been stated, 
although ha admitted that Wallis might pos¬ 
sibly be unaware of the fact, that at the date 
of Newton’s letter of 1676 Leibnitz had 
already constructed his calculus. Leibnitz's 
letter to Oldenburg, containing a description 
of his method, was written in 1077. 

The matter rested thus till 1699, when 
Fatio de Duillier referred in a tract on the 
solid of least resistance to the history of the 
calculus. He stated that he held Newton to 
have been the first inventor by several years, 
1 and with regard to what Mr. Leibnitz, the 
second inventor of this calculus, may have 
borrowed from Newton, I refer to the judg¬ 
ment of those persons who have seen the 
letters and manuscripts relating to this busi¬ 
ness.’ Leibnitz replied in the ‘ Acta Lipsica ’ 
in May 1700. He asserted that Newton had 
in his soholium in the ‘ Prineipia ’ acknow¬ 
ledged his claim to bo an original inventor, 
and, without disputing or acknowledging 
Newton's claims of priority, asserted his own 
right to the discovery of the differential cal¬ 
culus. Duillier sent a reply to the ‘Acta 
Lipsica,’ but it was not printed. 

Newton published his treatise on ‘ Quadra¬ 
tures ’ in 1704, as an appendix to the 1 Optics.' 
In the introduction lie repeated the state¬ 
ment already made by Wallis, that he had 
invented the method in 1666-0. Wallis was 
now dead (ho died in 1703). A review of 
Newton's work, proved by Gerhardt to have 
been written by Leibnitz, and admitted by 
Leibnitz to be liis in a letter to Oonti, 9 April 
1716, appeared in the ‘Acta Lipsica’ for 
January 1706. In this review (Rapiison, 
History of Fluxions, pp. 103-4), the author 
wrote, after describing the differential cal¬ 
culus, ‘ cujus elements ah inventors D. Godo- 


fredo Gullielmo Leibnitio in his aotis sunt 
tradita.’ ‘ Pro differentiis lgitur Leibni- 
tianis D. Newtonus adhibet semperque ad- 
Mbuit fluxioaes, iisque turn in suis Prin- 
cipiia Naturm Mathematicis turn in aliis 
postea editis eleganter est usus; quemad- 
modum ut Honorarius Pabrius in sua Sy- 
nopsi Geometries motuum progressus Caval- 
lernmre metliodo s ubstituit.’ Newton’sfrionds 
took this as a charge of plagiarism of a 
particularly gross character. Newton had 
copied Leibnitz, so it was suggested, chang¬ 
ing his notation, just as Fabn had changed 
the method of Cavalieri. Newton's own 
view of it (Bbewstbb, Life of Newton, vol. 
ii. chap, xv.) was: ‘ All this is as much as to 
say that I did not invent the method of 
fluxions . . . but that after Mr. Leibnitz, in 
his letter of 21 June 1677, had sent me his 
differential method I began to use, and have 
ever since used ; the method of fluxions.’ 
Dr. Keill, Saviban professor, replied in a 
letter to Halley (Phil. Trans. 1708), in which 
he states that Newton was * sine omni dubio ’ 
the first inventors ‘eadem tamen Arith- 
metioa postea mutatis nomine et notations 
modo a Domino Leibnitio in Actis Erudito- 
rum edita est.’ Newton was at first offended 
at this attack on Leibnitz, but, on reading 
Leibnitz’s review, supported Keill's action. 
Leibnitz complained of tbe charge to the 
Royal Society, and requested them to desire 
Keill to disown the injurious sense his words 
would hear. In his letter to Sloane, the 
secretary, 4 March 1711, he writes: ‘Oerte 
ego neo nomen Calculi Eluxionum fando 
audivi neo characteres quos adhibuit. Ds New¬ 
tonus his oculiB vidi antequam in Walliaianis 
operibus prodiSre ’ (I loyal Society Letter- 
Book, xiv. 278; Rix, Popart on Newton- 
Leibnitx MSS, p. 18). Neill drew up a letter, 
read to the society on 24 May 1711, and or¬ 
dered to be sent to Leibnitz, m which he ex¬ 
plained that the real meaning of the passage 
was that 'Newton was the first inventor of 
fluxions, or of the differential calculus, and 
that he had given in the two lettersof 1076 to 
Oldenburg, transmitted to Leibnitz, “ indicia 
perspicacissimi ingonii viro satis obvia unde 
Leibnilius prineipia ilium calculi liausit aut 
lmurire potuit”' (Comm. Bpist. p. 110). 
Leibnitz again appealed to tbe Royal So¬ 
ciety, who appointed a committee to search 
old letters and papers, and report on the 

f uestiou. In his second appeal (tit. p, 118) 
isibnttz accepted the view of the ‘Acta 
Lipsica ’ as Ms own, slating that no injustice 
had beeu done to any party; 1 in illis enim 
circa liana rem quicqimm cuiqtiam detractum 
non reperio, set potius passim suum cuique 
tributum ’ are his words. The committee 
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reported on 24 April 1712, and the report 
was printed with the title ‘ Oommercium 
Epistolicum D. Johannis Collins et aliornm 
de analyst promote.’ The main points of 
the report were that Leibnitz had been in 
communication with Collins,‘ who was very 
free in communicating' to able mathemati¬ 
cians what he had received from Mr, Newton 
and Mr. Gregory; ’ that when in London 
Leibnitz had claimed Mouton’s differential 
method os his own, and that until 1877, after 
he had hoard from Newton, there is no evi¬ 
dence that he knew any other method j that 
Newton had invented the method of fluxions 
before July 1669; that the differential me¬ 
thod ie one and the same as the method of 
fluxions; ‘ and therefore,’ the committee 
continued, ‘ we take the proper question to 
be not who invented this or that method, 
but who was the first Inventor.’ They con¬ 
clude that those who reckon Leibnitz as the 
first inventor did not know of Newton’s corre¬ 
spondence with Collins. 1 For which reasons 
we reckon Mr. Newton the first inventor, 
and are of opinion that Mr. ICeill, in assort¬ 
ing the same, has been in no ways injurious 
to Mr. Lsibnitz.’ Leibnitz did not publicly 
reply. His reasons for this were given later 
in a letter to Conti on 9 April 1716, already 
uoted (ItAPiisorr, History of Fluxions, pp. 

03, 106; Bat,X,. Short Hist, of Math. p. 
366): he would have to refer to old letters, 
and had not kept his papers; he had no 
leisure, being occupied by business of quite 
another character, and so on. He circulated, 
however, a loose sbeet entitled ‘ Charla 
Volans,’containing a letter from an eminent 
mathematician, and his own notes on it. The 
letter attacked Newton, and expressed tho 
opinion that it appeared probable that he had 
formed his calculus after seeing that of 
Leibnitz, and had taken some of its ideas 
from Hooke and Huyghens without acknow¬ 
ledgment. The ominent mathematician was 
Bernoulli (letter of Leibnitz to Count Botli- 
mar des Maizeaux); but he, when pressed to 
explain or justify his charges, solemnly de¬ 
nied that he had written such a letter. The 
controversy still went on. Towards the end 
of 1716 the Abb6 Conti, on receiving a letter 
from Leibnitz (Raphsoit, History of Fluxions, 
p. 97), tried to terminate it, and collated the 
various papers at the Royal Society. Newton 
was persuaded to writB to Conti his views of 
the dispute (ib. p. 100) for transmission to 
Leibnitz, and Conti, in his covering letter to 
Leibnitz, wrote: ‘From all this I infer that, 
if all digressions are out off, the only point 
is whether Sir Isaac Newton had the method 
of fluxions or infinitesimals before you, or 
whether you had it before him. You pub- 


Newton 

lished it first, it is true; but you have owned 
that Sir Isaac Newton had given many hints 
of it in his letters to Mr. Oldenburg and 
others. This iB proved very largely in the 
“ Oommercium” and in the “Extract” of it. 
What answer do you give P This is still 
wanting to the public, in order to form an 
exact judgment of the affair’ (Bhuwbtbb 
Life of Newton, vol. ii. chap, xx.) The 1 Ej! 
tract ’ referred to is a paper which was pub¬ 
lished in the ‘Philosophical Transactions' 
for January 1716, and is entitled ‘An Ac¬ 
count of the Book entituled “ Oommercium 
Epistolicum.” ’ Professor do Morgan ( Phil 
May. June 1862) gave strong reasons for 
believing that Newton was the author, and 
the Portsmouth papers confirm this view. 
Leibnitz's reply was sent to Da Montmort in 
Paris, to be transmitted to Conti, on 9 April 
1716. It is printed in Rnphson’s 'His. 
tory of Fluxions,’ pp. 103-10. Leibniti 
concludes: ‘ Newton Unit sa Lettre en 
m’accusant d’Stre l’aggressour et j’oi com¬ 
mence colle-ci en prouvant le contraire, .., 
Ilya eu du mo senlendu, mais ce n'est pas 
ma faute.’ At the same time Bernoulli wrote 
a second anonymous attack onNewton, which 
he called ‘ Epistola pro eminente Matkema- 
tioo Domino Joanne Bernoillio contra 
quemdam ex Anglia antagouistam scripts;' 
this was published, with alterations, by 
Leibnitz in the ‘ Acta ’ for July 1716. Keill 
replied in a letter to Bernoulli, which he 
closed with the words, ‘ Si pergis dicere qn® 
vis, audios quro non vis.’ Leibnitz died on 
14 Nov, 1718. Newton shortly afterwards 
published a reply which had boen in circu¬ 
lation for some time—it was written in May 
—to Leibnitz's lotler of 9 April (see Rahi- 
sosr, History of Fluxions, p. 111). Soon after¬ 
wards the Abb6 Varignon reconciled New¬ 
ton and Bernoulli. A fresh edition of the 
‘ Oommorcium ’ was published in 1726, with 
the review or extract already mentioned and 
notes. The notes, liko tho review, were by 
Newton. 

Newton in 1724 modified in the third 
edition of the ‘ Prineipia' the scholium re¬ 
lating to fluxions, in which Leibnitz had bora 
mentioned by name. Leibnitz and his friends 
had always held this soholium to he en 
acknowledgment of his claim to originality. 
Thus Biot says that ‘ Newton eternalised 
that right by recognising it in the “Prineipia" 
. . . while in the third edition he had the 
weakness to leave out . . . the famous 
scholium in which heliad admitted the rights 
of his rival.’ But this was not Newton’s in¬ 
terpretation of tho scholium; lie regarded it, 
as Brewster says, as a statement of the 
simple foot that Leibnitz communicated to 
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him a method which was nearly the same as 
his own, and in his reply to Leibnitz’s latter 
of 9 April 1716 (Raphsoit, History of 
Fluxions, p. 122) we find Newton saying, 

• And ns for the Scholium . . . which is so 
much wrested against me, it was written, 
not to give away that lemma to Mr. Loib- 
nitz, but, on the contrary, to assert it to my¬ 
self.’ And again (p. 116), writing of the same 
scholium, he says : 1 1 there represent that I 
sent notice of my method to Mr. Leibnitz 
before he sent notice of his method to me, 
and left him to make it appear that he had 
found hie method before the date of my 
letter,’ while in an unpublished manuscript, 
entitled ‘ A Supplement to the Remarks,’ 
part of which is quoted by Brewster (Life 
of Newton, vol. ii. chap, xiv.), Newton ex¬ 
plains that Leibnitz's silenco in 1684 as to 
nrho was the author of the ‘ methodus 
similis’ mentioned by him in his first paper 
on the calculus put on Newton himself 1 a 
necessity of writing the scholium , . . lest it 
should be thought that I borrowed that 
lemma from Mr. Leibnitz.’ In the Ports¬ 
mouth papers there are various suggested 
forms for the new scholium (ib. vol. ii. 
chap, xiv.) In the end all reference to 
Leibnitz was omitted, and the scholium 
only contains a paragraph from the letter 
to Collins of 10 Deo. 1072, explaining that 
the method of tangents was a particular 
case or corollary of a general method of 
solving geometrical and mechanical pro¬ 
blems. 

The main facte of this controversy esta¬ 
blish without any doubt that Newton's in¬ 
vention of fluxions was entirely his own. It 
is not so easy to decide how much Leibnitz 
owed to Newton. 

Oldenburg clearly sent to Leibnitz on 
26 July 1670, along with Newton's letter of 
the preceding 13 June giving a brief account 
of his method, a collection made by Collins 
from the writings of James Gregory, and a 
copy of part of a letter from Newton to Col¬ 
lins, dated 10 Dec, 1672, 1 in qua Newtonus 
se Methodum generalem habere dioit ducendi 
Tangcntes, quadrandi curvilineas et similia 
peragendi. The ‘ Commercium Epistolicum ’ 
and Newton himself assumed that the com- 
lete letter of 1672 was forwarded. It" is, 
owever, praotically certain that the whole 
was not sent. The example of the method 
given bv Newton was omitted. In Leib¬ 
nitz’s ‘ Mathematical Works,’ published at 
Berlin in 1849, there are printed from manu¬ 
scripts left by him the papers said to have 
been received by him from Oldenburg in 
1676, In these, as in a draft by Collins 
known as the ‘Abridgement,’preserved at the 


Royal Society (MSS. vol. lxxxi.), we find a 
list of problems from Newton’s letter of 
10 Dec. 1672, but not the example of the 
method of drawing a tangent which formed 
the second part of the letter. In the second 
edition of the ‘ Commercium’ (p. 128), it is 
stated that a much larger ‘ Colleotio ’ made 
by Collins, and also preserved at the Royal 
Society (MSS. vol, lxxxi.), was Bent to 
Leibnitz, hut there is no evidence of this, 
and it is almost certainly an error (Edi.es- 
ton, Cotes Corr. n. 36). 

The papers in their possession bearing on 
the subject were in 1880 examined for the 
Royal Society by Mr. Rix, clerk of the so¬ 
ciety. They tend to prove that Leibnitz did 
not get that full information about Newton’s 
method which Newton believed him to have 
derived from the letter of 1672. 

But if Leibnitz had not Been the whole of 
that letter, there can he little doubt, espe¬ 
cially after Gerhardt’s discovery of Leibnitz’s 
autograph copy of part of it at Hanover among 
his autograph letters, that Collins had shown 
him in 1676 the no less important manuscript 
‘De Analysi per iEquationea.’ Dealing with 
the matter in the preface to the Portsmouth 
collection, Dr.Luard, Sir G.StokeB, Professor 
Adams, and Professor Liveing express the 
view ‘ that Newton waB right in thinking that 
Leibnitz had been shown his manuscript’ (the 
‘Tract de Analysi ’). Mr. Boll (Short Hist, qf 
Math. p. S66) comes to the same conclusion. 
Dr, Brewster, who wrote before Gerhardt's 
discovery,thought thatNewton and Leibnitz 
borrowed nothing from each other. But it 
is almost certain that Leibnitz owed much 
to Newton, though the form in which he 
presented the calculus is, to quote Mr. Ball 
(Short Hist, of Math. p. 367), ‘ better fitted 
to most of the purposes to which the in¬ 
finitesimal calculus is applied thou that of 
fiuxions.’ 

In the some year (1706) in which the two 
struggles with Flamsteed and Leibnitz re¬ 
spectively began, Newton was knighted by 
Queen Anne on the occasion of her visit to 
Cambridge (16 April), and a month later, 
17 May, he was defeated in the university 
election. The tory candidates were success¬ 
ful with the cry of ‘The ohurch in danger;’ 
it is said they were carried by the votes of 
the non-residents against the wishes of the 
residents (BREWSTEE,L(fe of Newton, ii. 162). 
In 1709 the correspondence relative to the 
second edition of the' Principia’ commenced. 
Dr, Bentley had succeeded in the summer of 
1708 in obtaining a promise to republish the 
work, and it waB arranged that Roger Cotes, 
then a fellow of Trinity College, and the 
first Plumian professor, should edit the book. 
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The correspondence, which lasted till 1718, 
was printed, with notes and a synoptical view 
of Nowton’a life "fay Edleston, in 1860, and is of 
the greatest value to all students of Newton. 
Six letters on the velocity of eflluent water, 
written by Ootes to Newton in 1710-11, are 
not printed by Edleston ( Cotea Corr.), but are 
with the Portsmouth correspondence. The 
edition, was not completed till 1718. New¬ 
ton’s various other duties contributed to cause 
the delay, though his friends were anxious 
to complete the worli more rapidly. Thus 
(Macol. Coil', i. 264,16 March 1712) Saun- 
derson, who succeeded "Whiston as Lucasian 
professor in 1711, wrote: ‘Sir Is. Newton is 
much more intent on his “ Prinoipia ” than 
formerly, and writes almost every post about 
it, so that we aro in great hopes to have it 
out of him in a very little time.’ 

In 1714 Newton was one of Bishop Moore's 
assessors at Bentley’s trial (Moira:, Life of 
Bentley, up. 281-6), and the snmo your ho 
gave evidence before a committee of the 
commons on the different methods of finding 
the longitude at sea (Edlestoit, Cotea Corr. 
lxxvi, n. 167). In 1716 Cotes died (ill. lxxi, n. 
171). Newton is reported to have said on 
hearing of his death, * If he had lived we 
might have known something.’ 

In 1717 and 1718 Newton presented re¬ 
ports to parliament on the state of the coin¬ 
age. In 1724 he was engaged in preparing 
the third edition of the ‘ Principia,’ which ap¬ 
peared, under the editorship of Pemberton, 
in 1726. He was laid up with inflammation 
of the lungs and gout in 1726, hut washetter 
after this for some time. Howover, he over¬ 
taxed his strength hy presiding at a meeting 
of the Royal Society on 2 March 1727, ana 
from this he never recovered. He died at 
Kensington on 20 Maroli, in the oighty-flfth 
year of his age. 

Hie body lay in state in the Jerusalem 
Chamber, and was buried in Westminster 
Abbey on 28 March 1727. A conspicuous 
monument, bearing a Latin inscription, was 
erected to hie memory in the abbey in 1781. 
He was succeeded as master of tho mint by 
his nephew hy marriage, John Oouduitt [q. v.] 
Thofamily estate atW oolethorpe went to John 
Newton, the heir-at-law, the great-grandson 
of Sir Isaao's unole. 

During the time of Ms residence in Lon¬ 
don Newton lived first in Jermyn Stroot, 
then for a short time at Chelsea, and after¬ 
wards in Haydon Square, Minories, in a 
house pulled down in 1862. From 1710 
until 1727 in a large plain-built briolt house 
(to which he addod a small observatory) 
next Orange Street chapel in St. Martin’s 
Street, Leicester Square. A Society of Arts 


tablot 1ms been placed upon the front of the 
house. 

At the time of his death there were living 
three children of his stepbrother, Beniamin 
Smith; three children of hie stepsister, Marie 
Pillcington; and two daughters of his step, 
sister, Hannah Barton. These eight grand- 
children of his mother became the heirs of his 

personalproperty,which amounted to82,0001. 

and they erected the monument in Westmin¬ 
ster Abbey at a cost of 600 1. His stepniece 
and heiress, Catherine Barton, married in 1717 
John Oonduitt, and her daughter married 
John Wallop, viscount Lymington, eldest 
son of John Wallop, first earl of Portsmouth; 
she was thus mother of John Wallop, second 
earl of Portsmouth. Through this marriage 
a number of Newton’s manuscripts passed 
into the hands of the Earls of Portsmouth 
at Iluratbourne, and tho scientific portion of 
them was presented to the univorBity of Cam¬ 
bridge by the fifth Earl of Portsmouth in 
1888 ; the rest remain at Hurstbourae. A. 
full catalogue of the mathematical papers by 
Professors Adams and Stokes was published 
in 1888 (‘ A Catalogue of the Newton MSS,,’ 
Portsmouth collection). 

Professor Adams points out that the manu¬ 
scripts show that Newton carried his astro¬ 
nomical investigations far further than La¬ 
place supposed. Many theological and his¬ 
torical manuscripts which are in the Ports¬ 
mouth collection are of no great value; soma 
on chemistry and alchemy are of 1 very little 
interest in thomselves.’ Newton left notes 
of chemical experiments made between 1678 
and 1690. The most interesting relate to 
alloys. 

Some of the papers left by Newton at his 
death dealing with theological and chrono¬ 
logical subjects were afterwards published 
(Beiiwstiir, Life ofNewton; vol, ii. chap, xxiii.) 
Leibnitz in 1710 had attacked Newtons philo¬ 
sophy, and in a letter written to tho Princess of 
Wales in 1716 ho made a number of charges 
against the religious viows of tho English. 
George I heard of the attack, nnd expressed 
a wish that Newton should reply, and lie wae 
thus brought into contact with tho princess; 
in the course of conversation with her, he 
mentioned a system of anoiont chronology 
composed by him when in Cambridge, and 
shortly afterwards gave her a copy. The 
Abb6 Oonti, undor a strict promise of secresy, 
was allowed to take a copy of it. On his 
return to France Oonti violated his promise 
and gave it to Frerets, who wrote a refuta¬ 
tion and thon had it published without 
Newton’s permission. Newton had neglected 
to answer two letters on the subject. The 
work was printed in 1726, andled to various 
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discussions, in consequence of which Newton 
consented to prepare liis complete work for the 
press. He dred m 1727, however, before the 
preparation was complete, and the book was 
issued by Pemberton in 1728 under the titlo 
of ‘ The Chronology of Ancient Kingdoms 
Amended.’ The book contains an attempt 
to determine the dates of ancient events 
from astronomical considerations. Itspositive 
results are not of great importance, chiefly 
because Newton was not in a position to 
distinguish between mythical and historical 
events. Thus great attention is paid to the 
date of the Argonautic expedition. Newton, 
however, indicates the manner in which 
astronomy might be used to verify tbe views on 
the chronological points derived in the main 
from Ptolemy, which were held in his time, 
These views have since that date been proved, 
by the Babylonish and Egyptian Tecords, to 
be on the whole correct. Another chrono¬ 
logical work is entitled * Considerations 
about rectifying tbe Julian Calendar.’ 

Newton’s theological writings were begun 
at an early period of his life. An account of 
them will be found in Brewster’s ‘Life,’vol. ii. 
chap. xxiv. Some of them passed from Lady 
Lymington to her executor, and thence into 
the hands of the Eev. J. Ekins, rector of Little 
Sampford, Essex. Newton was known pre¬ 
vious to 1092as an ‘ oxccBent Divine' (JPryme'a 
MSS,), and from 1690 onwards corresponded 
with Locke on questions relating to the inter¬ 
pretation of prophecy and olhor theological 
speculations. M. Biot endeavours to con¬ 
nect some of these writings with the serious 
illness of 1693, hut without much success. 

In 1690 he sent to Locke his 1 Historical 
Account of Two Notable Corruptions of the 
Scriptures,’ dealing with the texts 1 John v. 
7: ‘ For there are three that bear record in 
heaven, the Father, the Sou, and the Holy 
Ghost, and these three arc oneand 
1 Timothy iii. 18: ‘ Great is the mystery of 
godliness, God manifested in tbe flesL’ With 
regard to the first text, Hort {New Testament 
Appcndis, p. 101) states that it is certainly an 
interpolation: ‘ There is no evidence for the 
inserted words in Greek or in any language 
but Latin before cent. xiv. , .. The words 
occur at earliest in the latter part of cent, v.’ 
They appear to have been unknown to 
Jerome, and were omitted by Luther in the 
last edition of bis 1 Bible,’ though they were 
afterwards restored by bis followers, They 
were also omitted by Erasmus in his first two 
editions, but inserted in the edition of 1622, 
They were discussed by Simon in 1089, and 
by Bentley in a publio lecture, 

Newton was of the same opinion as these 
divines, and argued for the omission of the 


words. In the second text, 1 Timothy iii. 
10, Newton maintained that the word Bins 
was a corruption effected by changing 6 , 
which he supposed to be the correct reading, 
into Be, The correct reading is almost cer¬ 
tainly 8 s, not i. Hort says ‘ that there is no 
trace of Beos till the last third of cent, iv.’ 
Newton placed its introduction at a later 
date. 

Newton’s design in writing to Locke was 
that he should take the manuscript to Holland 
and have it translated into French and pub¬ 
lished there. Locke’s contemplated journey 
was put off) and he sent the manuscript, hut 
without Newton’s name, to Le Clerc, who 
undertook to translate and publish it. New¬ 
ton, who was not at once informed that the 
manuscript had been sent, and, knowing that 
Locke had not gone, supposed that the matter 
had been dropped, changed his mind when he 
was told of Le Clerc’s wishes, and stopped 
the publication. Le Clerc deposited the 
manuscript in the library of the Remon¬ 
strants, and a copy was published in an im¬ 
perfect form in 1764. A genuine edition 
appeared in vol. v. of Horsley’s 1 Newtoni 
Opera,’1779-83. It was reprinted in 1830, 
in support of the Socinian system, and the 
views expressed in it have been quoted as 
proving Newton to bo an anti-Trinitarian. 
They can hardly he pressed so far; they are 
rather the strong expression of his hostility 
to the unfair manner m which, in his opinion, 
certain texts had been treated with a view 
to tbe support of the Trinitarian doctrine. 

A third work, first printed in 1733, is 
entitled 1 Observations upon the Prophecies 
of Daniol and the Apocalypse.’ In it an 
interpretation is givon of Daniel’s dreams, 
and the relation of tko Apocalypse to the 
Books of Moses and to the prophecy of 
Daniel is considered. 

A bibliography of Newton’s works, toge¬ 
ther with a list of hooks illustrating his fife 
and works, was published by G. J. Gray in 
1888. This contains 281 entries. A new 
and revised edition, issued in 1908, brings 
the number of entries to 412. The only 
collected edition of his works is that by 
Samuel Horsley (five vols. 4to, 1779-86), 
and this is not cumplete. Some of hiB mathe¬ 
matical works were reprinted by Onstillon at 
Lausanne in 1744. Of the ‘Prmoipia’ threo 
editions appeared in England in Newton’s 
lifetime, the last, edited by Pemberton, being 
published in 1726. Editions wore published 
at Amsterdam in 1714 and 1723. Pember¬ 
ton’s edition was reprinted in facsimile at 
Glasgow by Sir "William Thomson (Lord 
Kelvin) and Professor Blackburns in 1871. 
In 1739-42 Le Sueur and Jacquier’a edition 
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appeared at Geneva, The ‘ Priueipia ’ was 
translated into English by Motte in 1729, 
and a second edition of Motte’s translation, 
revised by W, Davis, was printed in 1803. 
Yorious editions of particular sections have 
appeared. The one chiefly used at Cam¬ 
bridge is that of book i. sections i-iii., by 
Percival Frost, 1864; 4to edition, 1883. 
There are numerous works illustrating and 
commenting on the ‘ Principle,’ Brougham 
and Routh published an ‘Analytical View’ 
in 1866. Dr. Glaisher’s bicentenary ad¬ 
dress {Cambridge Chronicle, 20 April, 1888) 
has been often referred to above, and is 
specially important as containing Professor 
Adams’s view on various points. 

The ‘Optics’ first appeared in English in 
1704, with the two tracts 1 Enumeratio Li- 
nearum tertii Ordinis ’ and 1 Tractatus do Qua¬ 
drature Curvarum.’ It was translated into 
Latin in 1700 by Samuel Clarke. A second 
English edition without the tracts appeared 
in 1718 j a third in 1721; and a fourth, ‘cor¬ 
rected by the author’s own hand, and left 
before his death with the bookseller,' in 1730. 

The ‘ Optical Lectures read in the Publick 
Schools of tho University of Cambridge, 
Anno Domini, 16G9,’ were first printed in 
English in 1728, and in Latin in 1729. Tho 
tract ‘Enumeratio’ closely resembled the 
famous ‘ De Analyei per Alquationes,’ which 
was first published in 1711, and was edited 
by William Jones. Newton's method of 
fluxions appeared in an English translation 
made by John Colson from an unpublished 
Latin manuscript under the title,' Method 
of Fluxions and Infinite Series,’ in 1786 
[cf. IIodobon, James], This was translated 
into French by M. do Buffon in 1740, The 
more important of the works writ ten in con¬ 
nection with the dispute with Leibnitz have 
been already quoted. Biot and Lefort's edi¬ 
tion of the ‘Commercium Epistolicum’ of 
I860 contains additional information. The 
‘Arithmetica Universalis’ first appeared in 
1707, edited by Whislou. 

The personal reminiscences of Newton are 
not very numerous. lie was not above the 
middle size. According to Conduitt, ‘ he had 
a very lively and piercing eye, a oomely and 
gracious aspect, with a fine head of hair as 
white as silver.’ Bishop Atterbury, however, 
does not altogether agree with this. ‘Indeed,’ 
he says, ‘ in tho whole air of his face and 
make there was nothing of that penetrating 
sagncily which appears in his compositions. 
‘He never wore spectacles,’ says Hoarne, 

‘ and novov lost more than one tooth to the 
day of his death.’ In money matters ho was 
very generous and charitable. In manners 
liis appearance was usually untidy and 


slovenly. Tliero are many stories of his ex¬ 
treme absence of mind when occupied with 
his work. In character he was most modest. 
‘ I do not know what I may appear to the 
world’ were his words shortly before his 
death, ‘ but to myself I seem to have been 
only like a boy playing on. the seashore, and 
diverting myself in now and then finding a 
smoother pebble or a prettier shell than ordi¬ 
nary, whilst tiro great ocean of truth lay all 
undiscovered before me ’ (Scencis, Anec¬ 
dotes, quoting Chevalier Ramsay, p. 64 ), 
Bishop Burnet speaks of him as the 1 whitest 
soul ’ he ever knew. At the same time, as 
Loelte points out, he was a little too apt to 
raise in himself suspicions where there was 
no ground for them. In the controversies 
with Hooke, Flamsteed, and Leibnitz, he does 
not appear as a generous opponent; he was 
himself transparently honebt,aud anything in 
an adversary which appeared to him like 
duplieityor unfair dealing aroused his fiercest 
anger. De Morgan, who lias taken aseverer 
view of his actions in these controversies 
than his other biographers, says that ‘it is 
enough that Newton is the greatest philo. 
sopher, and ono of the best of men: we can¬ 
not find in his character an acquired failing. 
All his errors are to be traced to a disposi¬ 
tion which seems to have been horn with 
him. . . . Admitting them to the fullest ex¬ 
tent, he remains an object of unqualified 
wonder, and all but unqualified respect.’ 

An estimate of bis genius is impossible. 
‘ Slbi gralulentur mortales tale tantumqne 
extitiese Humani generis Dccus’ are the 
words on his monument at Westminster, 
while on Ronbiliao’s statue in Trinity Col¬ 
lege chapel the inscription is ‘ Newton qui 
genus humanum mgenio suporavit.’ All who 
have written of him use words of tho highest 
admiration. On a tttlilol in the room in which 
Newton was horn at Woolsthorpe manor- 
house is inscribed the celebrated epitaph 
written by Pope s 

Nature and Nature’s laus lay hid in night: 

God said, ‘Lot Newton be,’ and all was light. 

Laplace speaks of the causes ‘ which will 
always assure to tho “Principia” a pre-emi¬ 
nence above all the othor productions of the 
hum an intellect.’ Vollaire, who was present 
at Newton’s funeral, and was profoundly im¬ 
pressed by the j ust honours paid to his me¬ 
mory by' the chief men of the nation,’ always 
spoke of the philosopher with reverence—‘if 
all the geniuses of the universe assembled, 
he should lead the band’ (Maktin Siibb- 
iooe, Letters from an English Traveller, 
1802, i, 98-108). * In Isaac Newt on,’ wrote 
Macaulay in his ‘History’ (i. 196), ‘two 
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kinds of intellectual power which have little 
in common, and which are not often found 
together in a very high degree of vigour, but 
which are nevertheless equally necessary in 
the most sublime departm ent of phj sics, were 
united as they have never been united before 
or since. . . . In no other mind have the de¬ 
monstrative faculty and the inductive faculty 
co-existed in such supreme excellence and 
perfect harmony.’ 

Among the portraits of Newton the chief 
are: In the possession of Lord Portsmouth, 
Hurstbourne Priors, not damaged at the 
fire in 1891, (1) in the hall, head signed 
Gr. Kneller, 1689; (2) in the billiard-room, 
head by Kneller, 1702 ; (3) in the library, 
head by Thornhill. In the possession of 
Lord Leconfleld, Petworth House, (4) head 
by Kneller. In the possession of the Royal 
Society, (6) in the meeting-room, over the 
president’s chair, portrait by Jervas, given 
in 1717 by Newton ; (6) in the library, por¬ 
trait by Vanderbank, 1726, given by Vig¬ 
nettes in 1841; (7) portrait by Vanderbank, 
given by M. Follies, P.R.S. In the pos¬ 
session of Trinity College, Cambridge, (a) in 
the drawing-room of the lodge, portrait by 
Thornhill, 1710, given by Bentley j (9) in the 
drawing-room of the lodge, portrait given by 
Sam Knight in 1762; (10) in the dining-room 
of the lodge, head by Enoch Seaman, given 
by Thomas Hollis; (11) in the college hall, 
full-length portrait by Hitts, 1736, given by 
R. Gale, probably taken from Thornhill’s pic¬ 
ture, No. 8; (12) in the large combination- 
room, portrait given in 1813 by Mrs. King of 
Reading, whose grandmother was Newton's 
niece; (18) in the small combination-room, 
portrait by Vanderbank, 1726(F), given by 
R. Smith, 1760; (14) in library, portrait by 
Vanderbank (taken at the age of eighty-three, 
after the publication of the third edition of 
the ‘Principia’), purchased by Trinity Col¬ 
lege in 1860. In the Pepys collection there 
is a drawing, probably from Kneller’s por¬ 
trait (No. 1). 

Many of the above have been engraved. The 
engraving which is best known is one of No. 4 
by J. Smith in 1712. This was done again by 
Simon 1712, Faber, Esplen 1743, and Fry. 
The engraving from the picture in the Pepys 
collection is also well known. The Vander¬ 
bank portrait of 1726was engraved by Vertue 
in 1726, A. Smith, and Faber. There is a 
mezzotint by MacArdell, 1760, of Enoch 
Seaman’s picture, and on engraving by T.O. 
Barlow of the Kneller picture of 1689 (No. 1 
above). 

A very beautiful statue by Roubiliac was 
given to Trinity College by the master, Dr. 
Robert Smith, in 1760, and is now in the 


ante-chapel, Wordsworth in his ’ Prelude ’ 
(bk. iii.) detected in Newton’s 1 silent face,’ 
as depicted in this work of art, 

The marble index of a mind for ever 
Voyaging through strange seas of Thought, 

alone. 

There is also a bust by Roubiliac, 1761, in 
Trinity College Library, and a east of Now- 
ton’s face, takeiij in the opinion of competent 
judges, during life. The Royal Society and 
Trinity College possess other interesting 
relics. Copies of the bust exist at Bowooa 
Park, and elsewhere. 

[The most complete life of Newton is that 
by Sir D. Brewster, Memoirs of the Life, 
Writings, and Discoveries of Sir Isaac Newton, 
1S65; 2nd ed. 1860. Materials for a life col¬ 
lected. by Conduilt are among the Portsmouth 
MSS. By far the most valuable collection of 
facts relating to him ie the Synoptical View of 
Newton's Life contained in Newton's correspon¬ 
dence with Cotes, edited by Edlebton in 1860. 
Shorter notices have been published by Biot, 
Biographic Universelle, translated in the Li¬ 
brary of Useful Knowledge, 1820, and by De 
Morgan, Knight'B Portrait Gallery, 1840. Aa 
Eloge do M. le Chevalier Newton wae written 
by Fontenollo in 1728, partly from materials 
collected by Conduitt. This and the account 
given in Tumor's collection for the History of 
the Town and Soke of Grantham, 1806, are based 
on a sketch drawn up by Conduitt soon after 
Newton's d enLh. Pemberton’s View of Sir Isaac 
Newton's Philosophy, 4to, 172B, is interesting as 
being the account of a near friend, and Rigand's 
Historical Essay on the first publication of Sir 
I, Newton'B Principia abounds with important 
and accurate information. Maclaurin’s Account 
of Sir I. Newton's Philosophical Discoveries, 
1775. should bo mentioned. Hall’s Short History 
of Mathematics, Cambridge, 1893, contains a valu¬ 
able account of Newton’s mathematical writings; 
Bill's Essay on Newton’s Principia, Cambridge, 
1803, gives a full account of the writing of the 
Principia, and contains letters not previously 
printod. Important collections of letters are to be 
found in Raphson's History of Fluxions, 1716; 
Rigaud's Gcrrcsp. of Scientific Men, jepr. from 
originals in possession of the Earl of Macclesfield, 
Oxford 1841 ; Leibnitz’s Math. Sohriiten, Berlin, 
1849; Buily’sLife ofFlumsteed,London, 1886; Des 
Maizvaux' Recueil do diverses pieces snr lnPhi- 
losophie,&c.,Amsterdam,1720(2ndod.l740); and 
Birch'sHist.ofRoyalSociety,1760; (Spence's An eo- 
dotes, 1820; Stukeley's Memoirs (Surtees Soc,); 
No tea and Queries, 8th ser. vi. 884.] It. T. G. 

NEWTON, JAMES (1664 P-1760), bot¬ 
anist, was born probabiyat Leeds about 1664, 
According to Ralph Thoreeby he was appren¬ 
ticed to a whitesmith at Leeds, He afterwards 
graduated M.D., and subsequently, accord¬ 
ing to Noble, kept a private lunatic asylum 
near Islington turnpike (Biogr, Hist, of Eng- 
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land, iii 280), Ila atudie 1 botany to divert 
his attention in some measure from the sad 
objects uudor his care. lie died at his asy¬ 
lum 6 Nov. 1750 (Gent. Mag, 1750, p. 625). 

Newton's only separate published work 
was a posthumous herbal, the lull title of 
which is ‘A Compleat Ilerbal of the late 
James Newton, M.D., containing the Prints 
and the English Names of several thousand 
Trees, Plants, Shrubs, Flowers, Exotics, &c. 
All curiously engraved on Copper Plates,’ 
London, 1762, 8vo. This work contains an 
engraved portrait, inscribed ' James Newton, 
M.D., yEtatis Sure 78,’ a dedication to Earl 
Harcourt by ‘ James Newton, Hector of Newn- 
ham in Oxfordshire,’ apparently the author’s 
son, and a preface, seemingly by the same. 
The preface states that ‘This Herbal was 
begun by James Newton, M.D., about 1080,’ 
and was ‘the work of his younger days.’ ‘In 
his more mature and knowing years’ the 
author entered ‘ upon his other “ Universal 
and Compleat History of Plants, with their 
loons.” ’ ‘ As his first Herbal,’ tlie preface 
continues, ‘ beginB with Crass, tho other be¬ 
gins with Apples j and had lie lived a fow 
months longer he might have published it 
compleat and entire; for at his death he had 
printed his “ First Book of Apples ’’ and Part 
of tho Second Book, hut dying suddenly, 
this valuable Work has lain by till now of 
late.’ There is no text of the body of the 
work, but there are an alphabetical table of 
authors cited, 170 pages of engra'v iugs, ten 
to twenty on a page, with English names, 
and an English index. In the table of authors 
it is mentioned that John Oomelinus of Am¬ 
sterdam gave tho author specimens of rare 
plants from the Pliysick Garden at Amster¬ 
dam for his liortus siccus; that J ames Suther¬ 
land of Edinburgh accompanied tho author 
in searching after plants thereabouts j and 
that Jblm Hay was his ‘ good friend.’ Doburt’s 
continuation of Morisou’s ‘Plantanun Ilis- 
toria’ (1086) is cited, as well as the second 
volume of Ray’s ‘ Historia ’ (1088), but not 
tho third (1704). Subsequent editions, of 
which the sixth is dated 1802, only differ in 
their title-pages. 

In the Banksian library in the British 
Museum is a copy of another work by New¬ 
ton, with no title-page, lettered ‘Enchiridion 
Universale Planlarum,’ which contains the 
same table of authors as the ‘ Ilerbal,’ forty 
pages of text, and fifteen plates. At the be¬ 
ginning this work is stated to be ‘ In Three 
General Parts. The First treating of Trees 
and Shrubs. The Second of Perfect Herbs. 
The Third of Imperfect Kinds; ’ but tlve 
text only includes ‘ Liber I. Do Arboribus 
Pomifens,’ and the first two plates represent 


nearly forty kinds of apples; so that thish 
clearly the beginning ol the author’s second 
herbal. 

Dillenius, when, in his edition of Hay’s 
‘Synopsis’ (1724), acknowledging obserra- 
tions by Newton, speaks of him as dead- 

probably an error arising from Newton’s am 

and long retirement from known botanical 
work. There is one paper by him in the 
‘Philosophical Transactions’ (xx. 208), ‘On 
the Effects of Papaver coraiculatum lutsnm 
eaten in mistake for Eryngo.’ The Sloane 
Herbarium contains specimens collected by 
him in Scotland, Middlesex, Kout, Dorset 
Somerset, Cornwall, Wales, and Westmore¬ 
land ; and Plulrenet speaks of him as 
‘Stirpium Brilonnicarum explorator inde- 
fessus.’ 

[Britton and Boulger’s Biographical Index of 
. . . BoUnibts, 1803; Trimon and Dyer’a l'lore 
of Middleton, I860, p. 389 ; and tho works oi 
Newton above quoted,] (J, S. p, 

NEWTON, JOHN, D.D. (1622-1678), 
mathematician and astronomer, was horn at 
Ouudle, Northamptonshire, in 1022. His 
father, Humphrey Newton, was the second 
son of John Nowton of Axmouth in Devon¬ 
shire. Ho became commoner of St, Edmund 
Hall, Oxford, in 1687, and graduated B.A. in 
1641 and M.A. in 1642, the king and oourt 
being then at Oxford. lie romained loyal to 
the king during the protoctorato, and sup¬ 
ported lumBclf by his eminent skill in mathe¬ 
matics and astronomy. At tho Restoration 
he obtained tho degree of D.D., and was in 
1001 mado king’s chaplain and rector of Boss 
in Herefordshire, wliero ho died on 26 Dec. 
1078. Ho was appointed canon of Hereford 
in 1678, and held the roctory of Upminster 
in Essex from 1002. Two sons, Thomas and 
John, matriculated from St. Mary llall, Ox¬ 
ford, respectively hi J GOO and 1678, Newton 
is described by Wood (Alkane Oxon.) as 
‘ learned, hut capricious and humorous.’ He 
wus_ the author of several works on arith¬ 
metic and astronomy, designed to facilitate 
the use of decimal notation and logarithmic 
methods, He was also an advocate of educa¬ 
tional reform In grammar schools; he pro¬ 
tested against the narrowness of the system 
which taught Latin and nothing else to boys 
ignorant ol their mother tongue; and com¬ 
plained that hardly any grammar-sohool 
masters were competont to teach arithmetic, 
geometry, and astronomy. With the object 
of supplying the means of teaching a wider 
and more practical curriculum, ho wrote 
school-books on these subjects, and also on 
logic and rhetoric. 

The following is a list of his works in 
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chronological order; they are all in English: in the Mediterranean trade. His mother, 
1. ‘Institutio Mathematical Decimal tables ■who gave him some religious training, died 
of natural sines, tangents, and secants, and of consumption 11 July 1732. Thereupon 
of logarithms ; solution of plane and sphe- his father married again, and the child was 
rical triangles; with applications to astro- sent to school at Stratford, Essex, where 
nomy,dialling, and navigation, 1654, 2.‘As- he learned some Latin. When ho was eleven 
tronomia Britannica,’ so called because de- (1736) he weut to sea with his father, and 
cimals are used and the calculations are made six voyages with him before 1742. In 
made for the meridian of London, In two that year the elder Newton retired from the 
boohs, dedicated to the Earl of Warwick, service,and subsequently becominggovernor 
who was an admiral of the fleet, 1057. of York Fort, under the Hudson’s Bay Com- 
Tliis and the foregoing work were printed panv, was drowned there in 1761. Mean- 
by William Leyboum [q.v.] S.‘Help to while the son, after returning from a voyage 
Calculation,’1667. 4. ‘ Sixteenpence in the to Venice about 1743, was impressed on 
Pound,’an interest table, 1667. 6. ‘Tri- board H.M.S. Harwich, and, although made 

gonometria Britannica,' in two books, one a midshipman through his father’s influence, 
of them from the Latin of Henry Gelli- he soon deserted. When recaptured ha was 
brand, 1668. 6. ‘ Chiliades centum Loga- degraded to the rank of a common seaman 

rithmorum,’ 1059. 7. ‘ Geometrical Trigo- (1746), and at Ms own request exchanged 
nometry,’ 1659. 8. ‘Mathematical Ele- off Madeira into a slaver, which took him to 

ments,' three parts, 1660. 9. 1 A Perpetual the coast of Sierra Leone. Ho became sub- 
Diary or Almanac,’ 1662. 10. ‘ Description sequentlv servant to a slave-trader on one 
of Use ofOarpenter’s Rule,’1697. 11. ‘Epbe- of the Plantane islands, and suffered brutal 
merides of Interest and Hate of Monoy at persecution. By another master he was 
6 per cent.’ 1667. 12. ‘ Ohiliades centum treated more humanely, and was given some 
Logarithmorum et Tabula partium Proper- share in the business. Early in 1748 he was 
tionalium,’ 1667. 13. ‘The Scale of Inie- rescued at a place called Kittam by the cap- 
rest: or the Use of Decimal Eractions and tain of a vessel whom his father had asked 
Table of Logarithms,’ composed end pub- to look out for him. 

lished for the use of an English mathemati- During his wandering life he had lost all 
cal and grammar school to be set up at Boss sense of religion, and afterwards accused 
in Herefordshire, 1668. This book contains himself of degrading debauchery. But the 
two dedications, one to tho Archbishop of dangers of the homeward voyagB, when New- 
Canterbury and the Bishops of London and ton was set to steer the sMp through a storm, 
Hereford, the other to Lord Scudamore and suddenly awakened in Mm strong religious 
other property owners about Ross. His feeling, To the end of Ms days he kept the 
views on grammar-school education are as- anniversary of Ms ‘ conversion,’ 10 (21st 
pounded in a preface of tMrty-six pages. N.S.) March 1748, as a day of humiliation 
14. ‘School Pastime for Young Children, 1 and thanksgiving for his ‘ great deliverance.' 
dedicated to Tliomae Eoley, 1609, contains On settling again in England, lie was offered 
a preface of eighteen pages on the education by a Liverpool friend of bis father, Mr. 
of infants. 16. ‘Art of Practical Gauging,’ Manesty, the command of one of his slave 
1069. 16. ‘Introduction to the Art of vessels. He preferred, however, to go as 

Logic,’1671, dedicated to nenrv Milberne. mate first (1748-9). On 12 Eeb. 1750 he was 
17. ' Introduction to the Art of Rhetorio,’ married at Chatham to Mary Catlett, the 
1671. 18. ‘ The Art of Natural Arithmetic,’ daughter of a distant relative, with whom 
1071. 19, 1 The English Academy, or a brief he had been in love since 1742, when he was 
Introduction to the Seven Liberal Arts,' only seventeen, and the girl no more than 

1677. 20. * Introduction to Geography,’ fourteen, Three voyages followed Ms mar- 

1678. 21. ‘Cosmography,’1679. 22. ‘In- rioge, but in 1764, owing to ill-health, he 

troduction to Astronomy.' relinquished Ms connection with the sea. 

A portrait of Newton is prefixed to his During his adventurous career as a sailor he 
‘Mathematical Elements.’ succeeded in educating himself. Even while 

[Works; Wood's Athens Oxon. sd. Bliss, iii. in Africa he had mastered the first six books 
1180; Granger's Biog. Hist. 1779, iii. 297; of Euclid, drawing the figures on the eand. 
Chalmers’s Biog, Diet.] O. P. Subsequently he taught Mmself Latin, read¬ 

ing Virgil, Terence, Livy, and Erasmus, and 
NEWTON, JOHN (1726-1807), divine learning Horace bv heart. At the same time 
and friend of the poet Cowper, born in Lon- he studied the Bible with increasing devo- 
don on 24 July 1726 (O.S.), was son of a tion; and adopted, under the instruction of 
commander in the merchant service engaged a friend at St. Kitts (Captain Olunie), Cal- 
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vinistic views of theology. Although a 
captain of slave-ships, he repressed swearing 
and profligacy, and read the Liturgy twice 
on Sunday with the crew. 

From 1766 to 1760 Newton held, on the 
recommendation of Manesty, the post of sur¬ 
veyor of the tides at Liverpool. Shortly 
after his settlement there, Whitefield, whom 
he had already met in London, arrived in 
Liverpool. Newton became his enthusiastic 
disciple, and gained the nickname of‘vonng 
'Whitefield.’ At a later period Wesley 
visited the town, and Newton laid the foun¬ 
dation of a lasting friendship with him; 
while he obtained introductions to Grim- 
shaw at Haworth, Venn at Huddersfield, 
Berridge at Everton, and Romaine in Lon¬ 
don. Still eagerly pursuing his studies, he 
taught him«elfGreek, aud gamed some know¬ 
ledge of Hebrew and Syriac, ne soon re¬ 
solved to undertake some ministerial work; 
hut he was undecided whether to become 
an independent minister or a clergyman of 
the church of England. In December 1768 
he applied for holy orders to the Archbishop 
of York, on a title in Yorkshire, hut received 
through tho archbishop’s secretary 1 the softest 
refusal imaginable.’ In 1760 he wasfor throe 
months in charge of an independent congre- 

g ilian at Warwick. In 1763 he was brought 
y Dr. Ilawcis, rector of AldwinHe, to the 
notice of Lord Dartmouth, the young evan¬ 
gelical nobleman; and on 29 April 1764 was 
ordained deacon, and on 17 June priest. HiB 
earliest charge was the curacy of Obey, 
Buckinghamshire, in Lord Dartmouth's pa¬ 
tronage. In the same year he published an 
account of his life at sea and of his religious 
experiences, called ‘The Authentic Narra¬ 
tive.’ It reached a second edition within the 
year, and still holds a high place in the his¬ 
tory of the evangelical movement. 

Olney was a small market town occupied 
in the manufacture of straw plait and pillow 
lace, with a large poor population, Moses 
Browno [q. v.] was the vicar, but had recently 
ceased to reside, on his appointment to the 
chaplaincy of Morden College, Blackheath. 
Newton's stipend, which was only 602, a 
ear, was soon supplemented by the muni- 
oence of John Thornton the evangelical 
merchant, to whom he had sent a copy 
of 'The Authentic Narrative,’ Thornton 
allowed him 2002. a year, enjoining him to 
keep ‘ open house ’ for those' worthy of enter¬ 
tainment ; ’ to 1 help the poor,’ and to draw on 
him for what he required further. Newton 
faithfully discharged the trust. The church 
became so crowded that a gallery was added. 
Prayer-meetings, at which lus parishioners 
and his friends among the neighbouring dis¬ 


senting ministers took part with him in l el j, 
ing the prayers, were held in the large ro OB j 
at Lord Dartmouth's old mansion, the Ghent 
House. Newton preached incessantly not 
only in Olney, hut in cottages and houisof 
friends far and near. 

In October 1707 the poet Cowper and 
Mrs. Unwin settled at Olney, Their house 
at Orchard Side was only separated from the 
vicarage by a paddock. Cowper at onca idea- 
tified himself with the religious life of the 
village. He joined Newton in all religion 
services, in his preaching tours, and in his 
visits to the sick and dying. But in 1772-3 
Oowper’s religious madneBS returned, and he 
made a renewed attempt at suicide [see 
Gown®, William], Cowper’s mania ulti¬ 
mately took a Oalvinistic tone; but it ismon 
reasonable to attribute this fact to the fierce 
Oalvinistic controversy which raged at the 
time in the religious world than to the in¬ 
fluence of Newton, whose Calvinism was 
always moderate, and a latent rather Lhnn a 
conspicuous force. The extreme tension and 
emotional excitement of the life at Olney 
under Newton’s guidance muBt, however, 
have been very dangerous to Cowper, Still 
more dangerous was the spirit of desolation 
and self-accusation which pervades all New¬ 
ton’s writings, and which is directly reflected 
in the hymns and letters written by Cowper 
while at Olney. Newton regarded spiritual 
conflict as the normal type of God’s dealing 
with the awakened soul (see Omiobok, let¬ 
ters, letter xi), and hence was blind to the 
disastrous physical effects of Cowper's delu¬ 
sion. _ He throughout treated him with 
exquisite tenderness. For thirteen months 
Cowper and Mrs. Unwin lived with him at 
the vicarage, To the end of his life ho had 
the deepest affection for Oowper, and they 
never ceased to correspond together. Two 
temporary broaches in llieir friendship-on 
the publication of the ‘ Task’ and on Cowper's 
removal to Weston—were due to Newton's 
puritanical objections to every form of secular 
amusement, and to any sort of toleration 
for Roman Catholicism—sentiments which 
Cowper only imperfectly shared. TIis letters 
had always the affectionate aim of removing 
Cowper’s delusion as to lbs divine reproba¬ 
tion, but they generally deepened his gloom. 
They were, however, not alwayB sombre, 
Newton, like Cowper, was capable at times of 
an easy, natural, and even playful epistolary 
style (see especially Sotrnmi, LifeofCoumr, 
iv, 111), and sought to amuso Oowper by a 
display of a shrewd and quaint humour (see 
Bull, Life of John Newton, p. 260; ct 
Oveetoh, EvangiUoalRevival, p. 74; Cecil, 
Anecdotes ; Nbwtojv, Letters to Lull sj 
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NewportPagnell ; Campbell, Conversational 
Remarks of John Newton). Jay of Bath, 
credited Newton with ‘the drollest fetches 
of humour.’ 

During his residence at Olney Newton 
published a volume of ‘Olney Sermons' 
(1787); a ‘Review of Ecclesiastical History,’ 
which suggested to Joseph and Isaac Milner 
the idea of their large ‘History’ (1770) ; and 
‘Omicron’s Letters’ (1774), which had ap¬ 
peared in the ‘ Gospel Magazine ’ under that 
signature. Other letters under the signature 
of ‘ Vigil’ were added to the edition of 1786, 
Finally, in 1779 was issued the ‘Olney 
Hymn9,’ which had great and lasting popu¬ 
larity. The hook contained sixty-eight pieces 
bv Cowper, and 280 by Newton, including 
1 How sweet the name of Jesus sounds 1 ’ The 
contrast between the two writers’ contribu¬ 
tions is nob great, but such hymns as exhibit 
anvreal flasho fpoetic genius may generally be 
safely assigned to Oowper. Only about twenty 
of the hymns remain in general use. One of 
the finest by Newton is * Glorious things of 
Thee are spoken,’ and it is the only really 
jubilant hymn in the book (see JULIAN 1 , Diet, 
of Hijmnalogy). The last years at Olney had 
their discouragements. The prayer meetings 
had led to much party spirit, sell-conceit, and 
antinomianism. Newton’s zealous attempts 
to check some dangerous orgies on 6 Nov. 
so infuriated the rabble that he had to givo 
them money in order to protect his house 
from violence. Consequently, in January 
1780, he accepted the offer made by John 
Thornton of the benefice of St. Mary Wool- 
noth with St. Mary Woolchurok, Lombard 
Street. 

When Newton came to London, Romaine 
was the only other evangelical incumbent 
there. His church accordingly was soon 
crowded by strangers, and to the end of his 
life his congregation was very large. The 
bulk of his preaching was extempore, and 
both Venn and Cecil testify to his scant pre- 
aration. His utteranoe was not clear, and 
is gestures were uncouth. But his marked 
personality and history, his quaint illustra¬ 
tions, his intense conviction of sin, and his 
direct address to men’s perplexities, tempta¬ 
tions, and troubles, sent his words home. His 
printed sermons have no literary value. In 
1781 he published his most considerable 
work, ‘ Oardiphonia,’ a selection from his re¬ 
ligious correspondence. The easy and natu¬ 
ral style of the book, the sincerity, fervour, 
and almost womanly tenderness of the 
writer, and the vivid presentation of evan¬ 
gelical truths, gave it an immediate popu¬ 
larity, and it opened to Newton, his most 
distinctive office in the evangelical revi- 
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val—that of a writer of spiritual letters. 
Numbers of these have been published since 
his death. He said that his letters would 
fill many folios, and that ‘ it was the Lord’s 
will that he should do most by them.’ Among 
the persons whom at various times he aided 
by his personal counsel are Thomas Scott, 
the biblical commentator, whom he con¬ 
verted, after much debate, from Bociniamsm; 
William Wilberforce at the crisis of his 
conversion (1786); Richard Cecil [q.v.], his 
biographer; Claudius Buchanan [q.v.], the 
eminent Indian chaplain, who was converted 
by a sermon at St. Mary Woolnoth; young 1 
Jay, the eloquent minister at Bath, who has 
left a graphic account of Newton’s breakfast 
parties; young Charles Simeon, whom he 
visited at Cambridge; and Hannah More, 
with whom he stayed at Cowslip Green. In 
1786, the Handel colebration, which to his 
stern mind seemed a profanation of sacred 
things, drew from him a series of sermons 
on the texts in the oratorio of the ‘ Messiah.’ 
In 1788 he aided "Wilberforce by publishing 
his own experiences of the slave trade—a tem¬ 
perate, restrained, but ghastly recital of facts. 
In 1789 he published ‘ Apologia,’ a strenuous 
defence of hiB adhesion to the church of Eng¬ 
land, and an effective defence of establishment. 
It was called forth apparently by charges of 
inconsistency, grounded on his attendance at 
dissenting chapels, and on his contempt for 
all distinctive tenets outside the evangelical 
creed. On 16 Dec. 1790 he suffered the loss 
of his wife, whom to the end he loved with 
what he feared was on idolatrous love. She 
died of cancer. He had been preparing for 
the blow for months in prayer, and ho had 
strength to preach three times while she lay 
dead in the house, and then her funeral ser¬ 
mon. The anniversaries of her death were 
always seasons for him of solemn medita¬ 
tion, often marked also by very lame but 
touching momorial verses. Just as in the 
‘ Narrative ’ he had expressed the depths of 
his unregenerate crimes, and in the ‘ Cardi- 
phonia’ his regenerate depravity, so now in 
his ‘ Letters to a Wife ’ (2 vols. 1793) he 
unfolded the innermost recesses of his life¬ 
long love. He had no dread of the world’s 
judgment whioh leads most men to shrink 
from uttering their darkest and holiest 
secrets. 

Newton’s house was kept henceforward by 
his niece Eliza, daughter of George Oatlett, 
whom he had adopted as an orphan in 
1774. As his sight gradually failed he de- 

? ended entirely on her devoted care of him. 
n 1802-3, however, she fell into a deep 
melancholy, which necessitated her removal 
to Bedlam. It is said that Newton, old and 
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blind, daily stood under her window in the 
hospital, and asked his guide if ska had 
waved her handkerchief. After her recovery 
she married an optician named Smith in 
1806, hut she remained with her husband 
under Newton’s roof. In 1702 he was pre¬ 
sented with the degree of D.D. by the uni¬ 
versity of New Jersey. He continued to 

E reach till the last year of his life, although 
e was too blind to see his text, and the 
failure of his faculties grew painful. In 1808, 
when Cecil entreated him to give up preach¬ 
ing, he replied, ‘I cannot stop. What I shall 
the old African blasphemer stop while ho 
can speak ? ’ His last sermon, during which 
he had to be reminded of his subjeot, was for 
the sufferers from Trafalgar (1808). He died 
on 21 Dec. 1807, and was buried by tho side 
of his wife in St. Mary Woolnoth. The 
bodies of both were removed to Olney in 
189S, when St. Mary’s church was cleared of 
all human remains. An anonymous poiLrait 
of Newton, dated 1791, is mentioned by Brom¬ 
ley, and a drawing in crayons, by J. .Russell, 
ll.A., is in the possession of the Church 
Missionary Society. 

Newton’s ohiefworks are: 1. ‘An Authen¬ 
tic Narrative of some . .. Particulars in the 
Life of... John Newton,’ 1st ed. 1764; 2nd 
ed. 1781; 3rd ed. 1766; other editions 1776, 
1780,1792. 2. ‘Omicron: Twenty-six Let¬ 
ters on Religious Subjects,’ 1st ed. 1774; 
2nd ed. 177C. 3. ‘ Omicron... to which are 
added fourteen Lett ors... formerly published 
under the signature of Vigil; and three 
fugitive Pieces in verse,’ 1786; other edi¬ 
tions 1793,1798. 4. ‘ Olney Hymns,’ 1st ed. 
1779; 2nd ed. 1781; 3rd ed. 1783: 4th ed. 
1787; other editions 1792, 1796,1797, &o. 
6. ‘ Cordiphonia, or the Utterance of the 
Heart,’ 1st ed. 1781; frequently reprinted. 
Other works: 6. 1 Discourses... ml ended for 
the Pulpit,’ 1760. 7. ‘Sermons, preached 
in the Parish Church of Olney,’ 17G7, 8. ‘A 
Review of Ecclesiastical History,’ 1770. 
9. ‘ Messiah; Fifty.., Discourses on the... 
Scriptural Passages ... of the ,. . Oratorio 
of Handel,’ 1786. 10. ‘ Apologia: Four Let¬ 
ters to a Minister of an Independent Ohuroh,’ 
1789. 11. ‘The Christian Correspondent: 
Letters to Captain Olunie from the Year 
1761 to 1770,’1790. 12. ‘Letters to a Wife,’ 
1793. Posthumous works: 13. ‘Tho Works 
of Rev, John Newton,’ 6 vols. 1808; new 
ed. 12 vols. 1821. 14. ‘The Works of Rev. 
John Newton, 1 vol., with ‘ Memoir,’ by R. 
Cecil,' 1827. 16. ‘ One Hundred and Twenty 
Letters to Rev. W. Bull from 1708 to 1806,’ 
1847. 

(Memoir by It. Cecil, attached to Newton’s 
Works; EuU’sLife of John Newton; Letters and 


Conversational Remarks of John Newton q<J.|«i 
by John Campbell, 1808 ; Life of Jay of Bath 
(reminiscence:.); Bull’s Memorials ot Rev. Wil 
linm Hull; Notes and Queries, 8th Ber. vi, 
John Newton: Centenary Memorials, ed JohJ 
Callis, 1908; art.Cowsnn, William.] H.L.B 

NEWTON, Sib RICHARD (1870?, 
1448 P), judge, son of J ohn Cradoekof Newton 
(Newtown or Trencwydd) in Montgomery¬ 
shire (a descendant of Howell ap Gronwyl by 
his second wife, Margaret, daughter of Sir 
Owen Moythe of Castle Odwyn and Foun¬ 
tain Gate, was born probably about 1370, 
Becoming serjeant-at-law in the name of 
Newton on 28 Nov. 1424, he was justice 
itinerant in Pembrokeshire in 1426-7, and 
on 15 Oct. 1429 was mado king's seijeunt, 
In 1430 he was elected recorder of Bristol, 
and on 8 Nov. 1438 was appointed justice of 
tho common bench, to the presidency of which 
he was advanced on 14 Oct. 1439. He re. 
ceived the honour of knighthood about the 
same time. Between 1439 and 1447 he was 
one of the triers of petitions to parliament 
from Gascony and other parts beyond seas. 
He died at an advanced age, betweon 18 Nov, 
1448, when the last fine was levied before 
him, and 10 June 1449, when his successor, 
Sir John Prisot, was appointed. 

Newton was an able lawyer, with a strong 
bias in favour of the royal prerogative. He 
married twice, viz. (1) Emma, daughter of Sir 
Thomas Porrott of llarroldston St. Isaells, 
Pembrokeshire; (2) Emmota, daughter of 
Johu Hervey of London. He had issue by 
both wives. One of his descendants, John 
Newton of Barr’s Court, Gloucestershire, re¬ 
ceived, by patent of 16 Aug. 16G0, the honour 
of a baronetcy, with remainder, in default of 
male issue, to John Newton of Gonerby, 
Lincolnshire, who succeeded to the title in 
1661, and was great-great-grandson of John 
Newton of Westby, Lincolnshire, ancestor 
of Sir Isaac Newton. Tho honour lieoame 
extinct in 1743. 

Newton’s Bcoond wife appoare to bo iden¬ 
tical with Emmota Newton, widow, who 
died in 1475, holding lands in the neigh¬ 
bourhood of Yatton, Somerset, whore, iuthe 
parish church, is an el aborato alt ar-tomb,with 
the effigies of a judge wearing the collar of 
S S, and his lady by his side. Tho inscrip¬ 
tion is effaced, but the monument is in the 
style of the fifteenth oentury, and probably 
marks the place of Newton's sepulture. 

(Harl. MS. 807, f. 906; Nichols’s Leicester- 
shire, iv. 807; Atkyns’s Gloucestershire, p 148; 
Herald and Genealogist, iv. 486, ol aeq.; Wot- 
ten’s Baronetage, i. 146, ot soq.; Misc. Gen. et 
Herald (new ser.), i. 109-71; Burke’s Extinct 
Baronetage; Notes and Queries, 1st ser, ii. 249, 
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vii. 16, 399; Proceedings of the Archaeological 
Institute, 1851, pp. 237 et setj.; Rot Purl. iv. 
r. passim , Taylor’s Book about Bristol, p, 91; 
Barrett’s Hist, and Antiq. of Bristol, p. 115; 
Collinsun’s Somersetshire,^. 619; Rudder's Glou¬ 
cestershire, p. 296 ; Foss's Rives of the Judges ; 
Du»d.ile’s Orig. p. 46, Ohrou. Ser. p. 02; Year¬ 
book, de Term Michael, vol. iv Hen. VI, fol. 26, 
et seq ; Proc. and Ord. Privy Council, od. 
Nicolas, iv. 6; Archsologia, xiv. 388 ; Shilling- 
ford's Letters (Camd. So.’.) ; Hardy and Page’s 
C.d. Feet of FinoB, 1892, p. 196 ; Hist. MSS. 
Comm. 6th Hep, App. p. 534, 9th Rep. App. pt. 
i. p. 114.] J. M. R. 


NEWTON, RICnARD (1676-1753), edu¬ 
cational reformer, was the youngest and last 
surviving son of Thomas Newton, lord of 
the manor of Lavendon, Buckinghamshire, 
who married Katharine, daughter and co¬ 
heiress of Martin Ilervey of Weston Favell, 
Northamptonshire. She died 12 Sept. 1680, 
and was buried at Lavendon. xheir son 
Richard was horn at Yardley Park, a house 
which his father rented from Lord North¬ 
ampton, on 8 Nov. 1676. lie was educated 
at Westminster School, being admitted to St. 
Peter’s College in 1(190, and was duly elected 
to Oxford, matriculating at Christ Church 
on 16 June 1094, and becoming a student of 
that house in the same year. His degrees 
were B.A. 1698, M.A. 1701, B.D. 18 March 
1707-8, and D.D. from Ilart Hall 7 Dec, 
1710. For several years he discharged with 
great reputation the duties of tutor at Christ 
Church, and in 1704 he was appointed by the 
then bishop of London to the rectory of Bud- 
borough, Northamptonshire. Many years 
later, in 1743, when tauntad with the fact 
that he had not resided at his benefice for 
above twenty years, he acknowledged the 
truth of the accusation, but urged that during 
that time he had not appropriated to liis 
own use one farthing of its revenue, the 
whole having been given either to the resi¬ 
dent curate, or to pious and charitable uses. 
He added that he would have resigned this 
preferment long before had he been allowed 
by the bishop to nominate the curate as his 
successor, and in 1748 he vacated the living 
on the understanding that the curate was 
promoted to it. Newton was appointed in 
1710, on Iberecommendation of Dean Aldrich, 
to the post of principal of Hart Hall, and 
was installed by him on 28 July 1710, This 
position, he explained,‘was not coveted by 
me, nor have I reason to he fond of it. I 
was sent for from a very peaceful retirement 
by my now deceased mends to do what I 
have been attempting.’ He partly educated, 
dwelling in their father’s house, the Duke of 
Newcastle and his younger brother, Henry 


Pelham, and the latter accompanied him t<i 
Oxford to complete the course of education, 
being admitted at Hart Hall on 6 Sept. 1710. 
It has been stated that when Henry Pelham, 
his pupil, became prime minister, Newton 
was more than once employed to compose the 
king's speeches. 

As principal of the hall, Newton laboured 
with much zeal and amid great ridicule for 
two things. He desired that it should he 
established as a college, and that poor students 
should be trained in it for the ministry on 
very moderate terms of payment. Hart Hall 
had long been subject to the payment of a 
small quit-rent to Exeter College, and some 
of the college fellowR, with Dr. John Cony- 
beare [q. v.J at their head, opposed its incor¬ 
poration. Newton built, at a cost of nearly 
1,6001, one-fourth part of a largB quadrangle, 
consisting of a chapel, consecrated by Potter, 
then bishop of Oxford, on 26 Nov. i716, and 
an angle, containing fifteen single rooms; 
purchased the adjoining property at a cost of 
1607. more, and endowed the new institution 
with an annuity of 637. 6s. 8(7. out of his 
estate at Lavendon. The other buildings, 
which were intended to comprise a library, 
hall, principal’s lodgings, and further rooms 
for the students, were never erected, mainly 
through his disappointment in his expecta¬ 
tions of assistance from the wealthy among 
his former pupils, and especially from the 
Pelhams j but plans of them are in William 
Williams’s‘ Oxonia Depicta ’ and in the ‘ Ox¬ 
ford Almanac ’ for 1740. After many yeare 
Newton triumphed over all obstacles. The 
attorney-general advised against the claim of 
Exeter College, the proposed rules and sta¬ 
tutes were confirmed by the king on 3 Nov. 
1789, the charter was granted on 27 Aug. 
1740, and Newton became the first principnl 
of Hertford College. For these long-con¬ 
tinued exertions Newton incurred the charge 
of being 1 founder-mad.’ 

Newton’s statutes for Hertford College 
were strict, and aimed at economy and effi¬ 
ciency of supervision over the undergra¬ 
duates by the tutors. He believed in dispu¬ 
tations, and insisted on English composition, 
but not on poetry, exoept in the case of the 
pupils ‘having a genius’ for it. There are 
frequent sneers in the ‘ TorrceFilius ’ of Nicho¬ 
las Amherst and the pamphlets of the period 
at his economical system of living, mainly 
on the * small-beer and apple dumplings en¬ 
joined every Friday’ and the ' pease and bacon’ 
of another day, and the time came when he 
dropped the ' small beer.’ It is not to be 
wondered at that with such a system of diet 
he became involved in controversy with the 
authorities of other colleges on the migration 
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of his pupils. The new college languished 
for a timo, and -was dissolved through insuf¬ 
ficiency of endowments in 1806. After some 
•years the premises were occupied by Magda¬ 
len Hall, but that in turn was dissolved in 
1874, when Hertford College was reconsti¬ 
tuted [see under Mioiiell, Riohabd], 

In 1712 Newton offered himself for the 
post of public orator, but was defeated by 
Digby Cotes, his chance having been spoilt 
by the contention of (lie then vice-chancellor 
that, as a doctor of divinity, he was ineli¬ 
gible for the post. Newton’s sole preferment 
in the church was a canonrv at Christ Church, 
into which he was installed on 6 Jan. 1762-3, 
the excuse given by Henry Pelham for the 
neglect of his old tutor and friend being that 
he never ashed for anything. Most of his 
spare time was passed at Lavendon Grange, 
an estate which his father had purchased, 
and he often took the undergraduates of his 
college there to stay with him. He died 
there on Easier eve, 21 April 1768, and was 
buried in the chancel of Lavondon Church, 
a mural monument to his memory being 
placed on tho north wall of the chancol. 
His first wife was Catherine, daughter of 
Andrew Adams of Welton, Northampton¬ 
shire, by whom ha had one daughter, Jane, 
who married tho Rev. Knight loy Adams. He 
married secondly Mary, hi'th daughter and 
ninth child of Sir Willoughby Hickman of 
Gainsborough, by Ann, daughter of Sir 
Stephen Anderson, and by her had no issue. 
She died 6 July 1781, aged 82. 

Newton was a good classic, and was well 
versed in modern languages. His life ‘ ex¬ 
hibits an example of independence, honesty, 
and disinterestedness, rare indeed among the 
churchmen of Mb time.’ His portrait, a Kit- 
Cat, given to the university in 1772, was 
placed with the founders of the other col¬ 
leges in the picture gallery. 

Newton was the author of: 1. ' A Sohevne 
of Disciplino, with Statutes intended to he es¬ 
tablished by a Royal Charier for the Education 
of Youth in Hart Hall,’ 1720. 2. ‘ University 
Education; or an Explicat ion and Amendment 
of the Statute which prohibits the Admission 
of Scholars going from one Society to an¬ 
other,’ 1720 and 1733. This was occasioned 
by the admission of commoners from Ilart 
Hall into Oriel and Balliol Colleges. A large 
extract from it is printed in L. M. Quiller 
Couch's ‘ Oxford Reminiscences ’ (Oxford 
Hist, Sac.), pp. 67-67, and it was commented 
upon in Amuurst’s * Terras Films, or the Se¬ 
cret History of the University of Oxford, to 
winch are added Remarks upon a lata Book 
entitled “ University Education ’’ by R. New¬ 
ton,’ 1720; 3rd edit. 1764. A caustic epi¬ 


gram on this complaint of Dr. Newton is 
printed in the ‘Reliqnite Ilearniante/ii, 640 
but tho work was much praised by Gilbert 
Wakefield in his ‘Memoirs,’ i. 167. 8. ‘The 
expenceof University Education reduced. In 
a Letter to A. B., fellow of E. C.’ fanon.l 17 <ir. 
4th ed. 1741. _ Attributed to Newton in 
Halliett and Laing’s ‘ Dictionary of Anony¬ 
mous Literature,’ i. 869, 4, ‘ALettertolir 
Holmes, Vice-Chancellor of the Univeisitv 
and Visitor of Hart Hall,' 1734; 2nd ed! 
1784. This dealt with the action of Exeter 
College against the proposed incorporation of 
the hall as Hertford College, and the rector of 
Exet er thereupon retorted with 1 Calumny re- 
fulcd, or an Answer to the Porsonal Slanders 
of Dr. Richard Newton,’ 1736, and Newton 
replied with (6) ‘ The Grounds of the Com¬ 
plaint of the Principal of I-Iart Hall concern¬ 
ing the Obstruction by Exetor College and 
their Visitor,’ 1736. 0. 1 Rules and Statutes 
for the Government of a College intended to 
be incorporated ns Hertford College,’ 1730, 
Reissued as (7) • Rules and Statutes for the 
Government of Hertford College,’ 1747, 
8. * Pluralities Indefensible, By a Presbyter 
of the Church of England,’ 1743; 3rd ed,, 
with very large additions, 1746; abridge¬ 
ment from the third edit. 1829. 9. ‘A Series 
of Papers on Subjects the most interesting to 
the Nation in general and Oxford in particu. 
lar. Containing well-wishers to tho Univer¬ 
sity of Oxford and the Answers,’ 1760. The 
serieB of letters entitled ‘ Well-wishers to the 
University of Oxford ’ apponred in the ‘ Gene¬ 
ral Evening Post,’ January to April 1760, 
and were probably written by Newton 
They wore against tho luxury which had 
crept into the university, and tho election 
of the heads of colleges by the fellows. 
10. ‘ The Characters of Theophrastus, with a 
strictly literal Translation of the Greek into 
Latin, and with Notes and Observations on 
the Text in English. For the benefit of Hert¬ 
ford College,’ 1764. The proposals for issuing 
this worltj in four thousand copios, weredis- 
1 tributed in 1762. 11. 1 Sermons preached 
before the University of Oxford by Richard 
Newton, D.D. Published by Ms grandson, 
S. Adams, LL.B. With four other sermons 
included byparticularrequost,’1784, Several 
sermons by Newton were insortedin ‘Family 
Lectures,’ 1791-6, ii. 688-62, 

Several single sermons, including one be¬ 
fore the House of Commons and another be¬ 
fore Queen Anne, were preached and printed 
by Newton, IIo was an effective preacher, 
and Hearae highly praised his discourses atSt, 
Mary’s, Oxford, early in 1712-13, on prayer. 
Some of his correspondence in manuscript 
is among the Newcastle Papers, Additional 
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MSS. British Museum, and printed letters by 
him are in L. Howard's ‘ Collection,’ ii. 703, 
Doddridge’s ‘ Letters'("Shrewsbury, 1790),pp. 
286-9, m the 'Correspondence and Diary’ 
of Doddridge (1829-81), iv. 804-6, and in 
Jesse’s 1 Selwyn Correspondence,’ i. 92-6, the 
last of which refers to George Selwyn, who 
was admitted at Hertford College m 1744, 
at the age of 26, for the second time, and was 
expelled from the university in 1746 for an 
irreverent jest. 

[Foe tor's, Alumni Oxon.; Lipscomb’s Bucking¬ 
hamshire, iv. 21S-19 ; Gent, Mag. 1768 p. 200, 
1783 pt ii pp. 922-8,1784 pt. i. pp. 88-4,1791 
pt.ii. pn.860,1802 pt.ii.pp. 1086-7; Clark’s Ox¬ 
ford Colleges, pp. 462-6 ; Le Nava’s Fasti, ii. 619, 
iii. 684; Welch’s Alumni Wostmonast. pp. 216, 
226, 227; Chalmers's Oxford Colleges, ii. 480-44; 
Boase’s Exeter Coll. pp. xxvv, lxxii, 88, 204; 
Wood'BOxfordUnir.ed. Crutch, vol.ii. pt. ii p. 956; 
Wood’s Colleges, ed. Gutch, pp. 641-9, App. p. 
321; Hichols's Lit. Anecdotes, v. 708-10, ix, 686 ; 
Baker's Northamptonshire, i. 76 ; Eearne's Col¬ 
lections (Oxford Hist. Soc.), i. 303, iii. 30, 164, 
489-90; Reliquisc Hearniancs, i. 277, ii. 844-6, 
874; Stark’s Gainshurgh, 1817 ed., pedigree 
facing p. 123.] W. P. 0. 

NEWTON, RICHARD (1777-1798), 
caricaturist and miniature-painter, bom in 
1777, became known when quite young as a 
caricaturist of some ability, He drew and 
etched a great many caricatures in the man¬ 
ner of Gillray,but died at 18 Brydges Street, 
Covent Garden, on 9 Dec. 1798, aged only 21, 
before he had attained any great skill in 
drawing. lie also painted miniatures. A 
number of his caricatures and an original 
drawing are in the print room at the British 
Museum. 

[Gant, Mag. 1798, p. 1089; Redgrave’s Diet, 
of Artists.] L, 0, 

NEWTON, ROBERT. D.D. (1780-1854), 
Wesleyan minister, the sixth child and fourth 
son of a farmer, Francis Newton, and his wife 
Anne Booth, was born at Roxby, in the 
North Riding of Yorkshire, on 8 Sept. 1780. 
After attending the village school ha assisted 
his father on the farm, but sought every op¬ 
portunity for reading and self-improvement. 
At the age of eighteen years he was called 
to preach as a lay helper mthe neighbouring 
villages, and succeeded so well that before 
he was nineteen he entered on his probation 
for the work of the Wesley an ministry. From 
1812 to 1814 he was minister in London, 
from 1817 to 1820 in Liverpool, 1820 to 
1828 in Manchester, 1820 to 1882 in Liver- 

f ool, 1882 to 1886 in Manchester, 1835 to 
841 in Leeds, 1841 to 1847 in Manchester, 
1860 to 1862 in Liverpool. He spent from 
1847 to 1850 in Stockport. lie usually, 
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laboured in the towns on the Sundays, giving 
his services during the week to the rural 
districts. A clear, musical voice and a ready 
utterance, with a manly bearing and pleasing 
delivery, quickly rendered him a popular 
preacher, and hie robust and vigorous consti¬ 
tution enabled him to get through a very large 
amount of work. Even in those days of 
slow transit he usually travelled from six to 
sight thousand miles a year, preaching on 
anniversary and special occasions, and col¬ 
lecting, it is believed, more money for reli¬ 
gious objects than any of his contemporaries. 
He was a most successful advocate of the 
great, missionary societies and of various 
charitable institutions. He was a staunch 
upholder of methodist economy, and his ser¬ 
vices were acknowledged by election on four 
occasions—in 1824,1882,1840, and 1848 —to 
the presidency of the Wesleyan Conference. 
In 1840 he visited the United States as the 
official representative of the British con¬ 
ference to the methodist episcopal church of 
that country. His sermons and public ad¬ 
dresses produced a deep impression, and 
wrought lasting good. After a life of great 
activity and usefulness, he died at Easing- 
wold, near York, on 80 April 1864, aged 73 
Hib wife Elizabeth was the second child ot 
Captain John Nodes of Skelton, near York. 
They wore married in 1802, and she died in 
1866, aged 86. 

Newton published several single sermons, 
tracts, and short stories. A collection of 
sermons entitled ' Sermons on special and 
ordinary Occasions,’ edited by the Rev. Dr 
J. H. Bigg, with a preface, was published, 
London, I860,12mo. 

[Life of the Rev. Robert Newton, D.D., by 
Thomas Jackson, London, 1865; Stevens’s Ilist. 
of Methodism.] W. B. L. 

NEWTON, SAMUEL (1628-1718), 
notary public, born in 1628, was descended 
of a family who moved to Cambridge from 
Newcastle-on-TyDe in the sixteenth century, 
and was the second son of John Newton (d, 
1686), ‘limner,’ of Cambridge, and of Anne, 
daughter of Mr. Hales, who was subsequently- 
married to Joseph Jackson, minister of Wood- 
nesborough, Kent. 

Samuel Newton became a notary public, 
was made a free burgess of the corporation 
of Cambridge on 8 Jan. 1060-1, and treasurer 
of the town four years later. In 1607 he ap- 
oars as one of the * 24 ’ of the town of Cam- 
ridge, and in the following year was chosen 
alderman. In November 1669 he was pro¬ 
posed by the master, Dr. Pearson, and seniors 
of Trinity College for college auditor. He 
subsequently became registrar of Pembroke 
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Hall, and on 23 March. 1073, jointly with his 
cousin William Ellis, registrar of Trinity 
Oollege. In 1671 he was elected mayor for 
the town of Oambridge. Charles II paid a 
first visit to the university during his 
mayoralty. In 1677 he was sworn a justice 
of the peace for the university and town, 
Ten years later, 18 Sept. 1687, James II 
addressed letters to the mayor and alderman 
of Cambridge, requesting them to elect a 
certain Alderman Blacldey mayor, and to 
dispense with all customary oaths except 
that as to the due execut ion of his oflieo. On 
the corporation proving refractory, an order 
of the privy council, dated 8 April 1088, was 
sent down, removing the mayor, four other 
aldermen (among them being Newton), nnd 
twelve common councillors. Their places 
were filled by the king’s nominees. Six 
months later (17 Oct.) the corporation was 
restored to its original rights, and Newton 
and his colleagues resumed their offices. 
He died in his ninetieth year, and was buried 
at St. Edward’s Church on 26 Sept. 1718. 
Newton married Sarah, danghter of William 
Wildhore, son of Philip Wildbore, gentleman, 
of Cambridge. Ho had a son John, of Cam¬ 
bridge, surviving, anda daughter Mary,whose 
tomb stands very prominently in the church¬ 
yard attached to St. Benet’s Church. This 
tomb is adorned with the arms—two shin¬ 
bones in saltire —which are familiar ns those 
of Sir Isaac Newton; nevertheless, there ap¬ 
pears to have been no connection between 
the families. 

Newton’s manuscript diary, ranging over 
the period from 1662 to 1717, and of great 
local and topographical interest, is preserved 
in the library of Downing College. It was 
extensively used by Charles Henry Cooper 
in his * Annals of Cambridge,’ and has re¬ 
cently (1800) been printed by the Oambridge 
Antiquarian Society, under the editorship of 
Mr. J. E. Foster, of Trinity Collage. 

[Newton's Diary; Cooper's Annals of Cam¬ 
bridge gives the various papers sent by James II, 
&o., from the corporation common day-book.] 

W. A. & 

NEWTON, THOMAS (16-12 P-1007), 
poet, physician, and divine, was the eldost 
son of Edward Newton of Park House, in 
Butley, in the parish of Prostbury, Cheshire, 
yeoman. He was born about 1642, and was 
educated at the Macclesfield grammar school 
with John Brownswerd [q. t- 1 Thenee (ac- 
eordi ng to Warton) ho went to Trinity College, 
Oxford, but, leaving there in November 1662, 
studied for a time at QueenB 1 Oollege, Cam¬ 
bridge, whence, however, he returned to his 
old college at Oxford. In 1609-70 he pub¬ 
lished* The Worthye Booke of Old Age,’the 
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preface of which is dated * frome Butleyetiw 
seuenth of March 16(50.’ Many others'of his 
books prior to 1683 are datod from the asms 
place. These include historical, medical and 
t heological subjects; and in, addition, h 6 con¬ 
tributed a large number of commendatory" 
versos in English nnd Latin to various works, 
as was then oustomary. To most of these 
verseh, iis also in many of his books, he si™ 
himsulf * Thomas Newtonus Cestreshyrius' 
(drawing his a (Toot ion for his native county 
lie not improbably practised os a physician 
at It utley, and may have taught, at Maccles¬ 
field school; but. the statement of Anthony n 
Wood that he succeeded his old master than 
is incorrect. 

About 1683 Queen Elizabeth presented 
him to the rectory of Little Ilford, Essex 
whence most of liis later works are dated! 
No work of his appeared after 1596, and in 
1607 he died, and was probably buried at 
Little Ilford. Ilis will, datod 27 April 1607, 
was proved at Canterbury on 13 June in’ 
that year, ne was married, and had issue 
two sons, Emanuel (who appears to Irnye 
died beforo his father) and Abel. 

Newton was a skilled writer of Latin 
verse, in which, Bilson states, he excited 
the admiration of his contemporaries; while 
Warton doscribes him as tho elegant Latin 
encomiast and the first Englishman who 
wrote Latin olegiacswith classical clearness 
and terseness, tlo also wroto English verses 
with ease and fluency, and translated several 
works from the Latin. All his hooka are 
now very scarce; most of thorn have vary 
long titles. 

The following is a list of his writings: 

1. * An Epitnphe vpon the . . . Lady 
Knowlos,’ 1608, a broadside, attributed to 
Thomas Newton, but doubtful if by him. 

2, * The Worthye Booko of Old Ago, trans¬ 
lated from Cicero, 1609, 8. * A Direction 
for the Health of Mogistrat es and Sludeatea, 1 
translated from tho Latin, 1674, dedicated to 
Sir Francis Walsinglmm. 4. *A Notable 
Historic of the Saracens,’ 1676. 6. 'The 
Touchstone of Complexions,’translated from 
the Latin, 1676; 2nd edit, 1681; 3rd edit. 
1088. 0. * Foure Seuorall Treatises of M. Tul¬ 
lius Cicero,’ 1677. 7. * Approoved Medicines 
and Oordiall Recoiptes,’ 1680. 8. ‘ A View of 
Valyaunce’ [1680 r], 9. * Seneca his tenne 
Tragedies translated into Englysb,’ 1681. 
The translations by Studley, Nevile, Nuce, 
and Jasper Heywood had already appeared 
separately. They are hero collected ior the 
first time in one volume under the editor¬ 
ship of Newton, who translated one of the 
plays, the ‘ Thobais,’ and are dedicated to 
‘Sir Thomas Henneage, Treasurer of the 
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Queen's Chamber,’ Their appearance in this 
form exercised an appreciable influence upon 
the contemporary drama, 10. ‘A Oommen- 
tarie or Exposition vpon the twoo Epistles 
Generali of Sainct Peter and that of Soinct 
Jude,’ translated from the Latin of Martin 
Luther, 1581. 11. 'True and Christian 

Friendshippe,’ translated from the Latin, 
1566. 12. ‘ TheOlde Mans Dietarie,’ trans¬ 
lated, 1586. 18. ‘ The True Tryall and Ex¬ 
amination of a Mans own Selfe,’ translated, 
1587. 14. ‘ An Herbal for the Bible,’ 1587. 

15. * Principum ac illustrinm aliquot et eru- 
ditorum in Anglia virorum Encomia,’ and 
‘Illustrium aliquot Anglomm Encomia,’ 
contributed to Leland’s 1 De Rebus Britan- 
nicis Collectanea ’ in 1689 (ed. 1770, v. 79). 

16. 1 Toannis Brunsuerdi Maclesfeldensis 
Gymnasiarcliae Progymnasmata qucedam 
Poetica,’ 1590. 17. ‘ Thomas Newton’s Staff 
to lean on,’ 1690. 18. ' Vocabula Magistri 
Stanhrigii,’ 1677 ; 2nd edit. 1698 j 3rd edit. 
1616; 4th edit. 1636; 6th edit. 1649. 

To the above may be added («) ‘The 
Books of Marcus Tullius Cicero, entituled 
Paradoxia Stoicorum . . .’ 1669, the dedi¬ 
cation of which, signed Thomas Newton, is 
dated ‘from Greenwich the kalendes of June 
1569; ’ and (6) ' A Pleasaunt Dialogue con¬ 
cerning Phisicke and Phisitions . . . trans¬ 
lated out of the Castlin tongue by T. N.,’ 
1580. 

IDs verses, both English and Latin, ap¬ 
pear in more than twenty separate works 
between 1576 and 1697, including Blandie’s 
translation of Osorius’s ‘ Discourse of Ciuill 
and Christian Nobilitie,’ 1670; Batman’s 
‘ Golden Books of the Leaden Goddes,’ 1677; 
Hunnis’s ‘ Ilive of Hunnye,’ 1678; Munday’s 
‘MirrorofMutabilitie,’1679; Bullem’s ‘Bul¬ 
warks of Defence,’ 1679; ‘ Minor for Ma- 



ofHieruaalen>,’1695; and he wrote a metrical 
epilogue to Haywood's ‘Workes’ of 1687, 
Thomas Newton of Cheshire muBt not be 
confounded with Thomas Newton, ‘gent.,’ 
who was .apparently of Lancashire origin, 
and, under the initials ‘ T. N. G.,’ published 
‘ Atropoion Dclion: on the death of Delia 
with the tears of her funoral. A poetical 
excursive Discourse on our late Eliza,’ 1603. 
This is dedicated to Alice, oountess of Derby, 
wife of Sir Thomas Egert on, lord keeper, It 
is reprinted in Nicholas ‘ Progresses of Queen 
Elizabeth.’ The same writer is responsible 
for a flowery romance entitled ‘ A Pleasant 
New History, or a Fragrant Posio made of 
three flowers, Rosa, Rosalynd, and Rosemary,' 
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[Cooper's Athewe Cantabr. i. 452; Wood’s 
Athense Oxon., ed, Bliss, 5i. 5-12; Earwaker’s 
East Cheshire, ii. 260-2; Corser's Collectanea 
Anglo-Poetiea, pt. ix, p, 281; Wavton’s History 
of English Poetry, ed. Hazlitt, iv. 104-5,278-80; 
Brydges's Censura Lit. ix. 386-90; Hunter’s 
Chorus Vatum, in Brit Mus. Addit. MS. 24487, 
f. 484; Harl. MS. 5911, f, 102; Foster's Alumni 
Oxon.] J. P. E. 

_ NEWTON, THOMAS (1704-1782), 
bishop of Bristol, bom at Lichfield on 1 Jan. 
1704 (N.S.), was the son of John Newton, a 
brandy and cider merchant. IDs mother, 
the daughter of a clergyman named Rhodes, 
died a year after his birth. He was first 
sent to Li chfield grammar school. His father 
afterwards married a sister of Dr. Treheck, the 
first rector of St. George’s, Hanover Square, 
London, and by Trebeck’s advice he was sent 
to Westminster in 1717, and in 1718 was 
nominated to a scholarship by Bishop Smol- 
ridge, also a native of Lichfield. At West¬ 
minster he was a contemporary of the future 
Lord Mansfield and other men afterwards 
distinguished. He regretted that he dropped 
friendships which might have been useful 
by applying for a scholarship at Trinity Col¬ 
lege, Cambridge, in May 1728, instead of 
going to Christ Church. He graduated 
B.A. in 1726-7, andM.A. in 1730. A polite 
reference to Bentley, then master, in a college 
exercise, appears to have helped him to ob¬ 
tain a fellowship at Trinity. He prepared 
a stock of twenty sermons, and was ordained 
deacon in December 1729 and priest in the 
following February by Bishop Gibson. He 
became curate to Trebeck at St. George’s, 
and was chosen reader at Grosvenor Chapel 
in South Audley Street. He was soon well 
known in the parish, and became tutor to the 
son of George, lord Carpenter [q.v.J, in 
whose house he lived for some years. The 
position enabled him to begin a collection of 
books and pictures. 

In 1738 Zachary Pearce [q.v.], then vicar 
of St. Martin’s, appointed him morning 
preacher at the Spring Gardens Chapel. His 
connection was increased by an acquaintance 
with Mrs. Devenish, whose first husband 
had been the dramatist, Nicholas Ro.we [q.v.] 
She introduced him to Pulteney, for whom 
lie had already the ' profoundesl veneration.’ 
Pulteney, on becoming Earl of Bath (1742), 
appointed Newton his chaplain. Newton 
appears to have enjoyed the political confi¬ 
dence of his patron, and has preserved some 
accounts of the intrigues in which Bath was 
concerned at the overthrow of Walpole, and 
again in 1746. Bath obtained for him in 
1744 the roctory of St. Mory-ls-Bow, then 
in the king's presentation, by the preferment 
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of the former incumbent, Samuel Lisle [a. v.], 
to a bishopric. He now gave up his fellow¬ 
ship and tnc chapel at Spring Gardens, and 
in 1746 took his D.D. degree. Newton 
preached some loyal sermons during the re¬ 
bellion of 1746, and received threatening 
letters in consequence. He was asked to 
publish them, but was not rewarded by pre¬ 
ferment. The Prince of Wales was teaching 
his children to repeat ‘ fine moral ’ speeches, 
especially from Howe’s ‘ most chaste and 
moral’ dramas. Ho asked Mrs. Devenish 
to preface a new edition of her husband’s 
works. It appeared in 1747; and she em¬ 
ployed Newton in the work, and commended 
him highly to the prince and princess, thus 
‘ laying the groundwork ’ for future favours. 
In 1747 he was chosen lecturer at St. 
George’s, Hanover Square j and in the Au¬ 
gust of the same year married Jane, eldest 
daughter of the rector, Dr. Treheclc. She 
was, he says, an ‘unaffected, modest, decent 
young woman,’ who saved him the trouble 
of housekeeping. They had no children, 
and lived in her father’s house. In 1749 he 

E ublished his edition of Milton’s * Paradise 
lost,’ with a life and elaborate notes ; and 
in 1762 the remaining poems. Eight editions 
of the ‘Paradise Lost’ appeared by 1776, 
and he made 786/. by it (Chalmers). It 
also brought him the acquaintance of Jortin 
and Warburton. It was dedicated to Bath, 
to whom, in ‘the words of sohernoss and 
truth,’ he assigned all possible virtues and 
graces j Bath waB in the meantime trying to 
get something for him from the Duke of 
Newcastle. On the death of Frederick, prince 
of Wales, in 1761, he preached a pathetic 
sermon upon the ‘ most fatal blow that the 
nation had felt for many, many years,' and 
a copy was sent to the princess, who thereupon 
made him her chaplain. 

In 1764 he lost his father and his wifs. 
lie distracted his grief by composing his 
‘ Dissertation on the Prophecies, whioh have 
been remarkably fulfilled, and are at this 
time fulfilling in the world,’ the first volume 
of whioh appeared in the winter. lie was 
then appointed Boyle lecturer, and his lec¬ 
tures, published in 1758, formed the two 
later volumes of his work. In 1766 the 
Duke of Newcastle at lost fulfilled his pro¬ 
mise to Bath by offering Newton a prebend 
in Westminster Abbey. It turned out that 
the supposed, vacancy nad not occurred. An 
appointment, however, to he chaplain to the 
king, was probably made by way of atoning 
for the blunder; and in March 1767 he re¬ 
ceived the dosired prebend. In October fol¬ 
lowing John Gilbert [q.v.], archbishop of 
York, obtained for him the sub-almoner- 


ship, and in June 1769 made him precentor 
of York. Newton, at a suggestion conveyed 
through Gilbert, judiciously reduced the 
length of his preaching before the king from 
twenty to fifteen minutes, when his majesty 
was graciously pleased to say occasionally 
‘ A short, good sermon.’ 3 

The death of Dr, Trebeclt in 1769 deprived 
Newton of his home; he had to take a 
house, and looked for a clever, sensible 
woman of the world to manage his house¬ 
keeping, nurse his health, and be a present¬ 
able wife. Such a one was Elizabeth, daugh¬ 
ter of John, viscount Lisburne, and widow of 
the Rev. Mr. Hand. They were married oa 
6 Sept, 1761. 

There waB a * remarkable mortality among 
the great bishops,’ as Newton observes, in 
the first ysar of Goorgo Ill’s reign. New¬ 
ton’s relations with the king's mother had 
made him known to Bute, and through 
Bute he obtained the bishopric of Bristol, 
Yonge, the previous bishop, being trans¬ 
lated to Norwich. The bishopric (to which 
he was consecrated 28 Dec. 1761) was only 
worth 8001. a year, and he had to ro- 
j sign the prebend at Westminster, the pre- 
1 centorsbip of York, the lectureship of St. 
George’s, and the Bub-almonorship. He was, 
however (24 Nov. 1761), made a prebendary 
of St. Paul’s, When, in 1763, Pearce de¬ 
sired to rosign the bishopric of Rochester 
and tlie deanery of Westminster, ho hoped 
that Newton would be bis successor. New¬ 
ton was advised by George Grenville not to 
think of it, as better things wore intended for 
him. Pearce was not allowed to resign. In 
1704 Grenville recommended Newton for the 
see of London without success, andlater in the 
year offered him the primacy of Ireland, upon 
the death of George Stone. Newton, who was 
becoming infirm, dodinodj and Grenville's 
retirement from ofiioo in 1764 deprived him 
of a ‘ very good friend at court.’ The bishop, 
however, had always supported the ministers 
in the House of Lords, and only protested 
once, namely, against the ropeal of the Stamp 
Act—a weak measure to whioh he ascribes 
all the American troubles. He had also 
succeeded in preventing tho Roman catholics 
from erecting a ‘ public Mass-houso ’ at Clif¬ 
ton. On the death of Archbishop Seeker in 
1768 he hoped for preferment, and the king 
desired arrangements by whioh he would 
become bishop of London, The ministry 
successfully opposed this plan, but had to 
make Newton dean of St. Paul’s (8 Oct. 
1708). He generously res igned St. Mary-le- 
Bow, thinking that he ought not to be ‘ tenaci¬ 
ous of pluralities.’ A sevoro illness followed; 
and he was afterwards unable to attend sen- 
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liees at St. Paul’s, though he resided at the 
deanery, spending his summers at Bristol 
till 1776. He complains much of the 1 shame¬ 
ful neglect ’ of the duties by the dean and 
canons. His health was now very weak. 
He had never spoken in parliament, and he 
ceased to attend. He bought a house at 
Kew Green, where he could spend the sum¬ 
mers, and have ocular proof of the king’s 
domestic virtues. He continued to collect 
books and pictures, and tried to secure the 
acceptance of a scheme under which Joshua 
Reynolds and olhor academicians had offered 
to decorate St. Paul’s at their own cost. It 
was disapproved by the bishop of London as 
tending to popery, and finally abandoned. 
Newton improved the deanery, however, and 
raised the income of Bristol to 400/. a year. 
Newton’s last publication was a ‘ letter ad¬ 
dressed to the ne wParliament ’in 1780. Here- 
garded the opposition asthemostunprincipled 
and factious that he had ever known. He 
was disgusted by Gibbon’s history, though he 
mannged to read it through; and Johnson’s 
< Lives of the Poets ’ shocked him by its male¬ 
volence. He finished his autobiography afew 
days before his death at the deanery on 
14 Feb. 1782. He was buried in St. Paul’s 
Cathedral, and a monument was erected by 
bis widow in Bow Church. Religion and 
Science, in sculpture, by Thomas Banks 
[q.v.], deplore his loss, and beneath are lines 
by the ‘ ingenious Mrs. Carter.’ He had no 
children. 

Newton’s ‘Works ’ were published in thruo 
volumes, 4to, in 1782, containing the auto¬ 
biography, the work on the prophecies, and a 
number of ‘dissertations'and sermons. A 
second edition, in 8 vols. 8vo (1787), does not 
contain the work on the ‘Prophecies,’ which 
went through many editions separately. _ An 
18th edition appeared in 1834 iu 1 vol., with a 
portrait engraved by Earlom after West, and 
a 20th in 1835. Johnson (Boswell, ed. Ilill, 
iv. 286) admitted that the ‘ Dissertation on 
the Prophecies’ was ‘Tom’s great work: hut 
how far it was great and how muoh of it was 
Tom’s,was anotherquestion.' It isa summary 
of the ordinary replies to Collins and other 
deists of no real value. The autobiography 
was reprinted in a collection of lives edited 
by Alexander Chalmers in 1810. _ It con¬ 
tains many amusing anecdotes, but is chiefly 
curious as exhibiting the character of the pre¬ 
late who combined good domestic qualities 
with the conviction that the whole duty of 
a clergyman was to hunt for preferment b j 
flattery. Gibbon refers to it characteristi¬ 
cally in his own autobiography, A portrait 
of Newton by Sir Joshua Reynolds was, in 
1867, in the possession of the Archbishop of 


Canterbury; it was engraved by Collier, and 
prefixed to the 1782 edition of his works; it 
was also engraved by Watson. 

[Life, as above j Welch’s Westminster Scho¬ 
lars, pp. 285-7; Le Neve’s Fasti, i. 220, ii. 317, 
424, iii. 157, 366,] L. S. 

NEWTON, WILLIAM (1736-1790), 
architect, bom on 27 Oct. 1736, was eldest 
son of James Newton, cabinet-maker, of 
Holborn, London, and Susanna, daughter of 
Humphrey Litton [q.v.] According to a 
letter written by Newton on 23 Oct. 1788 
(now at the Institute of British Architects), 
his father’s father was the owner of Gordon 
Mills, near Kelso, and was first-cousin to Sir 
Isaac Newton [q.v.], with whom his father 
lived when young. Admitted into Christ's 
Hospital on 26 Nov. 1743, William left, on 
1 Dec. 1760, to become apprentice to William 
Jones, architect, of King Street, Golden 
Square. 

Some architectural sketches and orna¬ 
mental designs by Newton now at the In¬ 
stitute of British Architects are dated in 
1766; others bear the date 1763, and in 
1764 there is a sketch for ‘ a menagerie for 
the king with Mr. Wynne.’ In 1766 he 
travelled in Italy and spent some time at 
Rome. On his return he joined the Incorpo¬ 
rated Society of Artists, and exhibited at 
the Royal Academy in 1778-80. For many 
years he was chiefly occupied in designing 
residences in London and vicinity. In 1776 
he built a house for Sir John Borlase-War- 
ren at Marlow. He appears to have assisted 
William Jupp the elder [see under Jupp, 
Richard] in his design (1766-8) of the Lon¬ 
don Tavern, Bishopsgate Street Within, 
and to have been successful in interior de¬ 
coration. 

In 1771 he published the earliest English 
translation of the first five hooks of Vitru¬ 
vius under the title ‘ De Architecture libri 
decern, written by Marcus Vitruvius Pollio,’ 
(fol.) In 1780 he issued, in French, ‘ Oom- 
mentaires sur Vitruve ’ (fol.), with many 
plateB. The complete work of Vitruvius (in¬ 
cluding a translation of the remaining five 
books) was published after Newton’s death, 

‘ from a correct manuscript prepared by him¬ 
self,’ in two volumes, folio, 1791, by his bro¬ 
ther and executor, James Newton [see under 
Newton, Sib William John]. Of the 
plates, a few only were ‘ etched 'by the au¬ 
thor. The greater number were by his bro¬ 
ther James. The translation closely adheres 
to the original, and is on the whole a credit¬ 
able performance. 

Towards tbe end of 1781 a misunder¬ 
standing arose between Janies Stuart, ‘ the 
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Athenian' ‘surveyor’ to Greenwich Hos¬ 
pital, and Robert Myhie (1784-1811) [q.v.], 
his cleric of the works, and an application 
was made in September by Stuart, then in 
ill-health, to Newton to assist him in the 
designs for rebuilding Greenwich Chapel. 
Newton was appointed Stuart’s assistant by 
the committee in February 1782, and after¬ 
wards clerk of the works in succession to 
Mylne, an appointment which was confirmed 
by the hoard on 24 Dec. 1782. From that 
time he produced nearly all the decorative 
ornamentation for Greenwich Chapol, and 
superintended its execution, Stuart died on 
2 Feb. 1788 j but Newton brought the work 
to completion two years later, and carried 
out other works connected with the hospital. 
Unlike his earlier work, which was in the 
Palladian style, the Greenwich Chapel fol¬ 
lows Greek models. In 1789 Coolce and 
Maule, in their 1 Historical Account of 
Greenwich Hospital,’ gava Stuart sole 
credit lor the chapel. Newton publicly de¬ 
clared that the credit of the design belonged 
to him, and detailed the small portion ol‘ 
the work designed by Stuart. Nowton ac¬ 
tively helped to complete and publ isli Stuart’s 
‘ Antiquities of Athens,’ published, in 1787, 
after the author's death. 

Newton, whose health was fuiling from 
overwork, left Greenwich on a three months' 
leave of absence, for sea-bathing, on 10 Feb. 
1790, and died soon after, on 6 July follow¬ 
ing, at Sidford, near Sidmoulh, Devonshire. 
A portrait, engraved by James, after R. 
Smirke, R.A., appears in the 1791 edition of 
the ‘ ’Vitruvius.' In his will, dated on the 
day of his death, and proved on 7 Aug. fol¬ 
lowing, Nowton mentions, besides his bro¬ 
ther James, his wife Frances, his late sister 
Elizabeth Thompson, and his sister Susanna 
Q’JKely. 

[Journal of Proceedings of the Royal Insti¬ 
tute of British Architects for 27 .Aug. 18D1, pp. 
417-20, onLitled 1 W. NewLon nndthe Chapol of 
Greenwich Hospital,’ by Wyatt Papworth, with 
lists of Newton's drawings and manuscripts in 
the collection of the Institute; Redgravo’s Diet, 
of Artists; other publications and rsfuroncos 
named in the article J W. P-n. 

NEWTON, WILLIAM (1750-1880), 
the Peak Minstrel, bom on 28 Nov. 
1750, near Abney, in the parish of Eytun, 
Derbyshire, was son of a cavpeutor, and, after 
attending' a dame’s school, worked at that 
trade. Ho soon showed mechanical skill 
in constructing spinning-wheels, and was 
articled for seven years as machinery car¬ 
penter in a mill in Monsal-dale. With his 
spare means he purchased books, chiefly 
poetry, and his own efforts in verse woru soon 


noticed by Peter Cunningham (rf, 1805) 
[q. v.], then acting as curate to Thomas Se¬ 
ward at Eyam. In the summer of 1788 New¬ 
ton was introduced to Anna Seward [q, v.i 
who corresponded with him until her death! 
She showed his versos to William Hayley 
[q.v.l and other literary friends, who formed 
a liigli estimate of them. Beyond a sonnet 
to Miss Seward {Gent. Mag. 1789, pt. i. p. 
71), verses to Peter Oiuminglmm (ib. l7Sii 
pt. ii. p. 212), and others in a Sheffield news^ 
paper, fow seemed to hove survived. Soa- 
nets were addressed to Newton by Peter 
Cunningham (ib. 1787, pt. ii. p. 024), by Miss 
Seward (ib. 1789, pt. i. p. 71), and by one 
Lister (Sewakd, Letters, ii. 171); while Miss 
Seward also wrote an ‘ Epistle to Mr. Newton, 
the Derbyshire Minstrel, on receiving his 
description in verse of an autumnal scene 
uuarEyam,’ September 1791 (Poetical Workt, 
ii. 22). Miss Seward finally helped him to 
become partner in a cotton mill in Cress- 
brook-dalo, and he thus realised a fortune. 
He died on 3 Nov. 1830 at Tideswell, Derby¬ 
shire, and is buried tliero. Newton married 
early in life Helen Cook (1753-1830), by 
whom he hud bovoral children. His eldest 
son, William (1785-1851), supplied Tides- 
well with good water at his own expense. 

[Glover's Hist, and Gnzol nor or Derbyshire, ed. 
Noble, vol. i. App. p. 100; Bhndos’s Peal: Scenery, 
pp. 60, 112-16; Wood’s Ilist. of Hymn, 4tb to, 
p. 209; Letters of Anna He will'd, i. 221,290, 
318, 326, ii. 9, 171, iii. 202, iv. 134; Notes end 
Queries, 2nd sur. xii. 237; Nichols’s Anecdotes, 
vi. 03-6; Gout. Mug. 1786, pt. i. 109,212; 
Register of Tidcswell, por the Rev. 8. Andrew.] 

C. F. S. 

NEWTON, SikWILLI AM JOHN (1785- 
1860), miniaturc-yaintor, born in London in 
J 786, was sou of James Newton t ho engraver, 
and was nephew of William Newton (1735- 
1700) [q. v.] The father, born on 2 Nov. 
1748, engravod many plates for hjsbrolher 
William’s translation of * Vitruvius,’ and the 
portrait of the translator is by him. As an 
ongravor ho worked both in line and stipple, 
and engraved some mythological subjects 
after Claude Lorraine, M. Ricci, and Zucca- 
rslli, besides a few portraits. lie resided in 
Thornhaugh Street, Bud ford Square, Loudon. 
Ile died about J 804. 

The son, William John, commenced his 
career os an engraver, and executed a few 
plates, including a portrait of J oseph Richard- 
son, M.P., afier Shea, but turning early to 
miniature-painting he became one of the 
most fashionable artists of his day. He was a 
constant contributor to the Academy exhibi¬ 
tions from 1808 to 1803, and for many years 
his only rival was Sir William ltoss. In 1831 
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he was appointed miniature-painter in ordi¬ 
nary to William IV and Queen Adelaide, 
and from 1837 to 1858 held the same office 
under Queen Victoria. He was knighted in 
1837. Newton devised a plan for joining 
several pieces of ivory to form a large sur¬ 
face, and was thereby enabled to paint some 
historical groups of unusual size, Three of 
these,‘ The Coronation of the Queen, 1838; ’ 
'The Marriage of the Queen, 1840;’ and ‘The 
Christening of the Prince of "Wales, 1842 ’— 
were lent to the Victorian Exhibition at the 
New Gallery in 1892. Many of his portraits 
have been engraved, including those of I)r. 
Lushing ton, Joanna P<aillie, Sir Herbert Tay¬ 
lor, Joseph Ilume, Lady Byron, Miss Paton 
theactress, andLady Sophia Grcsley. Though 
popular, Newton’s art was of rather poor 
quality, weak in drawing and deficient in 
character, and he never obtained Academy 
honours. He long resided in Argyll Street, 
but after bis retirement removed to (3 Cam¬ 
bridge Terrace, Hyde Park, where he died 
22 Jan. 1809. He married in 1822 Anne, 
daughter of Robert Faulder; she died in 
1850. Some drawings by Newton, among 
them a portrait of himself, ore in the print 
room of the British Museum. A collection 
of his works was sold at Christie’s, 23 June 
1890. 

Newton’s son, Haiuiy Robert Newton, 
an architect, studied under Sydney Smirke, 
R.A.; he died in November 1880. His col¬ 
lection of drawings and manuscripts now 
belongs to the Institute of British Architects. 

[Redgrave’s Diet, of Artists; Art Journal, 
1868, p. 84; Dabrett’s Peerage.] P. M. O’D. 

NIAL, AOD or HUGH. [See O’Nexii, 
Hugh, 1640 P-I8IG, ‘ the arch-rebel.’] 

NIALL (d. 406), king of Ireland, son of 
Eockaidh Muiglunheadkoin, also king of 
Ireland, and his second wife Cairinne, is 
known in Irish writings as Naighiallach, a 
word translated ‘ of the nine hostages,’ hut 
not accounted for hy any early record. He 
made war upon the Leinstormen and the 
Munstemen, and also fought in Britain and 
perhaps in Gaul, It has been supposed that 
he was the Scot whose attack on Stilicho is 
commemorated by Claudian (Inprinvwm Oon- 
sulatum F.Stilichonis, ii. 247). In tales and 
poems he is described as having a bard named 
Laidcenn, and as having been himself edu¬ 
cated by Torna Eigeas, He was killed by 
one of his hostages, Eoohaidh, son of Enna 
Ceannseallach, king of Leinster, at Muir 
nlcht, perhaps the lotion Sea, or coast of 
Gaul. The fact that there is no history of 
his tomb or burial in Ireland seems to con¬ 
firm this identification. Though often men¬ 


tioned in Irish literature, very little is re¬ 
corded of his time, and that he is one of the 
best-known kings of Ireland is due to the 
fame of his descendants. Several of the chief 
tribes of the north and of Meath regarded 
him as their ancestor, and it is from him that 
the O’Neills take their name. The following 
are the names of those of his fourteen sons 
who had children, with those of the more 
important tribes who claimed descent from 
them : (1) Laeghaire (O’Coindhelbhain); 
(2) Coimll Crimkthainne (O’Melaglilin); 
(8) Fiacka (MaoGeoghegan and O’Molloy); 
(4) Maine (O’Cathamaigh), all these m 
Meath, and in tho north; (6) Eoglian 
(O'Neill); (6) Conall Gulhan (O’Oiinmmain 
and O'Doneli). The descendants of Cairhre 
and Enda Finn are less famous. 

In the ‘ Book of Leinster,’ a twelfth-cen¬ 
tury manuscript (fol. 88, col. 2, 1.10), is a 
poem hy Cuaa O’Lothckain containing tales 
of Nialf’s childhood. In the ‘Book of Bally- 
mote,’ a manuscript of the fifteenth century, 
the history of his life is related in prose and 
verse (fol. 266, eols. a and b). In the ‘Lea- 
bhar Buidhe Leaoain,’ a fourteenth-century 
manuscript, is a lament for him ascribed to 
Tama Eigeas, but obviously of much later 
date. He is always described as having long 
yellow bail*. 

[Book of Lei aster, fnes.; Book of Ballymote, 
files.; Annela Riogkaekta Eiroann, vol. i.] 

N.M. 

NIALL (716-778), king of Ireland, sur- 
named FraBsach, bom in 716, was son of 
Ferghal mac Maeldnin, king of Ireland, 
(711-22), and younger brother of Aodh 
Ollan, king of Ireland [734-48), was directly 
descended from Muircheartach (d. 688) [q. v.j 
and from Niall (d. 406) [q. v.] He became 
king of Ireland on the death of Domhnall 
mac Murckadha in 763. Niall’s reign was 
a period of famine and pestilence: he fought 
no great battles, hut exacted tributes from 
Connaught, Munster, and Leinster. In 770 
he resigned his throne and entered the reli¬ 
gious community of Icolmcille, where he died 
m 778 and was buried. There is a copy of 
a poem of four lines on his reign hy Gilla 
Modubhda in the ‘ Book of Ballymote,’ a fif¬ 
teenth-century manuscript, another poem of 
twelve lines in the ‘ Annals of Ulster,’ and a 
shorter one in the 1 Annals of the Kingdom 
of Ireland.’ The two last refer only to his 
oognomen, Fruseack. Fras is the Irish for a 
shower, and frassach or frossack means ‘ of 
showers,’ and is translated ‘ nimbosus ’ by 
CFlahorty (Ogyffia, p. 483). The ‘Annals 
of Ulster ’ explain, the word by a story of 
the king with seven bishops praying m a 



Niall 4°8 Niali 


season of famine and drought, for rain, and 
three showers of silver, of honey, and of 
wheat following, hut the ‘ Book of Ballymote' 
(f. 49 a, 1. 87) says ‘tri frassa le gem,’ throe 
showers at his birth. The translation of the 
1 Annals of Clonmacnois ’ gives another va¬ 
riant of the tale, and the ‘Annals of the 
Kingdom of Ireland’ (i. 882) a fourth. The 
lateness of the fable is shown by the mention 
of money (' Annals of Clonmacnois), which was 
not in general use in Ireland in the eighth 
century, but it is perhaps worth note that a 
deep snow of three months' duration is men¬ 
tioned in the annals as occurring in the first 
year of his reign. 

He married Ethne, daughter of Breasal 
Breagh; she diedin 768, leaving a son, Aedh 
Oirnidlie, who became king oflrelaudin 798, 
and whose son Niall (791-846) [q. v,] suc¬ 
ceeded him. 

[Book of Ballymote, facsimile; Annala Biogh- 
acnta Eireann, ed. 0'Donovan, vol. t.; Annals of 
Ulster, ed. Ilcnnessy, vol. i.] N. M. 

NIALL (791-846), king of Ireland, in 
Irish annals known ns Niall Oaillo orCailne, 
son of Aedh Oirnidlie, king of Ireland, was 
bom in 791, and was seven years old when 
his father became king of Ireland. Niall 
(716-778) was his grandfather. He is 
called Cogadh Gaedkel re Gallaibh m ‘Book 
of Leinster,’ f. 217 (of. Annala Rioghachta 
Eireann, i. 470). In 821 he deposed Murcliadh, 
son of Maclduin, and became chief of theOin el 
Eoghain. Eoghan Mainistreck, primate of 
Armagh, was driven from his see by Oathni, 
chief of the Oirgliialla,iu 826, and at once sent 
his psalm-singer with a complaint in verse to 
Niall, whose confessor he was. Niall raised 
the clans of both Tyrone and Tyrconnell, a 
proof of his groat power in the north at 
the time, and fought a battle with the 
Oirghialla and the Ulidiaus near Armagh. 
He defeated them after a severe contest, 
and replaced Eoghan in his bishopric. In 
883 he succeeded Oonchobhar, sou of Donn- 
chadb, as king of Ireland, Ilis home was 
Ailecli, near Derry, and when tlio Danes at¬ 
tempted the plunder of the church of Derry in 

833 he met and defeated them. lie inherited 
n feud with the Leinstermen from his father, 
who had often made war on them, and in 

834 invaded Leinster, obtained a tribute, and 
set up Bran, sou of Eaelain, as a king in his 
interest. He also plundered Meath as far 
as the border of MaoCogklan’s country in 
the present King's County, He made a treaty 
with Feidklimidk, son of Oriomhthainn, king 
of Munster, at Cloncurry, co. Kildare, in \ 
887, but iu 839 Feidhlimidh tried to become 
king of Ireland, plundered Month and en¬ 


camped at Tara, then, as now, a mere open 
hill with earthworks, Niall marched from 
the north, and Feidhlimidh, who had gone 
to attack Wexford, turned end met him a (, 
Maghocktair in Kildare, where he was de¬ 
feated, and never again attacked Niall. The 
Danes, who had several times sailed up Lough 
Swilly in Niall’s reign, wore caught and 
defeated by him on Magli Itha, by the river 
Finn, co. Donegal, in 843. In 846 he was 
drowned in the "River Callan, near Armagh. 
A cairn, which in 1799 was, in spite of many 
inroads, still forty-four yards in diameter 
was asserted by tradition to be his tomb. A 
fanner demolished it early in this century, 
Niall Caille is mentioned in several ancient 
poems. One of these is put into the month 
of Dachiarog, the patron saint of Erigal 
Keeroge, co. Tyrone, another into that of 
Bee Mac De, while a third is attributed 
to Mucnghal Alithir. He is mentioned as 
an ancestor to be proud of in a poem by 
Gillabrighde MacConmidlm [q. v.], bard of 
Brian O’Neill, written in 1260. 

Ilis son, Aedh Finnliath, bocame king of 
Ireland in 863, and was father of Niall 
(870 P-919) [q. v.] Ilis daughter, who mar¬ 
ried Oontuig, king of Magh Bregh, composed 
a poem on the battle of Oilluandaigkri, in 
which her son Flann was slain (Cogadh 
Qaedel re Qallaibh, ed. Todd, p. 32). 

[Boole of Leinster, face.; Oogadh Gaedel re 
Gallaibh, ed. Todd; AnnalaEioghaclitaEireann, 
od. O'Donovan; Annals of Ulster, od. Hennessy, 
vol. i.; Miscellany of Celtic Society; MaoCon- 
midhe's poem, ed, O’Donovan, 1849; Ogygia, 
B. OTlaherty, 1686 ; Stuart’s Historical Me¬ 
moirs of Armngh, Nowry. 1810, p. 607, as to his 
grave. 1 N. M. 

NIALL (870 P-019), king of Ireland, 
known in Irish history as Glumdubh or 
Blackicnee, son of Aedh Finnliath, king of 
Ireland, grandson of Niall (791-846) [q.v.l 
and groat-great-grandson of Niall (716-778) 
[n.v.j, was born about 870. IIo belonged to 
the northern Ui Neill, and was thirteenth in 
doseen t from Eoghain, thefoundcr of the Cinel 
Eoghain. In 900 he challenged his brother 
Dominion, Jring of Ailock. The Cinel Eo- 

g kain prevented the battle, which was to 
ave been a fight of sopts, and not a more 
duel. The hrotliors mado frionds, and in 
903 invaded Meath and burnt Tlacbta, near 
Athboy. In 906 he made a foray into 
Ui Fiftokrnoli in northern Oonnaugnt and 
slew Aedh, son of Maelpatraio, its chief. 
Two years later he captured and drownod 
Oeaxnaohan, who had violated the sanctuary 
of Armagh. In 909 ho is called Gluudubh in 
the chronicles for the first time; but no his¬ 
tory of the cognomen is preserved. He 
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made ft second expedition into North Con¬ 
naught, and defeated the Connaughtmen 
under Maelcluiche on Bin Bulbin, co. Sligo. 
In December 910 he led the men of Fochla, 
or North and West Ulster, with allies from 
Ulidia, or East Ulster, into Meath, but was 
defeated at Girley, near Crossakeel, co. Meath, 
by Flann Sionna, king of Ireland (879-916). 
His brother died in 911, and he became king 
of Ailech, and on 12 June led an army into 
Dal nAruidke (South Antrim and Down), and 
fought a battle with Loingseach O'Lethlo- 
bhfur, its king, on the river Ravel, a little 
north of the present railway station of G larry- 
ford, co. Antrim. He then marched south, 
and fought a second battle at Corn Ereann, 
near Ballymena, co. Antrim, defeating Aedh, 
son of Eochagain, king of Ulidia, with whom 
he made peace atTullaghoge, co. Tyrone, on 
1 Nov. Early in 916 he suppressed a rising 
against Flann Sionna by his sons Donnchadh 
and Conchobhar. In May 916 he succeeded 
Flann as king of Ireland. He is stated to 
have revived the great meeting of clans 
known in Irish as Aonach Toillten, and often 
called by English writers the ‘ fair of Tell- 
town.’ The assembly washoldearly in August, 
and he left Meath soon after it, and on 22 Aug. 
encamped on the plain of Feimhin near Clan- 
mell. The Danes, after a rest of forty years, 
were again attackinglreland,andhad also en¬ 
camped on the plain, having marched outfrom 
Waterford. An indecisive battle took place, 
and Niall remained for three weeks in his 
camp. The Donas marched north, and won 
a battle on the Liiiey at Ceannfuait, co. 
Kildare. Niall was then obliged to retreat 
to Meath. In 919 he marohed on Dublin, 
The Danes, led by Ivar and Sltric, came out 
to meet him, and he was defeated and mor¬ 
tally wounded at Kilmashoge, near Rath- 
farnham, co. Dublin, on Wednesday, 16 Sept. 
He was shriven on the field by Oeledabhaill, 
eon of Scannoill, abbot of Bangor, and his 
tomb, made of great upright and transverse 
blocks of unhewn stone, is still to be seen 
on the field of battle. He had some literary 
taste, and a short poem attributed to him, 
stating the object of his march, is extant. 
Gormacan Eigeas, the famous northern poet 
[see Muibohbaetach, d. 943], was his friend 
and hard. About 910 he married Gormlaith, 
daughter of Flann Sionna. She had pre¬ 
viously been the wife of Cormao Hac- 
Cuilennen (836-908) [q. vj, king of Munster, 
and of Cearbhall, king of Leinster, who was 
slain in 609, Many poems are attributed to 
her. In one she mentions that Anlaff was the 
name of the Dane who slew Niall. Having 
been wife successively of aking of Munster, a 
king of Leinster, ana a king of Ireland, she 
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wandered for many years as a mendicant, 
and died in 940 of a wound of the chest, 
caused by falling upon the sharp-pointed 

J iost to which her bed was tied. An ancient 
ament for Niall, beginning ‘Bronach indiu 
Eirinn huag’ (‘Mournful to-day is noble 
Ireland ’). and a poem on the battle beginning 
‘ Ba duabliais an chedam chru&idh ’ (‘ Gloomy 
was the hard Wednesday’), are extant. He 
left a son, Muircheartaoh (d, 943) [q. v.], 
afterwards king of Ailech. 

[Annala Hioghuekta Eireann, ad. O’Donoran, 
vol. ii.; Annals of Ulster (Rolls Ser.), ed. Hen- 
nessy, vol. l. 1887; Ckronieon Scotorum (Rolls 
Ser.), ed. Hennessy, 1866; Cogadh Gaadhol re 
Gallaibli (Rolls Ser.), ed.Todd,1887; OTlaherty's 
Ogygia, London, 1686; Annals of Ireland; Three 
Fragments, ed. O'Donovan, Dublin, 1860; An¬ 
tiquities of Down, Connor, and Dromoro, ed. 
Reeves, Dublin, 1847.] N. M. 

NIALL (d. 1061), king of Ailech, was 
the younger of the two sons of Maelsech- 
lainn, heir of Ailech, who died in 996, and 
whose father, Maelruanaidli, slain in 941, 
and grandfather, Flann, who died in 901, 
were both in the direct line of succession to 
the kingship of the north, and were all 
called ridamlma without ever becoming 
kings. Ho raised the tribe known as the 
Ciannachta of Glengiven, co. Derry, against 
his brother Lochlainn, who was killed in 
the battle, and then reigned as king of 
Ailech. His next war was in 1031 with the 
Oinel Eoghain. He marched as far as Tulla- 
hoge, co. Tyrone, hut had to retire without 
plunder. In 1044 he made a foray into the 
district of Cuailgne, co. Louth, and carried 
off twelve hundred cows and many captives. 
This was a punitive expedition m revenge 
for the violation of an oath sworn upon the 
hell of St. Patrick’s will The hell, with 
an ornate cover or shrine made early in the 
following century, was preserved by a tribe 
of hereditary keepers under Niall’s protec¬ 
tion, and he was thus hound to revenge the 
insult to its sanctity. In the same cause he 
made an expeditioninto Mome, co. Monaghan. 
He invaded the plain south of the Boyne in 
1048, and in 1066 attacked the southern 
part of Ulidia or Lesser Ulster, now co. 
Down, and carried off two thousand cows 
and sixty prisoners. lie died in 1061. 

[Annala Rdoghachta Elreann, ed. O'Donovan, 
Dublin, 1851, vol. ii.; Annals of Ulster, ed. 
Hennessy, vol. i. 1887; Reeves's Bell of St. 
Patrick, Belfast, 1849,] N. M. 

NIALL (d. 1002), king of Ulidia or 
Lesser Ulster, was son of Eochaidh and 
grandson of Ardghar, eighth in descent from 
Bee Boirche, king of Ulidia in 716. His 
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nephew Nial], son of Dublituinne, who was 
king of Ulidia, was defeated by him in battle 
ana deposed in 1011. In 1010 he was at¬ 
tacked by Maelseacklainn II [q. v.L king of 
Ireland, and had to yield him hostages. 
After this defeat the deposed Niall, son of 
Dubhtuinne, with some of the inhabitants 
of Dal nAraidbe, tbe southern sub-kingdom 
of Ulidia, rose against him; but he dcieatod 
them and slew his nephew. To secure his 
position, in 1019 he blinded his kins¬ 
man, Flaibheartacli O'Heochaidk. NialL had 
many ships, and in 1022 defeated a Danish 
fleet off his coast and captured most of its 
vessels and their crews. Later in the year 
he invaded the territory of the Airgkialla in 
the south of Ulster, and won a great victory 
at Slieve Puaid, co. Armagh. The Cinel 
Eoghain attacked him in 1027, and carried 
oft' a great spoil of cattle from Ulidia. In 
10-17 there was so great a famine in his 
country that many of his peoplo migrated 
to Leinster. Thu famine was followed by 
deep snow from 2 Feb. to 17 March, and 
the year was long known to chroniclers us 
1 bliadkain an mdr sueachta 1 (‘ the year of 
tho groat snow’). lie died lb Sept. 1062. 
His Bon Eockaidk died on the same day, 
but left descendants who take thoir name 
from him; some of them survive an the 
coasts of Ulster to this day, and are famous 
for their skill as boatmen and sea-fishers. 
They are called after him in IrishO’Heockaidk, 
which is oiten anglicised lluughoy, and 
sometimes Huugh, Iloey, or llowe. 

[Annala RiogbucUta Jiirounn, od. O'Donovnu, 
vol. i.; Annuls of Ulstor, ed. Honnessy, vol. i.; 
local information.] N, M. 

NIALL (d. 1139), anti-primate of Ar¬ 
magh, was son of Aedk and grandson of 
Maelwa, who with his father, Amkatgtiuidh, 
filled the primacy of Ulster for (il'ty-six 
years. Another member of his family bold 
tbe temporalities of the see for three years 
after tho election of St. Malacky O’Moi'gair 
[q. Vi], and in 1131 they wero seized by Niall, 
who publicly displayed the BocholL Isa, or 
pastoral staff of JesuSj to the populace, and 
was able for a short time to hold his own. 
He also seized an ancient book, probably that 
now known as the hook of Armagh. St. Ber¬ 
nard, the friend of his rival, spooks of him 
with severity as * Nigellns guidam, imo vero 
nigerrimus,’ He wandered about in tho 
diocese, and reasserted bis claim in 1187, 
wbon Qiolla Iosa succeeded Malachy as tbe 
regular archbishop, but was driven out and 
died, ‘ after intense penanoe,’ say the okro- 
niolos, in 1189. 

[Annals. Rlogkaehta Eireann, ed. O'Donovan, 
ii. 1003; Colgan’s Trias Thaumaturge, 1051), 


p. 305; Bernardi Opera, Paris, 1586, ii, 73 , 
725; Stuart’s Historical Memoirs of the Cite 
of Armagh, Ns wry, 1819.) N Jf ? 

NIAS, Sib JOSEPH (1798-1879), & d- 
miral, t bird son of Joseph Nias, ship insurance 
broker, was born in London on 2 April 179 a 
ne entered the navy in 1807, on board tie 
Nautilus sloop, under the command of Cap¬ 
tain Matthew Smith, with whom he con¬ 
tinued in the Oomus and Nymphsn frigates 

on the Lisbon, Mediterranean, North Sea and 
Channel stations till August 1816. Darin? 
the last few weeks of the Nymphen’B 00 m- 
mission Nias, in command of one of her boats 
was employed in rowing guard round the 
Bellurophon in Plymouth Sound, koeping off 
the sightseerswho throngod to catch aghmpso 
of Nupoloon. lie continued in active service 
after the peace, and in January 1818 was ap¬ 
point ed to Hie Alexander brig, with Lien- 
tenant (afterwards Sir) William Edward 
Parry [q. v.], for an expedition to the Arctic 
under tho command of Sir John Boss [q. v.] 
In February 1819 he was again with Parry 
in the Ilecla, returning to the Thames in 
November 1820, and on 20 Dec. he was pro¬ 
moted to tho rank of lieu! enant. In January 
1821 he was again appointed to the Ilecla 
with Parry, and sailed for llie Arctic in May. 
After two winters in tho ice the Ilecla re¬ 
turned to England in November 1828, In 
1820 Nias went out to tho Mediterranean as 
first lieutenant of tho Asia, carrying the Sag 
of Sir Edwni'd Oodringtou [q. v.J, and, after 
the battle of Navarino, was promoted to be 
commander on 11 Nov. 1827, and appointed 
to the Alacrity brig, in which ho saw some 
sharp sorvice against (he Greek pirates who 
at that time infested tho Archipelago, and 
especially on 11 Jan. 1829, in outting out 
one commanded by a noted ruffian named 
Georgias, who was sunt to Malta and duly 
hanged. The Alacrity was paid off in 1830, 

N lus was advanced to post rank on 8 July 
183C, and in May 1838 commissioned tbe 
Herald frigate for the East Indies, a station 
which at that time iuoUidod Australia,Okina, 
and the Western Pacific. I 11 February 1810, 
when Captain Hobson of the navy was or¬ 
dered to take possession of New Zoaland in 
the 11 nine of (he queen, ho went from Sydney 
os a passengor in too Herald, and was assisted 
by Nias in tho formal proceedings (Corre¬ 
spondence relative to Now Zealand, Pari, 
Papers, 1841, vol. xvii.; Buxmna, Hem- 
niscenees of a Veteran, vol. iii.) During tbe 
first Ohinosu war Nias was actively employed 
in the operations leading to the capture of 
Canton, and on 20 Juno 1841 he was nomi¬ 
nated a O.B. Tho Herald returned to Eng¬ 
land in 184.3, when Nias was placed on ball 
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pay. In June 1850 lie commissioned the 
Agincourt, from -which in August he was 
moved to the St. George, as flag-captain to 
Commodore Seymour, then superintendent 
of the dockyard at Devonport [see Seymour, 
Sir Michael, 1802-1887], and as captain of 
the ordinary. In 1852 Captain James Scott 
fa. v.] of the navy, in conversation with a 
friend at the United Service Club, made 
some reflections on Nias’s conduct in China. 
Though duelling was then not quite extinct, 
the feeling of the navy was strongly opposed 
to it, and Nias took the then unusual prac¬ 
tice of bringing an action against Scott, who, 
after the evidence of Sir Thomas Herbert 
(1798-1861) [q. v.]and others, withdrew the 
imputation, and under pressure from the lord 
chief justice expressed his regret, on which 
the plaintiff accepted a verdict of 40s. and 
costa (Times, 22,23 June; Morning Chronicle, 
24 June 1862), 

Nias commanded the ordinary at Devon¬ 
port for the usual term of three years, and 
from 1854 to 1860 was superintendent of the 
victualling yard and hospital at Plymouth. 
He had no further service, but was made 
rear-admiral on 14 Feb. 1867, vice-admiral 
12 Sept. 1863, K.O.B. 13 March 1867, and 
admiral 18 Oct. 1807. After his retirement 
from active service he resided for the most 

f art at Surbiton, but in 1877 moved to 
iondon, where he died on 17 Dec. 1879. 
He was buried in the Marylebone cemetery 
at East Finchley. lie married in 1866 Caro¬ 
line Isabella, only daughter of John Laing, 
and left issue two eons and three daughters. 

[Information from the family j O'Byrne's Nay. 
Biog. Diet.] J. K, L. 

NICCOLS, KIOHARD (1684-1010), 
oet, horn in London in 1684, may possibly 
ave been son of Ilichard Niccols or Nichols 
of London, who entered the Inner Temple in 
1676, and is usually (according to Wood) 
styled ‘the elder,’ Ilichard Niccols died 
before 1613, and after his death there ap¬ 
peared in London in that year a volume as¬ 
signed to his pen containing ‘A Treatise 
setting forth the Mystery of our Salvation,’ 
and ‘A Day Star for Dark Wandring Souls; 
showing the light by a Christian Contro¬ 
versy.’ 

The younger Richard Niccols accompanied 
the Earl of Nottingham, when only in his 
twelfth year, on the voyage to Cadiz, and 
was on hoard the admiral's ship Ark at the 
taking of the city, when a dove rested on 
the raainyord of the ship and did not leave 
it till the vessel arrived m London. Niccols 
thrice refers to the picturesque incident in 
his published poems (cf. Winter Nights | 


Vision, Ded, j England?a Eliza, pp. 861 and 
869). Niccols matriculated from Magdalen 
College, Oxford, on 20 Nov. 1602, hut soon 
migrated to Magdalen Hall, whence he gra¬ 
duated B.A. on 20 May 1606. He was then 
‘numbered,’ according to Wood, ‘amongthe 
ingenious persons of the university.’ Com¬ 
ing to London, he spent his leisure" in study¬ 
ing Spenser's works, and in writing poetry 
somewhat in Spenser's manner. At the same 
time he followed a profession, which neither 
he nor his biographers specify. But all his 
avocations left him poor. The families of the 
Earl of Nottingham, and Sir Thomas Wroth 
and James Hay, earl of Carlisle, were his 
chief literary patrons. 

His earliest publication, which appeared 
while he was an undergraduate, was entitled 
‘Epicedium. A Funeral Oration upon the 
death of the late deceased Princesse of famous 
memorye, Elizabeth. Written by Infelice 
Academico Ignoto,’ London, 1603, 4to. In 
one of the poems the author makes sympa¬ 
thetic reference to Spenser and Drayton. 
Appended is ‘ The true OrdBr and formall 
Proceeding at the Funerull ’ of the queen, 
with which verse is intermixed. There fol¬ 
lowed in 1607 a very attractive narrative 
poem, called ‘The Cuckow,’ with the motto 
‘At etiam cubat cuculus, surge arnator, i 
domum ’ (Brit. Mus.) The volume, which is 
dedicated to Master Thomas Wroth, and 
was printed by F[elix] K[mgaton], has no 
author's name, but in his later ‘Winter 
Nights Vision ’ Niccols describes himself as 
having ‘ Cuckow-like ’ sung ‘ in rustick tunes 
of Castaes wrongs.’ It tells the story of a 
contest between the cuckoo and nightingale 
for supremacy in song, and frequently imi¬ 
tates Spenser, who is eulogised in the course 
of his poem (Corses, Collectanea, ix. 72 sea). 
The work seems to have been suggested by 
Drayton’s ‘ Owl,’ 1004. 

One of Niccols's largest undertakings was 
a new and much revised edition of the 
‘ Mirror for Magistrates,’ which had originally 
been issued by Baldwin in 1669, with Sack- 
ville’e famous ‘Induction.’ Since its first 
appearance nine editions had appeared with 
continuations by Thomas Blenerhasset [q.v.], 
John Higgins [q. v.], and others. Thelatest 
edition before Niccols turned his attention 
to the work was supervised by Iliggins, and 
was dated 1687. In 1610 Niccols's version 
was printed by Felix Kingston. In an ad¬ 
dress to the reader he stated that he bad 
rearranged the old poems andimproved their 
rhythm, and had added many new poems of 
his own. He, moreover, omitted Baldwin’s 
‘ James I of Scotland,’ Francis Segar’s ‘ Rich¬ 
ard, Duke of Gloucester,’ the anonymous 
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• JamasIV of Scotland,’ and Dingley’s 1 Battle 
of Flodden Field,’ His main additions were 
inserted towards the close of the volume, 
and were introduced by a new title-page: 
‘ A Winter Nights Vision. Being an addi¬ 
tion of such princes especially famous who 
were exempted in the former histone,’ The 
princes dealt with by Niccols include King 
Arthur, Edmund Ironside, Richard I, King 
John, Edward II, Edward V, Richard, duke 
of York, and Richard III. Niccols dedi¬ 
cated his own contribution to the Earl of 
Nottingham, and prefaced it with a ‘ poeticall 
Induction.’ There followed, with another 
title-page and separately numbered pages, 
Niccols’s ‘ England’s Eliza, or the victorious 
and triumphant Reigne of that Virgin Em- 
presse of sacred memorie, Elizabeth, Queens 
of England, France, and Ireland, &c,’ The 
dedication was addressed to Elizabeth, wife 
of Sir Francis Olere. Another poetical in¬ 
duction, in which he pays a new tribute to 
Spenser, precedes tlio poem on Elizabeth, 
which, Niccols states, he wrote at Green¬ 
wich, apparently in August 1G08, when the 
plague raged in London. Niccols’s odition 
of the ‘Mirror’ was reissued in 1619 and 
1028. All Niccols’s continuations are re¬ 
printed in Haslewood’s odition of the whole 
work in 1816. 

On 1C Feb. 1011-12 a play by Niccols, en¬ 
titled 1 The Twynnes Tragedie,’ was entered 
on the ‘ Stationers’ Registers’ (ed. AvbeT, iii. 
478). It is not otherwise known. But in 
1066William Rider published a tragi-comody 
called ‘ ThBTwinB,’which Mr. Fleay suggests 
may he a printed copy of Niacols’s piece. 

Niccols also issued: ‘ Three precious teares 
of blood, flowing ... in memory of the 
vertues . . . of . . . Henry the Great,’ a 
translation from the French, printed with 
(he French original, London (by John Budge), 
1011, 4to (Brit. Mus.) ; ‘The Throe Sisters 
Teares: shed at the late solemne funerals of 
the royall deceased Henry, Prince of Wales,’ 
London, 1013, 4to, dedicated to Lady Ilonor 
Ilay (Brit. Mus.); ‘The Furies with Vertues 
Encomium, or the Image of Honour in two 
hookes of Epigramm.es satyricall and enco- 
miasticke,’ London (by William Stnusby), 
1014, Bvo, dedicated to Sir Timothy Thorn¬ 
hill (reprinted in ‘ Harloion Miscellany,’ x. 
1 seq,)j ‘Monodia, or Waltham’s Complaint 
upon the death of the Lady Honor Jlay,’ 
London (by W. S. for Richard Meighen and 
Thomas Jones), 1616, 8vo, dedicated to Ed¬ 
ward, lord Denny, Lady Honor’s father (re¬ 
printed in ‘ Ilarleian Miscellany,’x. 11 seq,); 
‘London’s Artillery, briefly containing the 
noble practise of that worlhie Societie: with 
the modornc nircl ancient marliall exercises, 


natures of armes, vertue of magistrates "antT 
quitie, glory, and chronogrnphy of this W 
nourable cittie,’ London, 1016, dedicated to 
Sir John Jolles, lord mayor—a tedious anti 
quarian poem (Brit. Mus.); and‘SirThomas 
Overbvrie’s Vision with the ghoasts of VV 
ton, Mris Turner, tho late Lieftenant of the 
Tower, and Franklin, by R. N., Oxon. 
Printed for R. M. & T.1.1016’—a poaticai 
narrative of Overbury’s murder (Brit. Must 
It was roprinlcd in the ‘Harieiau Miscei- 
lany’ (vii. 178 sen.) and by the Hunterian 
Club, Glasgow, in 1873, with an introduction 
by James Maidment. An anonymous work 
' The Begger’s Ape, a poem,’ London, 1627* 
4to, was published posthumously (Brit. Mus.) 
Niccols seems to claim it for himself in tho 
induction to ‘ Winter Nights Vision.’ In it 
the author apparently imitated ‘ SnennwV 
Mother Ilubherds Tale.’ 

Niccols is said to have died in 1610. i a 
March 1793 William Niccols, a labouring 
man, who died at Lench, Worcestershire,ia 
his 101 st year, was described aB ‘descended 
from Richard N., student of Magdalen Col¬ 
lege, Oxford, in tho reign of .Tames I, and 
one of the dislinguislied poots of that period’ 
{Gent. Mag. 1793, pt. i. p. 282). 


[Wood’s Athenm Oxon, od. lilies, ii. 166, 
Wurton’s English Poetry; Postor’s Alumni Oxon; 
Corner's Colloetanca, ix. 67-78; Overbirif's 
Vision, od. Maidment, 1873; Hunter’s MS. 
Chorus Vatum in Addit. MS. 24189, ff. 406-3; 
Brydgos’s Censurn, iii. 168; Ilaslowood’s Minor 
for Magistrates, pp. xliv.xlv; Collier’s Biblio¬ 
graphic,ii Catalogue.] 8.1. 


NIOHOL, JOHN PRINGLE (1804- 
1869), astronomer, was tho eldest son of 
John Nichol, a gonllemnu farmer from North¬ 
umberland, by his wife, Jane Forbes, of 
Ellon, Ahordeenshire. Bom on 13 Jan. 1804 
at Iluutly Ilill, near Brechin in Forfarshire, 
he was educated at King’s College, Aberdeen, 
where he took the highest honours in mathe¬ 
matics and physics. Duringoneof hisvaca- 
tious, at tho age of seventeen, he was ap¬ 
pointed parish schoolmaster at Dun; then, 
having completod his arts curriculum and 
passed tho divinity hall at King’s College, 
ho was licunsed as a proachor botoro he came 
of ago. O wing to a change in his theological 
opinions, ho, however, soon retired from the 
ministry, and devoted himself to educational 
work. Ho became successively headmaster 
of the Hawick grammar school, editor of the 
1 Fife Herald,’headmaster of Cupar academy, 
and Anally, in 1827, roctor of Montrose aca¬ 
demy. Iiore he lectured publicly on scientific 
subjects, and opened a correspondence with 
John Stuart Mill [q. v/J, who hocame his life- 
longfriend. Temporaryill-heolthindueedhim 
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in 1884 to resign his post, and he was recom¬ 
mended by James Mill and Nassau Senior 
as the successor of J. B. Say in the chair of 
political economy in the College de France, 
Paris, He accepted instead, in 1888, the 
appointment of regius professor of astronomy 
in the university of Glasgow. The duties of 
his chair occupied but a small part of his 
energies. He was an inspiring teacher to a 
wider class of students than those who de¬ 
voted themselves wholly to study, and his 
lectures to the general public proved almost 
uniquely attractive from their combination 
of rhetorical power with exact knowledge. 

Nichol was the main agent in procuring 
the transference of the Glasgow observatory 
from the college grounds to its present site 
on Dowanhill, and he made a trip to Munich 
in 1840 in order to Becure for it the best 
modem appliances. He spent the winter of 
1848-9 in the United States, where he de¬ 
livered several courses of lectures. His last 
notable appearance in public was in lectur¬ 
ing on Donati’s comet m 1858. He died of 
congestion of the brain at Glenburn House, 
near Eothesay, Buteshire, on 19 Sept. 1859, 
aged 65. The career thus abruptly terminated 
had been one of unceasing activity and bene¬ 
volence. ‘ His personal character,’ the late 
Professor Rankine says, 1 was frnnk, genial, 
and geuerous, and secured him the warm re¬ 
gard of all who knew him’ (Imperial Diet, of 
Biog ,) He was inspired by a deep feeling of 
reverence and by the respect due to the beliefs 
of others, hut his own religious views were far 
bom what is commonly called orthodox. His 
extensive knowledge of metaphysics is shown 
by his contributions to Griffin’s 1 Cyclopedia 
of Biography' on subjects connected with 
mental science. He took a prominent part 
in political and social discussions, hut in 1867 
he declined an invitation to stand as the 
liberal candidate for the parliamentary re¬ 
presentation of the city of Glasgow. An 
honorary degree of LL.D. was conferred upon 
him by his own university in 1837. He was 
a fellow of the Royal Astronomical Society, 
and his membership of the Royal Society of 
Edinburgh dated from 1836. 

Nichol was an intimate friend and cor¬ 
respondent of Sir William Rowan Hamilton 
[q. v.Tof Dublin, He married, first, in 1831, 
MissTullis of Auchmuty,Fifeshire j secondly, 
on 6 July 1858, Elizabeth, daughter of Joseph 
Pease of Darlington; ahe died, aged 90, on 
8 Feb. 1897. By his first wife he left two 
children—-J ohn Niohol( 1828-1894),professor 
of English literature at Glasgow, from which 
he retired in 1889 [see SuppuranKT]; and a 
daughter, married to William Jack, LL.D,, 
prolessor of mathematics at Glasgow. 


Niohol was a prolific and successful writer. 
His books, like his discourses, were eloquent, 
enthusiastic, and learned. ‘George Eliot’ 
described herself in 1841 as ‘revelling’ in 
them, and they were most effective in the 
popularisation of science. The principal were 
entitled: 1. ‘ Views of the Architecture of 
the Heavens,’ Edinburgh, 1888. It ran 
through seven editions in seven yeans; the 
ninth (1851) was illustrated by David Scott; 
the tenth was published byBalUi&re. 2. ‘Phe¬ 
nomena of the Solar System,’ 1838, 1844, 
1847. 8, ‘The System of the World,’1846. 
4. ‘The Stellar Universe,’ 1847. 6. ‘The 
Planetary System,’ 1848,1860. This work 
contained the earliest suggestionforthestudy 
of sunspots by photography. 6. ‘The Planet 
Neptune,’ 1855. 7. ‘A Cyclopaedia of the 
Physical Sciences,’ 1867; a laborious work, 
of which he was engaged in preparing a 
second edition when he died. He besides 
translated, adding an elaborate introduction, 
Willm’s ‘ Education of the People ’ (1847), 
and preflxed a dissertation on ‘General Prin¬ 
ciples in Geology ’ to Keith Johnston’s 'Phy¬ 
sical Atlas’ (I860). He was one of the 
editors of Mackenzie’s ‘ Imperial Dictionary 
of Biography,’ and contributed largely to 
periodical literature. His astronomical ob¬ 
servations were directed chiefly to the physi¬ 
cal features of the moon, and to the nebula), 
some of which, following on the theories of 
Laplace, he held to be mere gaseous masses 
till the apparent resolution of the nebula in 
Orion by the telescope of Lord Rosse. 

[ATficlebosa's Hundred Glasgow Men; Cham¬ 
bers’s Biographical Dictionary of Eminent Scots¬ 
men ; Monthly Notices, Royal Astronomical So¬ 
ciety. six. 141, xx. 1SI; Times, 23 Sept. 1859; 
Stewart's University of Glasgow, Old and New, 
p. 6S; Gilflllan's Second Gallery of Literary 
Portraits, p. 231; Ann. Reg. 1859, p. 406; Alli- 
bone's Critical Diet, of English Literature; Pog- 
gendorff’s Biog. Lit. Handworterbuch; Graves’s 
Life of Sir William Rowan Hamilton, ii. 036, 
iii. passim,] A. M. 0. 

NICHOLAS. [See also Nicoias.] 

NICHOLAS (4.1124), prior of Worcester, 
was an Englishman of noble birth whose 
parents were friends of Bishop Wulfstan II 
(1062-1095) [q.v.] Nicholas was baptised by 
him and taught by him in Worcester monas¬ 
tery ; he soon became the bishop’s favourite 
pupil, and seldom left his side. When he had 
made some progress in his studies, Wulfstan 
sent him to Christchurch, Canterbury, to be 
taught by Lanfrano. William of Malmes¬ 
bury says that no one was so fond of nar¬ 
rating the words and aots of Wulfstan, and 
blames Nicholas for not writing the bishop’s 
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life. He tells the story that the "bishop 
miraculously arrested while he lived the 
tendency of Nicholas's hair to fall out, but 
that Nicholas lost all his hair in the week 
that the bishop died. In 1118, on the death 
of Thomas, Nicholas succeeded him. os prior 
of Worcester; the monastery, although com¬ 
paratively small, acquired, through Nicho¬ 
las's example, fame tor its zeal for learning. 
He died in 1184. 

While at Canterbury Nicholas had made 
the acquaintance of Eadmer [q. v.] ; subse¬ 
quently he appears to have kept up a corre¬ 
spondence with him, and his opinion on his¬ 
torical matters was highly valued. Tn one 
letter from Nicholas to Eadmer (Stubbr, 
Dunstav, p. 422) he answers a question with 
regard to the mother of King Edward the 
Martyr, and enabled Eadmer to correct Os- 
bem of Canterbury’s errors in his ‘Life of 
Dunstan,’ Another letter of Nicholas's to 
Eadmer, dated 1120, is extant (IIadd ur and 
Stubbs, Councils, ii. 202); Eaclmor had re¬ 
cently been appointed to the see of St. An¬ 
drews, and had invited Nicholas’s opinion 
respecting a dispute in regard to his conse¬ 
cration. Nicholas denied that the see of 
York had any claim to primacy over Scot¬ 
land; and recommended nis friend to seoure 
the support of the ‘ barbaric race ’ of the 
Scots, and by the favour of the king of 
Scots to seek papal consecration. Nicholas 
was himself prepared to plead in favour of 
the liberty of the Scottish church at the court 
of Rome. Eadmer had no sympat liy with the 
liberties of the Scottish churoli, and did not 
follow Nicholas’s advice. 

[William of Malmesbury’s Vita Wulstani III, 

o. 17 in Wharton's Anglia Sacra, ii. 206; Gosta 

Pontiflenm (Rolls Ser.), p. 287 ; Stubbs’s Dun¬ 
stan (Rolls Ser.), p. 122 ; Haddau and Stubbs's 
Councils, ii. 202.] M. B. 

NICHOLAS at GWRGANT (d. 1188), 
bishop of Llandaff, succeeded Uchtryd in 
that see in 1148 {Brut y Tywysogitm, Oxford 
odit. p. S16j Liber Landavemis, ed. Evans, 

p. 814). Some lists, indeed, interpose a 
Godfrey j but lliie is duo to some coufusion 
with Geoffrey of Monmouth, bishop of St. 
Asaph, who is erroneously mentioned in the 
‘ Brut ’ as 1 Qeffroi eseob Linn Daf ’ (p. 318). 
Nothing is known of the parentage or Nicho¬ 
las, though Dr. Owen. Pughe ( Cambrian 
Biography) and others assume him to have 
been a brother of the chieftain Iesfyn ap 
Gwrgant, who flourished about 1080; and 
Haddau and Stubbs (Councilsand Ecclesias¬ 
tical Documents, i. 887, 303) conjecture that 
he was the son of his predecessor, Urban 
.(bishop of Llandaff 1107-34), a conjecture 
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which rests upon the reading ‘NicoTiiab 
Gwrgant esoob' in one manuscript of ‘Brut 
y Tywysogitm * (ed. Williams, p. 176). and 
upon the iorms ‘Worgan’ and'Gwrfau' as . 
sumed by Urban’s name in various editions 
of the same chronicle (‘Brut y Saeeon’in 
Mmyrian Arckaiology, 2nd edit, p. ggg. 
‘ Gwentian Brut ’ in Archmlogia Cambrmis 
3rd ser. x. 88). Nicholas appears to have 
owed his promotion to Archbishop Theobald 
(Letters of Gilbert Foliot, xci.: ‘ opus enim 
manuum vestrarum ipse estet plantatioves- 
tra’). This did not prevent him, however 
from showing much independence, and, ac- 
cording to the Gwentian ‘ Brut,’ he bad much 
influence both with ihe Norman oonquerors 
of Glamorgan and their Welsh subjects. He 
carried on the old boundary disf ' ■ 

Bishops of Hereford and St. 
with no particular success. . 
was a supporter of Henry II against Arch¬ 
bishop Thomas Becltol, assenting to (though 
not actually present at) the coronation of 
Prince Ilenry in 1170, and incurring sus- 
pension in consequence. In 11771iewaB again 
suspended by Archbishop Richard (d. 1184) 
[q. v.] for abstting the monks of Malmesbury 
in a contest with their diocesan, the Bishop 
of Salisbury. He died on 4 June 1183 ( Annals 
qf Margam, Rolls edit.) 

_ [Brut y Tywysogion; Brut y Saeson j Gven- 
tian Brut; Libor Lamlavonsis, ed. Evans; Hai¬ 
tian and Stubbs's Councils and Ecclesiastical 
Documents, i. 861-87.] J. E. L, 

NICHOLAS be Walkinotoit (fi, 
1198 P), medimval writer, perhaps a native 
of Walkington, Yorkshire, entered the mo¬ 
nastery of the Regulars at Kirkham in tho 
same oounty; he was not, ns has been fre¬ 
quently stated, a Cistercian. Bale says that 
he lived about 1198. He was author of 
‘Nicolai Walkington de Kirkham brevis 
narratio de Bello inter nenricum I Regem 
Anglite et Ludovicum Grossum R. Fmn- 
corum; item de Bello contra Scotos quod 
dicitur de Standardoa manuscript copy of 
this work, which consists of only one quarto 
page, written on papa 1 during the 16th cen¬ 
tury, is Cotton MS. Titus A xix, f. 144. 
Nicholas has also been credited with the de¬ 
scription of the battle of the Standard, in¬ 
cluding an account of Walter Espec, founder 
of Rievaulx, really writton by Etheldied 
(1109 P-1166) [q. v.J, abbot of Rievaulx, Bale 
also attributes to Nicholas a treatise‘Devir- 
tutibus et vitiis,’ which is not known to be 
extant. 


[Cotton MS. Titus A xix.; Visob'sBiblloti. 
Scriptorum S. Ordinis Oistereensis, ed. 1649, 
p. 200 j Fabrieias’s Bibliolh. Mod. 2Evi, v. 186; 
Fits, Do Rebus Anglieis, p. 200; Tanner's Dibi, 



Nicholas 


415 


Nicholas 


Bnt.-Hil>. j Wright's Eiog. Litt. ii. 467, Hardy’s 
Pescr Cat. ii. 201-5, Ohevaher’s Bipertoice; 
Xotes and Queries, 8th sar. Ti. 384.] A. F. P. 

NICHOLAS of Me Airs (d. 1227 ?), bishop 
of the Isles, called also Holes, Kolitts, or 
Nous, oame from Argadia, Arehadia, or Ar¬ 
gyll, and not from the Orkney Isles (Chroni- 
oon Regum Mannics atlnsularum . ed. Munch, 
pp. 29,140). He was first an Augustinian 
canon of Wartre in the East Riding of York¬ 
shire (Dtron am, Afoncwt icon Anglicamum, ed. 
1830, v. 248, Append, i.), but there is no 
reason for identifying him with the Nicholas 
who appears as prior of that foundation (ti. 
ti. 298). He afterwards entered the Cister¬ 
cian order, and became a monk of Meaux, a 
Cistercian abbey a few miles north of IM1, 
from which he took his name. Thence he 
passed into Furness, also a Cistercian house, 
m North Lancashire, where he ultimately be¬ 
came seventeenth do facto abbot ( ib . v. 246: 
cf. Chron. de Melsa, i. 380, Rolls Ser., where 
the S in ‘monachus quidam S’ is doubtless a 
mistake for 1 N ’). The ‘ Chronicle of Meaux ’ 
dates his appointment during the time of 
Hugh, fifth abbot of that house—between 
1210 and 1220—but this is evidently too 
late (Beok, Annales Furnesienscs, p. 170). 

Nicholas subsequently became bishop of 
Man and the Sudreys. The ‘ Chronicle of 
Man’merely affirms that hasuccecdedBishop 
Michael, who appears to have died in 1203 
( Coucher Book of Furness, ill. xli.) In an 
extant letter to the dean and chapter of York, 
probably writton soon after 1207, Olaf, king 
of the Isles, demands the speedy consecration 
at York of Nicholas, his bishop-elect, in 
spite of tho clamour and complaints of the 
monks of Furness, who claimed the right 
of eleoting the Bishop of Man [Monast. vi. 
1188, App. xlvi.; hut vide Chron. Man. 
ed. Goss, 1 . 189, ii. 272, Manx Soc.) The 
election to the see had belonged to Furness 
Abbey, nominally at. least since the char¬ 
ter of Olaf I, dated about 1184 (Oliver, 
Monumenta de Insula Mannire, ii, 1), It 
is possible, but scarcely probable, that tho 
hostility of the monks referred merely to 
the consecration of Nicholas at York in dis¬ 
regard of the rights vested in the Archbishop 
of Trondjem (Nidaros) by the hull of Anas- 
tasius IV, datod 30 Nov. 1164 (JaieIs, 
Begesta Pontificum, ii. 102; Chron. Man. 
ed. Goss, ii. 274, prints this in full). A 
bull lately issued in February 1206, per¬ 
haps during the progress of the struggle, 
expressly prohibited the consecration of the 
suffragans of Trondjem by any other than 
the primate of that see. After much delay 
Nicholas obtained consecration from theNor- 
wegian primate in 1210 (Annales Islandorum 


Regii, in Script, rerum Danicai urn, iii. 77, 
'Kolius ppiscopns ad Hebrides oonseoratusj’ 
of. Torpkjseb, Orcades, p. 164). Thereupon 
Nicholas probably resigned the abbacy of 
Furness; a now abbot apparently (Ann. Fur- 
nes, p. 177) received the episcopal benedic¬ 
tion at Melrose on 18 Dec. 1211 (Chron. de 
Madras, p. 111, Bannatyne Club). 

A few years later Nicholas attended a 
general council (Oliver, Monumenta, ii.88), 
doubtless the Fourth Lateron, held at Rome 
in 1216-16. On his return he received vest¬ 
ments, a staff and mitre, due under the will 
of his predecessor Michael, from the convent 
of Furness. The wording of this charter, 
which declares that ' NRoholas], bishop of the 
Isles,’has received the above from ‘Nicholas], 
abbot of Furness,’ has led Dr. Goss to con¬ 
jecture tho existence of another Nicholas, suc¬ 
cessor of Nicholas of Meaux in the abbacy 
of Furness (Chron. Man. ed. Goss, i. 241-2; 
cf. Gbtjb, East. Mist, of Scotl. i. 323). But 
the wording of the document morely dis¬ 
tinguishes between Nicholas’s present and 
former official capacities. 

King Reginald, however, Olaf’s brother 
and succtssor, resolutely refused to recognise 
Nicholas, and ho was soon forced to abandon 
the church of the Isles ( Monumenta, i. 200). 
The 'Chronicle of Man’ (p. 10, ed. Munch) 
erroneously plnoes his death in 1217, when, 
according to Le Nevo (Fasti Bed. Angl. iii. 
323), he probably resigned his see. Nicholas 
was clearly driven into exile by Ms enemies, 
hut the statement that he died very soon 
afterwards is erroneous. Another bishop of 
the Isles named Reginald undoubtedly de¬ 
clared himself at the time the unanimous 
choice of the monks of Furness on ; as it 
was stated, the death of Nicholas, hia pre¬ 
decessor (TilElirsR, Vet. Monumenta Hibem. 
et Soot. Hist. Illustr. No. xxxi. p. 14). But 
N icholas was living in 1224, when he besought 
Honorins III not to compel him to return to 
the church from which he had been long 
exiled owing to the opposition of lord and 
people, but to permit him to resign the office, 
retaining the use of the pontificals (Oliver, 
Monumenta, ii. 07). The request was granted, 
and his signature, 1 Nicholas] sometime 
bishop of Man and the Isles,’ is appended to 
a charter given by Archbishop Gray to the 
prior and convent of Durham, dated 24 Jan. 
1224-5 (Archbishop Cray's Register, pp. 153- 
164, App, xxix. Surtees Soc. 66). In the same 
year Nicholas became attached to the church 
of Kelloe in the diocese of Durham, and on 
20 Aug. 1226 Archbishop Gray confirmed 
the collation made by R., bishop of Durham, 
of a portion of that church to 'Micholas], 
sometime bishop of Man and the Isles’ 
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(tb. p. 5, App. xvi.) Next year lie was in 
attendance upon Archbishop Gray, and wit¬ 
nessed two cieeds of the latter, one relating 
to Hexham Priory, dated 5 Aug. 1226 (Me¬ 
morials of Hexham Priory, ii. 98-4, Sur¬ 
tees Soc. 48), the other to Stainfield Priory 
in Lincolnshire, dated 19 Aug. of the same 
year at Knaresborough ( Monast. i v. 809, ed. 
1830). He probably died in 1227, and, ac¬ 
cording to the very doubtful authority of 
the ' Chronicle of Man ’ (p. 16, ed. Munch), 
was buried in Benchor or Bangor in Ulster, 
on the southern shores of Oarrickfergus 
Bay. 

[Authorities quoted in the text.] A. M. C-s. 

NICHOLAS db Guildpoed (Jl. 1260), 
poet. [See Guildpobd,] 

NICHOLAS pe Fabnham (d. 1267), 
bishop of Durham, professor of medicine in 
the universities of Paris and Bologna, and 
physician toUenry III, was known, at least 
abroad, by the additional name of de Fuly. 
Tiraboschi in his ‘History of Italian Lite¬ 
rature ’ and De Boulay in his ‘ History of 
the Paris University ’ give him both names. 1 
Pits haB been led into the error of writing | 
a separate notice under each name, so as to 
make two persons of one (see article in his 
Appendix, No. 68). Fabricius and Ducange, 
in liis ‘Index Auctorum,’ have followed the 
same error. 

Nicholas began his studies at Oxford, and 
early acquired a reputation for scientific 
knowledge and the study of natural pheno¬ 
mena. Proceeding to Paris, he is said to 
have written, about 1201, an account of Simon 
de Toumay, a professor of theology in that 
university, an eloquent, acute, and profound 
logician, who, while lecturing on the mystery 
of the divine Trinity, experienced an entire 
loss of memory, and shortly after was reduced 
to a state of idiocy (of, Matthew Paeis, 
Chronica Majora, ii. 476, Bolls Ser.) After 
finishing his course of philosophy Nicholas 
began that of medicine and botany, or the 
curative value of plants. lie acquired also a 
thorough knowledge of the works of Hippo¬ 
crates, Dioscorides, and Galen, on wh'oh 
he subsequently wrote important treatises. 
Having obtained his degree, he was named 
‘ Maitre-RSgent de la lacullfi de MSdecine 
en l’UniversitS de Paris.’ nis name is found 
thus inscribed in the oldest records of the 
university. lie is often mentioned in foreign 
medical works and in the academical addresses 
of more recent professors of medicine in Paris 
as one of the earliest lights of the Paris medical 
school. From Paris he went for a short time 
as professor of medioine to Bologna, where 
he maintained his high reputation, and ob¬ 


tained the degree of doctor. In addition to 
the course of medical study, he directed in 
Paris, separate courses of dialectics, physics 
and theology; Bernier, in his ‘Histoire 
Ohronologique de la Mfideoine,’ aaya of him 
‘ il fut aussi grand mfidecin que grand philol 
sophe.’ 

Nicholas returned to England in 1229 
together with other Englishmen connected 
with the Paris University; the students had 
been dispersed on account of serious riots 
between them and the citizens. Henry IB 
being desirous of advancing the reputation 
of the university of Oxford, provided chans 
there for several of tho newcomers, viz. John 
surnamed Blondus, Alan of Beecles, and Ni¬ 
cholas de Farnham. In 1232 Nicholas is 
known to have been teaching logic and 
natural philosophy at Oxford, but be after¬ 
wards resumed the Btudy of philosophy and 
theology. Healsobecaraeprivatephysicianto 
the king and queen, who were much attached 
to him. For his position at oourt he was in¬ 
debted to the good offices of Otlio, cardinal 
lpgate in England, and to Walter Mauclerk 
[q. v.], bishop of Carlisle. He is said to have 
lecturedalsoalCambridge. Ilia naineiafonnd 
as one of the benefactors of that university, 
and he was present there in 1243 at the in¬ 
terrogation by the legate of a Carthusian friar 
accused of denying the supremacy of the popa 

Nicholas had held, while abroad, several 
benefices in England. In 1219 Hugh, bishop 
of Lincoln, had appointed him to the church 
of Audenliam in Huntingdonshire, and in 
1222 the king had given him that of Cleuden 
, in the same diocese. He held also, bv royal 
letterB dated 1222 and 1238, benefices at 
Essenden ond Burton. Inl2391iowaselected 
to the see of Coventry, but ho declined the 
1 charge, In 1241 bo was elected to that of 
Durham, which he also at first declined, al¬ 
leging that he could not accept it because he 
would be thought t o have declined the former 
offer of the see of Coventry, on account of 
its smaller pecuniary value. Ilia objections 
were overruled by the urgent representations 
of Robert Grosseteste [q. ▼.], bishop of Lin¬ 
coln. He was consecrated to the see (1241) 
by Walter, arobbisbop of York, at Gloucester, 
in the church of St. Oswald, tho king and queen 
and several state dignitaries being present. 
A few months after bis installation he 
effected a reconciliation between the king 
and Walter Marshal [see under Mabshai, 
WitjTiIam, first Eael of Pemheokd akj 
Stbisul]. Tho king assigned to the bishop 
by deed, dated 16 Feb. 1242 (preserved in 
Rvml’B, Feed era, i. 140), several lands in 
Northumberland, Cumberland, and West¬ 
moreland, to be conveyed to Alexander n of 
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Scotland, under the settlement of the lat e 
queen of Scotland, sister to Homy III. 
During tho king’s absence abroad Nicholas 
also carried on and concluded a negotiation 
with Scotland regarding the marriage of 
the king’s eldest son, subsequently Alex¬ 
ander III, with tliePrincess Margaret, daugh¬ 
ter of Henry III. 

During Nicholas’s episcopate Durham 
Cathedral was restored. In 1247 a discus¬ 
sion arose between him and the abbot of 
St. Albans regarding tho church of Tyne¬ 
mouth, which, being a cell of the abbey of 
St Albans, claimed exemption from all taxes 
and contributions levied within the king¬ 
dom, similar to a privilege possessed hy tne 
parent abbey of being only under the direct 
jurisdiction of the holy see. Notwithstand¬ 
ing the remonstrances of the abbot, the 
bishop insisted that Tynemouth should con¬ 
tribute to tho rebuilding of Durham Cathe¬ 
dral. The king at length wrote to the bishop 
(1248) in defence of the privilege of Tyne¬ 
mouth (Matt. Pabis, Rolls Ser. v. 12). The 
following year tho bishop resigned his see with 
the consent of the pope. A certain portion of 
the revenue, amounting to about a thousand 
marks yearly, was reserved for him during his 
life. It was proposed subsequently to deprive 
him of this, in the interest of his successor, 
but the attempt was defeat ed by tho pope. In 
the ‘Chronicle of Lanercost’ it is stated that 
before his resignation he had been accused 
of having a wife, whom on his consecra¬ 
tion he had openly repudiated. Horpsfleld 
says that, being worn out by sickness and 
the infirmities of old age, he voluntarily re¬ 
signed his see. Ho thereupon romoved to 
Stockton-on-Toes, whore he passed tho re¬ 
mainder of his life engaged in study and in 
acts of piety. lie died 1 hero in 1257 and was 
buried in Durham Cathedral. 

Of his writings Pits mentions two trea¬ 
tises, ‘ Praotica Medic,hue ’ and 1 De Yiribus 
Herbarnm,’ which have not been traced, 
Regret has ofton beon expressed that his 
other works have beon lost j yet tha search 
for them does not seem to have been quite 
thorough. In the Bibliot lujquo Nationale 
in Paris there is a folio volume of medioal 
treatises in manuscript, anonymous for the 
most part, without any index or table of 
contents (indicated in the general Catalogue 
as ‘FondaLalin,' No. 7016). This volume con¬ 
tains three treatises by a Nicholas de Anglia. 
The writing is of the thirteenth century, in 
double columns, with numerous marginal 
notes. There can be little doubt that Nicho¬ 
las de Anglia is Nicholas de Farnham. The 
treatises are entitled : (1) 1 Oommentavius in 
librum Galeni de elemontis secundum Ilip- 
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pocratem; ’ (2) ‘ Oommentarius in libros 
Galeni de Orisibus;’ (8) 1 Commentarius in 
tres libros Galeni de facultatibus naturnli- 
bus.’ 

[Matthew Paris, Chronica Majora, passim; 
Pits, De Illustribus Anglia Soriptoribua; Po¬ 
land's Commentarii and Itinerary, Wharton’s 
Anglia Sacra, i. 763; Godwin, Da Pnesulibus 
Angliie, ed, Richardson, p, 741; Wood's Hist, 
and Antiq. Oran. i. 81; Harpsfleld's Hist. Angl. 
EccIbb. pp. 474-86; Tiraboschi’s Storia della 
Letteratnra Italianu, vol. iv.; De Boulay's Hist 
de l’tlniversiti de Pans, iii.682; Schenck’s Rib. 
Iatrica eivo Bibb Medico, Frankfort, 1689; 
Gtssner’a Bib], Universalis, Ziirich, 1646; Pascal 
Galina's Bibl. Mcdica, Baslo, 1590; Patin’s Para- 
nymphus Medians habitus in scholia Medio, die 

28 Jan. 1648, Bernier’s Hist. Obron.de la Med., 
Paris,1696; Chomot’s iissai sur la Mod enFrance, 
Patis, 1762; Eloy’a Diet. Hist, do la Med., Mona, 
1788; Nouv. Biog. G4n. xvii. 478.] J. G. F. 

NICHOLAS op Ki,v(d. 1280), chancellor. 
[See Ely.] 

NICHOLAS ij] Blukd ( d . 1304), bishop 
of Down, apparently of Norman birth, was, 
at the death of his predecessor, Thomas 
Lidall, treasurer of Ulster and prior of St. 
Patrick’s, Down (Swuimuir, Cal Boo. 1252- 
1284, Nos. 1187, 1327, 1386). The king’s 
license to elect a bishop was granted to the 
chaptor of Down hy Edward I on 20 Feb. 
1276-1277, and the writ investing Nicholas 
with the temporalities of the see was issued 

29 March 1277. In spite of his Norman 
birth, he administered his diocese in accor¬ 
dance with Irish customs, and in disregard 
of English interests. In 1284 he was ex¬ 
communicated by the Archbisliopof Armagh, 
araeroed one hundred marks, and his tem¬ 
poralities wore taken into the king’s hands 
\ib. passim). In March 1288-9 he had a 
suit against the abbot of St. Mary of York 
concerning some land. In 1297 he was tried 
on a 1 quo warranto’ for thofollowing offences. 
It was alleged that he had entered into a 
combination with Nicholas MacMelissa (d. 
10 May 1808), archbishop of Armagh, and 
agreed on certain constitutions which ex¬ 
cluded clorgy horn in England from the 
monasteries in their dioceses. This he denied. 
He was further charged with assuming the 
administration of justice on his church lands, 
and following Irish law, by taking ‘ eiric,’ a 
ransom-fine, in commutation of the felony of 
killingan Englishman. lie pleaded that such 
administration had from time immemorial 
been the privilege of his predecessors in the 
see, but the plea was disallowed. In the 
same yoar, 1297, the place of abbot of St. 
John’s, Downpatrick, was voided by the ces¬ 
sion of William Rede. The prior and con- 

ti 
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vent obtained tlie king's license to elect a 
successor. Nicholas broke into the monas¬ 
tery, took forcible possession of tbs license, 
and himself appointed an abbot. He main¬ 
tained his hold of his diocese till his death 
in March 1304-5 (Sweetman, Cal. Doe. 
1802-1307, No. 387). 

[Swaetman’s Calendar of Documents, 1282- 
1307, passim; Ware’s Works (llama), 1764, i. 
198; Richey’s Short Hist, of the Irish People 
(Kane), 1887, pp. 178 seq.; Cotton’s Fasti, iii. 
199; Brady's Episcopal Succession; Gama’s 
Series Epiecoporum.) A. G. 

NICHOLAS OB' Occam {ft. 1280), Fran¬ 
ciscan. [See Occam.] 

NICHOLAS (1316 P-1386), successively 

f rior and abbot of Westminster Abbey. [See 
iimwaioir or LmnaoraTOir.] 


NICHOLAS ob Lynne { ft . 1386), 
Carmelite, was lecturer in theology to his 
order at Oxford. In 1386, at the request of 
John of Gaunt, he composed a oulendnr from 
1387 to 1462, arranged for the latitude and 
longitude of Oxford, with an olabornte appa¬ 
ratus of astronomical tables, which ware used 
by Chaucer in his ‘ Treatise on the Astro¬ 
labe.’ 

Hakluyt states that Nicholas made a voy¬ 
age to the lands near the North Pole in 1360, 
His authorities, Gerardus Mercator and John 
Dee[q. v.], who make no reference to Nicholas 
hv name, clevivo their information from James 
Cnoyen of Bois-le-Duc, a Dutch explorer of 
uncertain date. Cnoyen’s hook, written 
1 Belgica lingua,’ is lost. Mercator made ex¬ 
tracts from it for his own use, and sunt them 
in 1577 to John Dee. These extracts are 
preserved {Brit. Mus. MS. Cotton, Vitell, 0. 
vii. ff. 264-9). From them it appears that 
Onoyen’s knowledge was obtained from the 
narrative of 1 a priest who had an astrolabe.’ 
The narrative was presented to tho king' of 
Norway in 1364. According to this priest's ac¬ 
count, an Oxford Franciscan, who was ft good 
astronomor, made a voyage in 1300 through 
nil the northern regions, 1 and described all 
the wonders of thoso islands in a book which 
he gave to the king of England, and inscribed 
in Latin " Inventio Fortunate.” ’ No ovidonce 
has been discovered to connect, us nalcluyt 
does, the unnamed Franciscan of Oxford 
•with the Carmelite Nicholas. Deo (ib.) sug¬ 
gests that he may have been the Minorite 
Hugo of Ireland, a traveller who flourished 
and wrote about 1300 (see Bam, Script., and 
Wadding, Script .) The ‘ Invenlio ’ has not 
been found, The earliest allusion to it is in 


the margin of a map by John Ruysch, which 
appeared at Rome in the Ptolemy of 1608. 
Nothing is said about the authorship of ths 


book, and there is reason to doubt whether 
the writer of the marginal note had seen the 
original. The expression in the note, ‘ mare 
sugenum ’ (whioh surrounded the magnetic 
rook), may be merely an echo of Onoyen’s 
‘ een zugendo zee.’ 

[Arundel MSS. 817 and 207 contain the Ca- 
lender, ports of which are also found in several 
other manuscripts. Chaucer's Astrolabe, ed. 
Site,it, p. 8; Hakluyt's Voyages, i. 134-5; ker- 
oitov’s Atlas, ed. 1008, p, 44; B. F. De Coata’n 
Invontio Fortunate, Now York, 1881.) 

A. G. L. 

NICHOLAS ob Hekdbokd, or Ni¬ 
cholas Hekbohu (ft. 1390), lollard, woe 
probably a native of Hereford. A Nicholas 
Hereford was prior of Evesham for forty 
years, and died in 1893 (Vita Bimrdi, p. 
124), but there is no particular likelihood 
of any relationship. Hereford was an Oxford 
student and fellow of Quoon's College, where 
he appoars as bursar from 30 Sept. 1374 to 
29 Sept. 1373 {Fasciculi Zizaniorum, p, 616), 
To this circumslance he no doubt owed his 
intimacy wit h John Wiclif. He may be the 
Nicholas of Hereford who was chancellor of 
Hereford on 20 Feb. 1377, but had vacated 
that post before 1381 (Le Neve, Fasti Eccl, 
Angl. ii. 491). Hereford is Btatod to have 
boon implicated by tlie confession of John 
Ball {d. 1381) [a. v.l in July 1381, when he 
is described, probnbty in error, as a master 
of arte {Faso, Ziz. p, 274). IIo had graduated 
os doctor of divinity by the following spring, 
and in tho lot ter of tlio Oxford friars to John, 
duke of Lancaster, on 18 Fob. 1382, is men¬ 
tioned us their chief enemy {ib. pp, 294,296), 
Throughout Lent of this year Hereford was 
constantly preaching in support of Wiolif, 
and against tho Mare at St. Mary’s Ohureh, 
having for his oiiiof opponent Peter Stokes, 
the Carmelite. The chancellor, Robert Rigge, 
refused to take action against Hereford,and 
Jinnlly appointed him to preach the sermon 
at St. Frideswide’s on Ascension day, 16 May, 
which, delivered in English, proved theclimax 
in the events of the year, In the ‘ earthquake 
council ’ held at Blackfria is, London, by wil¬ 
liam Courtenay [q. v.l, archbishop of Canter¬ 
bury, on 21 May, tho doctrines of Wiclif were 
condemned, and on 30 May the archbishop 

at the favourshown to Hereford. ^On 12 Juno, 
at a second meeting of the counoil, the chan¬ 
cellor received a peremptory mandate sus¬ 
pending Wiolif, Hereford, Philip Repinglon 
[q. v.], John Aston [q. v.], and Lawrence 
Bedeman [q. v.] from all public functions. 
The chancellor, under pressure, published the 
.mandate atOxford on Sunday, 15 .Tune. Next 
day Hereford and Repiugton appealed to John 
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^Lancaster for Iris protection, without suc¬ 
cess. A.t a third council,held on 18 June, they 
were called on to answer plainly to the con¬ 
clusions formulated against them, and, failing 
to do so, were remanded for a final answer 
two days later. The answers then handed in 
were adjudged unsatisfactory, and they were 
ordered to appear again at Otford on 27 June. 
The mat ter was then once more postponed till 
1 July, when the accused, failing to appear, 
were condemned and excommunicated. 
Knighton (col. 2667) says that Hereford es¬ 
caped death only by the help of John of Lan¬ 
caster and the subtlety of his own arguments. 
In the poem on the council, in Wright's 
< Political Songs 1 (i. 238-6, Rolls Ser,), 
Hereford's answer on 20 June is said to 
have confounded his opponents, one of the 
chief of whom was John Welly6, monk of 
Ramsey. 

Hereford at once appealed to the pope, and 
act out for Rome. In tho meantime a royal 
letter was issued on 13 July, ordering the 
destruction of any of his writings that 
might he found at Oxford. In answer to 
another letter from tho archbishop, the chan¬ 
cellor replied on 26 July that search had 
been made at Oxford, hut that Hereford 
could not be found. On reaching Romo, 
Hereford propounded his conclusions, which 
had been condemned at Blackfriars, hofore 
the popo and cardinals. Thoy were once 
more condemned, and Hereford only escaped 
death through the friendship of Pope 
Urban VI for the English. Ho wits or¬ 
dered to he confined for life, and, despite 
the remonstrances of some of the nobles, 
was hept a prisoner till, when the pope on 
his way to Naples was besieged in a certain 
castle, he obtained his lelease through a 
popular rising (Knighton, col. 2667). This 
would appear to refer to the siege of Urban at 
Nocera, by Chnrles of Durazzo, in June 1386, 
After his escape Hereford made his way back 
to England; according to Knighton lie was 
imprisoned for some, years by the Archbishop 
of Canterbury, hut at length made his sub¬ 
mission. On 16 Jan. 1380 the archbishop 
made a request that a writ might be issued 
for Hereford’s capturo. But on 10 Aug. 
1387 Hereford was still at large, for on that 
date the Bishop of Worcester inhibited him 
and other lollards from preaching in his 
diocese. Walsingham (Historia Anglicuna , 
ii. 169) describes Hereford at the time as tho 
chief leader of the lollards aftor Wielif’s 
death (see also Vita Bicardi,^), 83). Between 
30 March 1888 and 16 Dec. 1380 numerous 
commissions were issued by the king ordering 
the writings of Wiclif and of various of his 
followers, including Heroford, to he seized 
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(FonsnALT. and Madden, i. xxiv j Eniohton, 
col. 2700), Hereford’s English captivity is 
probably to he referred totheseyears. Accord¬ 
ing to Foxe, Thomas Netter [q. v.], in his ‘ De 
Sacramentis,’ says that Hereford and John 
Purvey [q. v.] were grievously tormented 
in the castle of Saltwood, Kent, and at 
length recantod at Paul’s Cross, Thomas 
Arundel being then archbishop ( Acts and 
Monuments , in, 286). This would put the 
recantation at least as late as 1306, but 
more probably it was in 1391, for on 12 Dec. 
of the latter year Hereford received the 
royal protection. On 8 Oct. 1393 he was 
present at the examination of Walter Brit 
or Brute [q. v.] for heresy at Hereford; a 
letter of reproach for his apostasy, winch 
was addressed to him on this occasion, is 
given by Foxe (ib. iii. 188-0). Heroford is 
menl ioned in 14.01 aB a stout opponent of his 
old associates (cf, Wvun, Mist. Henru IV, 
i. 301). At the examination of William 
Thorpe [q. v.], in 1407, Hereford was referred 
to as a great clerk, who had seen his error, 
and is alleged to have declared that Bince he 
forsook lollard opinions lie had moro favour 
and delight 1o hold against them than ever 
he had to hold with them ( Acts and Monu¬ 
ments, iii. 270). On 12 Dec. 1391 Hereford 
was appointed chancellor of Hereford Cathe¬ 
dral, which post he still hold on 10 Feb. 1894, 
hut resigned it before 1399. On 20 Maroli 
1307 he became treasurer of Hereford, and 
held the office till 1417,when he resigned both 
the treasurersliip and the prebend of Pratum 
Minus, which h e had roceived some time after 
1410. It is probably also the ex-lollard who 
was mado chancellor of St. Paul's on 1 July 
1306, and held that post till the next year(Lfl 
Neve, Fasti Fool. Angl, i. 489, 491, 624, ii. 
869 j Newoottbt, Itepertorium, i. 118). In 
his old age, probably in 1417, Hereford be¬ 
came a Carthusian monk at St. Anne’s, Co¬ 
ventry, and lived there till his death, the 
date of which is not recorded (Bodleian MS. 
117, f, 32 4). 

The notarial record of Hereford’s sermon 
of ID May 1382, made at the time in Latin, is 
preserved in Bodleian MS. 240 (see Academy, 
3 June 1882 j Fasciculi Zizaniorum, p. 296). 
The answers made by Hereford and Reping- 
ton on 20 June to the conclusions previously 
condemned by the council at Blackfriars are 
printed in Wilkins's * Concilia,’ iii. 161, and 
‘ Fasciculi Zizaniorum,’ pp. 310-25. Knigh¬ 
ton (col. 2665) gives what purports to be 
Hereford’s confession in English made in 
June 1882. Its tenoron thedoctrineofth,ecor- 
poreal presence, when compared with Here¬ 
ford's later career, shows that this ascrip¬ 
tion is impossible. Lewis and Vaughan 

u a 2 
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both regarded it as spurious; Lockler, while 
accepting it as a genuine document, considers 
thatit belongs to alater date—perhaps it may 
be Hereford’srecantation at Paul’s Cross, but 
it is also possible that Knighton may have 
copied a genuine confession made by one of 
the lollards in 1382 and accidentally inserted 
Hereford’s name. Hereford’s mostimportnnt 
literary work, and the only such work of im¬ 
portance which has survived, was his share 
in the translation of tho Bible. Wiclif 
would appear to have entrusted the transla¬ 
tion of the Old Testament to Hereford, The 
original manuscript of this translation is 
preserved in Bodleian MR. 969 (No. 3093 in 
Bernard’s‘Catalogue MSS. Angina’). Both 
in this manuscript and in the copy contained 
in Douce MS. 369 in the Bodleian Library, 
the translation stops short in the book of 
Baruch at ck. iii. vorse 20, and in tho latl or 
manuscript, in a hand of slightly later date, 
are added the wordB, ‘ explicit translacion 
Nickolay Herford.' It would, therefore, 
seem to lie extremaly probable that Hereford, 
previously to Juno 1382, had proceeded thus 
far with the work of translation, which sub¬ 
sequent events prevented him from complet¬ 
ing. That portion of the work thus ascribed 
to Hereford is excessively literal, which 
‘makes the version very often stiff and 
awkward, forced and obscure.’ In tho later 
revision of the translation, which was com¬ 
menced by Wiclif, and completed by John 
Purvey in 1388, Hereford may have possibly 
taken part, though his long absence from 
England makeB it improbable that his share 
wns a very extensive one. The part of tho 
original version ascribed to Hereford was 
first completely printed in Forskall and 
Madden’s ‘ Wyclillite Versions of the Bible’ 
in 1860; the ‘ Song of Songs ’ was edited by 
Adam Clarke [q. v.] in his ‘ Commentary on 
the Bible’ (Fobshadl and Mad deb, vol. i. 
pp, xvii-xviii, xxviii, lj Lboiideii-Lobimbb, 

1. 342-6). 

Besides the ‘Ilesponsioues’and confession 
of 1382, Bale ascribes to Hereford the fol¬ 
lowing works, none of which seem to have 
survived: 1. ‘ Delerminationes Scholastic^.’ 

2. ‘ Wicleviancs Doctrinal Oensura,’ 3, ‘ De 
Apostasia fratrum a Christo.’ 4, ‘ Adver- 
sum Petrum Stokes.’ 6. 1 Sermonos quadra- 
gasimales.’ (The two latter would appear 
to be Hereford’s determinations and sermons 
in the spring of 1882.) 0, ‘Oonoiones per 
Annum.’ It is noticeable that Stokes, writing 
in 1882, mokes it a ground of complaint 
against Hereford that, * ut miser fugiens, 
nunejuam voluit librum vel quaternum com- 
munieare alter! doctori’ (Fasciculi Zizanio- 
rtm, p. 296). From this it may perhaps he 


assumed that up to that date Hereford had 
not actually published anything; this circum- 
stance, ana the strict seaicb that was inode 
after his writings, especially in 1888, would 
explain sufficiently the disappearance of 
Hereford’s minor work 

[Fasciculi Zizaniorum, in Bolls Sor. ; Knigh. 
ton’s Chronielo, ap. Twysden’s Scriptoros Decern ■ 
Bale’s Centuriie, vi, _92; Tunnor’s Bibl, Brit.-Hib' 

nd Antia 

Oxfoul, i. 47G, 492-3, 502, 604, 610, Wilkins’s 
Cone. Mag. Brit, iii. 167-08, 201, 201; Forshall 
and Madden’s Wyolifflte Vorsions of the Holy 
Bible, vol. i. Prof. pp. xvii-xviii,xxviii ; Lewis's 
Life of Wyclif, pp 266-62; Lechler’s John Wiclif 
and bis English Precursors, i. 341-8, ii. 246-66 
tr.msl, Lorimer; other authorities quoted, Tho 
writ or bus also to thank Mr. R. L. Poolo for some 
notes.] C. L. K. 

NICHOLAS op FAicromAAt (fi, 1400), 
Franciscan, may have been a native of 
Fakenham, Norfolk, or one of a family of 
that name: soveral Fakenhams wore em¬ 
ployed in tho servico of Richard II (e.g. Pat, 
Roll, 19 Ric. II. pt. i. m. 26). Nioliofas en¬ 
joyed the favour imd patronage of the king, 
In 1396 he was D.D. of Oxford, and pro¬ 
vincial minister of his ordor. On 6 Nov. of 
that year he ‘determined’ at Oxford, pro¬ 
bably at bis inception, on the papal sebum, 
by tho king’s command. In this lecture he 
advocated the punishment of tlio scliismati- 
cal cardinals as the first measure in restoring 
unity. He was absolved from the provin- 
cialate about 1402, probably at tho general 
chapter at Assisi. In 1406 he was appointed 
commissioner by the protector of the order, 
Cardinal-bishop of Sauina, to examine into 
the charges against John Zouch, thon pro¬ 
vincial ministor, whose arbitrary conduct 
had produced ‘ a great and scandalous sohism’ 
among the English Minorites. The commis¬ 
sioners deposed Zouch, called a chapter at 
Oxford (3 May 1406), and elected a successor. 
Zouch was reappointed by the general chap¬ 
ter, at the instance of the protector, and con¬ 
firmed by tho pope j hut the commissioners 
refused to obey him, and seem to have boon 
generally supported by the friars. Bale, re¬ 
ferring to ‘ a register of the Minorites,’ says 
that Nicholas died in 1407. He was buried 
at Colchester. 

Ilia ‘ Determinatio ’ in 1396, with other 
pieces on the schism by tbo same writer, are 
preserved in Harl, MS. 3768. 

[Eulogium Historiarum, vol. iii.; Monuments 
Franciscans, vol. i.; Wadding’s Annnles Minorum, 
vol. ix.; Bodl. MS. Sold, supra, p. 64; Tho Grey 
Friars in Oxford (Oxf. Hist. Hoc.)] A. G. L. 
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NICHOLAS Bn Bukso (Jl. 1617- 
1637), divinity lecturer at Oxford, was a 
Franciscan friar and native of Florence. 
After studying for ten years, chiefly at Paris, 
where he became B.D., he began to lecture 
at Oxford in 1617. In February 1623 he was 
incorporated B.D., and supplicated for D.D. 
in January 1624. He was released from pay¬ 
ment of the usual composition to the uni¬ 
versity, on the grounds of his ignorance of 
English, his former services as lecturer, and 
his poverty, and incepted in June or July, 
He lectured, and occasionally preached, at 
Oxford during the next few years, and in 
1628 won the favour of tho court by advo- 
catingthe royal divorce. Payments of money 
were made to Mm by "Wolsey or the king in 
November 1628, July 1620, and February 
1630, and he was naturalised in January 
1630. He became vary unpopular at Oxford, 
was pelted with stones in the streets, and is 
said to have caused thirty women of the town 
to be locked up in Bocardo. lie is probably 
the ‘friar Nicolas, a learned man and tho 
king's faithful favorer,' who was employed in 
negotiating with tho university of Bologna 
on 1 the king's matter ’ in 1630. In Decomuer 
1631 Nicholas ‘ disposed of his stuff at Ox¬ 
ford,' and asked permission to go to Italy for 
bis health. Tliis was rofusod, as I 10 was too 
deep in the king’s secrets. Wolsey had al¬ 
ready appointed nim public reader in divinity 
at Cardinal College; in 1630 his salary was 
63s. id., besides commons. TMs was the 
lowest salary of the canons of the first rauk, 
aad the salary of the private lectors of the 
faculty of artsinWolsey’s statutes, the salary 
of the public professor or reader of divinity 
bBing 401. a year (Statutes of the Oxford 
Colleges). In 1632 llcnry VIH reappointed 
Nicholas reader in divinity. Nicholas was 
also reader in divinity at Magdalen College 
about this time, and held a henefico of the 
annual value of 26 1. In January 1633 he 
■wrote to Cromwell complaining that though 
ho had performed his dutius ns reader, and had 
delivered puhliolectures also,he had recoivod 
no remuneration, nor were the profits of his 
benefice poid. In .Tuno he received 61.13s. id. 
from Cromwell. In 1634 he was still at Ox¬ 
ford, and acted as vice-chancellor. In 1635 
he returned to Italy. In October he wrot 0 to 
the king from Florence asking leave to rot ain 
his ‘college place’ at Oxford and his benefice. 
In the same year he resigned tho lectureship 
atMagdalen. In July 1537 he wrote to the 
king, repeating his previous request; he was 
prevented from coming to England through 
illness, hut hoped to come next month, 
Nicholas was joint-author with Stokusley 
and Edward Fox of a hook on tho kings 


marriage, which Oranmer translated into 
English, and published under the title, ‘The 
Beterminationsofthemostfamousandmooste 
excellent Universities of Italy and Fraunce,’ 
, &c.,London, 1531. Nicholas de Buvgo must 
he distinguished from a German Dominican 
friar, Nicholas de Scombergt, who is fre¬ 
quently mentioned in the ‘State Papers.’ 
The Dominican Nicholas came to England 
in 1517, was employed by the pope, "Wolsey, 
Henry VIII, and other princes, and hoped to 
he made cardinal. He was in England in 
1626, and left for Italy in 1632 or before. 

[Boase’s Register of the University of Oxford; 
Cal, State Papers, Honry VIII, vols. iv-ix. and 
xii.; Wood's Annals and Fabti; the Grey Friars 
in Oxford (Oxf. Hist. Soo.)] A. &. L. 

NICHOLAS, ABRAHAM (1602-1744P), 
was son of Abraham Nicholas, who wrote 
‘The Young Accomptant’s Debitor and 
Creditor: or an Introduction to Merchants’ 
Accounts, after the Italian Manner’ (1711; 
2nd edit. 1713), and kept a school, according 
to his prospectus, ‘ in Ousheon-Oourt, near 
Austin Friars, Broad Street,’ where youths 
were boarded and given a sound commercial 
education. Another Abraham Nicholas (d. 
1602), probably father of the last-named, 
was the writer of ‘ Thoograpliia, or a New 
Art of Shorthand,’ 1602, This was odited 
by Thomas Slater, who states that the author 
had not completed his work at the time of 
his death. Pie was a schoolmaster near St. 
Mary Magdalen’s in Southwark. 

Abraham Nicholas the third was a private 
schoolmaster, first at tho sign of the Hand 
and Pen in Broad Street, London, and after¬ 
wards at Clapham, where he established a 
boarding school. lie was favourably known 
as a specialist in writing. Gaorge Bickham, 
the engraver of copybooks, savs, in a letter 
to Jokn Bowles, print seller at Mercers' Hall, 
that he ‘ never saw any pieces that were 
wrote with greater command of hand than 
the originals’ of one of the copybooks of 
Nicholas (Massey). About 1722 Nicholas 
left England, hut it is uncertain lo what 
country he went. Massey says: ‘ I am in¬ 
formed [lie went] to Virginia, but in what 
employ I have not boon informed; that 1 
remember only that ho died about the year 
1744’ 

He published three copybooks: (I) In 
1716 ‘A Small Copy-Book’(mentioned, with¬ 
out name, by Massay), with fifteen plates en¬ 
graved by George Bickham; (2) in 1719‘The 
Penman's Assistant and Youth’s Instructor, 
containing Examples of round, small, and 
large Hands, in Letters, Words, and Sen¬ 
tences; ’ (3) ‘ The Oomplcat Writing Master,’ 
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containing thirty-one long folio plates of 
useful and ornamental examples of penman¬ 
ship 4 in all the hands,’ There is an elaborately 
ornamented portrait of the author, by George 
Bickham, as frontispiece. The work is dedi¬ 
cated to his snocessiul pupil, John Page, escp 
It contains one piece of writing by his 
brother, James Nicholas, who succoedea him 
at Olapham, and' supported 1 the school 1 with 
reputation.’ Besides these three books Abro- 
ham Nicholas wrote two copies for George 
Bickham’s 1 Penman’s Companion,’ 1722. 

[Massey's Origin and Progress of Letters, 
1703, pt. ii. pp. 109, 110, 111; Westby Gibson’s 
Bibliography of Shorthand, p. 141 ; Brit. Mns. 
Cat., whoro, however, the three Nicholases are 
erroneously confused.] P. W-N. 

NICHOLAS, DAVID (1705 P-1760), 
Welsh ballad-writer, bom about 1706 at 
Llangynwyd, Glamorganshire, was son of 
Robert Nicholas and Ann Roes his wife, 
who, according to the register of Llangynwyd 
Church, were married 12 Feb. 1699. David 
was baptised 1 July 1705. In ‘Cambrian Bio¬ 
graphy ’ (p. 82), followed by Taliesin ah Iolo 
in liis ‘ History of Glyn Neath ’ (p. 29), his 
birthplace is erroneously slated to DO Yslrad- 
yfodwg, and the inscription on his tomb¬ 
stone wrongly gives tho date of his birth as 
1698. He became a schoolmaster, and kept 
day-schools at Llangynwyd, Ystradyfodwg, 
and Glyncorrwg successively, hut spent the 
latter years of his life at Aheipergwm, in the 
Vale of Neath, as the 4 bardd teulu ’ or 
family hard of that house, heiug probably 
the last in Wales to hold such a position, 
lie acquired a great local reputation for his 
surgical skill in the treatment of both man 
and beast; but he wos, like many of the 
Welsh poets of his day, addicted to drink. 

Nicholas was admitted as membor of tbe 
Glamorgan ‘ Gorsedd ’ or congress of bards 
in 1780, and a letter written by him in 1764 
to Edward Evans (1716-1798), and printed 
in Taliesin (ed. by Ab Tthol), i. 94, is con¬ 
sidered a masterly exposition of tho rules of 
Welsh prosody. lie is said to have trans¬ 
lated portions of Homer; but these, if exe¬ 
cuted, are lost (Tal. ab Iolo, op. cit). TIis 
reputation mainly rests on his ballads, which 
are among the most popular in Welsh. The 
best known of them are ‘ Y Deryn Pur ’ and 
‘Fanny Blodau’r Ffair’(see a translation, 

4 Fanny Blooming Fair ’ in De. Jones’s Uis- 
tory of Wales, pp. 260-2), which, with others, 
are preserved in the collection of Welsh 
nationol airs by Jane Williams of Aber- 
pergwm. English translations of some of 
them bv Mis. Feudril Llewelyn of Llan- 
gynwya (1811-1874) have been published in 


local papers and in 4 Archseologm Catn- 
brensis.’ Nicholas died in 1769 (wrongly 
given as 1777 in 4 Cambrian Biography’) 
and was buried at AbeTpergwm. J ' 
[Cadrawd’s History of Llangynwyd, up. 74 
180-8 ; Taliesin ab Iolo’s Hist, of Glyn Neath 
(in Welsh), pp. 21, 22, 24, 29 ; Dr. Jones’s Hist, 
of Wales, p. 260; Cumbrian Biography • ILm 
Williams's Collection of WelshAirs.] ’ 

D. Ll. T. 

NICHOLAS, Sik EDWARD (1698- 
1669), secretary of state to Charles I end 
Charles II, descended of the Nicholas family 
of Winterbourne Earls, Wiltshire, was tie 
eldest son of John Nicholas who died at 
Winterbourne Earls in 1644, and of Susan 
his wife, a daughter of William Hunton, of 
East Knoyle (see Pedigree in Hoaee, Wilt¬ 
shire, v. 96). He was bom at his father's 
house on Tuesday, 4 April 1698 (Winter¬ 
bourne Earls Register j Hoabu, ubi supia), 
and was 1 bred' more until I 10 was about ten 

S ears old, when he was Bent wilhhis brother 
[althew (see below) to Salisbury grammar 
school. Two years lator they wont to school 
in Sir Lawrence Hyde’s house in Salisbury, 
their father then dwolliug in the deanery, 
and subsequently, when Edward was about 
fourteen, to Winchester , 4 where we had com¬ 
mons: ’ but aft era severe illness, six months 
later, he went home for nine months (1603), 
and then stayed at the house of his uncle, 
Richard IIunton, under a schoolmaster called 
Richard Bndcock. On 26 Oct. 1611 he matri¬ 
culated at Queon’s College, Oxford, and in 
1012 entered the Middle Temple. Afterone 
and a half year's residence at the university he 
ret urned to tho Middle Temple, studied there 
till he was ‘ above twonty-ono,’ and then in 
1616 was sont into France, where he remained 
till midsummor 1616. On his return he wos 
made secretary to Sir John Daoombe, chan¬ 
cellor of the Duchy of Lancaster. Dacombo 
died in 1017, and Nicholas returned to the 
Middle Temple till November or December 
1618, when he bocamo secretary to Edward, 
lord Zouch, lord warden, chancollor, and ad¬ 
miral of the Oinqueports. Ini 022 he resided 
in the Barbican ( Xgerton MS, 2628, No, 17), 
and he represented Winchelsoa in the parlia¬ 
ments of 1620-1 and 1628-4 [Return of 
Members, 1878, lxii. 466, 4GD. 

Nicholas continued with Zouoh until tho 
latter resigned his office of lord warden to 
G eorge, duke of Buckingham, who, upon Lord 
Zouch’s rocommendation, made Nicholas his 
secretary for the businoss of the Cinque ports 
(9 Deo. 1624). Buckingham at onco bade 
Nicholas inform himself of the business of the 
office of lord high admiral of England, and did 
‘ always make me wait on his grace when tke 
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court was out of town to despatch the busi¬ 
ness of the admiralty.’ In September 1025 
Nicholas succeeded Thomas Aylesbury in 
the post of ‘ secretary for the admiralty.’ In 
this capacity Nicholas was employed to delay 
the transfer of Pennington’s ships to the 
French, 10 July 10:18. Nicholas seems to 
have been proud of the part he had played, 
which was certainly a piece of double dealing 
(State Papers, Dom. Car. I, xxvii. ui.j GAR- 
nnoflt, Hut. of Engl. v. 384 ; and Gardiner, 
Documents relating to the Duke of Bucking¬ 
ham, Camden Soc.) It was doubtless in con¬ 
sequence of his zeal in this employment that 
Nicholas was recommended by Buckingham 
to the king to be one of the clerks ol the 
council in extraordinary (1826), with the 
unusual permission to attend the council at 
all tunes so as to give answer concerning ad¬ 
miralty affairs (cf. Hist. MSS. Comm. 12th 
Rep. ii. 297). 

In the parliament of 1627-8 Nicholas sat 
for Dover (ih. h. 348). In Egerton MS. 
2641,No. 24, there is appended to a copy of 
Charles’s speech at the dissolution of this 
parliament (10 March 1628-9) a poem of 
twonty-four verses in Nicholas’s hand, be¬ 
ginning: 

The wiseBt king did wonder when ho spide 

The nobles march on foot, thoiv v.issals ridej 

His ruajostia may wonder now to boo 

Some that would needs be king as well as he. 

Nicholas did not sit again in tho House of 
Oommons; his inclusion among the members 
of the Long parliament ie an error ( Nicholas 
Papers, Oamden Soc. vol. 127, p. 4 nr, CAR- 
ITX.D, Cromwell, in. 266; Masson, Milton, ii. 
169; Betum of Members, p. 498, n. 8). In 
1628 Buckingham procured forNioholas from 
Charles the reversion of the combined offioe 
of clerk of tho crown and of the hanaper in 
Ireland. But he soon surrendered the grant 
for 1,0801. to George Carlaton. 

After the death of Buckingham ( who left 
Nicholas 6001., Charles put tho admiralty into 
commission, and appointedNicholas secretary 
to the commissioners, and so he ‘ continued 
tillLheEarlof Northumberland was madelord 
high admiral of England.’ His activity in 
business attracted Charles, but he declined 
the king's offer of the mastership of tho wards; 
it was, he wrote, ‘ too envious a thing for 
me at that time to hold two such places to¬ 
gether’ (Hist. MSS. Comm. 12th Bop.ii, 4), 
Three years later Nicholas carried on the cor¬ 
respondence respecting the ship-money diffi¬ 
culties (Council Register, 8 Nov. 1036; Gar¬ 
diner, Hist, of Engl. viii. 92). On 9 Oct. 
1686 Charles admitted Nicholas to be ono of 
the clerks of the oouncil in ordinary (Cla¬ 


rendon, Rebellion, vi. 395). In this position 
he remained till the summer of 1641. 

On 9 Aug. 1041 Charles left London for 
Scotland. The principal secretary of state, 
Vane, went with him, and Nicholas was the 
chief official who remained in London. Be¬ 
fore his departure (Nicholas Papers, i. 117) 
the king communicated his intention of con¬ 
ferring upon him the privy signet (of. Egerton 
MS. 2641, f. 264; IIoabe, Wiltshire, v. 89). 
Nicholas’s position was powerless and irk¬ 
some. lie lrad to watch the proceedings of 
the parliament, forward intelligence to Edin¬ 
burgh, and carry out instructions. The cor- 
respondancewhich ensued isprinted in Bray’s 
edition of Evelyn’s ‘Diary, vol. iv.; it ex¬ 
tends until Charles’s return in November. 
Nicholas urged upon Charles a conciliatory 
policy in Scotland (Evelyn, iv. 62), and 
begged him, above all, to make a popular 
entry into London on his return (ih. p, 70). 
Nicholas was clearly ignorant of Charles’s 
negotiations with the Irish rebels (Gardiner, 
Hut. of Engl. x. 8). On 26 Nov. Charles, on 
his return to London,knightud him at White¬ 
hall (Harl. MS. 6832, ‘List of Knights’), and 
on the 27th formally conferred upon him 
Windebanko’s secretaryship of state, and 
called him to tho privy council. Soon after¬ 
wards VanB was removed from the other 
secretaryship, and Nicholas became sole secre¬ 
tary (Clarendon, iv. 100). When Charles 
finally quitted London, Nicholas accompanied 
him, being, along with Falkland, among tho 
‘ excepted ’ in the peace instructions of the 
Commons sent to Essex (22 Sept. 1642; 
Clarendon, vi. 60), He signed the protesta¬ 
tion of the seceding lords of 16 June 1642, 
declaring that Charles did not intend to make 
war on the parliament. 

Nicholas continued to act as principal 
secretary of stale until Charles left Oxford. 
Pembroke College was his own headquarters 
for most of this period. On him fell the 
business part of the treaty of Uxbridge, and 
Oliarlos censured him for yielding too muoh 
conooming the militia (see Dttodale, Short 
View, Clarendon, viii, 211; and Evelyn, 
iv. 136; Whitelockb, Memorials, p. 126). 
His function, liko that of all members of the 
privy council at Oxford, was indeed very 
limited (Gardiner, Civil War, ii. 202; Addit. 
MS. 18982, f. 64). But in September 1646, on 
the surrender of Bristol by ftupert, Charles’s 
orders for him to quit the country were di¬ 
rected to Nicholas, who had the sole control 
of the matter (Evelyn, iv. 168). In Novem¬ 
ber 1644 his goods in Loudon were ordered 
to be sold by auction, being assessed at 800i. 
(Cal. of Comm, for Compounding, i. 87,483). 

With tho close of 1646 Nicholas lost hope 
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in tlie king’s cause. Up to that time lie had 
been Charles’s moat hearty supporter. ‘There 
is none,’ Charles had written to the queen on 
18 Jan. 1645-0 ; 1 doth assist mo heartily in 
my steady resolutions but Nicholas and Ask- 
burnham : ( Chariot a Letters to the Queen, 
Camden Soc. lix. 11). On 24 April 1646 
Nicholas wrote to Montreuil on the proposi¬ 
tion that Charles should take refuge with tho 
Scottish army ( Clarendon State Papers, ii. 
209 seq.; J Egerton MS. 2546; Gaediner, 
Civil War, ii. 470). Charles quitted Oxford 
on 22 April 1646, and on 6 May he entered 
the Scottish camp. The preparations for the 
flight were concerted, apparently at the last 
moment, by Askburnham and Nicholas 
(Peck, Desiderata Ouriosa, is. 9, 19, 24); 
but the secretary’s private opinion seems to 
have been that it were better for Charles to 
stay and perish honourably (t‘6. p. 20). Eleven 
days later the king instructed Nicholas to treat 
for the surrender of Oxford on the terms of 
the Exeter surrender. Nicholas read the 
letter to the lords and gentry of the town on 
10 June, and the place yielded on the 24th. 
Under tho terms of capitulation leave to go 
abroad was given inter alios to Nicholas. His 
passports gave his wife and six servants per¬ 
mission to accompany him (IIoABn, Wilt¬ 
shire, v. 88-96; Egerton MS. 2641, IT. 830, 
836). 

Nicholas embarked at Weymouth in Octo¬ 
ber 1646, and intended to make his way to 
Jersey to attend Prince Charles there, On 
16 Aug. the king had written to him from 
Newcastle that he was ‘ confident you will be 
well received there’ (Eveltk, iv. 178). But 
if he went to Jersey his stay was brief. He 
ultimately settled at Caon in Normandy. 
He remained in name Charles I’s secretary 
of state till the king’s execution, and sub¬ 
sequently made vigorous efforts to serve 
Charles I’s son in a liku capacity. On 24 N ov. 
1648 Charles wrote to him from Newport, en¬ 
closing ‘ a direction to our son on your behalf, 
to give you that reception and admission to 
his confidence which you have had with us ’ 
(Evelyn, iv. 184). From Caon Nicholas con¬ 
stantly corresponded with Chancollor Hyde 
[see Hide, Edward, Earl oj? Clarendon] 
at Jersey (Clarendon, x. Nil). 

Nicholas left Caen on 8 April 1649 for 
Havre, en route for Holland (Ormon tie Papers, 
i. 225, 266-8; Nicholas Correspondence, i, 
114). He now stoutly opposed Charles's de¬ 
sign of hastening to Ireland, fearful that ho 
would capitulate to the catholics, when ull 
things would*ho managed hy tho queen, Lord 
Digby, and Lord Jennyn’ ( Ormonde Papers, 
i. 268,270-2). He had at first favoured the 
project as an alternative to the proposals made 


by the Scottish presbyterians. Throughout 
his exile he maintained an attitude of hos¬ 
tility to both Scottish presbyterian and Irish 
catholic. 

In May he returned to Caen at Charles’s 
command to await him in France (ib. i, 
226). In the middle of the month the queen 
summoned both Hyde from Jovsey and Ni¬ 
cholas from Caen to wait on the prince at 
the Louvre, ‘though everybody know his 
[Nicholas’s] presence was no more desired 
than the chancellor's’ (ib. xi. 23). Hyde 
met Nicholas, with the old Earl of Bristol 
and CoLtington, at Bouen, and tho four lived 
‘very decent,ly’togethur,waiting instructions 
from the prince. On finding that tho prince 
had embarked at Calais for Holland, they 
removed to Dieppe (ib .; Pikik, Desiderata 
Curiosa, ix. 48). At the moment of setting 
out Nicholas was recalled to Caon hy a dan¬ 
gerous illness ofhiswife. On 17Junel649he 
arrived in Paris on n visit, to his relative Sir 
Richard Browne, who still remained chaigS 
d’affaires at the French court. In August 1649 
Evelyn met him, Hydo, and Oottington to¬ 
gether there ( Evelyn, i. 261). In the Mow¬ 
ing month Charles joined his mother at St. 
Germains, being thou ‘strongly resolved 1 for 
Ireland, where ho had been proclaimed (Or¬ 
monde Papers, i, 296). Nicholas, ‘ not having 
been hitherto employed in, or made ac¬ 
quainted with, any of his majesty’s business,’ 
was desirous of being formally admitted to 
tho council (ib.) Accordingly, in obedience to 
Charles’s command of 11-21 Sept., he waited 
on Charles in Jersey on 13 Oct. (ib. p, 321; 
Addit. MS, 4L80, f. 106). Nicholas read 
to UkarleB (31 Jon. 1649-60) a long paper 
strongly recommending tho institution of a 
sworn council, and defending his own claim 
to the secretaryship. 

Nicholas's honesty and dislike of intrigue 
had moved the ill-will of the queen (Ormonde 
Papers, i, 200), and her anger was muck 
increased by his ‘ roughness and sharpness' 
in pressing^ Charles Li to raise money by 
selling her jowels (Nicholas Correspondence, 
L 166). Her influonce led to Nicholas’s prac¬ 
tical exclusion from the prince’s counsel8(aee 
Clarendon, Rebellion, xii. 03-6; Nicholas 
Correspondence, i. 130). Though Charles had 
promised him llio post of secretary at St. Ger- 
mainB, he preferred to employ tho queen's pri¬ 
vate socrel ary, Robert Long; but gave Nicho¬ 
las a written promise to enrol a council and 
establish him as principal secretary of state 
‘so soon ns we shall dismiss Robert Long from 
our service ’ (14-24 Feb. 1649-60; Evelyn, 
iv. 191, 194). The diplomatic struggle at 
Jersey ended in the triumph of the Scottish 
over the Risk proposal, Nicholas ‘and all the 
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old councillors being against [the former], yet 
m were outvoted by the king’s addition of 
all the lords here who were not sworn coun¬ 
cillors ’ (Ormonde Papers, i. 842; Nicholas 
Correspondence, pp. 160,163). When Charles 
left Jereey for Breda, Nicholas followed him, 
and arrived there in March 1660 before the 
opening of the negotiations between Charles 
and the Scottish commissioners ; but after 
the first day’s debate he and Lord Hopton 
were set aside, ‘having given our adTviee 
fully and clearly, that he ought not to allow 
the solemn league and covenant ’ (Ormonde 
Papers, i. 878). The so-called treaty of 
Breda was therofore managed almost wholly 
by a junto composed of the Duke of Buck¬ 
ingham, the Duke of Hamilton, and the 
Marquis of Newcastle. Thore was at the limo 
a design to appease Nicholas by making him 
ambassador in Holland, but Nicholas himself 
meditated retiring altogether (ib.) Charles 
before embarking for Scotland promised to 
keep for him the post of secretory, but left 
him no business to transact nor any allow¬ 
ance of money (Nicholas Correspondence, i. 
188). 

At the close of 1060 the king directed 
Nicholas to attend the Duke of York, ‘ and 
to he always about him, because wo know 
you to be well trusted by our friends in 
England, and to be vory acceptable to the 
Marquis of Ormonde’ (ib. p. 24; Evelyn, 
iv. 199). Tho queen, however, was deter¬ 
mined not to invite Nicholas to France, and 
Nicholas, then residing at the Ilngue and in 
attendance on the Duko, pressed for per¬ 
mission to retire (Ormonde Papers, i. 411, 
418). In face of the queen’s expressed dis¬ 
like of Nicholas, Hyde, and Dr. Stewart, it 
needed all Ormonde’s influence to maintain 
friendly relations between Nicholas and the 
Duke of York (Ormonde Papers, i. 440,460; 
Nicholas Correspondence, i. 221). In May 1661 
the duke required Nicholas to attend him 
from the Hague into France (ib. ii, 11). The 
secretary dei ermined to wait on him to Breda 
and no furthor, in the absence of any invita¬ 
tion from tho queen (ib. ii. 21). lie hud 
agreed with Lord Hopton and Hyde to go 
'together in some retirement in or about 
Wesel.’ He, howovor, followed the duke 
from Breda as far os Antwerp—14 June 1661 
—(ib. p. 29), when the duke went on alone 
to Paris. Nicholas thereupon settled in 
Antwerp with Hyde ‘ and my little company 
for two or three months' (ib. ii. 87). He 
meditated various removes for the relief of 
his poverty, but from 16 Oot. 1661 till 
30 July 1664 resided at the Hague. 

In the autumn of 1649 Nicholas had sont 
his wife to England to relieve their straits 


by _ compounding for his forfeited estates 
(Nicholas to Ashburnham, 8 March 1648-9, 
Nicholas Correspondence, i.; for particulars 
of his estates sec ib. pp. 114,119,181; Col¬ 
lect. Top. et Gen. i. 291; Egtrton MS. 2641, 
ff. 833, 383). On 30 Oct. Jane, his wife, 
made application to the committee for com¬ 
pounding for the fifths of her husband’s 
estates in Hampshire and Wiltshire, with 
arrears from 24 Dec. preceding. The request 
was granted ( Cal. of Comm, for Coinpounding, 
p. 2388). It does not appear, however, that 
the negotiation was completed. In Novem¬ 
ber 1661 his rents were still detained by the 
county commissioners (ib. pp. 2896, 8160), 
and by October 1662 all his lands and leases, 
worth 1050/. per annum, and in which his 
mother had part interest, had been sold (Ni¬ 
cholas Correspondence, i. 810). 

After the failure of Oharles’a English expe¬ 
dition, ho graciously summoned Nicholas to 
meethiminParis(Aprill652).ButNicholas's 
poverty kept him at the Hague. Throughout 
his residence there he kept up a buBy corre¬ 
spondence with Hyde in France and with 
royalist spies in England (ib. ii. 1-7). In 
November 1663 he obtained leave for Middle- 
ton to transport arme to Scotland m aid of the 
abortive rising of Gloncairn. But this was 
practically all he accomplished. He could 
only advise the king to have patience, and 
‘ for God’s sake’ to stay away from the Hague 
(ib. p. 18). In November 1663, as aome 
means of alleviating his poverty, Charles con¬ 
ferred upon him a baronetcy, with an un¬ 
derstanding that he should sell it, hut ho 
could not find a purchaser for the dignity (ib. 
p. 26). By March 1663-4 he had not re¬ 
ceived a ‘shilling from tho king these 3 years 
or more,’ and, being wasted to nothing, pro¬ 
posed to retire to Sieves. Lord Graven ad¬ 
vised him to remove to Cologne or Frank¬ 
fort; the latter place he seriously considered, 

‘ because my grandfather and Bishop Jewel 
lived there in Queen Mary’s time.’ During 
the year he strongly opposed the design of 
the queen and the catholic faction to make 
the young Duke of Gloucester a catholic. 
For his activity in this affair Nicholas in¬ 
curred the renewed hate of Henrietta Maria. 
At her command, apparently, the princess 
royul declined any longer to countenance 
him (ib. p. 68). In Juno 1664 came rumours 
of Gerard’s and Towel’s plot, and Nicholas 
wrote to Hyde to express a hope that Charles 
would be in roadiuoss upon tbe expected 
assassination of Cromwell, On 81 July 1664 
Nicholas left the Hague, was at Breda 
8-13 Aug., Antwerp 16-18 Aug., and then 
prooeededto Aix-la-Ohapelle to moe t Charles. 

While staying at Aix from 26 Aug. to 
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8 Oct., he was formally reappointed secre¬ 
tary of state by Charles, and accompanied 
the court to Cologne (see Egerton MS. 2542, 
f.233, ‘ Instructions for Sir Edward Nicholas 
for the Conduct of the Royal Household’)* 
It is quite apparent, however, that Nicholas 
was not taken into confidence, and was over¬ 
shadowed by Hyde (ib. pp. 141-236), who 
during Nicholas’s long suspension from office 
had transacted the work of secretary (ib. p. 
176, 10-26 Jan. 1664-6; Clabenlon, xiv. 
166). Clarendon speaks of himself as hav¬ 
ing kept the privy seal out of friendship for 
Nicholas, and in order that it might be re¬ 
stored to him. Their relations certainly con¬ 
tinued friendly to the last. Late in February 
1666 Charles secretly removed from Cologne 
to Diisseldorf and Middleburgto bo ready to 
take part in the intonded royalist rising 
in England, and only Hyde and Nicholas 
were conversant with the step. Charles re¬ 
moved from Cologne again in the follow¬ 
ing April, but Nicholas appears to have 
resided there till December (1066), when he 
was present at the examination of Thnrloe’s 
spy, Henry Manning (Clabendon, Rebellion, 
xiv. 146). In September 1657 he was at 
Bruges; in the following June at Brus¬ 
sels entreating Hyde to accept the office of 
lord high chancellor (ib. xv. 84). He wae 
in the chancellor’s company at Brussels in 
November 1669 (eee Ormonde Papers, ii. 
216, 279). 

At the restoration Nicholas returned to 
England with Charles II, and in Juno I860 
was granted lodgings in Whitehall (Mist. 
MSS. Comm. 12th Rep. vii. 26). On 16 May 
1681 he received from Frederick HI of Don- 
marlt a grant of a yearly pension of fifteen 
hundred thalers (. Egerton MS. 2643, f. 47), 
On acoount of his extreme age and 1 late sick¬ 
ness,’ however, he was set aside from the 
secretaryship on 16 Oct. 1082, and succeodod 
by Sir Henry Bonnet (afterwards Earl of 
Arlington) [q. v.J a creature of Lady Oastle- 
maines, to whose influence Pepys covertly 
attributes the dismissal of Nicholas (Diary, 

ii. 864-6,376). He still continued in attend¬ 
ance as aprivy councillor (Egerton MS, 2643, 
If. 143-66). On 3 2 Oot. 1662 Charles ordered 
him to receive a gift of 10,0004 undor a privy 
seal, to be advanced on the farm of theLondon 
excise (see grant in Hoaee, Wiltshire, ubi 
supra), and further offered him a barony, 
which Nicholas deolined as an honour which 
his small estate could not bear. He retired 
to East Horsley, Surrey, where he bought 
Sheep-Leze from Oarew Raleigh, son of Sir 
Walter Raleigh (Mannino and Bba t, Surrey, 

iii. 80), and where he formed a collection of 
pictures. Here in September 1G06 Evelyn 


aid him a visit (Evelyn, i. 420). Nicholas 
icd on 1 Sept. 1669, and was buried in tha 
chancel on the south side of the parish 
church of West Horsley, where an insenp- 
tion was placed to his memory. Hl s 
Jane, third daughter of llenry Jay of Holston, 
Norfolk, esquire and alderman of London 
whom ha married at Winterbourne Earls ml 
24 Nov. 1622, died on 16 Sept. 1668, aged 
89, and was buried in her husband’s grave, 
Of his children there is mention in theWin¬ 
terbourne Earls Register of John (after¬ 
wards Sir John), baptised on 19 Jan. 1623' 
Edward, baptised on 8 March 1624 (Nkholat 
Correspondence, i. 818); Susannah, baptised 
on 16 May 1627, and buried on 21 June 1640' 
Matthew, born at Westminster and baptised 
atWinterbourne Earls on 4Feb. 1630; Henry 
baptised on 22 June 1032, Of three other 
daughters, Susannah married George Lane 
who was knighted at Bruges on 27 March 
1067, and oreatod Viscount Lanesboroughin 
1676 (ib. ii. 825); a second daughter married 
to Lieutenant-general Middleton (ib. ii. 93); 
and a third to Lord Newburgh (see Earl 
MS. 2636, f. 166). 

Matthew Nicholas (1694-1661), dean of 
St.Paul’BOathcdTal, London, younger brother 
of Sir Edward, was born on 26 Snpt. 1694,and 
elected scholar of Winchest er College in 1007. 
He matriculated aa scholar of Now College, 
Oxford, on 18 Fob. 1618-14, graduated 
B.O.L. on 30 June 1620, and D.C.L. on 
30 June 1627. He became roctor of Weal- 
don, Wilt shire,in 1621; of Boughlon,IIamp- 
sliire, in 1029; master of St. Nicholas hos¬ 
pital in Hernliam, Wiltshire, in 1830; 
prebondal rector of Wherwell, Hampshire, 
in 1087; vicar of Olveston, Gloucestershire, 
canon of Salisbury and dean of Bristol in 
1689; canon of Westminster in 1642, being 
deprived at the rebellion; and canon and 
detin of St. Paul’s in 1060. He died on 
16 Aug. 1661, and was buried at Winter¬ 
bourne Earls, Wiltshire, having married in 
February 1020-7, Elizabeth, daughter of 
William Foohes, by whom he had two sons, 
Qeorgo and John (Fostee, Alumni 0.rmi. 
1600-17i4; Lfi Nevd, Fasti Ecol. Ani/l.) 

[Tho main outline of Nicholas'slife is sketched 
in a short paper ontitled Memoirs of the Life 
of Sir Edward Nioholns, written by himself, and 
a paper of ‘ Memoranda in my course of life,' re¬ 
ferred to in the text abovo as 1 notes,' both of 
which are printed in tho Appendix to the Pre¬ 
face of Warner’s Nicholas Correspondence (Cam¬ 
den Soo.) Tho first paper, trauecribed by Dr. 
Thomas Tiirch from the original manuscript, is 
in Addit, M8. 4180. The second paper is in 
Egerton MS. 2668, f. 19, partly in shorthand. 
The originals of Nicholas’s correspondence, only 
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m pari os yet edited for the Camden Society, occur 
jnteraperscdly in vols. 2533-9, 2541-3, 2545 of 
tie Egerton MfeS. The Ormonde Papers contain 
a long series of his letters to the Marquis of 
Ormonde; of Nicholas’s Letters to Hyde only a 
few are preserved in the Clarendon State Papers 
at the Bodleian; see Calendar of them. The 
correspondence between Charles I and Nicholas 
in the summer and autumn of 1641 is reprinted 
in vol. iv. of Evelyn’s Diary. Eor the con¬ 
tinuation of the correspondence of Elizabeth 
with Nicholas, printed in part in Evelyn, see 
Egerton MS. 2648. The covers of seventeen 
out of forty-four of these letters are preserved 
in Egerton MS. 2546. See also in State Papere, 
Dom., Car. X, oxxxv. 46, a lettor of Nicholas's, 
being 'letters to his mistress, Jane Jay,’ of 
the year 1622 ; Rushworth’a Hist. Collections; 
Thurloe’s State Papers; Hiet. MSS. Reports; 
State Pnperp, Domestic; Parliamentary Journals, 
and authorities cited.] W. A. S. 

NICHOLAS, HENRY, or NICLAES, 
HENRICIC (J. 1602-1580), founder of the 
religious sect knqwn as the Family of Lova, 
was bom at Munster, in 'Westphalia, on 
10 Jan. 1601 or 1602 (of. NirroiD, pp. 340, 
341). Under the direction of his father, 
Cornelius Niclaes, a zealous Roman catholic 
in liumblo circumstances, he attended mass 
daily as a boy. At eight he began to see 
visions, and to put questions to his father- 
confessor. While still a youth he esta¬ 
blished himself in business at Miinsler as a 
mercer, and married when he was twenty. 
At twenty-Beven he was imprisoned on sus¬ 
picion of heresy, but was soop liberated. A 
few years later, about 1630, he removed with 
his wife and family to Amsterdam, where he 
was again imprisoned on suspicion of com¬ 
plicity in the Munster insurrection. In 1689 
or 1640, when he was thirty-nine, the mani¬ 
festations of his childhood were renewed, 
and he represented that he received a divine 
summons to become a prophet or ‘ elect 
minister ’ and practical founder of a now 
sect to he called ‘ Fomilia Caritatis,’ ‘ Iluis 
der Liefde,’ i.e. 'Family of Love.’ Three 
elders—Daniel, Elided, and Tobins—wero 
appointed to aid him in his enterprise. 

Niclaes now left Amsterdam for Embden, 
and commenced to write down the revela¬ 
tions which were, he conceived, entrusted to 
himself alone. In Embden he lived for 
twenty years (1640-1660), and there he 
wroto most of his boohs, which he signed 
with the initials H. N., by some supposed to 
mean Homo Novus (Jebsop, Discovery of the 
Errors of the English Anabaptists, 1623, 
pp. 89-91). His business in the meantime, 
with the assistance of Ids eldest Bon, Franz, 
became lucrative, and in the course of mer¬ 
cantile tours he made many converts in Hol¬ 


land, Brabant, and in Paris. His books, 
secretly printed at tbe presses of his friends 
and adherents, Christopher Plantin at Ant¬ 
werp, Van Borne at Deventer, the Bohm- 
bergers at Cologne, and A ugust yn van Hasselt 
at Kampen, soon aroused opposition. They 
were prohibited by the council of Trent in 
1670 and in 1682, and by papal brill in 1690 
(Rntrscn, Indices Libr. Prohibit, des sechs- 
schnten Jahrh. pp. 290, 347, 486). 

Niclaes’s visit to England cannot be dated 
with certainty, ne wob here in 1662 or 
1533 (cf. Fuller, Church Mist. bk. Lx. pp. 
282-91), but may have arrived earlier (cf. 
Original Letters , Parker Soc. it. 660). Ac¬ 
cording to Karl Pearson, he did not come till 
1669 (‘Kingdomof Godin Munster,’ Modem 
Jicmew, 1884). Fuller sayB Niclaes joined 
the Dutch church in London; hut Martin 
Micronius and Nicholas Carineeus (d. 1663), 
its Buccessiveministers, attacked hisdoctrines 
in ' A Confutation of the Doctrine of David 
George and H. N., the Father of the Familie 
of Love,’ English translations of which are 
given by John Knewstub in‘A Confutation,’ 
pp. 88-92. Niclaes readily gained some fol¬ 
lowers in England, although his stay was 
short, and the story of a second visit is un¬ 
supported. Upon leaving he nppoars to have 
retired to Kampon, in Holland, and later to 
Cologne, where he was living in 1679. He 
probably died there in 1680 or 1681. 

Niclaes taught an anabaptist mysticism, 
entirely without dogma, yet of exalted ideals. 
He no doubt imbibed bis chief doctrines from 
David Joris or George (d. 1566). Niclaes de¬ 
clared himself the third prophet, sent speci¬ 
ally to reveal love. He held himself and his 
elders (obe impeccable, and the license which 
Ihoy claimed for themselves in this spirit 
gained for them the reputation of ‘libertines.’ 
But aspersions of the moral character of 
Niclaes and his chief followers are unfounded. 
Love of humanity was clearly the familists’ 
essential rule of life. 

Although regarded as a proteslant sect, 
Niclaes derived his constitution of the priest¬ 
hood entirely from the Roman catholic 
hierarchy. It consisted of tholiighest bishop, 
twenty-four olders, scraphims or archbishops, 
and three orders of priests. He made a new 
calendar with many additional holy days. 
In person Niclaes was ‘of reasonable tall 
stature, somewhat grosse of bodie, brave in 
his apparoll’ (Rosebs, Displaying of an 
Horrible Secte). Henry More (1614-1687) 
[a, v.], who called him ‘ the begodded man 
of Amsterdam,’ and who answered his books 
in the ‘ Explanation of the grand Mystery 
of Godlinoss,’ pp. 171 seq., frequently men¬ 
tioned the ‘ crimson satin doublet, the long 
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■beard,’ and ‘ large looking-glass ’ of tbe 'rich 
shopkeeper’ ( Theological Worhs, ed. 1708, 
268). A portrait of Niches is in John 
avitts’s ‘ Apocalypsis. . . . Faithfully and 
imnortially translated out of the Latine by 
J. D.,’ London, 1056. 

A Lthough the‘ Family of Love ’ maint ai ned 
some existence in England for nearly a cen¬ 
tury and a quarter, Niclaos’s doctrines were 
unsuited to English ideas, and appealed to 
a limited section of the population. John 
JRogers’s description of them as ‘the drowsie 
dreames of a doting Dutchman ’ represented 
the general esteem in which they were held 
(.Displaying of an Horrible State), A trans¬ 
lation oi one of Nicklaes’s tracts, ‘Terra Paois’ 
(No. 16 below), is said to have suggested to 
Bunyan the scheme of his ‘ Pilgrim’s Pro¬ 
gress.’ A Dutchman, Christopher Vitells or 
vital, a joiner by trade, horn at Delft, and 
living at Colchester at Miehaolmas 1666 
(th.) was the chief of Niclacs’s original dis¬ 
ciples in England, lie was an ‘illuminate 
elder’ in the ‘Family,’ and the first English 
translations of Niclacs’s books oro ascribed to 
him. Vitelh afterwards lived at Southwark, 
and is said by John Rogers [q. v.] (ti.) to 
have recanted his opinions. 

It was not until about 1674 that the sect 
in England attracted public attention, by 
which time its numbers had bocome large, 
chiefly in Norfolk, Suffolk, Cambridgeshire, 
and Essex. In that year they presented to 
parliament ‘An Apology for the Service of 
Love, and the People that own it, commonly 
called the Family of Love . .. with another 
Short Confession of Faith, made by the same 
People, and finally some Notes and Collec¬ 
tions, gathered by a private Hand out of 
II. N„ upon or concerning the eight Beati¬ 
tudes ’ (Cambridge and Lambeth). This was 
reprinted inLondon inl066, They also issued 
‘A Brief Rehersall of tho Beleef of the Good- 
willing in Englande, which are named the 
FamalieofLoue . . . set fourth Anno 1676,’ 
small lGmo (Lambeth); reprinted by Giles 
Calvert (London, 1066), who published many 
reprints of Nidaes’s works. 

On 12 June 1674 five persons of the ‘Fa¬ 
mily ’ stood at ‘ Paulas CrosBe,’ and publicly 
recanted, confessing that they 1 utterly de¬ 
tested 11. N. his errors and heresies ’ (Stow, 
Annals, p. 670). Otheis of tho sect wore 
imprisoned, but they continued to hicraaso. 
On 3 Oct. 1680 Queen Elizabeth issuod 
‘A Proclamation against the Sectaries of 
the Family of Lovo,’ ordering their hooks 
to ha burnt and thomselves to be imprisonod 

S A Collection of Articles, Injunctions, Canons, 
to., London, 1076, p. 171). An abjuration 
(see "Wilkins, Concilia, iv. 206, 297) was 


drawn up and tendered, on 10 Oet. 1680 hv 
the privy council to each familkt (Fnr.ii/ 
Church Hist. ix. 118). Bills for the suppres¬ 
sion. of the seat were brought in, and passed 
on 27 Feb. 1680-1 ( Commons’ Journals.i 128 
129,180). 

The familists presented an address to 
James I soon after his accession, Samuel 
RuLlierford says about 1604 (Survey of the 
Spirit nail Antichrist, London, 1618). It 
was answered by ‘A Member of Cambridge 
University ’in ‘A Supplication of the Family 
of Love . . . examined and found to he 
derogntorie .. . unto the Glorie of God, the 
Ilonour of our King,’ &o., Cambridge, 1606. 
Porsooution then appeal's tolmvo ceased unld 
1646, when the sect revived under the leader¬ 
ship of one Panrlall, who preached ‘in a home 
within the Spittle-yard without Bishopegate, 
neare London ’ (Ethukinoton, A Brief Dis¬ 
covery, 1046, p. 1 ). From 1649 to 1666 many 
of the books were reprinted, but before 1700 
familists had become extromely rare in Eng¬ 
land. 

Niclaos wrote a great number of books in 
a low Gorman dialect, called bv his English 
translators 1 Basso AJmayno.’ Most or i3l of 
them were translated into English. A com¬ 
plete bibliography Imb yot to be made, the 
originals being of extreme rarity; some are 
only to be traced in tho writings of oppo¬ 
nents, others arc not known except in the 
translations. Tho cliiof of them are to be 
found in the Mennonite Library, Amsterdam, 
and the University Library, Leyden. The 
best collection oi English translations is 
in the University Library, Cambridge, to 
which Dr. Oorrie prosonterl hie uniquo col¬ 
lection in 1884. The Brilwell Library con¬ 
tains many of tho earlier translations. 

Tho books, especially tho epistles, are often 
found not only separately but in varying corn- 
lunations. They contain many curious cuts 
described by J. 11. Hessels in t he ‘ Bookworm , 1 
1869, pp. 81, 100,110, 131, and by Ames in 
‘Typographical Autiquities’ (ed. Herbert), 
iii. 1086-1613. Twelve extant woodcuts, 
oxeouted by Richard Gaywood [q.v.]inl 66 (S, 
were prepared and sent abroad for insertion 
in reprints of earlier editions, and bore the 
false dates of 1578, 1676, and 1677. Every 
book by Niclaes has the final motto 1 Clmritas 
extorsit por IF. N.’ The long titles are hare 
abhreviat od. Hisohiof and rarest worlds ‘Den 
Spegel der Ghereolicheit, dorch den Geist 
dor Lieffdon vnde don vorgodeden Mensch 
H. N. vth de Ilemmelisclie Yv arlieit betiigst.’ 
(Tho title-page is reproduced by Max Rooses, 
p. 62, as a specimen of Planting finest print¬ 
ing, exrcutod at Antwerp about 1660.) An¬ 
other edition is entitled ‘Speculum Justitto. 
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DeSpeg°l dor Gorecliticheit, dorch den hilli- 
gon Geest dar Liefteu,’ 1580. A line coi>y of 
the first is in the library of the Dutch Church, 
Austin Friars, now preserved at the Guild¬ 
hall, and one of each in the University Li¬ 
brary, Leyden. No others are known, and 
the only English translation discovered is a 
manuscript of six chapters in the Bodleian 
Library (Rawlinson Coll. C. C64). An ‘ln- 
troductio. An Introduction to the Holy 
understanding of the Glasse of Ilighteousnes,’ 
b.l, appeared without place or date; it was 
reprinted in 1019. ‘ Ene Figuer des Wa- 

rachtigen vnde geistelicke Tahcrnakels ’ was 
written ab a prologue to‘Den Spegel,’ and to 
follow the Introduction, but was apparently 
issued as a second volume. It was translated 
as ‘ A Figvre of the True & Spiritual Taber¬ 
nacle, according to the inward Temple or 
House of God in the Spirit. Whereunto is 
added the eight vertues or Godlynesses,’ Lon¬ 
don, 1656 (BrilishMuseum); another edition, 
including also Exhortation I., 1658 (No, 8 
below), is at Cambridge. 

Much hotter known is his ‘Evangelium 
Begin. Bin Frolmke Bodeschop vain Hycko. 

,.. Doroli H. N. am dack gegeuen vnde vam 
em vppet nye ouerseen vnde dudeliclcer vor- 
lilaret, of which the title of the English 
translation runs: ‘Evangelium Regni. A 
Joyfull Message of the Kingdom published 
by the kolie Spirit of the Lone of Jesu Oliriat 
aud sent-fourth unto all Nations of People 
which lone tho Truetli in Jesu Christ. Set- 
fourth by H. N. and by him pervsed a-new 
and more-distinctlie declared, Translated 
out of Base-almayne,’ n.d.; a later edition 
was imprinted at London, 1652. There is a 
Latin translation (Lambeth), n.d., said tolls 
by John TCnewstuo [q. v.jj 

Other works ore: 1. ‘ van dat Geastlioke 
Landt dor Belofflen, van dat hemmolscho 
Jerusalem vnd des killigon Volcks, 15 W 
(Amsterdam). A manuscript copy (92 pp,), 
made at Harlingen in 1602, was in the pos¬ 
session of Dr. Sopp, of Amsterdam, in 1890, 
2. ‘Eyn Clare Berichlinge van die Middol- 
worckmge Jesu Christi,’ 1550 (Amsterdam). 
8. ‘Exhortatio. De Eerste Vormaningo H, N. 
Tot syne kinderen, undo demHiisgesinne der 
Liefteu Jesu Christi . . . anno 1673, 4to 
(Cambridge). In English‘Exhortatio I. The 
first exhortation of H. N. to his Children, 
and to the Famolye of Loue, by Himnewlye 
perused, and more distinctlye declared,’ n.d. 
Two other copies contain an additional leaf 
with ‘ A ahorto Instruction of an Ilowskold- 
father in the Gommunialitio of the Loue of 
Jesu-Christ ’ (Britwell and Cambridge). The 
first has a woodcut of the teacher and his 
pupils; reprinted, with 'Likewise II. N. upon 


the Beatitudes,’London, 1853. 4, 'Exhor¬ 
tatio IT. Da anderde Vonnaningo II. N., 
to svne kinderen, vnde dem Husgesinne der 
Lieften Jesu Christi’ (British Museum). 
English translations, in manuscript in the 
Hawlinson Collection (A. 382) in the Bod¬ 
leian Library, Oxford, and at Cambridge. 
5. ‘ The first Epistle of H. N, A Crying- 
voyoe of the Holye Spirit of Loue, wher- 
■with all People eoven out of meere grace 
are called and intirelie-hidden,through H.N., 
to the true Jlepentaunce for their Synnes,’ 
n.d. This was reprinted, London, 1048, 
alono, as well as with Epistles 2,3 and 4, and 
also with Epistles 2-8, and with Exhor¬ 
tatio I (Lambeth). 6. ‘Epistola XI. II. N. 
Correctio and Exhortation out of heartie 
Loue to a Pluckinge vnder the Obedience ol 
the Loue and to Hepentaunce for their Sinnes 
vnto all them that are wise in their owne 
conceitcs.’ 7.‘Oantioa. Liederen offte Ge- 
snngen dorch II. N. am dacli gogeuen, vnde 
vppet Nye overseen vnde vorbereit vnde met 
mokre Gesangen vermehrt,’ 1673. 8. ‘Pro- 
hetic des Geisles der Lieften. . . . Anno 
573 ’ (Cambridge). In English ‘ The Pro- 
hetie of the Spirit of Lnue ’ (London), 1649. 

. ‘ Vorkimdinghe van dom Vrede up Erden. 
... A Publishing of the Peace upon Earth, 
and of the gratious Tyme and acceptable 
Years of tho Lorde, which is now in the last 
Tyme out of the Peace of Josu Christ and 
out of his Holie Spirit of Loue,’ anno 1674. 
10. ‘ Da Lioder eddor Gesangen H. N. Tot 
oede Lere vnde Sticklinge, demUusgesiime 
or Liefden, vnde en alien die sick daor-tkoe 
wenden,’ 1576, 16mo oblong (thirty-two 
songs). The English translation is called 
‘Oantica, Oerteu of the Songes of H. N. 
To a good Instruction and Edifyinge of the 
Famelie of Loue, and of all those that tume 
them tlier-vnto. Translated out of Bubb- 
almuyne,’ 8vo, b.l. (Britwell). 11. ‘Insti- 
tutio Puerorum. Kinder Bericht met vele 
Goeder Lore, Dorch H. N. vp Ryme voror- 
dent: vnde van em vppet nye ouerseen vnde 
vorbelert. Anno 1675, 4to’ (Cambridge). 
12. ‘ Eeferoinen vnde Rondelen edder ry- 
mische Sproken. Dorch H. N. am dacli ge¬ 
geuen, vnde vim Em uppet nye overseen unde 
vorbetert,’ 1076. 13. ‘Dro grmidige Hefe- 
reinen, die H. N. wedder syne Vyendon am 
dach gogoven heft,’ 1676,16mo, oblong, In 
English the title runs, ‘ Time groudlia lte- 
frsines which II. N. hath set-fourth against 
his Enemies. Translated out of Base-almayne 
into English,’ oblong 2J x inches (Lam¬ 
beth). 14, ‘Comcedia: ein Geclioht Des 
Spels'van Sinnen, anno 1576,’4to (British 
Museum anil Amsterdam). An English ver¬ 
sion, entitled ‘ Comoedin. A "VVorke m Byrne, 
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contayning an Enlerlude of Myndos, wit¬ 
nessing the Mans Fall from God and Christ ’ 
(British Museum, Brilwell, and Cambridge), 
with the following: 15. ‘TerraPacis. Ware 

trades.' Gedrucht to Colin am Rein dnrcli 
Niclas Bohmhargon. Anno mdlxxx.,’ 4to 
(Cambridge). In English: ‘TerraPaois. A 
True Testification 01 the Spirituall Lands 
of Peace; which is the Spintunll Lande of 
Promyse, and the holy Citee of Peace or the 
heauenly Terusalem.’ It was reprinted, Lon¬ 
don, 16-ii). 16. ‘ Epietolre H. N. Do Vor- 
niimpste Epistelen II, N. Anno 1577,’ 4to 
(Cambridge). This contains twenty epistles 
with different titles, all but one, 'Eine Iierte- 
liclte Vormaninge an do yferigaste Goedt- 
williga Herten,’&e., given aa separate worhs 
byVan der Aa in ‘ BiographischWoordenboek 
derNederlanden,’xiii. 181-3. In English: 
‘Epistohe H. N. The Principall Epistles of 
H. N., which he hath set-foorth through the 
Holy Spirit of Loue’ (British Museum, Brit- 
well, and Cambridge without a title-page). 
17. ‘De Openbaringe Godes, unde syne grote 
Prophetie,’ 4to (British Museum, without 
title-page). English version: ‘Bevelatio 
Dei. The Eeuelation of God, and his great 
Prophoatie: which Godnow; in the last Days; 
hath shewed unto his Elect;’ a later edition 
appeared in London in 1649. 18. ‘Proverbia 
JEL IN'. De Sprokon H. N.,’ 4to (British Mu¬ 
seum). In English: 'Proverbia H. N. The 
Prouerhes of H. N. Which Ilee; in the 
Dayes of his olde-age; hath set-fourth as Simi¬ 
litudes and mystical! Sayinges.’ 19. ‘ Diota 
H. N. Leeraffltige Bede,’ &c., 3 to (Oambridgo). 
Another copy, fragments of which are pre¬ 
served at Cambridge and Utrecht, is dated 
1578. In English: ‘Dicta II. N, Doou- 
mentall Sentences: etiven-aa those-same were 
spoken-fourth by II. N., and written- vp 0 ut of 
the Woordos of his Mouth,’ n,d. 20. ‘ Dut 
upreohte Christan-gelove des Ghemein 
echoppes der Hilligen des Hiisea der Lieften: 
Dar oiclr de vprechte Christelicke dope inne 
betiiget vnde beleden wort.’ 21. ‘DeWet, 
offte de vomBmpste Gehoden Godes, vnde 
de twelf vomBmpste HBuet-artyckalon des 
Ohristen-gheloues: Mith noch ethlioke goedo 
Leringen vudo Gehedun. 22. * Van den 
rechtferdigen Gerichte Godos ouer de olde 
vordorvene Werlt, ynde von ore straifinge 
yndevthrodinge’(Amsterdam). 28, ‘Einen 
friintlicken Brief, vm hertelicker Liefte an 
Einen geschreucn vnde gesendt, dar he to 
de Emcheit der Lieften, to de Eindrach- 
ticbeit ofte Enioheit des herten, vnde to 
eines-sinnes ende Geliorsamheit der Lieften 
mede geliauab wert.’ Of the four last no 
English version appears, 


Other works ascribed to Nielses (Sthtm 
Annals, 11. i. 668-4; and Roams) mamlv 
prove portions of tbe above; but Nippold 
mentions six more alluded to by opponents 
which are not otherwise known (Zntschrift. 
&c. p. 336). By his elders or followers were 
written: 1. ‘Mirahilia opera Dei, Etlicke 
Wunder-Wercken Godos, &c.’ 4to (British 
Museum), of which tlio English version is 
‘ Mirahilia Opera Dei. Cortaine wonderful! 
Works of God which liupned to H. N. even 
from his youth. . . . Published by Tobins 
a Fellow Elder with IT. N. in the Houshold 
of Love,’ n.d. 4to. 2. 'Fidelitas. Ifndsi- 

HcheidentliokeVorkliiringederForderhigedes 

Heren, Anno 1676,’4to (British Museum). I n 
English: ‘ Fidelitas. A Distinct Declaratio 
of the Requiring of tho Lorde and of the 

f odlie Testimonies of the holie Spirit of the 
lOve of Jesu Christ. Sot-fourth by "Fidoli- 
tas, a Fellowe-Elder with IIN. in the 
Familie of the Loue,’ n.d. 8. ‘ Ein Enoh- 
redon, die de Goiet der Lieften, vnde H. ff. 
mith eompt Abia, Joacin, Daniel, Zacharies! 
Tobias, Ilaniel, Basins, Banaias, Nehemins 
Elidad, &o., de vomoompste Olderen vnde 
Anderenen des hillighen Wordes in dem 
IIus dor Liol'teii, ouer de blindtheit der 
Voleltoren klagende ... zynt.’ 4. ‘ A good 
and fruitful Exhortation unto the Famolieof 
Loue ... Testified and sot-fourth by Elidad 
a Fellow-Elder with the Elder D.N.’ 6. ‘A 
Reproofe spoken and geouen-fourth by Abin 
Noznrenus against, all false Christians. Trans¬ 
lated out of Nether Saxon. Like as Twines 
and Iambres withstood Moaos, euen so do 
These namely, the onemios of IT. N. and of 
the Loue of Christ also resist the Trueth, 
&c. . . . mblxxix.’ ’ 

The principal writers against Niclaes and 
hiB dootrinos wero, in Germany, Caspar Gre- 
vinohovou, author of ‘ Ontdockinge van de 
monstreuee dwalingen des lihertynschen ver- 
godeden Yryglioestes Tlendrio Nicolaessoon, 
eerste Vader yon het, buys der liefden,’ 1604, 
and Ooornhert, who wrote ‘ Spieghelhen 
vande ongerechtiohoydt ofte mensclielicheyt 
des vergodedon H. N,’ Haarlem, 1681, In 
England, John Rogers [q.v,] published‘The 
Displaying of an horrible Sects of grosse and 
wicked Horeliques, naming thoinsolvee the 
Familie of Loue,’ London, 1678. The follow¬ 
ing year he republished the book with ‘ cer- 
teme letters sent from the same Family 
mainteyning their opinions, which Letters 
are ans wored by tbe same J. R.’ These books 
contain a confossion purporting to be made on 
28 May 1601 by two of the Family, ‘ before a 
worthy and worshipful Justice of Poace [Sir 
William Moore, in Surrey], touching the 
errors taught amongst them at the assemblies.' 
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Eogera also published ‘ An Answers vnto a 
wicked & infam ous Libel made by Christopher 
Vitel,’ 1679, Another opponent was John 
Knewstub, who preached a sermon against 
Niclaes at ' Paulos Orosse 1 on Good Friday, 
1676. He published: ‘A Confutation of 
monstrous and horrible Heresies taught by 
H. N.,’ London, 1679, * A Confutation of 
Certaine Articles deliuered vnto the Familye 
of Loue.... By William Wilkinson, Maister 
of Artes, and Student of Divinitye,’was pub¬ 
lished London, 1679. ‘ The Description and 
Confutation of mysticall Antichrist theFami- 
listB, who in a mystery, ub God, sitteth in 
the Temple of God, shewing himself that he 
is God ’ (Cambridge), has no date. Niclaes 
was also attacked by Thomas Rogers in ‘ The 
Faith, Doctrine, and Religion professed and 
protected in the Realm or England, and Do¬ 
minions of the same: Expressed in 39 Articles, 
So. 1 Cambridge, 1007 (reprinted by the Par¬ 
ker Society as 1 The Catholic Doctrine of 
the Church of England,’ 1854). Henry Ains¬ 
worth wrote ‘An Epistle sent vnto Two 
daughters of [the town of] Warwick, from 
H. N., the oldest Father of the Familie of 
Love,’ Amsterdam, 1608. John Ethering- 
ton published (London, 1645) ‘A Brief Dis¬ 
covery of the Blasphemous Doctrine of Fami- 
lisme, first oonceived and brought forth 
into the World by one Henry Nicolas of the 
Low Countries of Germany about an hundred 
years ago; and now very boldly taught by 
one Mr. Randall and aundry others.’ Ether- 
ington was formerly a leader among the 
FamiHBts (eee The White Wolf, a sermon 
preached by StephenDenison at Paul’s Cross, 
London, 1627). ‘A Survey of the Spiritual! 
Antichrist, opening the Secrets of Familisme 
and Antinomianisme in the Anti-Christian 
Doctrine of John Saltmarsh and Will. Del, 
the present Preachers of the Army now in 
England, and of Robert Town, &c.’ was pub¬ 
lished by Samuel Rutherford [q. v.], London, 
i648. 

[The principal sources of information for Ni- 
olaes’s life are three mane scripts preserved in the 
library of tho Society of Dutch Authors at Ley¬ 
den. 1, Okronikades Husgesinnes der Lieften, 
&e., printed by Iz,uik Enschede, Haarlem, 1716; 
portions also translated in Max Rooses’s Chris- 
tophePlantin, pp. 393-400. 2. OrdoSncerdotis. 
De Ordeningen des priesterlieken states in dem 
Husgeeinne aer Lieften, Sea. 3. Acta H. N. Do 
Ge8oheftenH.N. vnde etlicke hemmelschoWerok- 
ingedes Heren vnd Godos, &c., These were freely 
used by Dr, Nippold in bis Heinrich Niclaes und 
dasHaus der Lieba, published in the Zoitschrifb 
fiir die historische Theologie, 1802, pp.' 323-94. 
Aearoful bibliography of works, thon known, was 
published bv J.H.He^aels in Notes and Queries, 
October and November 1809, pp, 360, 404, 430. 


To authorities already named may be added: 
Max Roosos’s Christophe Plantin, imprimeur 
anvereois, Antwerp, 1882, pp. 61 et aeq ; Tiele’s 
ChristophePlantin etle seetairo mystique, Henrik 
Niclaes, Lo Bibliophile Beige, 1808, pp, 121-9; 
Mosheim’e Eecleb. Hist., Murdock’s translation, 
ed. Hastings, Boston U.S.A. 1892, bk. iv. cent. 
XVI. sect. 3, pt. ii. chap. 3, pp. 220-21 j Gott¬ 
fried Arnold’s Kirchon nnd Ketzer Hist. Th. ii. 
Buch xvi. cap. xxi. 36; De Rmmond’sL’Histoire 
de la NaiBsance . . . de l’Hdr6sio de ee Sibqlo,’ 
Paris, 1610, p. 217; Oat» van do Bibliol. der 
Maatseh. Nederl, Letterkundo, Loiden, 1847, i. 
28, 216; Jundt’s Histoire du Panthiismo Popu- 
laire au moyen ago, &c. pp. 200-2; Blunt’s Dic¬ 
tionary of Seels, pp. 158-80; Hooker's Ecclesi¬ 
astical Polity, i. 28, iii. 9; Index to Publica¬ 
tions of the Parker Society, pp. 656,557; Pagitt'a 
Heresiogrupliy, pp, 106-16; Camden’s Annals, 
218 ; Deering's Nottingbamia. &c. pp. 40,47; 
cal's Hist, of Puritans, i. 278; IVright’s Queen 
Elizabeth and her Times, ii. 153; Bincroft’s 
Survey of the Pretended Holy Discipline, &c. 
pp. 1, 2; Penn’s Preface to Fox’b Journal, ed. 
1891, pp. xxiii-xxv; Hunt’s Religiona Thought 
in England, i. 234 et esq.; Barclay’s Inner Life 
of the Commonwealth, pp. 25-35; Ross's Reli¬ 
gions of thi) World, London, 1690, p 462 (por¬ 
trait); Tracts on Liberty of Conscience, &c., 
1614-01, Hanserd Knollya Soc. 1846, pp. 385-9; 
Ecoleaiea Londino-Batavm Archivum, ed. J. BL 
neseelB, yoIb. i. ii. (Cantbr. 1887, 1839). The 
libraries at Cambridge), Lambeth, Leyden, the 
Mennonite church of Amsterdam, and that of Mr. 
W. Christie-Miller at Britwell, all contain unique 
specimens of Niclars’s works. Information has 
also been sent by Dr. Franz Nippold of Jena, 
and Professor 8. Cramer of Amsterdam.] 

O. F. 8. 

NICHOLAS, ROBERT (1696-1607), 
judge, was son of John Nicholas of Devizes 
and Roundway in the parish of Bishop's 
Cannings, Wiltshire, and was baptised at St. 
James’b, Southbroom, in that parish, on 
21 Sept. 1696, On 23 Oct. 1640 he was 
elected to the Long parliament for Devizes, 
being described as ‘of Devizes' ( Official 
Returns , L 496). In the same year he 
was commissioner in Wiltshire for raising 
money for the defonoe of the realm and 
payment of debts undertaken by parliament 
(Statutes of the Realm, v. 89, 166), and 
held the farm of All Cannings in the some 
county (Cal, State Papers, Dom. Ser. 1640, 
g. 268). According to Noble ( Regicides, 
ii. 98, 101) he was declared a rebel by 
Charles I in 1642, along with Humphrey 
Maolrworfch [see under Maokwobth, Sm 
Humphrey]. In 1648 he was appointed 
one of the managers of Laud’s impeachment, 
prosecuting the second and third parts of the 
evidence against him (ib. 1641-3, p. 618) j 
according to Wood, 1 he had in his pleadings 
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some sense, but was extra am virulent, and 
had foul language at command.' In No¬ 
vember 1646 lie was member of the 
sub-committee of accounts for Wiltshire, 
and on SO Oct. 1048 was created by the 
commons eeijeant-at-law; in the same year 
ha was nominated one of the king's judges, 
hut does not appear to have attended the 
trial. On 2 May 1649 he was appointed 
one of the counsel for the Commonwealth 
against Lilburne, Prynne, and others, and 
on 1 June became a judge of the upper bench. 
In 1660 he was commended for the charges 
lie delivered while on circuit. In 1066 
Nicholas was mads a baron of the exchequer, 
and on 29 May in the same year was ap¬ 
pointed commissioner of oyer and terminer. 
While on circuit at Salisbury be and 
others were captured by Colonel Penrud- 
dock [q. v.] and his hand of royalists, some 
of whom wished to put them to death. 
Other counsels prevailed, and they ware 
soon set at liberty. 

In 1G67 Nicholas is referred to as chief 
justice (ib. 1667, p. 160) ; but this is a mis¬ 
take, and, according to Noble, Cromwell 
'laid him aside.’ On 27 Nov. 1658, how¬ 
ever, he again appears as a judge, was sent 
on circuit in 1660, and was restored to 
the upper bench on 17 Jan. 1669-60. At 
the Restoration it was proposed to except 
Nicholas from the Act of Indemnity (Hist, 
MSS. Comm. App. to 7th Rap. pp. 123 b, 
137 i, 171 b ); but this suggestion was not 
acted on; a warrant for his pardon was 
issued, and he frequently appears during 
1660 as a member of the commission in 
Wiltshire for raising money (Statute# of 
the Realm, v. 221, 274, 282). On 3 Dec. 
1664 he was accused of boasting that he 
had drawn up the chargo against Charles I, 
and would do so agaiu if needful; these 
words were said to have been spoken in 
May 1604 'behind St. Clement’s in the 
Strand,’ and a warrant against him was ap- 
pliedfor. The issue is not known. Nicholas 
resided in later life at Seend, Wiltshire, 
where he made his will 6 May 1007. He 
was buriod on 28 Dec. 1007 in accordance 
with the provision of his will in the church of 
St. James's, Southbroom, where ho had been 
baptised. He left a son Oliver, who was 
afterwards knighted, and a daughter 
Catherine, who married Sir Thomas Brod- 
riok of Wandsworth, Surrey, great-great¬ 
grandfather of Alan Brodrick, viscount 
Midleton [q. v.j 

Nicholas is identified by a writer in the 
‘ Gentleman’s Magazine’ (1785, i. 163) with 
the person who is said in the ‘ Spectator,’ 
No. 313, to have escaped a flogging from 


Busby when at IS cstminster school by tbs 
intervention of a schoolfellow, and subse¬ 
quently to have saved the life of his bene¬ 
factor, who was implicated in Penruddocl's 
rebellion; but the identification is vety 
doubtful (cf. Welch, Queen's Scholars s 
508; IIoaee, Wiltshire, vi. 425). ’ 

[Cal. State Papers, Dom. Ser. passim; Sts- 
tutes of the Realm; Wbitelocke’s Memorials 
passim; Noble’s Regicides, ii. 98-101; ivood'j 
Athens, ed. BHbs, ill. 129-80; Foss’s lives of 
the Judges; Waolryeh's Scries of Lord Chan- 
cellors, etc., pp. 48, 48, 60, 61; Hist. MbS 
Comm. 7th Rep. App, pp. 123 b, 137 b, 171 
Eoaro's 'Wiltshire, passim ; Pari. Hist. iy. logs' 
State Trials, iv. 626, 1062; Welch’s Qneen'i 
Scholars, p. 668 ; Exchequer Hooks.] 

App 

NICHOLAS, THOMAS (ft. 1560-1690), 
translator, waB employed in the service of 
the Levant Company, and lived unmolested 
in Palma, one of the Canary Isles, for some 
time before the death of Queen Mary [see 
under Niohoes, Thomas, Jl. 1660, for a 
Thomas Nichols, who wrote a deecription of 
the islands, and spent some time among them 
at the same date as Nicholas! In 1560 Ni¬ 
cholas and his companion, Edward Kings- 
mill, wore charged with heresy by the Spanish 
governor of the islands. Nicholas was thrown 
into prison and kept in irons for nearly two 
years on a charge of having spoken against 
the mass. 

On 16 Aug. 1661 he requested Sir Wil¬ 
liam Chamberlain, the English ambassador 
in Spain, to intercode for him with the Iring 
of Spain and the Archbishop of Seville, in¬ 
quisitor-general of Spain (Cal. State Papers, 
1600, p. 318, and 1601-2, pp. 251,266). Ha 
was released for a short time, but was boob 
imprisoned again for another two years, oa 
the false witness of his enemy, Francisco do 
Coronado, ‘ a Jewish confessor.’ 

Upon Queen Elizabeth’s intervention with 
the king of Spain, ho was brought in 1604 
to Sovifio, and kept in chains m the castle 
for soven months. In March 1666 he wss 
acquitted at tlie public court in Seville, 
vet commanded never to leave the city (ib. 
1664-5, 137, 140), IBs release was pro¬ 
bably soon after arranged, and he seems 
to have roturnad to England, where he pub¬ 
lished his translations of Spanish works, 
■ither written during his imprisonments 
or from originals convoyed from Spain. 
Of his subsequent career no information ap¬ 
pears. 

His works axe: 1, 1 The strange and mar- 
ueilous Newes lately come from the great 
Kingdome of Chyna, which adjoynelh to the 
EaBt Indya. Translated out of the Oastlyn 
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tongue by T. N. Imprinted, at London nigh 
ynto the Three Cranes in the Vintree, by Tho¬ 
mas Gardyner and Thomas Dawson/email 
8to, sis leaves, b. 1., begins ‘In the moneth 
of March 1677,’ The copy in the Britwoll 
Libraiy is apparently unique. 2, ‘ThePlea¬ 
sant Uislorie of the Conquest of the Woast 
India, now called New Spayne, atohicued by 
the worthy Prince Hernando Cortes, Mar¬ 
quee of the Valley of Uuaxacae, most de¬ 
lectable to read. Translated out of the 
Spunishe tongue by T. N, anno 1678. Im- 

5 fluted at London by Henry Bynneman.’ 
.icensed at Stationers’ Hall, 7 Feb. 1677-8 
(Abbde, Transcripts of the Registers, 1/564- 
1640, ii. 146). This was a translation of 
Lopez de Gomara’e ‘ La Couquista de Mexico,’ 
being pari ii. of ‘ La Ietoria de las Iudias y 
Conquislade Mexico,’Saragossa, 1662. Pur- 
chas included it in his ‘ Pilgrimes,’ but errs 
in calling it part hi. Ho saye (edit, 1626, 
part iii. Lib. v. p. 1123) he has ‘ in divers 
places amended it by the Italian translation 
of Agostino di Cravaliz; for the Spanish 
original he has not.’ It is dedicated to Sir 
Francis Walsingbam [q. v.], and contains 
verses by Stephen Gosson [q. v.] ‘ in praise 
of the translator.’ Of the two copies at 
the British Museum, only that in the Gron- 
sille Library is porfoet. It was republished, 
London, Thomas Crecde, 1696. 3. ‘Tha 
strange and delectable IIistary of tbo Dis- 
couerio and Conquest of the Prouinces of 
Peru, in the South Sea. And of the notable 
things which there arc found: and also of 
the bloudie Oiuill Warree which there hap- 
ened for Gouernment. Written in fours 
ookes hy Augustine Sarate, Auditor for ths 
Emporour his Maiestie in the same prouinces 
and firms land. And also of the ritehe Mines 
of Potosi. Translated out of the Spanish 
tongue hy T. Nicholas. Imprinted at Lon¬ 
don by Richard Jhones, dwelling ouer against 
theFawlcon, by Holburne Bridge,' 1681, 4to. 
This is the translation of the first four hooks 
of Sarate’s ‘ Historic del Bescvbrimiento y 
Conqvista dBl Perv,’ &c., Anvers, 1656, witn 
the addition of ‘ The Discovery of the ritoho 
Mynes of Potosi, & how Captains Carnnajall 
toko it into bis power,’ with woodcuts. 

[Preface to tha Pleasant Hiatorio; Brydgos's 
Censura Litoraria, iii. 861, vi. 126 ; Lowndes’s 
Bibl. Man. i. 488 ; Amos's Typogr. Antiq., ed. 
Herbert, ii. 963, 1044; Purchas his Pilgrimes, 
pt. iii. lib. v. 1118.] 0. F. 8 . 

NICHOLAS, THOMAS (1820-1879), 
Welsh antiquary, bom in 1820 in a small 
thatched house near Trefgarn chapel, not far 
from Solva, Pembrokeshire, was educated in 
Lancashire College, Manchester, and in Ger- | 
TOIuItV. 


many,wherohe tookthodogreeof Ph.D. He 
became a presbyterian minister, and in 1866 
he was appointed professor of biblical litera¬ 
ture and men tal and moral science at the Pres¬ 
byterian College, Carmarthen, In 1803 he 
setlledin London, resigning his professorship, 
and thenceforth, with the aid of Sir Hugh 
Owen, Lord Aherdare, Archdeacon Griffiths, 
Rev. David Thomas, the editor of the 1 Homi¬ 
list,’ and others, he promoted a scheme for 
the furtherance of higher education in Wales 
on unsectarian principles. As a result of this 
effort the University College of Wales was 
founded in 1807, when a building at Aberyst- 
with was purchased. NicholnB is said to have 
secured promises of subscriptions amounting 
to 14,0007 He was one of the governors, 
and drew out a scheme of education. He 
had mads a special study of the educational 
institutions of France and Germany. In 
the autumn of 1878 lie revised the English 
edition of Baedeker’s ‘London’ as it passed 
through tho press, lie also projected a ‘His¬ 
tory of Wales,’ which he did not live to com¬ 
plete. He died unmarried at 166 Cromwell 
Road, London, on 14 May 1879. 

Besides pamphlets and other publications, 
Nicholas was the author of: 1. ‘Middle and 
High Class Schools, and UniversityEducation 
for Woles,’ 1803, a work which exerted great 
influence on educated Welshmen. 2. ‘Pedi¬ 
gree of the English People/ 1868 ; 5th edit. 
1878, 3. ‘Annals and Antiquities of tbs 
Counties and County Families of Wales,’ 
1872, in 2 vols. 4. ‘ History and Antiqui¬ 
ties of the County of Glamorgan and its 
Families,’ 1874. He also edited, with noteB 
and a biographical sketch, Matthias Maurice’s 
‘ Social Religion Exemplify’d,’ 1860, 8vo. 

[Brit. Mus. Cat.; Athemeum, 1879, i. 662-3; 
Academy, 1879, i. 477; Men of the Reign; 
London Echo, May 1879; Boner ae Amsor.iu 
Cymru, May 1879; Times, 16 May 1879,] 

J. A. J. 

NICHOLAS, WILLIAM (1786-1812), 
major in the royal engineers, third son of 
llo'hoi't Nicholas, esq., of Ashton Keynes, near 
Oricklade, Wiltshire, at one time member of 
parliament for Cricldnde, and many years 
chairman of the board of excise, by Char¬ 
lotte, sixth daughter of Admiral Sir Tho¬ 
mas Frankland, hart., was born at Ashton 
Keynes on 12 Dec. 1786. Educated at a 
private school at Hackney, and admitted to 
the Royal Military Academy at Woolwich at 
the end of 1799, he obtained a commission as 
second lieutenant in the royal engineers in 

1801, and became first lieutenant on 1 July 

1802. After completing the usual course of 
instruction at Chatham he was employed on 

BE 
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the defences of Dover. In tlia spring of 1806 
ha joined the expedition to Sicily, Ho was 
engaged at St. Euphemia, and at Maida, 
where he was assistant quartermaster-gene¬ 
ral, and had a narrow escape. His cloak, 
strapped on behind him, was carried away 
by a cannon-ball, and he was unhorsed. He 
took part in the capture of Scylla, July 
1806, and was then selected to accompany 
Sir John Moore on a tour of Sicily. He was 
promoted second captain on 25 Aug. 1806. 
On Ms return he accompanied the oxpodition 
to Egypt, was present at the capture of 
Alexandria, and at the two actions at 
Rosetta, at the first of which he behaved 
very gallantly in assisting to carry General 
Meade, dangerously wounded, out of the midst 
of the carnage in the streets of Eosetta, 

He was particularly mentioned in des¬ 
patches in February 1808 for his services in 
the defence of Scylla, where he served as aa- 
sistant-quartermaster-goncrnl. He was pre¬ 
sent at the action of Bagnara. He recon¬ 
noitred, and reported on, the country in the 
western part of Sicily, and his report was 
highly approved, and forwarded to the secre¬ 
tary of state. In 1809 he was sent by Sir John 
Stuart on a very confidential mission to the 
Spanish army in Spain. On 20 May he joined 
General Blake’s army at Alcanifz inArragon, 
and did good service in the action. He re¬ 
turned to Sicily, and shortly after joined the 
army at Ischia, on the capture of the island. 
He went to England at the end of 1809 to 
recruit his health, as he had suffered from a 
blow in the chest received in the engagement 
at Alexandria. In March 1810 he went to 
Cadiz as second engineer ofllcerof the defence, 
and on the death of Major Lefebre at Mata¬ 
gorda ho succeeded to the command of the 
engineers at Oadiz. He took port in the 
battle of Baa-ossa, and with Captain Birch was 
publicly thanked on the field of battle by Sir 
Thomas Graham, who, holding out liis hands 
to them, said: ‘There are no two officers in 
the army to whom I am more indebted than 
to you two; you have shown yourselves as 
fine fellows in the field as at your redoubts.’ 

On 18 Feb. 1812 he left Cadiz for Elvas, and 
took part in the siege of Badaj os. On the night 
preceding that of the storming, having volun¬ 
teered to reconnoitre, he stripped, and forded 
the inundation of Eevellas, and ascertained 
the safest passage for the column. To him was 
confided the task of leading the troops of the 
advance to the great breach. There, after twice 
trying to reach the top, he fell, wounded by a 
musket-baEinhisknee-pan, and by a bayonet 
thrust in his right leg; Ids left arm was 
broken and his wrist struck by a musket-ball. 
Notwithstanding tho distress occasioned by 


his wounds, on seeing Colonel Macleod and 
Captain James fall, and hearing the soldiers 
ask who was to load them, he ordered two of 
his men to carry him up the breach. One of 
them was killed at the top, and he himself 
received a musket-hall, which passed through 
his chest, breaking two ribs. This shock pro. 
oipif ated him from the top to the bottom of 
the breach. He was eventually rescued hat 
died on 14 April. Sir Thomas Graham wrote 
that no soldier ever distinguished himsdf 
more, and his heroic conduct could never he 
forgotten. Sir Eichard Fletoher, the com¬ 
manding royal_ engineer, placed a monu¬ 
mental stone, with a suitable inscription, over 
his grave. The brevet rank of major was con¬ 
ferred upon him on the rocoipt of the despatch 
of the Marquis of WelleBley, but he did not 
live to know it. 

[Royal Engineers Corps’ Records; Memoir in 
tho Royal Military Chronicle, v. 251-75, Sm, 
London, 1813, which also contains an engraving 
of Major Nicholas.] R. H. V. 

NICHOLL. [See sIbo Nionoi, Eicon 
and Niaott.] 

NICHOLL, JOHN (Jl. 1607), traveller 
and authorj was one of a band of sixty- 
seven Englishmen who on 12 April 1005 
sailed in the Olive Branch, at the charge 
of Sir Olyff Leigh [q. v.], to join the colony 
which had boen planted by Captain Charles 
Leigh ( d . 1605) [q. v.] on the river 1 Winr 
pica ’ [Oyapoc] in Guiana, their leader being 
Captain Nicholas St. John. They missed 
their course, and, after being seventeen 
weeks at sea, put in at Saint Lucia, one of 
the Oaribbee Islands in the West Indies. 
Hero St. John decided to remain for a time 
with Nicholl and his party and to allow the 
vessel to go home. At first the natives 
were friendly, but they soon treacherously 
attaokod the new settlers. After a trues 
with the Cai'ihs had been made, Nick oil's 
party, nineteen in all, rigged and provisioned 
one of the Oarib periaguas, and on 28 Sept, 
they left Saint Lucia. On 6 Oct. they were 
wrecked on a barren island about a league 
from the mainland. Having patched up their 
canoe, five of the party embarked for the 
mainland of Venezuela, but Nicholl and his 
comrades suffered agonies from hunger and 
thirst on the island for fifteen days. They 
were ultimately l-esoued by the Spaniards 
and taken to Toouyo, and afterwards to Com. 
There they were brought before the gover¬ 
nor, but through the good offices of a Fle¬ 
ming they escaped tho galleys. _ After re¬ 
maining five months at Coro, Nicholl and 
two of his companions embarked in a fri¬ 
gate bound for OavLliagena in New Granada 
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on 30 April 1606, Here on 10 May, four 
days after their arrival, they waro _ com¬ 
mitted to prison as spies, hut found Mends, 
Spanish as well ns English, and were re¬ 
leased after two months, and in August 
were sent to Havannah, in the island of 
Cuba, in a fleet of Spanish galleons. About 
10 Oct. Nicholl sailed thence for Spain, 
reaching Cadiz on 15 Dec., and at length, 
meetingwithaliindly English skipper, he was 
landed safely at the Downs in Kent on 2 Feb. 
1600-7. Soon afterwards he puhlished in 
London a spirited account of his adventures, 
entitled ‘ An Hours Glasse of Indian Newes. 
Or a . . . Discourse, shewing the . . . 
Miseries . . . indured by 67 Englishmen, 
which were sent for a Supply to the Plant¬ 
ing in Guiana in the Yeare 1606,’ &c,, 4to, 
London, 1607, which he dedicated to Sir 
Thomas Smith, governor of the company of 
merchants of London trading to the East 
Indies. 

[Nieholl’s Houre Glasse of Indian Nowes.^ 

NICHOLL, Stb JOHN (1759-1888), 
judge, second son of John Nicholl of Llan- 
maes, Glamorganshire, by his wife Eliza¬ 
beth, daughter of James Havard, was bom 
on 16 March 1759. He was educated first 
at the neighbouring town of Cowbridge, and 
afterwards at Bristol, and on 27 June 1775 
matriculated from St. John’s College, Oxford, 
wherehewas elected to a founder's kin fellow¬ 
ship. He graduated B.C.L. on 16 June 1780, 
and D.O.L. on 6 April 1785. Giving up his 
original intention of taking orders, Nioholl 
was admitted an advocate at Doctors’ Com¬ 
mons on 3 Nov. 1786, and in 1791 was 
appointed a commissioner to inquire into the 
state of the law of Jersey, ne quickly 
gained an extensive practice, and on 6 Nov. 
1798 succeeded Sir William Scott (after¬ 
wards Lord Stowell) as king's advocate, 
having been knighted on the previous 31 Oct. 
(London Gazette, 1798,p. 1039). At the gene¬ 
ral election in July 1802 ho was returned 
to the House of Commons for the borough 
of Penryn, Cornwall. On 11 Eeb. 1805 he 
defended the conduct of the government with 
reference to the Spanish war, and maintained 
that it was ‘authorised by the established 
usage or law of nations' (Pari. Debates, 
1st ser. iii. 406-8). He represented Hastings 
in the abort parliament of 1800-7, and at 
the general election in May 1807 was re¬ 
turned both for Great Bedwin and for Itye. 
He elected to serve for Great Bedwin, and 
continued to sit for that borough until his 
retirement from parliamentary life at the 
dissolution in December 1832. He took part 


m tho debate on the order of council respect¬ 
ing neutral vessels in February 1807 (ib. viii. 
633-40), aud in February of the following 
year warmly supported tho Orders m Coun¬ 
cil Bill (ib. x. 666-76). In February, an d 
again in June 1812, he spoke strongly against 
Roman catholic emancipation (ib. xxi. 600-14, 
647, xxiii. 684-0). At the meeting of the 
new parliament he proposed the re-election 
of Charles Abbot [q. vTas speaker (ih. xxiv. 
2-6), and in May 1818 opposed Grattan’s 
Roman Catholic Relief Bill fii.xxvi. 328-37). 
In May 1817 he opposed Sir Franois Bur- 
dett’s motion for a select committee on the 
state of the representation in a speech of 
considerable length, and declared that any 
attempt to change the constitution as it then 
existed ‘ would be more than folly; it would 
be Llie height of political criminality’ (ib. 
xxxvi. 735-62). On 2 June 1817 he pro- 

E iosed the election of Charles Manners-Sutton 
q. v.] as speaker in the pluce of Abbot (id. 
xxxvi. 848^8). Nicholl unsuccessfully con¬ 
tested the university of Oxford against 
Richard Haber at a by-election in August 
1821 (Gent. Mag. 1821, pt. ii. pp. 103-4, 
273). In May 1829 ho brought in his 
Ecclesiastical Courts Bill (Pari. Debates, 
2nd ser. xxi. 1318), which passed through 
both houses and became law in the following 
month (10 Geo. IV. c. 58). He does not 
appear to have spoken in the house after this 
session, though he voted against all three 
Reform Bills. He took a leading part in 
Glamorganshire politics, and was a consis¬ 
tent supporter of Sir Christopher Cole, who 
represented the county in several parlia¬ 
ments in (ho conservative interest. 

Nicholl succeeded Sir William Wynne as 
dean of arches and judge of the prerogative 
court of Canterbury in January 1809, and on 
6 Feb. following was admitted to the privy 
council and made a member of the hoard of 
trade, On the death of Sir Christopher 
Robinson, Nicboll was appointed judge of the 
high court of admiralty, and took his seat, in 
that court for the first time on 81 May 1888 
(Haqgaed, Admiralty Deports, iii. 66). In 
1834 he became vicar-general to the Arch¬ 
bishop of Canterbury, and resigned the offices 
of dean of arches and judge of the prero¬ 
gative court. 

As a judge Nicholl was distinguished‘for 
inflexible impartiality and for great strength 
and soundness of judgment ’ (Legal Observer, 
xvii. 8). His conduot during certain pro¬ 
ceedings in the prerogative court formed the 
subject of a debate in the Houbs of Commons 
in July 1828. There, however, appeared to 
be no foundation for the complaint, and the 
petition presented by Joseph Hume was not 
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allowed to lie on die table (Pari. Debates, 
2nd ser. six. 1749-02; see also 1094-7). Ilia 
judgments will be found in the * Ecclesias¬ 
tical Reports’ of Phillimore, Addarna, and 
Haggard, and in the third volume of Hag¬ 
gard^ 1 Admiralty Reports.' One of the most 
important cases which Nicholl decided was 
that of Kemp v. Wickes (8 Phillimore, 264), 
where he held that a child baptised by a 
dissenter with water and the invocation of 
the Trinity was baptised in the sense of the 
rubric to the burial Berries, and of the sixty- 
eighth canon, and therefore thB burial of 
such child was obligatory on the clergyman, 
a decision which gave rise to a considerable 
controversy, and was subsequently brought 
under the review of the court of arches in 
Mastin v. Escott (Oubthib, Eccl. Hep. ii. 
002; Moonn, Privu Council Cases, iv. 104). 
Several of NichoU/s speeches and judgmouts 
have been separately printed. 

Nicholl is said to have been one of the 
most active promoters of a volunteer corps 
among the advocates and proctors in the last 
decade of the last century, and on 8 Aug. 
1803 was appointed lieutenant-colonel com¬ 
mandant of tho St. George’s, Bloomsbury, 
volunteers. He assisted in the establish¬ 
ment of King’s College, London, and was 
nominated amemberof the provisional com¬ 
mittee in .Tune 1824 ( Oent . Mag. 1824, pt, i 
p. 64*1). He was a member of tho judicial 
committee of the privy council, and a fellow 
of the Royal Society and of the Society of 
Antiquaries. He died at Merthyr-Mawr, 
Glamorganshire, on 20 Aug. 1888, and was 
buried in the churchyard of that parish. 

Nicholl married, on 8 Sept. 1787, Judy, 
youngest daughter of Peter Birt, of "Wenvoe 
Castle, Glamorganshire, hy whom he left one 
son, John, and three daughters, His wifo 
died in Bruton Street, Piccadilly, on 1 Doc. 
1829, aged 70. Portraits of Nicholl by Sir 
Thomas Lawrence and William Owen, R.A., 
are in the possession of Mr. J. 0, Nicholl of 
Merthyr-Mawr. There are engravings of Ni¬ 
choll by Meyer, after Owen, and by Tom¬ 
kins, after Sues. 

[Diary and Correspondence of Lord Col¬ 
chester, 1861; Catalogue of English Civilians, 
1804, p 130 j Georgian Eva, 1888, ii. 323-4; 
The Glamorgan, Monmouth, and Brecon Gazette, 

1 Sept. 1888; The Cambrian, 1 and 8 Sept. 
1838, Legal Observer, xvii. 3-4; Gent, Mag. 
1787 pt. ii. p. 838, 1820 pt, ii. p. 618, 1838 
pt. ii. 546-7; Ann. Reg. 1888, App. to Cliron. 
p. 223; Wilson's Biog. Index to the ITousb of 
Commons, 1808, pp, 58-9, 618-19; Pastor’s 
Alumni Oxon. 1715-2888; Burke's Landed Gen¬ 
try, 1870, ii. 1166; Official Rolurn of Members 
of Parliam ent, pt. ii.; Haydn's Book of Dignities, 
1880; private information.] G. F. R. B. 


Nicholls 

NICHOLL, JOHN (1760-1871), 
quary, born at Stratford Green, Essex, oa 
19 April 1790, was only soil of John Nicholl 
brewer, by Mary, daughter of Mathias Miller 
of Epping in the same county (Nichols 
Topographer, iii. 602). Possessed of an ample 
fortune, he was enabled to pursue uninter¬ 
ruptedly hie researches in heraldry and genea¬ 
logy. On 10 Feb. 1843 he was elected P.S.A. 
In 1860 he served os master of the Iron¬ 
mongers’ Company. He died in Oanonburv 
Place, Islington, on 7 Fob. 1871, and was 
buried in the churchyard of Tkeydon Gamon, 
Essex, on the 18th. By his marriage oa 
6 Oct. 1822 to Elizabeth Sarah, daughter and 
heiress of John Rahn of Enfield, Middlesex, 
he left three sons and two daughters. 

Nicholl collected genealogical noteB made 
in the churches of Essex in six folio volumes, 
aud filled throe folio volumes with Essex 
pedigrees, and three others with pedigrees of 
the various familios of Nicholl, Nicholls, or 
Niohols. Of the latter he made three copies, 
two of which he bequeathed to his own chil¬ 
dren, and a third (of smaller dimensions) to 
the College of Arms. He likewise worked 
up, in three volumes, the 'gatherings formed 
in two tours he made on the continent in 
1842 and 1843. He left besides, in manu¬ 
script, collections for the history of Islington 
and notes on biblical criticism. 

From the archives of the Ironmongers' 
Company Nicholl compiled a history of the 
company in seven folio volumes, embel¬ 
lished with armorial hearings and illuminated 
initials, and illustrated with drawings of 
buildings and costumes. The first srx of 
tkesovoluines were prosentod to the company 
between 1840 and 1814. In 1861 he printed 
• Some Account of the Worshipful Company 
of Ironmongers’ (for priveto circulation), 
in imperial 8vo. In 1806 an improved 
edition was printad in 4lo. The cost of 
both editions was dofroyed by the company. 
Nicholl also attempted poetry, and printed 
a small private impression of his productions 
in 1863. 

Nickoll’s portrait was in 1861 paintsd at 
the expense of tho Ironmongers’ Company by 
Middleton, and placod in the court room. 

[Proo.of Soo. Antiq. 2nd ser, v. 143; Nichols’s 
Herald and Genealogist, vii. 83-5.] G. G. 

NICHOLLS. [See also NiooolBjNiohois, 
Ntokolls, and Niooixs.] 

NICHOLLS, DEGORY (d. 1691), divine, 
matriculated as a pensioner of Feterhonse, 
Cambridge, in May 1680. He graduated 
B.A. in 1663-4, and was elected a fellow 
81 March 1606. He commenced M.A. in 
1667, and was a taxor in 1671-2. He suppli- 
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Bated for incorporation as M.A. at Oxford, 
15 July 1567. In 1570 he was rector of Lani- 
vet, Cornwall. Nicholls was of ‘ a contentious 
mind.’ On 6 May 1672,164 members of the 
senate proposed that Nicholls and other per¬ 
sons should petition Lord Burghley, chancel¬ 
lor of the university,for ‘reformation of cer- 
tainmatters amisse in the newstatutes’given 
by the queen 26 Sept. 1670. The matter 
■was leferred to the archbishops and two 
bishops, who declared that ‘theis younger 
men have been farre to seek their protended 
reformation by disordered means.’ The heads 
of colleges soon after exhibited articles 
against Nicholls and others, * who doe goe 
verye disorderlie in Camberdge, waring for 
the most part their hates, and continually 
verye unsemly ruffes at thoir handes, and 
greats galligaskens and barreld hoooso stuffed 
withhorse-taylcs, with skabilonious and lmitt 
netherstockes too lino for schollers.’ 

In 1674 Nicholls proceeded B.l)., was ap¬ 
pointed one of the university preachers m 
the same year, and received the office of 
chaplain to Lord Burghley. Soon after July 
1677, he was made master of Magdalene 
College, Cambridge. About August 1678 he 
and other divines hold conference with John 
Feckonliam [q. v.], abbot of Westmiubter, 
then living in free custody with the Bishop 
of Ely, in order to induoehim to acknowledge 
the queen’B supremacy. At the close of the 
year a dispute arose in the collego bet ween him 
and some of his undergraduates. Themasler 
finally expelled the refractory students, and 
they retaliated by bringing contemptible 
charges against him, viz. that ‘ ho had on 
enmity for all Welshmen, that his kino were 
milked at the college hall door, and that 
his wife was such a scold as to he heard 
all over the collego’ (State Papers, Bom. 
1647-80, p. 608). Nicholls on 12 Dec. askod 
Lord Burghley to arrange for the hearing of 
the complaints. 

Retiring to Cornwall, where he had be¬ 
come a lew months earlier rector of St. 
Ewan, he was appointed, 8 July 1679, by 
the queen, canon residentiary at Exeter 
(Ryjiee, Fcedera, xv. 788). In 1681 lie was 
created D.B., and received the living of 
Oheriton Fitzpaine, Devonshire, Ho re¬ 
signed the mastership of Magdalene College 
in 1682, and was instituted rector of Lun- 
reath, Cornwall, which he held until his 
death, shortly after 2 March 1690-1. 

[Le Neve's Fasti, i. 421, ii. 895; Atliense Gan- 
tabr. ii. 95 ; Cooper’s Annals of Cambridge, ii, 
279, 280, 304, 806; Strypo's Annals, vol. ii. pt. 
ii. pp, 178, 180; Cal. State Papers, Dorn. 1547- 
1580, pp. 552, 005, 800, 866; Heywood and 
Wright’s University Transactions, i. 112; Cole 
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MSS. xlii. fid. 79, Addit. MS. 5843; B ak er MSS. 
xxiv. 181; Foster’s Alumni Oxon. 1500-1714, 
p. 1068.] 0. F. S. 

NICHOLLS, EDWARD (Jl . 1617), sea- 
captain, in 1616 commanded the Dolphin of 
London, of about 220 tons, trading to the 
Levant, She had 19 guns, mostly small, 
6 murderers or swivols, and a crew, all told, 
of 38 men and boys. On 1 Jan. 1016-17 
she left Zante, homeward bound, with a full 
cargo, and on the 12th, being then off the 
south end of Sardinia, she fell in with a 
squadron of five Turkish men-of-war, pro¬ 
bably of Algiers, all large ships, heavily 
armed and full of men, and three of them 
commanded by Englishmen, whose names 
aro given as Walsinghom, Kelly, and Samp¬ 
son. The fight that followed between these 
pirates and the Dolphin was one of the 
most remarkable that have been recorded, 
Over and over again the Turks attempted to 
hoard the Dolphin; two or three times they 
even succeeded in doing so: but the heavy 
fire kept up from the Dolphin’s round-house 
and close fights forced the enemy to retire 
with great loss. The Turkish ships were 
raked through and through, and towards 
night they drew off, in evident distress, and 
having lost, it was supposed, a great many 
men. The Dolphin, too, had suffered a good 
deal of damage, with seven killed and nine 
wounded. The next day she put in to 
Cagliari, wlioro she refitted and buried her 
dead. On 20 Feb. she sailed for England, 
and arrived in the Thames without further 
hindrance. Of Nicholls nothing more seems 
to be known. 

[A Fight at Ben, famously fought by the 
Dolphin of London, 1017; Lediard’b Naval 
History, p. 410.] J. K. L. 

NICHOLLS, FRANK, M.D. (1600- 
1778), physician, the second son of John Ni¬ 
cholls (d. 1714) of Trereife, Cornwall, a bar¬ 
rister, was bom in London in 1699. Both his 
parents come from Cornwall. He was edu¬ 
cated at'Westminster School,and wontthence 
to Exeter College, Oxford, where he entered 
4 Marohl714,lus tutor being John Ilaviland, 
Besides being a diligent student of tho classics, 
he devoted himself to physios from the be¬ 
ginning of his univorsity career. Ho gradu¬ 
ated B.A. 14 Nov. 1718, M.A. 12 June 1721, 
M.B. 16 Feb. 1724, M.D. 10 Maroh 1729. He 
lectured at Oxford on anatomy, as a reader 
in the university, before he graduated in medi¬ 
cine. His lectures were well aLteudod, and 
were largely devoted to minute anatomy, 
a subject then soldom taught. He demon¬ 
strated the minute structure of blood-vessels, 
showed before the Royal Society experi- 



Nicholls 438 Nicholls 


manfcs proving that the inner and middle 
coat of an artery could he ruptured while 
the outer remained entire, and thus made 
clear the method of formation of chronic 
aneurysm, which had not bofore been under¬ 
stood. He noticed that the arteries were 
supplied with nerves, and pointed out that 
these probably regulated the blood-pressuro. 
He was the iirsl to make what are called 
corroded preparations, in which a particular 
part of an organ is left prominent after on 
injection, the surrounding structures being 
removod piecemeal; and, though now super¬ 
seded by clearer methods, these preparations 
were useful for purposes of demonstration. 
After a short period of practice as a physi¬ 
cian in Cornwall, he decided to settlo in 
London, He was elected F.R.S. 1728, and 
a fellow of the College of Physicians 17S2. 
He attended some of Winslow’s lectures in 
France, and saw Morgagni and Santorinus 
in Italy, and on his return began to give 
anatomical lectures in London. In 1784 he 
gave the Gulstonian lectures at the College 
of Physicians, 'On the Structure of the 
Heart and the Circulation of the Blood;’ 
and again in 1786 ' On the Urinary Organs, 
with the Causes, Symptoms, and Cure or 
Stone.’ He delivered (he Ilarveiau oration 
in 1739, and the Lunileian lecturos 1748-9, 
of which the inaugural lecture, ‘ lie Anima 
Modica,’ was givun 16 Doo. 1748, and was 
published in 1760 (2nd edit. 1771; 3rd edit. 
1773). In 1782 he published in Oxford a 
compendium of his locturea, and in 1738 ho 
had published in London an enlarged edi¬ 
tion, ‘ Compendium Anatomico-ceconomi- 
cum,’ a tabular summary of anatomy, phy¬ 
siology, morbid anatomy,pharmacology, and 
midwifery, in seventy-eight quarto pages, 
with diagrams. Similar summaries on a 
smaller scale existed, by Harvey and Christo¬ 
pher Teme [q. r.]. but those of Nicholls were 
probably suggested by the printed anatomi¬ 
cal tables of Sir Charles Soarburgh Jq.v.l 
An anonymous pamphlet, * The Petition of 
the Unborn Babes to the Censors of the 
Boyal College of Physicians of London,’ 
published in 1761, is attributed to him. It 
la against lying-in hospitals, and is only of 
interest hooause it shows that there wore 
differences botwosn him and some of the 
senior fellows. Poous in the work repre¬ 
sented, it is said, Dr, Robert Nesbit [q. v.l; 
Maulus, Dr. Mauls; and Barebone, Dr. Wil¬ 
liam Barrowby [q. v,] It was answered by 
‘A Vindication of Man Midwifery,’ 1752. The 
college elected in 1749 a junior into the 
body of the elects, or council, ovor bis head, 
whereupon he resigned his Lumleian lecture¬ 
ship, In 1763 he was appointed physician 


to George II. lie examined the body of 
that king after death, and discovered a run- 
ture of the right ventricle, which he de¬ 
scribed in a letter to the Earl of Maccles¬ 
field, president of the Royal Society, andthia 
is printed in the ‘ Transactions ’ for 1760. 

ITe married Elizabeth, daughter of Dr, 
Richard Moad tq. v.l, and had five children! 
There survived of these one daughter and 
one son, John, to aid in whose education he 
went to Oxford in 1702, and thence, when 
his son had graduated, to Epeonnwhere he 
resided till his death, 7 Jan. 1778. His health 
was never vory good, and he had attacks of 
fever at intervals throughout life, sometimes 
accompanied by the formation of abscesses. 
Of this disorder, probably n tuberculosis, ho 
died. lie was of middle height and pleasing 
expression. His portrait, engraved by T, 
nail after Gossot, is prefixed to his life by 
Dr. Lawrence. 

Tho son John, a barrister-at-law of Lin¬ 
coln’s Inn, was M.P. for Bletchingloy 1783- 
1787, and for Tregony 1798-1802, and died 
in 1832 (Foster, Alumni O.ron.) 

[Dr. Thomas Lnwioueo’s Fran disci Nicholsii. 
M.D., Vila, Lond. 17BO j Manning and Bray’s 
Surrey, i. 163; Munk’b Gull, of Phys. ii. 123; 
Boase and Courtney’s Blbliothoca Cornnbiensis, 
i. 387 (with authorities there given); Foster's 
Alumni Oxon.; Works.] N. M, 

NICHOLLS, Sir GEORGE (1781-1866), 
poor-law reformor and administrator, eldest 
child of Solomon Nicholls of St. Kevera, 
Cornwall, by his second cousin Jane, daugh¬ 
ter of George Millott, of ITeleton, was bora 
on 31 Deo, 1781, at St. Kevern. IBs father 
(d. 1793) was of an old Cornish family. 
Nicholls was educated, first at the parish 
school of S(. Ifevorn Oliurchtown, under his 
undo, William Nicholls; later, at Ilelston 
grammar school, under Dr. Otter (afterwards 
bishop of Chichester); and finally, for less 
than a year, at Newton Abbot, Devonshire, 
under Mr. Weatberdon. In the wintor of 
1796-7 a borth was obtained for him by his 
uncle, Captain George Milletl, ns midship¬ 
man on board the East India Company’s slup 
the Abergavenny, commanded by Captain 
John Wordsworth, uncle of the poet. After 
his sixth voyago, having served as fifth, third, 
and first mate euccossivoly, he obtained, in 
1809 (when less than twenty-eight years of 
age), tho command of a ship, the Lady Lush- 
ington. On 18 Jau. 1816 the Bhip then under 
his command, the Bengal, was burnt in har¬ 
bour at Point de Galle. IIo was honourably 
and completely acquitted from blame in the 
subsequent inquiry, and the command of an¬ 
other ship was offered to him; but he left 
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the service the bums year, having lost about 
30 000/. by the disaster. After living at 
Highgate for about a year he took up his 
residence, in April 1816, at Farndon, near 
Newark, whence he removed to Southwell, 
Nottinghamshire, early in 1819. His time, 
at first devoted to domestic matters, soon 
become increasingly occupied with parochial 
and public affairs. At Farndon he started the 
hist savings hank, and showed much interest 
m the schools and in agricultural concerns. 
At Southwell he took an active part as over¬ 
seer, waywarden, and churchwarden; he was 
also appointed a justice of the peace, but 
never acted in that capacity. 

Before he left Farndon Nicholls’s atten¬ 
tion had been drawn to the question of the 
poor laws and their administration, which 
called urgently for reform. In 1820-1 the 
amount of relief actually disbursed to the 
poor of Southwell (exclusive of church and 
county rates) was 2,069/. In 1821 Nicholls 
accepted the office of overseer of the poor in 
that parish. In 1821-2 the amount of relief 
had fallen to 1,311/., and in 1822-3 to 516/,, 
the saving being effected moreover without 
injury to the poor. The labourers acknow¬ 
ledged hie friendly interest in them; he had, 
they said, compelled them to take care of 
themselves. The principles adopted had a 
year or two previously been tried, without 
Nicholla's knowledge, by Robert Lowe, tho 
rector, in the parish of Bingham, Notting¬ 
hamshire, who subsequently became one of 
Nioholls'e intimate friends, and they had 
been advocated by Nicholls himsolf ni the 
well-known series of eight ‘ Letters by an 
Overseer’ written by him in 1821 to the 
'Nottingham Journal,’ and afterwarde re¬ 
printed as a pamphlet, 

Nicholla’s leading idea was to abolish out¬ 
door relief, and to rely on the 1 workhouse 
test’ as a means of raising the condition of 
the poor. The principle was accepted in 
the subsequent poor-law legislation and ad¬ 
ministration. The system of denying tho poor 
parish relief except as a last and unpleasant 
resort was suggested to Nioholle by his ob¬ 
servation of the great difference at Farndon 
between the condition of non-settled la¬ 
bourers, who were obliged to shift for them¬ 
selves, and that of those belonging to and 
therefore having a claim upon the parish; 
the condition of the latter being much the 
worse of the two. At Southwell, too, he 
instituted a ' workhouse school.’ to which 
children of labourers with large families and 
applying for relief werB admitted and kept 
during the day, returning to their parents at 
night. 

Early in 1828, having been consulted by 
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George Barrow os to tho Gloucester and 
Berkeley Ship Canal (at that time languish¬ 
ing for want of funds), he removed at the 
request and cost of the company to Glouces¬ 
ter, taking up his residence at Longford 
House. For three years he practically con¬ 
trolled the concern, his only remuneration 
being the payment by the company of his 
household expenses. During thiB period he 
engaged in other commercial and quasi-nauti- 
cal enterprises, acting, inmost of them,in con¬ 
cert with Telford the engineer, between whom 
and himself there existed thenceforward a 
warm friendship. Telford eventually ap¬ 
pointed him one of his residuary legatees. 
Among their joint schemes was the famous 
plan of the English and Bristol Channels 
Ship Canal, in favour of which in December 
1824 he and Telford reported, he on the 
nautical and financial questions, Telford on 
the engineering difficulties. The reports 
were adopted, and an act of parliament ob¬ 
tained. The crisis of 1826-0, however, 
effectually hindered the raising of the ne¬ 
cessary funds; and the introduction of loco¬ 
motion by steam soon removed the need for 
the work. About the same time he was asked 
by Alexander Baring, afterwards lord Ash¬ 
burton [q. vj, to go out and report on tho 
feasibility of a Panama Ship Canal, but de¬ 
clined on account of the climate. In the 
autumn of 1826 he was called upon to report 
on a scheme for making a harbour at Lowes¬ 
toft, with a ship canal thence to Norwich. 

In November 1826 Nicholls accepted the 
appointment of superintendent of the branch 
of lhe_ bonk of England which was then first 
established at Birmingham. He had pre¬ 
viously declined a similar appointment at 
Gloucester, where the branch had been esta¬ 
blished, through his exertions, to replace the 
honk of Turner, Morris, & Turner, whioh kad 
recently failed, and in the winding-up of the 
affairs of which he had taken a leading part. 
He removed to Birmingham in December 
1820, and (except for three or fouryears, 
during whioh he lived at the Friary, Hands- 
wort a) he resided with his family on the honk 
premises, His life at Birmingham was a very 
active one. Ho found time for many things 
besides his official duties. He established the 
BirminghamSavingsBank. Ho was an active 
town’s commissioner. He was a, working 
member of the committee of the Birmingham 
General Hospital He originated and or¬ 
ganised a system under whioh taxes were paid 
through theBank of England branch, a system 
which was afterwards extended to other 
brandies throughout the country. He was a 
member of the Society of Arts, and was con¬ 
cerned in the provision of the building for the 
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exhibition of pictures and statuary in New 
Street. He became a director oi tlic Bir¬ 
mingham Canal Navigations, and romained 
at the board until bis death, being chairman 
during the last twelve years. In 1829 he was 
consulted by the home secretary, Robert 
(afterwards Sir Robert) Peel, on the general 
condition of Birmingham, and the friendly 
intercourse thus begun was never afterwards 
broken. During this period he refused an 
offer of a partnership in Moilliott's bank; 
and also an invitation by John (afterwards 
Sir John) Gladstone to jom a proposed firm 
for the purpose of establishing a system of 
commercial agencies connecting England 
and the East. It was proposed that Nicnolls 
should go out to organise branches at Bom¬ 
bay, Madras, Calcutta, Singapore, and Canton, 
and that a post should be reserved for him at 
Liverpool or London on his return. 

In the meantime the first poor-law com¬ 
missioners, appointed in February 1882, had 
drawn up their report. Nicholls had been 
especially applied to by them (through Mr. 
Cowell, one of the assistant commissioners) 
in the course of thoir inquiries, and the re¬ 
port, published in Fobruary 1831, contains 
frequont favourable references to tlio system 
in work at Bingham and Southwell, tho 
principles ultimately recommeuded as the 
basis of legislation being those which had 
been advocated in Nioholls's ‘ Letters by on 
Overseer.’ The Poor-law Amendment Act 
(4 and 5 Will. IV, c. 70) was passed the same 
year, and in August Nicholls was appointsd 
one of the three commissioners entrusted with 
its administration, the other two being Sir 
T. Frankland Lewis (afterwards succeeded 
by his son, Sir George Cornewall Lewis) and 
Mr. J. G. Bhaw-Lefevre (afterwards suc¬ 
ceeded by Sir Edmund Iload); Edwin Chad¬ 
wick was appointed secretary. 

Thenceforth Nicholls lived in London. 
The bank was very anxious to retain him at 
Birmingham, and he acoopted his now olllco 
only under strong pressure from Lord Mel¬ 
bourne, and at some pecuniary loss to him¬ 
self. He romained a member of tho poor- 
law commission until its reconstitution in 
1847. The question of the Irish poor law 
in the meantime became urgent; no feasible 
scheme was forthcoming till 1836, when Ni¬ 
cholls submitted to Lord John Russell, by re¬ 
quest, certain ‘ suggestions ’ on the subjoct. 
In June 1886, and again in the autumn of 
1887, Nicholls was sent over to Ireland to 
inquiro as to the best form of legislation. 
His two reports (dated respectively 15 Nov. 
1880 and 8 Nov. 1837) were approved, and 
wore to a groat extent the foundation of tlie 
provisions of the Irish Poor-law Act, 1838 


(1 and 2 Viet. c. 66). He was also, early in 
1838, sent by the government to Holland 
and Belgium to make examination of the 
mode of administering relief and the condi¬ 
tion of the poorer classes in those countries! 
His report is dated 5 May 1838. Upon the 
passing of the Irish act he was requested 
by government, to superintend the early 
stages of its introduction, and ho accord, 
iuglv proceeded in September 1888 to he- 
land, residing, with his wife and children at 
Lis-an-iskea, Blackroclc, Dublin. He did not 
return to London till November 1842. Tha 
task of directing the working of the measnre 
proved vory difficult, and his efforts were 
hampered by party opposition. The Irish 
poor law and its administration were sub¬ 
jected to violent crit icism, both in and out 
of parliament; but the bitterest opponents 
boru testimony to Nioholls’s character and 
ability. 

On the reorganisation of the poor-law 
board in 1847, Nicholls became its 'per¬ 
manent’ secretary ; Lord Ebringlon being 
appointed its ‘ parliamentary ’ Beorotary. In 
April 1848 ho waB made a O.B., the appoint¬ 
ment being 0110 of tho first hatch following 
the extension of tho ordor of civilians. In 
J anuary 1851 ho retired from olllco, through 
ill-health, with a ponsion and the title of 
K.O.B. (March 1851). Tho romoinder of 
his life he cliiuily devotod to writing on the 
poor and tho poor laws, llotwuen 1848 ond 
1857 ho was consulted threo times by persons 
making inquiries on behalf of tho French 
government, and once by Professor lines 
of Breslau, tho object in all four ensos being 
to obtain materials for proqiosod poor law 
legislation on tho continent, llo continued 
to 1 ako an active part in tho affairs of the 
Birmingham Canal, and he was also a working 
mombor of the committee of tho RockLifeAs- 
surauco Company, On 21 March 1886 he died 
at his house, No. 17 (afterwards No. 1) Hyde 
Park Street, London. Ho had married on 
6 July 1813 Harriet, daughter of Brough 
Maltby of Southwell, Nottinghamshire. She 
survived her husband till May 1869. They 
had issue ouo son, the Rev. Henry George 
Nicholls (who married Caroline Mann, daugh¬ 
ter of his uncle Solomon Nicholls), and seven 
daughters, viz.: Gcorgiana Elizabeth, Cbar- 
lotto (who married W. F. Wingfield), Emily, 
Jano (who manned Rev. P. T. Ouvry), Mary 
Grace, Harriet (who died in infancy), ana 
Catharine Harriet (who married W.W. Wil¬ 
ling). 

Nicholls was author of: 1. 'Eight Letters 
on the Management of our Poor and the 
General Administration of tho Poor Laws, 
By on Oversoor,’ 1823. 2. * Three Reports by 
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Georgs Nicholls, esq., to H. M, Principal 

1838. I. ‘TheFarmer's Guide,’Dublin, 1841. 

4. ‘TheFarmer,’London, 1844. 5. ‘Ontho 
Condition of the Agricultural Labourer/1847. 

6, ‘ The Flax-Grower,’ 1848 (reprinted, with 
additions, from yol, viii. of Royal Agricul¬ 
tural Society’s ‘Journal’!. 7. ‘A History 
of the English Poor Law/2 vols, 8vo, 1864, 

8, 1 A History of the Scotch Poor Law/ 8vo, 
1866. 9. 1 A History of the Irish Poor Law/ 
8vo, 1866. 

A three-quarter length portrait in oil, by 
Reinagle, RA., belonged to Mrs. n. G. 
NichoUs ; a head in crayons, by E. V. Eddie, 

] 839, belonged to Miss G, E. Nicholls; and a 
three-quarter length water-colour, by Moore, 
belonged to Miss E. M. G. Wingfield. 

[Manuscript memoir by Sir G. Nicholls, finished 
November 1864; obituary notice (by Charles 
Knight), Examiner, 1 April 1866; Hansard Pad. 
Deb. 3rd ser. cxiv. 1S8 (and passim on poor-law 
matters); a letter to tlie Rev. John T. Eccher, by 
JahnW. Oovoll, assistant poor-law commissioner 
(James Bidgway&Sons, 1331); Gent.Mag. 1866, 

J i. 380 : Allibone’s Engl, and Amer. Autliors, snb 
oe.] H. G. W. 

NIOHOLLS, JAMES FAWCKNER 

S 1818-1883), antiquary and librarian, of 
’ornish ancestry, was born on 26 May 1818 
at Sidinouth in "Devonshire. His father was 
a builder at. Sidmoulh, and his mother a 
daughter of Captain James Fawlsner of 
Plymouth. Nicholls was a precocious child, 
and is said to have committed to memory at 
the age of five the whole of the Boole of 
Frovorbs. In 1830 ho went to sea with an 
unde. Two yoars later he was sent to 
school at Kentisbeare for six months. Ho 
was thon taken into the drapery business, 
and after a short time bought an establish¬ 
ment for himself nt Benwiek in the Isle of 
Ely. He next kept a school at Ramsey; 
and then removed to Manchestor, whero he 
became ‘ traveller’ to a firm of paper-stainers. 

In 1860 he settled at Bristol, where ho con¬ 
ducted for himself a paper-staining business 
for eight years. Finally in 1868 he was ap¬ 
pointed city librarian of Bristol. Lnrgoly 
owing to his exertions the old city library, 
which, had been founded in 1613, was recon¬ 
stituted and extended into three free li¬ 
braries, which he brought into a high stale 
of efficiency. 

NichoUs had from his earliest yoars de¬ 
voted his leisure to antiquarian studies, and 
in 1876 was elected a fellow of the Society 
of Antiquaries. In 1869 he published 1 The 
Remarkable Life, Adventures, and Dis¬ 
coveries of Sebastian Cabot.’ The hook was 
well written, and was much quoted by Jules 
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Yeme in his ‘Explorations of the World; ’ 
but was severely criticibed by M. d’Avezac- 
Macaya, the ethnologist and traveller, and 
hyJEL Stevens, F.S.A., of Vermont, U.S.A. 
(‘ Examen Critique ’ in Remit Ci itique 6!His¬ 
tone et de Literature, 1870,and ‘Sebastian 
Cabot—John Cabot=0 ’). 

Nicholls next devoted liimsolf to the his¬ 
tory and antiquities of Bristol. In March 
1870 he began the publication by subscrip¬ 
tion of a series of Bristol biographies. Only 
two appeared, viz. ‘ Alderman John Whit¬ 
son : his Life and Times/ and ‘ Captain Tho¬ 
mas James and George Thomas the Philan¬ 
thropist.’ In 1874 he collected a series of 
articles originally contributed to Bristol 
papers, under the title‘How to see Bristol: 
a Guide for the Excursionist, the Naturalist, 
the Archaeologist, and the Man of Business;’ 
a second edition appcaiedin 1877. In 1881-2 
appeared his magnum opus, ‘ Bristol Past and 
Present, an illustrated History of Bristol and 
its Neighbourhood/ two parts dealing with 
the civil history of the city being by Nicholle, 
and a third part treating of the ecclesiastical 
history by his colleaguo J. Taylor. 

Nicholls died at Goodwick, Fishguard, 
Pembrokeshire, on 19 Sept. 1883. lie was 
twice married, and left several children. 

Besides the works mentioned above hepub- 
lislied: 1. ‘ Old Deeds of AH Hallow Church/ 
1876. 2. ‘ Bristol and its Environs/ 1876, 
for the meeting of the British Association. 
8, ‘Ponpark Hole, a Roman Lead Mine/ 
1879, and (4) ‘ The Old Hostelries of Bris¬ 
tol/ 1882; papers reprinted from transactions 
of Bristol and Gloucestershire Archaeologi¬ 
cal Society. 6. ‘ Description of a Find of 
Roman Corns at Filton, Bristol, 1880 ’ (from 
Proceedings of the Society of Antiquaries). 

[Biogrnph and Roviow, November 1881 ; 
Monthly Notes of Library Association, iv. 124; 
Academy, 0 Oct. 1883; Atbonnmm, 1 April 
1882 and 29 Bopt. 1883 ; Brit. Mus. Cal.1 

G. Lb G. N. 

NICHOLLS, JOHN (1555-1684 P), con¬ 
troversialist, son of Jolm Nicholls, was bom 
at Cowbridge, Glamorganshire. Alter having 
attended various ‘ common schools/ he en¬ 
tered, at sixteen, While Hall (now Jesus 
College), Oxford. A year later ho removed 
to Brasenose, hut left tlie university without 
a degree. He returned to Wales, and, after 
acting as tutor in a family for a year and a 
half, became curate of Withycombe, Somer¬ 
set, under one Jones, vicar of Taunton. He 
afterwards officiated at Whitestaunton, So¬ 
merset, but in 1677 he left the church, and 
travelled by London to Antwerp. A week 
later he visited Dr. William Allen (1632- 
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1604) [q. v.], at that time head of the Eng¬ 
lish seminary at Douay. Nicholls seems to 
have still professed himself a protestant, and 
was banished the town, lie then proceeded 
to Grenoble, where he stayed with the arch¬ 
bishop three months, Subsequently he served 
the Bishop of Vicenza, and visited Milan, 
and was admitted to the English seminary at 
Rome. He appears to have voluntarily pre¬ 
sented himself before the inquisition, 27 April 
1678, and was commanded to preach in de¬ 
fence of the Roman church before the pope 
and four cardinals on 25 May 1678. He 
entered the seminary on 28 May, haying 
publicly abjured protostantism and received 
absolution, which waspublishedby Lke notary 
8 May 1670. He preached a Latin aormon 
on St. Peter’s day, 6 Aug. 1679. 

Nicholls remained at the seminary two 
years, but professed to despise the scholars 
who, he says, could ‘neither construe Latin 
nor preach as well as the shoomakerB and 
tailors in England.’ Having obtained from 
the pope a viaticum of filtv crowns, under 
pretence of ill-hoall h ho left Rome some time 
m 1580 for llheime, where Allen was then 
living. Nicholls, however, proceeded to Eng. 
land, and not long after was arrested at 
Islington, and committed to the Tower by 
Sir Francis WalBingkam and the Biahop of 
Loudon. During his imprisonment he wrote: 
‘John Niccols Pilgrimage, wheroin is dis¬ 
played the lives ol the proude Popos, am¬ 
bitious Cardinals,’ &c., London, 1681 j also 
‘ A Declaration of the Recantation of John 
Nichols (for the space almost of two yeeres 
the Pope’s Scholar in the English Saminarie 
or Oolledge at Rome), which deeireth to be 
reconciled and received as a member into the 
true church of Christ in England,’ London, 
1681. The recantation was made 5Feb,, before 
Sir Owen Hopton, lieutenant of the Tower, 
citizens, and prisoners, and was printed on 
14 Feb. This book is rare, There are two 


a ful Answere to his Recantation, with a 
Confutation of hie Slaunders.’ The author nf 
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in the Bodleian. It was answored by Tliomaa 
Lnpton [q. v.] in 1 Tlio Christian against the 
Jesuits, Wherein tho secrete or namcles.se 
writer of a pemitious books intituled A. 
Discouerie, &o. .. . is ... justly remooued’ 
London, 1682. 

After his recantation Nicholk was em- 
ployed to preach to the catholioa m the 
Tower. Upon Easter Sunday, 19 March 
1681, he preached there bofore a large com- 


him ‘ the next living that fell in’ (Stems 
Orindal, pp. 890-1). In the meantime Arch¬ 
bishop Grindal was prayed by the oouncil 
10 May 1681, to direct the bishops to con¬ 
tribute to the maintenance of their convert; 
60 1. a year was collected for him. But at 
the ona of 1682 Nicholls again crossed to 
the Low Countries and Germany, in com¬ 
pany with Lawrence Oaddey, his former 
tellow-studont at Romo, who had also re¬ 
canted in England. He was thrown into 
prison at Rouen, and again turned to Roman¬ 
ism, In letters to Dr. Allen, dated 18 and 
19 Feb. 1688, he expressed penilonce, and 
professed that Mb statements written in the 
Tower, and accusations brought against Sir 
George Pocliham, Judge Southcot, and othaia, 
wore extracted from him by Sir Owen Hopton 
under threats of the rack. On 20 Feb. 1688, 
Nicholls was examined, and retracted his ac¬ 
cusations against the English colleges at 
Rome and lihoims, to which Dr. Allen had 
already ropliod in his' Apologie and True De¬ 
claration ... of tho two English Colleges. 1 
‘ ATrue Report of t he lute Apprehension end 
IraprisoiimentofJohnNicols,’containing also 
the ' Satisfaction ’ of three other recusantB— 


oopieB in the British Museum—one in the 
Grenville Library there, and another with 
valuable manuscript notes. Soon after‘A 
Confutation of John Nioolls his Recantation ’ 
came out anonymously, and was answered by 
Dudley Fennor [q. v.Tin ‘ An Answere unto 
the Confutation, «c., London, 1688. Nicholls 
also published ‘The Oration and Sermon 
made at Rome, &c., by John Nichols, latelie 
the Pope’s Scholar,’ with an address to the 
queen, and on autobiographical letter to the 
worshipful Company of Merchant Adven¬ 
turers at Embden and Antwerp, London, 
1681. The same year appeared, anonymously, 
‘A Disooverie of J. Niccols, Minister, mis- 
roported a Jesuite, latolye recanted in the 
Towor of London, wherein ... is oontayned 


Oaddey,Richard Baines, and James Bosgrnve 
—was published at Ithoime in 1683 by the 
catholics. Nichoils’s latters to Dr. Allen, and 
a public confession, are printed at the end 
of Nicholas Sanders’s ‘De Schismale Angli- 
cano,' lib. iii., Ingolstadt, 3688,pp. 384,861. 
Nicholls probably died in 1683 or 1684, Watt 
(J3ibl. Brit.) says ‘ in groat misery.’ Weak, 
inconstant, ‘ timorous/and boastful, Nicholls 
appears to have wholly lacked convictions. 
Hishton, in tho continuation of Sanders’s ‘Do 
Schismate,’ is probably wrong in crediting 
Mm with the intention of becoming a Ma¬ 
hometan. He says he was * never at hearts 
Romanist,’ and was probably more inclined 
to Calvinism than to any other form of reli¬ 
gious belief, 
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[Works above noticed ; Concertatio Eccles. 
Catkol. in Anglia, 1588, by John Bridgewater 
r q . v.] p. 91 verso, 223 verso, 224, 231-4; Simp- 
eon’s Life of Campion, pp. 204-8, 208, 283 j 
Foley's Records of the Engl. Prov. of the Soc. 
Jesus, iii. 286, 292, 678-9, vi. 725; Strype's 
Annals, vol. iii. pt. i. p. 61, Whitgift, iii. 157; 
Wood's Athense Oxon, i. 498, 497 ; State Papers, 
Dom. 1681-90, p. 187; Lansdowne MS. 082, f. 

43 ; Poster’s Alumni Oxon. 1600-1714, iii. 1089; 
Bodleian Catalogue ] C. F. S. 

NICHOLLS, JOHN ASHTON (1823- 
1859), philanthropist, only child of Benj amin 
Nicholls (d. 1 March 1877), cotton manufac¬ 
turer, afterwards mayor of Manchester (1858- 
1866), hy his wife Sarah (Ashton), was born 
in Grosvenor Street, Ohorlton-on-Medlock, 
Manchester, on 26 March 1823. He was edu¬ 
cated by John Rally Beard, D.D. [q. v.], and 
as a lay-student (1840-4) at Manchester New 
College (now Manchester College, Oxford). 

His bent was towards physical science; he 
became a life momber of the British Asso¬ 
ciation in June 1842, was admitted into the 
Manchester Litorary and Philosophical So¬ 
ciety in 1848, and elected a fellow of the 
Royal Astronomical Society in June 1849. 

On leaving colloge he had entered his father’s 
business, but gave much of his time to 
efforts for improving the education and con¬ 
dition of the working class. As secretary 
to the Ancoats Lyceum, he organised classes 
and delivered courses of lectures on che¬ 
mistry, physiology, and literary topics, trans¬ 
ferring his work, on the failure of the Ly¬ 
ceum, to the temperance hall, Mather Street, 
where he established a model half-time 
school. In pursuit of his astronomical studies 
he built a small observatory. He made 
several journeys to the continent, studying 
the economic condition of the people; his 
longest tour was to Constantinople in 1861. 

In 1854 he took part in the formation of the 
Unitarian home missionary board, of which 
he was one of the first secretaries. In 1865 
he was placed on the committee of the Man¬ 
chester and Salford sanitary association, and 
gave the introductory lecture (26 Jan. 1855) 
of a public course on hygienics. Early in 
1866 he was made chairman of the directors 
of the Manchester Athenroum, In the same 
year, at a period of considerable conflict be¬ 
tween employers and employed, ho lectured 
(6March) on ‘strikes;’ the published lec¬ 
ture led to a correspondence with Charles 
Kingsley, who was surprised to find that 
the author was a Manchester manufacturer. 

He was a warm advocate of the Sunday 
opening of libraries and museums, and suc¬ 
ceeded, in the summer of 1866, in providing 
Sunday bands in the public parks of Man- 


Nicholls 

Chester; but the city council, under strong 
religious pressure, forbade the continuance 
of the experiment. In the question of na¬ 
tional education he was strongly interested, 
and had much to do with the amalgamation 
of two distinct Manchester associations in a 
‘general committee on education,’ inaugu¬ 
rated at the Free Trade Hall on 6 Feb. 1867. 
On 22 Aug. 1867 he set out on an American 
tour, returning in March 1868. On his re¬ 
turn he declined, for businoss reasons, an in¬ 
vitation to stand for Nottingham. His last 
public appearance was at the Free Trade 
Hall on 24 May 1869, when he spoke 
at a meoting to protest against English in¬ 
terference m the Italian revolt against 
Austria. He died of low fever at Eagley 
House, Manchester, on 18 Sept. 1859; his 
funeral sermon was preached by William 
Gaskell [q.v.] Thero is a tablet to his me¬ 
mory in Cross Street Chapel, Manchester; 
a granite obelisk in Great Ancoats Street 
was erected (July 1860) in kis honour ‘ by 
the working men’ of Manchester. His 
parents devoted over 100,0007. to Ike erec¬ 
tion and endowment of an orphanage, the 
‘Nicholls Hospital,’ in Hyde Road, as a 
memorial of their son. 

He published Bevcral separate lectures, 
which, have not been collected, and a volume 
of his correspondence (1844-68), edited by 
Ms mother, was privately printed with the 
title ‘ In MBmoriam. A Selection from the 
Letters,’ &o., 1802, 8vo. His letters deal 
with his travels, and show descriptive power 
and somo humour. 

[Gaskoll’b Sketch, appended to funeral ser¬ 
mon, 1869; Christian Reformer, 1859, pp. 639 
seq.; Nieholla's Letters, 1862 ; Wade’s Rise of 
Nonconformity in Manchester, 1830, pp. 64 seq.; 
Baker’s Mem. of a Dissenting Chapel, 1884, p. 
130; information from the Rev. S. A. Stainthal.l 

A.G. 

NICHOLLS, NORTON (1742 P-1809), 
friend of Gray the poet, bom about 1742, 
was son of Norton Nicholls, who married, at 
Somerset House Ohnpel, London, in 1741, 
Jane Floyer, daughter of Lieutenant-colonel 
Charles Floyer (a. 1731). The elder Nicholls 
died young, but his widow survived him for 
many ycais, and was an object of the ten- 
derest solicitude to her son. He was edu¬ 
cated at Eton, whore he was much indebted 
to the care of Dr. Barnard and the voluntary 
private instruction of Dr. Sumner, and at 
Trinity Hall, Cambridge^ graduating LL.B. in 
1760. When taking lea in the rooms ofLobb, 
a fellow of Peterhouee, he was introduced, 
though hut a student of the hall, and not 
yet aged 19, to the poet Gray. Even at 
that age he was well acquainted with the 
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boat Italian poets, as well as with the best 
classical writers; and his chance illustration 
of a remark * by an apposite citation from 
Dante’ attracted the attention of Gray, who 
turned and said to the youth, ‘Right, sir, but 
hare you read Dante P ’ The modest answer 
was, ‘ I have endeavoured to understand him.’ 
This incident cemented a friendship which, 
with the single exception of that with West, 
was warmer than any other over ontored into 
by Gray, who for the future direoted the 
youth’s studies. 

In the summer of 1770 heaccompanied Gray 
on a journey through the midland counties, 
and wrote a journal of their proceedings, 
which the poet kept in his possession. Next 
year, at the beginning of June, on the poet’s 
advice, he vieited France, Switzerland, and 
Italy, and is said to have printed for gifts to 
his friends an account of his travols. Tho 
journey was made more interesting through 
his friendship with Count Firmian, tho Aus¬ 
trian minister at Milan, by whom he waB in¬ 
troduced to the best social circles in tlioso 
countries. Mason, however, in writing to 
Horace Walpole, says that ho was bored 
with the' eternalitios of tho foreign tour ’ of 
Nicholls, 

By the death of Ms undo, Charles Flovor, 
on 7 Sept. 1760, the means of Nicholls had 
been much reduced, and Gray had urged 
him to find Bomo work at Trinity Hall, or 
to obtain some duty in the church. In the 
next year (1767) he waa presented, through 
the purchase of his uncle, William Turner, 
to the rectory of Lound and Bradwell, near 
Lowestoft, and kept tho living until his d eath. 
As there was no rectory, he fixed his dwelling, 
with his mother, at Blundeston House, in an 
adjoining parish, and devoted his spare time 
to the improvement of its lawns, its trees, and 
the ornamental lake, making it, in the lan¬ 
guage of Mathias, an ‘oasis.’ For many years 
he spent, except when abroad, the greator 
part of his time at this place, and hare he 
entertained iu 1799 ‘ Admiral Duncan soon 
after his return to Yarmouth, crowned with 
the laurels won at Oamperdown ’ (Strasxnta, 
Suffolk, i. 315-16,827). 

By tho doath of a ‘ vorv old uncle,’ pro¬ 
bably William Turner, who died at Rich¬ 
mond 11 Nov. 1790, Nicholls and his mother 
came into much money (Gent. Mag. 1790, 
pt. ii. p. 1057; Misb Beery, Journals, i. 260). 

Nicholls died at Blundeston from tho sud¬ 
den bursting of a blood-vessel, on 22 Nov. 
1809, in his sixty-eighth year, He was 
buried iu a vault on the south side of Rich¬ 
mond Church, aud an epitaph to his memory 
was placed on a marble slab on tho south 
wall of the chancel. 


Nicholls was well informed in history and 
accurately acquainted with the chief ancient 
and modern writers. Ho knew French and 
Italian as if ho had been born on the Loirs 
or the Arno, had studied with especial cars 
the Italian pictures, and had been trained 
in music under the best masters. Even bo 
late as 1790 Horace Walpole expressed tho 
hope of hearing him sing. Somo of the let. 
ters addressed to him by Gray were in. 
eluded in Mason’s life of the poet. At tho 
suggestion of Samuel Rogers the full corre- 
spondonce, then the property of Dawson 
Turner, was included in the fifth volume of 
Milford’s edition of Gray, together with his 
‘ Reminiscences of Gray,’ his letters to 
Barrett, aud the let ters of Dr. James Brown 
and the volume was also issued, with a is’ 
linct litle-pago, as ‘Tho Correspondence of 
Thomas Gray and llie Rev. Norton Nichols 
[mo],’ 1848. The ‘ Rominisconces of Gray’ 
were praisod by John Foretor as ‘ one of the 
most charming papers, at once for fulness and 
brevity, ever contributed to our knowledge of 
a celebrated man’ ( Life and Times of Soli, 
smith, ii. 161). In 1884 tbo autograph letters 
of Gray and the ‘Reminiscences’ by Ni- 
cholls bolongod to Mr. John Morris of ISPark 
Street, Groevonor Square (Gray, Works, ed, 
Gosso, iii. 179, iv. 339-43^. The anecdotes 
of Gray, which wore printed by Mathias, 
wore all derived from Nicholls. When Bos¬ 
well’s correspondence with Temple was dis¬ 
covered at Boulogne, several letters from 
Nicholls wore contained in the collection, 
aud a letter from him to Lord Sheffield it 
in Gibbon’s ‘Miscellaneous Works,’ii. 600, 

Brydgcs calledbim 'a very clovor man,with 
a groat deal of erudition,but, it must bo con¬ 
fessed, a supremo coxcomb ’ ( Autobiography, 
ii, 88). I’urr found in Mm ‘ some venial 
irregularities, mingled with much ingenuity, 
much taste, much politouoss, and much 
good nature ;' Mason told Walpole that Ni- 
oliolls ‘drinks liko any fish.’ Nicholls left 
Ms books to Mathias and a large sum of 
money in the event, which did not take place, 
of his surviving one of hie own near rela¬ 
tives. lie is supposod to have been described 
in the ‘ Pursuits of Literature ’ as Ootovim, 
and Mathias wrote a letter on Ms death pri¬ 
vately printod in 1809 and often reprinted 
since [see under Maituiab, Thomas Jambs]. 

[Correspondence of Gray and Mason, 1863, 
p. 828, and Additional Notes, pp. 621-2; Bibl, 
PorriiiDft, p. 412; Gent. Mag. 1808, pt. ii. p. 
1180; Correspondence of Wulpole and Mason, 
od. Milford, i. 392, 397, ii. 1; Lysons’s Enyirou, 
v. 429 ; Manning anil Bray’s Surrey, 1. 428-9; 
Sir T. Pliillipps’s Registers of Somerset Hons# 
Chapel, p. 8.J W. 3?. 0, 



Nicholls 445 Nicholls 


NIOHOLLS, RICHARD (1684-1613), 
poet. [See Niccois.] 

NICHOLLS, SUTTON (Jl. 1700-1740), 
draughtsman and engraver, is mentioned by 
Vertue in his diaries as among the engravers 
living in London in 1718. Nicholls drew and 
engraved a large number of views of places 
and buildings in London for the ‘ Prospects 
of the Most Considerable Buildings about 
London ’ (1725), published by John Bowles. 
These views, though of little artistic import¬ 
ance, are of the greatest possible antiquarian 
interest, especially the numerous views of the 
then newly formed squares, the Charterhouse, 
the old Royal Exchange, General Post Office, 
&c. Some views by Nicholls were published 
in Stow’s 1 Survey,’ edited by Strype, 1720, 
2 vols. fol. Nicholls also drew and engraved 
some large general birdseye views of Lon¬ 
don. Heengraved a few portraits'ad vivura,’ 
mostly for booksellers, including one, dated 
1710, of‘ Prince George’s Cap Woman, York¬ 
shire Nan.’ We learn from one of bis prints 
that be lived in Aldersgato Street, near the 
Ilalf-Moon Tavern. A few etchings by him 
are known; an anonymous portrait of 
Nicholls is mentioned by Bromley. 

(Redgrave's Diet, of Artists, Dadd's manu¬ 
script Hist, of English Engravers (Brit. Mus. 
Addit. MS. 88403); Vorbuo’s Diaries (Bnt.Mus. 
Addit. MS. 23070).] L. O, 

NIOHOLLS, WILLIAM (1631-17121, 
author and divine, the son of John Nicholls 
of Donington, now Dunton, Buckingham¬ 
shire, was born in 1604. lie was educated 
at St. Paul’s School, under Dr. Thomas Gale, 
and went up with on exhibition to Magdalen 
Hall, Oxford, where he matriculated as a 
commoner on 26 March 1680. He afterwards 
migrated to Wadham College, and graduated 
B.A. on 27 Nov. 1688. On 6 Oct, 1681 he 
was chosen a probationary fellow of Merton 
College, and proceeded M.A. 19 June 1088, 
B.D. 2 July 1692, and D.D, 29 Nov. 1695. 
Having taken holy orders about 1688, he be¬ 
came chaplain to Ralph, earl, after wai as duke 
of Montagu [q. v.], and in Septembor 1891 
rector of Seleey, near Chiohester. lie is also 
said to have beau rector of Bushey, Hertford¬ 
shire, from 1691 to 1693, and in 1707 a oanou 
of Chichester (Foster, AAmrei O.Tora,iii,1070). 
On the revival of the anniversary festival 
of his old school he preached the sermon on 
St. Paul’s day, 1697-8. Alluding to the de¬ 
struction of St. Paul's by the great fire in 
1666, he speaks of the cathedral—in a ser¬ 
mon on ‘ The Advantage of a Learned Edu¬ 
cation’ (London, 1698, 4to)—as ‘the edifice 
where we remember to have played our 


childieh pastimes among its desolate rums.’ 
Much of his life was spent in literary la¬ 
bours, and he suffeied from poverty in hie 
later days. Writing to Robert Harley, earl 
of Oxford, on 31 Aug. 1711, from Smith 
Street, Westminster, he complained that he 
was 1 forcedonthe drudgery ofbeing the editor 
of Mr. Seklen’s books for a little money to 
buy other books to carry on my liturgical 
work.’ His health also broke down under 
the toil of writing his ‘ largo work ’ (the 
‘ Comment on the Book of Common Prayer’) 
without the help of an amanuensis. He was 
buried in the centre aisle of St. Swithin’s 
Church in the city of London, 6 May 1712 
(Nichols, Lit. Anecd. i. 498 n., and 710). 
A fine engraved portrait by Vandergucht is 
prefixed to the 1 Comment,’ and another, 
engraved by Basire after J. Richardson, to 
his 1 Defensio Ecclesice Anglicante.’ 

NiohoUs’B chief work was the ‘ Comment 
on the Book of Common Prayer, and Ad¬ 
ministration of the Sacraments,’ London, 
1710, fob, with a ‘Supplement’ published 
separately in 1711. This book was published 
by subscription, and dedicated to the queen, 
and all the copies were disposed of before the 
day of publication. The historical introduc¬ 
tions display great research, but the effect of 
the paraphrase, which accompanies every port 
of the text commented on, is not always 
happy (of. Harleicm MS. No. 6827, f. 284). 

Another of Nioholls’s publications, the 
‘Defensio Ecclesi® Anglican®/ London, 
12mo, 1707 ond 1708, woe written and pub¬ 
lished in Latin. A translat ion by the author 
into English followed in 1715, The book was 
meant to invite the attention of foreign 
scholars, and learned members of other re¬ 
ligious communions abroad, to the excellence 
of the formularies of the English church. 
With this object, Latin copies were sent by 
the author to tbs king of Prussia and to many 
eminent scholars on the continent. The re¬ 
sult was a volume of interesting correspond¬ 
ence, chiefly in Latin, including letters from 
Daniel Jablonsld, Pictet, LeClerc,the Wet- 
steins, and many others. The collection was 
presented by Mrs. Catherine Nicholls, the 
widow, to the Archbishop of Canterbury, 
28 Oct. 1712, and is now in the library at 
Lambeth (MS. No. 676). Nicholls’e views 
were contested and answered by J amesPierce 
in bis well-known ‘ Yindioation of the Dis¬ 
senters ’ (London, 1718, 8vo). 

NiohollB’s other works included; 1. ‘ An 
Answer to an Heretical Book, called the 
Naked Gospel,’ 4to, 1891. 2. ‘A Short History 
of Socinianism,’ printed with the preceding. 
8. ‘ A Practical Essay on the Contempt of 
the World,’ inscribed to his schoolfellow, 
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Sir.] ohn Trevor, 8vo, 1604. 4. 1 A Confer¬ 
ence with a Theist,' in five parte, 8vo, 1696 
(3rd edit., enlarged to 2 vole., in 1728). 
6. 1 The Duty of Inferioura towards then' 
Superioiirs, in five Practical Discourses,’ 8vo, 
1701. 6. ‘A Treatise of Consolation to 

Parents for the Death of their Children ’ (on 
the occasion of the Duke of Gloucester's 
death), 8vo, 1701. 7. ‘The Religion of a 
Prince ’ (on the relinquishing of tenths and 
first-fruits by Queen Anne), 8vo, 1704. 
8. ‘A Paraphrase on the Common Prayer 
. . .’ 8vo, 1708. 9. ‘ Histories Saorce Libri 
vii., opus ox Antonii Socceii Sabellici Enea- 
dibus concinnatum/ 8vo, 1710, and 12mo, 
1711. 10. ‘A Commentary on the first 

fifteen and part of the sixteenth Articles of 
the Church of England,’fol., 1712. 11. ‘A 
Defence of the Doctrine and Discipline of 
the Church of England’ (a translation of 
the ‘ Defensio,’mentioned above), 8vo, 1716. 
The last two were posthumous. 

[Nicliolls’s own Works; Nichols’s Lit. Anocd, 
partly cited above, i. 489-93 ; Gibbs’s Worthios 
of Buckinghamshire, p. 298 ; Gardiner's Admis¬ 
sion Registers of St.Paul'sSchool, p. 67; Knight's 
Life of Colot, p, 367 ; Brodrick's Memorials of 
Merton College, p. 298.] J. H. L. 

NICHOLS. [See aleo Nioollb.] 

NICHOLS, JAMES (1786-1861), printer 
and theological writer, was horn at Wash¬ 
ington, Durham, 6 April 1786. Owing to 
family Iossob he had to work in a factory at 
Holbnelr, Leeds, from the age of eight to 
twelve, but studied the Latin grammar in 
spare moments. His father was afterwards 
able to 6end him to Leeds grammar school. 
Nichole was for some time a private tutor, 
and subsequently entered into business as a 
printer and bookseller at Briggate, Leeds, 
He printed some small volumes, including 
Byrom’s ‘Poems’ (1814), and several pam¬ 
phlets, and edited the 1 Leeds Literary Ob¬ 
server,’ vol. i., from January to September 
1819. This periodical he proposed to replace 
by a monthly miscellany of a more ambitious 
character, hut removed to London andopenod 
aprintingofficB at 22 Warwick Square,New¬ 
gate Street. His best known work, ‘ Cal¬ 
vinism and Arminianism compared ’ (1824), 
was here written and printed. Of this book, 
Southey wrote to the Rev. Neville White 
28 Oct. 1824: * It is put together in a most 
unhappy way, hut it is the most valuable 
contribution to our ecclesiastical history that 
has ever fallen into my hands ’ ( Selectiomfrom 
Letters, ed. J. W. Wartev, 1866, iii. 449 ; see 
also Quarterly Review, 1828, xxxvii, 228.) 

Ill his ‘Life of Bunyan’ Southey went as j 


far as to write of Nichols’s work that it sue. 
plied‘move research concerning the aged 
James I and Charles T than any other in om 
language. It is worthy of a place in every 
historical and ecclesiastical library.’ Edward 
Bickersteth [q. v.Jthc evangelical divine, re- 
commonded m his ' Christian Student’ that 
Nichols’s hook should be Btudied along with 
Toplady’s ‘ Historic Proof of the Doctrinal 
Calvinism of the Church of England,’ 1774 
In 1826 there was published the first 
volume of his translation of the 1 "Works of 
Arminius,’ with a lifo and appendices, and 
in 1820 ho printed for private circulation 
compliment ary letters from A. des Amorie 
van dev Hoeven and Adrian Stalker; the 
third volume, issued in 1876, was translated 
by Mr. William Nichols. Bishop Blomfiold 
urged Nichols more than once to take orders 
so that he might devote himself entirely 
to theological study. Nichols removed h« 
printing office in 1832 to Hoxlon Square 
where ho remained the rest of his life. Here 
he printod some excellont editions of Thomas 
Fuller’s ‘Church nistorv’ (1837), ‘History 
of Cambridge ’ (1840), ‘ History of Waltham 
Abbey’ (1841),‘The Appeal of Injured In¬ 
nocence’(1841), and ‘The Holy and Pro¬ 
fane Stale ’ (1841), ‘ Pearson on the Creed’ 
(1846 and 184B), Warburton’s ‘DivineLega¬ 
tion’ (1840), Anthony Farindon’s ‘Sermons ’ 
(18-19,4 vols. 8vo), and edited books for Wil¬ 
liam Tegg. In an obituarynoliceinlhe ‘Atke- 
nooum' two workB are especially commended, 
* which cannot be surpassed for judgment, 
zeal, care, and scholarship on the part of the 
editor, namely, tho Poetical Works of Thom¬ 
son [1819] and. the Complete WorkB of Dr. 
Young [1866].’ But his chief publication 
was probably ‘ Tho Morning Exercises at 
Oripplegate, St. Gilos-in-the-Fields, and in 
Southwark, being divers Sermons preached 
a.d. 1669-1689/ fifth edition, collated and 
corrected, London, 1844-6,6 vole. 8vo. 

lie died in Hoxton Square on 26 Nov.1881, 
aged 76. lie married Miss Bursey of Stock¬ 
ton-on-Tees in 1818, and had many children, 
of whom two long survived. 

Nichols was ‘ ouo of the rare race of learned 
printers, and a man of unbounded general in¬ 
formation’ (Athenepum, 7 Dec. 1801, p. 7611). 
HiB amiable disposition and valuable re¬ 
searches in church history brought Mm the 
friendship and esteem of Southey, Tomline, 
Wordsworth,Todd,Bowring, andmanyothw 
scholars. 

[Information from Mr. William Nichols; 
obituary notices in Watchman, 27 Nov, 1881; 
Athonoeum, 30 Nov. and 7 Dec, 1861; Gent, 
Mag. 1862, i. 103; Allibone’s Diet, of English 
Litprntnre, vol. ii.j H. R. T. 
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NICHOLS or NICHOLSON", JOHN 
Id. 1538),protestantmartyr. [See Lambebt.] 

NICHOLS, JOHN (1745-1826), printer 
and author, was bom at Islington on 2 Feb. 
1746. His father, Edward Nichols, a baker, 
son of Bartholomew and Isabella Nichols of 
Piccadilly, was bom on 18 Oct. 1719, and died 
at Isling ton on 29 Jan. 1779; and his mother, 
Anne, daughter of Thomas Wilrnot of Beck- 
ingliam, Gainsborough, was born in 1719, 
aid died on 27 Dec. 1788. Besides John, 
only one child, Anne, survived; she married 
Edward Bentley, of the accountant’s office 
of the Bank of England. Nichols was for 
eight years a favourite pupil of John Shield, 
-pho had a school at Islington, and it was 
proposed that he should enter the navy. 
This plan, however, fell through when his 
uncle, Thomas Wilmot, an officer and friend 
of Admiral Barrington, died in 1761; and 
in 1767 Nichols was apprenticed to William 
Bowyer the younger [q. v.], the printer. A 
‘Report from the Committee appointed to 
enquire into the original Standard of Weights 
and Measures in this Kingdom ’ (1768) was, 
Nichols says, one of the first works on which 
he was employed aB a compositor. Bowyer 
was a man of education, and Nichols seems 
to have received a very fair classical training 
under his auspices. At sixteen he was writ¬ 
ing verses at Bowyer’s suggestion (Nionois, 
Lit. Anecd. ii. 87), and in 1783 he published 
two poems, which were followed in 1766 by 
verses in Dr. Perfect's ‘Laurel Wreath,’ ana 
prose essays in Kelly’s ‘Babbler’ and the 
•Westminster Journal,’ signed ‘The Cobbler 
of Alsatia’ (‘Life’ by A. Ohalmehs in Gent, 
Mag., 1826, ii. 489 seq.) 

In 1766 Bowyer sent Nichols to Cam¬ 
bridge, to negotiate with the vice-chancellor 
for the management of the university press. 
The proposal came to nothing, because the 
university determined to keep the property 
in their own hands. Early in the following 
year Bowyer took Nichole into partnership, 
returning to his father half the apprentice 
fee {Lit. Anecd. iii. 286), and in 1787 they 
removed from Wkitofriars to Red Lion Pas¬ 
sage, Fleet Street. In 1774 they jointly 
edited ‘The Origin of Printing, in twoEssays 
[by Dr. Middleton and Meermanl. With 
occasional Remarks and an Appendix.' 

Nichols’s important literary work began 
in 1776, when he edited an additional volume 
of Swift’s ‘ W orks,’ which was followed by ‘A 
Supplement to Dr. Swift’e Works, with Ex¬ 
planatory Notes/ in two volumes, in 1776 
and 1779. In 1776 he edited the 1 Original 
Works ’ of William King, D.O.L, [q. vi], in 
three volumes, In these, as in several sub¬ 


sequent undertakings, Nichols received con¬ 
siderable assistance from Isaac Reed, who, 
like Richard Gough, Dr. Richard Farmer, 
Dr. Birch, Dr. Parsons, Warton, Sir John 
Pringle, and others, had already been attracted 
by the young man’s antiquarian tastes. 
Bowyer died in 1777, and left to Nichols, 
who was an executor, the residue of his per¬ 
sonal estate, after numerous bequests {ib. iii. 
289). Nichols erected a monument to his 
‘patron’ at Leyton (Ltsons, Environs of 
London, iv. 169), In the same year (1778) 
he joined a friend. David Henry, in the 
management of the‘Gentleman’s Magazine,’ 
and from 1792 until his death he was solely 
responsible for that important periodical, and 
himself constantly wrote for it. In 1780 he 
published, with the assistance of Gough and 
Dr. Ducarel {Lit. Anecd. vi. 284, 391), ‘ A 
Collection of Royal and Noble Wills, with 
Notes and a Glossary;’ a valuable ‘Select 
Collection of Miscellaneous Poems,’ in four 
volumes, followed by four more in 1782, in 
which he was aided by Joseph Warton and 
Bishops Percy and Lowth {ib. iii. 160, vi. 
170); and the first numbers of the‘Biblio¬ 
theca Topographica Britannica,’ which was 
completed, m eight volumes, in 1790, to he 
followed (1791-1800) by two supplementary 
volumes of ‘ Miscellaneous Antiquities.’ 

Nichols had married, in July 1766, Anne, 
daughter of William Oradock. She died on 
18 Feb. 1776, and in June 1778 he remanded 
Maltha, daughter of William Green of Hinck¬ 
ley, Leicestershire, by whom he was father of 
John Bowyer Niohols [q. v.] In 1781 Bishop 
Peroy was godfather to another of Nichols’s 
sons, Thomas Cleiveland,who died on 2 April 
of the following year. Nichols was a fellow 
of the Society of Antiquaries, London, and he 
became an honorary member of the Society 
of Antiquaries at Edinburgh in 1781, and 
received a similar honour from the Society 
of Antiquaries at Perth in 1786. In 1781-2 
ho was in correspondence with the Rev. Wil¬ 
liam Cole on literary matters, and promised 
to visit Cole, in company with Steevens, in 
1783 (Addit. MSS. 6831 f. 128 b, 6993 f. 71, 
6401 r. 149). In 1782 he wont with Gough 
on an antiquarian pilgrimage to Oroyland 
and Spalding, and experienced great courtesy 
from the family of MTaurice Johnson, founder 
of the Gentleman’s Sooiety at Spalding (Lit. 
Anecd. vi, 126). At this time, too, Niohols 
became an intimate friend of Dr. Johnson, 
whose ‘Lives of the English Poets’ were 
then passing through his press. Nichols 
often had to appeal for ‘ copy/ and Johnson 
frequently asked for books he required, and 
thanked his correspondent for information. 
On 20 Oct. 1784 Johnson wrote from Lich- 
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field, ‘I hope -we sliall be much together; 
but in December Nichols -was at Johnson’s 
funeral (correspondence presented by Nichols 
to theBritishMuseum, Addit. MS. 6169; Lit 
Anead. ii. 663-6). Murphy says that Nichols’s 
attachmentto Johnson was unwearied. They 
frequently mot at the Essex Head Club (ib 
vi. 4.84; Boswell, Johnson, ed. Choker, 1863, 
pp. 6C6-7, 674, 711, 789, 794). 

In 1781 Nichols published his ‘ Biographi¬ 
cal Anecdotes of Mr. llogarth, and a Cata¬ 
logue of his Works, with occasional lie- 
marks,’ in which he was much assisted by 
Steavens and Hood. Half a dozen copies of 
a portion of this book had been struck off in 
1780, one of which is in the British Museum, 
and subsequent editions, considerably en¬ 
larged, appealed in 1782 and 1786. Walpole, 
who was a friend of Nichols (Lit. Anccd. i. 
090), said that this account of Hogarth was 
more accurate and more satisfactory than 
that given in his 'Anecdotes of Painting.’ A 
large quantity, but by no means all, of the 
original material is utilised in ‘Anecdotes of 
William llogarth,’ issued by John Bowyer 
Nichols in 1833 (see notice by William Bates 
in Notes and Queries, 4th sar. i. 97). After¬ 
wards Nichols and Sleevens published ‘ The 
Genuine Works of William llogarth,’ in 
three volumes, 1808-17. A few copies of 
a slight ‘ Lifo ’ of Bowyer had been printed 
in 1778 for the use of friends; in 1782 ap¬ 
peared a large quarto volumo, 1 Biographical 
and Literary Anecdotes of William Bowyer, 
Printer, F.S.A., and of many of hiB learned 
friends. By John Nichols, his apprentice, 
partner, anil successor.’ Of this work, which 
was in its turn to be the nucleus of a much 


‘ I scarce ever saw a book so correct as Mr. 
Nickols’s "Lifo of Mr. Bowyer.” I wish it 
deserved the pains he has bestowed on it 
every way, and that ha would not dub so 
many men great. I have known several of 
his heroes, who were very little men ’ (Let¬ 
ters, yiii. 269). In the same year Nichols 
edited the third edition of Bowyer’s 1 Critical 
Conjectures and Observations on the New 
Testament,’with the assistance of Dr. Henry 
Owen and Jaremiah Marklaud (Lit. Anocd. 
iv. 299); and in 1783 he brought out, with 
a dedication to Owen, a second edition of 
Bowyer’s ‘Novum Testamentum Grcccum.’ 
In that year, too, Domesday Book was pub¬ 
lished on a plan projected by Nichols. 

Nichols's edition of the ‘ Epistolary Cor¬ 
respondence of the Eight Eev. Francis Al- 
terbury, D.D., with Historical Notos,’ was 
begun in 1783 and completed in 1787. An 
enlarged edition appeared in 1790, with an 
additional fifth volume, which contained a 


memoir of the bishop. In conjunction with 
the Eev. Ealph Ilentheote, Nichols revised 
tho second edition of the ‘ Biogrophical Die- 
tionary,’ 1784, adding some hundreds of new 
lives; and he afterwards greatly assisted 
Chalmers in the enlarged edition of 1812-17 
In 1786 appeared ‘ Miscellaneous Tracts bv 
the late William Bowyer and several of bn 
Learnod Frionds. Collected and illustrated 
with Occasional Notes, by John Niohols’ 
Bishop Percy was in correspondence with 
Nichols in 1782-3 respecting an annotated 
edition of the ‘ British Essayists ’ (Tb 
Illustr. vi. 670-6), and the valuable sit 
volume edition of tho ‘Tatler’ appeared in 
1786, tho principal merit of the work being 
due to Dr. John Oalder, who had at hie dis¬ 
posal the notes collected by Dr. Percy, Ihe 
* Spectator’ and ‘ Guardian ’ less fully anno, 
tated, in which Nichols had little share 
followed in 1789, and between 1788 and 
1791 Nichols published Stoolo’s ‘Correspon¬ 
dence,’ and a number of his less-known 
periodicals and pamphlets, which will be 
more fully described below. In 1787 he edited 
the 1 Works, in Verso and Prose, of 
Welsted, esq., now first oolloclod, with Notes 
and Momoirs of tho Author.’ 

NioholB was elected, in December 1784, n 
common councillor for the ward of Earring- 
don Without, but he loBt the seat in 1786 
after a violent party collision. Next year, 
howevor, he was unanimously re-elected, and 
was appointed a deputy of tho ward by John 
Wilkes, who woe its alderman. When Wilkes 
died in 1797, Nichols withdrew from tie 
common council, but in the following year 
he was induced again to accept a seat, which 
ho retained until 1811. lie was hardly suited 
for political life ,or lie detested party warfare. 
In 1780 lie had joined Dr. John Warner and 
Dr,Lotl8om inn scheme for the erection ofa 
statue to John Uoward in St. Paul’s Cathe¬ 
dral (ib. iv. 673, 682), and in 1793 land for a 
soa-bathiug infirmary at Margate was bought 
in the names of Nichols, Dr. Leltsom, and 
the Eev. John Pridden (Lit. Anead. ix. 220), 
Nichols was much distressed in 1788 by the 
death (29 Feb.) of his second wife, in her 
thirty-third year, a few weeks after the 
birth of a daughter (Gent. Mag. 1788, i, 
177, 274), 

The ‘Progresses and Public Processions of 
Queen Elizabeth, illustrated with Historical 
Notos by John Nichols,’ was published, with 
Go ugh’s assistance, in 1788. A third volume 
was added in 1806, and part i. of a fourth 
volume in 1821, A now edition of the whole 
ivork appearod in 1823, in three volumes, 
In 1790 Nichols published < The Plays of 
William Shokspeare, accurately prinlod from 
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the Text of Mr. Malone's edition, with select 
explanatory Notes,' in seven volumes; and 
in that year ‘Peter Pindar’ (Wolcot) sati¬ 
rised him in. ‘A Benevolent Epistle to Syl- 
vanus Urban, alias Master John Niohols, 
Printer,’ and in * A Rowland for an Oliver, 
or a Poetical Answer to the Benevolent 
Epistle of Mister Peter Pindar’ (Works of 
Peter Pindar, 1794, ii. S58, 887-89, 399— 
409). Wolcot suggested that Niohols was 
himself quite ignorant of antiquarian matters, 
and depended on Gough, Walpole, Hayley, 
Miss Seward, Miss Hannah More, and other 
contributors to the ‘ Gentleman's Magazine.’ 
His boohs were by hirelings, the blunders 
only being Nichols’s, yet he was for ever 
speaking and dreaming of himself 1 and his 
own dear works.’ 

The first two parts of 4 The History and 
Antiquities of tne Town and County of 
Leicester’ were published in 1796. This 
work, Nichols’s most important effort, and 
considered by himself his 1 most durable 
monument,’was completed in 1816, and forms 

S ht folio volumes. Gough again rendered 
uable assistance; Nichols and he made 
annual excursions together, and regularly 
visited Dr.Pegge at Whittington (Lit. Anecd. 
vi. 270,801). Several of Nichols’s earlier topo¬ 
graphical writings had been essays towards 
the county history. The ‘ Illustrations of the 
Manners and Expences of Ancient Times in 
England,’ a scarce volume, appeared in 1797 
(ii. ix. 196). His next important undertak¬ 
ing,‘The Works of the Rev. Jonathan Swift, 
D.D., arranged by Thomas Sheridan, with 
Notes, Historical and Critical. A new edition, 
in nineteen volumes, corrected and revised 
bv John Nichole, F.S.A.,’ waa published in 
1801, and was reprinted in 1808 and 1808. 
It had been in preparation as early as 1779 
(Hist. MSS. Comm. 12th Rep. pt. x. p. 847). 
Niohols seems to have thought that rather 
free use was made of hie work in Scott’s edi¬ 
tion of 1814 (Lit. Ulustr. v. 896-7). 

Niohols retired from business to a great 
extent in 1808, living with five of his daugh¬ 
ters at his native village of Islington. In 
1804 he ‘attained the summit of his am¬ 
bition,’ when he was elected master of the 
Stationers’ Company. He gave a bust of 
Bowyer and several paintings to the company, 
including portraits of Steele and Prior, which 
had belonged to the Earl of Oxford (Lit. 
Anecd. iii. 684, 608), and in 1817 he trans¬ 
ferred to the company 6001. four per cent, 
annuities, to be added to money left by 
Bowyerfor deserving compositors. On 8 Jan. 
1807, through a fall in his printing office, 
he fractured his thigh (Gent. Mag. 1807, 
i. 79), and on 8 Eeb. 1808 a calamitous fire 
von, xiv. 


occurred at the office, by which everything, 
except the dwelling-house, was destroyed 
(ii. 1808, i. 99). Nichols lost nearly 10,0001. 
by the fire beyond tho insurance, and the en¬ 
tire stock of most of his books was destroyed. 

Nichols did not, however, allow himself to 
he crushed by his misfortunes. He had al¬ 
ready lost 5,0001. by the ‘History of Leices¬ 
tershire,’ but he felt that he was in honour 
hound to complete the work (Lit. Illuetr. vi. 
688-90). In 1809 he edited, in two volumes, 
‘Letters on various subjects to and from 
William Nicholson, D.D., successively Bishop 
of Carlisle and of Derry, and Archbishop of 
Cashel;’ published an enlarged edition of the 
‘ Epistolary Correspondence of Sir Richard 
Steele ’ (afterwards giving the manuscript 
letters to the British Museum); edited Pegge’s 
‘Anonymiann, or Ten Centuries of Observa¬ 
tions on various Authors and Subjects, com¬ 
piled by a late very learned and reverend 
Divine;’ and wrote ‘Biographical Memoirs of 
Richard Gough, Esq.,’which appeared in the 
‘ Gentleman’BMagozine ’ for March and April, 
and afterwaxdsin pamphlet form. These were 
followed in 1811 by a new edition of Pul¬ 
ler’s 4 History of the Worthies of England,’ 
in two quarto volumes, and in 1812-16 by 
the ‘ Literary Anecdotes of the Eighteenth 
Century,’ an invaluable bibliographical and 
biographical storehouse of information, in 
nine volumes, being an expansion of the 
earlier 4 Memoirs of Bowyer. Six volumes 
of a supplementary work, ‘ Illustrations of 
the Literary History of the Eighteenth 
Century,’ appeared between 1817 and 1831, 
two being published posthumously, and John 
Bowyer Nichols added two more volumes in 
1848 and 1868. This work contains much 
of Nichols's correspondence, but is not so 
useful as the 4 Literary Anecdotes.’ In 1821 
Nichols wrote a long preface to the general 
index to the 4 Gentleman’s Magazine’ (1787- 
1818), in whioh he gave a history of the 
magazine. Though his sight was failing, 
much other work followed, including ‘The 
Progresses, Processions, and Magnificent 
Fostivities of King James the First, in four 
quarto volumes, published posthumously in 

Nichols died suddenly on Sunday, 26 Nov. 
1826, after a day spent calmly with his family 
at his house in Highbury Place; he was buriea 
in the neighbouring churchyard. He had en¬ 
joyed wonderful health and spirits through¬ 
out his long life. For many years he waB 
registrar of the Royal Literary Fund. He 
was also a governor of the City of London 
W orkhouse, a corporation governor of Christ’s 
Hospital, and of Bridewell and Bethlehem 
Hospitals, and treasurer of St. Bride’s Charity 

GG 
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Schools. Among his numerous friends, not 
already mentioned,■were Sir John Banks, Dr. 
Hurd, Sir Join Penn, Sir Herbert Croft, and 
Edward Gibbon. His old friend Gough, of 
whom Nichols wrote, ‘The loss of Mr. Gough 
was the loss of more than a brother—it was 
losing part of myself’ {Lit. Anecd. vi. 315, 
831), left him 1,0001., with 1001. to each of 
his six daughters (see list in Lit. Illustr. 
viii, 74). Nichols was a great collector of 
manuscripts and antiquities left by other 
antiquaries; and his own library, with some 
hooks from another library, were sold by Mr. 
Sotheby on 10 April 1828 and the three fol¬ 
lowing days, ana realieed 9521. 

There are several portraits: (1) painted by 
Towne, 1782, engraved by Cook, and pub¬ 
lished in 1 Collections for Leicestershire,’and 
‘Brief Memoirs of John Nichols(Slpainted 
by V. D. Puyl, 1787; (3) drawn by Edridge, 
publiehed in Cadell’s ‘Contemporary Por¬ 
traits ; ’ (4) drawn by J. Jackson, K.A., rot. 82, 
published by Britton, and given in ‘Literary 
Anecdotes/vol. iii.; (6) painted by Jaclraon, 
mezzotint by Mover, published in ‘History of 
Leicestershire; ’ (6) painted bv Jackson, 1811, 
engraved by Baaire, published in Timperley’s 
‘ Encyclopaedia of Literaiy an d Topograph i cal 
Anecdotes; ’ (7) painted and engraved by 
Meyer, 1826, published in ‘ Gentleman’s 
Magazine’ for December 1828. Thero is also 
(8) a bust by Giannelli. 

The following are the principal works, not 
already mentioned: 1. ‘Islington; a Poem,’ 
1768. 2. ‘ The Birds of Parnassus,’ 1768 and 
1704. 8. ‘ Some Account of the AlienPriories' 
(from manuscriptBofJohn Worburton, revised 
by Gough and Ducarel), 1779. 4 . ‘ Biogra¬ 
phical Memoirs of Wiluam Ged, including a 
particular Account of his Progress in the Art 
of Block-printing,’ 1781. 6. ‘ The History 
and Antiquities of Hinckley in Leicester¬ 
shire,’1782 and 1818. 6. ‘The History and 
Antiquities of Lambeth Parish ’ (with Duca¬ 
rel and Lort’s aid), 1788. 7. ‘ The IliBtory 
and Antiquities of Aston, Flamvile, and Bur- 
bach in Leicestershire,’ 1787. 8. ‘ The His¬ 
tory and AntiquitiesorOanonhury,with some 
Account of the Parish of Islington,’ 1788. 
9. ‘The Lover and Header, to which are pre¬ 
fixed theWhig Examiner,’&c.,1789, 10. ‘The 
Lover, written in imitation of the Tatler, by 
Marmaduke Myrtle, gent, to which is added 
the Reader,’ 1789. 11 . ‘Collections towards 
the History and Antiquities of the Town and 
County of Leicester,’2 vols.1790. 12. ‘Chro¬ 
nological List of the Society of Antiquaries of 
London' (in conjunction with Gough), 1798. 
13, Jacob Sohnebbelie’s ‘ The Antiquaries’ 
Museum’ (completed by Gough and Nichols), 
1800, 14 , ‘Brief Memoirs of John Nichole,’ 
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1804. 15, ‘ Some Account of the AbW 

Church of St. Albans ’ (by Gough and Ni¬ 
chols), 1818. Nichols was a constant con¬ 
tributor 1o the ‘ Gentleman’s Magazine,’ and 
some of his verses are in his ‘ Select* Col¬ 
lection of Poems; ’ and he edited numerous 
works by Steele, Pegge, George Hardinge 
White Iiennett, Kennett Gibson, and many 
others. 1 

[Nichols's Lit. Anecd. (especially vi. 626-37) 
and Lit, Illustrations, passim; Brief Memoirs of 
John Nichole (twelve copiOB printed by Imnadf 
in 1804); Memoir by Alexander Ohalmers in 
Gent. Mag. for December 1826 (reprinted as a 
pamphlet for private circulation); Lowndes's 
Bibl. Manual; Timperley’s Encyclopedia of 
Literary and Typographical Anecdotes, 1842; 
Bigmore and Wyman’s Bibliography of Print¬ 
ing, 1880; Nelson’s History of the Pariah of Bt, 
Mary, Islington, 1811, p. 318 ; Lewis’s History 
and Topogi.iphy of the Parish of St Mery, 
Islington, 1842, pp, 130, 162, 176-80, 238, 28 b’ 
2S2, 383 ; Notea and Queries, 2nd ser. i. 223 
4th scr. i. 97 ; Add. MSS. 6146 B f. 847,6169 
6831 f. 128 4, 6998 f. 71,6391 f. 103,6401 ff. 149, 
161, 24446 ff. 2-21, 27578 f. 118, 27998, 29747 
f. 74, 33978 f. 98, 33979 ff. 120, 123.] 

G. A, A. 

NICHOLS, JOHN BOWYEIt (1779- 
1803), printer and antiquary, the eldest son 
Of John Nichols (1745-1820) [q.v.Jbyhis 
second wife, Martha Green (1766-1788), 
was born at Red Lion Passage, Fleet Street, 
London, 15 July 1779. Young Nichols 
spent his early yeais with his maternal 
grandfather at Hinckley, Loicesterskire, and 
was educated at St. Paul’s School, London, 
which he left in September 1796 to enterhis 
father's printing office, ne had a part in the 
editorship of the ‘Gentleman’s Magazine/ 
und contributed under the initials J. B. N,, 
or N. R, 8., tho final lettors of his name. He 
became the sole proprietor of the magazine 
in 1838, and in the following year transferred 
a share to William Pickering [q. v.] of Picca¬ 
dilly. This share hesubsequently repurchased, 
and in 1868 conveyed the whole property to 
John Henry Parker [q. v.l of Oxford, w. Bray 
refers to ‘ the indefatigable attention and very 
great accuracy’ of Nichols in revising the 
proof-sheets of tho seoond volume of his edi¬ 
tion of Manning’s ‘ History of Surrey’ (1809, 
p, v). Nichols circulated proposals in 1811 
for printing the third ond fourth volumes of 
Hutchins’s ‘ Dorset,’ of which the stook of the 
first three volumes had perished at the Are 
on his father's premises in 1808 (ses Gent, 
Mag. 1811, i. 99-100). The fourth volume 
appeared in 1815, with his name on the title- 
pago jointly with that of Richard Gough. 
In 1818 he published, in two ootavo volumes, 
the autobiography of the bookseller John 
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Dunton [q. v.l, which had furnished many 
curious materials for the ‘Literary Anec¬ 
dotes.’ The firm was now J. Nichols, Son, & 
Bentley, with an office at the Cicero’s Head, 
Bed Lion Passage, Fleet Street, as well as 
at 25 Parliament Street, Westminster. The 
latter locality, which soon after became the 
sole address of the firm, was more convenient, 
as Nichols had become one of the printers 
of tho votes and proceedings of the house of 
parliament, an appointment in which he fol¬ 
lowed his father and William Bowyer (1899- 
1777) [q- v.] For a short time he was printer 
to the corporation of the city of London. In 
1821, after the resignation of his father, he 
became one of the three registrars of the 
Royal Literary Fund. He was master of the 
Stationers' Company in 1860, having served 
all the annual offices. 

Besides writing tho books which bear his 
name, he superintended the passing through 
the press of nearly all the important county 
histories published during the first half of 
this century. Amongthesemay bementioned 
Ormerod’s * Cheshire,' Clutterhuck’s ‘ Hert¬ 
fordshire,' Surtees’s ‘ Durham,’ Rome's 1 N orth 
Durham/ Honre’s ‘ Wiltshire,’ Hunter’s 
‘South Yorkshire,’ Baker’s ‘Northampton- 
shire,’ Whitaker’s ‘ Whalley' and ‘ Craven,’ 
and Lipscomb’s ‘ Buckinghamshire.’ He left 
large printed and manuscript collections on 
English topography. His last literary un¬ 
dertaking was the completion (vol. vii. in 
1848 ana vol. viii. in 1866) of hie father’s 
well-known ‘Illustrations of the Literary 
History of the Eighteenth Century,’ the 
sequel to the ‘ Literary Anecdotes.’ 

Towards the end of his life he became blind, 
but preserved his mental powers and energy 
to the last. As an antiquary he Bhowed great 
knowledge, industry, and accuracy: as a 
man of business he was esteemed for his 
honourable dealings, courtesy, and even tem¬ 
per. He was a fellow of the Linuean So¬ 
ciety (1812) and of the Society of Anti¬ 
quaries (1818), and was appointed jprintsr to 
that body in 1824; he was an original mem- 
berof the Athenceum Club, the Archaeological 
Institute, the Numismatic Society, ana the 
Royal Society of Literature. He afoo filled 
various public offices in Westminster. 

He died at Ealing on 19 Oot. 1888, aged 
84, and was buried at Kensal Green ceme¬ 
tery. He married, in 1805, Eliza Baker (d. 
1846; see Gent. Mag. 1846, i. 217), by whom 
he had fourteen children; of these there sur¬ 
vived three sons—John GoughNichols [q. v.l 
Robert Oradock Nichols (d. 1892), ana 
Francis Morgan Nichols (J. 1826)—and four 
daughters. 

Hiere are portraits of Nichols by <T. Jack¬ 


son, in watercolour, about 1818; by F. Hop- 
wood, in pencil, 1821; bv John Wood, in oil, 
1836; and by Samuel Laurence, in chalks, 
1860. The last was lithographed by J. H. 
Lynch. W. Behnea exhibited a bust of him 
at the Royal Academy in 1858. 

His ohief works besides those noticed axe: 
1. ‘ A brief Account of the Guildhall of the 
City of London,’ London, 1819,8vo, 2. ‘Ac¬ 
count of the Royal Hospital and Collegiate 
Church of St. Katharine, near the Tower,’ 
London, 1824, 4to (based on the history of 
A. 0. Ducarel, 1782, 4to, with additional 
plates). 3. ‘ Historical Notices of Fonthill 
Abbey, Wiltshire,’ London, 1836, 4to (based 
on the publications of J. Button and J. 
Rutter, with plates from the work of the last 
named), 4. ‘ Catalogue of the Hoare Library 
at Stourhead, co. WiltB, with an Account of 
the Museum of British Antiquities,’ printed 
for private use, London, 1840, large 8vo 
(‘Notices of the Library at Stourhead’ were 
contributed by Nichols to the ‘Wiltshire and 
Natural History Magazine,’ 1856, vol. ii.) 

Nichols also edited Cradock’s ‘ Memoirs,’ 
vols. iii. and iv. 1828; ‘ Anecdotes of Wil¬ 
liam Hogarth,’ 1883, with forty-eight plates, 
a compilation from his father’s ‘Biographical 
Anecdotes of Mr. Hogarth ’ (see Notes and 
Queries, 4th eer. i. 97); J. T. Smith’s ‘ Cries 
of London,’ 1889, 4to; and ‘History and 
Antiquities of the Abbey of St. Edmunds 
Bury; by the Rev. Rich. Yates,’ second edi¬ 
tion, London, 184S, 2 parte, 4to. 

[Obituary notice by J. Gough Nichols in 
Gent. Mug. 1883, ii 704-8, reprinted in March 
1804, with photograph (1860); Athenaeum, 
24 Oct. 1863 ; Proceedings Soo. Antiq. London, 
23 April 1804, pp. 393-4.] H. R. T. 

NICHOLS, JOHN GOUGH (1806- 
1878), jprinter and antiquary, eldest son of 
John Bowyer Nichols [q. v.L was born at 
his father's house in Red Lion Passage, 
Fleet Street, London, on 22 May 1800. 
Richnxd Gough [q. v.J was his godfather. 
He went to a school kept by a Miss Roper 
at Islington, where, in 1811, Benjamin 
Disraeli, nis senior by eighteen months, was 
a schoolfellow. From 1814 to 1810 ho 
was educated by Dr. Waite at Lewisham, 
and in January 1817 he was placed at Mer¬ 
chant Taylors’. At on early age he kept 
antiquarian journals and copied inscriptions 
and epitaphs. He went with his father to 
the meetings of the Royal Society and So¬ 
ciety of Antiquaries, and corresponded with 
the author of the ' Curiosities of Literature.’ 
In 1824 he left school for the counting-house 
in the printing offices of his father and grand¬ 
father. His first literary work was in con- 
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nection wit Tithe‘Progresses of James I’of 
liis grandfather, John Nichols (1746-1820) 

[q. v.], which was completed and edited by 
young Nichols in 1828, two years after the 
author’s death. 

From about this time to 1861 he was joint 
oditor, and from 1861 to 1866 he was solo 
editor, of the ‘Gentleman’s Magazine,’ and, 
besides contributing many essays, compiled 
the very useful obituary notices. Ilis first 
separate publication—on autographs—was 
issued in 1829. The followingyear he visited 
Robert, Surtees in Durham, and made a Scot¬ 
tish tour. On the foundation of the Surtees 
Society in 1834 he was elected one of the 
treasurers. In 1836 he became a fellow of the 
Society of Antiquaries, and was afterwards its 
printer. The following year he was chosen 
a member of the committee of the Royal 
Literary Fund, and all his life devoted much 
attention to its affairs. He was one of the 
founders of the Camden Society (1838), and 
edited many of its publications ; the ‘Athe- 
ntmirn ’ says (22 Nov. 1873),' There is scarcely 
a volumo among the long series which does 
not bear more or less marks of his revision.’ 

In 1862 he printed a ‘Descriptive Catalogue’ 
of the oighty-six volumes then issued. A 
new edition of the ‘Catalogue’ appeared in 
1872. One of tlio most important books from 
the press of Messrs. Nichols was Iloare’s 
‘ Wiltshire; ’ to this great under! along 
Nichols contributed an account of the ‘ Hun¬ 
dred of Alderhury ’ (1837). In 1841 he made 
an antiquurian tour on the continent. He 
was an original member of the Arckmological 
Institute (1844). In I860 ill-hoalth com¬ 
pelled him to resign the editorship of the 
‘Geulleman’s Magazine,’ and the property 
was transferred to John Ilonry Parker for 
a nominal consideration. Nichols was then 
able to devote himself to the publication 
of the ‘ Literary Remains of Edward VI,’ 
printed by the Roxburghe Club, 1867-8. 

He gave a general superintendence to the 
new edition of Hutchins's ‘ History of Dor¬ 
set,’ undertaken by William Shipp in 1800. 

He had long contemplated tho establishment 
of a periodical which might continue the 
work he had relinquished in the ‘ Gentlo- 
man's Magazine.' This took shape in the 
‘ Herald and Genealogist,’ of which the first 
volume appeared under his editorship in 
1862. His love of obituary-writmg caused 
him to found the short-lived ‘ Register and 
Magazine of Biography ’ in 1869. fn 1870 he 
undertook to edit a new edition of Whitaker’s 
‘Whalley,’ of which the first volume ap¬ 
peared in 1871. 

lie died at his house, Holmwood Park, 
near Dorking, Surrey, after a short illness, on 
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14Nov.l873, aged67. lie married, on22 Juh 
1843, Lucy, eldest daughter of Frederic! 
Lewis, commander R.N., and had one son. 
John Bruce Nichols (6.1848), and two (laugh- 
tors. The son’s name was joined in 1878 to 
those of his father and uncle as printers of 
the ‘ Votes and Proceedings of the House 
of Commons.’ A portrait of Nichols at the 
age of twenty-four is contained in a family 
group in water-colours, by Daniel Maclise 
(1830). A medallion, representing him and 
his wife, by L. C. Wyon, was struck ia 
commemoration of their silver wedding 
1808. e 

Nichols was the third in succession, and 
not the last, of a family which, has added to 
the unblemished record of a great printing 
business an hereditary devotion to the sms 
class of learned studies. The following bst 
of separate publications, particularly those 
issued by the Camden Society and the Roy- 
burghe Club, include many valuable contri¬ 
butions to the materials of English history 
and topography. His heraldic and genealo¬ 
gical researches are of great importance. As 
president of the Socioty of AntiquarieB, Enil 
Stanhope testified to the loss of Nichole as 
making ‘a void which it is no exaggeration 
to coll irreparable as regards the particular 
line of inquiry to which he devoted himself 1 
(Annual Address, 1874). 

His works ore: 1. ‘ Autographs of Royal, 
Noble, Learned, and Remarkable Parson¬ 
ages conspicuous in English History from 
Richard II to Ohnrlos II, accompanied hj 
Memoirs,'London, 1829, large dto. 2. ‘ London 
Pageants:’ (1)‘Accounts of Sixty Royal Pro. 
cessions and Entortainmonts In llie City of 
London j’ (2) ‘ Bibliographical List of Loid 
Mayors’Pageants,’ London, L831, 8vo(olao 
1837). 3. ‘ Annals and Antiquities of La- 
cock Abbey, Wilts,’ London, 1835,8vo (with 
W. L. Bowles). 4. ‘ The Hundred of Alder- 
bury,’ London, 1837, fol. (with Sir R. 0, 
Iloare; !t forms port of 1 Modern History of 
South Wiltshire,’ vol. v.) 6. ‘Description 
of the Church of St. Mary, Warwick, and of 
the Beauchamp Chapel,’ London [1838], 4to 
(seven plates; an abridgment in 12mows8 
also published). 6. ‘ Ancient Paintings in 
Fresco discovered in 1804 on the Walls of the 
OhapeloftheTrinityat Stratford-upon-Avon, 
from Drawings by T. Fisher,’ London, 1838, 
fol. 7 . ‘ Notices of Sir Rich. Lestrange’ (in 
W. J, Thoms's ‘Anecdotes/ Camden Soc, 
No. 6, 1889). 8. ‘The Unton Inventories 
relating to Wadley ond Faringdon, Berks, 
1596-1620/ London, Berkshire Asmnolean 
Soc. 1841, 4to. 9 . ‘ The Fishmongers' Pa¬ 
geant on Lord Mayor’s Day, 1616] “Obrva- 
analeia,” by Anthony Munday [q.v.J, in twelve 
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S lates by H. Shaw, with Introduction,’ Lon- 
on, 1844,large fol.; 2nd edit. 1869. 10. 1 Ex¬ 
amples of Decorative Tiles sometimes called 
Encaustic, engraved in facsimile,’ London, 
1846, 4to. IT. 1 The Chronicle of Calais in 
the Reigns of Ilonry VII and Henry VIII to 
the Year 1640,’ London, 1846, 4to (Camden 
Soc. No. 86). 12. ‘Camden Miscellany,' 

London, 1847-75 (various contributions to 
vols. i. ii. iii. iv. and vii.) 18, ‘ The Diary 
of Henry Machyu, 1660-63,’ London, 1848, 
4to(Camden. Soc.No. 42). 14. ‘Pilgrimages 
to St. Mary of Walsmgham and St. Thomas 
of Canterbury, by Des. Erasmus, newly trans¬ 
lated,’ London, 1849, sm. 8vo; 2nd edit. 
1876. 16. ‘Description of the Armorial 
Window on the Staircase at Beaumanor, co. 
Leicester,’ London, privately printed [18101) 
8vo. 16. ‘ The Literary Remains of J. B. 
Hardy, E.S.A.,’London, 1862, 8vo. 17. ‘The 
Chronicle of Queen Jane and of Two Years 
of Q. Mary,’ London, 1862,4to (Camden Soe. 
No 48). 18. ‘ Chronicle of the Grey Priars 
of London,’ London, 1862,4to (Camden Soe. 
No. 63). 19. ‘Grants, &o.,from the Crown 
during the Reign of Edward V,' London, 
1864, 4to (Camden Soc. No. 60). 20. ‘Lite¬ 
rary Remains of Edward VI, with Notes and 
Memoir) London, 1867-8, 2 vols. 4to (Rox- 
burglio Club). 21.' Narratives of the Days of 
the Reformation chiefly from the MSS. of 
John Foxe,’ London, 1869,4lo (Camden Soc. 
No. 77). 22. ‘Catalogue of Portraits of 
Edward VI,' London, 1869, 4to. 23. ‘The 
Armorial Windows erected in the Reign of 
Henry VI by John, Viscount Beaumont, and 
Katharine, Duchess of Norfolk, in Wood- 
house Chapel, by the Park of Beaumanor,’ 
1869, 4to and 8vo (privately printed). 
24. ‘ The Bokeof Noblesse addressed to Ed¬ 
ward IV, 1476, with Introduction,’ London, 
1860, 4to (Roxburghe Club). 26. ‘ Notices 
of the Company of Stationers,’ London, 1861, 
4to. 26. ‘A Descriptive Catalogue of the 
Works of the Camden Society, Loudon, 
1862,4tof 2nd edit. 1872. 27. ‘The Family 
Alliances of Denmark and Great Britain,’ 
London, 1868,8vo. 28. ‘Wills from Doctors’ 
Commons, 1496-1695,’ London, 1868, 4to 
(with John Bruce; Camden Soc. No. 83). 
29. ‘The Heralds’Visitations of the Counties 
of England and Wales.’ London, 1864, 8vo. 
30. ‘ History from Marble,' compiled in the 
Reignof Charles II by Thomas Dingley,’ Lon¬ 
don, 1867-8, 2 vols. 4to (Camden Soc. Nos. 
94 and 97). 81. ‘History of the Parish 

of Whalley and Houor of Clitheroe in the 
Counties of Lancaster and York, by T. D, 
Whitaker,’ 4th ed. revised, London, 1870-8, 
2 vols. 4to (the 2nd vol. posthumous). 
82. < Bibliographical and Critical Account 


of Watson’s Memoirs,’ London, 1871, 4to. 
S3. ‘The Legend of Sir Nicholas Throck¬ 
morton,’ London, 1874, 4to (Roxburghe 
Club). 84. ‘ Autobiography of Anne, Lady 
Halkett,’ London, 1876, 4to (Camden Soc. 
new. ser. No. 18), Nos. 38 and 84 were 
posthumous. 

Nichols contributed many articles to the 
‘ Archooologia of the Society of Antiquaries,’ 
1881-73, vols. xxiii-xhv.; the ‘ Journal &c. 
of the Archaeological Institute,’ 1846-61; 
the * Transactions of the London and Middle¬ 
sex Archaeological Association,’ vols. i-iv.; 
and the ‘ Collections of the Surrey Archaeo¬ 
logical Society,’ vols. iii. and vi. 

The following periodicals were edited by 
him! ‘ The Gentleman's Magazine,’ new ser. 
1861-6, vols. xxxvi-xlv. j ‘ Collectanea To- 
pographioa et Genealogica,’ 1834-43,8 vols., 
large 8vo; 1 The Topographer and Genealo¬ 
gist,’ 1846-58,3 vols. 8vo; ‘The Herald and 
Genealogist,’ 1868-74, 8 vols. 8vo. 

[The chief source of information is the Me¬ 
moir of J. G. NioholB, by R. 0. Nichols, West¬ 
minster, 1871, 4to (enlarged from Homld and 
Genealogist, 1874, viii), with photographs; see 
also the Athenaeum, 28 Nov. 1873 ; Journal of 
Massachusetts Historical Soc. 1873, p. 122; 
Trane.Lctiona of London and Middlesex Arclirco- 
logieal Soc. 1874, iv. 488; Times, 15 Nov. 1873 ; 
Annual Brgi tier tor 1873, p. 169; Life of Robert 
Surtees, 1852; Bigmore and Wyman’s Biblio¬ 
graphy of Printing, ii. 70-7.] H. H. T, 

NICHOLS, JOSIAS (1656P-1639), puri¬ 
tan divine, bom probably about 1666, was 
educated at Oxford, where he graduated 
BA. 18 March 1573-4. In 1680 he was 1 
presented by Nicholas St. Leger and his 
wife to the rectory of Enetwell, Kent. He 
was strictly puritan in Iris treatment of the 
Book of Common Prayer and ceremonies 
(Lansdoume MS. 42, f. 84; Stbtpd, Whit- 
gift, i. 271); and on the imposition of Wliit- 
gift’s three articles in 1663 he declined to 
sign, and was described as a ringleader of 
the puritan ministers in Kent. Whilgift 
suspended him and his friends in February 
1683-4. In May 1684 some gentlemen of 
Kent interceded in their behalf. Nichols 
was restored, evidently by Wliitgiffs fa¬ 
vour, as Dr. William Covol [q. v.] told him 
distinctly that tho archbishop hpd shown 
him more honour ‘ than many others of 
your quality and deserts ’ (Covet, Modest 
Examination, chap, iii.) Ilis views, how- 
eve^ remained aB strongly puritan as before; 
he Bigned the book of discipline, and took 
part in the attempted erection of the ‘go¬ 
vernment’ in 1687, when ho was a mem¬ 
ber of a synod which met apparently in 
London (Stbspb, Annals, in. ii. 477). This 
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movement failed. But the prospect of 
James’s succession renewed tlie hopes of 
tlie party, and Nichols published his ‘Plea of 
the Innocent,’ in tho hope of reopening the 
controversy. It was answered on the part of 
the church, and at Whitgift’s instigation, by 
Corel in his ‘ Modest and Reasonable Ex¬ 
amination of some things in use in the 
Church of England ’ (1604). On the part 
of the separatists, whom it equally casti¬ 
gated, it was answered by Sprint in his ‘ Con¬ 
siderations touching the Points in Difference 
between the godly Ministers . . . and the 
bed need Brethren of the Separation’ (1(508). 
As a conscquonce of his literary efforts, 
Nichols was deprived of the rectory of East- 
well in 1008. Ho appears to have spent, the 
rest of his life in tho neighbourhood. In Sep¬ 
tember 1614 ‘ Mr. Josias Nichols of Looso ‘ 
protested at a meeting at Maidstone against 
the proposed benevolence to pay the king’s 
debts as not having been sancl iouod by parlia¬ 
ment (Sisi. Midi'S. Comm. 10th llcp. iv, 17). 
Nichols was buried at Eastwell on 16 May 
1039. 

Ilia works are: 1. ‘ The Order of House¬ 
hold Instruction, by which ovary Muster of 
a Family may easily .. . make his House¬ 
hold to understand the . .. Principal Points 
of OhribtianRoligion,’London, 1696. 2. ‘The 
Pica of the Innocent, wherein is averred that 
1 he Ministers and People falsely termed Puri- 
tan are injuriously slandered for Enemies 
of the Stale,’ Sec,, London, 1602 (epistle 
dedicatory to .the archbishop, two editions 
of the some year). 3, ‘ Abraham’s Faith: 
(hat is, the old lloligion wherein is taught 
that the Religion now publikoly taught, 
and defunded by Order in tho Church of 
England, is the only true Cat hoi ik and un¬ 
changeable Fuith of God’s Elect, and the 
pretended Religion of the See of Rome a 
subtle, bustard, etc., Supurstition,’ London, 
1G03 (opistle dodioatory to tho archbishop 
and the lord chief-justice of England). 

[Foster's Alnmni Oxon. (1600-17M); Oxford 
University Rcgislor; Nail's Puritans, i. 323-7; 
Brook’s Puritans; Danbury's Memorials; Lnns- 
downo MS, 42; Roger Morrioo MSS. A 328-30 
(Dr. Williatiib’s Likury); Strype’s Whitgift uud 
Annals; Bnstod's Kent, iii. 203; JTisb. MSS. 
Comm. 10th Rep, iv. 17; Covel’s Modest and 
Ronsonabltf Examination ; Honry Ainsworth’s 
Conntorpoysou,] W, A. S. 

NICHOLS, PHILIP (jl 1647-1669), 
protestan t writor, wus possibly rolat od to John 
Nichols, rector of Laudewodnack, or to tho 
Nichols of Trcictfe in Madron (Boabe, CoCeot. 
Cornu/>, p, 621). On 2-! March 1647 Richard 
Orispyn t prebendary of Exetur and rector of 
Woodleigh ( Cranmer's Letters, Parker Soc., 


p. 183), preached a sermon at_ _ 

against Luther’s dootrine that the ecnptm™ 
are the touchstone of truth. Nichols uas 
present, and wrote Crispyn a letter of ra 
monstrance. A conference followed ‘th e 
Sunday after Corpus Ohrisli day,’at Herben- 
ton, near Totnes, where Crispyn was b ene . 
ficcd; and subsequently Nichols published 
(1) ‘ The Copie ol' a Letter sente to one Maiatet 
Cbrispyne, ehanon of Exoler, for that he 
denied y“ Scripture to bo the Touche Stone 
or Trial of all other Doctrines: "Wherennlo 
is added an Apologie and a Bullwarke in De¬ 
fence of the same Lottor.’ Colophon: 'written 
the vti Nov r . 1647. Imprinted at London,’ 
Dedicated ‘ to his singular good maister,Sii 
Peter Carewo,’ who had instigated the prat¬ 
ing. Tho w ork is strongly proteslant and 
outspoken. Nichols afterwards issued in a 
like spirit: (2) ‘ Iloro begynneth ngodlynewu 
St nry of XII Men that Muysos by the Com- 
mamlmeut of God sunt to spye out the Land 
of Canaan, ofwhich XII only Josua and Caleb 
were found fnythluLMessengers.’ Colophon: 
‘ Inprinlcd at London, 10 May 1648.' On 
the thirty-third (unpaged) loaf he Bays: 'Th* 
Lord hath given us a young J osias, which,., 
shall . . . finish tho building of the Holy 
Tomple.’ In tho lator form of the work this 
passage is allured thus: ‘God hath given 
us a gracious Judith, which shall finish the 
building of the Iloly Temple whioh hei 
father began, according to the pattern that 
the Lord Lath proscribed in the Qohpol,' 
This fixes 1658-9 as the dato for this later 
edition, which hears the title: ‘Tho History 
of tho XII Men that were sent to spye out 
the Lund of Canaan; no less fruitful than 
true, and worthy to bn road of all.’ No place 
or date; identical with No. 2, with the stated 
exceptions. Tanner also ascribes to Nichols 
the following: (3) ‘Ad Anglice protectorem 
Edwnrdum,’and (4) ‘Contra Oomubiensium 
Robelliones,’ 1668. In their rebellion tho 
Cornish papists had demanded that Richard 
Crispyn, Nichols’s curliest opponent, should 
be sonb to thorn (Siitirii, Creamier, p, 
206). 

Tliero was apparently another Philip Ni¬ 
chols, who was instituted to tho chuich 
of ICympton (ICinutou), diocese of Wells, 
28 Nov. 1602, on the presentment of Sir 
Francis Knollys. Tanner credits him with 
tho authorship of tho ‘Relation of tho Third 



Tho work was first published by Drake’s 
nephow, Sir Francis Drake, in 1(52(5. with s 
dedication to Charles I, as‘Kir Francis Drake 
Revived/ &c., Loudon, 1020, 4lo; London, 
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_ 8 f 4toj and a much altered edition, Lon¬ 
don, 1652, 4to, 

[State Papers, Henry VIII, No, 6247, p. 168; 
Watt’s Bibl. Brit.; Tanner’s Bibl. Brit.-Hib.; 
Bibl. Cornub. pp. 1117, 1461; Hazlitt's Bibliogr. 
Coll, and Notes, ii. 428; Ames's Typogr. Antiq. 
[Herbert), iv, 49, 322; Works in Brit, Mus.j 
1 W. A. S. 

NICHOLS, THOMAS (/, 1660), trans¬ 
lator of Thucydides, was a citizen and gold- 
smithofLondon. In 1660 there was published 
‘The Hystory writtons by Thucidides the 
Athenyan of the waire which was betweene 
the Peloponesians and the Athenyans trans¬ 
lated oute of Trenche into the Englyah lan- 

S i by Thomas Nicolls citizeine and Gold- 
ox London. Imprinted the xxv day of 
July in the veare of our Lorde God a thou- 
sande fyue hundredd and fyftye.’ Prefixed 
is ‘the tenoure of the kynges modesties most 
graeyous priuilege for seuen yeares; ’ this 
is dated 24 Teh, 1640-60, and grants Nichols 
full copyright for the term specified. The 
work ie dedicated to Sir John Cheka. Nichols 
knew no Greek, and depended entirely on the 
Trench version of Claude de Seyssel, bishop 
of Marseilles in 1610, and archhiehop of Turin 
in 1517, whose translation was published at 
Paris in 1627. No other English translation 
appeared till Hobbes’s version of 1082. 

Theprinter of Nichols’svolumeis unknown. 
It has been assigned to the press of John 
Wayland; but this ascription is due to John 
Baglord, who pasted into his copy W ay land’s 
colophon, cut from another hook (ci. Hurl. 
MS. 5929). Bagford’s copy came into the 
possession of Herbert, who was deceived by 
Bagford’s device, and gave currency to tha 
statement that Wayland printed the volume 
(cf. Sinker, Sixteenth-Century Books in 
Trinity Collage , Cambridge-, Ames, Typogr. 
Antiq. ed. Herbert). 

Another Thomas Nichols {ji, 1664), a 
London merchant, went about 1654 to the 
Canary Islands os factor for Thomas Lok [see 
under Lok, Sir William], Anthony Hick¬ 
man, and Edward Castelin, ‘who in those 
days were worthie merchants and of great 
credit in London ’ [cf. art. Nicholas, Tho¬ 
mas]. Nichols spent seven years in the 
islands, and after returning home found 
so many errors in Andrew The vet’s ‘New 
founde Worlds,’ which appeared in an Eng¬ 
lish translation from the Trench in 1668, that 
he placed his own observations briefly on 
record. His work was entitled ‘ A Descrip¬ 
tion of the Canary Islands and Madera, with 
their remarkable PruitB and Commodities. 1 
It was included in Hakluyt's ‘ Principo.ll 
Navigations,’ 1599 (vol. ii. bit. iv. pp. 3-7). 
[Authorities cited.] S, L. 


NICHOLS, WILLIAM (1666-1716), 
Latin poet, bom in 1655, was son of the Rev. 
Henry Nichols or Nicols of Hilton, near Cow- 
bridge, Glamorganshire. He matriculated 
at Oxford from Christ Church as a ‘poor 
scholar’ on 14 April 1671, and graduated 
B.A. on 24 March 1074-6, M.A. in 1677 
(Foster, Alumni Oxon. 1600-1714, in. 1070). 
On 4 June 1690 he was presented to the 
rectory of Cheadle, Cheshire, but resigned 
it on his appointment to the rectory of 
Stockport in the same county on 24 March 
1808-4. He died towards the end of 1716. 
On 9 June 1692 he married, at Tlixton, near 
Manchester, Elizabeth, daughter of Peter 
Egerton of Slrnwe, Lancashire, and by her, 
who died on 1 Oct. 1708, aged 43, he had 
several children. She was buried in Chester 
Cathedral, where her husband placed a mo¬ 
nument, with an elegant Latin inscription, 
to her memory. 

Nichols, who was a good classical scholar, 
wrote: 1. ‘ De Litens Inventis libri sex,’ 
London, 1711, a little thick 6vo of 387 pages, 
dedicated to TkomaB, earl of Pembroke, and 
composed entirely in Latin elegiacs. In the 
sixth book he refers to Stockport and itB 
beautiful situation, and also notices Man¬ 
chester and the neighbouring country in 
Derbyshire. 2. ‘Orationes du©: una Gu- 
lielnu Nicols, A. M., altera Barthol. Zie- 
genbalgii, missionarii Daniciad Indos Orien- 
taleB: utraque coram venerabili Societate 
pro promovenda Religions Christiana habita 
Londini, Deo. 29,1716. Accedit utriusque 
orationis veraio Anglicana,’ 8vo, London, 
1716. 3. ‘ Uepl *kpxav libri septem: acce- 
dunt Liturgica,’ 2 pts. 12mo, London, 1717. 
The first part, which is inscribed to William 
Wake, archbishop of Canterbury, is a para¬ 
phrase on the church catechism in Latin 
hexameters, in the form of a dialogue be¬ 
tween master and pupil. The ‘ Liturgica,’ 
dedicated to Sir William Dawes [q. v.j, arch¬ 
bishop of York, consists of translations of 
some portions of the book of common prayer 
into Latin verse, 

[Earwaker’s East Cheshire, i. 394, ii. 655; 
Henrne’s Notes and Collections (Oxf.Hist. Soc.), 
ii. 299.] G. G. 

NICHOLS, WILLIAM LUKE (1802- 
1889), antiquary,horn at Gosport,Hampshire, 
10 Aug. 1802, was the eldest son of Luke 
Nichols, of that place, merchant. He ma¬ 
triculated at Queen's College, Oxford, on 
28 Feb. 1821, and graduated B.A. 1826, 
M.A. 1829. In 1827 he was ordained in the 
English church, being licensed to the curacy 
of Keynsham, Somerset. While the cholera 
was raging in England, he had the undivided 
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Caro, as curate in sole charge, of the enormous 
parish of Eedmlnster, near Bristol. From 
1 Feb. 1884 to 81 March 1889 he was minis¬ 
ter of the church of St. James, Bath; for 
twelve months he was stationed at Trinity- 
Church, Bath; he was then in oharge of a 
district church near Otlery St. Mary, Devon; 
and from 1846 to 1861 he held on his own 
nomination the rectory of Buckland Mona- 
chorum, near Plymouth. Nichols then re¬ 
turned to Bath, where he dwelt in the east 
wing of Lansdown Cresoent, collected a 
valuable library, and acquired a great know¬ 
ledge of literature, In 1868, and for several 
years afterwards, he lived at the Wyke, on 
Grasmere. For two or three years before 
1870 he resided at the old Manor House, 
Keynsham, but from that dato until his 
death his home was at the Woodlands, on 
the borders of the Quantocks, in Somerset, 
and midway between Nether Stowey and 
Alfoxden. Nichols travelled frequently in 
foreign countries, and was well acquainted 
with the scenery and antiquities of Spain, 
Italy, Sicily, Greece, and Palestine. He 
died at the Woodlands on 26 Sept. 1889, 
and was buried with his parents in the family 
vault in Gosport churchyard on 2 Oct. By 
his will he left the parish the funds for the 
completion of a campanile, or bell-tower, 
which he had begun to erect. It cost, with 
the bells, the sum of 2,6001. 

Nichols had groat knowledge of literature, 
and frequently contributed to periodicals. 
He published at Bath in 1888 a pamphlet 
entitled ‘Horro ltomanto, or a visit to a 
Homan Villa,’ which was suggested by the 
discovery, during the formation of the Great 
Western Railway, of the sito of a llomun 
villa at Newton St. Loo ; near Bath. The 
ucoount of the excavations was followed 
by a poem of 120 lines in blank verso (cf. 
Soaeiii, Agues Solis, pp. 114-16). Nichols 
editod in 1866 tlio ‘Remains of the Rev. 
Francis Kilverl 1 [q. v.] He was elected 
F.S.A. on 2 Feb. 1805. Ho printed at Bath 
lor private circulation inl878apapei'on'The 
Quantocks and their Associations,’ which he 
read before the Bath Lit erary Club on 11 Doo. 
1871. It was interesting' to the lovers of 
Coleridge, Wordsworth, Sir Humphry Davy, 
Thelwali, and Charles Lloyd. A second edi¬ 
tion, revised and enlarged, with map and 
oleven illustrations, came out in 1891. Among 
the illustrations were photographs of the 
author and of his house, T1 ib Woodlands. 

[Foster’s Alumni Oxon. 1716-1886! Guardian, 

2 Oct. 1888, p. 1464 ; Bath Chronicle (by Mr. 
Poach and the Rev. H. M. Searth), 8 and 10 Oct. 
1880; Peach's Historic Houses in Bath, 2ndser. 
p.7.] W.P.O. 


NICHOLSON. [See also Nicolson,] 
NIOHpLSON, BRINSLBY,M.D.i 1824, 

1892), Elizabethan scholar, born in 1824 at 
Fort George, Scotland, was the eldest sonof 
B. W. Hewitt son Nieholson, of the army 
medical stall'. After a boyhood passed at 
Gibraltar, Malta, and the Gape, where hh 
father was stationed, he entered Edinburgh 
University in 1841, in due time took £ s 
degree, and finished his medical studies in 
Paris. Becoming an army surgeon he bpent 
Borne years in South Africa, and buw sor- 
vice in the Kafir wars in 1868 and 1864. 
His careful observation and knowledge of 
the native tribes wore shown in the genea¬ 
logical tables of Kafir chiefs contributed by 
him to a ‘ Compendium of Kafir Laws and 
Customs ’ printed by tlio government of Bri¬ 
tish Kafliaria at MountCoiteinl868. During 
his long rideB and lonely hours in theso yearn 
the study of Shakespeare proved a constant 
solace. He was in China during the war 
of 1800, and present at tlio famous loot of 
the Summer Palace at Pekin; and in New 
Zealand took part in tho Maori war, which 
ended in 1864. About 1870 he retired from 
the army, and, settling near London, he de¬ 
voted himself serioubly to Elizabethan litera¬ 
ture. 

In 1876 he edited, for the then recently 
formed New SlinkspBre Society, tho first Mo 
and the first quarto of ‘ Ilenry tlio Fifth,’ and 
began the preparation of the ‘Parallel Texts' 
of the same play, issuod in 1877. This he was 
prevented from completing by eevere illness. 
II e aftorwards roadsovoral papers at meetings 
of fhB New Shakspero Society, and, en¬ 
couraged by his friend and fellow-student, 
Profossor AV. T. Gairdnor of Glusgow, he 
brought out in 1880 an excellent reprint ol 
Reginald Scot’s ‘Diecoverio of Witchcraft' 
(1684). He subsequently worked on editions 
of Jonson, Chapman, and Donne; but he suc¬ 
ceeded in bringing near completion only his 
edition of ‘ Tho Best Plays of Ben Jonson,’ 
which was published posthumously in 1898, 
with an introduction by Professor 0. H, 
Horford, in the Mormaid Series (2 vols.) 
His edition of Donne’s pooms was completed 
for the Muses’ Library in 1896. no was an 
occasional contributor to' Notes and Queries, 1 
the ‘ Athomemn/ ‘Antiquary,’ and 'Shake- 
speariana.’ Without being brilliant, his 
habits of accuracy and bis full acquaint¬ 
ance with the literature of tho period gava 
value to his critioism, and he was always 
ready to help a fellow soliolar. He died 
14 Sopt. 1802. He had married in 1876, and 
his wifu survived him. 

[Private information.] 


It, T. 8, 
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NICHOLSON, CHARLES (1795-1837), 
flautist and composer, son of Charles Ni¬ 
cholson, flautist, was born at Liverpool in 
1795, Trained under his lather, he went to 
London when quite young, and soon gained 
tt position in the front rank of flautists. On 
the foundation of the lloyal Academy of 
Music in 1822 he was appointed professor of 
the flute, and soon after became principal at 
the Italian Opera. He played also at Drury 
Lone and at the Philharmonic Society’s con¬ 
certs, where several of his compositions for 
the flute were performed from 1823 to 1842. 
As a soloist be was much engaged, both in 
London and the provinces, but, owing to im¬ 
provident habits, was in the end reduced to 
absolute poverty. He died in London on 
26 March 1837, having been supported in 
his illness by Messrs. Clementi and Messrs. 
Collard. His father greatly increased the tone 
of the flute by enlarging tne finger-holes, and 
the son still further improved the instrument. 
He had Borne talent for composition, but was 
imperfectly educated, and had often to obtain 
the aid of professional musicians in arrang¬ 
ing his works. His best original composi¬ 
tion is the ‘ Polonaise with "Nitty TYrell,”’ 
and his 1 Complete Preceptor for the German 
Flute 1 (London, cir. 1820) was at one time 
extensively used. A complete list of his 
compositions, including concertos, fantasias, 
solos, and other pieces, all for the flute, is 
given by Hoekstro (p. 614). 

[Horkstro's Treatise on the Flute ; Quar¬ 
terly Musical Mag.izino, 1823; Biographical 
Dictionary of Musicians, 1824; Hogarth's His¬ 
tory of the Philharmonic Society; Grove’s Dic¬ 
tionary of Music.) J. C. H. 

NICHOLSON, Sib FRANCIS (1660- 
1728), colonial governor, obtained a commis¬ 
sion in the army as ensign 9 Jan, 1678, and 
os lieutenant 6 May 1684. He subsequently 
complied with the requirements of James II 
by kneeling when mass was celebrated in the 
king’s tent at Hounslow. When, in 1086, 
the whole body of colonies north of Chesa¬ 
peake Bay were formed into a single province 
under Sir Edmund Andros [q. v.j, Nicholson 
was appointed lieutenant-governor, and re¬ 
mained at Now York to represent his superior 
officer. Although in other situations in life 
he displayed considerable intelligence and a 
fair share of energy and executive power, it 
cannot he said that he showed any of these 
qualities during his term of office in New York. 
In the spring of 1689 the news of the revolu¬ 
tion reached New England, and the men of 
Boston rose and deposed Andros. Nicholson 
contrived by indiscreet language to fall out 
with the commander of the NesvYork militia, 
and to excite a belief that he was meditating 


' violent measures of retaliation. The people, 
headed by Jacob Leieler, a resolute, illiterate 
I brewer of German origin, rose and took pos- 
I fession of the forte at Now York. Nicholson, 
feelingpoBsiblythat his position aelieutenant- 
governor was not one of full responsibility, 
took ship for England. A commission to him 
was actually on its wav from the newly esta¬ 
blished sovereigns William and Mary. In 
: the absence of Nicholson this fell into the 
| hands of Leister. Thus Nicholson’s flight was 
I largely the cause of the subsequent troubles, 
ending in the execution of the rebel leaders. 

In suite of this failure Nicholson was ap¬ 
pointed. lieutenant-governor of Virginia in 
1690, and his discharge of that office forme 
perhaps themost creditable part ofhis colonial 
career, He devoted his energy with no little 
success to the foundation of a college, named 
in honour of the sovereigns the College of 
William and Mary, to the establishment of 
schools and to the improvement of the condi¬ 
tion of the clergy. lie contributed SOOf. to 
the first of these objects. In all these matters 
he wcb aided by James Blair, who had been 
appointed commissary for Virginia by the 
Bishop of London. Nicholson’s despatches 
at this time are full of interest. In two im¬ 
portant matters he thoroughly anticipated 
the colonial policy of the next century. He 
urged on the English government the neces¬ 
sity of seeing that the colonists were ade¬ 
quately supplied with commodities, especially 
with clothing. Otherwise, he thought, they 
would no longer devote themselves exclu¬ 
sively to tobacco-growing, but would manu¬ 
facture, and bo compete with the English 
producer. He also urged the need for an 
effective union of the colonies against Canada. 
N icholson no doubt had many faults. He was 
passionate, high-handed, and a loose liver. 
But no public man saw more clearly the 
need for a vigorous policy against Canada, or 
dinned it more emphatically and persistently 
into the eel's of tho English government. 

In 1694 Lord Howard of Effingham, the 
titular governor under whom Nicholson was 
deputy, died. The post was conferred, not 
on N icholson, but on Andros. Nicholson and 
his friends resented his neglect. It was 
deemed expedient to remove him from the 
colony altogether, and in January 1604 he 
was appointed governor of Maryland. Here 
his good fortune deserted him. Maryland, 
founded by a Romanist proprietor, had now 
become largely imbued with nonconformity 
and whiggery. Nicholson, a churchman, a 
tory, and a rake, was wholly unacceptable, 
and the State Papers are full of his disputes 
with the colonists and their attacks on him. 

In 1698he returned to Virginia as governor, 
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His second term of office was far less suc¬ 
cessful than his first. He irritated the colo¬ 
nists by attempting to transfer the seat of 

f ovemment from Jamestown to the Middle 
'lactations, a few miles inland, where he 
made an abortive effort to establish a capital 
city, Williamsburg, He also displeased the 
assembly by pressing them to contribute 
towards a fort on the north-west frontier of 
New York. This policy, however, though 
distasteful to the colonists, was probably wise 
in itself, and also acceptable to the English 
government. Nicholsonfurtherrecommended 
himself to the authorities at home, and in 
some measure to the Virginians, by his energy 
in capturing a pirate. His anger against the 
Virginian assembly on account of their frus¬ 
tration of his schemes led him to recommend 
to the crowu that all the American colonies 
should be placed under a viceroy, and that a 
standing army should he maintained among 
them at their own expense. But ibis project 
was not approved by Queen Anna aud her 
ministers, aud in April 1705 he was recalled. 

During the next fifteen years such public 
services as he discharged were of a military 
nature, and dirocted against tho French in 
Canada. As early as 1G89 Colonel Bayard, 
one of the leading men of New York, had 
urged on Nicholson the need for active opera¬ 
tions against Canada. In 1709 he aud a 
Scottish soldier, Colonel Veitch, were placed 
in joint command of a force—partly Engl ish, 
partly to he supplied by the colonists—which 
was to attack Canada, Nicholson, in com¬ 
mand of fifteen hundred men, advanced from 
Albany alone: the Hudson to Wood Creek, 
near Lake Champlain. There he was de¬ 
layed, waiting for an English fleet to arrive 
at Boston. Sickness seiaod on tho camp, the 
force melted away, and the expedition was 
a total failure. 

Nicholson returned to England, commis¬ 
sioned by the Massachusetts assembly to urgo 
on the English government the need for action 
not against Canada, but against Acadia. The 
ministry approved the scheme. A force con¬ 
sisting of lour hundred marines and fifteen 
hundred colonial militia, supported by five 
ships, was sent against Port Royal, After a 
short siege tho place surrendered, and Acadia, 
having no other stronghold, became English 
territory. In 1711 the operations against 
Canada were resumed. Again Nicholson, at 
the head of a land force, advanced as far as 
Wood Creek. There, hearing of the failure 
which attended the fleet under Sir Hovedon 
Walker in its attack on Queboc, he retreated 
to Albany and disbanded his force. 

In 1713 Nicholson was appointed governor 
of Acadia, Thore he seems to have displayed 


that arrogant and overhearing temper which 
constituted the worst side of his character 
For the most part, however, he seems to have 
left the duties of his post to be fulfilled hy 
deputy. 

In 1719 the privy council and the lords of 
regency, acting for the king,then inHanover 
decided that the proprietors of South Carolina 
had forfeited their charter, and, exercising 
the rights of tho crown in such a case, ap¬ 
pointed Nicholson as governor. No resist¬ 
ance was made to the exercise of his authority 
either by the proprietors or their adherents, 
Nicholson’s conduct, if we may believe the 
principal historian of tho colony, recalled his 
bo»L days as an administrator in Virginia, 
Under tho feeble rule of the proprietors the 
colony had wcllnigh drifted into anarchy, 
anti the Cherokee Indians on the frontier 
were threatening. Nicholson ingratiated him¬ 
self with the colonibts, promoted the build¬ 
ing of schools and churches, and succeeded 
in conciliating thoOherokoes. In June 1725 
Nicholson returned to England on leave, and 
does not seem again to have visited America, 
lie had been knighted in 1720, and he was 
now promoted lieutenant-general. lie re¬ 
tained the nominal governorship of the colony 
until hU death, which took place in London 
on 6 March 1728. 

Nicholson was author of: 1, ‘Journal of 
an Expedition for the Reduction of Port 
Royal, London, 1711: a rare quarto, which 
was reprinted by the Nova Scotia Historical 
Society in 1879. 2. ‘An Apology or Vindi¬ 
cation of Francis Nicholson, Governor of 
South Carolina, from the Unjust Aspersions 
cast upon him by some of tlie Members of 
the Bahama Company,’London, 1724,8vo, 

[Urodhoad's Hist, of How York, Hew York 
Colonial Documents; Colonial Documents and 
Stato Papers; Purkmau's IIalf-Oontury of Con¬ 
flict. | Hewitt’s Hist, of South Carolina; Apple- 
ton’s Cyclop, of American Biography; Transac¬ 
tions of Novo Scotia Historical Soe.; Brit. Mas. 
Cat.] J, A. D. 

NICHOLSON, FRANCIS (1650-1781), 
theologian, son of Thomas Niuhobon, was 
baptised on 27 Oet. 1650 at the collegiate 
church at Manchester, and admitted a ser¬ 
vitor of University College, Oxford, early in 
1066. He graduated B.A. on 18 Jau. 1069, 
and M. A. on 4 June 1673, and after his ordi¬ 
nation * preached at Oxford and near Can¬ 
terbury ’ (Wood). Obadiah Walker [q. v.] 
was his tutor at Oxford, and from him he 
appears to have acquired his high church and 
Roman catholic views. A sermon in favour 
of penance, which he preached at St, Mary’s 
Church, OxforjJ, on 20 June 1680, caused 
him to he charged before the vice-chancellor 
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with spreading false doctrine, and he was 
ordered to recant. This, however, he de¬ 
clined to do, and his name was reported to 
the bishop, ‘ to stop his preference.’ On the 
accession of James II he avowed himself a 
Homan catholic, and became an ardent 
champion of his adopted church. He at¬ 
tempted in vain to persuade John Hudson 
of TJniversityOollegeto beoome an adherent 
of the king (Heabnh). In 1688 he WTote an 
appendix to Abraham Woodhead’s 'Discourse 
on the Eucharist,’ entitled * The Doctrine of 
the Church of England concerning the sub¬ 
stantial Presence and Adoration of our B. 
Saviour in the Eucharist asserted,’ &c. On 
the deposition of James II in 168S Nicholson 
joined the English College of Carthusians 
at Niewport in the Netherlands, but the 
austerities of their rule obliged him about 
four years afterwards to leave the order, and 
he returned to England. Thence he shortly 
proceeded to Lisbon, in the service of Queen 
Catherine, widow of Charles II. He spent 
some years at the Portuguese court, formed 
a close intimacy with the heads of the Eng¬ 
lish College at Lisbon, and afterwards retired 
to an estate which he had purchased at Pera, 
a suburb of Constantinople. 

About 1720 he conveyed the whole of his 
property to the Lisbon College on the under¬ 
standing that Ms debts should he paid, and 
that hoard and lodging, besides a sum of 121. 
a year, should be allowed him for life. He 
died at the college on 18 Aug. 1781, aged 
nearly 81. 

[Wood’s Atlionte Oxon. (Blisa), iv. 449; 
Jones’B Ohetham Popery Tracts (Chatham Soc.), 
ii. 359; Hearne’s Collections (Oxf, Hist. Soc.), 
i. 404, ii. 61, 98; Gillow's Bibl. Diet. vol. iv., 
manuscript, from extract kindly communicated 
by the author; Manchester Cathedral Beg.] 

0. w. 9. 

NICHOLSON, FRANCIS (1768-1844), 
painter in water-colours, born on 14 Nov. 
1763 at Pickering in Yorkshire, was son of 
Francis Nicholson, a weaver. Alter receiv¬ 
ing a good education in his native town, 

Ike boy, who was first destined by his father 
to become a tailor, was placed with an artist, 
at Scarborough for instruction. After a three 
years’ residence there he returned to Picker¬ 
ing, where for two years he occupied himself 
in painting portraits and pictures of horses, 
dogs, and gome for local patrons. Seven 
months' study followed in London, under a 
German artist named Metz, who was an effi¬ 
cient figure-painter. Returning to Yorkshire, 
he increased his practice by taMng views 
about the houses and estates of the gentry. 
After nine more months of study in London 
he again returned to Pickering, and probably 
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about this time began Ms practice in water- 
colour. 

In 1788 he removed to Whitby, and was 
at first chiefly employed in painting por¬ 
traits, But the beauty of the Mmgrave 
Woods induced him to devote himself to 
landscape, and during the next nine years 
he gradually made a reputation by selling 
his drawings in Scarborough during the 
season, as well as in London. He practised 
a method of reproducing his views by etching 
on a soft ground and taking impressions with 
black lead. In 1789 he first sent drawings 
to the London exhibitions. 

About 1792 he left Whitby for Knarea- 
borough, where he resided three years, and 
found many patrons in Harrogate. With Sir 
Henry Tnite he spent some time each year, 
sketohing in his company. Another patron, 
Lord Bute, not only bought many drawings, 
hut commissioned him to make a set of 
sketches of the island of Bute. Accordingly, 
in 1794 he made an extensive tour through 
Bute and the districts round. On his return 
to Yorkshire he removed, in 1798, to Ripon. 
Sir Henry Tuite induced him in 1800 to 
settle near him at Weybridge, and shortly 
afterwards he purchased No. 10 Titchfield 
Street, London, where for many years he 
carried on a very large practice as an artist 
and a teacher of drawing. 

Nicholson was one of the ten artists who 
on 30 Nov. 1804 joined together to form the 
Society of Painters in Water-colours. Of 
this society he was a member, and he was a 
very large contributor to its exhibitions till its 
dissolution iu 1812. Tho Society of Painters 
in Oil and Water-colours was immediately 
started on its collapse, and of the new so¬ 
ciety Nicholson was elected president; but 
in 1818 he resigned his office and severed 
his connection with the society. He wns 
specially permitted to exhibit as a member in 
the following year, hut after that date his name 
does not again appear in their catalogues. He 
was also a contributor to an exhibition of 
1 paintings in water-colours,’beingrepresented 
in 1814 by twenty-one works, and in its 
final exhibition of 1816 by three works. 
Betweenl789 andl838he exhibited with tho 
Society of Artists six works, with tho Royal 
Academy eleven, and at Suffolk Street one. 

Nicholson published in 1820' The Prac¬ 
tice of Drawing and Pointing Landscapes 
from Nature in WaLer-colours/ London. 
The book passed quickly through several 
enlarged editions. Profiting by the newly 
invented art of lithography, he exeouted 
several hundred drawings on stone, which 
ho used as drawing copies. Of his litho¬ 
graphs maybe mentioned eighty-one sketches 
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of British scenery, obi. fol., 1821, and six 
views of Scarborough, imp. fol., 1822, Be¬ 
tween 1 Aug. 1792 and 2 Nov. 1801 he 
contributed fourteen drawings to Walker’s 
‘Copper Plate Magazine.’ Engravings after 
his works also appeared in the ‘ Beauties of 
England and Wales,’ ‘ Havel’s Aquatints of 
Noblemen’s and Gentlemen’s Seats,' ‘The 
Northern Cambrian Mountains,’ fol., 1820, 
and ‘Facsimiles of Water-colour Drawings,’ 
published by Bowyer in 1826. 

Nicholson was not only an efficient and 
industrious artist, but interested himself in 
many other subjects. He had a good know¬ 
ledge of optics, mechanics, and musio. His 
attainments as a chemist enabled him to make 
successful experiments in the use of colours 
which did much to advance water-colour art. 
He was skilled in organ-building, and during 
his last years wrote his autobiography. He 
died at his house, 62 Charlotte Street, Port¬ 
land Place, 6 March, 1844, aged 90. 

Nicholson well deserves the nama gene¬ 
rally given to him as the ‘ Father of Water- 
colour Painting.’ Tie advanced that art from 
mere papor-staming with light tints to the 
production of a depth of tone and variety of 
shade and colour that the earlier practitioners 
of the art never dreamt of. With harmony 
and beauty of colouring he combined an 
accurate knowledge of drawing, which made 
his work papular. Ini 837 he painted aportrait 
of himself thon in his eighty-fifth year, 
thirty inches by twenty-five niches, which he 
presented to his brother at Pickering. This is 
(1894) in the possession of a collateral de¬ 
scendant, Mr. Geo. Wranghain Ilardy, who 
published a Bhort account of Francis Nichol¬ 
son in the ‘Yorkshire County Magazine,’ 
April 1891. Mention is also made thoro of 
a portrait taken from a lithograph published 
about 1816. 

A daughter, Mariauna, in 1830 marriod 
Thomas Crofton Orokor [q. v.], and apparently 
exhibited two Scotch landscapes at Spring 
Gardens in 1816. 

A son, Aliudd Nicholson (1788-1833), 
after serving in tho royal navy, devoted him¬ 
self to art. From 1813 to 18J 0 lie was in 
Ireland, hut about 1818 he settled in Lon¬ 
don, where he practised as an artist and 
teacher of drawing. In 1821 he made aslcetoh- 
ing tour through.North Wales and a part of 
Ireland, and in the following summer visited 
Guernsey, Jersey, and Yorkshire. His works, 
which are numerous hut generally small in 
size, are accurately drawn and highlyfinished, 
and in style much resemble those of his 
father. 

‘Six Yiews of Picturesque Scenery in 
Goathland,’ 1821, and ‘ Six Yiews of Pic¬ 


turesque Scenery in Yorkshire/1822 p u r 
lished at Malton, were the work of Gtanm 
Nicholson (1787-1878), probably Fianci* 
nephew and pupil, who died at Filey, 7 J uae 
1878, in his ninety-first year, and was buned 
at Old Malton. He was an indefatigable 
artist, but his pictures never attained any 
great excellence. * 

[Roget’s History of the Old Water-colour 
Society, vol. i.; Yorkshire County M.ig, 1891 
Graves's Diet, of Artists; Redgrave’s Diet of 
Artists of the Engl. School, Crofton CroWs 
Walk from London to Fulham,] A. if 


NICHOLSON, GEORGE (1700-1826) 
printer and author, born in 1700, was the son 
of John Nicholson, bookseller, who removed 
from Keighley in Yorkshire to Bradford in 
the same county in 1781, and set up the first 
printing press in Bradford. George began 
business with a brother at Bradford about 
1784, and afterwards acted on his own ac¬ 
count successively at Bradford, Manchester 
Poughnill, near Ludlow, and at Stourportin 
Worcestershire. He possessed great taste 
and originality as a typographer, and many 
of tho productions of his pross, especially 
those written or edited by himself, although 
published at a low price, were models of neat¬ 
ness and even of beauty. Many of them 
wore illustrated by pretty vignottos on wood 
by Thomas Bewick and others, and on 
oopper by Bromley. Some of his first pub¬ 
lications at Bradford were chap-books. He 
produced a serios of 126 cards, on which 
were printed favourite pieces. These cards 
were sold at a penny and throe halfpence 
each. When he removed to Manchester in 
1797, or earlier, he commenced the publica¬ 
tion of his ‘Literary Miscellany, or Selec¬ 
tions and Extracts, Classical anil Scientific, 
with Originals, in Prose and Verse.' Each 
number consisted of a distinct suhjeot, and 
tho whole aeries oxtended to about sixty 
ports, or twenty volumoa. Nicholson, who 
was a convinced vogetarian, died at Slour- 
port on 1 Nov. 1826, 

He was author or compiler of the follow¬ 
ing works: 1, ‘ On the Conduct of Man to 
Inferior Animals/Manebestor, 1797. 2. ‘On 
the Primeval Food of Man; Arguments in 
favour of Vegetable Food/ Poughnill, 1801, 
3. ‘ On Food/1803. 4. ‘ Tho A dvoeate and 
Friend of Woman.’ 6 . ‘ Tho Mental Friend 
and Rational Companion.’ 0. ‘Directions 
for the Improvement of tho Mind.’ 7. ‘ The 
Juvenile Preceptor, or a Course of Rudi- 
mentnl Reading,’ 1800, 3 vols. 8 . 1 Steno¬ 
graphy, or a Now Systom of Shorthand,’ 
Poughnill, 1800. This was written with the 
assistance of his brother Samuel, school¬ 
master, of Manchester. The system is 
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Afavor’s. 9.'The Cambrian Traveller’s Quids,’ 
Stourport, 1808,12mo; 2nd edition, 1812; Srd 
>dition, revised by the author’s son, the Rev, 
Emilius Nicholson, incumbent of Minaterley, 
Shropshire. 

[Gent, Mag. 1825, pt. ii. p. 642; Timperley’s 
Diet, of Printers, 1839, p. 896; Biog. Diet, 
of Living Authors, 1816, p. 251; Manchester 
Guardian, 28 Nov. 1874; Bradford Antiquaiy, 
1888 , p 281; Williams's Catena of Authorities 
on Flesh Eating, 1881, p, 190, Westby-GibBon’g 
Bibliogr. of Shorthand, 1887, p.142.] 0. W. 8. 

NICHOLSON, GEORQE(1796P-1889P), 
artist, was son of Mrs. Isabella Nicholson 
(n6e Wilkinson), and brother of Samuel and 
Isabella Nicholson. The whole family en¬ 
gaged in artistic work. The mother executed 
remarkable copies in needlework of well- 
known pictures. These were wrought in silk 
with the finest needles; and in some cases of 
landscapes the sky was painted on a back¬ 
ground of eilk velvet. A specimen of her 
work in the writer’s possession is a copy of 
‘ The Grecian Votary, by Nicholas Poussin, 
in the National Gallery. A similar copy of 
‘Belshazzar’s Feast’ and a portrait of 
George III were, with many other examples 
of Mrs. Nicholson’s handicraft, exhibited in 
Liverpool, and disposed of there about 1847. 

Between 1827 and 1838 George exhibited 
at the Liverpool Academy exhibitions some 
fifty drawings, mostly landscapes in water¬ 
colour or in pencil. With his elder brother 
Samuel (who drew with great skill with the 
lead-pencil, painted in water-colours, and 
taught drawing) he published: ‘ Twenty-six 
Lithographic Drawings in the Vicinity of 
Liverpool,’ fol. Liverpool, 1821; and ‘Plfis 
Newydd and Valle Crucis Abbey,’ 1824, 
plates, 4to. The illustrations were drawn in 
a fine line, and more resemble woodcuts than 
was usual in early lithographs. George is 
believed to have died about 1839. Samuel 
died from the effects of the bite of a mad dog 
about 1825. A sister, Isabella Nicholson, 
exhibited drawings in water-colour and pencil 
of flowers, birds, and occasionally landscapes, 
at the Liverpool Academy between 1829 
and 1845. 

[Liverpool Exhibition Catalogues; private in¬ 
formation.] A. N. 

NICHOLSON, ISAAC (1789-1818), 
wood-engraver, born at Melmesby in Cum¬ 
berland, in 1789, was apprenticed to John 
Bewick [q. v,], the famous wood-engraver, at 
Newcastle-on-Tyne. His work was entirely 
in the manner of his master, whose style he 
imitated more successfully than many of 
Bewick’s other pupils. lie copied some of 
Bewick’s ‘ Quadrupeds ’ with great success, 


and also his lithograph of 'The Cadger’s 
Trot.’ Other woodcuts by Nicholson are to 
he found in Hodgson’s ‘History of North¬ 
umberland,’ Flower’s ‘Visitation of the 
County of Durham,’ Watts’s ‘Hymns,’ &c. 
He also engraved on coppeT a trade-card for 
Robert Spencer, turner and carver, of New¬ 
castle. Nicholson died on 18 Oct. 1848, 
aged 59. 

[Redgrave’s Diet, of Artists; Hugo’s Bewick 
Collector.] L. C. 

NICHOLSON, JOHN (d 1638), pro- 
testant martyr. [See LiMBBBT.] 

NICHOLSON, JOHN (1730-1798), 
Cambridge bookseller, son of a farmer at 
Mountsorrel in Leicestershire, waB probably 
the ‘John, son of Edward Nichols (P) and 
Mary his wife,’ who was baptised at St. 
Peter’s Church,Mountsorrel, on 19Aprill730 
(parish register). On 28 March 1762 he mar¬ 
ried Anne, the only child of Robert Watts 
(A. 31 Jan. 1751-2), a bookseller in Cam¬ 
bridge, who started the first circulating 
library in the town about 1745. By this 
marriage he succeeded to Watts’s business 
and to his sobriquet of ‘Maps,’ which he 
had gamed by his habit of announcing him¬ 
self at the doors of his customers by calling 
out ‘ maps.’ Both business and habit were 
energetically continued by Nicholson, who 
acquired a large connection among the stu¬ 
dents of the university, supplying them with 
their class-books by subscription. He died 
on 8 Aug. 1796, and was buried in the 
ohurohyard of St. Edmund, Cambridge. 
His widow lived till 7 Feb. 1814. Nicholson 
was greatly respected in Cambridge. He 
was both a good tradesman and a generous 
friend, readily allowing the free use of his 
library to poor students, whom even his 
moderate ohaTges would have debarred from 
the privilege, His portrait, painted by 
Reinagle, hangs on the staircase of the uni¬ 
versity library. It was engraved by Cald¬ 
well in 1790, and the engraving was sold for 
the benefit of Addenbrooke’s hospital; an¬ 
other, engraved by Baldrey, is mentioned by 
Bromley. He was the subject of the follow¬ 
ing Greek hexameter, which was familiar to 
the undergraduates of his time: 

Mai fi airiy KdKiovffi Biol , iySpss Si NijcoXitdi', 

Some verses written on seeing his portrait 
over the door of a country library were 
printed in the ‘ Gentleman’s Magazine ’ 
(1816, ii. 618). Nicholson was succeeded in 
his business by his son John, who carried it 
on in the original shop in front of King’s 
College till 1807, when he removed to the 
comer of Trinity Street and St. Mary’s 
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Street. Retiring about 1821 (be died at 
Stoke Newington 26 April 1826), he waa 
succeeded by bis soiijlho third John' Niohoj> 
son (1781-1822). The last-mentioned was 
the author of two anonymously published 
plays : 1. ‘ Pectus and Arria,’ Cambridge, 
1809; a tragedy, which was announced 
for performance at Drury Lnne on 2 Jan. 
1812, but was never acted, and is described 
by Genest as ‘insipid to the last degree.’ 
2. ‘Right and Wrong,’ London, 1812, a 
comedy. William Nicholson, a printer of 
Wxebech, who died in 1792, was a brother 
of ‘ Maps.’ 

[Gent Mag. 1792, i. 91,1706, ii. 708 ; Notes 
and Queries, 8 rd ser. iv. 170-1, 376—7 ; Gun¬ 
ning’s Reminiscences of Cambridge, i. 198-200; 
Genest’s Account of the English Stage, viii. 274, 
x. 230.] B. 

NICHOLSON, JOHN (1790-1848), ‘the 
Airedale poet,’ eldest son of Thomas Nichol¬ 
son, was born at Weardley, near Harewood, 
Yorkshire, on 29 Nov. 1790. Receiving an 
elementary education at Eldwick, near 
Bmgley, whither his family had removed, 
and at Bmgley Grammar School, under Dr, 
Hartley, he became a wool-sorter in his 
father’s factory at. Eldwick, and followed 
that occupation to the end of his life, allow¬ 
ing for intervals when he was hawking his 
poems. In 1818 he left Eldwick for Red 
Beck, working at Shipley Fields mill until 
1822, when he removed to Harden Beck, 
near Bingley. Remaining for a short time 
at newnden, he went in 1833 to Bradford, 
and was employed in the warehouse of Titus 
(afterwards Sir Titus) Salt [q.v.] _ Through 
life Nicholson spent much time in dissipation, 
ne married his first wife, a Miss Driver of 
Cote, in 1810, and hei death shortly after¬ 
wards changed his character for a time, and he 
became a methodiat local preacher. Marry¬ 
ing again in 1813, he gradually resumed his 
intemperate habits, and had ssveral times to 
ba assisted by Mends, as well os by contri¬ 
butions from the Royal Literary Fund. His 
death, on 13 April 1843, was the result of a 
cold following upon immersion in the Airo. 
He is buried in Bingley churchyard, His 
second wife, by whom he had a large family, 
survived him thirty years, when she was ac¬ 
cidentally burned to death. 

Nicholson’s first published work was ‘The 
Siege of Bradford* (Bradford, 1821; 2nd 
edit, 1881), a dramatic poem which, along 
with a three-act drama. ‘The Robber of the 
Alps,’ he had written for the Bradford old 
theatre. There were one or two short poems 
in this work, but it was not until tho ap¬ 
pearance of ‘Airedale in Ancient Times’ 
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(Bradford, 1826) that Nicholson’s claim t 0 
rank ae a poet was generally recognised 
The success of this volume was unique, nj 
whole impression was sold in a few montk 
and a second edition followed in the s 2 
year. The poem, which gained for him the 
title of ‘the Airedale poet,’ is the best of hi 
larger pieces. It contains some fine descrip. 
tions of the scenery of the district and of 
the various stirring incidents connected with 
its history. It was followed by the publi¬ 
cation, mostly in pamphlet form, of separate 
pieces, such as ‘The Poacher,’‘The Lym 0 f 
15bor,’&c.,which were collected in a complete 
edition of his ‘ Poems,’ with a life hy John 
James, F.S.A., published at Bradford m I 844 
(secondodil.,Bmgley > 1870). Nicholson was 
a comparatively unaducatodman ; but, despite 
the consequent defectsof expression and com¬ 
position, some of his minor pieces ore gems 
of their kind, full of originality, grace, and 
feeling; and the local colouring of his verse 
has naturally made his name a ‘ houseikold 
word ’ in the West Riding. 

The best edition of Nicholson’s works, 
giving portrait and photographic illustrations 
of the text, is that edited by W. J. Bird 
(Bradford, 1876). Hia portrait was painted 
by his Mend, W. O. Geller, and a steal en¬ 
graving of it appears in tho editions of 1844 
and 1876. 

[Lives by John James and W. J. Bird as 
above; Soruton’s Pen and PeneilSkotehosof Old 
Bradford, which gives an illustration of his birth¬ 
place; private notes from “William Soruton, esq.l 

J. O. H. 

NIOHOLSON, JOHN (1821-1867), bri¬ 
gadier-general, eldest son of Dr. Alexander 
Nicholson, a physician of good practioe in 
Dublin, was born in that city on 11 Deo. 1821, 
Dr. Nicholson died in 1830, leaving a widow, 
two daughters, and five sons. The family 
moved to Lisburn, 00 . Wicklow, where Mrs. 
Nioholeon’s mothor, Mrs. Hogg, resided, and 
thence to Delgony, where good private tuition 
was obtained for the children. Nicholson wee 
afterwards sent to the college at Dungannon. 
His uncle, Jnmes Weir Hogg [q. v.l, obtained 
a cadetship for him in the Bongo! infantry, 
Be was commissioned as ensign on 24 Feb. 
1889, and embarked for India, arriving in Cal¬ 
cutta in July. He joined for duty at Bandras, 
and was attached to the 41st native infantry. 
In December 1889 he was posted to the 27th 
nativo infantry at Firospur. 

In Ootober 1840 he accompanied the regi¬ 
ment to Jalalabad in Afghanistan. In July 
1841 he went with the regiment io Peshawar 
to bring np a convoy under Major Broadfoot, 
and on the return of the regimont to Jalala¬ 
bad they were sent on to Rahul, and thence 
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to Ghazni, to join the garrison there under 
Colonel Palmer. When Ghazni was at¬ 
tacked in December 1841 by the Afghans, 
young Nicholson took a prominent part in 
the defence. The garrison was greatly out¬ 
numbered, and eventually had to withdraw 
to the citadel; there it held out until the 
middle of March, when Palmer felt com¬ 
pelled to make terms, and an agreement was 
signed with the Afghan leaders, by which a 
safe-conduct to the Punjab frontier was 
secured for the British troops. The British 
force was then placed in quarters in a part 
of the town just below tho citadel. Afghan 
treaohery followed. The British troops were 
attacked on 7 April. Lieutenants Craw¬ 
ford and Nicholson, with two companies of 
the 27th native infantry, were in a house on 
the left of those occupied by the British, and 
received the first and sharpest attack. They 
were cut off from the rest; their house was 
fired by the enemy, and they were driven from 
room to room, fighting against odds for their 
lives, until at midnight of 0 April they found 
themselves exhausted with fatigue, hunger, 
and thirst, the house nearly burnt down, lie 
ammunition expended, the plaoe full of dead 
and dying men, and the position no longer 
tenable. The front was in the hands of the 
enemy, but Nicholson and Crawford did not 
lose heart. A hole was dug with bayonets 
with muoh labour through the wall of the 
back of the house, and those who were left 
of the parly managed to join Colonel Palmer. 
The British troops, however, were ultimately 
made prisoners, the sepoys reduced to slavery, 
and the Europeans confined in dungeons and 
very inhumanly treated. In August they 
were moved to "Kabul, where they joined the 
other British captives, were kindly treated, 
and after a few days moved to Bamian. In 
the meantime Major-general (afterwards Sir) 
George Pollock Tq. v.] and Major-general 
(afterwards Sir) William Nott [q. v.] were 
advancing on Kabul, the one from Jalalabad, 
and the other from Kandahar, and the pri¬ 
soners, having opened communication with 
Pollock and bribed their gaolers, on 17 Sept, 
met the force which Pollock had sent to 
rescue them. 

On the return of the army to India, Nichol¬ 
son was made adjutant of his regiment on 
31 May 1848. In 1845 he passed the in¬ 
terpreters' examination, and was given an 
appointment in the commissariat. In this 
capacity he served in the campaign in the 
Satlaj, and was present at the battle of Firoz- 
shah, On the termination of the war Nichol¬ 
son was selected, with Captain Broome of 
the artillery, to instruct the troops of the 
Maharaja of Kashmir. The appointment was 


mode by the governor-general, Lord Hardtnge 
[sec Hatoinqh, Sir Henry, first Visgottni], 
at the request of Sir Honry Montgomery 
Lawrence [q. v.l Nicholson had made the 
acquaintance or both Ilenry and George 
Lawrence in Afghanistan; the latter had 
been a fellow captive, and the former, now 
at the head of the oouncil of regency of the 
Punjab, had not forgotten the young subal¬ 
tern he had met at Kabul. 

Nicholson reached Jammu on 2 April 
1846, and remained there with Maharaja 
Gulfib Singh until the end of July, when he 
accompanied Mm to Kashmir. The Sikh 
governor, however, refused to recognise the 
new maharaja, and Nicholson only avoided 
capture by hastily making his escape by one 
of the southern passes. Lawrence himself 
put down the insurrection, and in Novem¬ 
ber Nicholson was again settled at Kashmir, 
officiating in the north-west frontier agency. 
In December Nicholson was appointed an 
assistant to the resident at Lahore. He left 
Kashmir on 7 Feb. 1847, and went to Mul¬ 
tan on the right bank of the Indus. Later 
he spent a few weeks with his chief, Henry 
Lawrence, at Lahore, and in June was sent 
on a special mission to Amritsar, to report 
on the general management of that district. 
In July he was appointed to the charge of 
the Bind Sfigur Doab, a country lying be- 
tweon the Jhelam and the InduB. Hie first 
duty was the protection of the people from 
the chiefs; his next, the care of the army, 
with attention to discipline and drill. In 

Abfatt to move a force upon Simalkand, 
whose chief had in vain been cited to answer 
for the murder of women and children at 
Balrhar. Nicholson arrived on 8 Aug. and 
took possession. He was promoted captain 
on 20 MaToli 1848. In the spring of 1848 
Mulraj rebelled, and seized Multan. As the 
summer advanced the rebellion spread, and 
Nicholson, who at the time was down with 
fever at Peshawar, hurried from Mb sick bed 
to secure Attak. ne mode 0 forced march 
with sixty Peshawar horse and 160 newly 
raised Muhammadan levies, and arrived at 
Attak just in time to save the place. From 
Attak ne scoured the country, putting down 
rebellion and bringing mutinous troops to 
reason, But he felt uneasy at leaving Attak, 
and, at Ms request, Lawrence sent Lieu 
tenant Herbert to Mm to act aa governor of 
the Attak Fort. On Herbert’s arrival on 
1 Sept., Nicholson at once started off for the 
Margalla Pase to stop Sirdar Chattor Singh 
and Ms force, and turn them hock. The 
defile was commanded by a tower, which 
Nioholson endeavoured to storm, leading the 
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assault; but he was wounded, audhismen fell 
back, The garrison were, however, suffi¬ 
ciently scared to evacuate the place during 
the night. 

When the second Sikh war commenced 
Nicholson’s services were invaluable. He 
provided boats for Sir Joseph Thackwell to 
cross the Chenab and supplies for his troops, 
and kept him informed of the movements of 
the enemy. At Ghilianwalah he was with 
lord Gough [see Gouen, Sir Henry, first 
Viscount], to whom he rendered services 
which were cordially acknowledged in the 
despatch of the commander- in-chief. Again, 
at the crowning victory of Qujrat, he earned 
the thanks of his chief. With a party of irre¬ 
gulars on 23 Feb. 1849 he secured nine guns 
of the enemy. He accompanied Sir Walter 
Raleigh Gilbert [q. v.] in his pursuit of the 
Sikhs, and day by day kept Lawrence informed 
of the movements of the force, For his ser¬ 
vices hewas promotedbrevat-major on 7 June 
1849. On the annexation of the Punjab, 
Nicholson was appointed a deputy-commis¬ 
sioner under the Lahore board, of which Sir 
Henry Lawrence was president. In De¬ 
cember 1849 he obtained furlough to Europe, 
and left Bombay in January 1860, visiting 
Constantinople and Vienna, and arriving in 
England at the end of April. During his 
furlough he visited the chief cities of conti¬ 
nental Europe, and studied the military 
systems of the different powers. He re¬ 
turned to India at the end of 1861, and for 
the next five years worked as an administra¬ 
tive officer at Bonnu, being promoted brevet 
lieutenant-colonel on 28 Nov. 1864. The 
character of hiB frontier administration was 
very remarkable. He reduced the most igno¬ 
rant and bloodthirsty people in the Punjab 
to such a state of order and respeot for law 
that in the last year of his charge there 
was no crime of murder or highway robbery 
committed or even attempted. Lord Dal- 
housie [see Ramsay, James Andrew Begun, 
1812-1860] Bpoke of him at this time as 
‘a lower of strength.’ Sir Herbert Ben¬ 
jamin Edwardes [q. v.] thought him as 
fit to be commissioner of a civil division 
as general of an army. He personally im¬ 
pressed himself upon the natives to such an 
extent that he was made a demigod. A 
brotherhood of falrirs in Hazara abandoned 
all forms of Asiatio monachism, and com¬ 
menced the worship of ' Nikkul Seyn.’ The 
sect had originated in 1848, when Nicholson 
was scouring the country between Attok 
and the Jhelam, making almost incredible 
marches, and performing prodigies of valour 
with a mere handful of followers. On meet¬ 
ing Nicholson the members of the sect would 


fall at his feet as their spiritual guide (gurul 
In spite of Nicholson’s efforts to stop tbs 
by imprisonment and whipping, the Nikkul 
Seynis remained as dovoted as ever. Tbs last 
of the original disciples dug his own grave 
and was found dead in Harripur in Hazara 
in 1868. 

When the Indian mutiny broke out and 
tbe news of the outbreak at Mirat and the 
seizure of Delhi reached the Punjab in l[ av 
1867, Nicholson was deputy-commissioner at 
Peshawar, _ At once movable columns under 
Chamberlain and Reed were formed, while 
Cotton, Edwardes, and Nicholson watched 
the frontier. In May the news of the out¬ 
break of two native regiments at Nawshahra 
reached Peshawar. The sepoy regiment at 
Peshawar waB at once disarmed, and Nichol¬ 
son accompanied a column to Martian to deal 
with the mutinous 66th native infantry from 
Nawshahra. No sooner did the force appear 
near Mard&n than the mutineers fled towards 
the hills of Swat. Nicholson, with a handful 
of horsemen, pursued and charged them. 
They broke and dispersed, but the detached 
parties were followed to the borders of Swat, 
whero a remnant escaped. 

On the appointment of Brigadier-general 
Chamberlain to the post of adjutant-general, 
Nicholson woe selooted to succeed him, on 
22 June 1867, in the command of the Punjab 
movable column, with the rank of brigadier- 
general. He joined the column ot Phillenr. 
There were two suspected sepoy regiments 
in the force whom it was necessary to disarm 
without giving them a chance to mutiny 
and massacre, or to break away beforehand 
with their arms. Nicholson ordered the 
whole column to march on Delhi, and so 
arranged the order of march that the sus¬ 
pected regiments believod themselves to be 
trusted, but, on arriving at the camping- 
ground, found themselves in front of the 
guns and surrounded by the rest of the 
force. They were at once ordered to pile 
arms, and only eight men even tried to 
escape. On 28 June Nicholson, with the 
movable column, left Phillaur and returned 
to Amritsar, arriving on 6 July. Here 
Nicholson heard that a regiment bad risen 
at Jhelam, and that there had beon a revolt 
at Sidlkot, in which many Europeans had 
been murdered. These mutineers, having 
cast off their allegiance to the British go¬ 
vernment, were hastening to join the revo¬ 
lutionary party at Delhi. Nicholson deter¬ 
mined to intercept them. He mado a rapid 
march with European troops under a July 
sun to Gurdaspdr. At noon on 12 July 
he found the rebels at Trimmu Ghaut, In 
less than half on hour the sepoys were in 
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fall retreat towards tlio Ravi river, leaving 
over three hundred killed and wounded on 
the field. Nicholson had no cavalry, and 
was unable to give chase. Tie therefore 
withdrew to Gnrdaapiir. The rebels re¬ 
formed on the other side of tho river. 
Nicholson found on the 14th that the mu¬ 
tineers hod taken up a position on an island 
in the Ravi river, and had run up a battery 
at the water’s edge. By the 16th Nicholson 
had prepared boats in which to cross to the 
island. He advanced his guns to the river- 
bank and oponed a heavy fire, drawing tho 
attention of the enemy, while he got his 
infantry across to one extremity of the 
island, and, placing himself at their head, 
advanced upon the enemy. The battery was 
carried and the gunners bayoneted. Soon 
the mutineers were all either killed or driven 
into the water. 

Nicholson returned to Amritsar with the 
column, and then wenl on to Lahore. He 
arrived at Lahore on 21 July and received 
orders to march his force on Delhi without 
delay. On 24 July he rajomod tho movable 
column. The following clay he crossed the 
Bias river, and pushed on rapidly. When 
ike column approacliod Tvarnal ‘he posted 
on ahead, by desire of General Wilson, who 
was commanding at Delhi, in order that he 
might consult with him. After examining 
all tho posts and batteries round Delhi he 
rejoined his column, and marched with it 
into the camp at Delhi on 14 Aug. 

Apprehending that the enemy were man¬ 
oeuvring to get at the British rear, Nicholson 
was directed to attack them. Ho marohed 
ont in very wet weather; the way was 
difficult, and he had to cross two swamps 
and a deep, broad ford over a branch of the 
Najafgarh. In tlio afternoon of 25 Aug, 
he found the enemy in position on liia front 
and left, extending some two miles from the 
canal to the town of Najnfgarli. Nicholson 
attacked the left centre, forced the position, 
and swept down the enemy's line of guns 
towards the bridge, putting the enemy (six 
thousand strong) to flight, and capturing 
thirteen guns and the enemy’s camp equipage, 
Congratulations poured in. General Wilson 
wrote to thank him. Sir John Lawrence 
telegraphed from Lahore: ‘ I wish I had tho 
power of knighling you on the spot. It 
should he done.' In further proof of his 
appreciation of Nicholson’s services, the chief 
commissioner wrote to him on 9 Sept, that 
he had recommended him for the appoint¬ 
ment of commissioner of Leia, 

On the morning of 14 Sent, the assault of 
Delhi took place, and Nicholson was selected 
to command the tnaiu storming party. The 
vox,, xxv. 


breach was carried, and the column, headed 
by Nicholson, forced itB way over the ram¬ 
parts into the city, and pushed on. The 
streets wero swarming, and the housetops 
alive with the enemy, and Nicholson’s com¬ 
manding figure at the head of his men 
oflured only too easy a mark. A sepov, from 
the window of a house, shot him through 
the chest, He desired to be laid in the 
shade, and not to be carried hade to camp 
till Delhi had fallen. It was soon apparent 
that Delhi would not fall without a pro¬ 
longed struggle, and Nicholson, who was in 
great agony, was placed on a litter and 
carried to a hospital tent. He lingered until 
23 Sept. He had not completed his thirty- 
sixth year, On his death-bed he was in¬ 
dignant at the injustice done to Alexander 
Taylor the engineer, and said: * If I live 
through this, I will let the world know that 
Taylor took Delhi.’ His body was buried in 
the new burial-ground in front of the Kash¬ 
mir Gate, and near Ludlow Castle. A 
marble slab, with a suitable inscription, was 
erected over his grave by his friends, An 
obelisk to his memory was afterwards ereotcil 
on the site of the tower which commanded 
Margalla Pass, where lie was wounded. 

There was a consensus of opinion as to 
Nicholson’s merits among those best qualified 
to judge, both soldiers and civilians. Bri¬ 
gadier-general Gotten announced his death 
in general orders in terms of the warmest 
eulogy, while Sir Robert Montgomery wrote 
to Sir Herbert Edwardes on 2 Oct. .* * Tour 
two best friends have fallon, the two great 
men, Sir Henry [Lawrence] and Nioholaon. 

... Had Nicholson lived, he would as a com¬ 
mander have risen to the highest post. Ho 
lmd every quality necessary for a successful 
commander: energy, forethought, derision, 
good judgment, and courage of the highest 
order/ The governor-general in council 
expressed the sorrow of the government at 
the loss sustained in the death, of this very 
meritorious officer, whose recent successes 
had pointed him out as one of the foremost 
among many whose loss the state had lately 
had to deplore. The queon commanded it to 
he announced that if Nicholson had survived 
he would have been made a Iv.O.B. The 
Eaat India Company, in recognition of his 
servioes, voted his mother a pension of 500/. 
a year. 

With a tall, commanding figure, a hand¬ 
some face, and a bold, manly bearing, Nichol¬ 
son looked every inch a soldier. He had an 
iron constitution, was fearless in danger, and 
quick in action. He inspired confidence and 
won affoction, and throughout life was ani¬ 
mated by a sincere religions faith. 


H H 
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[L. J. Tiofter’s Life of Nicholson, 1897, Indi.i 
Office Records : Dee.pal dies; Kayo’s Indian Offi¬ 
cers, Kaye’s Sepoy War, Mnlloym's Hist. Indian 
Mutiny; Notes on the Revolt in the North-West 
Provinces of India ; An Officer's Narrative of the 
Siege of Delhi.] Ii. H. V. 

NICHOLSON, JOSIIUA (1812-1886), 
sillt manufacturer and philanthropist, son of 
Joshua and Rachel Nicholson, was bom on 
2G Oct. 1812 at Luddendcn Foot, near Halifax. 
He exhibited remarkable business aptitude 
during his apprenticeship to a draper at Brad¬ 
ford, and quickly filled a responsible position. 
From his earliest years he devoted much time 
to study. After leaving Bradford he resided 
for a short time in Huddersfield, and thenoe 
passed to Leek, Staffordshire, in 1887. For 
many years he travelled over the United 
Kingdom in the interests of ihc celebrated 
silh manufacturing firm, J. & .). Brough & 
Co., of Leek. He was soon indispensable to 
his employers; he was admitted to a partner¬ 
ship ; the title was changed to J. & J. Brough, 
Nicholson & Co., and Nicholson ultimately 
became its head. He had worked up the 
business into the most important house in 
the trade. 

Nicholson wbb a nonconformist from prin¬ 
ciple, and an earnest supporter of the inde¬ 
pendent or congregational churches. In 
politics he was a progressive radical, and for 
many years was president of the North Staf¬ 
fordshire Liberal Association. He bolioved 
in the efficacy of education, and in 1881 he 
announced his intention of building at Leek 
an institute, which was to include a free 
library,reading-rooms, art galleries,museum, 
and lecture-rooms and an art school, to he as 
nearly free as possiblo. The Nicholson In¬ 
stitute was completed in 1884 at a cost of 
20,0007., and was opened in that year. In 
1887 the town of Leek took it over in part 
under the Free Libraries Act, but Nichol¬ 
son’s family continued the endowment for I en 
years. The library contains eight thousand 
volumes, and 860 students attend the schools 
of art, soience, and technology. Nicholson 
died on 24 Aug. 1885. 

[Leek Times, 10 Nov. 1881; Staffordshire 
Weekly Sentinel, 16 Sept. 1882 j Leek Timos, 
18 Oet. 1881; Staffordshire Advertiser, 18 Oct. 
1881; Leek Times, 20 Aug. 1886 ; Leok Poet, 
10 Oct. 1801.] K. P. 

NICHOLSON, Sin LOTHIAN (1827- 
1893), generah third son of George Thomas 
Nicholson of Waverley Abbey, Surrey, and 
Anne Elizabeth, daughter of William Smith, 
M.P.forNorwioh, was bom atHam Common, 
Surrey, on 19 Jan. 1827. lie was educatod 
at Hr. Malleson’s school at Ilove, Brighton, 


In 1814 he entered the Royal Military Aca¬ 
demy at Woolwich. On 6 Aug, 1816 hena" 
gazetted a second lieutenant in the corps U | 
royal engineers, and on 20 Jan. 1847 he 
was promoted first lieutenant. Aftsr going 

through the usual course oi'professional stud? 

at Chatham, he was sent, in January 1840 t‘ 0 
North America, and spent the following two 
yearsbetween Halifax,Nova Scotia, and New 
Brunswick. On his return to England he 
was quartered at Portsmouth, and on 1 April 
18S6 was promoted second captain. In Jnh 
he was sent to the Crimea, lfe served in the 
trenches during the last month of the siege 
in command of the 4th oompany royal engi¬ 
neers. He commanded the mime company in 
the expedition to Kinburn, carried ont the 
operations for the demolition of the docks 
of Sebastopol, was twice mentioned in des¬ 
patches (£ond. Gazette, 21 Dec. 1868 and 
16 Feb. i860), and received for his services 
the war medal with clasp, the Turkish medal, 
and the fifth order of Iho Medjidie. While 
in the Crimea he was promoted brevet major 
on 2 Nov. 1866. 

Nicholson returned home in June 1866, 
and was quartered at Aldershot, where he 
was employed in laying out the nBw camp. 
On 6 Oct. 1857 he embarked with the 4th 
company royal engineers for Calcutta to take 
part in the suppression of the Indian mutiny 
On arrival in India he joined Lord Clyde, and 
served for some time on his staff. He re- 

B the suspension bridge over the Kali 
, on the road to Fal ligark, and eo enabled 
a rapid march to bo mode on that place, and 
large quantities of stores and other govern¬ 
ment property to be secured. Hewaspesent 
at the engagement of the Alambagh, and at 
the siogo and final capture of Lucknow, whan 
he was in command of the royal engineerson 
the left hank of tho rivor, and constructed the 
bridges over the Gumti. Nicholsonremained 
at Lucknow as chief engineer to Sir Hope 
Grant, He was engaged in tho operations 
in Oudh, was presont at the action of Bari, 
and took an active part in the subjugation of 
the Torai. lie was superintending the con¬ 
struction of bridges and roads when, while 
out shooting, his gun exploded, and he per¬ 
manently injured his hand. For his services 
iu the mutiny he recoived the medal, and 
was promoted brovot lieutenant-colonel on 
20 July 1868. He was five timos mentioned 
in despatches by Lord Clyde, Sir James 
Outram, and Sir Hope Grant {Lend. Gazette, 
8 March, 80 April, 26 May, 28 July 1868, 
and 24 March 1869). lie was made a O.B. 
in 1869, and given the! distinguished serviae 
reward. \ 

Nicholson returned tt^England in May 
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]859, and on 20 June became a first captain 
in the corps. He was stationed in tlie Isle 
of Wight, and was employed in the construc¬ 
tion or the defences of the Solent. In 1801 
]xe was appointed commanding royal engi¬ 
neer of the London or home district. On 
20 July 1866 he was promoted brevet colo¬ 
nel, and in October was sent to Gibraltar. 
After two years there, Nicholson was sum¬ 
moned home to take up the staff appoint¬ 
ment of assistant adjutant-general of royal 
engineers in Ireland. He remained in Dub¬ 
lin for nearly four years. On 27 Jan. 1872 he 
■was promoted regimental lieutenant-colonel, 
and given the command of the royal engineers 
at Shomclitfe. On 1 Oct. 1877 he was pro¬ 
moted major-general, and on 1 Oot. 1878 was 
appointed lieutenant-governor of Jersey, and 
to command the troops there, He held the 
appointment for five years. On 10 Oct. 1881 
he was promoted lieutenant-general. 

On quitting Jersey in 1883 he was un¬ 
employed until 8 July 1886, when he re¬ 
ceived the appointment of inspector-general 
of fortifications and of royal engineers in 
succession to Lieutenant-general Sir Andrew 
Olarke. During the time Nicholson held this 
important office the defence of the coaling 
stations abroad was in progress, and he 
initiated the works for revising and improv¬ 
ing the defences of the United Kingdom 
under the Imperial Defence Act, and for the 
reconstiuction of barracks under the Bar¬ 
racks Act. In 1887, on the occasion of the 
queen’s jubilee, he was made a K.C.B. 

On 26 March 1891 Nicholson was appointed 
governor and comnmuden-in-chief of Gibral¬ 
tar. There he died on 27 June 1803, after a 
short attack of fever. He was buried, with full 
military and civil honours, in the cemetery at 
Gibraltar. Nicholson married in London, on 
2-1 Nov. 1864, Mary, daughter of the first 
Baron Romilly. By her he had seven sons 
and throe daughters, who, with their mother, 
survived him. 

Possessed of a good constitution, and full 
of energy, Nicholson enjoyed an active life, 
and delighted in fleldsports. With an intense 
esprit da corps he combined a wide sympathy 
with the other branches of the service, and 
he interested himself in many philanthropic 
efforts. 

A portrait is to be placed in the mess of 
the royal engineers at Chatham, 

Nicholson contributed the following papers 
to * The Professional Papers of the Corps of 
Royal Engineers,’ new ser. vi. 31, ‘Demoli¬ 
tion of Docks at Sebastopol; ’ ii.p. 130, 'Re¬ 
port on Defences of Kinburn and the Opera¬ 
tions which led to their Surrender; ’ viii. 64, 
‘Reports on the Demolition of the Fort of 


Tutteah;’ ib. p, 94, ‘Bridge of Boats across 
the Gogra.’ 

[Royal Engineers Corps Raaords, War Office 
Records; Malleson’s Indian Mutiny, vol. ti. j 
Despatches; Gibraltar Gazette, 27 and 28 Juno 
1893; Royal Engineers’ Journ. August 18931 

R H. V. 

NICHOLSON, MARGARET (1760 P- 
1828), assailant of George III, daughter of 
George Nicholson, a barber, of Stockton-on- 
Tees, Durham, was housemaid in three or 
more families of good position, one of her 
places beinginthe service of Sir JohnSebright 
t Memoirs of Sir It. M. Keith). About the time 
of her leaving her last place she was deserted 
by her lover, a valet, with whom she ia eaid 
to have misconducted herself in a former 
situation. She then lodged in the house of a 
stationer named Fisk, at the comer of Wig- 
more Street, Marylebone, where she remained 
about three years,supporting hersolfbytaking 
in plain needlework. Although Fisk aftei- 
wards stated that ‘ she waB very odd at limes,’ 
neither he nor any of her acquaintances sus¬ 
pected her ofinsanity. However, in July 1786 
Bhe sent a petition, which was disregarded, to 
tho privy council, containing nonsense about 
usurpers and pretenders to the throne. On 
the morning of 2 Aug. Bhe stood with the 
crowd that waited at the gardon entrance to 
St. James’s Palace to see the Mng arrive from 
Windsor. As he alighted from his carriage 
she presented him with a paper, which he re¬ 
ceived, and at the same moment made a stab 
at him with anoldivory-handled dessert knife. 
The king avoided the blow, which she im¬ 
mediately repeated. This time the knife 
touched his waistcoat, and, being quite worn 
out, bent against his person. One of the royal 
attendants seized her arm and wrenched the 
knife from her. As she was in some danger 
from the bystanders, the king, who remained 
perfectly calm, cried out, ' The poor creature 
is mad ; do not hurt her, she has not hurt me.’ 
She was at onco examined by the privy coun¬ 
cil, and, Dr. Monro having declined to state 
offhand that she was insane, she was com¬ 
mitted to tho custody of a messenger. It was 
supposed that she was at the time about 
thirty-six years old (Jesse). On her lodgings 
being searched letters were found directed to 
some great persons, and expressing her belief 
that she had a right to the throne, On the 
8th she was again brought before the privy 
council, and two physicians having declared 
that she was insane, she was the next day com¬ 
mitted, on their certificate, to Bethlehem, or 
Bedlam,Hospital, orders being riven that she 
should work if in a fit state to oo so. On the 
18th she was reported to have been very quiet 
in the hospital, and to have been supplied 

n h 2 
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whli -writing materials,-which slie had asked 
for. She remained in Bedlam until her death 
on 14 May 1828 (date kindly supplied by 
Dr. R. Percy Smith, chief suparinleiulrut of 
Betlilohom Koynl Hospital). Early in 1811 
Percy Bysshe Shelley ftp v.] and Tlimnas 
Jetl'eraon Hogg [q. v.J, then undorgradunles 
at Oxford, publishod a thin volumo of bur¬ 
lesque venee, entitled 'Posthumous Frag¬ 
ments of Margaret Nicholson, edited by hor 
nephew, John Fitz Victor,’ Oxford, 1810,4to. 

[Anim.ilUegihtd’, 1786, pp. 233 231, Smyth’s 
Memoirs of Sir R. At Keith, ii. 180, AuckLnd 
Cnrrospondonco, 1 .162,389: Sir N. W. Wrox fill's 
Momoirs, i. 206, iv, 863, ed, 1884 j Bnrnoy’s 
(iUucLinu d'Aridity's) Momoirs, lii. 46,47; Jesse’s 
Momoirs of Qooi-go III, ii. 632-7; Sinocton’s 
Biographi .1 Cunosii, with poitrait and drawing 
of the knife, p. 01, High Treason committed by 
M N., fol. sheet (Brit. Mue.)] W. H. 

NICHOLSON, PETER (1766-1844), 
mathematician and archil ect, was the son of 
a stonemason, and was horn at Prestonkirk, 
East Lothian, on 20 July 1766. He was 
educated at the village school, whore he 
showed considerable talent in mathematics, 
and studied geometry by himself far in ad¬ 
vance of what was (aught at the school. At 
the age of twelve he commenced to assist 
his father,hut, the work proving uncongenial, 
he was soon after apprenticed to a cabinet¬ 
maker at Linton, Haddingtonshire, where 
ho sur\ ed for four years. Ilis apprenticeship 
ended, he worked as a journeyman in Edin¬ 
burgh, at the bainc time diligently studying 
mathematics, and at about the ago of twenty- 
four procoeded to London. Ilis fellow work¬ 
men, recognising his suporior ingenuity, ap¬ 
plied to him for instruction, and he accord¬ 
ingly opened an evening school for mocha nics 
in Berwick Street, Soho. Succeeding in his 
enterprise, he was onabled to produce Tiis first 
publication,‘The Oarponter’s New Guido,’for 
which he engraved his own plates, In it ho 
made known an original method of construct¬ 
ing groin ft and niches of complex forms. In 
1800 lie proceeded to Glasgow, where he 
practised for eight years as an architect. He 
removed to Carlisle in 1806, and, on the 
recommendation of Thomas Telford [q, v.], 
he was appointed architect to the county of 
Cumberland. lie superintended the building 
of the new court-houses at Carlisle, from de¬ 
signs by Sir Robert Smirlte [q. v.] In 1810 he 
returned to London, and began to give private 
lessons in mathematics, land surveying, geo¬ 
graphy, navigation, mechanical drawing, 
fortification, &c., and produced his ‘Archi¬ 
tectural Dictionary.’ lie commenced in 1827 
a work rallod * The School of Architecture 
and Engineering,’ designed to he completed 
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in twelve numbers, but the bankruptcy oftj^ 
publishers prevented more than five innate, 
appearing. Nicholson lost lionvily, and p ln ! 
ljably on that, account went m isgq to reside 
at Morpeth, Northumberland,on a small pro¬ 
perty left to him by a relative. In 1832 ho 
removed to NewcaRlle-on-Tyno, where ho 
opened a school. But, ho was apparently n ot 
pecuniarily successful, for in ,Tlily 1831 a sub- 
scription was raised in the town and 320/. 
presented to him. nif, abilities were also ie- 
cognisedbyhis election inl835 ns president of 
the Newcastle Society for the Promotion of 
the Fine Aid s, and many other local hononu 
were bestowed on him. He died at Carlisle 
on 18 June 1844, and was buried in Christ 
Church graveyard, where a plain headstone 
marks the spot. A monument to his memory, 
by Robert William Billings [q.v.l was erected 
in Iho Carlisle cemetery in 1856 (of. Edin¬ 
burgh Building Chronicle for 1856, p, 175), 

Nicholsou was twico married. By his fiiet 
wife, who died at Morpeth on 10 Aug, 1882, 
he had one son, Micnael Angelo (noticed 
bolow), and by his serond wife a son and 
daughter, who survived him. 

Nicholson’s life was devoted to the im¬ 
provement of the mechanical processes m 
building. Ilis great ability as a mathema¬ 
tician enabled lnm to simplify and generalise 
many old methods, besides invontmg new 
ones. He formulated rules for finding sections 
of prisms, cylinders, or cylindroids, which 
onablod workmon to execute handrails with 
greater facility and from less material than 
previously. For his improvements in the 
construction of handrailing the Society of 
Arts voted him their gold modal in April 
1814. He was the first author who treated 
of the methods of forming t lie joints, and 
the hingoing and the hanging ol doors and 
shutters, ana was also tho first to notice that 
Grecian mouldings were conic sections, and 
that the volutos of Tonic capitals ought to be 
composed of logarithmic spirals, lie gene¬ 
ralised and enlarged t ho methods of Philibert 
do L’Ormo and Nicholas Goldmann for de¬ 
scribing revolutions botwoen any two given 
points in a given radius, and was tho in¬ 
ventor of the application of orthographical 
projection to sohcls in general. His invention 
of the centrolinuad for uso in drawing per¬ 
spective views procured for him the nun of 
twenty guineas from the Society of Arts in 
May 1814, and of a silver modivlror improve¬ 
ments in the same instrument in tho follow¬ 
ing year. 

Nicholson was a claimant to tho invention 
of a method for obtaining tho rational roots, 
and of approximating to the irrational roots, 
of an equation of any order whatsoever. He 
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had been led to the effort by a mathematician 
of the name of Tlieophilus Iloldred, who 
showed him a method of his own, which to 
Nicholson appeared much confused. He then 
devised a plan on different lines, which the 
latter agreed to publish at the end of his 
own tract. Nicholson becoming dissatisfied 
with Holdred’s proceedings, published his 
own plan in his ‘ Rudiments of Algebra’ in 
1810. On 1 July 1819 a paper on the same 
subject by Leonard Homer Tq. v.] was read 
before the Royal Society. Nicholson con¬ 
sidered that Homer’s paper contained the 
substance of what he had just published, and 
wrote an account of the matter in the intro¬ 
duction to his ‘Essay on Involution and 
Evolution ’ in 1820. The qu cstion of priority 
of invention is discussed in the * Companion 
to the British Almanack,’ 1889, pp. 48-6. 
He invented a new method of extracting the 
cube root, which is given in the ‘ Civil En¬ 
gineer,’ 1844 (p. 427). Nicholson never suc¬ 
ceeded in turning his knowledge to pecuniary 
advantage. He was too apt to make use of 
his materials in more than one publication, 
aud was involved in a chancery suit for some 
years, having violated his promise of making 
no further use of the plates in his ‘Architec¬ 
tural Dictionary.’ Towards the end of his life 
he entered into controversy with Sir Charles 
Fox [q. v.], engineer, as to his claim to having 
discovered a sure rule for the construction 
of the oblique arch. But Nicholson’s mind 
was already enfeebled, and he proved unable 
to defend himself. 

As an architect Nicholson did some useful 
work. The best of his executed designs are 
those for Oaatleton House and Corby Castle, 
both near Carlisle, a coffee-house at Paisley, 
additions to the university of Glasgow, ana 
he laid out the town of Ardrossan in Ayr¬ 
shire, intended as a fashionable bathing-place. 
Plans and elevations of all these are given 
in his ‘ Architectural Dictionary,’ ii. 102-3, 
774, 800. He also erected a timber bridge 
over the Clyde at Glasgow, and several dwell¬ 
ing-houses in the city. 

His useful publications, most of which 
went through several editions both before and 
after his death,include: 1. ‘The Carpenter’s 
New Guide,’London, 1792,1797,1801,180S, 
1808,1885; Philadelphia, 1848,1854; Lon¬ 
don and Philadelphia, 1854,1866; London, 
1867. 2. ‘The Carpenter’s and Joiner’s As¬ 
sistant,’ London, 1792, 1793, 1797, 1798, 
1810. 8.‘Principlesof Architecture, London, 
1796-8,1809,1836,1841,1848 (ed. Joseph 
Gwilt [q. v.]) 4, ‘The Student’s Instructor,’ 
London, 1804, 1828, 1887, 1846. 5. 'Me- 
ohanicalExereisos,’London, 1811,1812,1819, 
and under the title of ‘ The Moohanio’s Com¬ 


panion,’ London, 1824; Oxford, 1825; Phila¬ 
delphia, 1856. 6. ' Architectural Dictionary,’ 
London, 1812-19, 1835, 1852-4 (edited and 
largely rewritten by Lomax and Gunyon, 
1855,1857-62). The titles vary in the several 
editions; the last three contain portraits from 
a painting by W. Derby. 7. ‘A Treatise on 
Practical Perspective,’ London, ] 815. 8. ‘An 
Introduction to the Method of Increments,’ 
London, 1817. 9. ‘ Essays on the Combina¬ 
torial Analysis,’ London, 1818. 10. ‘The 

Rudiments of Algebra,’ London, 1819,1824, 
1887,1889. 11. ‘ Essay on Involution and 
Evolution,’London, 1820 (for which Nichol¬ 
son received the thanks of the Acadfimie des 
Sciences at Paris). 12. ‘ Treatise on the Con¬ 
struction of StaircaseB aud Handrails,’ Lon¬ 
don, 1820,1847. 18. ‘ Analytical and Arith¬ 
metical EssayB,’London, 1820,1821. 14. ‘Po¬ 
pular Course of Pure andMixedMathematics,’ 
London, 1822,1823,1825. 15. ‘ Rudiments 
of Practical Perspective,’ London and Oxford, 
1822. 16. ‘The New and Improved Prac¬ 
tical Builder and Workman’s Companion,’ 
London, 1828,1887 (edited by T. Tredgold), 
1847,1848-60,1853, 1861 (with a portrait 
by W. Derby). 17. ‘The Builder and Work¬ 
man’s New Director,’ London, 1824 (with 
portrait by T. Heaphy), 1827, 1834, 1836; 
Edinburgh, 1843; London, 1848. 18. ‘ Tho 
Carpenter and Builder’s Complete Measurer,’ 
London, 1827 (with portrait). 19, ‘ Popular 
and Practical Treatise on Masonry and Stone- 
oatting,’ London, 1827, 1828, 1835, 1838. 
20. ‘ The School of Architecture and En¬ 
gineering,’ five parts, London,1828 (withpor- 
troit). 21. ‘ Practical Masonry, Bricklaying, 
and Plastering’ (anon.), London, 1830 (re¬ 
vised by Tredgold. The portion on plaster¬ 
ing was supplied bv R. Robson, a journeyman 
plasterer). 22. ‘ Treatise on Dialling,’ New¬ 
castle, 1888, 1836. 23. ‘Treatise on Pro¬ 
jection, with a Complete System of Isomu- 
tricol Drawing,’ Newcastle, 1887; London, 
1840, 24. ‘ Guide to Railway Masonry,’ 
Newcastle, 1889; London, 1840,1840; Car¬ 
lisle, 1846; London, 1860 (with portrait by 
Edward Train). 25. 1 The Carpenter, Joiner, 
and Builder's Companion,’ London, 1846. 
26. ‘Carpentry’ (anon.), London, 1849,1857 
(edited by Arthur Ashpitel; the hook also 
contains works by other hands). 27. ‘ Car¬ 
pentry, Joining, and Building,’ London, 1851. 

With John Rowbotham Nicholson pub¬ 
lished ‘A Practical System of Algebra,’ 
London, 1824,1881,1837,1844,1855,1868, 
and a key to the same iu 1825; and with 
his son, Michael Angelo Nicholson, ' The 
Practical Cabinet Maker, Upholsterer, and 
Complete Decorator,’ London, 1826. 

Nicholson also wrote articles on orohiteo 
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toe, carpentry, masonry, perspective, projec¬ 
tion, stereography, slereotomy, &o.,for Rues’s 
‘ Cyclopiodia,’ and on carpentry for Brew¬ 
ster’s ‘ Edinburgh Encyclopedia,’ For both 
these works he prepared many of his own 
plates. He contributed to the ‘ Philosophical 
Magazine’ in 1798 'Propositions respecting 
the Mechanical Power of the Wedge ’ (pp, 
816-819). 

Mtohadi. Angelo Nicholson (d. 1812), 
architectural draughtsman, son of Peter, 
studied architectural drawing at the school 
of P. Brown in Wells Street. He engraved 
plates for his father’s works and articles in 
cyclopedias, and lithographed in 1826 the 
folio platos for Inwood’s ‘Erechtheion,’ Be¬ 
tween 1812 and 1828 he exhibited architec¬ 
tural drawings at the Royal Academy. _ A 
plan and elevation for a house at Carstairs, 
.Lanarkshire, designed by him, are given in his 
father’s ‘ New Practical Builder,’ 1823, p.560. 
On the title-page of his ‘Five Orders’ ha 
describes himself as professor of architecture 
and porspectivo. IIb kept a school for archi¬ 
tectural drawing in Melton Place, Euston 
Square. He claims to have improved the 
centrolinoad invented by his father, and to 
have invented the inverted trammel, an in¬ 
strument for drawing ellipses, ne died in 
1842, leaving a large family. Besides ‘ The 
Practical Cabinet Maker ’ published with his 
father, his worke includo: 1. ‘The Carpentor 
and Joiner’s Companion,’London, 1820 (with 
Derby’s portrait of his father). 2. ‘The Five 
Orders, Geometrical and inPerspeclive,’ Lon¬ 
don, 1834. 8. ‘The Carpenter’s and Joiner's 
New Practical Work on Handrailing,’ Lon¬ 
don, 1880. 

[Diet, of Arohitecture; Chambers’s and Thom¬ 
son's Biog. Diet, of Scotsmen; Civil Engineer, 
1840 pp. 182-3, 1844 pp. 426-7; memoir sup¬ 
posed to have beBn written by his son-in-law, 
and prefixed to the Builder and Workman's Now 
Director (reprintedin thoMechanics' Mag. 1825); 
Builder, 1846 p.S14,1849 pp. 616-6; Philosophi¬ 
cal Mag. 1837 pp. 74,167; Eeporfc of the British 
Association. . .held in Cambridge in 1833, Lon¬ 
don, 1834 p. 842 ; Boyal Academy Catalogues, 
1812,1817, 1828, 1820,1828,• bibliographies of 
Watt, Lowndos, and Allibonej library catalogues 
of Sir John Soane’s Musourn, Koyal Institute of 
British Architects, Institution of Civil Engineers, 
Trin. Coll. Dublin, South Kensington Museum, 
the Advocates at Edinburgh, Bodleian, Brit. 
Mus.; information from the Bov, J. T. Suttie, 
of Christ Chureh, Carlisle,] B. P. 

NICHOLSON, RENTON (1809-1801), 
known as the Lord Chief Baron, was born in 
a house opposite to the Old Nag’s Head ta¬ 
vern in the Ilackuey Road, London, 4 April 
1809, and educated under Henry Butter, the 
author of the * Etymological Spelling Book’ 


At tho age of twelve he was apprenticed to 
a pawnbroker, and was employed until lggQ 
by various pawnbrokers. About March 1880 
he started in business as a jeweller at 
99 Quadrant, Regent Street, but on 1 Dec 
1831 he became insolvent, end paid the first 
of many visits 1 o the King’s Bench and White- 
cross Street prisons. On one occasion, after 
being released from tho latter prison, he was 
in so destitute a condition that for several 
nights he slept on the doorstep of the Bishop 
of London’s house in St. James'B Square, He 
afterwords picked up a living by frequenting 
gambling-rooms or billiard-rooms, and in the 
summer months went speeling, i.e., playmg 
roulolte in a tent on racecourses. lie after¬ 
wards kept a cigar shop, and subsequently 
became a wine merchant. Finally, a printer 
named Joseph Last of Edward Street, Hamp¬ 
stead Road, employed him to edit ‘The 
Town,’a weekly paper, the first number of 
which appeared on Saturday, 3 Juno 1887, 
It was a society journal, doaling with flash 
life. The last issue, numbered 160, appeared 
on Saturday, 23 May 1840. In the mean¬ 
time, in conjunction with Last and Charles 
Pitcher, a sporting character, lie had started 
‘ The Grown,’ a weekly paper supporting the 
bear-sellers, which enmo to an untimely end 
with No. 42,14 April 1839. 

In partnership with Thomas Bartlett 
Simpaon, In 1B41 he opened the Garrick’s 
Head and Town Hotel, 27 Bow Street, 
Oovent Garden, and in a lurge room in this 
house, on Monday, 8 March 1841, established 
the woll-known Judgo and Jury Society, 
where ho himself soon presided, under the 
title of ‘ Tho Lord Chief Baron.’ Memhevecf 
both houses of parliament, statesmen, poets, 
actors, and others visited the Garriok’s Head, 
and it was not an uncommon occurrence to 
see the jury composed of puors and mem¬ 
bers of the lower house. The trials were 
humorous, and gave occasion for much real 
eloquence, brilliant repartee, fluent satire, 
and not unfrequenlly for indecent wittioism. 
Nicholson’s position as a mookjudge was one 
of tho sternest realitios of eccentric history, 
Attorneys when suing him addressed lum as 
‘my lord.’ Sheriffs’ officers, whon oxoculing 
a writ, opologisod for the disagreoablo duty 
they wore compelled to perform ‘ on the court.’ 
On 81 July and 1 and 2 Aug. 1843 he gave a 
three days’ fdte at Oremome Gardens. 

In 1844 the Judge and Jury Society was 
removed to the Coal Hole, Fountain Court, 
103 Strand, and the entertainment was 
varied by tho introduction of mock elections 
and mock parliamentary debates. At various 
times Niobolson ‘ went circuity' and held Ms 
courtinprovinoialtowus. Duringthesummer 
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months he attended Epsom, Ascot,Hampton, 
and other racecourses, -with a large tent, in 
which he dispensed refreshments. He was 
also a caterer at Camberwell and other fairs, 
where he had dancing booths. 

In 1846 he was back at tbe Garrick’s 
Head, where he added to his usual attrac¬ 
tions poses plaatiques and tableaux vivanls. 
His wife died at Roulogne, 16 Sept. 1849, 
and shortly afterwards he rented the Justice 
Tavern in Bow Street. Again in difficulties, 
he accepted an annual salary to preside at 
the Garrick’s Head, till July 1861, when he 
became landlord of the Goal Hole, and held 
his court three times a night. His last re¬ 
move was to the Cider Cellar, 20 Maiden 
Lane, on 16 Jan. 1868, opening his court 
and nis exhibition of poses plastiques on 
22 Jan. 

He died at the house of his daughter, Miss 
Elisa Nicholson, proprietress of the Gordon 
Tavern, 8 Piazza, Covent Garden, on 18 May 
1861. He wrote: 1. ' Boxing, with a Chro¬ 
nology of the Ring, and a Memoir of Owen 
Swift,’ 1837. 2. ‘ Cockney Adventures,’ 1838. 
8. 'Owen Swift’s Handbook of Boxing,' 
1840, anon. 4. 1 Miscellaneous Writings of 
the Lord Chief Justice,’pt. i. May 1849, with 
ortrait; came out in monthly numbers. 

. ‘Nicholson’s Nodes, or Nights and Sights 
in London,’ 1862, eleven numbers. 6. 'Bom- 
bey and Daughter: a Moral Picture,’ 1868. 
He was also proprietor and editor of 1 Illus¬ 
trated London Life,’ 1843, which ran to 
twenty-five numbers. 

[The Lord Chief Baron Nicholson, an Auto¬ 
biography, 1860; Notes and Queries, 1870 4th 
bBr. vi. 477, 1871 vii. 18, 286, 327, and 7 Jau. 
1893, pp. 3-6; Boss's Pointed Paces On and Off, 
1892, pp. 103-8, with portrait; Miles'b Pugilis- 
tica, 1880, vol. i. p. xii; Vizetelly's Glances 
Back, 1893, i. 168-70, &c. In the Bachelor’s 
Guide to Life in London, p, 8, and in the Illus¬ 
trated Sporting News, 21 May 1864, pp. 120, 
133, are views of the Judgo and Jury Club. In 
Illustr. London Life, 28 May 1843, p. 126, is a 
view of the Garrick's Head booth at Epsom, and 
in 11 June, p. 161, a view of Nicholson's parlour 
in the Garrick’s Head.] G, O. B, 

NICHOLSON, RICHARD {d. 1639), 
musician, was the first professor of music at 
Oxford under the endowment of William 
Heather [q. v.] He supplicated for the de¬ 
gree of Mus. Bao, at Oxford in February 
1595-6 (Wood), and about the same time 
became organist and choruB-master of Mag¬ 
dalen College. The music lectureship was 
founded in 1626, when he was appointed 
professor. He resigned his post of organist 
m 1639, and died in the same year. He 
composed several madrigals, one of which, 


' Sing Shepherds all,’ is printed in Money’s 
* Triumphes of Oriana,’ 1601. 

[Wood's Athena Oxunienses (Bliss), ii. 266; 
Biog. Diet, of Musicians, 1824; Grove's Biot, of 
Musicians, i. 735, ii, io5 ; Bloiam's ^Register of 
Magdalen College, Oxford; Williams's Degrees 
in Music, pp. 30, 74.] J. C. H. 

NICHOLSON, SAMUEL (J. 1600), 

g oet and divine, was perhaps the Samuel 
’icholson of Catharine Hall, Cambridge, 
who graduated B.A. 1597-8. He took orders, 
and describes himself in 1602 os M.A. Ni¬ 
cholson has been identified with the author 
of 'Acola&tus Ms After-Witte. A. Poem by 
S. N.,’ London, 1000 j privately reprinted 
by J. O. Halim oil, London, 1866, and by 
Dr. Grosart (1876). The ‘ Epistle Dedicatory’ 
is addressed to ‘ hie dears Achates Master 
Richard Worburton.’ The poem consists of 
446 stanzas, each containing Bix decasyllabic 
or hendecasyllabic lines, and is of much in¬ 
terest on account of the doubtless conscious 
plagiarisms from Shakespeare ('Rape of Lu- 
crece’ and ‘Venus and Adonis’), and in a 
smaller measure from Nash’s ‘Pierce Penni¬ 
less’ and other works (cf. J. P. Ooliieb, 
Bill. Account, ii. 46, and Geosabt, Introd.) 
Nicholson, in his dedication to Richard War- 
burton, describes the work as ‘ the first home 
of my barren invention, begotten in my an- 
ticka age ’ [i.e. sportive years]. 

Nicholson also published: ‘ God’s New 
Yeeres Gift sent into England, ortheSumme 
of the Gospell eontaynd in these Wordes, 
" God so loved the world that he hath given 
his only begotten sonne that whosoever be- 
leaveth in him should not perish, but should 
have life everlasting,” John iii. 1; the First 
Part written by Samuel Nicholson, M. of 
ArteSj’ London, 1602, small 8vo. It is a 
devotional treatise, puritan in tone, but not 
in sermon form. 

[Information from the Bev. B. M. Sarjeantson, 
rector of St. Sepulchre’s, Northampton, and from 
J.W. dark, the registrar, Cambridge; Cooper's 
Atheuaa Cant. ii. 309; Collier’s Bibl. Account of 
Early English Lit. ii, 48; Hazlitt’a Handbook of 
Early English Lit. p. 420; Beprinfca of Acolaatus 
by Grosart and Halliwell; Amoe’e Typogr. Antiq. 
(Herbert),p. 1385; Bitson’s Bibl. Poet, p. 287-] 

W. A 8. 

NICHOLSON, THOMAS JOSEPH 
(1646-1718), the first vicar-apostolic of Scot¬ 
land, sonof SirThomasNicholsonof Kenmay, 
Aberdeenshire, by Elizabeth Abercromby or 
Birkenbog, Banilshire, was born at Birken- 
bog in 1645, Having devoted himself to 
literary pursuits, he was chosen one of the 
regents or professors of the university ot 
Glasgow, and he held that office for nearly 
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fourteen years. In. 1682 lie joined tho Roman 
communion, and proceeded to Padua. After¬ 
wards lie studied thoology for tkreo years, 
and in 1086 was admitted to koly orders. In 
December 1687 he returned as a missionary 
priest to Scotland. At the revolution in 
November 1688 he was apprehended, and, 
after being in prison for some months, was 
banished to the continent. For three years 
he was confessor in a convent of nunb at 
Dunkirk In May 1694 the Congregation 
Be Propaganda Mde resolved that a bishop 
should be appointed to govern the Scottish 
mission, and on 24 Aug. m that year Nichol¬ 
son was nominated bishop of Peristackium 
in partibus infl&elium , and tlio first vicar- 
apostolic of all Scotland. He was conse¬ 
crated at Paris on 27 Peb. 1894-6. In No¬ 
vember 1098 he came to England, but was 
apprehended in London immediately on his 
arrival, and kept in confinement till May 
1097. On his liberation ho proceeded to 
Edinburgh, and entered on the exercise of 
his episcopal functions, which he discharged 
without much molestation for upwards ol' 
twenty years. During his latter years he 
resided generally at Presliome, ill the "Enziu, 
Banffshire, wliero he died on 28 Oct. (N.S.) 
1718. He was succeeded in tho vicariate- 
apostolic by .Tames Gordon (1004-1746) 
[q. v.], bishop of Nicopolis. 

[Blakhal's BrioIFu Narration of tho Services 
done to Three Noble Ladyos, pref. p. xxviil; 
Brady’s Episcopal Succession, iii. 486; Oatholio 
Directory, 1804, p. 80; London and Dublin 
Weekly Orthodox Journal, 1837, iv. 83; Sfco- 
tlierl's Oatholio Mission in Scotland, p. 1.1 

T. O. 

NICHOLSON, WILLIAM (1691-1672), 
bishop of Gloucester, the sou of Christopher 
Nicholson, a rich clotkiur, was horn at Strat¬ 
ford St. Mary, Suffolk, on 1 Nov, 1691, He 
became a chorister of Magdalen College, Ox¬ 
ford, in 1698, and received his education in 
the grammar school attached to the college, 
lie graduated B.A. in 1611, and M.A, 1016. 
Ho was a bible clerk of the college from J 612 
to 1616. In 1014 he was appointod to tho 
college living of New Shoreham, Sussex. He 
held the office of chaplain at Magdalen from 
1610 to 1018. He was also chaplain to 
Ilonry, carl of Northumberland, during his 
imprisonment in tho Tower, from 1000 to 
1021, on suspicion of complicity in the gim- 
powdor plot, and was tutor to his sou, Lord 
Percy. * Delighting in grammar, 1 in 1610 he 
was appointed master of the free school at 
Croydon, ‘where his discipline and powers of 
instruction were much oelebmted.’ Ho held 
the post till 1629, when he retired to Woles, 
having been proBonted to the rectory of Llan- 


dilo-Vawr, in Carmarthenshire,in 1620, In 
1044 he was made ai ohdeacon of Brecon.' The 
year before he had been nominated a memter 
of tho assembly of divines, probably through 
the interest of the Earl of Northumberland 
but he speedily withdrew, together with the 
groat or part ofthe episcopalian clergy (Nbai 
Puritans, iii. 47). When deprived of hispie-’ 
ferments by the parliament he maintained 
himself by keoping a private school, winch he 
carried on in partnership with Jeremy Tayloi 
[q, v.] ond William Wyatt [q. v.], afterwaids 
precentor of Lincoln, at Newton Hall ('Col¬ 
legium Nowlouiouse'), in the parish of Lien- 
fihangol, in Carmarthenshire. Heber saj s 
‘ their success, considering their remote situa¬ 
tion and tho distresses of tlio t imes, nppearato 
have been not inconsiderable ’ (Ultima, Lift 
of Jeremy Taylor , vol. i. pp. xxvi, cccxiii). 
Wood speaks of ‘several youths most loyally 
educated there, and afterwards sent to the 
universities.’ One of those was Judge John 
Powell [q. v.], ‘who boro a distinguished port 
in the trial ofthe seven bishops’ (i‘4.) Row 
long this scholastic partnership lasted is lin¬ 
ear! ain, but it, came to an ond long befoie 
the Restoration. Meanwhile, like kit, friend 
Taylor, he uctivoly employed his pen hi the 
defence of t lie docl vine and discipline of the 
church of England, and in illustration of hep 
teaching. Ills ‘ Exposition of tho Apostles' 
Crood ’ and ‘Exposition of thu Church Cate¬ 
chism’ were both writ Lon for tlio instruction 
of liis former parishioners at Llnndilo. 

At tlio Restoration Nicholson returned to 
his parish, and resumed his former prefix 
ments, to which was added a residentiary 
oanouryot St,. Davids. In L001 he was con¬ 
secrated bishop of Gloucester by Sheldon, 
bishop of London, and Ere wen, archbishop of 
York, oil 0 Jan.,in Henry Vil a chapel. He 
is said to have owed liis appoint mont to Loul 
Clarendon, whom Wood maliciously insinti- 
ateshuhud bribed with 1,000/, (Wood, Atons 
0.i on. iv. 826). Buck a charge,however,is en¬ 
tirely inconsistent wit h all wo know of Nichol¬ 
son's character; liis' unshukoiiloyalty andbold 
and pertinacious defence of tho church during 
its most helpless and hopoloss depression 
had givon him strong and legitimate claims 
on the patronageoftlio government’ (Iinnns, 
Life of Taylor, p. eccxiii). Nicholson him¬ 
self, in tho preface to his ‘ Exposition of the 
Church Catechism,’ with groator probability 
ascribes his promotion to Sheldon, The 
rovonuo of the sue being small, he was allowed 
to hold his archdoaconry a nd oanoury togethBP 
with the living of Bishops Cleave in common ■ 
dam. He preaohed in Westminster Abbey 
on 20 Deo. 1661, at the fuuoral of Bishop 
Nicolas Moult, brother of the Duke of Albs- 
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marie, who had been consecrated with him 
in the preceding January. Evelyn, who was 
present, describes it as ‘ a decent solemnity * 
(Evelyn, Diary, i. S81). He was appointed 
to the sinecure rectory of Llausantiroid-yn- 
Jlechan in Montgomeryshire in 1603. Ac- 
cordingto Baxter, though not a commissioner, 
he attended the meetings of the Savoy con¬ 
ference, and 1 spake once or twice a few words 
oalmly’ (Kbnnett, Register, p. 508). His 
treatmentof the nonconrormistsin his diocese 
was conciliatory. He connived at the preach¬ 
ing of those whom he had reason to respect, 
and offered a valuable living to one of them if 
he would conform (ib. pp. 816,817,918). He 
was the ‘ constant patron’ of the great theo¬ 
logian, Dr. George Bull [q. v.L who, at his 
earnest request, was presented by Lord Cla¬ 
rendon to a living in his diocese, In 1663 he 
caused a new font to be erected in Gloucester 
Cathedral, and solemnly dedicated it. For 
this he was attacked in a scurrilous pamphlet, 
entitled ‘ More News from Rome* (Wood, 
Athena Oxon. iii. 950 n.) Nicholson’s name 
is quoted as an authority in the controversy 
nstothe authorship of 1 Eikon Basilike.’ After 
her husband’s death in 1062 the widow of 
Bishop Gauden settled in Gloucester, nnd, 
on the occasion of her receiving the holy 
communion,the bishop, 'wishing to be fully 
satisfied on that point, did put the question 
to her, and she solemnly affirmed that it was 
wrote by her husband’ (Woedswokth, Who 
wrote IkonBasilike? pp. 31,32). ne died on 
6 Feb._1672, aged 80, and was buried in a side 
chantry of the lady-chapel at Gloucester, in 
which his wife Elizabeth, who predeoeased 
him on 20 April 1603, had also been interred. 
A monument was erected by his grandson, 
OwenBrigstoclre, ofLechdenny, Carmarthen¬ 
shire, with an epitaph by his friend Dr, Bull, 
describing him as 1 legenda scribens, fuciens 
scribenda' (see Hebdr, Life cf Taylor, p. 
cccxiv). He is described as one who ‘ had the 
reputation of a right learned divine, conver¬ 
sant in the fathers and sohoolmen, and excel¬ 
lent in the critical part of grammar; proved 
by his works to he a person of great erudition, 
endowed with prudence and modeBtv, and of 
a moderate mind’ (Wood, Athena Oxon. iii. 
960, iv. 848; Salmon, Lives of English Bishops, 
p. 267). 'He had all the merit necessary to 
fill so great a station in the church to the 
best advantage, having at heart the good of 
his church and the honour of his clergy; a 
great encourager of learning and of learned 
men’ (Nelson, Life of Bull, pp. 44,176). 

He published: 1, ‘A plain Exposition of 
the Church Catechism,’ 1055 (re-issued in 
the library of Anglo-oatkolic theology). 
2.‘ Apology for the Discipline of the Ancient 


Church,’ 1669. 3. 1 Plain Exposition of the 
Apostles’ Creed’ (dedicated to Bishop Shel¬ 
don), 1601. 4.' Easy Analysis of the whole 
Book of Psalms,’ 1602. 

[Bloxaiu’s Registers of Magdalen, i. 29 ; Pos¬ 
ter’s Alumni Oxon. 1600-1714, iii. 1072; Godwin 
de Prsssul. ii. 134; Britton’s Gloucester Cathe¬ 
dral, p. 88; Memoir prefixed to the Exposition 
of the Catechism, Lib. Anglo-catholic Theolc^y.] 

NICHOLSON, WILLIAM (1753-1816), 
man of science and inventor, bom in 1753 
in London, where his father practised as a 
solicitor, was educated in North Yorkshire. 
At the age of sixteen he entered the service 
of the East India Company, in whose ships 
he made two or three voyages to the East 
Indies before 1778. After that date he was 
employed for two years in the country trade 
in India. Returning home in 1776, he be¬ 
came commercial agent in Europe for Josiah 
Wedgwood, the celebrated porcelain manu¬ 
facturer, but soon afterwards settled in 
Loudon, where he Btarled a school of mathe¬ 
matics. Here hepursuedhis scientific studies 
and experiments, while ho employed his 
leisure in translating from the French and 
compiling various historical and philo¬ 
sophical works. 

His first publication was an' Introduction 
to Natural Philosophy,’ 2 vols., London, 
1781, a hook which soon superseded Row- 
ning’s ‘ System of Natural Philosophy ’ as on 
elementary class-book. He next brought out 
a new edition of ‘Ralph’s Survey of the 
Public Buildings of London and Westmin¬ 
ster, with additions,’ London, 1782; and this 
waB followed by‘The Histoiv of Avder Ali 
Khan, Nabob Buhader; or "New Memoirs 
concerning the East Indies, with Historical 
Notes,’ 2 vols., London, 1783. His 'Navi¬ 
gator’s Assistant,’ 1784, was intended to 
supersede Moore’s ‘PracticalNavigator,’ hut 
met with little success. His ‘Abstract of 
the Arts relative to the Exportation of 
Wool,’ 1780, was followod in 1787 by his 
communication to the Royal Society of ‘ The 
Principles and Illustration of an advan¬ 
tageous Method of arranging the Differences 
of Logarithms, on Lines graduated for the 
purpoBB of Computation,’ 1787 (Phil. Trans. 
lxxvii. 246). There Nicholson gave examples 
of several mathematical instruments, in¬ 
cluding a rule consisting of ten parallel lines, 
equivalent to a double line of numbers up¬ 
wards of twonty feet in length; secondly, a 
beam compass for measuring intervals; 
thirdly, a Gunter’s scale; and fourthly, a cir¬ 
cular instrument, which was a combination 
of the Gunter’s line and sector, with im¬ 
provements rendering it superior to either. 
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I 11 1788 appeared. Nicholson’s 1 Elements of 
Natural History and Chemistry, translated 
into English, with Notes, and an Historical 
Preface,’4vols., a work taken from the Count 
de Fourcroy’s ‘ Lejons d’Histoire Naturelle 
etde Chimie,’ 1781, together with a supple¬ 
ment * On the First Principles of Chemistry,’ 
1789. It was about this time that he in¬ 
vented an ingenious form of areomoter, and 
patented an instrument which boro his name, 
and was long in use by experimental che¬ 
mists in all laboratories until superseded by 
Beaume’a hydrometer. Tn 1788 Jean Hya¬ 
cinths de Magellan [q. v.] entrusted to Nichol¬ 
son the manuscript memoirs of the Count do 
Benyowsky, a Hungarian adventurer who 
was shot hy the French in May 1786 at Foule 
Point in Madagascar. Nicholson wrote along 
introduction to these memoirs, which wore 
published in 1790, 2 vole. 4to. A recent 
edition of the first part of this work was 
edited by the present writer in 1893. 

In scientific resoaroh Nicholson attained 
some important results. Like Carlile and 
Bitter, he discovered the chemical action of 
the galvanic pile; and he communicated to 
the Royal Society in 1789 two papers on 
electrical subjects: ‘A Description of an 
Instrument which, hy the turningof aWineh, 
produces the two Slates of Electricity with¬ 
out Friction or Communication with ihe 
Earth’ {Phil. Trans, lxxviii. 403); and‘Ex¬ 
periments and Observations on Electricity ’ 
(i'i. lxxix. 306). In thesame year he reviewed 
the controversy which had arisen over Richard 
Kirwan’s celebraled essay on Phlogiston, 
and published a translation of the advorso 
commentaries by the French academicians 
Lavoisier, Mongo, Borthollot, and Guyton 
de Morveau, viz. ‘ An Essay on Phlogiston, 
to which are added Notes,’ London, 1789. 

Nicholson was now living in Rod Lion 
Square, London, where lie acted as a pal out 
agent, and took out four patents for in vent ions 
ofhis own, in 1790,1802,1800, and ] 813 (tho 
last was not completed). On 29 April 1790 
he patented (No. 1748) a machine for printing 
on linen, cotton, woollen, and other articles, 
hy means of ‘ blocks, formes, types, plates, 
and originals, which were to bo firmly im¬ 
posed upon a cylindrical surface in the same 
manner as common letter is imposed upon a 
fiat stone.’ ‘ From the mention of '* colour¬ 
ing cylinder” and "paper-hangings, floor¬ 
cloths, cottons, linens, woollens, leather, 
skin, and every other flexible material ” men¬ 
tioned in the specification, it would appear/ 
writes Dr, Smiles, ‘ as if Nicholson’s inven¬ 
tion wero adapted for calico-printing and 
paper-hangings, ns well as for the printing 
of books. But it was novor used for any of 


these purposes, It contained merely ft, 
register or an idea, and that was all/ j/ 
seliemo was never in practical operation'W 
Bennet Wood croft, in his introductory oW 
ter to ‘Patents for Inventions in PrmtinT’ 
credits Nicholson’s patens with prodneino 
‘ an entire revolution in the mechanismo( 
the art.’ It was not until seventeen years 
af I orwards that Friedrich Konig oonsulted 
Nicholson as a patent agent about registerinv 
his invention of a cylinder printing press for 
newspapers. Nicholson’s next published work 
was a translation of Chapters book, ‘Ele- 
ments of Chemistry/ 3 vols., London, 1795 
and he also brought out ‘A Dictionary of 
Chemistry, exhibiting the Present State of 
the Theory and Practice of that Science, its 
Application to Natural Philosophy, the Pro¬ 
cesses of Manufactures . . . with a number 
of Tables/ 2 vole. 4to, London, 1796; and 
two years aft erwards he commenced his well- 
known ‘Journal of Natural Philosophy, Ohe- 
mietry, and the Arts, including original 
Papors by Eminent Writers, and Reviews of 
Books, illustrated with numerous Engrav¬ 
ings,’ 1797-1802, Ito ; 1802-16, 8 vo. ° 

About 1799 he opeuod a school in Soho 
for twenty pupils; but after some years it 
declined, owing to Nicholson’s diversified 
interests. TIb concent ratod much of his at¬ 
tention on planning tlio West Middlesex 
waterworks, and ho sketched arrangements 
for the supply of Porlsmouth and Gosport 
from the Hpnngs at Bodliampton and Farlmg- 
ton, under the Fortsdown Ilills. Re after¬ 
wards engagod in a similar undertaking for 
the borough of Southwark. In 1790 be also 
published a work translated from the Spanish 
‘ On tho Bleaching of Cotton Goods by Oxy¬ 
genated Muriatic Acid; ’ and ‘ Experimental 
Enquiries concerning tho Lateral Communi¬ 
cation of Motion in Fluids/ 1799, from the 
French of Joan Baptiste Vonturi. His next 
publications were ‘ Elements of Ohomistrv, 1 
1800; ‘ Synoptic Tables of Chemistry,’ fol, 
1801 ; and ‘ A General System of Chemical 
JKnowledgo/1804, all translated, with notes, 
from Foureroy’s ‘ Systome des Oonnaissancra 
Ohimiques/ &c. An account of ‘Mr. ¥. 
Nioliolsoti’s attack in his “Philosophical 
Journal ” on Mr. Winsor and his National 
Light and Iloat Company/ 12mo, was pub¬ 
lished anonymously in 1&)7. 

In 1808 he printed ‘ A Dictionary of Prac¬ 
tical and Thoorotical Chemistry with 
Platos/ &c., formed on the basis of his earlier 
‘ Dictionary/ but ‘ an entirely new work,' 
This was the foundation of Ure’s ‘ Diction¬ 
ary/ which was published in 1821, avowedly 
on ‘ tho basis of Mr. Nicholson’s; ’ a book 
which lias boon carried on in successive 
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editions to the present day [see Ueb, An- 
deew], Nicholson’s name was also attached 
to a great work, ‘The British Encyclopaedia, 
or Dictionary of Arts and Sciences,’ 6 vols., 
London, 1809 j hut this was an undertaking 
of some London booksellers, framed in oppo¬ 
sition to a ‘Dictionary of Arts and Sciences’ 
thenbeing issued under the name of Dr.George 
Gregory. NeitherGregory nor Nicholson took 
any very active share in the compilations to 
which their names were attached. 

Nicholson had become engineer to the 
Portsea Island Waterworks Company, and 
in 1810 he quarrelled with the directors. He 
published * A Letter to the Proprietors of 
the Portsea Waterworks, occasioned by an 
Application made to them by the Assigns 
under an Aot for bringing WatBr from Dar¬ 
lington.’ Soon after this he fell into ill-health, 
and, after a lingering illness, died in Char¬ 
lotte Street, Bloomsbury, on 21 May 1816. 

Nicholson shared thB common fate of pro¬ 
jectors : he was continually occupied in use¬ 
ful work, hut failed to derive any material 
advantage from his labours, and was gene¬ 
rally in embarrassed circumstances. His 
habits were studious, his manners gentle, 
and his judgment uniformly calm and dis¬ 
passionate. The soundness of the numerous 
opinions which ha expressed as a scientific 
umpire was unquestioned. 

[New Monthly Mag. iii. 669, iv. 76; Gant. 
Mag. 1816 pt. i. p. 670,1618 pt. i. pp. 70, 802 ; 
Biog. TJniversalle; Smilos’s Mon of Invention and 
Industry, pp. 164,177,194, 202; Biog. das Oon- 
temporaina, 1824; Watt's Bibl. Brit.; Aikin’s 
General Biogr.; Biogr. Diet, of Living Authors, 
1816; Phil. Trans, xc. 878; Thomson’s Hist. 
Boy. Soc.; Thomson’s HiBt. of Chemistry, 1881; 
Nichols’s Lit. Anecdotes, v. 376.] S. P. 0. 

NICHOLSON, WILLIAM, (1781- 
1844), portrait-painter and etcher, was horn 
at O vingham-on-Tvne on 26 Doc. 1781. He 
was the second of the four sons of James 
Nicholson, schoolmaster, of Ovingham, and 
Elizabeth Orton his wife. His paternalgrand- 
father, John Nicholson, had h,een tenant of 
the farm of Whitelee, in the parish of Els- 
don, Northumberland, His father having 
been appointed master of the grammar school 
in Newcastle, the family removed to that city, 
and at an early age William went to Hull, 
where he made his earliest attempts in art, 
executing miniatures of several of the officers 
of a regiment stationed there. He appears 
to have been mainly, if not entirely, self- 
educated in art; but his sketch-books show 
how careful and constant had been his study 
of the works of the best masters in public 
and private galleries. He next returned to 
Newcastle, and began, in 1808, to exhibit in 


the Royal Academy with ‘ A Group of Por¬ 
traits, &c., Servants of O. J. Brandling, M.P. 
Gosforth House, Northumberland.’ In 1816 
his contributions included a seated, full- 
length portrait of Thomas Bewick, the wood- 
engraver, which was engraved by Thomas 
Ransom; and he contributed to the Royal 
Academy for the last time in 1822. Mean¬ 
while he had painted many portraits of mem¬ 
bers of the old. families of Northumberland. 
By 1814 he had removed to Edinburgh, where 
he practised as a miniaturist and painter in 
oils, but especially attracted attention by his 
very delicate and spirited water-colour por¬ 
traits, which were his finest works, and where, 
in 1821,he married Maria,daughter of Walter 
Lamb of Edinburgh. In 1814 he sent to 
the seventh of the Edinburgh exhibitions of 
pictures, organised by the Associated Artists, 
eight works—genre, architectural, animal, 
landscape and portraits, including the above- 
mentioned portrait of Bewick, In the follow¬ 
ing year he was represented by twenty works, 
including portraits of Hogg, the Ettrick 
Shepherd, and Tennant the poet, and his 
name appears in the catalogue as a member 
of the Edinburgh Exhibition Society; and 
inl816he exhibited portraits of Daniel Teiry 
the actor, the Earl of Buchan, and a second 
portrait of Hogg, along with other twenty 
works, In April 1818 he began to publish, 
from 36 George Street, a series of ‘ Portraits 
of Distinguished Living Characters of Scot¬ 
land, drawn and etched by William Nichol¬ 
son,’ from his portraits and those by other 
painters. Two parts only, with text, of three 
plates each were issued; but further publica¬ 
tion in that form was discontinued, though 
the artist continued to produce in the imme¬ 
diately succeeding years a few other etchings 
from his portraits, and in 1886 an edition of 
seven subjects was printed in America by 
the artist’s son, Mr. W. L. Nicholson, of 
Washington City, whopossessed the original 
plates, Nicholson’s etchings include por¬ 
traits of Sir Walter Scott, Hogg, Lord 
Jeffrey, George Thomson, Professor Playfair, 
Professor John Wilson, Sir William Allan, 
P.R.S.A., James Watt the engineer (in his 
eighty-second year, 1817); and among them 
was a reduced copy of Nasmyth’s original 
portrait of Robert Bums, and a very striking 
reproduction of one of Sir Henry Raeburn’s 
own portraits of himself. In his prospectus 
the artist states that‘in the mode of execution, 
he has endeavoured to follow a middle style, 
combining, to the utmost of his power, the 
freedom of the painter’s etohing (and in this 
respect, of course, holding up Vandyke and 
Rembrandt to himself as bis models), with 
Hie finish of a regular engraving.’ Theheads 
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are carefully modelled, and they were con¬ 
sidered successful as likenosses. In 1821 
Nicholson sent to the first modem exhibition 
of the Institution (afterwards the Royal In¬ 
stitution) for the Encouragement of the Fine 
Arts in Scotland, portraits of (Sir) William 
Allan (afterwards), P.R.S.A., in Tartar cob- 
tume, Sir Thomas Dick Lauder and his wife, 
and Sir Adam Ferguson j and in 1826 he exhi¬ 
bited ten works, including portraits of George 
Thomson, and the Rev. Dr. Jamieson, His 
name first appears as an associate of the In¬ 
stitution in the catalogue of their exhibition 
(of ancient pictures) in 1826. It was Nichol¬ 
son who, early in 1826, 4 handed round for sig¬ 
nature a dooument in which it was proposed 
to found a Scottish academy,’ and at the first 
general meeting of the Scottish Aoademy of 
Painting, Sculpturo, and Architecture, hold 
on 27 Hay 1826, he was elected secretary. 
He and Thomas Hamilton, the architoct (in 
tho words of Sir George Harvey, P.R.S.A.), 
‘ were the real founders of the acadomy, but 
for whose indomitable will and wise guid¬ 
ance tho vessol would have been upon the 
rooks before it had woll got under way.’ 
After discharging the duties of the position 
with great vigour and judgment he resigned 
on 26 April 1880, finding that the attention 
whioh the situation required was incom¬ 
patible with his professional pursuits. He 
still, however, continuod a valuod member 
of the Acadomy, and his early (gratuitous) 
exertions as secretary wore at a later day 
recognised by the presentation of a handsome 
set of silver plato from his follow-academi¬ 
cians. He had Bent twenty-six works to its 
first exhibition in 1827, and he contributed 
liberally to every one of its succeeding exhibi¬ 
tions, many of his later works being ‘ genre' 
pictures and landscape and coast subjeots in 
oils, till his death by fuver, after a few days’ 
illness, in Edinburgh, on 16 Aug. 1844. He 
left two eons and two daughters. 

Among the eminent men whose portraits 
were painted by Nicholson was Sir Walter 
Scott, of whom he executed four water- 
colours. Tho earliest, dated 1816, etched by 
tho artist in 1817, is iu tho possession of his 
Bon, Mr. W. L. Nicholson, of Washington 
Oity i a socond, with the position of the head 
somewhat altered, and with no objects intro¬ 
duced in the background, is in the possession 
of Mr. Erskino of Kinnedder j a third (with¬ 
out the dog, ‘ Maida’) is in the possession of 
Lord Young, Edinburgh j and tho fourth is at 
Abbotsford, where also are his water-colours 
of Soott’e daughters, Sophia (Mrs. Lockhart) 
and Anno, of which tliore are engravings in 
Lockhart’s ‘ Life ’ by G. B. Shaw. A slight, 
but particularly delicate, example of his 
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work in water-colours is the head 
second wife of Profossor Dugald Stewart in 
tho possession of the artist’s daughter Ifo 
Duck. He is represented in the National 
Gallery of Scotland by an oil painting of 
IlughW.Williams, artist, and a water-colour 
of George Thomson, the friend of Burns - in 
the Scottish National Portrait Gallery by »n 
oil portrait of Sir Adam Ferguson, an4 a 
sopin sketch of Professor John Playfair ■ and 
in the collection of the Royal Scottish Aca¬ 
demy by oil portraits of Thomas Ilamiltou 
R.S.A., architect, William Etty, R.A., and ' h 
portrait of a lady. 

[Redgrave’s Diet ionary; Catalogue of Scott 
Exhibition, 1871 (Ediub. 1872),andoftlioeihibi- 

tions mentioned above; Harvey's Notes of tk 
Early History of the Royal Scottish Academy; 
information front the artist’s daughter, Mrs! 
Duok, and his son, Mr. W. L Nicholson of 'Waoli! 
ingfon, U.S.A.] J. N.Q, 

NICHOLSON, WILLIAM (1782 P-1840), 
the C+alloway poet, son of a carrier between 
Dumfries and Galloway, was born at Tau- 
nymans, Borgue, Kirkcudbrightshire, 15 Aura 
1782 (or, perhaps, August 1788). lie it 
ceived a little school education at Ringford, 
Kirkcudbrightshire, but bis shortness of 
sight and Mb indifferenco to systematic study 
procluded tho possibility of scholarship. Ilia 
mother, a farmer’s daughter, int eresf ed him in 
reading, and he was soon master of astoreof 
chap-books, ballads, & 0 . At tho age of fourteen 
ho bocame a pedlar. For a number of years 
he had a varying success, occasionally touch¬ 
ing low levels through closer attention to 
romance than to tho disposal of his wares. 
Renowned for superior stuff for ladies' 
dresses, and for tho quality of his tobacco- 
pipes, be attained sufficient prosperity in 1818 
to enable him to buy a horse, which, how¬ 
ever, on some romantic flight, hroho its neck 
at a fence. Nicholson had habitually written 
verses 4 as a oonsolalion in his solitary wan¬ 
derings ; ’ he had boon oncouraged by Hoag; 
and now, on the recommendation of Dr. 
Alexander Murray (1775-1818) [q. v.]aud 
Dr. Duncan of Ruth well, Dumfriesshire, lie 
secured fifteen hundred subscribers to a col¬ 
lection of his poems, distributing the volumes 
from his pack, and earning thereby about 
1007. 

Nicholson’s habits subsequently boeams 
less steady. A skilful piper, he would soma- 
times he found playing io young cattle and 
colts, and declaring himself better pleased 
with the antics of the animals than 4 if the 
host leddies in tho land wore figuring before 
him’ (Memoir, by John M’Diarmid). Con¬ 
stantly restless and thriftless, he at length 
yielded to tippling habits. Abandoning his 
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attendances at fairs and country gatherings 
as singer or piper, he turned his attention to 
theology, and conceived himself specially 
commissioned to urgo in high plnoes the doc¬ 
trine of universal redemption. In 1826 he 
visited London, and was much disappointed 
on failing to secure an interview with 
fi-eorge TV. Bofriended by Allan Cunning¬ 
ham and other Gallovidians, he had some 
curious adventures before returning to Scot¬ 
land in the autumn. Ho was again in Eng¬ 
land a year later as a drover. Nicholson 
died at Kildarroch, Borgue, on 16 May 18-19, 
and was buried in the churchyard or Kirk- 
andrews, Kirkcudbrightshire. 

Nicholson’s ‘ Tales in Verse and Miscella¬ 
neous Booms, descriptive of Rural Life and 
Manners,’ appeared in 1814, with a manly 
and unaffected preface,_ in which Hogg is 
specially thanked for his ‘ generous and un¬ 
wearied attent ion.’ The second edition, with 
a memoir by John M'Diarmid, was published 
in 1828, and a third edition, with new me¬ 
moir by Mr. M. M‘L. Harper, appeared in 
1878. Nicholson’s highest achievement is 
the 1 Brownie of Blednoch,’ a charming con¬ 
tribution to ballad folk-lore,which is appre¬ 
ciatively noticed in John Brown’s ' Black 
Dwarf’s Bonos’ (Horca Siibsecim, 2nd ser. 
p. 855, ed. 1882). With a befitting air of 
remoteness, the ballad is memorably weird 
and vivid in conception and development. 

I The Country Lass, ' The Soldier’s Home,’ 
and others, are faithful and dexterous nar¬ 
ratives ; while the miscellaneous pieces and 
the ‘Ballads and Songs’ all indicate an 
energetic fancy and a poetical and tuneful 
temper. ‘ 'Will and Kate ’ is an appropriate 
reply to the ' Logan Braes’ of John Mayne 
(1758-1836) [q, v.l Several of the songs—• 
such as ‘ Dark Rolling Dea ’ and 1 Again the 
Breeze blnwe thro’ the Trees ’—are kindred 
in Bpirit with Motherwell’s pathetic lyrics, 
being marked by sympathetic tenderness and 
graceful melody. 

To Nicholson’s memory a monument was 
erected by his brother, John Nicholson, pub¬ 
lisher, of Kirkcudbright. Joins' Nicholson 
(1777-1860) had been a handloom weaver 
and a soldier, but he found his true voca¬ 
tion in Kirkcudbright as antiquary, local 
historian, and publisher. He owned the 
‘ Stewartry Times,’ and he published several 
works of local importance especially the 
‘History of Galloway’ and the ‘Trades of 
Galloway.’ lie died at Kirkcudbright on 

II Sept. 1866 (Habpeb, Rambles in Gallo¬ 
way, 1876). 

(Second and third editions of Nicholson’s 
Poems, ns in text; Harpor’s Bards of Galloway; 
Rogers’s Modern Scottish MinstreL] T. B. 


NICHOLSON, WILLIAM (1816-1865), 
Australian statesman and ‘father of tho 
ballot,'son of Miles Nicholson, n Cumberland 
farmer, was horn at Trotting Mill, Lamp- 
lough, on 27 Feb. 1816. Educated at Hen- 
singham and Whitehaven, he became a clerk 
to the firm of M‘Andrew & Pilchard, fruit 
merchants at Liverpool, about 1836. Subse¬ 
quently he went out to Melbourne in October 
1811, and sat up in business as a grocer. ‘ By 
the sheer foroe of intellect, energy, and cha¬ 
racter ’ (Ktilly) he rose to fortune, developing 
liis business into the mercantile firm of W. 
Nicholson Ss Oo. of Flinders Street. 

In Nov. 1818 Nicholson was elected to 
the city council of Melbourne for Latrobe 
ward. Early in 1850 ho was created aider- 
man, and on 9 Nov. 1850 became mayor of 
Melbourne. His year of office was one of the 
most eventful in the history of the colony, 
being that of the gold discoveries, and the 
erection of Victoria into a separate govern¬ 
ment. Resigning his seat on the corporation 
soon after his mayoralty oxpired, he con¬ 
tested the city unsuccessfully in the first 
election to the mixed legislative council, and 
in October 1852 was elected for North 
Bourke. He quickly came to the front in 
the council. In December 1852 he seconded 
an unsuccessful vote of censure on the 
government. During the same session he 
was elected a member of the committee to 
inquire into the state of the goldfields, and 
that upon the Savings Bank Laws. In the 
following session he was on the commit¬ 
tee for revision of the constitution. 

It is stated that Nicholson, as mayor of 
Melbourne, defeated by his casting vote in 
1852 a motion in favour of vote bv ballot 
(McOomhid), and that in his first address to 
the electors he had declared himself opposed 
to the ballot; but he now completely changed 
his views, and on 18 Dec. 1855, after unsuc¬ 
cessful suggestions to the ministers to adopt 
the ballot, he moved a resolution to the 
effect that any electoral act should he based 
upon the principle of voting by ballot. The 
ministry made this a test question, and, 
being defeated by eight votes in a house of 
fifty-eight, resigned office. Nicholson had 
previously made arrangements to visit Eng¬ 
land, which he abandoned with some reluc¬ 
tance on being unexpectedly sent for by Sir 
Charles Hothom [q. v.J, amid popular accla¬ 
mation. His attompt to construct a cabinet 
was the first instance of the kind in the his¬ 
tory of the colony, and was ultimately un¬ 
successful, owing to the divergence of views 
among his supporters. On the governor’s 
death Nicholson abandoned the attempt; 
hut, hi spite of this failure, the victory of the 
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ballot, ’wn.3 won, and the ministry was forced 
(0 accept it as part of their electoral act, tlie 
cruder form of Nicholson’s project being 
superseded by the method afterwards known 
as the ‘Australian ballot,.’ 

Shortly afterwards (1856) Nicholson re¬ 
turned to England, where he was welcomed 
as the father of the ballot, not yet adopted 
in the old country, and spoke in public on 
the subject on several occasions. On 14 April 

1858, at the Freemasons’ Hall, he was pre¬ 
sented by the council of the Society for Pro¬ 
moting the Adoption of the Ballot with an 
address, signed by Cobden, Bright, and others, 
recognising his services in the cause. John 
Stuart Mill, writing to Henry Samuel Chap¬ 
man of Victoria in the same year, refers to 
Nicholson’s fame, and the interest aroused 
in England by the adoption of the ballot in 
Victoria. 

Returning in July 1858 to Melbourne, he 
unsuccessfully contested one of its districts, 
but was elected to the assembly for Murray 
in January 1859, and for Sandridga at the 
general olection m August of the same year. 
He became chairman of the Oonstil utional 
Association formed to overthrow tho existing 
(O'Shanassy) government, and in November 

1859, at the opening of parliament, defeated 
the government on an amendment to the 
addross. 

Nicholson nowhecamopremicr, andformed 
a strong ministry, with James (aftovwards Sir 
James) McCulloch [q. v.] in charge of finauco. 
He set himself to sottle the land question on 
the basis of throwing open the colony’s lands 
in blocks to free selection, and of payment 
by instalments. Tho upper chamber emascu¬ 
lated his bill, and Nicholson resigned; but 
the governor, Sir Henry Barkly, declined to 
accept his resignation on public grounds, and 
he continued in office, sending the hill, again 
amended, back to tho council. That chamber 
cut out the amondmonts a second time, and 
Nicholson resigned; hut, after the failure of 
three others to form a ministry, returned to 
office, with his cabinet impaired by tho loss 
of two lending ministers. Ultimately, aftor a 
riot before the parliament house (28 May), and 
compromise on both sides, the bill, consider¬ 
ably changed, became the Lond Act of 1860. 
After a Bhort recess the houses mot again in 
November 1860, and Nicholson, defeated on 
an ameudmont to tho address, resigned office, 
and became the leader of tho opposition. In 
1862 ho joined O'Shanassy’s second adminis¬ 
tration, without portfolio. 

In January 1864 Nicholson was suddouly 
struck down by paralysis, and ho died at 
St. Hilda on 10 March 1865. ne was buried 
at tho Molbourno general cemetery. His 


portrait hangs in the council chamber nf ti 
Melbourne town-hall. tlle 

Nicholson was a great promoter of tie 
benefit building society systems, a founder ut 
the Bank of Victoria, and chairman of the 
Australian Eire and Life Insurance Com¬ 
pany. In 1859 he was chairman of the Mel¬ 
bourne chamber of commerce. He held a 
very high reputation as a magistrate. 

Nicholson married Sarah Enirclough and 
left children, who remained in Australia, 

[Melbourne Argus, 10 March 1865; MeCom- 
bio’s History of Victoria, 1858, p. 294; KelM 
Victoria, 1860,ii. 283 sec;.; Heaton’s Australian 
Dictionary of Dates and Men of the Time, 18781 

O.AH. 

NICHOLSON, WILLIAM ADAMS 
(1808-1868), architect, born on 8 Aug. 1803 
at Southwell, Nottinghamshire, was the son 
of James Nicholson, carpenter and joiner 
who relinquished businosB about 1888 and 
became sub-agent to Sir Riohard Sutton’s 
estateB in Nottinghamshire and Norfolk, 
William was articled about July I82i' 
for three years, to John Buonarotti Pan! 
worth [q. v.l architect, of London, fn 
1828 he established liimeolf at Lincoln, and 
thore and in tho neighbouring counties he 
formed an extensive practice. Among Ms 
numerous works ho designed tho churches 
at Giandford-Brigg, at Wragby, and at Kir- 
mond, both on the estate or 0. Turnor, esq. 
Many other cburclios were restored undor 
his supervision, including that of St. Peter at 
Gowts in Lincoln, which was not quite com¬ 
pleted at hiB death. Among the numerous 
residoncos erected from his designs are those 
of Worsborougli Hall, Yorkshire; tho Castle 
of Bayous Manor for llio Right lion. 0. T, 
D’Eyncourt; and Elkinglon Hall, near 
Louth. He also designed tlie town-hall at 
Mansfield. The village of Blanlmoy, near 
Linooln, was almost rebuilt undor his super¬ 
intendence; while the ostales of General 
Reeve, Sir J. Wyldbore Smith, hart., Mr. 0. 
Tumor, Mr. O. Chaplin, among several others, 
evince his skill in form buildings. In Lincoln 
he erected in 1837 tho Wesley Chapel, for two 
thousand persons, and subsequently designsd 
the union workhouse; the Corn Exchange in 
1847, since enlarged, a corn-mill, and seve¬ 
ral private residences. From 1889 to 1846, 
as Nicholson & Goddard, the firm carried out 
many works, including the dispensary at 
Nottingham. He joined the Royal Institute 
of British Architects ae a fellow at its com¬ 
mencement. In the * Transact ions’ for 1842 
is printed his ‘ Report on the Construction 
of the Stone Arch hotwoon tlie West Towers 
of Lincoln Oatliodval,’ taken from vory care- 
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fal measurements under his personal direc¬ 
tion. He was a member of the Lincolnshire 
Literai'y Society, and of the Lincolnshire 
Topographical Society, to whose volume of 
papers, printed in 1843, he contributed. 
r Nicholson was in attendance at Boston as 
a professional witness when he was suddenly 
taken ill, and died there on 8 April 1853. 
He was buried at Lincoln, in the churchyard 
of St. Swithin, in which parish he had resided 
for many years. In 1824 he married Leonora, 
the youngest daughter of William Say [q. v.], 
mezzotint-engraver, of Norton Street, Lon¬ 
don. His second wife, Anne Tallant, sur¬ 
vived him. 

[Builder, 1853, xi. 282; Dictionary of Archi¬ 
tecture of tho Architectural Publication Society; 
Gent. Mag. 1863, pt. i. p. 652, refers to a pedi¬ 
gree.] _ W. P-K. 

NIOKLB, Sib ROBERT (1786-1855), 

major-general, was the son of Robert Nicholl 
ofthel7th dragoons,who afterwards changed 
the spalling ol his name to Nickle. Nickle 
was bom at sea on 12 Aug. 1786, and appears 
to have been educated at Edinburgh. He 
entered the army when less than thirteen 
years old as an ensign in the royal Durham 
fencibles, serving in the Irish rebellion of 
1798-9. In January 1801 he was gazetted as 
ensign to the 60thfoot, and on 19 May was 
transferred to the 15th regiment, becoming a 
lieutenanton6 Jan. 1802; he was transferred 
to the 8th garrison brigade on 25 Oct. 1803, 
and to the 88thregiment (Connaught rangers) 
on 4 Aug. 1804 ; with this regiment he was 
ordered to South. America in 1806, and was 
present before Buenos Avres on 2 July 1807; 
on 5 July he volunteered to lead the forlorn 
hope, ana in the advance into the city was 
severely wounded, the rest of his party being 
either wounded or killed: he gave proof on 
this occasion of the greatest coolness and in¬ 
trepidity. After returning for a few months 
to England, his regiment embarked for the 
Peninsula, arriving at Lisbon on 13 March 
1809. He was promoted to be captain on 
1 June 1809, and served through the Penin¬ 
sular war, except for five months, being 
present at nine general actions—Talavera de 
la Reyna, Busaco, Torres Vedras, Yittoria, 
Pyrenees, Nivelle, Nive, Orthes, and Tou¬ 
louse ; in the last he was severely wounded. 
For Nivelle he received a gold medal, and 
for the others a silver medal. He usually 
commanded the light company of the 88th, 
and was equally distinguished for generosity 
and hraverv. His conduct towards a Mien 
enemy at Pampeluna was a conspicuous in¬ 
stance of chivalry (Aim. lie//. 1855). On 
another occasion he carried off a wounded 


comrade in the face, and amid the applause, 
of the French, who ceased firing On 15 June 

1814 he sailed from the Gironde with his 
regiment for America, and was present at the 
affair of Plattsburg and at the crossing of the 
Savanna River, where he was wounded. In 

1815 he was present at Paris with the army 
of occupation, 

During the following years his regiment 
was in Great Britain—at Edinburgh, Hull, 
and elsewhere. On 21 Jan. 1819 he became 
brevet-major, and on 28 Nov. 1822 major. 
On 30 Juno 1825, when he became lieutenant- 
colonel, he parted with his old regiment, and 
was unattached till, on 16 June 1830, he 
took command of the 30th regiment, with 
which he proceeded to the West Indies. 
From 14 July 1832 to March 1833 he ad¬ 
ministered St. Christopher in the governor’s 
absence, but hie tenure of office was unevent¬ 
ful. In tho latter year he returned to London, 
and for a time was again unattached. On 
tho outbreak of the rebellion in Conada in 
1838he volunteered for service there, was de¬ 
tached for 'particular service,’ and did good 
work in raising several volunteer forces in 
the colony; in recognition of these efforts he 
was created a knight of the Royal Hanoverian 
Guelphic Order. On 28 June 1848 he become 
brevet-colonel and on 11 Nov. 1851 a major- 
general. 

In 1863 Nickle was appointed commander 
of the forces in Australia, where, after sundry 
perils of shipwreck, he arrived early in 1864 • 
stationed first at Sydney and later at Mel¬ 
bourne, he was called upon to deal with the 
serious disturbances of that year in the gold 
districts. This service he performed with 
credit, winning the respect even of the rioters, 
and rapidly restoring peace. The exposure 
to which he was subjected proved too severe; 
early in 1855 he applied for leave to return 
home on account of his health, hut died at his 
residence, Jolimont, Melbourne, before relief 
could reach him, on 28 May 1856. He wae 
interred with military honours at the New 
cemetery. 

Nickle was a thorough soldier, yet a man 
of calm judgment, humane and courteous in 
a marked degree. He was twice married: 
first, on 15 Nov. 1818, to Elizabeth, daughter 
of William Dallas^ writer to the signet, by 
whom he left surviving him a son (who was 
in the Indian army) and two daughters (one 
of whom married Sir Oharles M'Grigor). 
Niokle’s second wife was the widow of Major- 
general Nesbitt. 

[Annual Kegister, 1865; Hist, of Connaught 
Bangers; Melbourne Morning Herald, 28 May 
1855; Army List; official records; private in¬ 
formation.] O. A. H, 
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NICKOLLS, JOIIN (1710 P-1745), anti¬ 
quary, son of John Nickolls, a qnakor miller 
of Ware, Hertfordshire, was born, there in 
1710 or 1711. ITa was apprenticed to 
Joseph Wyeth [q. v.J, a merchant of Lou¬ 
don, and, after serving his time, beoaine a 
partner with his father. At his house in 
Trinity parish, Queonliitho, he formed an 
excellent library. He also collected from the 
bookstalls about Moorfiolds two thousand 
prints of heads, which afterwards furnished 
Joseph Ames (1G89-17G9) [q. v.] with mate¬ 
rial Tor his ‘ Catalogue of English Heads,' 
London,1748. From the widow of his former 
master, Joseph Wyoth, Nickolls received a 
number of letters at one time in Milton’s pos¬ 
session; they bad since belongod to Milton’s 
secretary, Thomas Ellwood [q. v.], and had 
been used by Wyeth in the preparation for 
publication of Ell wood’s' Journal,’ which 
was issued in 1718. Among them wore 
letters from Sir Hariw Vane, Colonels Over- 
ton, Harrison, and Venables, John Brad¬ 
shaw, Andrew Marvel, and others, with 
numerous addresses from nonconformist, mi¬ 
nisters in Norfolk, SulTollc, Bedfordshire, 
Herefordshire, and Kent, Dublin, and else¬ 
where. William OldvsTq. vj visit ed Nickolls 
at Quoonhithe on 22 Dec, 1737, to seo this 
collection of original letters ‘ all pasted into 
a largo volume folio, in numbar about 180’ 
(OliDvs, Diary, 1862, p. 17). Those valuable 
documents were issued by Nickolls in 1743 
under the title of ‘Original Letters and 
Papers of StaLe, addressed to Oliver Crom¬ 
well, concerning the Affairs of Great Britain. 
From the Year mdoxltx to jedolviii, fouud 
among tha Political Oolloctions of Mr. John 
Milton. Now first published from the Origi¬ 
nals.’ 

Nickolls was eleoled a fullow or the So¬ 
ciety of Antiquaries on 17 Jun, 1740. Ho 
died of fever on 11 Jan. 1745, and was buriod 
at Bunhill Fields on the 18th of the same 
month. 

His father presented on 18 Jan. 1748 the 
original manuscripts of the collection to tho 
Society of Antiquaries, to be by them pre¬ 
served for public uso. In their possession 
they still remain. Oldys says in his 1 Diary’ 
that Niokolls allowed Thomas Birch, D.D. 
[q, v.], to use from six to ten of them in his 
life of Oliver Oromwoll contributed to tile 
‘ General Dictionary, Historical and Critical,’ 
1731-41. Nickolls's prints and rare pam- 

C filets were pnrohased by Dr, John Fothergill 
q. v.] 

[Notes and Queries, 2nd ser, xi. 128; Nichols’s 
Literary Anecdotes, ii 150, ICO ; Smith’s Oat. 
of Friends' Books, ii. 238-9; Minutes of tho So¬ 
ciety of Antiquaries.] 0. P. S. 


NICOL. [See also Nionoti, Nicma 
NiooitJ ’ “ 

NICOL, Mns. (d. 188 LP), actress, wa< 
about 1800 liousekoepor to Colonel and th 
Hon. Mrs. Milner, and while in that capacity 
became a member of the Shakespearean So¬ 
ciety of London, the members of which used 
to act in a little theatre in Tottenham Court 
Road. She played Bolvidera for a charitable 
benefit at the old Lyceum, and was,whenher 
dramatic aptitudewas discovered, encouraged 
by her master and mistress, who allowed hwto 
remain in their service until she had gaiaed 
enough experience to lake to the boards for 
a livelihood. This she did in the provinces 
and married soon after. Neither her maiden 
name nor tho spot she selected for her profes¬ 
sional ddbut has been recorded. Nicol, her 
husband, was a pruitor,' and oasily obtained 
a situation in Edinburgh, in which townshe 
made lior first appearance, 1C Deo. 1808, ns 
Oieoly in ‘ Valonlmo and Orson.’ On 8 Aug. 
1807 she played Miss Durable in Kenney’s 
farce ‘ Raising the Wind,’ and on 28 Nov.hi 
the samo your Cottagor’s Wifo in Mrs. Inch- 
bald’s ‘Lovors’ Vowb.' It was in 1807 that 
sho finally succeedod Mrs. Ohnrtoris in the 
old-women rdles whioh the latter actress lad 
long monopolised at the Theatre Royal. Other 
parts she played in 1807-8 were: Mrs.Scant 
in the ‘Village Lawyer,’Alice in tho ‘ Caatfo 
Spoctro,’ Lady Mary Raffie in ‘Wives as they 
wore,’ Winifrud in ‘ Children of the Wood,’ 
Manse in the ‘ Gentle Shepherd,’ &o, On 
2 May 1808 she tookhor first, benefit. When, 
in 1809, the management was taken hy 
Honry Siddons, she went with him to the 
New Thnatra Royal in Loitli Walk, playing 
Monica, an old woman, in Dimond’s ‘Mowers 
of tho Forost.’ On 25 Feb. 1817 she was Mrs, 
M’OandliRh in Terry’s adaptation of Scott’s 
‘ Guy Mannoring,’ and on 14 July 1817 Mrs. 
Malaprop in the ‘ Rivals.’ At the first pro¬ 
duction in Edinburgh of ‘Rob Roy’ (16 Fab. 
1819) she played Joan MoAlpino, and the 
same part on the occasion of the king's visit 
to tho theatre, 27 Aug. 1822. On 8 Dec, 
1819, tho first occasion when gas was used, 
she playod Mrs. Hardoastle in ‘She stoops 
to oonquor.’ Tho ‘Soot sman' newspaper said 
about this timo, ‘Mrs. Nicol is extremely 
amusing in her aged department, just inmost 
of kor conceptions, and quito perfect in the 
noting of many of herparts.’ Othor parts she 
sustained were Mrs. Glass in ‘ Heart of Mid¬ 
lothian,’ 28 Feb. 1820; Miss Grizolda Old- 
buck in tho ‘Antiquary,’ 20 Deo. 1820; Mysie 
in the ‘Bride of Laramormoor,’ 1 May 1822, 
At this time Mrs. Nicol was receiving 2/. per 
week for her services, and filling all the first 
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of old-women parts were content to play 
second to liar when they took engagements in 
Edinburgh. Madame Leroud in ‘102, or my 
Great-great-grandfather ' was played by her 
on 28 Nor., and Mrs. Dismal in Buckstono’s 
'MarriedLife’on2Deo. On27Jan. 1836she 
was Miss Prudence Strawberry in Peake's 
‘ Climbing Boy; 1 at the Adelphi (the Edin¬ 
burgh summer theatre), 30 May 1835, Mrs, 
Humphries in ‘Turning the Tables.’ On 
11 Nov. 1837, at the Royal, she was Mrs. 
Quickly in the ‘ Merry Wives of Windsor j ’ 
9 Aug. 1838 Madame Desohappolles; and on 
21 Jan. 1840 Madame Mantalini in Edward 
Stirling's adaptation of ‘ Nicholas Nickleby i ’ 
Mrs. Corney in ‘ Oliver Twist,’ 23 March j 
Mrs. Montague in'nis last Legs/8 July | and 
Gertrude in ‘ GriSelda,’ 20 Jan. 1841. She re¬ 
ceived in 1842from Murray forty-five shillings 
(not an extravagant salary for the parts she 
hadtoplay) aweek. BetsyPriggsliepluyed on 
28 Aug. 1844; Mrs. Fielding in fko‘Cricket 
on the Hearth’ followed on 27 Jan. 1840; 
third witch in ‘Macbeth’ on 28 Dec. IS 10. 
The Duchess of York in ‘Rioliard III/ Mrs. 
Bouncer in ‘ Box and Cox/ Nurse in ‘ Romeo 
and Juliet 1 are among many parts that foil 
to her. For Murray's benefit and farewell 
appearance on 22 Oct. 1861 elie played Mrs. 
Malaprop. Whon in 1861-2 the management 
of the Royal passed into the hands of Lloyd, 
and that of the Adelphi into those of Wyiid- 
ham, Miss Nicol remainedat the formeThouse, 
She also acted under the Rollison and Leslie 
management in 1862. On 18 Sept., in a now 
adaptation of ‘ Waverley/ she played Mrs. 
Macleary, and received ‘ a splendid ovation on 
her first appearance under the new manage¬ 
ment/ and on 4 Oet. she was Marjory in the 
‘ Heart of Midlothian.’ Whon the Adelphi 
was burnt, Wyndham came to the Theatre 
Royal, which lie opened onll Junol863. Miss 
Nicol was vet ained. In Ebswortli’s comedy, 

‘160,000/./ she was on 1 Sept. 1864 the ori- 

f inal Hon. Mrs. Falconer. She was the Old 
lady in ‘ Henry Yni/when Mr.Toolo played 
Lord Sands. On 7 June 1868 she was the 
original Matty Hepburn in Ballautine's ‘ Ga- 
berlunzie Mam’ At thoNewQueen’sTlioatro, 
where Wyndham had gone after the Royal 
was finally closed (26 May 1859), sho was, on 
26 June 1869, Mrs. Major de Boots in Coyne’s 
‘Everybody’s Friend,' She played Queen 
Elizabeth to Ilenry Irving’s Wayland Smith 
in the burlesque of‘Kenilworth/8 Aug. 1869, 
and was associated with that gontlemau in 
nearly every piece in which ne appeared 
during the two and a half years he was a 
member of the stock oompany, In May 1862 
the last nights of her appearance in public , 
were specially announced, On 23 May she 1 
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took her farewell benefit, playing Widow 
Warren in ‘ Road t o Ruin ’ and Miss Durable 
in ‘ Raising the Wind.’ She again appeared 
on 31 May, for the benofit of Mr. and 
Mrs. Wyndham, playing tko Hostess in the 
‘ Honeymoon/ and spoke a farewell address 
to the audience. 

Miss Nicol was ono of that class of pro¬ 
vincial actors and aotressos who were content 
with a comfortable home and a continuous 
engagement without any chance of metropo¬ 
litan fame, while enjoying the full confidence 
and respect ot their managers and the friend¬ 
liest regard of their audience. After her re. 
tirement she removed to London, where she 
died in November 1877. Several witnesses 
of her acting declarod her to be quite un¬ 
surpassed in many parts, including Mag in 
‘ Twas 1/ and blits Lucretia Maelab in tie 
‘ Poor Gentleman.’ 

[Materials supplied by Josoph Knight, esq, 
and J. C. Dibdin, esq,; Dibdin’s Annals of tire 
Edinburgh Stage.] 

NICOL, JAMES (1769-1819), poet, eon 
of Michael Nicol, wasbom on 28 Sept. 1709 
at Innerleithen, Poeblusshire. Receivinghis 
olomentnTy education at the parieh school, 
and originally destined to bo a shoemaker,he 
qualified at Edinburgh University for tin 
ministry of the church of Scotland. After 
acting as tutor in private families he was li* 
censod to proaok by the presbytery of Peebles 
(26 March 1801); became assistant to John 
Wall or, parish minister of Traquair, near 
Iunerleithon (16 May 1802), and succeeded 
to the charge, on the death of the incumbent, 
on 4 Nov. following. In tho same year be 
marri ed A gnes, sister of liis predecessor, whose 
virtues he had previously colobrated in vorse. 
Bosidos contributing poems to the ‘Edin¬ 
burgh Magazine/ Nicol, who was a close 
student of ecclesiastical history and forms, 
wrote various articles for the ‘ Edinburgh En¬ 
cyclopedia.’ In matters of law and medicine 
he was an authority among his parishioners; 
lie regulated their disputes, and a know¬ 
ledge of medicine acquired at the university 
enabled him to vacciuuto and to prescribe 
satisfactorily for ordinary ailmonts. In 1808 
ho founded tho first friendly socioty at Inner- 
loithen, Owing to changes in his religious 
views he contemplated resigning his charge, 
when he died, aftor a abort illness, on 6 Nov. 
1819, By kis wife, who survivodtilll9Maroh 
1846, ho had throe sons and throe daughters; 
his son James became professor of civil and 
natural history in Murwehal College, Aber¬ 
deen, 

Nicol published at Edinburgh in 1806, in 
two volumes 12mo, ‘Poems, chiefly unihe 
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Scottish. Dialect,’ and he is represented in 
Whitelaw's ‘ Book of Scottish Song,’ 1844 
He has a good grasp of the Scottish idiom; 
his estimate of character is penetrating, and 
his idyllic sense is pure. Burns is doubt¬ 
less responsible for much of his inspiration. 
‘An Essay on the Nature and Design of 
Scripture Sacrifice ’ appeared in London in 
1823. 

[Kogera’s Scottish MinBtrcl ; Whitelaw's Book 
of Scottish Song; Hew Scott’s Fasti Eeel. Soot, 
pt. i. p. 268.] T. B. 

NICOL, JAMES (1810-1870), geologist, 
horn 12 Aug. 1810, at Traquair MansB, near 
Innerleithen, Peeblesshire,-was a son of James 
Nicol [q. v.1, by his wife, Agnes Walker. On 
the latter’s death in 1819 the family removed 
to Innerleithen,-where the son was educated 
tdl he entered the university of Edinburgh in 
1826. Attendance on the lectures of Professor 
Jameson increased an interest in mineralogy, 
already awakened, and young Nicol, altar 
passing through the arts and divinity courses 
at Edinburgh, studied that subject, among 
others,at the universities of Bonn and Berlin. 

On returning home he devoted liimself to 
investigating the geology of the valley of the 
Tweed, and obtained the prizes offered by 
the Highland Society for essays, first on the 
geology of Peeblesshire and then of Rox¬ 
burghshire. lie was appointed in 1847 as¬ 
sistant secretary to the Geological Society of 
London, after nearly eight years' service in 
a subordinate position; in 1849 professor of 
geology in Queen’s College, Cork, and in 1863 
professor of natural history in the university 
of Aberdeen, holding this post till he re¬ 
signed it in 1878. He was elected F.G.S. and 
F.lt.B.E. in 1847. He died in London on 
8 April 1879. In 1849 he married Alexan¬ 
drine Anne Macleay Downie, who survived 
him. 

Nicol was a good mineralogist, and pub¬ 
lished two useful text-books on that subject, 
but hisi reputation will always rest on his 
contributions to geology. Some of his earlier 
work on the Scottish uplands was of much 
value, hut he has the high honour of having 
been, the first to perceive the true relations 
of the rook-masses in the complicated region 
of the highlands. When he had convinced 
himself that, the Torridon sandstone under¬ 
lay theiquartzite and limestone of Durness— 
a point on which much uncertainty had es- 
isted—NicoL devoted himself to a study of 
the position of these strata in. regard to the 
two great masses of gneisses and schists in the 
north-west highlands. As the result of four 
years of patient labour he was persuaded that, 
contrary to the views expressed by Sir R. 


Murchison [q. v.j in 1868, these two masse? 
in reality belonged to a single group of pre- 
Cambrian rocks, and that the apparent super¬ 
position of the so-oalled ‘ upper gneiss’ to 
the limestone was a result of faulting. He. 
announced this conclusion in a paper rend 
at a meeting of the British Association in 
Aberdeen in 1869, and in one communicated 
to the Geological Society of London in 186Q. 
Murchison, after a journey in company with 
Andrew 0. Ramsay [q. v.J in the summer of 
1869, and another with Archibald Geiltie in 
1800, persisted in asserting that the upper 
gneiss succeeded the limestone, and therefore 
must be a metamorphosed group of Lower 
Silurian age. Murchison had won the ear of 
scientific society; so his views were generally 
adopted, and Nicol, pained at the personal 
feeling evoked by liia opposition, withdrew 
from the controversy, though he continued to 
work steadily at the question, and became yet 
more strongly convinced of the accuracy of 
his own views. He met with a common fate, 
the neglect of contemporaries and the praise 
of posterity. It is now universally admitted* 
even by his former opponents, that substanc 
tially in all the eBBential points of this con¬ 
troversy Nicol was right and Murchison was 
wrong. The so-called ‘ newer gneiss ’ is 
nothing more than a part of the mais, to 
which the older gneiss belongs, brought up 
by a system of gigantic folds and limits, and' 
thrust over the admittedly Oam hrian deposits;, 
so as to simulate a stratigraphical sequence. 
One point only Nicol failed to recognise (at 
that date it is not surprising), and. in this' 
lay the strength of his opponent's positions 
that the Imdded structure, which apparently 
made such an important distinction between 
the so-called upper gneiss and that beneath 
the Torridon sandstone, was a structure, 
not original, but the result of these move¬ 
ments. 

Nicol was popular with his pupils and 
friends, ‘His sturdy frame and indomitable 
strength of will bore him unharmed through 
countless geological journeys that would haire 
overtasked the majority of men. . . . Ever of 
singleness and purity of purpose, he disdained 
to swerve from what he felt to be the proper 
path, either in the interest of authority or 
expediency; hut for those whom he could 
aid by his friendship or example his patience 
was inexhaustible, and his generosity un¬ 
bounded’ (‘Presidential Address,’ Cfool Soc. 
Proo, 1880, p, 36), A portrait in oils is in 
the possession of Mrs. Nicol. 

Nicol was an indefatigable worker, Under 
his name eighteen papers are enumerated' 
in the ‘Royal Society’s Catalogue,’ the* first 
being the prize ossay on the ‘Geology of 

112 



Nicol 


484 


JNicol 


Peeblesshire,’published in 1848. His great 
paper on the highland controversy appeared 
in the ‘ Quarterly Journal of the Geological 
Society,’ 1881, xvii. 86 , and was followed by an 
important one on the ‘Southern Grampians’ 
(xix, 180), in which he contends (in opposi¬ 
tion to the views of Murchison) for ‘the great 
antiquity’ of the ‘gneiss and mica-slate ’ of 
that Tegion. In the same journal for 1869 
and 1872 appear papers on the ‘Parallel 
Hoads of Glenroy,’ in which Niool advocates 
the marine origin of these terraoBS, On this 
question also the Inst word has not yet been 
said. Nicol also contributed numerous articles 
to periodicals, and to the'Encyclopedia Bri- 
tannica’ ( 8 th and 9th edits,) Among his 
separately published works are, 1 A Guide to 
the Geology of Scotland’ (1844), ‘Manual of 
Mineralogy’ (1849), ‘Elements of Mineral- 
logy’ (1868, 2nd edit. 1873), ‘The Geology 
and Scenery of the North of Scotland’ (I 860 ), 
in an appendix of which ho replies to some 
sweeping strictures which had been passed 
upon his work by Murchison. lie was one 
of the editors of the ‘Select Writings of 
Charles Maclaren’ (18G9), and published 
an excellent geological map of Scotland in 
1858. 

[Obituary notice in Proc. Geological Society, 
1880, p. 38; information from Mrs. Nicol. For 
a bummary of Nicol’s work ia Scotland, see 
Professor J. W. Judd’s Address to Soetion 0, 
British Association Report, 1885, p. BOS.] 

T. Q. B. 

NICOL or NIOOLL, JOIIN (Jl. 1690- 
1687), diarist, was, according to statements 
in his ‘ Diary,’ horn and brought up in Glas¬ 
gow, the year of his birth being probably 
1690. He became writer to the signet and 
notary public in Edinburgh, where ho seems 
to have enjoyed the confidence of the cove¬ 
nanting party. Not improbably he was tho 
John Nicoll who was nominated as clerk to 
the general assembly at Glasgow in Novem¬ 
ber 1688, when Sir Archibald Jihnstone [q. v.] 
of Warriston was elected. Wodrow, who 
in his ‘ Sufferings of the Kirk ’ makes largo 
use of the manuscript of Nicoll, dosoribed it 
in the list of his papers as ‘The Journals of 
John Nicol, writer to the signet, containing 
some account of our Soots lungs, with some 
Extracts as to China and the west Indies, 
and a Chronicle from Fergus the ffirst to 
1662. And an Abhreviat of Matters in Scot¬ 
land from that time to 1687 ; from which it 
contains full and large accounts of all tho 
Occurrences in Scotland, with the Procla¬ 
mations and Public Papers every year. Vol, i. 
from 1687 to 1649, original; vol. ii. from 
1660 to 1667.’ YoL i. has been lost. Yol. ii. 
was purchased for tho Advocates’ Library, 


Edinburgh, and was printed by the Barnm- 
tyne Club m 1886, under the title ‘ A Diary 
of Publio Transactions and other Occurrences^ 
chiefly in Scotland, from June 1660 to June 
1667/ The ‘Diary’ teems to have been com¬ 
posed partly from notes of what happened 
within his immediate experience, and partly 
from accounts in the newspapers and public 
intelligencers of the time. Ills political 
bias varies with the changes of the govern¬ 
ment, the proceedings and conduct of those 
in power being always placed in tho best 
light. He probably died not long after 

[David laiag’s Prefaco to Bimnatyne edition 
of tho Diary.] T. p, 

NIOOL, WILLIAM (1744 P-1 797), friend 
of Burns, waB son of aDumfriesshire working 
man. After receiving Momentary education 
in his parish school, he earned some money 
by teaching, and thus was ablo to pursue 0 
university oareor at Edinburgh, where he 
studied both theology and medicine. Al¬ 
lusions in Burns’s ‘Elegy on Willie Nicol’s 
Mare ’ seem to indicate that he waB a iicen- 
tialeof the church (Scott DonaLis, limit, 
ii. 291). Throughout his college course he 
was constantly employed in tuition, and he 
was soon appointed a classical master in 
Edinburgh High School. Tho roetor was 
Dr. Adams, and Wall or Scott was a pupil. 
Tho rector disliked and condemned Niool as 
‘ worthless, drunkou, and inhumanly cruel 
to the boys under his charge ’ (Lookhabt, 
Life of Scott, i. 33, ed. 1837). Once, wken 
Niool was considered to havo insulted Adams, 
Scott chivalrously rendered him ridiculous in 
the class-room by pinning to his coat-tail a 
paper inscribed with ‘ /Eueid/ iv. 10—part 
of the day’s lesson—having boldly substituted 
Minus for novusto suit his man— 

Quia varus hie nostris successit sodibus hospes ? 
(ii. p. 100 ). 

Burns early made Nieol's acquaintance— 
thoir first meeting is not recorded—and his 
various letters to him, and his allusions to 
him as his ‘ worthy friend/ prove that the 
poet found in him more than the drunken 
tyrant desoribed by Scott, or the pedantic 
boor ridiculod by Lockhart (Life of Bums, 
chap, v.) Niool was ono, says Dr. Stevens 
in his ‘ History of the High School of Edin¬ 
burgh/ ‘ who would go any length to serve 
and promolo the views and wishos of a Mend/ 
and who was instantly stirred to hot wrath 
‘ whenever low jealousy, trick, or selfish 
cunning appeared/ Burns was Nicol’s guest 
from 7 to 26 Aug. 1787 in the house over 
Bucoleucli Pend, from which he visited the 
literary ‘ howffs ’ of the city. Nicol aocom- 
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panied him in his three weeks’ tour through 
the highlands, Burns at the outset (accord¬ 
ing to his diary) anticipating much entertain¬ 
ment from his friend's 'originality of humour.’ 
Knowing Nicol’s fiery temper,. he likened 
himself to ‘ a man travelling with a loaded 
blunderbuss at full cock’ rIhambees, Life 
and Works of Burns , ii. 107, Library ed.) 
The harmony of the trip was rudely broken 
at Fochabers. Burns visited and dined at 
Gordon Castle, leaving Nicol at the village 
inn. Incensed at this apparent neglect, Nicol 
resolved on proceeding alone, and Burns sur¬ 
rendered the pleasure of a short sojourn at 
Gordon Castle in order to join his irate friend. 
He made reparation with 1 Streams that Glide 
in Orient Plains,' and in his letter to the 
Castle librarian did not spare the ‘obstinate 
son of Latin prose. 1 

Nicol is immortalised as protagonist in 
‘■Willie brewed a peck o’ maut.’ lie had 
bought the small estate of Laggan, Dumfries¬ 
shire—had become in Burned words ' the 
illustrious lord of Laggan’g many Hills ’ 
(Scott Douglas, Burns, vi. 661—and Bums 
and Allan Masterton, an Edinburgh writing 
master and musical composer, visited him 
when spending his autumn recess there in 
1789. Tho result wastbe great bacchanalian 
song, of which Bums wrote ‘ The air is Mos- 
terton’s; the song, mine. ... Wo had such 
a joyous meeting that Mr. Masterton and I 
agreed, each in our own way, that we should 
celebrate the business.’ Nicol died in April 
1797, 'at the age,’ 6ays Chambers,' of fifty- 
three’ (Life and Works of Burns, ii. 106, 
Library ed.) 

[Currie's Lifo of Burns, i. 177; editions in 
text; Steven's Hist, of tbo High School of 
Edinburgh; Lockhart’s Lives of Burns and 
Scott.] T, 13. 

NICOLAS. [See also Nicholas.] 

NICOLAS BREAKSPEAR, Porn 
Adhiah IV (d, 1169). [See Adman.] 

NICOLAS, JOHN TOUP (1788-1861), 
rear-admiral, eldest son of John Harris Ni¬ 
colas (1768-1844),a lieutenant in the navy, 
was horn at Witlien, near Helston, Corn¬ 
wall, on 22 Eeb. 1788. Sir Nicholas Harris 
Nicolas [q. v.] was his brother, As early as 
1797 John was borne on tho books of one or 
other of the gun-vessels stationed on the coast 
of Devonshire and Cornwall, but seems to have 
first gone to sea in 1799, in the Edgar with 
CaptainEdward Buller,whom he followed in 
1801 to tho Aehille. lie was afterwards in 
the Naiad frigate, but in 1808 was again 
with Buller in the Malta of 80 guns. lie 
was made lieutenant on 1 May 1801, and, 


remaining in the Malta, was present in the 
action off Cape Finisterro on 22 July 1806. 
From 1807 he was flag-lieutenant to Rear- 
admiral George Martin [q.v.] in the Medi¬ 
terranean, and in October 1809 was ap¬ 
pointed acting commander of the Budwing, 
lie had been previously promoted from home 
on 28 Aug., and appointed to the Pilot brig, 
which he joined at Portsmouth in April 
1810. J 

In the Pilot he went out again to the 
Mediterranean, and for the next four years 
was employed in most active and harassing 
service on the coast of Italy, capturing or 
destroying great numbers of coasters, and of 
vessels laden with stores for the Neapolitan 
government. Alone, or in company with 
tho "Weasel sloop, or the Thames frigate [see 
Napieb, Sib Cilableb], he is said to have 
captured or destroyed not less than 180 of 
the enemy’s vessels between his first coming 
on the coast and July 1812. He afterwards 
wont round to tho Adriatic, continuing there 
with the same activity and good fortune. He 
returned to England towards the end of 1814, 
but on the escape of Napoleon from Elba 
was again sent out to the Mediterranean, 
where, on 17 June, off Cape Corse, he en¬ 
gaged the Fronch sloop Fgfirio. After seve¬ 
ral hours both vessels had suffered severely, 
and the Eg6rie had lost many men, killed 
and wounded. The Pilot's loss in men had 
been slight, hut her rigging was cut to 
ieoes, and tho flgfirie made good her escape, 
ho Pilot’s first lieutenant, Keigwin ’Nico¬ 
las, a brother of the commander, was among 
the wounded. On 4 June 1816 Nicolas was 
nominated a C.B j on 26 Aug. he was pro¬ 
moted to the rank of post-captain, in Octo¬ 
ber he received from the lung of Naples 
the cross of St. Ferdinand and Merit, and 
in tho following April was made a Imight- 
commander of the order. He returned to 
England in July 1816, when the Pilot was 
paid off. 

From 1820 to 1822 Nicolas commanded 
tho Egeria frigate on the Newfoundland 
station, and on his return to England was 
sent to Newcastle, whore a dispute between 
the keelmen and shipowners threatened to 
give rise to disturbance. The mere presence 
of the frigate in the Tyne enforced order, 
and the dispute being adjusted, the Egeria 
went to Sheerness and was paid off. Nico¬ 
las’s conduct and tact on this occasion were 
highly approved. He was nominated a 
K.H. on 1 Jan. 1884. From 1837 to 1839 
ho commanded the Hercules of 74 guns, on 
the Lisbon stationj from 1839 to 1841 the 
Belle-Isle in the channel and the Mediter¬ 
ranean) and the Vindictive, on the East 
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>Iudia station, from 1841 to 1844, returning 
to England Toy Tahiti, 'whore lie was sent to 
protect English interests during the arbi¬ 
trary proceedings of the French (Ann, Keg. 
pi. i. p. 258). On 80 Dec. 1860 Nicolas was 
promoted to be rear-admiral. lie died at 
'Plymouth on 1 April 1861, and was buried 
in St. Martin’s Church. lie married in 1818 
Frances Anna.) daughter of Nicholas Were-of 
Landcox, near Wellington in Somerset, by 
Whom he had issue. He was the author of 
(l An Inquiry into the Causes which hove 
led to our late Naval Disasters,’ 1814; and 
■of ‘A Letter to Bear-Admiral Du Petit 
Thouars on late events at Otaheife,’ Papoete, 
1843. 

Gkanvilld Tour Nicolas (d, 1804), son 
of the above, entered the navy in 1848, was 
promoted lioutenant in 1860 after service in 
the Black Sea, and in the following year 
was appointed to the Leopard, the flagship 
of Sir Stephen Lusliington fq. v.], on tho 
south-easi, coust of America. Thence he was 
appointed to Sir James Hope's ilagbhip, the 
Impfirieusc, on tho China sLalion. ne was 
subsequently left in command of the gun¬ 
boat Insolent, and was repeatedly engaged 
in the operations for the suppression of the 
Tae-ping insurrection. He was promoted 
.oommander in 1867, retired ns captain in 
1'882, and died at Edinburgh on 21 April 
1894 (2Y» ia s, 26 April, 1894). 

(Tho Memoir in MarshnU’s Boy. Nav. Biog, 
will. (Suppl. pt. iv.) 63, appears to have been 
contributed by Nicolas, and contains numerous 
letters and official papers which givo it a dis¬ 
tinct value; Naval Onroniclo, xl. 333 (with a 
portrait); O’Byrne’s Nav. Biogr. Diet,; Gout. 
Mug. 1851,i. (3(15; James’s Natal History (I860), 
v. 267-8, 311-2; Bouse and Oouvtnoy'b Bibl. 
Cornub.] J. IC. L. 

NICOLAS, Sib NICHOLAS HARRIS 
(1799-1818), antiquary, born at Dartmouth 
on 10 March 1799, v\ as privately baptised by 
tlie mi nib ter of St. Petrox, Dartmouth, on 
1 April. Ilia groat-grandfatlior oame to 
England on the revocation of the odiot of 
Nantes, and settlod at Looe in Cornwall, 
and ho himself was the fourth son of John 
Harris Nicolas (1768-1814), R.N. John To up 
Nicolas [q. v.] was his eldest brother. Ills 
mother, Margaret, daughter and coheiress of 
John Blake, was granddaughter of the Rov. 
John Keigwin, vicar of Lanarake, whose wife, 
Prudence Busvargus, was, by her first hus¬ 
band, the Rev. John Toup, mother of the Rev. 
Jonathan Toup [q. v.] Nicolas entered the 
navy as a first-class volunteer on 27 Oct. 1808, 
became a midshipman in the Pilot 81 March 
1812, served on tho coabt of Calabria for 
some years, and on 20 Kept, 1816 was pro¬ 


moted to the post of lieutenant. In iqjq 
he was put on half-pay, and compelled to 
find a fresh field for his energies. There- 
upon he read for the bar, and was called at 
the Inner Temple on 0 May 1826, but did 
not enter into general practice, aonfinin* 
himself to peerage claims before the House 
of Lords. 

Nicolas married on 28 March 1822 Sarah 
youngest daughter of John Davison of the 
East India Ilouso and of Loughton in 
Essex, who claimed descent from William 
Davison [q. v.l, secretary of state to Queen 
Elizabeth. ThiB circumstance led to his 
investigating the career of that minister 
and entering upon a course of antiquarian 
study which he never abandoned. Nicolas 
was elected F S. A. about 1824, and early in 
1826 was placed upon tlie council; hut after 
he had attendod ono mooting his name was 
on the ensuing anniversary (23 April 1826)1 
omitted from tho liousu list. 1 Iu then started 
an inquiry into tho state of I he Bociety, and 
endeavoured lo oiled a reform in its consti¬ 
tution. But liis ell'orlswero defeated by the 
odicials, and after the anniversary in 1828lie 
withdrew from it altogether. In 1830 lie 
turned His attention lo tho record commis¬ 
sion, criticising its const itntion and the cost 
of the works which it had issued. II# issued 
in 1830a volume addressed to Lord Melbourne 
of ‘ Observations on the Stato of Historical 
Literature and on t ho Society of Antiquaries, 
with Remarks on the Record Commission,' 
tho port ion of which relating to the pur¬ 
chase by tho British Museum of the Joursan- 
vaull Manuscripts is summarised in Ed¬ 
wards’s * Founders of tho Brit isk Museum,' 
ii. 635-42. Sir Francis Palgravo at once re¬ 
plied witli a latter of ‘Remarks submitted 
to Viscount Melbourne,’ 1831, and Nicolas 

i ivoinptly answered him in a ‘ Refutation of 
i’alurave’s Remarks,’ which was also ap¬ 
pended to a reissuo of Ins ‘ Observations on 
the State of Historical Literature.’ Tka 
titles of five more works on this subject, 
three of which, though written by Nicolas, 
purported to ho by Mr. O. P. Cooper, secre¬ 
tary to tho record commission, are given in 
the 1 Bibllotlioca Oovnubiensis,’ i. 393. It was 
mainly owing to his oxertions that ths select 
commit t ea of 1830, under the presidency of 
Charlos Buller [q, v,], was appointed to" in¬ 
quire into tho public rocovds. nis evidence 
before this committee is printed in the ap¬ 
pendix to its * Report,’ pp, 342-67,877-86, 
426, Ilis evidoneo before the suleet com¬ 
mittee of tho British Musoum flits pp. 293- 
301 of tho appendix to its‘ Roport’ m 1836. 
Ilo had in 1840 some correspondence with 
Sir A. Panizzi ‘on the supply of printed 



Nicolas 487 Nicolas 


books from the library to the reading-room 
of the British Museum,’-which provoked 
from Panizzi a pamphlet with that title, and 
from Nicolas a counter-charge of ‘ Animad¬ 
versions on the Library and Catalogues of 
the British Museum: a Reply to Paaizzi’s 
Statement.’ He also contributed to the 
‘Spectator’ of 18, 28, and 80 May 1846 
three articles on the same subject. 

On 12 Oct. 1831 Nicolas was created a 
knight of the Guelphs of Hanover, and he 
became chancellor and knight commander, 
with the rank of senior knight commander, 
of the order of St. Michael and St. George 
011 16 Aug. 1832, being promoted to the 
position of grand cross on 6 Oot. 1840. 
These honours brought with them no pecu¬ 
niary reward, and the necessities of a large 
family, combined with laxity in managing 
his resources, forced Nicolas to perpetual 
drudgery. He lived for some years at 
19 Tavistock Place, London, hut his last re¬ 
sidence in England was at 66 Tarringlon 
Square. His pecuniary necessities drove 
him at last into exile, hut he continued at 
work until within a week of his death. He 
died of congestion of the brain at Cap4 Cure, 
a suburb of Boulogne, on 3 Aug. 1848. He 
was buried in Boulogne cemetery on 8 Aug., 
and a tablet to his memory was placed in 
the church of St. Martin, near Looe, in which 

a 'sli he inherited a small piopcrty. lie 
himself erected a monument in the 
some church to the memory of his uncle and 
namesake (d. 1816), to whom he was executor. 
His widow, horn in London on 3 Aug. 1800, 
died at Richmond, Surrey, on 12 Nov. 1807, 
Nicolas left eight children, two sons and six 
daughters; and two others died young, nis 
second son, Nicholas Harris, received almost 
immediately a clerkship in the exchequer 
and audit department, and his widow was 
granted, on 81 Oct. 1863, a civil list pension 
of 1007. per annum. Four of the ohildren 
are buried in Kew churchyard. 

Nicolas may have been aggressive and 
passionate, but he was animated by the best 
motives, and his fierce attacks on the abuses 
with which he credited the record commis¬ 
sion, the Society of Antiquaries, and the 
British Museum produced many desirable re¬ 
forms. The debt of Amerioan students to 
Nicolas for the increased facilities of anti¬ 
quarian research in English records is fully 
acknowledged in S. G. Drake's 1 Researches 
in British Archives,’ 1860, p. 8. Nicolas was 
remarkable for a 'beaming race, hearty greet¬ 
ing, genial conversation, varied knowledge, 
ana for his liberal readiness to impart it ’ 
{Edwaedb, Libraries and Founders, pp. 286- 
288); hut he sometimes practised his sharp 


wit on his friends. Proof of the contempo¬ 
rary belief in his knowledge of genealogy, 
and his thoroughness of research, is given 
by Ilood, who suggests that the pedigree of 
Miss Kilmansegg 

Were enough, in truth, to puzzle Old Nick, 
Not to name Sir Harris Nicolas. 

In little more than twenty-five years of 
literary work Nicolas compiled or edited 
many valuable works. They comprised: 
1. ‘ Index to the Heralds’ Visitations in the 
British Museum’ [anon.], 1823 ; 2nd edit. 
1826. 2. ‘ Life of William Davison, Secre¬ 
tary of State to Queen Elizabeth,’ 1823. 

3, 1 Notitia Historica: Miscellaneous Infor¬ 
mation for Historians, Antiquaries, and the 
Legal Profession,’ 1824; an improved edi¬ 
tion, colled ‘The Chronology of History,’ 
was included in 1838 in Lardner’s ‘ Cabinet 
Cyclopaedia,’ vol. xliv., and a second edition 
of this revised issue appeared in 1838. 

4. ‘Synopsis of the Peerage of England,’ 

1826; a new edition, entitled ‘The Historic 
Peerage of England.’ and revised, corrected, 
and continued by William Oourthope, was 
publishedin 1867. 6. ‘TestamenlaVetusla; 
illustrations from Wills of Ancient Manners, 
Customs, &c.,from Henry II to Accession of 
Queen Elizabeth,’1826,2 voIb. 6. ‘Literary 
Remains of Lady Jane Grey,’1826. 7. ‘His¬ 
tory of Town and School of Rugby,’ 1826; 
loft unfinished. 8. ‘Poetical Rhapsody of 
Francis Davison,’ 1826, 2 vols; portions of 
this, consisting of ‘Psalms translated by 
Francis and Christopher Davison’ and of 
‘BiographicalNoticesof Contributors to the 
“ Poetical Rliap >ody,’ ’’were issued for private 
circulation in the same year. 9. ‘Flagel¬ 
lum Parliameafarium: Sarcastic Notices of 
200 Members of Parliament. 1661-78,’ 1827. 
10. ‘Memoir of Augustine Vincent, Windsor 
Herald,’1827. 11, ‘History of the Battle of 
Agincourt, and of the Expedition of Henry V 
into France,’ 1827; 2nd edit. 1882; 3rd edit. 
1833. 12. ‘Chronicle of London, 1089- 
1483,’ 1827, edited by Nicolas and Edward 
Tyrrel, the city remembrancer. 13. ‘ Privy 
Purse Expenses of nenry VHI from No¬ 
vember 1629 to December 1632,’ 1827. 
14. ‘ Private Memoirs of Sir Kenolm Digby,’ 
1827 ; the ' Castrations ’ from these ‘ Me¬ 
moirs ’ were printed for private circulation 
in the same year. 16, ‘ Journal of one of 
the Suite of Thomas Beokington, afterwards 
Bishop of Bath and Wells, on an Embassy 
to the Count of Armagnac, 1442/1828; this 
was adversely criticised by the Rev, George 
Williams in ‘Official Correspondence of 
Bekynton,’ Rolls filar., 1872. 16. ‘ The 

Siege of Oarlaveroek, 1300,’ 1828. 17. ‘Roll 
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of Arms of Peers and Knights in Reign of 
Edward II,' 1828. 18. ‘ Statutes of Order 
of the Guelphs,’ 1828; only one hundred 
copies printed, and not for sale, 10. ‘ Sta¬ 
tutes or Order of the Thistle,' 1828; limited 
to fifty copies, not for sale. 20. ‘ Memoirs 
of Lady Fonshawe,’ 1829. 21. ‘Roll of 
Arms of Reigns of Henry III and Ed¬ 
ward m,’ 1829; fifty copies printed. 22. ‘Re¬ 
port of Proceedings on Claims to the Barony 
of L’lsle,’ 1829, 28. ‘Letter to the Duke of 
Wellington on creating Peers for Life’ 

M , 1880, for private circulation only; 

it. (anon.), 1880 ; 3rd edit., by Sir 
Harris Nicolas, 1884. 24. ‘Privy Purse Ex¬ 
penses of Elizabeth of York, with Memoir 
of her,’ 1880. 26. ‘ Report of Proceedings 
on Claims to Earldom of Devon,’ 1832, 
26. ‘ The Scrope and Grosvenor Controversy,' 
1832; a magnificent work of 160 copies 
only, privately printed at the expense oi an 
association of noblemen and gentlemen. The 
first volume contained the controversy be¬ 
tween Ricardus le Scrope and Robortua 
Grosvenor, milites, and tho second included 
a history of the Scropes and of the dopononte 
in their favour; the third volume, to con¬ 
tain notices of the Grosvenor deponents, woe 
never published. 27. ‘Letters of Joseph 
ltilson, 1888,2vole. 28. ‘Proceedings and 
Ordinances of the Privy Council of Eng¬ 
land, 1380-1612,’ 1834-7, 7\oH His re¬ 
muneration for this work was 1607. per 
volume. It conlainod a mass of valuahlo 
matter, and after an interval of moro than 
fifty years the labour lias been resumed by 
Mr. J. R. Dasent. 29. ‘Treatise on Law 
of Adulterine Bastardy, 1 discussing the claim 
of William Knollys [q. v,] to he Earl of Ban¬ 
bury, 1836; 2nd edit. 1838. 80. ‘Tho Oom- 
jflete Angler of Iznalc Walton and Cliarlos 
Cotton,' with drawings by Slothard and In- 
slripp, 1830, 2 vols.; a magnificent work. 
The lives were issued separately in 1837, 
and the whole work was reprinted in 1876. 
31. ‘History of Orders of Knighthood of 
the British Empire and of the Guelphs of 
Hanover,’ 1841-2, 4 vols. 32, ‘ History of 
Earldoms of Strathern,Montoith, and Airth, 
with Report of Proceedings ox Claim of 
R. B. Allardice to Earldom of Airth,' 1842, 
83. ‘Statement on Mr. Babbage’s Calculating 
Engines,’ 1843; reprinted in Babbago’s ‘Lite 
ofaPhilosopbor,’ pp. 68-96. 84.‘ Despatches 
and Letters of Lord Nelson,’ 1844-6,7 vols,; 
another iesuo began in 1846, but only one 
volume came out. 86. ‘Court of Quoen 
Victoria, or Portraits of British Ladies,’ 
1846; only throe parts wero publisliod. 
86 , ‘History of Royal Navy,’ 1847, 2 vols,; 
incomplete, extending only to reign of 
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Ilenry V. 87. ‘ Memoirs of Sir Christopher 
Hatton,’ 1847. P 6r 

Nicolas brought out the ‘ Oareanet ’ (1828 
and 1839) and the ‘ Cynosure ’ (1837), both 
containing select passages from the mo 3 t 
distinguished English writers; and, in con¬ 
junction with Henry Southern, he edited the 
two volumes (1827 and 1828) of the Becond 
series of the * Retrospective Review.’ He 
drew up an elaborate analysis of the wnfcinm 
of Junius, some part of which appeared ® 
Wade’s edition of ‘ Junius ’ (Bohn’B Standard 
Library, vols. 119 and 120), and the whole 
manuscript was ultimately sold to Joseph 
Parltes [q. v.] For Pickering’s Aldine edition 
of the poets Nicolas contributed lives of 
Thomson, Collins, the Earl of Surrey and Sir 
Thomas Wyatt, Ilenry Kirlte White,Burns, 
Cowper. and Chaucer, the Inst being especi¬ 
ally valuable through his investigations m 
contemporary documents. These memoirs 
have been inserted in tlio subsequent issues 
of that scries. It was his inlontion to have 
super Lilt ended an edition of Thomson’s poems, 
and Lord Lyttelton furnished him with con¬ 
siderable information on the subject. To the 
‘ Arohmologia ’ and the ‘ Gontloman’s Maga¬ 
zine ’ lie contributed numerous antiquarian 
apers, most of them in tho lattor periodical 
oing signed ‘ Olionas,’ and rolating to the 
Cormsh families with which he was con¬ 
nected. lie also wrote tho long preface to 
its hundredth volume. Tho ‘Westminster 
Reviow,’ ‘Quarterly Roview,’ ‘Spectator,’ 

‘ Atlienroum,’ and ‘ Naval and Military Ma¬ 
gazine ’ wore among tho other periodicals to 
which ho occasionally contributed. 

Nicolas gave assistance to Dallaway and 
Cartwright’s ‘ History of Sussex,’ Cotman'i 
‘ Sepulchral Brasses in Norfolk and Suffolk,’ 
Samuol Bentley’s 1 Excerpta Histories,’ awl 
Emma Roberts’s ‘ Rival IIousos of York 
and Lancaster.’ The voluminous papers of 
Sir Hudson Lowo on Napoleon's captivity at 
St, Helena wore sorted and arranged byliim, 
and at tho time of his death a mass of docu¬ 
ments to Septomber 1817 had boon set up in 
typp. They wero reduced iu matter by 
William Forsyth, Q.O., and published in 
three volumes in 1863. Nicolas edited in 
1886 tho pooticnl remains of his friend Sir 
T. E. Croft, and compiled iu 1842 a history 
of ‘The Cornish Club,’ with a list of its 
members, which was reprinted and supple¬ 
mented by Mr. Honry Pauli in 1877. Lette» 
by him are in Nichols’s ‘ Illustrations of Lite¬ 
rary History,’ vol. via. pp, xlvi-xlvii, and the 
‘ Memoir of Augustus do Morgan,’ pp. 70-8. 
Several of his manuscripts and letters are 
in tho British Museum (Addit. MSS. 0625, 
19704-8,28847,24872, and 28894, and Eger- 
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ton MS. 2241). Several others were dispersed 
in the sale of Sir 0. Young’s collections 
December 1871. 

[Sent. Mag. 1822 pt. i.p. 389, 1848 pt, ii. pp 
426-9, 582 ; Cunningham and Wheatley's Lon¬ 
don, iii. S48, 886; Burke's Commoners, lr. 138- 
140,292-7; O’Byrne's Naval Biogr. Diet.; Boase 
and Courtney’s Bibl. Comubiensis, vols. i. andiii.; 
Boase’s Collect. Cornubien'.ia, pp. 826-7; Brit¬ 
ton’s Autobiog. iii. 179; Tuit's Edinburgh Mag. 
1848, p. 640; Botes and Queries, 2nd ser. vn. 
322-3, 4th ser. i. 86; Dyce Catalogue, i. 218; 
Babbage’s Passages from the Life of a Philo¬ 
sopher, pp. 863-4; Parochial Hist, of Cornwall, 
iiif269-70] W. P. C. 

NICOLAY, Sir WILLIAM (1771- 
1843), colonial administrator, was born in 
1771 of an old Saxe-Gotha family settled in 
England. He entered the Royal Military 
Academy, Woolwich, hb a cadet 1 Nov. 1785, 
but did not obtain a commission as second 
lieutenant royal artillery until 28 May 1790. 
In April 1791 he embarked for India with two 
newly formed companies of royal artillery, 
known as the 1 East India Detachment,’ which 
subsequently formed the nucleus of the old 
sixth battalion (Duncan, Hist. Soy. Artil¬ 
lery, ii. 2). He served under Lord Corn¬ 
wallis at the siege of Seringapatam in 1792, 
and was an assistant-engineer at the reduc¬ 
tion of Pondicherry in 1793. Meanwhile, 
with some other artillery subalterns, he had 
been transferred in November 1793 to the 
royal engineers, in whioh he became first- 
lieutenant 1C Aug. 1793 and captain 29 Aug. 
1798. 11c was present at the capture of St. 
Lucia, and was left there as commanding 
engineer by Sir John Moore. lie ofterwards 
served under Sir Ralph Abercromby at To¬ 
bago and Trinidad until compelled to return 
home by a broken thigh, which incapacitated 
him for duty for two years. "When the 
royal staff corps was formed, to provide a 
corps for quartermaster-general's and engi¬ 
neer duties whioh should be under the 
horse guards (instead of under the ordnance), 
Nicolay was appointed major of the new corps 
from 20 Juno 1801, and on 4 April 1806 be¬ 
came lieutenant-colonel. lie was employed on 
the defences of the Kent and Sussex coasts 
during the invasion alarms of 1804-5, and 
on intelligence duties under Sir John Moore 
m Spain in 1808, and was present at Corunna. 
He became a brevet-colonel 4 June 1813. 
In 1815 be proceeded to Belgium in com¬ 
mand of five companies of the royal staff 
corps, and was present at the battle of 
Waterloo (O.B, and modal) and the occupa¬ 
tion of Paris. There he remained until the 
division destined to occupy the frontier, of 
which the staff corps formed part, moved to 


Cnmbray. He became a major-general 12 Aug. 
1819. lie was governor of Dominica from 
April 1824 to July 1831, of St. Kitts, Ne¬ 
vis, Antigua, and the Virgin Islands from 
January 1831 to December 1832, and of 
Mauritius from 1833 to February 1840, an 
anxious time,as,owingto the recent abolition 
of slavery and other causes, there was much 
ill-feeling in the island towards the English. 

Nicolay, a O.B. and K.O.H., was promoted 
to lieutenant-general 10 Jan. 1837, and was 
appointed colonel, 1st West India regiment, 
80 Nov, 1839. He died at his residence. 
Oriel Lodge, Cheltenham, on 3 May 1842. 
He married in 1806 the second daughter of 
the Rev. E. Law of Wkittingham, North¬ 
umberland. 

[Kane’s List of Officers Soy. Art. 1809 ed. 
p. 20; Vibarb’s History Madras Sappera, vol. i„ 
for accounts of sieges of Seringapatam and 
Pondicherry. Nicolay’s name is misspelt Nicolas ; 
Philippnrt’s Royal Military Calendar, 1820, iv. 
43; Basil Jackson’s Recollections of the Waterloo 
Campaign (privately printed); Gent. Mag. 1842, 
ii. 205.] H. M. O. 

NIOOLL. [See also Nionon and Nicor] 

NIOOLL, ALEXANDER (1793-1828), 
orientalist, youngest son of John Nicoll, was 
horn at Monymuslt, Aberdeenshire, 3 April 
1793, After attending successively a private 
school, the parish school, and Aberdeen gram¬ 
mar school, he entered Aberdeen University, 
where he studied two years with distinction. 
In 1807 he removed to BaUiol College, Ox¬ 
ford, on a Snell exhibition, and graduated 
B.A. in 1811, and M.A. in 1814. Re began 
his special oriental studies in 1813, and was 
afterwards appointed sub-librarian in the 
Bodleian Library. In 1817 betook deacon’s 
orders, and became a curate in an Oxford 
church. In 1822 he succeeded Dr. Richard 
Laurence [q.v.l as regius professor of Hebrew 
and canon of (Jurist Church, on the presenta¬ 
tion of the Earl of Liverpool, prime minister, 
and was made D.O.L. in the same year. He 
died of bronchitis on 24 Sept. 1828. lie was 
twice married—first to a Danish My, who 
died in 1826; and, secondly, to Sophia, daugh¬ 
ter of James Parsons, the editor of the Oxford 
' Septuagint,’ who prepared a posthumous 
volume of Niooll’s sermons, with memoir, in 
1880, By his second wife he left three 
daughters. 

Niooll's mam work was his catalogues of 
the oriental manuscripts in the Bodleian li¬ 
brary. lie first arranged those brought from 
the east by Edward Daniel Clarke [q. v,], and 

S uhlished in 1815 a second port of the cata- 
igue, which dealt with the oriental manu¬ 
scripts j the first part, dealing with the classi- 
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cal manuscripts, liad been issued bv Gnisford 
in 1812. In 1818 Nicoll published ‘ Notitia 
Oodicis Samaritano-Arabici Pcntateuchi in 
Bibl. Bodleiana,’ Oxford, royal 8vo, Finally, 
he added in 1821 a second part to the 
1 Bibliotheca) Bodleiame Oodicum Miinu- 
scriptorum Oriontalium Catalogus,’ of which 
tho first part, by Joannes Uri [q.v.l the 
Hungarian scholar, had appeared in 1788. 
The third part, by Edward Bouverie Pussy 
[q. v.], was pi-uitod in 1836. These compila¬ 
tions gainedforNiooll aEuronean reputation, 
and such was his linguistic fame that it was 
commonly said of him that he might pass to 
the Great Wall of China without the services 
of an interpreter. 

[Memoirby Rev. J. ParsonB; Anderson's Scot¬ 
tish Nation; Foster's Alumni Oxon.; Chambers's 
Biogr. Biot, of Eminent Scotsmen, pp. 218-19; 
Mocray’s Annals of the Bodleian Library, 1889, 
2 nd ed.] T. B. 

NICOLL or NIOOLLS, ANTHONY 
(1611-1669), parliamentarian, born at St. 
Tudy, Cornwall, 14 Nov. 1011, was oldest 
son of Humphry Nicoll of Penvoso, in that 
parish (bom in' 1677, sat in parliament for 
tho borough of Bodmin, Cornwall, March 
1627-8 to March 1628-9, and hurled at St. 
Tudy 31 March 1042), who married at St. 
Dominick in the same county, in May 1004, 
Philipp or Philippa, daught or of Sir Anthony 
Rous, lent. Ho was also connect ed with the 
great Cornish families of Cavoll, Lower, 
Mohun, and lloacarrock, and, through his 
mother, he was a nephew of J ohn Pym ( liibl. 

Cor nub. ii. 696). IIo was returned for tho 
Cornish borough of Bossiney in tho parlia¬ 
ment which lasted from 18 April to 6 May 
1640, and in the Long parliament of tho 
same year he sat for Bodmin. This return 
was disputod bv Sir John Bramslon, and 
Nicoll was declared by tho committee of 
election to have been unduly returned; but, 
through Pym’f, influence, this decision was 
never reported to tho house itself. In after 
years the improper retention of the seal was 
often brought up against him, Tie acted for 
tho most part with Denial Hollos [q, v.] and 
the preshyterian membevs, and was often ap¬ 
pointed o'a conferences and commit tuos. 

After tho defeat of the parliamentary forces 
at St arnford Ilill, near Stratton, Cornwall, on 
16 May 1643, complaint was mndo by their 
commander, tho Earl of Stamford, that Ni- 
coll’s notion in withdrawing tho cavalry had 
contributed to the disaster. A joint com¬ 
mittee of both houses was appointed to in¬ 
quire into tho matter, but no result was 
readied. On 1 May 1017 he was nominated 
a member of the body for regulating the uni- 
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varsity of Oxford. Later in the samT?^ 
the army made specific charges against slew, 
preshyterian members, of whom Nicoll J 
one; but for a time, owing to the withdraw!? 
of tho independent representatives ii! 
friends woro victorious. The special chanr * 
against him alleged that he had remained?? 
parliament for many yoars although the seat 
had boon declared void by tho co mmit t e e of 
privileges, that he had influenced the elec 
tion of members in tho west, and that hehad 
received rewards. Those accusations he de¬ 
nied; blithe admitted that ho had continued 
in tho office of master of the armoury in tie 
Towor,and had lost the lucrative position of 
‘ Customer of Plymouth and of tho Oornisl 
ports.’ When the army entered London 
(6 Aug. 1047) (ho cause of tho indepea. 
dents triumphed, and Nicoll was ordered 
into restraint. He had procured a pass from 
the speaker to go into Cornwall, but could 
not nbtnin ono from Foirfax. On the way 
to his own county ho was stopped by some 
troopers, and oarriBd on 16 Aug. to head¬ 
quarters at Kingston. Next day he na 
brought before that genoral, and on 18Ant. 
a leltor from him was road in the House oi 
Commons. Fairfax was communicated with 
and, after debate, it was ordered that Nicoll 
should remain in cimiody. Wlion it came 
out on tho saino clay that ’Nicoll had escaped, 
the ports were slopped against him, and tie 
speaker’s pass revoKud. But tho presbyte- 
nans soon regained their supremacy, and tie 
disabling orders against him wero revoked. 
On 12 Oct. J618 ho formed one of the com- 
milteoof Boq nest rations fovOomwall,andon 
4 Nov. tho office of master of tho armouries 
in tho Tower and at Greenwich was granted 
to him for life by patent. IIo wns probably 
axpollod through 1 Pride’s purge.’ 

Nicoll sat for Cornwall 1661 to 1066, and 
wns chosen for Bossinoy on 11 Jan, 1668-9, 
and in 1607 ho became sheriff of that county, 
IIo diod of fever on 20 Fob. 1068-9, and 
wns buried at the Kavoy on 22 Fob. An 
elaborate monument, with a Latin inscrip¬ 
tion and verses in English, which nowstande 
on tho south chancel aislo, wns erected to 
his memory in St,. Tudy church by his wife 
Amy in 1681. It contains offigies of him¬ 
self, his wife, and five sons. lie had fire 
sous and two daughters; two of the younger 
sous were at that time buried in the Savoy, 
and two of tho olrlor at St, Tudy. His wife 
Amy, daughter and coheiress of Peter Spec- 
cot of Speccoi, Devonshire, married in 1670 
John Vyvyan of Trewan, Cornwall. liar 
will was preyed on 27 May 1686. In 1610 
Nicoll rebuilt the mansion of Penvose, and 
filled the windows with stained glass, em- 
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blazoned with his own arms and those of the 
families with whom he was connected. 
About 1740 the family estates were alienated, 

The differences, in which Nicoll was con- 
cerned,hetween the army and the parliament, 
formed the subject-matter of several pam¬ 
phlets. In 1643 there were published ‘Two 
Letters, one from Robert, Earl of Essex, to 
Anthony Nicoll; the other to Sir Samuel 
Luke; ’ and in 1846 there came out ‘ Several 
Letters to William Lenthal on the Gallant 
Proceedings of Sir Thomas Fairfax in the 
West,’ one of which was from Nicoll Mercer's 
i Anglin) Speculum ’ (1846) contains a_ son- 
not to huu, and Captain John Harris printed 
in 1661 a petition to parliament against 
the proceedings of Rudyerd, Alexander Pym, 
and Nicoll as trustees ‘ for the payment of 
M. Pym’s debts, and raising portions for two 
younger children.’ Letters, both printed and 
in manuscript, by him are in the ‘ Thurloe 
SLnte Papers,’ hi. 227, iv. 451; Additional 
MSS., British Museum ; Rawlinson and 
Tanner MSS. at the Bodleian Library: the 
House of Lords MSS.; and those of G. A. 
Lowndes (Hist. MSS. Comm. 7th Rep. App. 
pp. 652-66). 

[Maclean’s Trigg Minor, iii. 212, 322.6; Bi- 
den’s Kingston-on-Thames, pp, 28-9; Wood’s 
Univ. of Oxford, od. Gutoh, vol. li. pt. ii. pp. 
501, 616; Thomas Burton's Diary, iii. 150; 
Ijrarnf. tan’s Antobiogr. (Camden Sob.), pp. 180-2; 
Hazlitt’s Supplement to Bibliogr. Collections, 
1880, p. 46 ; Hwdiworth, vol. ii. pt.iy. pp. 778— 
88; Parochial Hist, of Cornwall, iv. 288.] 

W. P. C. 

NICOLL, FRANCIS (1770-1836), Scot¬ 
tish divine, third son of JohnNicoll, merchant, 
Lossiemouth, Elgin, was bora there iti 1770. 
lie studied at King’s Oollego, Aberdeen, gra¬ 
duated M.A. in 1780, and was licensed as a 
preacher by the presbytery of Elgin in 1703. 
After spending several years as tutor in the 
family of Sir James Grant of Grant, bart., he 
was presented by the Earl of Moray to the 
parish of Auchtortool in Fife, and orilainod 
21 Sept. 1707. Two years afterwards he 
was translated to tho united parishes of 
Mains and Strathmarline in Forfarshire, 
which were then newly conjoined, and he 
was admitted to the charge on 19 Sept. 1700, 
The church of Mains was built for him in 
1800, and the degree of D.D, was conferred 
upon him by St. Andrews University in 
1807. He held n high position in the olvuroh 
courts both as a debater and a man of affairs, 
and in 1809 ho was elected moderator of the 
general assembly of the church of Scotland, 
In 1819 he was presented by the Prince 
Regent to tho parish of St. Leonard’s, Fifo, 
ana was in the same year made principal 


of the united colleges of St, Leonard’s and 
St. Salvator’s in the university of St. An¬ 
drews, in succession to James Playfair. In 
March 1822 he was chosen rector of St. 
Andrews University, and he drew up the 
address presented to George IV during the 
royal visit in August of that year. Nicoll 
resigned his office as minister of St. Leonard’s 
parish in 1824, and died on 8 Oct. 1835. In 
Iiis government of St, Andrews University 
he proved an efficient administrator. 

[Scott’s Fasti, ii. 401,625, iii. 721; Grierson’s 
Delineations of St. Andrews, pp. 188, 204; 
Millar’s Roll of Eminent Burgesses of Dundee, 
p. 256.] A. H. M. 

NTOOLL, ROBERT (1814-1837), poet, 
was horn on 7 Jan. 1814 at the farmhouse 
of Little Tulliebeltane, in the parish of 
Auchtergaven, Perthshire, about halfway 
between Perth and Dunlreld, and was the 
second son in a family of nine children. 
When he was only live his father was re¬ 
duced to the condition of a day labourer on 
his own farm bv tho default of a relative 
for whom he had become security. Robert’s 
education was thus exceedingly imperfect, 
but lie road all tlio books he could find, and 
profited by the opportunities he obtained by 
his removal to Perth, where, at the age of 
sixteen, he apprenticed himself to a female 
grocer and wine merchant. By a small 
saving he enabled his mother to open a 
shop, and greatly improved the circum¬ 
stances of his family. He had already begun 
to write poetry, but destroyed most of his 
compositions in despair of ever attaining to 
write correct English; and his first lite¬ 
rary production that saw the light was a 
tale, ‘ II Zingaro,’ founded on an Ttulian 
tradition, which appeared in ‘Johnstone’s 
Magazine ’ iii 1833. In the same year his 
indentures were terminated on account of 
ill-health, and, after a short stay at home 
to recruit his strength, he proceeded to Edin¬ 
burgh, where he met with considerable 
notico, but no employment beyond that of 
an occasional contribution to ‘ Johnatono’s,’ 
which shortly afterwords became 1 Tait’s 
Magazine ’ [see Johnstoitd, Ohkistian Iso- 
tiblj. He had meditated emigrating to 
America, but was induced to remain in 
Scotland and open a circulating library at 
Dundee, which did not eventually prove 
successful. In the autumn of 1836 his 
poems, printed at the office of a Dundee 
newspaper, were published by Tait of Edin¬ 
burgh, and proved somewhat of a com¬ 
mercial but not much of a literary succesp. 
In 1836 the circulating library was given 
up, and Tait obtained for Nicoll the appoint- 
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ment of editor of the * Leeds Times.’ The 
salary was only 100/. a year; nevertheless, 
before loaving Dundee Nicoll married Alice 
Suter, niece of a newspaper proprietor in tho 
town, who is described as beautiful and in¬ 
teresting, and in every respect suited to 
him. Nicoll had always peon a strong, 
even a violent, radical politician, Tho vigour 
which ho introduced into the ‘ Leeds Times ’ 
greatly stimulated the sale of the paper, but 
wore out his delicate constitution, which 
completely brolco down after the general 
election in the summer of 1887, in conse¬ 
quence of his arduous and successful exer¬ 
tions in the cause of Sir William Moles- 


[NicoU’s poems were republished iTiiuI 
with copious additions, principally of 
written subsequently to tho original publicaH? 
in 1833, and an anonymous memoir by m/ 
JohnBtone, which has continued to be pr e S 
to more recent editions, and is tho best luthorit 
for his lifo. An independent bioBranhv v‘ 
P. It, Drummond, 1884, adds some' interest!® 
letters and anecdotes, but does not materia/ 
modify the impression left by Mrs. .TohnatonS 
memoir. See also Clmmbors’s Biogr. Diet 
Eminent Scotsmen, I860, v. 487; Walker's Bonis 
of Bon-Accord, p, 488 ; Charles Kinirslav in Z 
North British Review, vol.xvi.j and 
Smiles, in Good Words, vol. xvi.j ft. q 


worth. lie returned to Scotland to die. NICOLL, WIIITLOCK (1788-1888) 
Everything possible was done for him. Mr. physician, son of the Rev. Iltyd Nicoll 
and Mrs. Johnstone received him into their was born at Trcddington, Worcestershire ij 
house. Andrew Comhe and Robert Cox 1786. Ilia father was rector of the parish 
attended him gratuitously. Sir William and diod boforo Nicoll wiih two years old- 
Moloswortli sent him CO/., ‘accompanied,’ his mother was Ann, daughter of George 
says Mrs. Johnstone, ‘ by a letter remark- ITatch of Windsor. He was educated by 
able for delicacy and kindness.’ But his tho Rev. Jolm Nicoll, his uncle, and placed 
health continued to doclino, and I 10 diod at in 1802 to live with Mr. Bovan, a medical 
Laverock Bank, near Edinburgh, on 7 Doc. praotil ionor at Cowhridgo, (Glamorganshire. 
1837. Two days before his death his father L 11 1806 he became a student at Si. George's 
and mother left their homo, and, walking Hospital, and in 1809 received tho diploma 
fifty miles through frost and snow, arrived of membership of tho College of Surgeons of 
just in time to sec him alive. He was buried England. Ho then boenmo partner of his 
m North Leith churchyard. Thu inappro- former toaclior at Cowbridgo, and engaged is 
priateness of tho situation to the last resting- general practice. IIo wont to live in. Ludlow, 
place of a pool is the subjact of some touching Shropshire, l ook an M.D. dogroo 17 May 
lines by liis brother William, who a few 1816 at Marischal College, Abordoen, and 
years afterwards was himself buried in the was admitted an oxtra-lieentiato of tho Col- 
same grave. logo of Physicians of London 8 Juno 1810. 

It is probably to tha crediL of Nicoll’a Ho commenced physician, recoived in 1817 
lyrical faculty that his songs in tho Scottish tho dogroo of M.D. from tho Archbishop of 
dialect should bo so greatly superior to his Canterbury,anil bognn to write as nn autho- 
pooms in literary English. The latter,with rity on medicine m tho ‘London Medical 
some well-known exceptions, arc of small Repository ’ in 1819. His first separatepnb- 
account, hut ns a Scottish minstrel he stands lication, ‘Tentamon Nosologicum,’ had ap- 
very high. The characteristics of tho native poured in vol. vii. No. !19 of the' Repository.' 
poetry of Scotland arc always the same: It is ft general classification of diseases based 
melody, simplicity, truth to nature, ardent upon their sympt oms. I] is tlireo main divi- 
feeling, pathos, and humour. All thoso ex- sionB are fobrus, of which ho describes three 
cellences Nicoll possesses in a very high orders; neuroses, with sovon orders; and 
degree, and deserves tho distinction of having oachexiro, with eleven orders, and the ar- 
been a most genuino poot of tlie people. He rangoment shows nothing more thnn thein- 
certainly falls far short or Burns; but Bums gomiity of a student. ‘Tho History of the 
produced nothing so good as Nicoll’s bust Human (Economy ’ appeared in 1810, and 
until ftflar attaining tho age at which suggests a general physiological method of 
Nicoll ceased to writo: and it is not likoly inquiry in clinical modicinn, ‘ Primary He- 
tliat the young man of twonty-tliroo had incuts of Disordorod Circulation of the 
arrived at the limits of his genius. His Blood' was also published in 1810, and con- 
mind grew rapidly, and I 10 might liavo pro- tains one hundred obvious remarks on the 
duced proso work of abiding value whon his circulation. ‘ (General Elements of Patho- 
political passion had boon modcrtitod and his logy ’ appeared in 1820, and in 1821 ‘Prac- 
powers disciplined by experience of the tical Remarks on the Disordered States of 
world. Personally I 10 was amiable, honour- tho Cerebral Sf ruclurcs in Infants.' This 
able, enthusiastic, and warmly attached to was first read boforo an association of phr- 
his friends, sicians in Ireland on 6 Doo. 1819, and is the 
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most interesting of his medical -writings. 
He seems to have noticed some of the now 
well-known phenomena of the reflection of 
irritation from one part of the nervous sys¬ 
tem to another; but his argument is con¬ 
fused, and his proposition that erethism of 
the cranial brain is due to impressions on the 
anticerebral extremities of nerves is im¬ 
perfectly supported by his actual observa¬ 
tions. At this time he became a member of 
the Royal Irish Academy. On 17 March 
1820 he graduated M.D. at Glasgow, then 
removed to London, and was admitted a 
licentiate of the College of Physicians on 
26 June 1826. lie attained some success in 
practice, and was elected F.R.S. 18 Feb. 
1830. He published two ophthalmic cases 
of some interest—one of imperfection of 
vision, the other of colour-blindness—in the 
< Medico-Chirnrgical Transactions,’ vols. vii, 
and ix. In 1886 he gave up practice, and 
settled at Wimbledon, Surrey, where he died 
on 3 Dec. 1838. 

The taste for Hebrew and for theology 
which he acquired in boyhood from the 
learned uncle who educated him romained 
through life, ne left several theological 
works iu manuscript, which were published 
in 1841, with a short prefatory sketch of his 
life. lie published live theological treatises 
during his lifetime: ‘ An Analysis of Chris¬ 
tianity,’ 8vo, London, 1823; ‘Nugra Ile- 
brnicoB ’ and * Nature the Preacher,’ 1837; 
'Remarks on the Breaking and Eating or 
Bread and Drinking of Wine in Commemo¬ 
ration of the Passion of Christ,’ 8vo, Lon¬ 
don, 1837; ‘ An Inquiry into the Nature and 
Prospects of the Adamite Race,’ 8vo, Lon¬ 
don, 1838. 

Plunk's doll, of Pkys. iii. 149 j Works.] 

N. M. 

NICOLLS or NICHOLLS, Sin AUGUS¬ 
TINE (1669-1610), judge; bom at Eoton, 
Northamptonshire, in April 1669, was the 
second son of Thomas Nicholls, serjeant-at- 
law, by Anne, daughter of John Pell, osq., of 
Ellington, Huntingdonshire. The Wardour 
Abbey manor in Eoton had been in the family 
for three generations, having been purchased 
by Augustine’s grandfather,William Nicolls 
or Nieoll, of Hardwieke, Northamptonshire, 
who died in 1675, at the age of nmely-six. 
Augustine's father, Thomas, purchased a third 
part of tho manor of Hardwicks in tlie reign 
of Elizabeth, His elder brother, Francis, 
horn in 1667, was governor of Tilbury Fort 
in 1688. Augustine , 1 bred in the study of 
the common law,’ became reader at thoMiddle 
Temple in the autumn of 1002. On 11 Fob. 
1608 Elizabeth summoned him to take the 


degree of the coif j hut the queen dying before 
the writ was returnable, it had to Be renewed 
by James I. Nicolls was sworn in before 
the lord keeper as serjeant-at-law on 17 May 
following (Nichols, Progresses of James I, 
i. 167). On 14 Deo. 1603 Nicolls was made 
recorder of Leicester (cf. ib. ii. 404 n.) In 
1610 he was attached as seijeant to the 
household of Henry, prince of Wales. An 
opinion signed by him and Thomas Stephens, 
advising tho prince not to entertain a pro¬ 
posal for getting a grant from the king of 
forfeitures from recusants, is printed by Birch 
from HarL MS. 7009, fol. 23 (Life of Henry, 
Prince of Wales, pp. 169-70). On 11 June 
1610 Nicolls, in addition to the manors of 
Broughton and Faxton, which lie had pur¬ 
chased, received a grant in fee simple of the 
manor of Kibworth-Beauchamp, Leicester¬ 
shire (State Papers, Dom. 1603-10, p. 618). 

On 20 Nov. 1612 Nicolls was appointed 
justice of common pleas (Doodalu, Okron. 
Ser. p. 102; Bridges, Northamptonshire, ii. 
95; but cf. Cal. State Papers, Dom. 1611-18, 
p. 168). He was knighted at the same time. 
Three years later his patent was renewed on 
liia appointment as chancellor to Charles, 
prince of Wales. He died of the ‘ new ague ’ 
while on circuit, on 3 Aug. 1610, at Kendal, 
Westmoreland, where there is a monument 
to his memory; his tomb, in black and white 
marble, is in Faxton Church, Northampton¬ 
shire. It might be said of him, writes Fuller, 

‘ Judex mortuus est jura dans.’ RobcrtBollon 
Dp v.], whom he had presented to the living 
ot Broughton, testifies to his high qualities, 
both as a man and a judge. He particularly 
dwells upon Nicolls’s ‘ constant and resolute 
heart rising against bribery and corruption,’ 
and says that he ‘qualified fees to his owne 
loss,’ and would not take gratuities even 
* after judgment given.’ James I called him 
' the j udge that would give no money.’ Bol¬ 
ton credits him with a good memory, great 
patience and affability, and ‘a marvellous 
tenderness and pitiful! exactnesse in his in¬ 
quisitions after blood,’ He bad also ‘a 
mighty opposition of poperyj’ and in the 
north officers observed that 1 in his two or 
three yeares he convicted, confin’d, and con¬ 
form’d moe papists than were in twenty 
years before/ He delivered, especially, a 
very weighty charge at Lancaster in his last 
circuit hut one against ‘popery, prophane- 
ness, non-residency, and outer corruptions of 
the times.’ He would not travel on Sunday, 
and liked ‘ profitable and conscionablo ser¬ 
mons.’ ‘ I cannot tell, sales he, what you 
call Puritanical! sermons; they come nearest 
to my conscience, and doe mee the most 
good/ 
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Ila married Mary, daughter of one Hem- 
inga of London, and widow of Edward Bag- 
shaw, esq. Haying no children, the manor 
of Faxton passed to his nephew Francis, 
son of Francis Nicholls, the governor of 
Tilbury, by Anne, daughter of David Sey¬ 
mour, esq. 

The nephew, Fbakois Nicolis (1585— 
1642), matriculated from Brasanose College, 
Oxford, on IS Oet. 1602, and entered at the 
Middle Temple in the same year, Either he 
or his father was clerk to the Prince of 
■Wales’s court of liveries, and receiver of his 
revenues in Buckinghamshire and Bedford¬ 
shire in 1028 (see Cal Statu Papers, Bom. Ser, 
1/380-1025, Addenda, pp, 638, G69, 607). In 
tho parliament of 1628-0 he represented 
Northamptonshire,and was high sheriff of the 
county in 1031. In May 1640 he was secro¬ 
tary to the elector palatine, and, with Sir 
Richard Cave, was carried off to Dunkirk by 
a pirate sloop (the crew of which wore 
English) during their passage from Rye to 
Dieppe (it). 1610, p. 121), After being de¬ 
tained three days, Nicolls and his companion 
were allowed to go back to Dover, whence 
after a day's interval they proceeded to Paris, 
where they joined the elector on 22 May (boo 
two letters of Nicolls to Secretary Winde- 
lmnk in Cal. State Papers, Dom. Ser. 1640, 
pp. 147, 200; of. ib. 1630-41 passim). On 
28 July 10il he was created a baronet, He 
died 4 March 1642. By his wife Mary, daugh¬ 
ter of Edward Bag3haw, esq., lie had a sou, 
Sir Edward Nicolls (1620-1682), who suc¬ 
ceeded him as second baronet, and whose 
son by his second wife, Sir Edward Nicolls, 
died in 1717 without issue. 

[Tile main authority is Bolton’s Funoral Notes 
on tho judge, publiohod in 1683 with his Foirns 
Last Things, and Bagslmwo’s Life and Death 
of R. Bolton. Other authorities are Fuller's 
Worthies, ed. Nichols, ii. 168 ; Dugdale's Orig. 
Jud. p 219, Ohron. Sor. pp, 102, 104 j Colo's 
Hist, of Ectoii, pp. 66-7; Bridges's Northamp¬ 
tonshire, ii. 86, 87, 05-6 j Burke’s Extinct Ba¬ 
ronetage; Foster’s Alumni Oxon. 1600-1714, 
and Inns of Court Registers; Brook's Lives of tho 
Puritans, ii. 391; Pennant’s Tour from Down¬ 
ing to Alston, p. 119; Nicholson’s Annals of 
Kondid, p. 286; Brasanose Calendar; Foss's 
Judges of England; besides Calendar of State 
Papers, Domestic Sor., Nichols's Progresses of 
James I, and works cited in the text.) 

G. La G. N. 

NICOLLS, BENEDICT (d. 1488), bishop 
of St. David’s, is described by Godwin as a 
bachelor of laws; he was rector of 1 Staple- 
bridge in the diocese of Salisbury’ (f Staple- 
ford, Wiltshire) in 1408, when he was made 
bishop of Bangorby papal bull dated 18 April; 


he received the temporalities on 22 July an j 
spiritualities on 10 Aug. In 1410 he wk 
one of those who tried and condemned ft! 
lollard John Badby [q. v.], and in 1413™! 
assessor to the Archbishop of Canterbury 
when Sir John Oldcastle [q. v.l was tried 
and excommunicated. Noxt year heap™.™ 
as a trior of petitions from Gascony andnorh, 
beyond sea On 17 Dec. 1418 he was trans¬ 
ferred to bt. David’s m succession to Stephen 

Patrington [q. v.l; he made his profession 
of obedience to the Archbishop of Canter 
bury on 12 Feb. following, and had the tern! 
poralities restored on 1 June. In 1419 h e 
was guarantee for a loan to tho king (Mh 
of Pari, iv, 117 i; in the index Nicolls is 
confused both with a predecessor at St 
David’s, John Oatriek, and his successor 
Thomas Rodburn [q. v.]). In 1425 be wos 
one of those appointed to determine the claim 
of precedence belweon tho earls marshal and 
Warwick; in 1427 ho was present at the 
opening of parliament, when Henry Chichele 
[q. v.], archbishop of Canterbury, preached 
against the statute of pro visors, and in the 
following year subscribed to the answer 
which parliament returned to Gloucester 
defining life position as protector (of. Stums, 
Const. Mist. lii. 107). In 1429 he was again 
a trier of petitions. He died on 25 June 1483 
and was buried in St. David’s Cathedral! 
where ho had founded a chantry, His will 
made on 14 June 1488, was prevod on 14 Aug! 
following. 


[Rolls of Pari, vol, iv.; Netter’s Fasciculi 
Zizaninrum (Rolls Ser.), pp. 414,442,447; Elm- 
liaiui Liber Motrieus (Rolls Sor.), p, 162; Wil¬ 
kins’s Concilia, iii, 361-7; Foxe’s Acts and Mon. 
iii. 236, 329, 336, 316-7; Burnet's Hist, of Re- 
formation, od. Poeook, i, 189, iv. 169-80; God¬ 
win, De Proisulibus Anglite, od. Richardson, pp, 
683, 623 ; Gama’s Series Episeoporum; Bram 
Episcopal Succession; LoNevo’sFasti,ed.Hardy, 
i. 101, 298; Jones and Freeman's History of 
St. David’s, pp. 102, 123, 307; Stubbs's Regis- 
trum Sacrum and Constitutional History, iii, 

79,107 .) a.f;p. 


NICOLLS, FERDINANDO (1698-1002), 
Presbyterian divino, son of a gentleman of 
Buckinghamshire, was horn in 1698. He 
matriculated from Magdalen College, Ox¬ 
ford, on 10 Nov. 1615, graduated B.A. on 
16 Doc. 1618, and M.A. on 14June 1021. On 
0 May 1629 Sir Allen Apsley, lieutenant of 
the Tower, writing to Secret ary Dorchester, 
described liimas 1 of Sherborne.’ Nicolls had 
applied for permission to see some of Apsleria 

S nsoners, and to specie to t hem at the wm- 
ows, but had been prevented. 

On 12 Nov. 1681 ho was collated by Bishop 
Hull to the rectory, of St. Mary “Arches, 
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Exeter. In 1641 he convened a parish meet¬ 
ing, ‘ by order of the House of Commons^’ to 
obtain signatures to a solemn ‘ Protestation ’ 
against popery, and later on was presented 
to the vicarage of Twickenham by the West¬ 
minster assembly. In November 1646 lie 
was experiencing difficulties in obtaining the 
profits of his vicarage, and was granted an 
orderfor payment by the committee for plun¬ 
dered ministers. In 1648 he took the cove¬ 
nant and signed ‘ The Joint Testimonie of 
the Ministers of Devon. . . unto the Truth 
of Jesus,’ London, 1648; but complaint was 
made by the council of state on 1 April 1660, 
in a letter to Major Blackmore at Exeter, 
that he was active in stirring np (he people 
to disobedience by intemperate declarations 
in the pulpit. An examination was ordered, 
but Nicolls remained in undisturbed pos¬ 
session of his living. In 1664 he became 
one of the assistants to the commissioners of 
Devonshire and the city of Exeter for the 
ejection of scandalous ministers. In 1660 
when, in pursuance of an act for the uniting 
of parishes in Exeter, St. Mary Arches was 
one of the four churches retained for pnblio 
worship and the service of the Directory, 
Nicolls was reinstitul cd and received a pre- j 
eentatiort to the enlarged parish on 11 Aug. 
1667. In 1662 he was unable to conform to 
the Act of Uniformity, and was ejected, and 
soon after died. An almost illegible in¬ 
scription on a stone in Clio church of St. Mary 
Arches gives the date of liis death as 10 Dec. 
16.. (1662 P) There is no entry in the parish 
register. The interment appears to liavo 
taken place in the following April during 
the night. No minister was present, and j 
resistance was offered when one arrived, so 
that ‘ a dozen men were hound over April 18 
1663 for disturbance of the public peace.’ 

Nicolls was an able and fluent preacher, 
and intolerant of inattention to his sermons 
in church. He is said to have sat down on 
perceiving some of his congregation asleep, 
and to have continued his discourse when 
the noise of the people rising awakened them. 
He published 'The Life and Doatk of Mr. 
Ignatius Jourdain [a, v.], one of the Aider- 
men of the City of Exeter,’ London, 1061, 
1666, which was afterwards printed in 
Clarke’s 1 Collection of Lives,’ 1002, pp. 449- 
487. 

[Palmer’s Nonconformist’s Memorial, ii. 38-7; 
Wood’s Athens Oxon. ed. Bliss, iii. cols 820-1 j 
Wood's Basti (Bliss), i, cols. 380,397 j Bloxnm’s 
Reg. of Magdalen Doll. vol. 11. pp cv, evi, vol, 
vi. pp. 34, 36; Beg. of Univ. of Oxford (Oxf. 
Hist. Roc.), vol. ii. pt. ii, p. 844, pt. iii. p. 368; 
Foster’s Alumni Oxon,; Oal. of State Papers, 
Dom. Ser. 1628-9 p. 643,1660 pp, 74-6; Oliver’s 


Hist, of Exeter, pp. 118-20, 169; Addit. MS. 
13669, f. 73; information from tlia Bev. A, H. 
Hamilton.] B. P. 

NICOLLS, Sis JASFER (1778-1849), 
lieutenant-general, was born at East Fnr- 
leigh, Kent, on 16 July 1778. Ilis father 
was at the time of his birth a captain in the 
1st foot (royal Scots), and subsequently be¬ 
came colonel of his regiment and mayor of 
Dublin. His mother was daughter and co¬ 
heiress of William Dan, esq., of Gillingham, 
Kent. Jasper was educated first at a private 
school kept by the Rev. A. Derby at Bally- 
gall, co. Dublin, and afterwards at Dublin 
University. Gazetted ensign in the 46th 
regiment on 24th May 1798, when only four¬ 
teen years of age, he nevertheless continued 
at college till September 1794, when he 
joined his regiment, becoming lieutenant on 
the 26th of the following November. He 
spent five or six years in the West Indies, 
attaining the rank of captain on 12 Sept. 
1799. In 1802 he proceeded to India as 
military secretary and aide-de-camp to his 
uncle, Major-general Oliver Nicolls, com¬ 
mander-in-chief in the Bombay presidency; 
and a few days after the battle of Assays 
joined the army commanded by Sir Arthur 
Wellesley. It is not clear whether he went 
as a volunteer or was appointed to the staff; 
hut, according to Stocquolor, he was employed 
in the quartermaster-general’s department. 
Present at thB battle of Argaum and the 
siege and capture of Gawilgurk, he returned 
home soon after the close of the campaign, and 
obtained his regimental majority on 6 July 
1804. In the following year the 46th formed 
part of Lord Oal heart’s expedition to Han¬ 
over, and Major Nicolls accompanied it. In 
1806 he sailed with the force under Briga¬ 
dier-general Orawford, first to tlw Capo of 
Good Hope, and afterwards to the Rio de la 
Plata, taking part in the unfortunate cam¬ 
paign under Lieutenant-general Wliitelooke 
which ended so shamefully at Buenos Ayres 
in July 1807, In the ill-organised assault of 
that town Nicolls found himself isolated with 
seven companies of his regiment, his colonel 
haying becomo separated with one or two 
companies from the main body of the 46th. 
In this trying position he displayed conspicu¬ 
ous resolution, and, repelling the attack of 
the enemy, held his ground. On the following 
day, in pursuance of a disgraceful arrange¬ 
ment between Wkitelocke and the Spanish 
general Linares, Nicolls, together with the 
other isolated bodies, evacuated the town. 
The 46th, unlike several other bodies of 
British troops, did not surrender; and it is 
the legitimate boast of his family that 
Nicolls refused to give up the colours of his 
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regiment, So conspicuous was his oondvur 
on this occasion that "Whitelocke in his des, 
patches thus writes of him: ‘ Nor should I 
omit the gallant conduct of Major Nichols 
fsic] of the 46th regiment, who, on the mom 
ing of the 6th instant, being pressed by thi 
enemy near the Presidentia, charged then 
with great spirit and took two howitzers and 
many prisoners.’ Nicolls was the only regi¬ 
mental officer whose name appeared in tin 
despatches. At the subsequent trial by court- 
martial of Whitelocke he was one of tho 
witnesses. 

On disembarking at Cork Nicolls wa: 
appointed lieutenant-colonel of the York 
rangers on 29 Oct. 1807. Almost immedi¬ 
ately afterwards he was transferred to the 
command of the second battalion of the 14th 
regiment, which he himself was chiefly in¬ 
strumental in raising from volunteers in the 
Buckinghamshire militia. In 1808 he em¬ 
barked at Cork with his battalion, which 
formed part of theroinforcements taken to the 
Peninsula by Sir David Baird. At Oornna ho 
was in the brigade of Major-general Howland 
Hill, and well earned the gold medal which 
lie received for that action: ‘On the left 
Colonel Nicholls [sic], at the head of some 
companies of the 14th, carried Palerio Ahaxo' 
{Napicii, Peninsular War'). He was again 
mentioned in despatches. 

In the summer of 1809 Nicolls took part 
in the Walehcren expedition, and on 13 Aug. 
led his battalion to tlie assault of an en¬ 
trenchment close to the walls of Flushing 
So gallant and impetuous was tho rush of 
the 14th that in a few minutes the work 
was taken and alodgment established within 
musket shot of the town. In September, 
after the fall of Flushing, he returned to 
England and married. 

In April 1811 Nicolls was appointed by 
the commander-in-chief assistant adjutant- 
general at the Horse Guards. In the follow¬ 
ing February he was promoted to the posi¬ 
tion of deputy edjutant-goneral in Ireland, 
whore ho was at tte head of the dapartment, 
the adjutant-general being absent on service. 
A few months later ho went out to India to 
take up the appointment of quartermaster- 
general of king’s troops. During theNepaul 
war of 1814-13 bo was specially selected to 
command a column destined for the invasion 
of the province of Hum non. The commander- 
in-chief in India publicly referred to ‘the 
rapid and glorious conquest of Camoan by 
Colonel Nicolls.’ ne had been gazetted 
colonel on 4 June 1814, The praise was 
well deserved, for in a few days he had cap¬ 
tured Almorah, and reduced the entire pro¬ 
vince, with the exception of a few forts, In 


the Pindavree and Mahratta war of 1817- 
1818 Nicolls commanded a brigade. P ro . 
moted to the rank of major-general on 9 Jui v 
1821, he necessarily vacated his appointment 
as quartermaster-general of king’s troops- 
but in April 1826 he resumed his connec¬ 
tion with India, having been appointed to 
the command of a division in the Madras 
presidency. Soon after his arrival he was 
selected to command a division of the army 
which, under Lord Combevmere, besieged 
and captured the strong fortress of Bhurt- 
pore, lie commanded one of the assaulting 
columns, and look a prominent part in the 
desperate fighting which ensued. Ills colunm 
was headed by the grenadiers of the 69th 
who advanced to the inspiriting strains of 
tho ‘ British Grenadiers,’ played by the gene¬ 
ral's express orders. As Napier said of 
another officer who stimulated his high¬ 
landers in the Peninsula with the bagpipes 
‘ he understood war.’ It may be mentioned 
that, although the 69th had boon carefully 
trained in the use of hand-grenades, the 
general ordered that no powder should he 
used; for, as he remarked, the lighted match 
of a grenade causes a moral effect on tho 
enemy as great ns if it were loaded, while if 
it is loaded the throwers are almost as likely 
to he injured as the enemy. For his dis¬ 
tinguished services nt Bhurtpore Nicolls was 
created a ILC.B. 

After tho fall of Bhurtpore he returned to 
Madras, where ho remained till April 1829, 
At that date he was transferred to Meerut. 
In July 1831 lie returned to India. In 188!! 
ie was appointed colonel of the 93rd high¬ 
landers. 

On 10 Jan. 1837 Nicolls became a lieu¬ 
tenant-general, and in the following year 
once mom went out to India as commander- 
in-ohiof in Madras, and in 1839 was trans¬ 
ferred to Bengal as commander-in-chief in 
India. B ut the part that Nicolls played was 
not very important. Lord Ellenborough's 
somewhat despotic disposition deprived the 
commander-in-ohiof or the power of influ- 
snciug affairs. Nicolls seems, however, to 
lave taken a just view of persons and things, 
When the gallant hut physically infirm CJene- 
•ul Elphinstone was appointed to tho com¬ 
mand at Cabul, Nicolls was most anxious that 
General Nott should he substituted for him, 
Ie also, in a series of minutes, opposed the 
ontinued occupation of Cabul. Sir Charles 
Napier, in Lis usual energetic language, de- 
rounced him furiously because he expressed 
;he opinion that Meaneo should not have 
een fought. In March 1848 Nicolls resigned 
is appointment and returned to England, 
in 1840 ho was transferred from theoolonelcy 
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of the 98rd highlanders to that of the 88th 
regiment, and four years iater again trans¬ 
ferred to that of the 6th fusiliers. On 4 May 
]W9 he- died at his residence neaT Reading 
in Berkshire. On 21 Sepf. 1809 he married 
Anne, eldest daughter of Thomas Stanhope 
Bndcock, esq., of Little Missenden Abbey, 

Buckinghamshire. 

[Army Lists; East India Register, Manuscript 
jiaiy of Sir ,1. Nicolls; Napier's Peninsular 
tfar; Proceedings of tlio General Oonrt-martiul 
on Lioutanant-genDi'iil Whitoloeke; Memoirs of 
field-marshal Lord Combermoro; Regimental 
Records of 14th Rogimont; Napier’s Life and 
letters of Sir Charles Napier; Military Sketches 
of the Ghoorka War; Kaye’s Ilistory of the Afghan 
■War.] W. W. IC. 

NICOLLS, MATHIAS (1680 P-1087), 
jurist, horn about 1080, was eldest sou of 
Mathias Nicolls, ‘preacher to the town of 
Plymouth’ (BnoransG-RowE, Pool Jlist. of 
Old Plymouth, pt. ii. p. S3). lie was called 
to the bar, hut not from Lincoln's Inn, as 
las lean erroneously stated, and was ap¬ 
pointed in 1664 secretary of the commission 
and captain in the forces despatched to 
America under the command of Colonel 
Bichard Nicolls [q. v.] On the surrender of 
New Netherlands on 8 Sept., Nicolls wsb 
made the first secretary of the province, and 
subsequently became a member of the gover¬ 
nor^ council. 

In October ho attended at Hempstead, 
Queen's County, the promulgation by the 
governor of' the Duke’s Laws,’ thofirst codo of 
English laws in New York, and signed them 
in his capacity of secretary. This code 1 , 
mainly the work of Nicolls, was compiled 
from the law of England, the Roman-Dutch 
Jaw of New Netherlands, and the local Jaws 
and regulations of tho Now England colonies, 
and is described as a ‘ liberal, just, and sen¬ 
sible body of laws.’ After boing submitted 
to James, duke of York, and lus council in 
England, the code was printed there, and 
copies sent out by the duke, with ardors to 
establish it as the law of New York. In 
the court of assizes established under the 
code Nicolls sat as prosiding judge, and ho 
also eat with the justices in the minor courts 
of session. In 1072 lie was oliosen tho 
third mayor of New Yorlt, where lie was tho 
first judge of tho court of common pleas. 
Upon the remodelling of tho courts under 
the aet of tho legislature of 1688 he was 
made one of the judges of the suprome oourt 
of the colony; he aiso acted continually as 
secretary of the province, ami occasionally 
as captain of tho militia. Having bought 
land on Little Neck and Great Neele in 
Queen’s County, he formed on Little Nook a 
vot. xtv, 


fine estate of upwards of two thousand acres, 
called Plandome, where he died on 22 Dec. 
1687. 

Nicolls _ married in England, and left a 
son, "William, and a daughter, Margaret (A. 
1602), who became the wifo of tho second 
Colonel Richard Floyd of Suffolk county. 

Hie son, William Nicolls (1667-1723), 
jurist, bom in England in 1657, was also a 
lawyer, and in 1688 became clerk of Queen’s 
County. In 1688 he removed to New York, 
whore for opposing the usurpation of Jacob 
Leisler he was imprisoned. On regaining 
his liberty in Mareh 1691 he was forthwith 
appoint ed a councillor of the province. In 
1805 he was sont by the assembly as agent 
of the province to England to solicit the 
crown to compel the other American colonies 
to contribute to the defoncB of the country 
against tho French, the cost of which had 
been hitherto home by New York. In 1698 
Governor Bellomont, a member of the Leis- 
lerian. faction, suspended him from the coun¬ 
cil. In 1701 Nicolls, having been elected to 
the assembly from Suffolk county, was dis- 
qualified_ on the ground of non-residence. 
But having in 1083 purchased land from the 
natives on Great South Bay in that county, 
he built, n house there, called Islip Grange, 
and that estate, along with other property 
in the neighbourhood, was granted to him 
by royal patent in 1607. In 1702 he was 
again chosen member for Suffolk County, 
and was elected to the speakership of the 
house, an office which he only resigned 
through ill-health in 1718, though lie still 
retained hiB seat in Ihe assembly. In his 
professional capacity Nicolls was engaged in 
ihe prosecution of Jacob Leisler in 1091, in 
the defence of Nieliolas Bayard in 1702, and 
in that of Francis Malcomie in 1707. Ho 
died on Long Island, Now York, in May 
1723. By liis wife, Anne, daughter of Jere- 
mias Yan Rensselaer, and widow of Kilian 
Yon Rensselaer, her cousin, he left three 
sons and three daughters. 

[Appleton’s Cyclop, of Amor, Biogr.; New 
York Dooumouts, 1853, iii. 180, &c.; (Jal. State 
Papers, Colon. Sor, Amor, and W. Indies, 1009- 
1674.] G, G. 

NICOLLS, RICHARD (1624-1072), first 
English governor of New York, fourth son 
of Francis Nicolls and Margaret, daughter 
of Sir George Bruce of Oarnoclc, was l»ra in 
1624 according to his epitaph at Amptliill 
Churoh, Bedfordshire, and bogan his mili¬ 
tary career ‘ relictis musaram castris.’ At 
tho outbreak of tho oivil war in England 
lie commanded a troop of horse, while his 
two brothers had each a company of infantry, 
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The three all followed the Stuarts into exile, 
and two of them appear to have died abroad. 
The survivor, Richard, was attached to the 
household of the Duke of York, and sorved 
with him under Marshal TuTenne. After 
the Restoration Nicolls was appointed groom 
of the bedchamber to the duke. In 1663 he 
received tho degree of doctor of civil law 
from the university of Oxford. 

In March 1664 the whole of the territory 
occupied or olaimed by the Dutch on the At¬ 
lantic seaboard was granted by Charles. II 
to the Duke of York, on tho plea that it was 
British soil by right of discovery, The grant 
was practically a declaration of war. Simul¬ 
taneously measures were taken to inquire 
into, ana if necessary regulate, the condition 
of the New England colonies. The scheme 
was, in fact, a step towards organising the 
whole SBaboard from the Kennobec to the 
Hudson into one province. To this end 
Nicolls was appointed a commissioner, with 
three colleagues, Sir Robert Can-, George 
Cartwright, and Snrauel Maverick. Prece¬ 
dence was given to Nicolls, inasmuch as his 
presence was needed in a quorum, and, in the 
event of his alone surviving, the whole 
owera of the commission were vested in 
im. It is clear too that, as far as military 
operations went, Nicolls was virtually the 
sole commander. 

In June 1661 ha sailed with four ships and 
three bundled soldiers. The Dutch West 
India Company had wholly nagleciad (lie 
colony of NowNetherlands. Their adminis¬ 
tration had been directed towards the finan¬ 
cial prosperity of tho colony and nothing else. 
New Amsterdam, the chief town, now New 
York, was a ‘colluvies omnium gentium,’ 
bound together by no organic lie of race or 
religion. There were no popular institut ions j 
the colony had neither tho advantage of an 
efficient despotism nor of self-government. 
Tho recent extirpation of i he Swedish colony 
on the Delaware had drained the resources 
of the colony, and left New Netherlands de¬ 
fenceless. All the attempts of the Dutch 
governor—that resolute soldier, Peter Stuy- 
vosant—to inspire his countrymen wil li some 
zeal for resistance failed, and on 27 Aug, 
the colony surrendered toNlcolls, The task 
of subduing the outlying territory on the 
Delaware was left to Carr, whose violence 
and rapacity contrasted with the forbearance 
and lenity of his chief. The functions of tho 
commission were practically divided. Cart¬ 
wright and Maverick carried out the regu¬ 
lation of the Now England colonies, while 
Nicolls was left to organise the newly con¬ 
quered territory ns an English province. The 
absence of any existing political institutions 


extending throughout the colony made hi, 
task comparatively easy. As far a3 might be 
he retained the Dutch officials, and loft the 
municipal government of New Amsterdam— 
or, as it now became, New York—unchanged 
Already the whole of Long Island waavk- 
tually anglicised by tho influx of colonists 
from Connecticut and Nowhaven, who, with 
tho approval of Stuy vesant, had formed town¬ 
ships on the New England model, enjoying 
much local independence. Tho policy of Ri- 
colls was practically to treat these settle¬ 
ments and the Dutch on the Hudson as two 
distinct communities. For the former he 
established a court of assize consisting of 
magistrates, and modelled on the quarter ses¬ 
sions of an English county. At the same 
time he called a convention of delegates from 
the English settlements on Long Island and 
the adjacent mainland, and laid Before them 
a code of laws to bo ratified. Meanwhile 
New York and Albany retained their origi¬ 
nal officials. Nicotian chief difficulty was 
caused by the wrong-headed conduct of his 
lieutenant at Albany, Brodhead, who dealt 
willi llie colonials as a conquered people, and 
made arbitrary arrests on trifling chnrges. 
Nicolls, with characteristic equity, appointed 
a commission of three, two of whom were 
Dutch, to deal with the matter, Brodhead 
was, by ordors of the govomor, suspended. 
Tho chief offenders against authority wen 
condemned to death by the council, but the 
penally was remitted by Nicolls. This was 
m oli likelihood prearranged, to emphasise 
tho clemency of the governor. 

In another quarter Nicolls found himself 
thwart cd by the folly of his master. Before 
the conquest of New Netherlands Sir George 
Carteret, [q.v.] had, in conjunction with Lord 
Berkeley, secured from the Duke of York a 
grant of that portion of Ilia territory which 
lay along the Delaware, and which had 
already been a bone of contention between 
Dutch and Swedes. Nicolls foresaw tlmt 
thiB mangling of the province would bo a 
Bure source of political and commercial dis¬ 
pute, and remonstrated. IJis warning was 
unheeded; but tho later history of New 
Jersey amply proved its wisdom. 

In 1667 Nicolls returned to England. 
Amphibious service was usual in thoso days, 
and in 1072, when war broke out against the 
Dutch, Nicolls served as a volunteer on 
shipboard. He was killed at Solebay, in 
the same action as that in which Edward 
Montagu, first carl of Sandwich [q. v.], lost 
his life. 

Nioolls was buried at Amplhill, where the 
cannon-ball which killed him is yet to he 
seen above his monument. 
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fThe principal facts about Nicalls have boon 
bro'Jght together by Mr. L. D. O’Callaghan in a 
veryfuU note to Wooley’s Journal in New York, 
forming the second volume in Gowan's Biblio¬ 
theca Americana. See also Brodhead’a Hist, of 
New York, voL ii,; Saiuabury’s Cal, of Colonial 
State Papers, 1861-8; Pepys’s Diary; Wood's 
Past! Osoa. ed. Bliss, i. 318, ii. 375.] J. A. D. 

NICOLS, THOMAS (/. 1659), writer on 
gems, tva3 a native of Cambridge, being son 
of John Nicols, M.D., who practised as aphy- 
siciau in that town. He studied for some 
time at Jesus Oollcgo, Cambridge. He wrote 
a curious work on precious stones, which was 
thrice published in his lifetime, each time 
with a different title, viz.—1. 4 ALapidary, or 
the History of Pretious Stones, with Caul ions 
for the undeceiving of all those that deal 
■with Pretious Stones. By Thomas NiooK, 
sometimes of Jesus-Colledge m Cambridge. 
Cambridge .-printed byThonma Hack, printer 
to the univeraitio of Cambridge, 1652.' 

2. ‘Arcula Q-emmoa ; a Cabinet of Jewels 
Discovering ihe nature, verluo, value of 
pretious stones, with infallible rides to 
escape the deceit of all such as arc adulterate 
and counterfeit. By Thomas Nicols, some¬ 
times of Jesus-Colledge in Cambridge. T,on- 
don: printed for Nath. Brooke . . . 1653.’ 

3. ‘Sommarius Fidoliiib, or the Faithful 
Lapidary, experimentally describing tho 
richest treasures of nature in an historical 
narration of the several natures, vert nos, and 
qualities of all pretious stones. With an 
accurate discovery of such as are adulterate 
and counterfeit. By ,T. N. of J. 0. in Cam¬ 
bridge. London, printed for Henry Marsh... 

[Cooper’s Annals of Ctimliridgo, Hi. 476; Gent. 
Mag. 1842, ii. 430, 694.] T. 0. 

NICOLSON. [See also Niouotsoir.] 

NICOLSON, ALEXANDER (1837- 
1893), sheriff-substitute and Gaelic scholar, 
son of Malcolm Nicolson, was born at Usa- 
bost in Skyo on 27 Sept. 1827. His early 
education was obtained from tutors. After 
tke death of his father ho entered Ediuburgh 
university, intending to study for the freo 
church of Scotland, fie graduated B.A. in 
1850, and in 1859 received the honorary 
degreeof M. A. * in respect of services rendured 
as assistant to several of the professors.’ At 
college Nicolson had a distinguished career. 
In tho absence, through illness, of Sir Wil¬ 
liam Hamilton, Nicolson, as his assistant, 
lectured to the class of logic, and for two 
years be performed a similar service for Pro¬ 
fessor Macdougall in the class of moral phi¬ 
losophy. Abandoning tho study of theology 


at tho Free Church College, he took to lito- 
rature, and for some time acted as one of the 
sub-editors of the eighth edition of the 1 En¬ 
cyclopaedia Britannica.’ Shortly afterwards 
he became one of the staff of tho ‘ Edinburgh. 
Guardian,’ a short-lived paper ofhighliterary 
quality. For a year he edited an advanced 
liberal paper called the 4 Daily Express,’ 
which afterwards merged in tho 4 Caledonian 
Mercury.’ But Nicolson was not fitted for 
the career of a journalist, and, turning to law, 
was called m 1860 to the Scottish bar. He 
had little practice, however, and for ten years 
reported law oases for the 4 Scottish Jurist,’ 
of which he waa 1 attai'ly editor. He acted 
os examiner in philosophy in the university, 
and examiner of births, &o., in Edinburgh 
and the neighbouring counties. In. 18(15 he 
was appointed assistant commissioner by the 
Scottish oducation commission, in which 
capacity he visited nearly all the inhabited 
western isles and inspected their schools. 
His report—published ns a blue-book—con¬ 
tained a vast amount ol’ information regard¬ 
ing the condil ion of tho people in the various 
islands. In 1872 Nicolson, despairing of a 
practice at tho bar, accepted the office of 
elicrtff-substitute of Kirkcudbright, and de¬ 
clined an ofibr of the Celtic chair in F,din- 
burgh University, which ProfeBBor Bhiolrio 
and lie had been m.ii uly instrumontalin found¬ 
ing. In 1889 be received the degree of LL.D. 
from Edinburgh University. In 1883 he was 
one of the commissioners appoint ed to hum ire 
into the condition of the crofters. When 
the gunboat Lively, with the commissioners 
on board, sank oil' Stornoway, tho sheriff had 
great difficulty in saving tho manuscript of 
his 4 Memoirs of Adam illaolt,’ on which ho 
was ongngpd at the time. 

In 1885 ho bacamo sheriff-substitute of 
Greenock; but he retired in 1889, with a 
pension, on the ground of ill-lieallh, He re¬ 
turned to Edinburgh, whore he occupied him¬ 
self in literary work of no great importance, 
lie died suddenly at tho breakfast table on 
13 Jan. 1893, and was buriod in Wavristou 
cemetery. 

It is as a Gaelic scholar thnt Nicolson has 
loft a reputation behind him, principally ac¬ 
quired by his articles in ‘The Gael/a Celtic 
periodical, his collection of Gaelic proverbs, 
and his revisod version of the Gaelic Bible, 
which he undertook at the roquest of the So¬ 
ciety for the Propagation of Ohristian Know¬ 
ledge, ne was also an excellent Greek scholar, 
lie was popular in sooiety, and his stories 
and songs, such as 4 the British Ass ’ and 
‘Highland Regiments’ ditty, live in the 
memory of those who heard them delivered 
by their author. Nicolson was a keen lover 
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of athletic sports and an enthusiastic volun- 
teer. 

Besides ■writing many articles in prose and 
verse for ‘Good Words/ 1 Macmillan's Maga/- 
zine/ ‘Blackwood’s Magazine,’ ‘The Scots¬ 
man,’ and other periodicals and newspapers, 
Nicolson’s chief publications were: 1. ‘ The 
Lay of the Beanm&hr: a Song of the Sudre- 
yar,’Dunedin Edinburgh], 1867,4to. 2. ‘ A 
Collection of Gaelic Proverbs and Familiar 
Phrases. Based on Macintosh’s Collection. 
Edited by Alexander Nicolson,’ Edinburgh, 
1881,8vo; 2nd edit. 1882, 8. ‘ Memoirs of 
Adam Black,’ Edinburgh, 1886, 8vo;2nd 
edit. 1886. 4. ‘ Verses by Alexander Nicol¬ 
son, LL.D,, with Memoir by Walter Smith, 
D.D.,’ Edinburgh, 1893, 8vo. Nicolson also 
edited in 1867 a volume entitled ‘ Edinburgh 
Essays,’ written by a number of his friends 
connected with the university, 

[Obituary notices in Times and Scotsman, 
14 Jan. 1893; Edwards’s Modern Scottish Poets, 
3rd sar. pp. 417-19 ; Scottish Law Review, ix. 
38-40; Memoir by Dr. 'Walter Smith, prefixed 
to Nicolson’s Verses, which volume contains a 
portrait of their author.] G. S-h. 

NICOLSON, WILLIAM (1666-1727), 
divine and antiquary, probably born at 
Plumbland, Cumberland, on Whit-Sunday, 
1666, was the eldest son of the Rev. Joseph 
Nicolson (d. 1086), motor of Plumbland, who 
married Mary, daughter of John Brisco of 
Grofton in Thursby, gentleman. He was 
educated at Dovenby in Bridekirk (Miscel¬ 
lany Accounts, pp. 84, 89) and at Queen's 
College, Oxford, matriculating on 1 July 
1670, and graduating B.A. 23 Feb. 1876- 
1676, and M.A. 3 July 1679. He was elected 
taherder on 3Feb. 1676, and fellow on 0 Nov. 
1670, vacating his fellowship in the spring 
of 1682. In 1078 he visited Leipzig, at the 
expense of Sir Joseph Williamson, than 
socretory of state, to learn German and the 
northern languages of Europo, and, after 
undergoing great hardships, returned home 
through France. While at Leipzig he trans¬ 
lated from English into Latin an essay of 
Robert Hooke towards a proof of the motion 
of the earth from the sun’s parallax, whicli 
was printed at the cost of the professor who 
suggested it j and after his return to England 
he sent some letters to David Hamsius, 
which are inserted in the 1 Historia Biblio- 
theceeAugustee,’at Wolffenbuttel,by Jacobus 
Burckhara, pt. iii. ohap. iii. pp. 297-8. Sub¬ 
sequently he contributed descriptions of Po¬ 
land, Denmark, Norway, and Iceland to the 
first volume of Moses Pitt’s 1 English Atlas ’ 
(Oxford, 1680), aocounts of the empire of 
Germany to the second and third volumes ■ 
(1681 and 1683), and had begun, for the same ; 


undertaking, the supervision and completion 
of the description of Turkey (Thobesbt 
Corresp. i. 122). Hearne says that Nicolson 
had ‘ye reputation (and not undeservedly] 
of a drinking fellow and boon companion-’ 
but his industry must always havsheon great 
for at Oxford, in addition to the labours 
already specified, he transcribed for Bishop 
Fell the large lexicon of J unius, and compiled 
a ‘ Glossarium Brigontinum.’ 

Nicolson was ordained deacon in Decem¬ 
ber 1679, and became chaplain to the Sight 
Rev. Edward Rainbow, bishop of Carlisle 
who soon secured Mb advancement in the 
church. In 1081 he was appointed to the 
vicarage of Torpenhow, Cumberland, and 
held it until 2 Feb. 1608-9, when he re¬ 
signed, in exchange with his brother-in-law 
for the vicarage of Addiugham. He was col¬ 
lated to the first stall in Carlisle Cathedral 
on 17 Nov. 1681, and to the archdeaconry of 
Carlisle on 3 Oct. 1682; was instituted in the 
same year to tho rectory of Great Salkeld, 
which was annexed to the archdeaconry, and 
in Fobruary 1698-9 to the vicarage of Ad- 
dingham, retaining the whole of these prefer¬ 
ments until his elevation to the episcopal 
bench in 1702. From 1682 he resided at 
Great Salkeld, where he built outhouses at 
the rectory, constructed new school build¬ 
ings, and erected a wall round the church¬ 
yard. Two letters by him, dated November 
1686, are in the ‘Philosophical Transactions,' 
xv. 1287-96. The first, addressed to theBev, 
Obadiah Walker, master of University Col¬ 
lege, Oxford, l-olatod to a runio inscriptioa 
otBeaucastle; the second, written to Sir Wil¬ 
liam Dugdale, concerned a similar inscription 
on the font at Bridokirlc. They are re¬ 
printed in the second impression of Gibson’s 
edition of Camden’s ‘ Britannia,’ii. 1007-10, 
1029-31. He was elected F.R.S. on 30 Nov. 
1706. 

Nicolson, if we may rely on tho statement 
of llearne, inclined in early life to toqjism 
and high-church principles; but he soon 
changed these views, ‘ courting ye figure of 
ye Loggerhead at Lambeth ’ (Hdabnh, Col¬ 
lections, ii. 62). Into parliamentary elections 
in the northern counties lie threw all his 
energies; he was censured by the House of 
Commons for his interference, and it was 
rumoured that ho had been committed for 
treason (Bagot MSS., Hist. MSS. Comm. 
10th Rep. App. iv. pp. 832-6). In April 
1702 ho applied, in vain for the deanery of 
Carlisle, but through the interest of Sir 
Christopher Musgrave of Edenhall, the pro¬ 
minent whig in Cumberland, he was soon 
after appointed to the see of Carlisle. He 
was consecrated at Lambeth on 14Juuel702, 
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hen his friend Edmund Gibson (afterwards 
bishop of London) preached the sermon. 

His tenure of the see was not uneventful, 
for Nicolson’s impetuosity involved him in 
perpetual warfare. He took exception in the 
preface to the first part of the ‘ English His¬ 
torical Library ’ (1696) to the account of the 
manuscript in the chapter library at Carlisle, 
which Dr. Hugh Todd had furnished to Dr. 
Edward Bernard for insertion in the ‘ Cata- 
logusLibrorwn Manuscriptorum,’ and this led 
too warm controversy (described by Canon 
Dixon in the ‘Transactions of the Cumberland 
and Westmoreland Antiquarian Society,’ ii. 
312-28). He refused, in 1704, to institute 
Atterbury to the deanery of Carlisle until he 
bad recanted his views on the regal supre¬ 
macy ; and, although on the advice of Arch¬ 
bishop Sharp this refusal was withdrawn, 
he raised doubts on the validity of the terms 
in the queen’s grant of the deanery, which 
were referred to the attorney-general for his 
judgment. Ultimately, on an intimation from 
the queen that she did not approve of the 
bishop’s action, the new dean was duly in¬ 
stituted. This matter is set out in a pam¬ 
phlet entitled ‘True State of the Contro¬ 
versy between the Present Bishop and Dean of 
Carlisle,’ 1704 ; 2nd edit. 1705. In 1717 lie 
committed a serious blunder in spreading the 
assertion that some important qualifications 
had been inserted before publication in 
Hoadly’s celebrated sermon on ‘The Nature 
of the Kingdom, or Church, of Christ,’ and 
he gave "White ICennet as his authority j but 
the statement was promptly repudiated by 
that divine. This matter formed the subjoot 
of much newspaper correspondence and of a 
■variety of pamphlets. Tlio disputo is de¬ 
scribed. at length in Newton’s ‘ Life of ICen- 
net,’ pp. 106-88, and 214-88. 

Nicolson was translated to tho more 
lucrative bishopric of Derry, in Iroland, on 
21 April 1718. no was enthroned at Dorry 
on 22 June in that year, and was trans¬ 
lated to the archbishopric of Cashel and 
Ernly on 28 Jan. 1726-7, hut did not live to 
take charge of his now diocoso. As he sat 
in his chair in his study at Dorry Palace he 
was seized with apoplexy, and died on 
14 Feb. 1726-7. He was buried in tho cathe¬ 
dral, but no monument was oreoted to his 
memoiy. From 1715 ( 0 1728 he held thopost 
of lord almoner. Nicolson married Elizabeth, 
youngest daughter of John Archer of Oxon- 
holme, near Kirkliy Kendal, Wostmoroland, 
and had eight children, one of whom, the 
Rev. Joseph Nicolson, chancellor of Lincoln 
Cathedral, died on 9 Sept. 1728, 

?ret 
[ays 


Archbishop Boulter expressed great ri 
at the bishop’s death; but oven in those 


he provoked comment in Ireland by the pre¬ 
ferments which lie showered upon his rela¬ 
tives. His person was large. A portrait of 
him belongs to Colonel J. E. C. 0. Lindesay 
of Tullyhogue, in Tyrone, Copies, made in 
1890, are at Rose Castle, Carlisle, and Queen’s 
College, Oxford, His will is printed in the 
fourth volume of the ‘ Transootions of the 
Cumberland and Westmoreland Antiquarian 
and Archaeological Society.’ 

Nicolson's great work consisted of the 
‘ Historical Library.* The first part of the 
English division camo out in 1696, the second 
in 1697, and the third in 1699. The Scot¬ 
tish portion was published in 1702, and the 
Irish division not until 1724. All the three 
parts of the ‘ “ English Historical Library,” 
corrected and augmented,’ were issued in a 
second edition in 1714, and the entire work, 
the English, Scotch, and Irish divisions, in 
1730 and 1776. Some correspondence re¬ 
specting the proposed edition of 1736 is con¬ 
tained m the ‘ Reliquiae Hearnianoe,’ ii. 889- 
841, and tho impression of 1776 was ‘almost 
totally destroyed’ by fire in the Savoy in 
March of that year. Atterbury, who con¬ 
temptuously dubbed Nicolson ‘an implicit 
[i.e. credulous] transcriber,’ reflected, in the 
‘Rights, rowers, and Privileges of an Eng¬ 
lish Convocation,’ on his remarks relatingto 
that body. Tho preface to the ‘ Scottish 
Historical Library’ (1702) contained Nicol¬ 
son’s answer to these criticisms, and it was 
also issued as ‘A Letter to the Eev, Dr. 
While Kennot, D.D. . . . against tho un¬ 
mannerly and slanderous Objections of Mr. 
Francis Atterbury,’ 1702. 'This letter was 
added to tho 1786 and 1776 editions of the 
‘ Libraries,’ and reprinted in the collection 
of ‘ Nioolson’s Letters,’ i. 228-62. In con- 
Bcquenoo of this controversy somo demur was 
made at Oxford lo the conferring on him of 
the degree of D.D., usually token on promo¬ 
tion to a bishoprio, but it was ultimately 
granted on 26 June 1702. Tho same degree 
was given to him at Cambridge. 

Thomas Rymer addressed three letters to 
tho bishop on somo abstruse points of history 
which were referred to in the ‘ Scottish His¬ 
torical Library,’ and Sir Robert Sibbald re- 

J iliod to Rymer’s objections (Haekett and 
j Aim, i. 126). J cremy Collier published 'An 
Answer to Bishop Burnet’s Third Part of the' 
History of the Information: with a Reply 
to some Remarks in BishopNicolson[s “Eng¬ 
lish Historical Library,”’ 1716, which dealt 
with Nicolson'B comments on Collier's refer¬ 
ences to the pope and Martin Luther. The 
bishop was very keen in pursuit of know¬ 
ledge, and although his lmste in speech and 
in print led him into many mist nkos, notably 
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in the Irish division of his labours, the work 
was of immense utility. John Hill Burton, 
in liis ‘Reign of Queen Anno, 1 ii. 318-20, 
writes of the ‘ Historical Libraries ’ as 
‘ affording the stranger a guide to the riches 
of the chronicle literature of the British em¬ 
pire,’ and, while praising its author as tho 
possessor of ‘ an intellect of signal acuteness,’ 
pleads that it is no disparagement of the 
volumes that they are now superseded by 
the more detailed undertaking of Sir T. D. 
Hardy. Nicolson showed liis zeal for the 
preservation of official documents by build¬ 
ing Tooms near the palace gardens at Derry 
for the preservation of the diocesan records. 

Nicolson wrote many sermons and anti¬ 
quarian papers. He contributed to Hay’s 
• Collection of English "Words, 1 2nd edit. 
1691, pp. 130-62, a ‘ Glorsarium Northau- 
liymhricum.’ It was u part only of his con¬ 
tributions, which did not reach llay until 
the book lmd been sent to the press; hut 
. a few other words by him were inserted in 
tho preface, pp. iv-vii. Many additions to 
tho account of Northumberland, as well as 
observations on the rest of the counties in 
the province of York, were supplied by him 
to Gibson’s edition of Camdun’a ‘ Britannia ’ 
(1096) and in that editor’s second edition 
(1722) of the ‘Britannia’Nicolson improved 
the descriptions of Northumberland, Cum¬ 
berland, and Westmoreland. In the first of 
these editions the announcement was made 
that Nicolson had a volunioof antiquities on 
tho north of England ready for the press, and 
its contents were described at length in the 
subsequent list of works on English topo¬ 
graphy; but in 1722 the manuscripts were 
stated to he in the library of tho Carlisle 
chapter. It was also said ihal ho had drawn 
up a ‘Nntnral History of Cumberland.’ 

In 1706, and again in 1747, tlieve came out 
‘ Logos Marehiarum, or Border-Laws, con¬ 
taining several Original Articles and Trea¬ 
ties,’ which had been collected by Nicolson. 
The first essay, appended to John Chamber- 
layne’s ‘Oratio Dominica in diversas omnium 
fere gentium liuguas versa’ (1716), was 
dated by him from Rose [castlo] 22 Doc. 
1713, and related to the languages of the 
entire world. A dissertation by him, ‘ Do .1 ure 
Eouduli vetemm Saxonum, 1 was prefixed to 
the‘Leges Anglo-Saxoniccc, Ecclesiastic® et 
Civilos ’ of David Wilkins; and the Rev. Mac¬ 
kenzie E.C. Walcott inserted in the ‘Transac¬ 
tions of the Royal Society of Literature,’ vol. 
he. new ser,, a ‘ Glossary of Words in the 
Cumbrian Dialect,' which was an abridgment 
of Nicolson’s ‘ Glossarium Brigantmum,’ 
1677, now among the manuscripts in Car¬ 
lisle chapter library. The second epistle, 


subjoined to Edward Lhuyd’a ‘Lithoplivlacii 
Britannici Iohnographica ’ (1099, pp, loi g 
and 1760, pp. 102-0), was addressed by him 
to Nicolson. Tho preface to Iliekes’s ‘ The¬ 
saurus’ (1706) bears wilnoss to his skill h, 
grappling with tho difficulties which Hickes 
had submitted to him. liis treatise ' on the 
medals and coins of Scotland ’ is summarised 
in the ‘ Memories do Trdvoux,’ 171o 

1766-G4. White Rennet addressed to Inm 
in 1713 ‘ a Letter, .. concerning one of his 
predecessors, Bishop Merits;’ and the'En- 

S uiry into the Ancient and Present State of 
lie County Palatine of Durham ’ (1729) was 
as regards the first, part, drawn up by John 
Spearman in 1697 at his solicitation. 

Two r olumesol'lettei'9 to andfrom Nicolson 
were edited by John Nichols in 1809, and his 
‘ Miscellany Accounts of tho Diocese of Car- 
lisle,with the Terriers delivered ailiisPriniary 
Viaitat ion,’ were edited by Mr. R. S, FerguHon 
in 1877 for tho Cumhorland and Westmore¬ 
land Antiquarian Society. Tliorosby stayed 
at Siilkeld in September 1094, when lie in¬ 
spected Nicolson’s curiosities and manu¬ 
scripts, and Nicolson returned the visit in No¬ 
vember 1701. Many communications which 
passed botween them are pri u led in Thoresby’s 
‘ Correspondence,’ i. 110 et seq. Twenty-one 
letters from him, mninly on the rebellion of 
1716, are included iu Sir Henry Ellis’s col¬ 
lection of ‘ Original Letters,’ 1st ser. iii. 367- 
396; and some of 1 hem arc printed at greater 
length in the ‘Miscellany of the Scottish 
Historical Society ’(1893),pp. 623-36. Copies 
of 186 letters to Wake are among the Forster 
MSS, at tho South Kensington Museum. A 
letter from him is iu ‘ Ilearne’s Collections’ 
(od. Doble), i. 209; another is in * Letters 
from the Bodleian’ (1813), i. 116-16; and 
communications from Archbishop Sharp to 
him oil tho religions societies of file day are 
in Thomas Sharp's ‘ Life of the Archbishop,’ 
i. 182-9. Many more letters of Nicolson 
are in manuscript, especially in the ‘Rydsl 
Papers’ of S. II. Le Fleming (Hist. MSS. 
Comm,. 12th Rop. App. pt. vii. p. 163, &c.),and 
among the ‘ Lonsdale Papers^ {ib. 13th Bep. 
App. pt. vii. pp. 248-9). 

Nieolson’s collections relative to the 
diocese of Carlisle, comprised in four folio 
volumes,and theMuchell manuscripts, which 
were left to him as li lerary executor, and were 
arranged by him in six volumes of folio size, 
are in tho cathedral library at Carlisle {ib. 
2nd Rep. App. pp. 124-5). Many other papers 
by him on the northern counties formerly 
belongod to his relation, Joseph Nicolson 
(Nicolson and Bniur, l^est?naraland and 
Cumberland, vol. i. pp. i-iii). Some manu¬ 
script volumes of his diary are in the posses- 
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8 ion of his descendants, the Mauloverers; his 
commonplace book is preserved in the library 
of Trinity College, Dublin, and an extract 
from an interleaved almanac containing his 
memoranda was printed in ‘Notes and 
Queries,’ 2nd sor, xi. 1(15, It then belonged 
to Mr. F, Lindesay, who also possessed seve¬ 
ral volumes of journals by Nicolsou. A small 
manuscript of plants which he had observed 
in Cumberland was the property of Arch¬ 
deacon Cotton. Ilis diaries, the most confi¬ 
dential passages being in German, are being 
prepared for publication by the Cumberland 
and Westmoreland Antiquarian Society. 

[Foster's Alumni Oxon.; Le Neve’s Fasti, iii. 
244 , 260, 262; Cotton’s Fasti Bed. Hibernian, 
vol'i.pt. i. pp- 93-4, i\i. 322-3, v. 3,266; Wood’s 
Atheiiffi Oxon. ed. Bliss, iv. 684; Nicolton and 
Born’s Cumberland and Westmoreland, ii. 120, 
127, 208,293-7, 416, 461; Hoi. Ilenrni.inm, ed. 
Bliss, ii. 648; Notes and Queries, 1st bar. iii. 
243, 307, x. 245, 332, xi. 262, 2nd sar. viii. 224, 
413-14; Hearno's Collections, od. Dobla, ii. 62, 
72, 187, iii. 484; Sharp’s Life of Archbishop 
Sharp, 1825, i. 285-60; Thnreaby'a Diary, i. 
196, 276-6, 346, ii. 27, 46; Nichols’s Lit. Anecd. 
i. 12, 82, 710; Mant’s Church of Ireland, ii. 
816-19; 386, 446, 466-8 ; Nichols's Attorbury, 
passim; Williams’s Life of Attorbury, i. 155- 
161; Cumberland and Westmoreland Antiq. 
Soo. Trans, iv. 1-3, 9 ot seq,; information from 
the Her. Dr. Magrath, Quoon’s College, Oxford, 
and the Worshipful 11. S. Ferguson of Carlisle.] 

NIELD, JAMES (1741-1814), philan¬ 
thropist. [Sec Nhii.d,] 

NIEMANN, EDMUND JUIIN (1813- 
1870), land&cape-painter, was born at Isling¬ 
ton, London, in 1813. Ilia father, Jolm 
Diedcrich Niomanu, a native of Minden in 
Westphalia, was a mombor of Lloyd’s, and 
young Niemann onlercd that establishment 
as a clerk at the ago of thirteen. Tn 1880, 
however, a love or painting induced him to 
adopt art as a profession, lie took up his 
residence ot HighWycombe in Buckingham¬ 
shire, and remained there until 1848, when 
the foundation of the ‘ Free Exhibition,’ hold 
in the Chinese Gallery at Ilydo Park Corner, 
of which ho booamo soorotary, led to his re¬ 
turn to London. lie began 1o exhibit at the 
Royal Aoademy in 1844, when he sent an 
oil painting, ‘ On the Tlinmus, near Grout 
Marlow,’ and a drawing of ‘ Tho Lime Kiln 
at Cove’s End, Wooburn, Bucks,’ Ho con¬ 
tinued to exhibit at the Aoadomy until 1872; 
but more ofton bis works appeared at tho 
British Institution and the Society of Bri¬ 
tish Artists, as well os at tho Manchester, 
Liverpool, and other provincial exhibitions. 
His pictures, some of which are of largo di¬ 


mensions, illustrate every phase of nature. 
They are characterised by great versatility, 
but have been described as at once dex¬ 
terous and depressing. Thu sosnery of the 
Swale, near Richmond in Yorkshire, rften 
furnished him with a subject. One of his 
best and largest works was ‘ A Quiet Shot,’ 
afterwards called 1 Deer Stalking in the 
Highlands,’ exhibited at the British Insti¬ 
tution in 1801. Amongothors may bo named 
‘Uliflou,’ 1847; ‘The Thames at Moiden- 
hoad ’ and ‘Tho Thames near Marlow,’ 1848; 
‘Kilns in Derbyshire,’ 1849; ‘Troopers 
crossing a Moss,’ 1852; ‘ Norwich,’ 1858; 

1 The High Level Bridge, Newcastle,’ 1868; 
‘Bristol FloatingIlarbour,’ 1804; ‘Hamp¬ 
stead Heath,’ 1866, and 1 Scarborough,’ 1872. 
He suffered much from ill-health during the 
last few years of bis life, and there is a con¬ 
sequent falling off in bis later works. 

Niemann died of apoplexy, ot tho Glebe, 
Brixton Hill, Surrey, on 16 April 1876, in 
the sixty-fourth year of his age. Many of 
his works were exhibited at the opening of 
tho Nottingham Museum and Art Galleries 
in 1878. Tlio South Kensington Museum 
has a landscape by him, ‘ Amongst the 
Rushes,’ and four drawings in water-colours. 
A ‘View on tho Thames near Maidenhead’ 
is in tho Walker Art Gallery, Liverpool. 

[Times, 18 April 1876; Art Journal, 1876, 
p. 203 ; Royal Academy Exhibition Catalogues, 
1814-72; British Institution Exhibition Cuta- 
loguos (Living Artists), 1848-63; Exhibition 
Catalogues of the Society of British Artists, 
1841-69; Critical Catalogue of some of tho prin¬ 
cipal Picturos paiutod by tho lato Edmund J. 
Niemnun (by GT, II. Shepherd), 1890. | 

R. E, G. 

NIETO, DAVID (1054-1728), Jewish 
theologian, was bom at Venice on 10 Jan. 
1061 (Kavsdhlino, Gcsch. d. Jvden in Por¬ 
tugal, Leipzig, 1807). In a Hebrew letter 
addressed to Christian Theopliile Unger of 
Hamburg (Magazin fitr die Wisseiueh. d. 
Judcnth, iv. 85) ke states that he was dayyan 
(judge), and preachor to the Jewish com¬ 
munity of Leghorn, but,when free from official 
duties, ho followed the profession of modi- 
cino. In September 1701 be went to London 
to fill the vacant post of 'halthnm, or rabbi, 
to tho congrogation of Spanish and Portu¬ 
guese J ows, and he continued his practice of 
medicine there. 

Nieto was a capablo writer, and Ms lite- 
rory career communced at Leghorn wit 1 ' the 
treatise 1 Pusoalogia,’ wltioli was written in 
1093 in Italian, and printed in London in 
1702, Colonia was printed on the title-page, 
because ‘ he was afraid Christians in Italy 
might bo debarred from reading a work 
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coming from the heretic London,’ In this 
workNietoexplainstke discrepancies between 
the Latin and the Greek churches and the 
Jewish synagogue as regards the time of 
Passover or Easter. He was probably in¬ 
duced to discuss the question by the fact that 
in 1093 Easter fell on 22 March, and the 
Jewish Passover on 21 April. 

On 20 Nov. 1703 Nieto preached in London 
a sermon (in Spanish), in which he was 
understood to identify God and nature. 
Charges of heresy were raised, and he justified 
his teaching in a Spanish treatise, ' Xratado 
della divina Proviaencin,’ London, 1704, by 
arguments and quotations from the Bible, 
the Talmud, and the Midrash, The question 
was referred to ’Hakham Zebi Ashkenazi of 
Amsterdam, who decided in Nieto’s favour. 
This decision, in Hebrew and Spanish, is 
annexed to Nieto’s justificatory treatise. In 
1716 Nieto wrote' in Hebrew ‘Esli-dath’ 
(Fire of the Law), but published it in a 
Spanish translation, ‘ Fuego Legal,’ London, 
1716. It was an attack on Nekemink 
’Hiyun, who was suspected of being an 
emissary of the followers of tho Pseudo- 
Meesiali Sabbathni Zebi, and.liad lately issued 
aKabbalisticbook, ‘ Oz la-elohim.’ His Lon¬ 
don congregation seems to have prospered 
under his guidance, and sevoral charitable 
institutions were founded, including the or¬ 
phan asylum, shafar orah va-abi yethomim 
(l.e. ‘ Gale of light and father of the orphans ’), 
in 1703, and the society for visiting tho sick, 
likhur ‘liojim , in 1709. 

Nieto died in 1728, on his seventy-fourth 
birthday. An epitaph describes him as ‘ an 
eminent theologian, profound scholar, dis¬ 
tinguished doctor, and eloquent preacher.’ 

In addition to the works already noticed 
Nieto wrote: 1. 1 Hebrew Poems,’ ‘hiddolh 
(riddles), annexed to ‘Sermon Oraeion y 
Prohlamdtica,’ London, 1703. 2. 1 Los 

triunfos de la pobrezn,’ London, 1709. 
8. ‘ Mattek Don ’ (the rod of Dan = David 
Nieto), or Socond Part of Khuzri; five Dia¬ 
logues on the Oral Law, London, 1714, being 
a supplement to Rabbi Jehudak lia-levi? 
Khuzri. Dr, L. Loewe translated the first 
two dialogues into English (London, 1842). 
4. ‘Binah la-‘ittini,’ a Jewish oalendar for 
1718-1700. 6. ‘ Noticias reconditas de la 
Inquisicion,' by Carlos Vero ( = D. Nieto). 
Villa forma ( = London), 1722. The book 
consists of two parts ; the first, written in 
Portuguese, contains documents supposed to 
have been written by an official of the In¬ 
quisition ; the second, in Spanish, criticises 
the cruelties of the Inquisition. 6. 1 Re- 
spuesta al Sermon predicado por el arjobispo 
de Oargranor,’i e. Eeply to a Sermon preached 


by the Archbishop of Cargranor in Lisbon be¬ 
fore an auto defe, 0 Sept. 1705. In English 
by M, Mocatta, ‘The Inquisition and J U I 
daism,’London, 1845. 7. ‘Sba'ar Dan.’ \ 
Talmudical concordance j incomplete, Bnfil 
MS. 2266 and Glister's * Cod. Ilebr. ’ p. 0 q‘ 
A portrait, engraved by J. McArdell, U in 
the possession of Mr, L. van Oven. 

[Wolfs Bibl. Ilebr. iii, 201 seq.; Kdyscrhngs 
Gesch. d. Judon in Portugal, p. 325; Graetz 
Gasch. d. Judon, x. 322 seq.] M. F, ' 

NIGEL, called the Dane (d. 921P), re _ 
puted king of Deira, has a contested claim 
to rank among the Danes who ruled in North¬ 
umbria. The existence of a Danish king of 
Northumbria of this name, who was slain 
by his brother Sitric about 931, is vouched 
for by two manuscripts of the ‘Anglo-Saxon 
Chronicle’ (i. 196, RoIIb Ser.), by Henry of 
Huntingdon (Pnrnra, Monumenta, 746 A, 
and 76J A), by Simeon of Durham (Hi. 
086 B), by Gfnimnr (ib, 807 [21), and by Hove- 
den (i. 62, Bolls Ser.) If these writers are 
to be trusted, Nigel must have been of the 
famouB race of tho ny Ivnr, and grandson of 
the Ivnr who invaded Northumbria in 800. 

The Irish annalists, on tho other hand, who 
record the history of the Danes in Dublin 
and Deira, are unaware of the ovist ence of a 
Danish king of Deira of Ivar’a raco named 
Nigol or Niel, and modern writers have rea¬ 
sonably inferred, from entries in the frisk 
annalB, that thB English chroniclers are in 
error, and that Nigel of Deira never existed 
(Robertsok, Early Kings of Scotland, i. 67; 
Toed, War of the Gaedhil with the Gaill, 
p. 277, Rolls Ser.; IIoBOSOir, Northumber¬ 
land, pt. i. pp. 138-9) (Hinde). 

The ‘ Annals of Ulster,’ like othor Irish 
chronicles, record that in 888 Sitric, son of 
the above-mentioned Ivar, slow his brother 
(O’Conob, Rer. Ilibern. Script, iv. 238; of. 
Chron, Scotorum, p. 171, Rolls Ser.; Ward, 
Antiq. Ilibern. p. 130). In 019 the same 
authorities state that another Sitric, some¬ 
times called Sitric Gale, grandson of Ivar, 
defeated and slew Niail (870 P-919) [q.v.l, 
called Glundubli, king of Irelnnd, m the 
battle of Kilmashogue near Dublin (Ann. 
TJlt. iv. 262, where tho name of the victor is 
not. given; War of the Gaedhil with the 
Gai/l, loc. cit. p, 86; Ann, Inisfalenses, np. 
O’OoNon, ii. 80, ex cod. Dahl.; Chron. Scot. 
p. 191; The Four Masters, an. 917 «• 919, ii. 
693, ed. O'Donovan). This Sitrio afterwards 
attacked Northumbria and became king there 
about 921. Tho writers who doubt the exist¬ 
ence of Nigel of Deira argue that the Eng¬ 
lish chroniclers have been misled by these 
two entries, and that their mention of Nigel 
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or Niel, whom they call king of Northumbria, 
is a confused reference to Niall Glundubli, 
Mng of Ireland. The latter, of course, was 
neiflier a Dana nor a brother of Sitric, but 
an Irishman of the race of the northern Hy 
Neill. 

[Authorities cited in the text.] A. M. C-n. 

NIGEL {d. 1169), bishop of Ely, states¬ 
man, was a nephew of Roger, bishop oi 
Salisbury £q. v.], by whom he was committed 
for education to Anselm, abbot of Laon{lIim- 
hasnus, p. 539), and there trained for official 
work (Wm.. Maim, ii. 658). Althougli 
bom, it would seem, scarcely later than 1100, 
he is not mentioned in England till nenrly 
1180. His earliest attestation is to an Abing¬ 
don charter ( Chrort. Abb. ii. 164), which is 
assigned to 1124, hut which belongs to 1120- 
1180 {Add. MS. 31043, fol. CO). lie also 
attests an Abingdon charter of 1130 ( Citron. 
Abb. ii. 178), one granted at Rouen m May 
1131, two granted at, the council of North¬ 
ampton in September 1131 ( Sarum Docu¬ 
ment 8 j Mon. Angl. iv. 638), one of 1132 (ib. vi. 
1271), and one of 1133 ( Cart. Jliev. p. 141), 
always as‘nepoeepiecopi.’ Ileisalso sosbylad 
in the Pipe Roll of 1130, wliero ho occius as 
connected with the Norman treasury, and as 
owning over fifty hidas of land in various 
countios, besides property at Winchester, 
where doubtless lie had official work. Ho 
was already a prebondary of St. Paul's (Lu 
Nets, ii. 377), when in 1133 he was pro¬ 
moted to the wealthy aeo of Ely, as Henry I 
was leaving England for tho last time, and 
consecrated on 1 Oct. Ho was prosent, aB 
bishop, at the king's departure (Madox, i, 60). 
Resenting as a court job the selection of 1 the 
king’s treasurer,’ tho monks of Ely have 
left us, through their spokesman Richard, no 
favourahlo picture of liis rule. 

residing at London, as treasurer and ad¬ 
ministrator, he loft tho chargo of his see to 
a certain Eauulf, who soon quarrelled with 
the monks. Nigel, however, from his official 
position, was able to recover, at the end of 
Henry’s and tho beginning of Stephen’s reign, 
several estates which his see had lost, and 
which he enumerated in his charter ( Cotton 
MS, Tib. A. vi. fol. Ill), hut when ho turned 
his attention to tho treasures of his cathedral 
church the strife bolwoen Itnnulf and thu 
monks became acute. For two years they 
were oppressed by his exactions till, about the 
beginning of 1137, a mysiorious conspiracy 
in which he was involved, and which, says 
Orderic, was revealed through Bishop Nigel 
himself, cauacd Ranulf’s suddon flight with 
some of his ill-gotten, wealth, whereupon 
Nigel and his monks beoame reconciled. Ills 


bands were strengthened by Pope Innocent, 
who in successive bulls and letters (1139) 
insisted on the complete restoration to his 
see of all her posseseions, however long they 
had been lost {ib. 110S-14). 

Meanwhile the bishop, with his uncle and 
brother, had accepted Stephen's succession, 
and wore all three present at his Easter court 
in 1130, and witnessed shortly afterwards his 
charter of liberties at Oxford {Geoffrey de 
Mcmdeville , p, 262). His uncle is said to 
have bought for him the office of treasurer 
at the beginning of the reign (Winn. Malm, 
p. 669). The wealth and power of the three 
prelates, however, exposed them to the 
jealousy of the king, and it was feared by 
Stephen that they were intriguing for the 
support of the pope. Dr, Liehermann holds 
that they actually attended the Latorancoun- 
oil of April 1189, but this is improbable. 
On their sudden arrest at the council of Ox¬ 
ford on 24 June 1180 Nigel alone escaped 
(Ann, Mon. iv. 23), and fled to his uncle’s 
stronghold ofDevizes, which, however, he was 
forced to surrender (Wliil. Malm. p. 649). 
The breach between tho king and the prelates 
was now virtually irreparable, and Nigel was 
tempted by tho strong position of Ely to em¬ 
brace the cause of tho empress on her arrival 
in England. lie began to fortify tho isle, 
and secured local allies ( Histories i Eliensis, 
p. 020). Tlio king hearing of this sent forces 
against him,but thoy besieged tho isle in vain 
till Stephen himself, after Christmas 1139, 
came to their assistance (Hem. Hunt. p. 
207), and with the help of boats and a float¬ 
ing bridge crossed tho water. At tho onset 
of his troops Nigel’s followers gave way at 
once, and lie himself, with threo companions, 
fled to tho empress at Gloucester (llietoria 
fflieniie,' p. 620). Forfeited bv tho king, he 
found himself in poverty, and appealed to 
the pope for assistance. Innocent thereupon 
wrote on 6 Oct, 1140 to Theobald, the pri- 
mato, complaining that Nigel was * absque 
justilia et rations a sede sua expulsum et 
rebus propriis spoliatum,’ and insisting on 
his reinstatement and tho submission of all 
his foes clerical and lay {Cotton MS, Tib. A. 
vi. ut supra). 

But his fortune was now suddenly changed 
hy the king’s capture at Lincoln on 2 Feb. 
1141. Accompanying the empress in her 
advance from Gloucester, he onlored Win¬ 
chester with her on 3 March, was with her at 
Reading in May, and at Westminster during 
her short visit in June. When her scattered 
followers reassembled at Oxford in July he 
was still with her, but after the release of the 
lriug lio realised the hopolessness of her cause. 
Early in 1142, his knights having reassert 
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bled in tlie meanwMlo at Ely, Stephen sent 
against them tho Earls of Pembroke and Esses, 
who dispersed them; but after this the king 
restored him to possession of his seo, and his 
monks and people received him with great 
rejoicing after his two years’ absence. For 
a time he applied himself quietly to the affairs 
of his see, but haring condemned a clerk, 
named Yitalis, for simony, the latter nppealed 
against him to the London council of March 
1143, where the legate (Bishop llenry of 
Winchester) favoured him, and also allowed 
Nigel to be accused of raising civil war, and 
of squandering the estates of his see on 
knights. Nigel, cited to appear before the 
pope, resolved to consult the empress first. 
At Wareham, on his way to her in Wilt¬ 
shire, he was surprised anil plundered by tlie 
king’s men, hut succeeded in reaching her, 
and after many narrow escapes returned in 
safety to Ely. He now brought pressure 
to bear on tho monks, desiring to use the 
treasures of his church to influence the court 
of Home. Succeeding at length in this, with 
groat difficulty, he made his way to Eome 
(whither the leg ate had preceded lnm), where, 
supported by Archbishop Theobald and his 
own treasures, he cleared himself before Pope 
Lucius XI, who wrote soveral letters (24 May 
1144), acquitting Mm of all oflFenoes, and con¬ 
firming to him all the possessions of his see 
{Cotton MS Tib. A. v£ fal. 117). 

Nigel’s triumph, however, was shortlived. 
During his absence tlie Enrl of Essex (Geoffrey 
de Mandeville) had seized upon Ely, und 
made it the contre of his revolt against the 
king. The bishop, hearing of this at Home, 
had induced Lucius to protest, and, hearing 
on Ms return of the ruin brought upon the 
isle, complained further to the pope, who 
again wrote in Lis favour. Such of his pos¬ 
sessions as hud escaped Geoffrey had been 
forfeited by Stephen, who, mindful of Nigel’s 
previous treason, accused Mm of connivance 
in the revolt. Geoffrey's death had now 
strengthened Stephen’s hands, and the bishop 
was unable for some time to make Ms peace. 
At length a meeting was arranged at Ipswich, 
but it was only on puyiug 2001, and giving 
his beloved son Richard Filzneale (after¬ 
wards bishop-treasurer) as hostage for his 
good behaviour, that Stephen forgave and 
restored Mm ( Cotton MS Titus A. i, fol. 
34 b). To raise the above sum he further de¬ 
spoiled his church; and tho subsequent raids 
upon its treasure, withwMch he is charged by 
the monks, may have been due to eagerness 
to purchase favour at court, the cause of the 
empress seeming hopeless. There ore dear 
traces of Ms regaining an official position be¬ 
fore the close of the reign. He appeal's as a 


president of the Norfolk shiremoot (Beohe- 
fiblh, Norfolk, iii. 28), and is addressed in 
royal documents (Mon. Angl. iv. 120, 216\ 
He was also a witness to tho final treaty be^ 
tween Stephen and Duke Henry on 6 Nov 
1163 (Rsmbe): he was present at the conse¬ 
cration of Archbishop Roger on 10 Oct. 1164 
(Anglia Sacra, i. 72), and he attended the 
coronation of Henry on 19 Dec. 1164. 

With Henry’s accession begins the most 
important period of Mb life. The sole sur¬ 
vivor of his great ministerial family and de¬ 
pository of its traditions, he was at once 
called upon by the young- king to restore his 
grandfather’s official system. He also pur¬ 
chased the office of treasurer for Ms eon 
Richard, to whose ‘Dialogus de Scaccario’ we 
are indebted for information on Ms official 
work. The king, we learn from the preface 
sent to consult Nigel on the oxchequer, his 
knowledge of which was unrivalled (i. 8) 
and he was at once employed to restore it 
to its condition before tlie civil war. He is 
represented as having boen very zealous for 
the privileges of its officers (i, 11). From 
the earliest pipe rolls of Ilonry II his official 
employment is manifest, hut Eyton’s belief 
that he was chancellor at Henry’B accession 
(p. 2) was based on an error exposed by Foss. 
Meanwhile the monks had gained the ear of 
the new pope, Adrian IV [q. v,], who (22 Feb. 
1160) threatened Nigel with suspension, un¬ 
less within three months he restored to his 
church all that had been taken from it since 
liis consecration (Jarra, 10,149; Cotton MS, 
Tit us A. i, fol. 48). N igel pleaded the absence 
of t he king from England ns an obstacle to re¬ 
stitution, and a further bull (22 March 1167) 
granted him an extension of time (Japti:, 
10266; Colton MS. Titus A. i. fol. 48 b). 
The king, Theobald, other bishops, and John 
of Salisbury (Npist. pp. 14,30,81) interceded 
warmly on Ms behalf, but it was not till 1169 
(10 Jau.) that Adrian at length relaxed his 
suspension, on condition of his swearing, in 
tho presence of Theobald, to make complete 
restitution (JiFl'fi, 10636; Cotton MS. Titus 
A. 1, folios 49, 60). Tho monks implied that 
he never did so, and could not forgive Mm 
for despoiling their church. His crowning 
offence in their eyes was that he did this 
in the interest of his son Eichard, for whom 
they alleged he bought the office of treasurer 
for 4001. when Henry H was in need of 
money for his Toulouse campaign. But the 
pipe rolls do not record the transaction. It 
may he that John of Salisbury’s indignant 
rebuke to him ( Epiit. 66) is connected with 
this soandal, for he ohargos Nigel with evad¬ 
ing the canons of the church. Another 
scandal was caused by Ms making a married 
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olaik sacrist of Ely. Archbishop Thomas 
•snots to him strongly on this matter, and at 
last cited him to appear before him for dis¬ 
regard of his letters ( Cotton MS. Titus A. i, 
folios 58, 534). _ 

Meanwhile he is proved by charters to 
have been in constant attendance at court, 
and he was also present at Bechet’s eonsoern- 
tion (8 June 1133), and at the great council 
of Clarendon (January 1164). But his chief 
work was at the exchequer, and it is as ' Bfl.ro 
de Scaccario’ that he directs a writ to the 
sheriff of Gloucester (Nero, c. iii. fol. 188). 
Be also appears as the presiding justiciar in 
the curia regia, Mich. 1105, at Westmin¬ 
ster (Madox, Formulare, p. xix). In the 
great Bechet controversy ho took no active 
iiait, his sympathies being doubtless divided 
Between the privileges of bis order and the 
prerogatives of the crown. Struck down by 
paralysis, it would seom, at Easter 1100, ho 
passed the last three years of his life in quiet 
retirement at Ely, where lie died on 80 May 
1169. 

A churchman only by the force of circum¬ 
stances, his heart was in his official work, 
and the great service ho rendered was that 
of bridging over the era of anarchy, and re¬ 
storing the exchequer system of Henry I. 
By training his Bon Richard Fitznealo [q. v.l 
the treasurer in tho same school, bo scoured 
the continuance of the elaborate system 
with which his name will always be identi¬ 
fied. 

[The chief original authority for Nigel’s life 
is the account of him in tho Historic Elionsis 
(Anglia Sacra, i, 618-29). The bout modern 
biography of him is contained in Dr. Diebor- 
nrann’s Einleituug in don Dialogue de Scaccario 
(1875), a work of minute detail. Subsidiary 
sources are Cottonian MSS. Tib. A. vi., Titus 
A i., Nero 0. iii.; Herman mw (in D’Acbory’s 
Ouibertu6); William of Malmesbury, the Chro¬ 
nicle of Abingdon, Saram Documents, Henry of 
Huntingdon, nud Annalos Monastic! (Rolls Ser.) j 
Madox’s Exchequer and Forrauhira Anglica- 
mua; Dialogue do Scaccario (Stubbs’s Select 
Charters); Ditgdule’s Monosticon; Ls Novo’s 
Fasti j Ryiuor’s Fmdorn; JttfiA’a Ragostc, ed. 
Wattenbach; John of Salisbury’s letters (Giles’s 
Patras Ecolcsite Anglicnnas); Eyton’u Court and 
Itinerary of Henry II; Round’s Geoffrey do Man- 
deville, and Nigel, Bishop of Ely (Engl. Hist, 
Her. viii. 616).] J. H, H. 

NIGEL, called Wikbkbe (Jl. 1190), I 
satirist, became a moult at Glirist Church 
priory, Canterbury, probably some time 
before the muTder of Bechet in December 
1170 j for he claims porsoual acquaintance 
with the archbishop: ‘ wo have seen him 
with our eyes, our hands havo touched him, 


we have eaten and drank with him ’ ( Anglo- 
Latin Satir. Poets, cd. Wright, i. 156). He 
calls himself old in line 1 of the 1 Speculum 
Stultorum,’ which may be assigned bo the 
latter part of Honry II's reign; but there 
is no evidence as to the exact date of his 
birth. 11 b took part in the dispute between 
Archbishop Baldwin [q. v.] and the monks of 
Christ Church [see under Nohboys, Roger], 
being one of the delegates from the convent 
to Iving Richard in November 1189, and 
being singled out, about the same time, for 
a severe rating by the archbishop ( Epist. 
Cantuar. Rolls Ser. pp. 812, 815). In his 
treatise, ‘OontraCuriales et Officiales Oleri- 
cos ’ (circ. 11U8), he describes himself ns 1 Can- 
tuariro occlusiso fratrum minimus fralcr Ni- 
gellus, vests monachus, vita pecealor, gradu 
presbyter’ (Anglo-Latin Satir. Putts, i. 158). 
Ill that work (p, 211) he speaks of having 
visited Coventry after the expulsion of the 
monks and the introduction of eee.tiinr canons 
in their place (in 1101), a sight which grieved 
him to the heart. Leland calls him precentor 
of Canterbury ( Collect . iii. 8, and Scriptores, 
i. 228) j but there is no preconlor named 
Nigel in the extant obit u tries of tbo priory, 
all hough the entry ‘ Nipellus, Bacerdus et 
monachus,’ occurs three I irnes, viz., 14 April, 

13 Aug. and 26 Sept. (Nero O. ix. ff. 96,13 6; 
Lambeth MS. 20,ff. 1R0,2094,225; Arundel 
MS. 68, ff. 24, 38, 43). 

The earliest authority for the surname 
Wirekar is Bale ( Catalogue , 1657, i, 215) 
■who refers in tho notes prepared by him for 
the 1 Catalogue ’ now in the Bodleian (Seld. 
MS. supra 64, f. 184) to the collections of 
Nicholas Grimald [q. v.] 

The first part of VeBpasian D. xix. is a 
13th century manuscript, which originally 
belonged to Christ Church priory; it con¬ 
tains a number of Latin poems by a writer 
named Nigelj who may safely be identified 
with tho subjeot of the present article. The 
first flyleaf bears the inscription ‘Nigelli 
de Longo Cumpo,’ in a hand of about the 
same poriod as the manuscript itself. From 
this, and from Nigel’s intimacy with Wil¬ 
liam Longeliamp [q. v.], bishop of Ely and 
chancellor of England, it may porlinps be 
inforrod that be was a kinsman of tho bishop, 
or that he came from the some place, viz., 
Longchamp in Normandv. The latter sup¬ 
position derives some slight support from the 
fact that Nigel speaks in the f Contra Ouriales' 
of having been in Normandy {Anglo-Latin 
Satir. Poets, i. 208). 

His best known work is the ' Speculum 
Stultorum,’ a satire (in elegiac verse) on the 
vices and corruption of society in general, 
and of the religious orders in particular, 
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under the guise of a narrative of tlie adven¬ 
tures of Bumellus, or Brunellus, an ass 
who wants a longer tail, and wlio is ex¬ 
plained in a prose introduction os typifying 
the discontented and ambitious-monk, Both 
the introduction and the poem itself are ad¬ 
dressed to a person named William, pro¬ 
bably Longohomp before his elevation to 
episcopal dignity. An allusion to King Louh 
of France (ib. i. 17) seems to indicate that 
the poem was written before the death of 
Louis VII in 1180. It attained great popu¬ 
larity in the fourteenth and fifteenth cen¬ 
turies, as is shown by the large number of 
manuscripts still extant in continental as 
well as English libraries. The British Mu¬ 
seum contains two copies of an edition printed 
at Cologne in 1199, besides three or four un¬ 
dated editions which are probably eailier. 
The only recent edition is that or Thomas 
Wright in the Bolls Series {ib. i. 3). Chaucer 
refers to the poem as ‘Dan Burns! the asso ’ 
in the ‘Nonnes Preestos Tale ’ ( Canterbury 
Tales, ed. Tyrwhitt, 1. 16818). 

The next in import mice of Nigel's works 
is the prose treatise ‘ Contra Ouriales et Offi¬ 
ciates Olericos,’ an epistle addressed, togother 
with a prologue in elegiac verse, to Wil¬ 
liam Longchamp as bishop of Ely, chancellor, 
and legate (printed by Wright, Anglo-Iatin 
Satir. Poets, i. 146). It was written after 
the capture of King Bidiavd at the end of 
1192, but while Longchamp was still an 
exile from England {ib. i. 217, 224); and 
may therefore be assigned to 1193, or the 
beginning of 1194. Nigel addresses the chan¬ 
cellor in terms of affection and intimacy; but 
he does not exempt him from his strictures 
on prelates and other ecclesiastics who neg¬ 
lect their sacred calling for seoular pursuits: 
in fact the work is largely devoted to proving 
the incompatibility of the office of chancellor 
with that of bishop. 

The poems hi Vespasian D. xix, are: 
(1) Several short pieces, including some 
verses to Ilonorius (prior of Christ Church, 
1186-8) and an elegy on his death (21 Oct. 
1188); (2)‘ Miracula S. Marira Virginia i ’ 
(3) ‘PassioS. Laurent ii;’ (4) 1 Vita Pauli 
Primi Eremitic.’ Among them is also a copy 
of the well-known poem on monastic life, 
beginning ‘Quid deceat monachum, vel 
qunlis debeat esse,’ which appeal's in many 
editions of the works of Anselm [a. v!] 
It was ascribed by Wright (ib. ii, 176) 
to Alexander Neckam, apparently on the 
sole authority of Lelaud ( Collect . iii. 28) ; 
it has also beon attributed, with better reason, 
to Boger of Caen, a monk at Bee, and friend 
of Anselm (Hist. lift, de la France, viii. 
421). Some verses on the succession of 


archbishops of Canterbury, from Augustin* 
to Richard (d. 1184), seem to be the wmV 
of Nigel (VitelliusA.xi.f. 37 b-, ArundelMS 
23, f. 66 5); and Leland mentions ‘Liber 
distinctionum super novum et vetus testa- 
mentum’ and ‘ Exoerptiones de Warnerio 
Gregoriano super Moralia Job,’ both by him 
among the books which he saw at Canter¬ 
bury (Collect, iii. 8). The poem ‘ Adversus 
Barbarism,’ ascribed to Nigel by Bale and 
afterwards by Wright ( Anglo-Latin Satir 
Poets, i. 231), is really the ‘ Entheticus ad 
Polyoraticum ’ of John of Salisbury [q, Vi j 

K ’s Anglo-Latin Satirical Poets, vol, i 
s’s "Epist. Cantuar. p. lxxrv, both in 

Bolls Ser.; Wright’s Biogr. Brit., Anglo-Norman 

period, p. 351; Ward’s Catalogue of Bomanees 

ii. 691,695 ; information kindly given by B, L,’ 
Poole, esq.] J. A. H-t, 


NIGER,, RALPH (Jl. 1170), historian 
and theologian, is said to have been a native 
of Bury St, Edmunds, where manuscripts of 
several of his works were formerly preserved. 
According to his own statement in the pre¬ 
face to the second part of his ‘Moruliaon 
the Books of Kings,’ Ralph studied at Paris 
under Gerard LaPucello, who began totoach 
in or about 11 CO. Ralph himself possibly 
taught rhetoric and dialectics there. lie isBaid 
to have beon archdeacon of Gloucester, but his 
name does not appear in Le Neve’s ‘ Fasti 
Ecclesice Anglican®.’ Ralph was a supporter 
of Thomas Beclcet, and two letters written 
to him on the archbishop’s behalf by John of 
Salisbury in 1166 are extant (Materials for 
History of Thomas Bcckct, vi. 3—8). The 
continuator of his second chronicle states 
that Ralph, having been accused before 
Henry II, fled into oxile, and in revenge 
inserted in Iris history n savage and unseemly 
attack on the king. Nothing is known of 
Ralph’s later life, hut he would Boom to have 
survived till after the accession of Baldwin 


to the see of Canterbury in 1181 (Citron, pp. 
166,168). lie can hardly he the Ralph Niger 
who was afflicted with madness as a penalty 
for dissuading liis shipmates from visiting 
the shrine of St. Thomas at Canterbury 
(Materials for History of Thomas Beeht, i. 
303). Ralph Nicer lias beon constantly con¬ 
fused with another Ralph (Radulphus Fla- 
viaconsis), who was a Benedictine monk at 
Flaix, in the dioceso of Beauvais. Alberic 
of Trois Fontaines says that Ralph of Flaix 
flourished in 1167, and was tho author of 
a commentary on Leviticus; but, though the 
two Ralphs were contemporaries, there is no 
sufficient ground for treating them as the 
same person. 

Ralph Niger was tho author of two 
chronicles: I, ‘ Ohronioon oh orbo condito 
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usane ad A.B. 1199.’ 2. ‘Chromcon suc- 

cmctam de vitis imperatorum et tamFranciso 
quiun Anglice regum,’ Both were edited by 
Colonel B. Anstrutber for the Caxton Society 
in 1851. The fomer is contained in Cotton 
31 S. Cleopatra, C. x,; the latter in Cotton 
3IS.' Yesp. D, x., Claud. D. vii., College of 
Arms, si., and Beg, 18 A. xii, Ralph’s share 
in the latter extends only to 1161 j from this 
point it was continued by Ralph Coggesliall 
fq. T ,] Neither chronicle contours much 
notice of English alFairs, and what there is is 
borrowed from Geoffrey of Monmouth, Wil¬ 
liam of Malmesbury, and Henry of Hunting¬ 
don. The second chronicle, however, is of 
interest for the savage invective against 
Henry II, on pp. 167-9. Ralph is also 
credited with three other historical works, 
namely, ‘Gesta Regis Johanuis,’ ‘ Initia 
Ragis Henrici Tertii,’ and, ‘ De regibus a 
Guliehno.’ But the first two are really ox- 
tracts from Roger of Wendover, and the third 
is perhaps an extract from Ralph’s own 
chronicle. 

In the first of his chronicles Ralph gives 
the following list of his works: 1. 1 Septein 
digests super Eptaticnm.’ 2. 'Morelia iu 
Libras Rogum.’ 3. ‘ EpitomeVeterisTesfa- 
menti sivo cominentorii in Panilipomcna.’ 
4. ‘Remedia in Esdram et Nenemiah.’ 
3. ‘De reMilitari et do tribus viis Tliero- 
aolymra.' 6. ‘ De quatluor fostis beat® Marius 
Virginia.’ 7. ‘De interpretntionellebrnsoriia 
nominum.’ The last six, together with tho 
second chronicle, were formerly in tire ca- 
thadral library at Lincoln (cl. Catalogue 
ap GihALDUS Cambhunsis, vii. 170) ; only 
the last three and the chronicle appear 
to he there now; the fifth is contained 
in Pembroke College, Cambridge, MS. 76, 
Tanner also gives: 1. ‘Super Psntnteu- 
chum.’ 2. ‘ Digealum iu Numermn,’ 3. ‘ Di¬ 
gestion in Leviticum.’ 4. ‘ Panlheologicum,’ 
in which last Ralph was styled archdeacon 
of Gloucester. The commentary on Levi¬ 
ticus referred to by Tnmior seems to be 
really the voluminous work of Ralph of 
Floix, of which there are numurous manu¬ 
scripts; it was printed at Cologno, 1(330, and 
in the ‘BibliothecaPatrnmMaxima.’ Ralph 
cfFlaixwas also author of a commentary, 
‘Supor Parabolas Salomouis,’ in Pembroke 
College, Cambridge, MS. 88, which lias been 
ascribed to Ralph Niger; and of commen¬ 
taries on Genesis, Nahum, the Epistles of 
St. Paul, and Rovelation. Some nave also 
ascribed to Ralph of Flaix the chronicles 
which belong toltalph Niger. 

[Tanner's Bibl. Brit.-HU>. p, 548; Hardy's 
Descriptive Catalogue of British History, ii. 287, 
498; Wright’s Biogr. Brit. Iatt. Anglo-Norman, 


pp. 423-4; Caves Script. Eccl. ii. 232; Oudin, 
ii.441,iii. 94; HistoireLittdrairedo France, xii.; 
information kindly supplied by Canon Venables; 
other authorities quoted.] C. L, IC. 

NIGER or LE NOIR, ROGER (*1241), 
bishop of London, was perhaps a native of 
Bileigh, at Little Maldon, Essex, for in tho 
copies of his statutes at Cambridge he is called 
Roger Niger de Biloye. His father and mother 
were called Ralph and Margery. He founded 
a chantry for them at St. Paul’s. There seems 
to be no evidence as to whether he was con¬ 
nected with Ralph Niger [q.v.] the historian. 
Roger is first mentioned as prebendary of 
Ealdland, St. Paul’s, in 1192, and in 1318 be 
occurs aB archdeacon of Colchester. In the 
latt er capacity heissuedacollection of statutes 
for the rectors and priests of his archdeaconry, 
a copyof which is preserved in the university 
library at Cambridge—MS. Gg. iv. 32, if. 
108-16. In 1228 he wns elected bishop of 
London, and was consecrated 10 June 1229, 
at Canterbury, by Henry, bishop of Rochester 
(Matt. Paris, iii. 190). On 26 Jan. 1280 
S t. Paul’s Cathedral wo3 struck by lightning, 
whils Roger was celebrating mass. All but 
one doacon fled in terror; the bishop, how¬ 
ever, remained unmoved, and finished tho 
service. In Juno 1231 he was summoned to 
meet the king ut Oxford to consult on the 
nfihivs of Wales (Shirley, Royal and Hist . 
Letters, i, 400). When in 1282 Hubert de 
Burgh [q. v.] was dragged from the Boisars 
Clwpol, noar Brentwood, Roger went to the 
king, and, declaring that unless Hubert was 
sent back bo would excommunicate all con¬ 
cerned in the moi tor, obtained lus restora¬ 
tion. This same year the bishop liad excom¬ 
municated those who liad been guilty of 
violence to Roman clerks. He was neverthe¬ 
less accused of consenting to the pillage of 
the Romans, and summoned to Rome, where 
ho purged himself at great expense. On his 
way thither ho was robbed of bis jewels and 
money at Parma, but recovered a portion 
with some difficulty. At a later dale tlie men 
of Parma, when their city was besieged by 
Frederick IIin 1247, ascribed their sufferings 
to Roger’s woll-descrved curse for their III- 
treatment of him (Matt. Paris, iv. 637), 

On Roger's return in tlie autumn of 1288, 
lie avrivod. at Dover just at the time of the 
arrest of Walter Mauolork [q.v.], bishop of 
Carlisle. lie at once excommunicated the 
offenders, and going to the king at Hereford, 
remonstrated with Mm for having ordered 
tho arrest. Roger officiated at the consecra¬ 
tion of Edmund as archbishop of Canterbury 
on 2 April 1284. In 1286 ho endeavoured 
to expel the Caursinas from his diocese, on 
account of their practice of usury. But the 
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Caursines, through their influence with the 
papal see, procured Roger’s summons to 
Rome, and the bishop, unable through ill- 
health to obey, was compelled to yield, Roger 
was a witness to the reissue of Magna Okarta 
in 1:236, and quarrelled with Archbishop Ed¬ 
mund (Rich) [q. v.] os to his right of episco- 

? al visitation in 1230 (Ann. Mon i. 103, iii. 

51). His episcopate was marked by much 
progress in the building of St, Paul’s, and the 
choir was dedicated by him on 1 Oct, 1240. 

He died at Stepney on 29 Sept, 1241, and 
was buried in St. Paul’s between the north 
aisle and the choir, An engraving ofhistomb 
as it existed before the groat Are is given in 
Hugdale’s 1 St. Paul's,'p. 68, together with four 
lines of verso and a prose epitaph that were 
inscribed on it. The latter describes Roger 
as ‘a man of profound learning, of honourable 
character, and in all things praiseworthy; a 
lover and strenuous defender of the Ohriatian 
religion.’ This epitaph is paraphrased by 
Matthew Paris (iii. 104), who further spoalts 
of him as ‘ free from all manner of prido.’ 
After his death Roger was honoured as a 
saint, and miracles were alleged to have been 
wrought at his tomb (ib. v. 13; Cunt. Gcn- 
tabb, li. 130,202). In 1262 Hugh de North- 
wold [q. y.], bishop of Ely, in granting an 
indulgence of thirty days to all who visited 
liis tomb, describes him as ‘ beatus Rogerus 
episcopus ct confessor.’ A similar indulgence 
wns granted by John le Breton, bishop of 
Hereford, in 1269. 

A treatise, ‘ De contemptu mundi sivo de 
bono paupertatis/lias been ascribed to Bishop 
Itogerwithout sufficientreason; itwas edited 
under liis name by Andreas Soholt. (Cologne, 

1019), and re-edited in 1878 by Monsignor 
J. B. Malon, who showed the incorrectness 
of tlia ascription, A translation into French 
by l'Abbfi Picherit appeared under Roger's 
name in 1805 (BaOKEH, Bill, des Ecriuains 
de la Comp, de Jisue). Pits (Appendix, p. 
400) wrongly identifies the bishop with Roger 
Black or Nigellus, a Benedictine monk of 
Westminster, who was tko author of some 
sermons beginning' Sapientiflvincit melitiam 
Ohristus.’ 

[Matthew Paris, Annalos Monastic!, Con¬ 
tinuation of (Jorvase of Canterbury (ail in Rolls 
fler.l; Tanner’sBitil Brit.-Hib, pp, 102-3 ; New- 
-t’s Repertorium, i. 18-14 j le Neve's Fasti 
Angl.ii. 284,338,882; Dugdale’s St.Paul's, 
V, pp. 8, 68; Documents illustrating tlio 
r of Sr, Paul's (Camden Soc.); Wharton's 
sropis Londinionaibus, pp. 88-8.1 

0. L. K. 

iHTINGALE, JOSETO (1773- 
miscollaneons writer, was horn at 
oent, in (he chapelry of Atherton, I 


parish of Leigh, Lancashire, on 26 Oct. 1775 
He bocame a Wesleyan methodist in 179g 
and acted occasionally as a local preacher* 
but never entered the methodist ministry 
and ceased to be a member in 1804. For some 
time lie was master of a school at Maccles¬ 
field, Cheshire, but came to London in 180o' 
at the suggestion of William Smyth (1765- 
1849) [q. vj, afterwards professor of modern 
history at Cambridge. By this time lie was 
a Unitarian. He ranked as a minister of that 
body, preaching liis first sermon on 8 Ju ue 
1806 at Parliament Street Chapel, Bishops- 
gato, but he never held any pastoral char™ 
and supported himself chiefly by his pen* 
A fter the publication of hie ‘ Portraiture of 
Methodism’ (1807) he was exposed to much 
criticism. An article in the ‘New Annual 
Register’for 1807 characterised him as ‘a 
knave; ’ he brought an art ion for libel against 
John Stockdole, the publisher, and recovered 
2007. damages on 11 March 1809. In 1824 
lie was again received into membership by 
the methodist body. In private life ‘he 
was of a kind disposition, lively imagina¬ 
tion, and possessed a cheerfulness that never 
deserted him.’ This description is confirmed 
by his portrait profixed tp liis‘ Stenography.’ 
He died in London on 9 Aug. 1824, and was 
buried at B unhill Fields. lie married, on 
17 Nov. 1799, Margaret, Goostry, and had 
four children; hisson, Joseph Sargent Night¬ 
ingale, became an independent minister, 
liis worlm extend to abnnt fifty volumes; 
those on topography have much merit. 
Among them are: 1. ‘ElegiacThoughts on the 
Death of Itov. David Simpson,’ Manchester, 
1797 . 2. ‘The Elaction, a Satirical Drama,’ 
Stockport, 1804. 8. ‘A Portraiture of 

Methodism,’ 1807, 8vo. 4. ‘ Nightingale 
versus Stockdalo,’ &c. [1809], 8vo, 6. ‘A 
Guido to the Watering Places,’ 1811. 8. ‘A 
Letter to a Friend, containing a Compara¬ 
tive Viow of the Two Systems of Shorthand, 
respectively invented by Mr. Byrom and Dr. 
Mavor,’1811,8vo. 7. ‘ A Portraiture of the 
Roman Catholic Religion,’ 1812,8vo. 8. ‘Ac¬ 
counts of the Counties of Stafford, Somerset, 
and Salop,’ 1813,3 vols., forming a continua¬ 
tion of the ‘ Beauties of England and Wales,’ 
by E. W, Brayloy (1773-1864) [q.v.] 9.‘ Sur¬ 
veys of the City of London and the City of 
Westminster,’ 1814-15, 4 vols. 10. ‘Eng¬ 
lish Topography, consisting of Accounts of 
the several Counties of England and Wales/ 
1816, 4lo. 11. ‘Tho Bazaar, its Origin, 
Nature, &a,, considered as a Branch of 
Political Economy,’ 1810, 8vo, 12. ‘His¬ 
tory and Antiquities of the Parochial Church 
of Saviour, Southwark/1818,4to. 13. ‘ Me¬ 
moirs of Caroline, Qucon of England/ 1820- 
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1822, 8vo, 3 vols. 14. ' An Historical Ac¬ 
count of ICepilworth Castle,’ &c., 1821, 8vo, 
]6. 'The Religions and Religious Cernnionies 
of all Nations faithfully and impartially de¬ 
scribed,’ &c., 1821,12mo (a careful compila¬ 
tion) 16. ‘Trial of Queen Caroline,’ 1822, 

vols. 17. 1 An Impartial View of the Life 
and Administration of the late Mtumiis of 
Londonderry/1822,8vo. _ 18. ‘ Mock Heroics 
on Snuff, Tobacco, and Gin, 1 published under 
the pseudonym of J. Elagmtin, 1822, 8vo. 

19. 'The Ladies’ Grammar/ 1822, 12mo, 

20. 'Rational Stenography, or Shorthand 

made Easy . . . founded on . . . Byrom/ 
&c., 1828, 12mo. 21. ‘Historical Details 

and Tracts concerning the Storokeeper- 
General’s Office.’ 22, ‘The Portable Cyclo¬ 
pedia.’ 23. ‘ Report of the Trial of Thistle- 
wood.' 24. ‘The Political Repository and 
Magazine.’ 25. * A Natural History of Bri¬ 
tish Singing Birds.’ 20. ‘The .fuvenilp 
Muse, original Stories in Verso.' 27. ‘A 
Grammar of Christian Theology.’ Ho con¬ 
tributed frequently to early volumes of the 
'Monthly Repository.’ 

[Biogr. Diet, of Living Authors, 1813; Gent 
Mag. 1824, pt. ii. p. 588; Woslliy-Oibson’s Biblio¬ 
graphy of Shorthand, 1887, p. 142; prefaces of 
his books; information from his Hon nml from 
the Eev. A. Gordon.] C. W. S. 

NIGHTINGALL, Sm MILES (17GS- 
1829), lieutenant-general, born 25 Doe. 170 y , 
entered the army4 April 1787 as ensign, 52ud 
foot, and joined that regiment at Madras, from 
Chatham, in July 1788. Tie served with tbs 
grenadier company at (ho capture of D indig ul, 
and the siege of Palieatchcrry in 1790, ancl 
afterwards was brigado-major of the 1st bri¬ 
gade of Lord Cornwallis’s army at the siege 
of Bangalore, the capture of the hill-forts of 
Reverndroog and Ostradroog, and the opera¬ 
tions before Soringapatam. In August 1708 
he was at the taking of Pondicherry, where 
liis knowledge of Eroncli led to his appoint¬ 
ment as brigade-major. Having been pro¬ 
moted to a oompany in the 126th foot in 
September1794, hereturned home; was aide- 
de-camp to Lord Cornwallis [see Cop.nwa.lijs, 
Ohaklbs, Mabotis], then commanding the 
eastern district; obtained a majority in the 
121st; was appointed brigade-major in the 
eastern district, and purchased a lieutenant- 
colonelcy in the 119th foot, no volunteered 
for the West Indies, and was placed in oom- 
maud of the old 92nd, with which ho was 
present at the capture of Trinidad in 1797; 
was extra-aide-de-camp to Sir Ralph Aber- 
cromby [q.v.J at Porto Rico ( and was after¬ 
wards mode inspector of foreign corps, which 
appointment ha resigned on account of ill- 
health. lie returned home in October 1707; 


was transferred as lieutenant-colonel to the 
88 th foot j went to San Domingo in December 
ns adjutant-general with Brigadier-general 
Maitland [bsb Maitland, Sir Thowab] ; ar¬ 
ranged the evacuation of Port-au-Prince with 
M. Herier,the agent of Toussaintl’Ouverture, 
and was sent homo with despatches. Corn¬ 
wallis, then 1 ord-lieuteuanb of Ireland, asked 
for Nightingall to he sent over to command 
one of the battalions of light companies under 
Major-general (afterwards Sir) John Moore 
(Cornwallis Corresp. ii. 416). He became 
aide-de-camp to Cornwallis, and commanded 
tho 4th battalion of light infantry. He 
again accompanied Major-general Maitland 
to the West Indies and’America, and on his 
return was appointed assistant adjutant-gene¬ 
ral of the foreps oncamped on Barham Down, 
near Canterbury, which he accompanied to 
the Holder. He was present in the actions 
of 2 Sept, and 10 Oct. 1799, hut had to re¬ 
turn home through ill-health. Ho was de¬ 
puty odjutant-goneral to Maitland in the 
expedition to Quiboron in 1800; brought 
homo the dospatches from Isle Houat; and 
was assistant quart ermasl er-ganoral of the 
oastern district m June to October 1801. lie 
was on the Btaff of Lord Cornwullis when 
tho latter went to Franco ns ambassador ex¬ 
traordinary to conclude tho peace of Amiens 
in 1802 ; and was afterwards transferred to 
tho 51st,, and appointed quartermaster-gene¬ 
ral of the king’s troops in Bengal. 

Nightingall arrived in Calcutta in August, 
and became brevet-colonel 25 Sopt. 1803. 
He was with the army under Lord Lake 
[see Land, Gtjhakb, first Viscount Lake] 
at Agra and Lcswarrcc, and afterwards nr- 
tumed to Calcutta, and was military secre¬ 
tary to Lord Cornwallis from his arrival until 
his death at Ghaziporo, 17 Oct. 1803, aftor 
which Nightingall reverted (o tho duties 
of quartermaster-goneral. In February 1807 
he returned home. At the end of that year 
ho was appointed to a brigndo in tho secret 
expedition nndor Major-general Bront Spen¬ 
cer, which wont, to Cadiz, and afterwards 
joined Sir Arthur Wellesley’s force in Por¬ 
tugal. lie commanded a brigade, consisting 
of the 29th and 82nd regiments, at Roliya 
(Roleia) and Vimioro. In December 1808 
he was appointed governor and commander- 
in-chief in Now South Wales, hut a serious 
illness obliged him to give up the appoint¬ 
ment. ne hold brigade commands at HyUie 
and Dover in 1809-10. He became a major- 
general 25 July 1810; joined the army 
in tho Peninsula in January 1811, and was 
appointed to a brigade, consisting of the 
2‘ltb, 42nd, and 79tli regiments, in the 1st 
division, It was known, as the 1 highland 
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“brigade’ or the ‘brigade of the line,’ the 
rest of the division consisting of guards and 
Germans. He commanded the 1st division 
at the battle of Puentes d’Onoro, 6 May 
1811, where he was wounded in the head. 
He left the peninsular army at El vas in July 
that year, having been appointed to a divi¬ 
sion in India; but before he could take up 
that post he was nominated by Lord Minto 
to the command-in-chiof in Java, where he 
arrived in October 1813. He organised and 
commanded a couple of small expeditions 
against the pirate states of Bali and Boni 
in Macassar m April and May 1814 (see Col¬ 
burns United Serv, Mag, 1829). Having 
established British authority in the Celebes, 
he returned to Java in June 1814, and re¬ 
mained there until November 1816, when 
lie proceeded to Bombay. He became a 
lieutenant-general 4 June 1814. He com¬ 
manded the forces in Bombay, with a seat in 
council, from 6 Feb. 1816 until 1819, when 
he returned home ovorland. An account of 
his overland journey, by Captain John Han¬ 
son, was published in 1820. 

Nightingall was made a JLC.B. 4 Jan. 
1816. He had gold medals for Rolcia, Vi- 
miero, and Puentes d’Onoro, and was colonel 
successively of the late Gth West India re¬ 
giment and the 49th foot. He was returned 
±o parliament for Eye, a pocket borough of 
the Cornwallis family, in 1820 and again in 
1826. He died at Gloucester on 12 Sept. 
1829, aged 61. 

Niglitingallmarried, nt Richmond, Surrey, 
on 18 Aug. 1800, Plorentia, daughter of Sir 
Lionel Darell, first baronet, and chairman 
of the East India Company. 

fPhilippart’s Royal Military Oaloadar, 1820, 
vol. ii,; Cornwallis’s Corresp. vols. ii. and iii. j 
Gurwood’s Wellington Desp. iii. 58, 81,92,181, 
iv. 512, 790 ; Gent. Mag. 1829, pt. ii. pp. 483- 
465.1 H, M. 0. 

NIMMO, ALEXANDER (1783-1832), 
civil engineer, born at Kirkcaldy, Fifeshire, 
in 1783, was the son of a watchmaker, who 
afterwards kept a kardworo store. Alex¬ 
ander was educated at Kirkcaldy grammar 
school and the universities of St, Andrews 
and Edinburgh, where he achieved dis¬ 
tinction in Latin, Greek, and mathematics. 
At nineteen he became a schoolmaster, and 
was appointed rector of Inverness Academy 
in 1802. Telford the engineer recommended 
Nimmo to the parliamentary commission 
appointed to fix the boundaries of the 
counties of Scotland, and he accomplished 
the work during his vacations, Interesting 
himself in kiB new occupation, he gave up 
teaching and obtained an appointmont as 
surveyor to the commissioners for reclaiming 


the bogs of Ireland, for whom he constructed 
an admirable sories of reports and maw 
He next made a tour of Prance, Germans 
and Holland to inspect the public works in 
those countries as a help in ids new pro. 
fession. On his return he was engaged in 
the construction of Dunmore Harbour and 
was employed by the fishery board to make 
surveys of the harbours of Ireland, and build 
harbours and piers at various points on the 
coast. He also executed an accurate chart 
of the coast, and compiled a book of sailing 
directions for Roland and St. George’s 
Channel. In 1822 ho was appointed en¬ 
gineer of tlio western district, and between 
that year and 1830 the sum of 167,000/. was 
spent in reclaiming waste land, thus giving 
employment to the distressed peasantry at 
the time of the Irish famine. During his life 
upwards of thirty piers or harbours were built 
under his direction on the Irish coast, and 
almrbouratPorth Cawl in South "Wales, The 
Wellesley bridge and docks at Limerick u ere 
designed by him; and he was engaged in the 
construction of the Liverpool and Leeds nil- 
way, and of the Manchester, Bolton, and Burv 
Railway. Nimmo was consulting engineer 
to the Duchy of Lancaster, tho Mersey and 
Irwell Navigation, the St. Ilelon’s and'Run- 
corn Gap Railway, the Preston and Wigan 
Railway, and the Birkenhead and Chester 
Railway. Although business occupied most 
of his time, Nimmo became proficient in 
modem languages, as well as in nstronomy, 
chemistry, and geology. To tho ‘ Transac¬ 
tions of the Royal Irish Academy ’ lie con¬ 
tributed a pnper showing the relations be¬ 
tween geology and navigation. Ho was a 
fellow of the Royal Society, and a member 
of the Institute of British Architects. In 
Brewster's * Cyclopaedia’ the article on ‘In¬ 
land Navigation ’ is from his pen; while, 
jointly with Telford, he is responsible for that 
on ‘ Bridges,’ and, with Nicholson, for that 
on ‘ Carpentry.’ Nimmo won groat distinc¬ 
tion as a mathematician in the trial between 
the corporation of Liverpool and the Mersey 
company. It has been said that he was ‘the 
only engineer of tlie age who could at all 
have competed with Brougham, tho examin¬ 
ing counsel, in his knowledge of the higher 
mathematics and natural philosophy, on 
which the whole subject in dispute de¬ 
pended.’ Nimmo died at Dublin on 20 Jan. 
1832. 

[Conolly's Eminent Mon of Fife; Chambers's 
Eminont Scotsmen.] G. S-h 

NIMMO, JAMES (165^1709), cove¬ 
nantor, only surviving son of John Nimmo, 
factor and baillie on the estate of Boghead, 
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Linlithgowshire, by liis wife Janet Muir, 
was born in July 1654. He was sent first 
to the school at Bathgate, whence, on ac¬ 
count of a quarrel of his father with the 
schoolmaster, he was transferred to Stirling. 
He joined the insurgents after Drumclog, 
and was among those defeated at Bothwoll 
Bridge, 22 Juno 1679, Being on this ac¬ 
count proscribed, lie fled_ to the north of 
Scotland, and was talren into the service of 
the laird of Park and Lochloy in Moray. 
There he married Elizabeth Brodie, grand¬ 
daughter of John Brodie of Windiehills, the 
marriage being celebrated on 4 Dec. 1682 by 
the ‘blessed Mr. Hog.’ Shortly afterwards, 
on account of the arrival of a party of sol¬ 
diers in search of outlawed covenantors, he 
had to go into shelter in the old vaults of 
Pluscnrden. Ultimately he fled south to 
Edinburgh, where he arrived on 28 March 
1683. Thence he went to Berwiok-on- 
Tweed, and finally he took refuge in Hol¬ 
land. He returned to Scotland in April 
1688, and after the revolution obtained a 
post in the oustoms in Edinburgh. Subse¬ 
quently he was appointed treasurer of the 
city. He died 6 Aug. 1709. He had four 
sons and a daughter. Of the sons, John, 
like his father, was a member of the Edin¬ 
burgh town council, and treasurer of the 
city. The ‘ Narrativo of Mr. James Nimmo, 
written for his own Satisfaction, to keep in 
some Remembrance the Lord's Ways, Deal¬ 
ings, and Kindness towards him, 1654-1709,’ 
was printed under the editorship of W. G. 
Scott-Moncrieff by the Scottish History So¬ 
ciety, from a manuscript in possession of 
Mr. Pingle of Torwoodlea in Selkirkshire. 

[Nimma'a Narrative, and the Prafuee by W. G. 
Scott-Moncrieff; Diary of the Lairds of Brodie 
(Spalding Olub).] T. IF. H. 

NINIAIT or NINIAS, Saint (<Z.432P), 
apostle of Christianity in North Britain, was 
sometimes also referred to in Irish hagiology 
under the names Mancennus, Mansenus, Mo- 
nennus, or Moinennus. According to Baida, 
who gives the earliest extant account of him, 
hewasaBritonhy birth, and made apilgimage 
to Home, where he received a regular training 
in ‘tho facts and mysteries of the truth,’ He 
wa3 consecrated a bishop, and established his 
episcopal seat on the present site of Whithorn, 
on the northern shore of the Solway. It was 
here that he built a church of stone, instead of 
wood, as was ‘ customary among the Britons,’ 
and dedicated it to St. Martin of Tours. Ho 
worked successfully in evangelising the 
southern Piets, who inhabited the country 
south of the Grampians. In his church, 
commonly called Candida Casa, he was buried, 

von. xiy. 


and there also several of his coadjutors found 
their last resting-place ( Eccles . Hist, iii. 4). 

Meagre as are these details, they may be 
regarded as forming a trustworthy tradition 
of the outstanding facts of Ninian's career. 
Although they were recorded by one who 
lived two and a half centuries after th» period 
of the saint, the testimony of Alcuin, in a 
letter to the brethren serving God at Candida 
Casa, confirms that of Bmda, and shows that 
Ninian’s memory formed the theme of monkish 
panegyric a century afterwards. 

The later lives add little to our scanty 
knowledge. A‘ Life ’ written by an Irish monk 
is now lost. It was known to Ussher and tke 
Bollandists, but, to judge from the extracts 
preserved by them, was of no historic value. 
Another, in metrical form, and ascribed with 
but small probability to the poet Barbour, is 
important merely as furnishing an account 
of what was believed regarding him in the 
fourteenth century, when Candida Casa had 
become a favourite resort of pilgrims. A 
third biography, byAilred, abbot of Rievaulx, 
in Yorkshire (1143-1166), professes to give 
a detailed history, founded on an earlier 
‘ Boole of his Life and Miracles,' written in a 
barbaric speech (sermo barbaricus). It is 
merely a diffuse amplification of the para- 
inBroda. It was composed at the request 
ristianus, the then Dishop of Candida 
Oasa, and its author might at all events 
claim to have an intimate acquaintance with 
the local tradition of his time, since he was 
educated at the court of King David and 
paid a visit to the south-west of Scotland. 
His work is extremely vague, however, and 
even the miracles, which he revels in, are 
devoid of historic colouring. Posterity is 
indebtod to him, however, for one fact, which 
is important as fixing approximately the 
chronology of St. Ninian’s life. He asserts 
that, while ongaged in building his church 
at Whithorn, the bishop heard of the death 
of St. Martin, and dedicated his ohurch to 
him as a tribute to his memory. If, on the 
authority of Bteda, we accept as historic his 
visit to Home, which is conjectured to have 
taken place during the pontificate of Da- 
masus or Sirioius, the tradition, of his intimate 
intercourse with St. Martin of Tours, men¬ 
tioned by Ailred, is very probably authentic. 
St. Martin’s death occurred, according to 
Tillomont, about 897, so that the mission of 
Ninian was begun in the lost decade of the 
fourth century, and might have extended 
ovor the first third of the fifth. Another 
ciroumstance, noticed by Ailred, relating to 
Ninian’s intercourse with t’neBishop of Tours, 
also bears the aspect of fact. St. Martin, wo 
are told, at Ninian’s request, supplied him 

It 
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-with, masons to build his church. Though 
Roman Britain could not have been destitute 
of stone churches or skilled artisans, this was 
not a solitary example, as we learn from the 

K of Baida at a later time, of recourse 
j had to the superior workmen of Gaul 
for purposes of church building and decora- 
tion. 

It is highly probable that, in addition to 
building a mission church, Ninian founded 
a monastic establishment at Candida Casa, on 
the model of the community at Marmoutier, 
over which Martin presided. It is certain, 
at any rate, that Candida Casa appears within 
a century after his death as a celebrated train¬ 
ing school of the monastic life, at which 
several of the more celebrated Irish saints 
were educated. The ' Acts ’ of Tighernach, 
Eugenius, Endeus, and Finan, state expressly 
thatthese saints, whose reputation os founders 
of monasteries in their native Scotia (Ireland) 
is celebrated by the old annalists, had re¬ 
course as students to the monastery of Rosnat, 
or the Great Monastery (Magnum Monas- 
tcrium), as Candida Casa was called. Several 
of these early Irish missionaries are, in fact, 
mentioned as the disciples of Ninian [see art. 
Mo-nbnhius]. This statement, though in¬ 
volving an anachronism, may be regarded ns 
accentuating the fact that they were taught 
in the celebrated institution which owed its 
discipline and educational character to the 
apostle of the southern Piets. 

While the missionary and monastio esta¬ 
blishment at Candida Casa thus retained ils 
fame and vigour for at least a century after 
its founder’s death, his mission among the 
inhabitants of Galloway and the district be¬ 
tween the Forth and the Mountli appears to 
have borne very temporary fruits. St. Patrick 
in his ‘Epistle to Ooroticue’ speaks of the 
‘ nposi ate Piets,' and the lives of Kontigern and 
Columba contain frequent lamentation over 
the relapsed condition of the Piotish inhabi¬ 
tants of the district evangelised by Ninian, 
The influences of the age were, in fact, ad¬ 
verse to the permanent development of suoh 
a movement as his. The period of Ninian’s 
activity is coincident with the fall of the 
Roman empire in Britain, and the repeat od 
incursions of Saxon, Scotio, and Pictish in¬ 
vaders, The assertion of Breda that the 
southern Piets renounced idolatry and ac¬ 
cepted the faith through his preaching is thus 
only relatively accurate. Their conversion 
■Was neither so effective as adequately to 
maintain itself in an epoch of disorganisation, 
nor was it so thorough as to amount, accord¬ 
ing to Ailred, to n complete organisation of 
the church into dioceses and paribhes. Breda’s 
Assumption involves an anachronismof several 


centuries. Ninian was not the founder of tig 
mediaeval ecclesiastical system of Scotland- 
he was simply the first missionary and mon¬ 
astic bishop of North Britain. 

[An exhaustive examination of St. Niniaa'a 
life and age will be found in a monograph in 
German by James MacKinnon, Pli. D.,entitle! 
Ninian und sein Einflir-s nuf die Ausbroitnna 
des ChristenthumB in Nord-Britannien. Sea also 
tho same author’s Onlture in Early Scotland 
bk. ii. eh. in.; Vita Niniani Pietorum Australia®' 
Apostoli, Anctore Ailredo Rorallenbi, ed. A. P. 
Forbes (in vol. v. Historians of Scotland) ; Tills! 
mont’sMdmoires, tom. x. p. 340; Heaher’sWorks 
vi. 209, 065; Bollaniliet Acta SS., ed. Ebrington' 
v. 321; Coigan, Acta SS. Hib. p. 438; Skene’s 
Celtic Scotland, and Diet, of Christian Bio¬ 
graphy.] J. M-n. 

NISBET, ALEXANDER (1057-1726) 
heraldic writer, was son of Adam Nisbet* 
writer in Edinburgh, the youngeBt son of Sir 
Alexander Nisbet of that ilk in Berwick¬ 
shire. His mother was Janet, only daughter 
of Alexander Aikonhond, writer to the sig¬ 
net (whose father, David Aikenhead, was 
provost of Edinburgh 1034-7). Ilewas tha 
third of ten children, and was born in April 

1667,heingbaptisedontho23rdoflhatmonth. 
In 1076 he matriculated at the university of 
Edinburgh, and was laureated in 1682. Edu¬ 
cated for the law, he followed for some years 
the profession of a writer, hut devoted him¬ 
self chiefly to heraldry and antiquities, and 
waB described by contemporaries as a‘pro¬ 
fessor’ and ‘teacher’ oi heraldry. After 
laborious research he proposed in 1699 to 
publish his ‘ System of Heraldry ’ by sub¬ 
scription; but the response to his appeal 
proving inadequate, he, in 1703, applied to 
parliament for a grant in aid, and was voted 
a sum of 248f. Os. 8d. Scots (Acts of th 
Parliaments of Scotland, xi. 60, 86, 196, 
203), hut the money was never paid. Hs 
died on 7 Deo. 1726, and was buried in 
Grey friars churchyard, Edinburgh. He was 
the last male representative of his family. 

His published works were: 1. ‘An Essay 
on Additional Figures and Marks of Ca¬ 
dency,’ 1702. 2. ‘ An Essay on the Ancient 
and Modern use of Armories,’ 1718. 3. ‘A 
System of Heraldry, speculative and practi¬ 
cal, with the true art of blazon/ 1 vol. folio, 
1722. What purported to be a second volume 
was issued in 1742 by R. Fleming, an Edin¬ 
burgh printer,butit only contained mutilated 
extracts from Nisbet’s manuscripts. Of the 
two volumes folio editions were issued in 
1804 and in 1816 at Edinburgh. 

Nisbot left in manuscript: 1. ‘Partofthe 
Science of Herauldrio and the Exterior Orna¬ 
ments of the Shield,’ 272 pp., 4to, preserved 
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in the Lyon Office, Edinburgh. This forma 
part of the second volume of the‘ System,’ but 
was largely altered by the compiler of that 
volume. 2. ‘An Ordinary of Arms,’ die., 
70 pp., 4to, preserved in the Laing Collection 
of MSS., University Library, Edinburgh. 
3, ‘Genealogical Collections, 'with some 
Heraldic Plates, preserved in the Aclvooal es’ 
Library, Edinburgh.’ These plates, with a col¬ 
lection recently discovered in the possession of 
Mr. Eliott Lockhart of Oleghorn, have been 
reproduced and published as ‘Alexander 
Nisbet’s Heraldic Plates, originally intended 
for hie '■ System of Heraldry,” ’ by Andrew 
Ross, Marclimont herald, and Francis J. 
Grant, Garrick pursuivant, fol., 1892. 

[Introduction to Alexander Nisbet’s Heraldio 
Plates.] H. P. 

NISBET, OHAELES (1730-1804), Scot¬ 
tish divine, was the son of 'William Nisbet, 
schoolmaster at Long Yester, near Hadding¬ 
ton, East Lothian, where he was bom 21 3 an. 
1730. He was educated at the high school 
and the university of Edinburgh, and was 
licensed by the Edinburgh Presbytery in 
September 1760, He officiated for a time at 
Qorbals chapel-of-oase, and was called to 
the first charge pf Montroao, Forfarshire, in 
1704. In the course of the war with the 
American colonies he advocated the colonial 
cause in such n way as to make his position 
at home tmcomfortablo. In 1783 he was 
made D.D. of the college of New Jersey for 
his advocacy of the cause of the colonists. 
Having absented himself from his charge by 
avisit to America, tho presbytory declared his 
church vacant on 6 Oct. 1786. Meanwhile 
he had been appointed principal of Dickin¬ 
son College, Carlisle, Pennsylvania, and this 
post he held till bis death on 18 Jan. 1804. 
In 1706 be married Anno Tweodie, who died 
12 May 1807. Hie theological loctures de¬ 
livered at Dickinson College were the first 
of the kind in America, and, in addition, he 
lectured on logic, belles-lettres, and philo¬ 
sophy. Hewas an excellent classical scholar, 
and had such a retentive memory that at 
one time he could repeat the whole of tho 
TEneid and Young’s 4 Night Thoughts.’ His 
library was presented by his grandson to the 
theological seminary at Princeton. Ha loft 
no important work, hut some miscellaneous 
productions were collected and published in 
1800, and a ‘ Memoir,’ by Samuol Miller, ap- 
eared in 1840. An ‘ Address to tho Stu- 
ents of Dickinson College ’ was published 
at Edinburgh in 1786. 

(Miller's Memoir as above; Scott's Fasti 
Bodes. Scot. iii. 84S; Appleton's Cyclopedia of 
American Biography; Irving'B Book of Scots¬ 


men; Anderson’s Scottish Nation; Soots. Mug. 
vol, lxvi.; Cleland's Annals, vol. 3, ; Statistical 
Account, vol. i.; Presbytery and Synod Ro- 
cords.] J. C. H. 

NISBET, JOHN (1627 P-1686), cove¬ 
nanter, born about 1627, was son of James 
Nisbet of Hardhill, in the paribh of Loudoun, 
Ayrshire. On attaining manhood he took 
service as a soldier on the continent. Ke- 
tuming to Scotland in 1060 he witnessed 
the coronation of Charles II at Scone, and 
took the covenants. Shortly afterwards he 
married Margaret Law and settled at Hard¬ 
hill as a farmer. 

After the Restoration he took an active 
and prominent part in the struggles of the 
covenanters for religious and civil liberty. 
He refused to countenance the curates, and 
attended the ministrations of the ‘ outed ’ 
ministers, renewed the covenants at Lanark 
in 16GC, and was one of the small band who 
published the declarations of the Societies at 
Eutherglen, Glasgow, and Sanquhar. He 
fought at Pentland (28 Nov. 1666 ) till, 
covered with wounds, he fell down and was 
stripped and left for dead upon the field. 
At nightfall, however, he crept away unob¬ 
served, and lived to take part in the engage¬ 
ments at Drumclog (1 June 1079) and Botk- 
wcll Bridge (22 June), where he held tho 
rank of captain. For this he was denounced 
as a rebel and forfeited, three thousand marks 
(1061. sterling) being offered for his head. 
In November 1086 he was surprised, with 
three others, at a placo called Midland, in 
the parish of Fenwick, Ayrshire, his captor 
being a cousin of his own, Lieutenant Nis¬ 
bet. His companions were instantly shot, 
but for the sake of the ruward he was spared, 
and, being brought to Edinburgh, was tried 
and condemned to death. He was executed 
at tho Grassmarket there on 4 Dec. follow¬ 
ing, in tho fifty-eighth year of his age. His 
wife predeceased him in December 1083. 
They had several children, hut only three 
sons survived him—Alexander, Hugh, and 
James, the last, Sergeant Nisbet, being the 
author of a diary, chiefly of his own reli¬ 
gious experiences, in which he relates a 
number of incidents respecting bis parontB. 

[Nisbet’s Manuscript Diary in Signet Library, 
Edinburgh; Howie'sBiogvapbia Scutieimu (Soots 
■Worthies), 2nd edit. 1781, pp. 472-86; Cloud 
of Witnesses, pp. 827—41; Wodrow's Hist of 
tbe Sufferings, &o„ Burns’s edit., iv. 236, 237; 
Lauder of FountainbiiU’s Historical Obsoryes 
(Bannatyne Club), pp, 076, 681,] H. 3?. 

NISBET, Sin JOHN (1609 P-1 G87), lord- 

advocate during the covenanting persecu¬ 
tion, and also a lord of session, with the title 
of Lord Dirlcton, born about 1609, was the 

L Ii 2 



Nisbet 516 Nisbet 


ton of Patrick Nisbet of Eaatbank. The 
father—third son of James Nisbet, merchant, 
Edinburgh, by Margaret Craig, sister of 
Thomas Craig of Eiccarton, Midlothian, was 
admitted on ordinary lord of session in 
place of Lord Newhall, on 1 Nov. 1685, 
when he took the title of Lord Easthanlr. 
He was knighted bv the royal commissioner, 
the Marquis of Hamilton, 14 Nov. 1688, 
but on 13 Nov. 1641 he and three other 
judges were superseded by the estates for 
certain ‘ crimes libelled against them ’ (Sib 
Jambs Baufoub, Annals, ui. 162), The son 
was admitted advocate 80 Nov. 1633. In 
1639 he was named sheriff-depute of the 
county of Edinburgh, and he was afterwards 
appointed one of the commissioners of Edin¬ 
burgh. At the request of Montrose he was 
along with John Gilmore appointed one of 
the advocates for his defence in 1641 (ib. p. 
22). Subsequently he gradually acquired a 
lucrative practice, and in 1663 he purchased 
the lands of Dirleton, Midlothian. On 
14 Oct. 1664 he was appointed lord-advocate, 
and he was at the same time raiaed to the 
bench by the title Lord Dirleton. 

As a persecutor of tbe covenanters, the 
severity of NiBbet almost equalled that of his 
successor, Sir George Mackenzie [q. v.J; and 
although he enjoyed the reputation of being 
an abler lawyer, he was no more scrupulous 
in regulating his conduct as prosecutor by a 
semblance of legality. After the Pontland 
rising he, on 16 Aug. 1667, moved that fifty 
persons, accused of being concerned in the 
rising, should be tried in their absence. This 
was agreed to by the judges, and sentence of 
death was passed against them ; hut inorder to 
remove the dissatisfaction at such an excep¬ 
tional method ofprocedure, it was found advis¬ 
able to pass an act declaring that the judges 
had done right, and ratifying the sentence of 
death. As an instance of the unscrupulous 
expedients to which he sometimes had re¬ 
course to procure evidence, Wodrow relates 
that when one Eobert Gray refused to re¬ 
veal tbe hiding-place of certain covenanters, 
Nisbet took off a ring from bis finger and 
sent it to bis wife with the intimation that 
her husband had revealed all ho knew, and 
had sent the ring to her as a token that she 
might do the same. She thereupon made 
known the places of concealment, wkich so 
affected her husband that he ‘ sickened and 
in a few days died ’ (Sufferings of the Kirk 
of Scotland, ii. 118). It must however be 
remembered that the uncorroborated testi¬ 
mony of Wodrow is insufficient to authen¬ 
ticate such a story. 

_ In 1670 Nisbet was one of the commis¬ 
sioners sent to London to confer about tbe 


union of the kingdoms, and he opposed the 
proposal for the abolition of the separate pan. 
lioment for Scotland. Having incurred the 
hostility of the Maitlands, Nisbet was ulti¬ 
mately forced to resign his office in 1677 
His cousin, Sir Patrick Nisbet of Dean 
having been accused before the privy coun¬ 
cil of perjury, the lord-advocate was sus¬ 
pected of having advised him to pay kj 8 
accuser four thousand merks to settle the 
cose; but it was found impossible to actually 

S rove the collusion on his part. Shortly after 
e was, however, accused by Lord Halton 
of having given advico and taken fees on 
both sides in a case relating to the entail of 
theLaveu estates. The judges of the court of 
session were directed to investigate thecase- 
and the office of lord-advocate was offered 
to Sir George Mackenzie. At first Mackenzie 
rofused to accept the office, and advised 
Nisbet to defend himself against the charge, 
promising him at the same time every assist¬ 
ance; but Nisbet, says Mackenzie, ‘fearing 
Ilalton’s influence, and finding it impossible 
to stand in the ticklish employment without 
the favour of the first ministers, did demit 
his employment under his own hand ’ (Me¬ 
moirs, p. 326). He died in April 1687. He 
was married to one of the Monypennys of 
Pitmilly, Eifeshire. 

Burnet declares Nisbet to ‘have been one 
of the worthiest and most learned men of 
his ago ’ (Own Time, ed. 1832, p. 276); and 
| if he is generally admittod to have been 
mercenary and time-serving, allowance muBt 
be made for the low Btandard of pnblio 
morality at tide time in Scotland. He was 
especially devoted to the study of Greek; 
and at the burning of bis house is said to 
have lost a curiouB Greek manuscript, for 
the recovery of which he offered 1,0007. 
sterling. Lord Dirleton’s ‘Law Doubts,’ 
methodised by Sir William Hamilton of 
Whitelaw, and his ' Decisions from 7th De¬ 
cember 1666 to 26th June 1677,’ were pub¬ 
lished in 1698. A portrait in water-colours 
of Nisbet by an unknown hand is in thBNar 
tioual Portrait Gallery, Edinburgh. 

[Lauder of FounlninlmiTeHistorical Notices; 
Sir James Balfour’s Annals; Burnet’s Own Tima; 
Sir George Mackenzie’s Memoirs; Bmnton and 
Haig’s Senators of the College of Justice, pp, 
206, 380-90 j Omond’s Lord-Advocates of Scot¬ 
land, pp. 106-9.] T. S’. H, 

NISBET, WILLIAM, M.D. (fl. 1808), 
medical writer, practised for a time at Edin¬ 
burgh, but by 1801 had settled in Fitzroy 
Square, London. He was fellow of the lloyal 
College of Surgeons, Edinburgh. 

His writings are: 1. ‘ First Lines of the 



Nisbett 


5^7 


Nisbett 


Theory and Practice in Venereal Diseases,’ 
8 vo, Edinburgh, 1787, being the substance 
of a course of lectures delivered at Edin¬ 
burgh in the winter of 1788; a German trans¬ 
lation was published at Leipzig in 1789. 
2. 4 The Clinical Guide; or, a concise view 
of the leading facts on the history, nature, 
and cure of diseases; to which is subjoined 
a practical pharmacopoeia,’ 12mo, Edinburgh, 
1798 (2nd edit. 2 pts. 1796-9; another edit, 
1800). 8 . 'An Inquiry into the History, 

Naturej Causes, and Different Modes of Treat¬ 
ment hitherto pursued in the Cure of Scro- 
phula and Cancer,’ 8 vo, Edinburgh, 1796. 
1 , 4 A practical Treatise on Diet/ 12mo, Lon¬ 
don, 1801. 6 . ‘The Edinburgh School of 

Medicine; containing the preliminary . . . 
branches of professional education, viz. ana¬ 
tomy, medical chemistry, and botany,' 4 vols. 
8 vo, London, 1802, intended as an introduc¬ 
tion to the 4 Clinical Guide.’ 6 . 4 A Medical 
Guide for the Invalid to the principal Water¬ 
ing Places of Great Britain,’ 8 vo, London, 
1804. 7 . 4 A General Dictionary of Chemis¬ 
try,’ 12mo, London,1806; a useful little book, 
revised and oompleted by another writer. 
8 , ‘Two Letters to the Duke of York ou 
the Medical Department of the Army/ 8 vo, 
London, 1808. 

[Watt’s Bill. Brit.; Biogr. Diet, of Living 
Authors (1816).] G. G. 

NISBETT, LOUISA CKANSTOUN 
(1812 P-1868), actress, the daughter of Fre¬ 
derick Hayes Macnamara and his wife, a 
Miss Williams, is said to have been horn at 
Hackney, London, 1 April 1812. Her father, 
a man of good family, quitted on his mar¬ 
riage the 62nd foot, and joined his father-in- 
law as a merchant, an occupation of which 
he soon wearied. Under the name of Mor- 
daunt he joined as an actor the Leicester cir¬ 
cuit. Ou 2 March 1820 he appeared under 
that name at Drury Lane during Elliston’s 
management as Maurice de Braoy in the 
'Hebrew/ Soane’s rendering of ‘lvanhoe.’ 
After playing domestically and at private 
theatres in Wilmington Square and Berwick 
Street, Miss Mordaunt appeared at the Ly¬ 
ceum, then the English Opera House, for her 
father’s benefit, as Angela in the ‘Castle 
Spectre’ of 4 Monk’Lewis, and afterwards, a 
deplorable character for a child, Jane Shore, 
Two of her sisters were also on the stage. 
In 1826 she began at Greenwich her publio 
career ae Lady Teazle. After playing a round 
of parts in 4 elegant’ comedy, together with 
juvenile rdles in melodrama, she joined the 
elder Maeready’s company at Bristol, appear¬ 
ing in 'Desdemona.' In Cardiff she was first 
seen as Juliet, and she subsequently oponed, 


under Eaymond, the Shakespearean Theatre, 
Stratford-on-Avon, as Rosalind. Here she 
played with other characters, Queen Kathe¬ 
rine, Portia, Lady Macbeth, Young Norval, 
and Edmund in the ‘ Blind Boy.’ Engage¬ 
ments followed at Northampton, Southamp¬ 
ton, and Portsmouth. She had thus obtained 
some experience when, 26 Oct. 1829, she ap¬ 
peared at Drury Lane, selactingforher first ap¬ 
pearance Widow Cheerly in Andrew Cherry’s 
'Soldier’s Daughter/a part which she had 
played previously. On 21 Oct. she was Miss 
Hordcastle in ' She Stoops to Conquer/ and 
on 8 Nov. the original Widow Bloomly in 
Buckstone’s 4 Snakes in the Grass.’ Olivia 
in ‘A Bold Stroke for a Husband ’ and Lady 
Amaranth in 4 Wild Oats ’ followed, and on 
28 Nov. she was the original Lady SplaBhton 
in 'Follies of Fashion,'by the Earl of Glen- 
gall. Duringthe season were given Char¬ 
lotte in the 4 Hypocrite ; 'Miss Sally Scraggs 
in Dimond’s 4 Englishmen in India / Annette 
in 4 Blue Devils ; ’ Julia, an original port, in 
the ‘ Spanish Husband, or Firat and Last 
Love/ an unprinted ploy; Lady Elizabeth 
Freelove in the ‘Day after the Wedding;’ 
Zamine, in the 'Cataroot of the Ganges/ to 
Webster’s Jack HohinBon, and possibly one 
or two other parts, including Lady Teazle. 
As Lady Teazle bIib made, 18 June 1880, her 
first appearance at theIlaymarket,where also 
Bhe played Beatrice in ‘Much Ado about 
Nothing’; Lady Contest in the ‘Wedding 
Day; ’ Angelique, an original part, in 4 Sepa¬ 
ration and Reparation;” Lady Racket in 
' Three Weeks after Marriage; ’ Matilda, an 
original part, in 4 Force of Nature; ’ Violante 
in the 1 Woudor; ’ Lotitia Hardy in the 
‘Belle’s Stratagem;’ Miss Tittup in ‘Bon 
Ton; ’ Flora in 4 She would and she would 
not; ’ Augusta Polinsky (a girl dressed as a 
boy), on original part, in Buekstone’s ‘ Hus¬ 
band at Sight ; 1 Miss Dorillon in ‘Wives as 
they were;’ Dinah in the ‘Quaker/ and 
Theodore in 4 Two Pages of Frederick the 
Great.’ In January 1831, with a reputation 
already established, she quitted the at age and 
married John Alexander Nisbett of Bretten- 
ham Hall, Suffolk, a captain in the 1st life 
guards. Seven months later her husband 
died by a fall from his horse. His affairs 
were thrown into chancery, and some years 
elapsed before she obtained any provision 
under his will. 

In October 1882, accordingly, Mrs. Nisbett 
reappeared as Widow Cheerly at Drury Lane, 
where she played a round of characters in 
comedy. After acting in various country 
townB, she became in December 1884, at a 
salary of 201, a week, the nominal manager, 
under two brothers named Bond (one of them 
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aknown money-lender), of the little theatre in 
Tottenham Street, then named the Queen’s. 
Elton and Morris Barnett -were in the eom- 

E which included Miss Vincent, Miss 
ly, Mrs. Chapman, and Miss Jane Mor- 
dnunt, her sister. On 16 Feb. 1886 she 
played Esther, the leading female partin the 
‘Schoolfellows,’ a two-aot comedy, by Dou¬ 
glas Jerrold, supported by her two sisters. 
Sirs. Honey and Wrench joined the company, 
and the ‘ Married Bake,’ by Selby, in which 
she played Captain FitzhWbert Fitzhonry, 
and ‘Catching an Heiress,’ in which Mrs. 
Nesbitt was very popular as Caroline Goyton, 
were produced. In November Mrs. Nisbett 
and the company went with the Bonds to the 
Adelphi, where she was, 21 Dec. 1886, the 
original Mabellak inDouglas Jerrold’s ‘ Doves 
in a Cage.’ She soon returned to the Queen’s, 
which she reopened with five light pieces, in 
three of which she played. 

In 1836 her name was still attached to the 
management of the Queen’s Thoatre. But 
she had then played at various other theatres. 
In Gilbert AlBeokett’s burlelta, the ‘Twelve 
Months,’ given at the Strand in 1831, she was 
Nature. Here, too, under W. J. Hammond, 
she obtained much applause in ‘Poachers and 
Petticoats.’ Engaged by Webster for the 
Haymarket, Bhe obtained, as the original 
Constance in the ‘ Love Chase ’ of Sheridan 
Knowles, 10 Oct. 1837, one of her most con¬ 
spicuous triumphs. After the close of the 
season she visited Dublin, playing at the 
Hawkins Street Thoatre. On 30 Sept, 1839 
she was with Madame Yestris (Mrs. 0, 3. 
Mathews), at Oovent Garden, opening in 
* Love’s Labour’s Lost.’ In the ‘ Merry wives 
of Windsor’ she was Mrs. Ford, and, 4 March 
1841, she was the original Lady Gay Spanker 
in ‘London Assurance,’ by Lee Moreton 

S Dion Boucicault). On the collapse of the 
'ovent Garden management in 1842 she re¬ 
turned to the Haymarket, but reappeared at 
Covent Garden in Jerrold's * Bubbles of the 
Day ’ later in the year. At this period she 
was more than once disabled by illness. On 
1 Oct. she was Rosalind to Macready’s Jaques 
at Drury Lane. 

Reports concerning forthcoming marriages 
of Mrs. Nisbett were frequent at the time, 

‘ Aotors by Daylight,' 2 Feb. 1889, has the 
startling assertion that she ‘has formed a 
second matrimonial connection with Feargus 
O’Connor, the late Member of Parliament for 
Cork,’ On 16 Oct. 1844 Mrs. Nisbett mar¬ 
ried, at the Episcopal Chapel, Fulham, Sir 
William Boothby, hart,,, of Ashbourne Hall, 
Derbyshire, receiver-general of customs. Sir 
William, then sixty-two years of age, died 
on 21 April 1846. On 12 April 1847 she 


reappeared at the Haymarket as Constance 
in the ‘Love Chase.’ On 3 July she r’ 


Lady Restless in a revival of Murphyk ‘ All 
in the Wrong.’ Lady Teazle was repeated 
011 2 Oct, for the reopening of the theatre 
and on the 6th Mrs. Nisbett was Helen in 
the ' Hunchback’ to the Julia of Miss 
Helen Faucit (Lady Martin). JameB R. 
Anderson included Mrs Nisbett in the com¬ 
pany with which, 26 Deo. 1849, he opened 
Drury Lane. With her sister, Mies Jane 
Mordaunt, as Holen, she played Julia in 
the ‘Hunchback’ at the Marylebone, on 
21 Nov. 1860. At the same house she was 
SO Nov., Catherine in Sheridan Knowles’s 
‘Love,’her sister playing the Countess. She 
also played Portia and other parts. At Drury 
Lane she soon afterwards played in Sullivan's 
‘ Old Love and the New.’ On 17 March 1861 
she was Mrs. Ohillington in Dance’s‘Morning 
Call,’imitated from Musset’s *H faut qu'une 
porte soit ouvertc ou ferm6e,’ and was pre¬ 
vented by illness from taking part in ‘ Queen 
of Spades/ Boucicault’s adaptation of ‘La 
Dame de Pique.’ As Lady Teazle she made, 
8 May 1861, nor last appearance ou the stage! 
Her health had quite brokon down, and she 
retired to St. Leonard’s-on-Sea, where, after 
undergoing some domestic bereavements, she 
died of apoplexy on 16 Jan. 1868. 

Though deficient in tenderness and passion, 
she had in comedy supreme witcheiy. Tall, 
with a long neck, a lithe and elastic figure, 
an oval face, lustrous eyes, and a forehead 
wide 1 and rather low, surmounted by wreaths 
of dark hair, bIio was noted for her beauty, 
dividing with Madame Yestris tho empire of 
the town. She had more power than Yestris 
of entering into character, had boundless 
animal spirits, and an enchanting gleefol- 
ness. Her laugh was magical. Westland 
Marstou’s earliest recollections of her are in 
the ‘ Married Rake ’ and Caroline Gay ton in 
‘ Catching an Heiress,’ in which and in other 
parts he praises her ‘winning archness,’ ‘the 
spirit with which she bore herself in her 
male disguises, and by her enjoyment of the 
fun.' lie supplies an animated picture of 
her performance of a reigning heauty and 
heiress of the days of Queen Anne in the 
‘Idol’s Birthday j played at the Olympic in 
1888. Her Beatrice was gay and mischievous, 
and carried one away by its animal spirits, 
but it laoked poetry. She was a ‘whimsical, 
brilliant, tantalising Lady Teazle, without 
much depth in her repentance,’ and an ideal 
Helen in the* Hunchback.' Her greatest 
part was Constance in the ‘Love Chase.’ So 
free and wildiu thiswereher spirits, * thatani- 
mal life by its transports, soared into poetry, 
and the joys of sense rose into emotion’ 
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(Westland Mahston, Some Recollections of 
our Recent Actors, ii. 168). Her Lady 
(jay Spanker in ‘London Assurance’ -was a 
no less distinct triumph. Portraits of Mrs. 
Nisbett are in Mrs. Laron Wilson’s ‘ Our 
Actresses,’ showing a singularly lovely face, 
and as Constance, in ‘ Actors by Daylight,’ 
and the ‘Theatrical Times.' Tne two last 
are little better than caricatures. 

[Particulars of tbo life of Mrs. Nisbett hare 
not hitherto been given to the world. Her 
earliest efforts at Drury lane are chronicled in 
Genest’e Account of the English Stage. Mrs, 
Baron Wilson’s Onr Actresses gives a romantic 
account of her life up to 1844. Short and un¬ 
trustworthy biographies aro supplied in Actors by 
Daylight, vol. ii.,and the Theatrical Times, vol. ii. 
Supplementary information has been gleanedfrom 
the Athenseum,various years; Dramut ic and Musi¬ 
cal Review, 1842-8; Tallis’s Dramatic Mugazino; 
the Dramatic Magazine, 1829-30; Pascoo’s Dra¬ 
matic List, under ' Jamas Anderson ; ’ Burke’6 
Peerage; Pollock’s Maeready; Seottand Howard’s 
E. L. Blanchard; Dickens’s Charles James Ma¬ 
thews ; Barton Baker’s The London Stage; History 
of the Dublin Theatre, 1870; Stirling’s Old Drury 
Lane; Westland’s Marston’s Some Recollections 
of our Recent Actors; Era Almanack, various 
rears; Era,24 Jan. 1868; Times, 19 Jan. 1868.1 

J. K. 

NITHSDALE, fifth East, or. [See Max- 
wi ll, William, 1670-1744, Jacobite.] 

NITHSDALE, WINIFRED, Commas 
of. [See under Maxwell, William, 1078- 
1744.] 

NITHSDALE, Loud or. [See Douglas, 
Sib William, d. 1392 P.] 

NIX or NYKKE, RICHARD (1447 P- 
1336), bishop of Norwich, son of Richard 
Kix and his wife Joan Stillington, was horn 
in Somerset; the date of his birth must have 
been about 1447, if the subsequent estimates 
of his age eon bo accepted. He was educated 
at Trinity Hall, Cambridge, and proceeded 
LL.D.; he also studied at Oxford and Bologna. 
In 1473 he was rector of Ashbury, Berkshire; 
in September 1489 prebondary of Yatton in 
the cathedral of Wells, with the living of 
Oheddon, and in 1490 ha received by royal 
patronage the living of Chedzoy, On 3 Feb. 
1491-2 he become archdeacon of Exeter, 
and a year later vicar-general to Richard 
Foxe [q. v.], then bishop of Bath and Wells. 
Foxe evidently found Nix a useful official. 
On 10 July 1494 he became archdeacon of 
Wells, ana on 30 July 1494 prebendary of 
Friday Thorpe in the cathedral of York. 
The latter preferment was presumably due 
to Foxa's influence. On 16 Feb. 1404-6 he 
was further made vicar-general in spirituals 
to Foxe at Durham, and 23 Dec. 1406 rector 
of Bishop Wearmouth. On 29 Nov. 1497 


he was appointed canon of Windsor, and 
soon afterwards registrar of the order of the 
Garter and dean of the Chapel Royal, On 
2 Oot. 1499 he became rector of High Ham, 
Somerset, and hold the living till he became 
bishop. Finally, in March 1600-1, he was 
made Bishop of Norwich. In 1601 he was 
present at the reception of Catherine of 
Aragon, and in 1606 he had a general pardon 
granted to him. 

Nix was of the old catholic party, and 
hence his long tenure of his bishopric was 
adversely criticised by historians of the pro- 
testant party. He is stated to have been of 
irregular life; but, on the other hand, he was 
cloarly a man of independence, and of the 
greatest activity. Thus in 1609 he turned 
out the prior of Butley, and his visitations 
were conducted with regularity and strict¬ 
ness (of. JdssoIP, Visitations of the Diocese 
qf Norwich, Camd. Soc.) He was appointed 
by bull, 16 Sopt. 1614, to receive Wolsey’s 
oath on his translation to York, and, with 
the Bishop of Winchester, invested him with 
the pallium. In 1616 he took part in the 
ceremony attending the reception of Wol- 
soy’s cardinal’s hat. When the ambassadors 
wont to Rome in 1628 about the divorce, 
ono of them (doubtless Gardinor) gave an ac¬ 
count to the pope of the English bishops, 
and told a ‘ merry tale ’ about Nix, showing 
that his age had not affected his spirits. 

Nix was naturally opposedto the divorce; 
but later, in 1633, he voted for Cranmer's 
propositions in convocation. He was a 
staunch opponent of the reformers, and es¬ 
pecially disliked the introduction of horetical 
books, which, owing to the situation of his 
diocese, had caused him much trouble there, 
(of. Sxuyru, Cranmer, ii. 694). He is said 
to have taken a leading part in the execu¬ 
tion of Thomas Bilnev [q. v.], who belonged 
to hie old college. Froude says, with some 
juslioBj that he burnt Bilnoy on his own 
authority, without waiting for the royal 
warrant; but. the charge of infringing the 
Act 0 F rnrinunire, for which he was industod 
in 1684 before the king’s bench by the king's 
attorney, did not originate in his dealings 
with Bilney, hut in his proceedings at Thet- 
ford. He had cited the mayor of Thatford 
to appear before him in a spiritual case, 
whereas the town enjoyed an exemption of 
long standing from the bishop’s jurisdiction. 
This invasion of privilege was proved, and on 
7 Feb. 1688-4 he was condemned to forfeit his 
goods and was at the royal mercy. Some 
thought that the king wished to find the 
bishop’s ‘nest of crowns,’ and he was 
fined ten thousand marks. He was com¬ 
mitted to the Marsholsea, bnt on 19 Feb* 
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had letters of protection granted to liim, 
Soonafterwards he received the royal pardon, 
which was ratified by parliament, _ It is 
significant that he swore to recognise the 
royal supremacy on 10 March 1638-4. His 
diocese was visited by William May fa. v.], 
afterwards archbishop of York, on behalf of 
Cranmer, in July 1684. He was now very 
infirm and almost blind, refused help, and was 
pronounced contumacious. He began, it is 
said, a correspondence with the papal court; 
but, as he was now unable to write, the asser¬ 
tion is probably false, ne was summoned to 
appear before the council in the Star-chamber 
on 81 Jan. 1684-5, and excused himself on 
account of a bad leg. He evidently was fail¬ 
ing in mind, and Thomas Legh reported to 
Cromwell that he was, in November 1686, 
distributing his goods among various depen¬ 
dents. He died before 39 Deo. 1686 {Letters 
and Papers, Henry VIII, ix. 1032; of. 1042 
and x. 79). He was buried on tha south side 
of his cathedral, under an altar tomb. He 
founded three fellowships at Trinity Hall, 
and repaired the roof ot his cathedral. A 
tradition that part of his fine was used to pay 
for the windows of King's College Chapel at 
Cambridge has been disputed. 

[letters, &a, Kichard III and Hen. VH (Rolls 
Ser.), i. 261,412 ; Materials for Hist. Hen. VII 
(Rolls Ser.), ii. 60; Weaver’s Somersot Incum¬ 
bents, pp. 101, 381, 404; letters and Papers 
Hen. VIII, 1609-36; Cooper's Athena! Cantab, 
i. 66,630: Strype’s Memorials 1 . ii. 84, m. i. 671, 
Smith, p. 2, Parker, i.p. 23, Cranmer, p. 40 &c.; 
Froude's Divorce of Catherine of Aragon, p. 265; 
Friedmann’s Anne Boleyn, i. 143, 107 i Cal. of 
State Papers,Venetian, 1609-19,p.701; Nicolas’s 
Privy Purse Expenses of Eliz, of York, p. 90; 
Willis and Clarke’s Arch. Hist, of the Univ. of 
Oambr. i. 499; Notes and Queries, 1st ser. v. 
276, 808; Wood’s Atheism Oxon. ed. Bliss, ii. 
744-6; Gnsquot’s Henry VIII and the English 
Monasteries, i, 835; Foxe's Acta and Mon. ed. 
Townsend.] W, A. J. A. 

NIXON, ANTHONY (Jl, 1002), pam¬ 
phleteer and poet, was author of many pam¬ 
phlets in prose, with scraps of original and 
translated verse interspersed. Theirtitlesrun: 
1. ‘The Christian Navy. Wherein isplaynely 
described the perfit Course to Bayle to the 
Haven of etemall happinesse, Written by 
Anthony Nixon.’ Imprinted at London by 
Simon Stratford, 1002, 4to. This is an alle¬ 
gorical poem in seven-line stanzas, dedicated 
to Archbishop Wbitgift. It wasprinted again 
in 1006,4to, 2. 1 Elizaes Memorial! King 
James hie Arrivall, and Romes Downefall, 
London, printed by T. 0. for John Baylie, 
1008,4to. This consists of three short poems, 
and is dedicated in blank verse ‘ to the sur¬ 


viving late wife of his deceased Mescsms’ 
8. < Oxfords Triumph: In the Royall En- 
tertoinement of his most Excellent Majeatie 
the Queona, and the Prince: the27 of August 
last, 1006. "With the Kinges Oration de¬ 
livered to the Universitie, and the Incor¬ 
porating of divers Noble-men, Maisters of 
Arte,’n.d.,4to. 4, ‘TheBlacksyeare. Serb 
jocis,’ London, printed by E. Aide forWilliam 
Timrne, 1606,4to. Plagiarisms from Thomas 
Lodge, and references to Morston’a ‘Dutch 
Curtesan ’ andDekker and Webster's ‘West¬ 
ward Ho ’have been pointed out in this tract. 
6. ‘ The Three English Brothers. Sir Thomas 
Sherley his Travels, with his three yeares 
imprisonment in Turkie; his Inlargement by 
his Majesties letters to the great Turks; and 
lastly, liie safe returns into England this pre¬ 
sent yeare, 1607. Sir Anthony Sherley his 
Embassage to the Christian Princes. Master 
Robert Sherley his wars against the Turk®, 
with his marriage to the Emperour of Persia 
hisNeece, 1 London, printed by JohnHodgets 
1607,4to. ‘ The Travels of the Three English 
Brothers,’ a play by Day, Rowley, and Wil¬ 
kins, is founded on Nixon’s pamphlet, 0, ‘A 
True Relation of the Travels ot M. Bush, a 
gentleman, who, with hisowne handes, with¬ 
out any other mans helpe, madeaPynace,in 
whioh hee paBt by Ayr, Land, and Water; 
from Lamborne, a place in Barksliire, to the 
Custom house Key in London, 1607,’ Lon¬ 
don, printed by T. P. for Nathaniel Butter, 
b.l., 1008, 4to. 7. ‘ The Warres of Swsth- 
land. With the Ground and Originall of the 
said Warres, begun and continued betwixt 
Sigismond King of Poland, and Duke Charles 
his Unklo, lately Crowned King of Sweth- 
land. As also the State and Condition of 
that Kingdome, as it standeth to this day,’ 
London, printed for Nathaniel Butter, b.l., 
4to. Nathaniel Butter also published, with¬ 
out date or author’s name, ‘ Swethland and 
Poland "Warres, a Souldiers Returns out of 
Sweden, and his Newes from the Warres, or 
Sweden and Poland up in nrmes, and the 
ent ertainment of English Soulders there,with 
the fortunes and successo of those 1200 men 
that lately went thither,’ London, 4to, b.L, 
with woodcuts. This was probably by Nixon. 
8. ‘ Londons Dove: or A Memorial! of tbs 
Life and Death of Maieter Robert Dove, 
Citizen and Mercliant-Taylor of London, and 
of his severall Almesdoeds and large bountie 
to the poors, in his life time. He departed 
this life, on Saterday the 2 day of this in¬ 
stant Moneth of Hoy, 1612,’ London, printed 
by Thomas Creeds 'for Joseph Hunt, 1612, 
4to. 9. ‘ The Dignitie of Man, Both in the 
Perfections of his Soule and Bodie. Shewing 
as well the faculties in the disposition of tbs 
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odb: as the Senses and Organs, in the com¬ 
position of the other. By A. N.,’ London, 
printed by Edward Allde, 1612, 4to.; a 
second edition was printed at Oxford by 
Joseph Barnes for John Barnes, 1618, 4to. 
10, ' Great Brittaine’s Generali Joyes. Lon¬ 
dons Glorious Triumphes. Dedicated to the 
Immortall memorie of the joyfull Mariage 
of the two famous and illustrious Princes, 
Fredericks and Elizabeth. Celebrated the 14 
of Februarie, beingS. Valentine’s day. With 
the Instalment ol' the sayd potent Prince 
Fredericke at Windsore the 7 of Februarie 
aforesaid,’ London, Henry Robertes, 1618,4to. 
11. 1 A Straunge Foot-Post with a Packet full 
of strange Petitions. After along vacation for 
a good Terme,’ printed at London by E. A., 
b.I.,1613, 4to ; a reissue of this, with omis¬ 
sions and additions, appeared as * The Foot- 
Post of Dover. With Ins Pocket stuft full of 
strange and merry Petitions,’London,printed 
by Edward Allde for Jolrn Deane, 1616,4to, 
12. ‘ Ths Scourge of Corruption. Or a Crafty 
Knave needs no Broker. Written by Anthony 
Nixon,’printed at London for Henry Gosson 
and William Hoalmes, b. 1., 1815, 4to. A 
plagiarism from Thomas Lodge has been de¬ 
tected in this tract. 

[Collier's Pooti cal Docamoron, i. 802-3, and hie 
Bibl. Account of English Lit. ii. 48, 63; W. 0. 
Hazlitt’s Handbook to Early English Literature, 
p. 420, and his Collections and Notes, p. 306, 
2nd aer. p. 420, 3rdBor. p. 177; Hunter's manu¬ 
script Chorus Vatum, ii. 92 (Addit. MS. 24488).] 

R. B. 

NIXON, FRANCIS RUSSELL (1803- 
1879), bishop of Tasmania, son of the Rev. 
Robert Nixon [soe under Nixon, John], was 
bom 1 Aug. 1808, and was admitted into 
Merchant Taylors’ School, London, in March 
1810 (Robinson, Register). In 1822 he was 
elected from the school a probationary fellow 
of St. John’s College, Oxford, whence ho gra¬ 
duated B.A. (third class in olaasica) in 1827, 
M.A. 1841, and D.D. 1842. After having held 
several minorcharges and acted as chaplain to 
the embassy at Naples, he was made, in Ja¬ 
nuary 1886, incumbent of Sandgate, Kent, 
and in November 1888 was preferred to the 
vicarage of Ash next Wingham by the arch¬ 
bishop, who also appointed nim one of the six 
preachers in Canterbury Cathedral. Both at 
Sandgate and Ash ha was much beloved, and 
in the latter parish was instrumental in erect¬ 
ing a chapel of ease. On 24 Aug. 1842 he 
was consecrated in Westminster Abbey by 
the arohbishop as bishop of the newly con¬ 
stituted see of Tasmania, which he retained 
for twenty-one years and administered with 
much success. Returning to England in 1863, 
he was presented in the following year to the 


valuable rectory of Bolton-Percy, York, as a 
recognition, on the part of Arch bishop Thom¬ 
son,of his services to the colonial church. He 
resigned this charge in 1865, and retired to a 
home which he had nmdefor himself on Logo 
Maggiore, where he died on 7 April 1879. 

Nixon was an accomplished musician and 
artist, as well as a preacher of no little 
eloquence. The little history of his old 
school, which hepublishedafter he had left it, 
is of interest only for its illustrations. His 
‘ Lectures on the Catechism’ were well re¬ 
ceived, and are still held in esteem. Besides 
charges and pamphlets issued in Tasmania 
between 1846 ana 1856, he published: ‘The 
History of Merchant Taylora’ School,’ with 
five lithographic views, pp. 82, London, 4to, 
1828; ‘Lectures, Historical, Doctrinal, and 
Practical, on the Catechism of the Church of 
Encland,’ London, 8vo, 1843; ‘ The Cruise 
of the Beacon: a Narrative of a Visit to the 
Islands in Bass’s Straits,’London, 8vo, 1857. 

[Personal and parochial recollections; Guar¬ 
dian, 16 April 1876.] C. J. R. 

NIXON, JAMES (1741 P-1812), minia¬ 
ture-painter, was bom about 1741. He first 
exhibited with the Society of Artists in 1766, 
and from 1772 to 1806 was an annual con¬ 
tributor to the Royal Academy. Nixon was 
one of the ablest miniaturists of his time, 
and held the appointments of limner to the 
Prince of Wales and miniature-painter to the 
Duchess of York; in 1778 ho was elected 
A.R.A. He painted Miss Forren and other 
theatrical celebrities, as woll as fancy figures 
of Shakespearean characters. He sent to the 
Academy a few portraits in oil, and in 1786 
a series of ten designs illustrating ‘Tristram 
Shandy.’ Nixon resided in London through¬ 
out his professional career, but died at Tiver¬ 
ton on 9 May 1812, aged 71. His portraits of 
Dr, Willis, the Duchess of Devonshire, Mrs. 
Hartley, and the Misses Jenny and Nelly 
Bonnet have been engraved, as well as some 
fancy subjects. 

[Redgrave’s Diet, of Artists; Sandby’s Hist, 
of the Royal Academy, i, 244; Gent. Mag. 1812, 
pt. i. p. 496; Royal Academy Catalogues.] 

NIXON, JOHN (d, 1818), amateur artist, 
was a merchant in Basinghall Street, Lon¬ 
don. He had some skill as an artist, and 
drew landscapes well, ne also exeouted a 
number of clever caricatures, some of which 
he etched himself. He was a frequent ex¬ 
hibitor at the Royal Academy from 1784 to 
1816. Nixon drew a number of views of 
the seats of the nobility and gentry in Eng¬ 
land and Iroland, which were engraved for a 
series published by William Watts [q. v.] the 
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engraver. Nixon was for many years secre¬ 
tary to the Boefsteak Club, and died in 1818. 

Another contributor to the same series of 
views was Robebt Nixon (1769-1887), who 
was curate of Root’s Oray in Kent from 1784 
to 1804, and was an honorary exhibitor at 
the Royal Academy and the Society of 
Artists from 1790 to 1818. lie appears to 
have been brother of the above, and identical 
with the Robert Nixon, son of Robert Nixon 
of London, who graduated at Christ Church, 
Oxford, in 1780, became a bachelor of di¬ 
vinity in 1790, and died at Kenmure Castle, 
New Galloway, on 6 Nov. 1887, aged 78. 
He married at Foot’s Cray, on 81 Jan. 1799, 
Ann Russell, by whom he was father of the 
Rev. Francis Russell Nixon [q. v.l, bishop of 
Tasmania. It was in Nixon’s house that 
Turner, when a hoy, in 1798 completed his 
{first painting in oils. 

[Gent. Mag. 1818 pt. i. p. 8U, 1888 pt. i. p. 
104; Foster’s Alumni Oxon.; "Watts’s Seats of 
the Nobility and Gentry; Royal Academy Cata¬ 
logues.] L. C. 

NIXON,ROBERT (Jl. 1620P), the'Che¬ 
shire Prophet,’ who is slated by one writer to 
have been horn in the parish of Over, Dela- 
mere, Cheshire, in 1467, and by another au¬ 
thority to have lived in the reign of James I, 
but about whose existence at all there exists 
some doubt, was the roputcd author of cer¬ 
tain predictions whioli were long current in 
Cheshire. All accounts point to his having 
been an idiot., a retainer ot the Oholinondeley 
family of Vole Royal, and to his having boon 
inspired at intervals to deliver oracular pro¬ 
phecies of future events, both national and 
local. These prognostications, generally of 
the usual vague charact er, were first published 
in 1714 by John Oldmixon, A further ac¬ 
count of Nixon by ‘ W, E.’ was issued in 1716. 
Innumerable subsequent editions have beon 
published, and the various versions were col¬ 
lated and edited in 1873, and again in 1878, 
by W. E. A. Axon. Nixon is said to liavu 
attracted the royal notice, and to have been 
•sent for to court, where he was starved to 
death through forgetfulness, in a manner 
which he himself had predicted. Dickens's 
allusion in ‘Pickwick ’ to ‘ red-faced Nixon’ 
refers to the coloured portraits which ooour 
in some chap-hook editions of the prophecies. 

[Nixon’s Cheshire Propheoies, ed. Axon, 1878 
ana 1878; Axon’s Cboshiro Gleanings, 1884, 
p. 286; of. also ' An Irish Analogue of Nixon’ 
in Trans. Lane, and Ohesh, Antiq. Soc. vii. 180.] 

O. W. S. 

NIXON, SAMUEL (1808-1864), sculp¬ 
tor, was horn in 1808. In 1826 he exhibited 
at the Royal Acudomy ‘The Shepherd,’in 


1828 ‘ The Reconciliation of Adam and E»> 
after the Fall,’ in 1830 ‘ The Birth of Vennn > 
and in 1831 1 The Infant Moses.’ B a wa ‘ 
principally employed during the next few 
years on portrait and sepulchral sculpture 
When Philip Hardwick [q. v.l tha architect 
was engaged on building Goldsmiths’ Hal] 
in Foster Lane, Cheapside, he employed 
Nixon to do the sculptural decorations ■ the 
groups of the four seasonB on the staircase 
were especially admired. Nixon also exe¬ 
cuted a statue of John Carpenter for the 
City of London School, and one of Sir John 
Crosby, to be placed in Crosby Hall, Bishops- 
gate Street., Hie principal work was tha 
statue of William IV at the end of King 
William Street in the city, on the exaot site 
of the famous Boar’s Head of Eastcheap, 
set up in December 1844. This statue, -which 
is fifteen feet, three inches in height, is con¬ 
st rooted of two blocks of Scotch granite, and 
the difficulty of the work severely crippled 
Nixon’s hoalth and resources (cf. Gent. Mag. 
1844, i. 179). Nixon’s workshop was at 
2 White Hart Court, Bishopsgate Street, and 
he died at Kennington House, Kennington 
Common, on 2 Aug. 1864, aged 61. Abrother 
was a glass-painter of repute. 

[Gont. Mag. 18.54, ii. 406; Redgrave's Diet, of 
Artists; Royal Academy Catalogues.] L. C. 

NOAD, IIENRY MINCHIN (1816- 
1877), electricinn, bom at Skawford, near 
Frame, Somersol, 22 June 1816, was son of 
Humphrey Noad, hv Miss llunn, a half-sister 
of the Rt. Hon. Georgo Canning. He was 
educated at Frorne grammar sohool, and was 
int ended for the civil sorvice in India, but the 
untimely death of his patron, William Hus- 
kisson [q. v.], oaused a change in his onreer, 
and he commenced the study of chemistry 
and electricity. About 1836 he delivered 
lectures on those subjects at tho literary and 
scientific institutions of Bath and Bristol. 
He noxfc examined tho peculiar voltaic condi¬ 
tions of iron and bismuth ( PMlosophioalMag , 
18S8, xii, 48-62), described some properties 
of the water battery, and elucidated that 
ourious phenomenon the passive state of iron. 
In 1846 ho camo to London, and studied 
chemistry under August Wilhelm Hofmann, 
in the newly founded Royal College of 
Chemistry. While with Hofmann he made 
researches on the oxidation of oymol or 
oymone, the hydro-carbon which Gerhardt 
and Cahours discovered in 1840 in the vola¬ 
tile oil of Roman cumin. The results were 
in part communicated to tho Chemical So¬ 
ciety (Memoirs, 1846-8, iii, 421-40) at the 
time, and more fully afterwards to the ‘Phi¬ 
losophical Magazine,’ 1848, xxxii. 16-86, 
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-toons other organic products, legumina and 
vitelline also formed materials for his in¬ 
vestigations, In 1817 lie was appointed to 
the chair of chemistry in the medical school 
of St. George's Hospital, which he held till 
hie death. About 1849 he obtained the de¬ 
gree of doctor of physics from the university 
of Giessen, and th 1860-1 conducted, con¬ 
jointly with Henry Gray, an inquiry into the 
composition and functions of the spleen. The 
essay resulting from this investigation gained 

the Astley Coopor prise of 1862. He nest 
experimented on the chemistry of iron, and 
in i860 contributed the article ‘Iron’ to 
Robert Hunt’s edition of * lire’s Dictionary,’ 
This led to his appointment as consulting 
chemist to the Ebbw Vale Iron Company, 
the Owm Oelyn and Blaina, the AbordarB 
and Plymouth, and other irouworlts in South 
Wales. In 1806 he became examiner of malt 
liquors to the India office, and in 1872 an 
examiner in chemistry and physics at the 
Royal Military Academy, Woolwich. When 
the Panopticon of Science and Arts in Leices¬ 
ter Square was oponod in 1864, he was ap¬ 
pointed instructor in chemistry there. On 
5 Jane 1866 he was elected a fellow of the 
Royal Society. 

la 1889 he published ‘ A Courso of Eight 
Lectures on Electrioity, Galvanism, Magne¬ 
tism, and Electro-Magnetism,’ which became 
a recognised text-boon, passing through four 
editions; in 1867 it gave place to ‘ A Manual 
of Electricity ’ in two volumes, which was 
long a standard hook. In 1848 ho wrote a 
valuable treatise on ‘Chemical Manipulation 
and Analysis, Qualitative and Quantitative,’ 
for the Library of Useful Knowledge, ana 
re-wrote in 1876 ‘ A Normandy’s Commercial 
Handbook of Chemical Analysis,’ a volume 
which meets the wants of the analyst while 
discharging hie duties under the Adultera¬ 
tion Act. 

He died at his son's xesidenco in High 
Street, Lower Norwood, Surrey, ou 28 July 
1877. Charlotte Jane, his widow, died on 
26 March 1882, aged 67. 

Besides the works already mentioned, Noad 
was the author of; 1. ‘Lectures on Che¬ 
mistry, including its Applications in the 
Arts, and the Analysis of Organic and In¬ 
organic Compounds,’1848. 2. ‘The Improved 
Induction Coil, being a Popular Explanation 
of the Electrical Principles on which it is 
constructed,’ 1861; 8rd edit. 1868. ‘ A 
Manual of Chemical Analysis, Qualitative 
and Quantitative,’1863-4. 4, ‘ The Students' 
Text-Book of Electrioity, with four hundred 
illustrations,’ 1807, new edit. 1879. He also 
issued a revised and enlarged edition of Sir 
W. S. Harris’s ‘ Rudimentary Magnetism’ 
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in 1872, and wrote many papers in scientific 
journals. 

[Medical TimeB, 4 Aug, 1877, p. 130; En¬ 
gineer, 3 Aug 1877,pp. 7», 76-77; information 
kindly supplied by bis son, Henry Carden Noad, 
L.R.U.P London.] G. C. B. 

NOAKE, JOHN (1816-1894), antiquary, 
son of Thomas and Ann Noake, was bom at 
Sherborne, Dorset, on 29 Nov, 1816, but 
came to Worcester in 1838 to work on ‘ Ber- 
row’s Worcester Journal/ and lived in that 
city until his death. He was afterwards 
engaged on the ‘ Worcestershire Chronicle/ 
and his last appointment was as sub-editor 
of the ‘WorcesterHerald.’ About 1874 he 
severed Ms connection with the newspapers 
of the city, and devoted his energies to its 
municipal life and to the management of ife 
principal institutions. He was in turn sheriff 
(1878), mayor and alderman (1879), and 
magistrate (1882) for Worcester. As mayor 
it fell to his lot to reopen the old Guildhall 
originally erected hi 1721-8, which had been 
restored and enlarged at a cost of about 
20,0001. For many years he was one of the 
honorary secretaries of the Worcester Dio¬ 
cesan Architectural and Arclimological So¬ 
ciety, and on his retirement in July 1892 he 
was presented with a handsome testimonial. 
He died at Worcester on 12 Sept. 1804, and 
was buried at the cemetery in Astwood Road 
on 16 Sept. He married, first, Miss Wood- 

att of Asliperton, Herefordshire, by whom 

e had a son Charles, and a daughter, now 
Mrs. Badham; secondly, Miss Brown of 
Shrewsbury; thirdly, in 1873, Mrs. Stephens 
(«?. 1893), widow of a Worcustor merchant. 

All the worltB of Noako related to his 
adopted county. They comprised: 1.‘The 
Humbler in Worcestershire; or Stray Notes 
on Churches and Congregations/ 1848. It 
was followed by similar volumes in 1861 and 
1864. 2. ‘ Worcester in Olden Times/1849. 
8. ‘Notes and Quories for Worcestershire/ 
1866. 4. ‘ Monastery and Cathedral of Wor¬ 
cester/1800. 6. ‘WorcesterSects: aHistory 
of its Roman Catholics and Dissenters/1801. 
6. ‘GuidetoWorcestershire/1888, 7. ‘Wor¬ 
cestershire Relics/ 1877. 8. ‘ Worcester¬ 

shire N uggels/ 1889, He contributed many 
papers on subjeots of local interest to the 
‘ Transactions ’ of theWoroester Architectural 
and Arohmologicol Society, and of tho As¬ 
sociated Architectural Societies. A careful 
examination and analysis of a mass of docu¬ 
ments found by him in 0 chest in the tower 
of St. Swithin’s Church at Worcester revealed 
much information on the history of the city. 

[Barrow's Worcester Journal, 16 Sept. 1894 j 
information from Mr. Charles Noake.] 

W. E. O. 



Nobbes 524 Nobbs 


NOBBES, ROBERT (1052-1700 P),writer 
on angling, son of John and Rachel Nobbes, 
was born atBulwickin Northamptonshire on 
21 July 1662, and baptised there on ]7 Aug. 
(parish register). He was educated first 
at Uppingham school, admitted in 1668 to 
Sidney Susses College, Cambridge, graduated 
B.A. in 1671 and M,A. in 1076. lie was 
vicar of Apetliorpa and Wood Newton in 
Northamptonshire as early as 1670, and as 
late as 1690, He was made rector of SauB- 
thorpe in Lincolnshire on 4 Aug. 1702, and 
his successor was appointed on 1 June 1700. 

He published ‘ The Compleat Troller, or 
the Art of Trolling,’ London, 1082. _ Ilis 
address ‘ To the Ingenious Reader ’ is in 
great part taken from the dedication of 
Robert Yenables’s book, ‘The Experienc'd 
Angler,’ London, 1662. Nobbes’e hook was 
republished in facsimile in 1790. It was re¬ 
printed in the ‘ Angler’s Pocket-Book,’ Nor¬ 
wich, 1800 (P), and again in a work with 
the same title, London, 1803 j and in the 1 Oih 
edition of Thomas Best's ‘ Art of Angling,’ 
London, 1814. Chapters iv. to xiii. only 
were used by Best in the eleventh edition of 
his book, 1822. Nobbes’s work is preceded 
by commendatory verses by Cambridge men, 
by some verses of his own, ‘ On the Anti¬ 
quity and Invention of Pishing, and its 
Praise in General,’ and by a few fines, ‘The 
Fisherman's Wish,’ of which he may also 
have been the author. In ‘ Notes and 
Queries’ (2nd ser. iii. 288) there is an 
account of a manuscript volume of his, con¬ 
taining an article on fishing, the record of 
the baptisms of his children till 1701, and 
miscellaneous matter. 

[Graduati Cantabrigiansss ; Blakey’s Angling 
Literature, p. 321; information from Joseph 
Foster, esq., and from the Rev, H. S. Bagahaw 
of Wood Newton; admiaaion registers of Sidney 
Sussex College, per the Master.] B. P, 

NOBBS, GEORGE HUNN (1799-1884), 
missionary and chaplain of Pitcairn Island, 
born 16 Oot. 1799, was, according to his own 
account, the unacknowledged son of a mar- 

3 uis by the daughter of an Irish baronet. 

'hrough the interest of Rear-admiral Mur¬ 
ray, one of his mother’s friends, he, in No¬ 
vember 18X1, entered the royal navy, and 
made a voyage to Australia. Leaving the 
navy in 1816, he joined a vessel of 18 guns, 
owned by the patriots in South America, 
and, after a sixteen months’ cruise, while in 
charge of a prize, he wa9 captured by the 
Spaniards, and for some time kept a prisoner 
at Callao. On making his escape he rejoined 
his ship. In November 1819 he became a 
prize master on board a 40-gun vessel bear¬ 
ing the Buenos Ayres colours, but, soon 


deserting her, he landed at Talcahuano r,„ 
1 April 1820. On 6 Nov. following h e took 
part in cutting out the Spanish frigate Es¬ 
meralda from under the Callao batteries end 
for his brave conduct was made a lieutenant 
in the Chilian service. Shortly afterwards 
being wounded in a fight near Arica, he left 
America and returned to England. His 
mother, to whom he had several times re- 
mitted money, soon afterwards died, undhe 
took the name of Nobbs; but it is not stated 
what he had previously been called. i„ 
1828 and following years he made several 
voyages to Sierra Loone, On 6 Nov. 1828 
he settled on Pitcairn Island, and was well 
received. John Adams [q. v.], the well- 
known pastor and teacher of the Pitcairn 
islanders, died on 29 March 1829, after ap. 
pointing Nobbs to succeed him, The latter 
possessed some knowledge of medicine and 
surgery, and exercised his skill with much 
benefit to the community. In addition, lie 
acted as chief of the island, as pastor and as 
schoolmaster. In August 1862 Rear-ad¬ 
miral Fairfax Moresby in H.M.8. Portland 
visited the island and conveyed Nobbs to 
England, where, in October and November 
1862, he received opiscopal ordination, and 
was placed on the list of the missionaries of 
the Society for the Propagation of the Gos¬ 
pel, with a salary of 501. a year. On 14 May 
1868 he relandod on Pitcairn Island, and re¬ 
sumed his duties. In course of time the 
Pitcairn fund committee suggested to the 
islanders that it would be to their advantage 
to remove to Norfolk Island, and, after con¬ 
sideration, Nobbs and those under himsettled 
on the latter island on 8 June I860. Hem 
the pastor received an additional 60 1. a year 
out of the revenue of the island, and his 
people, except a few who returned to Pit¬ 
cairn Island, lived happily under a model 
constitution given them by Sir William 
Thomas Denison [q, v.], the governor-general 
of the Australian colonies. Nobbs died at 
the chaplaincy, Norfolk Island, on 6 Nov. 
1884, and was buried on 7 Nov. He married 
Sarah Christian, a granddaughter of Flet¬ 
cher Christian [q. v.J, one of the mutineers 
of the Bounty, by whom he had several chil¬ 
dren. Two of his sons were educated at 
St, Augustine’s College, Canterbury—Sidney 
Herbert Nobbs, who beoarae curate of Pag- 
hom, Ohichealer, in 1882, and George Raw- 
den French Nobbs, who was rector of Lut- 

S che, Brisbane, Queensland, from 1887 to 

10 , 

[A Sermon preached in St. Mary's Chapa!, 
Park Street, Grosvenor Square, on Sunday, 
12 Dec, 1862, by the Rev. G. H. Nob>a, to 
which is added an Appendix containing Notices 
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of Mr. Nobbs and his flock, 1863, with portrait; 
Lady Belcher's Mutineers of the Bounty, 1870, 
pn. 186 et seq.,with portraits of Nobbs and two 
of his daughters; Bath Chronicle, 22 Jan. 1883, 
« a- Tasmanian Tribune, 13 March 1876.] 

P ’ G. C. B. 

NOBLE, GEORGE (fl. 1795-1806), line- 
engraver, was a son of Edward Noble, author 
of'Elements of Linear Perspective,’ and 
brother of Samuel Noble [q. v,] and William 
Bonneau Noble [q. ▼.] The dates of his birth 
and death are not recorded. He engraved for 
Boydell’s edition of ' Shakespeare/ 1802, a 
scene, ‘Borachio, Conrade, and Watchman/ 
after Erancis Wheatley, R.A., from 1 Much 
Ado about Nothing;’ ‘Bassanio, Portia, and 
Attendants/ after Richard Westall, R.A., 
feom the ‘ Merchant of Venice;’ * Orlando 
and Adam/ after Robert Smirke, R.A., from 
‘As you like it;’ ‘Desdemona in bed asleep/ 
after Josiah Boydell, from ‘Othello;’ and 
‘ Oleopatra, Guards, &o./ after Henry Tres- 
ham, R.A., from ‘Antony and Oleopatra/ 
He engraved also the following subjects for 
Bowyer’s sumptuous edition of Hume’s ‘ His¬ 
tory of England,’ 1800; ‘ Canute reproving 
his Courtiers/ ‘Henry VIH and Catharine 
Parr/ ‘ Charles I imprisoned in Oarishrooke 
Castle/ ‘ Lord William Russell's last Intsr- 
view with his Family/ and ‘The Bishops be¬ 
fore the Privy Council/ after Robert Smirke, 
R.A.; ‘ William I receiving the Crown of 
England/after BeniominWest,P.R.A.j and 
‘The Landing of William III at Torbay/ 
after Thomas Stothard, R.A. His worn 
possess considerable merit, and include also 
eighteen oval portraits of Admiral Lord Dun¬ 
can and other naval officers, from miniatures 
by John Smart, which form part of a large 
plate designed by Robert Smirks, R.A., and 
engraved by James Parker, in commemora¬ 
tion of the battle of Oomperdown on 11 Oct, 
1797; ‘MaternalJnatruction/afterBochardt; 
portraits of Lady Jane Grey and Rosamond 
Clifford; and illustrations to Goldsmith’s 
1 Miscellaneous Works/ from drawings by 
Richard Cook, R.A. 

[Bedgravo’s Dictionary of Ar lists of the Eng¬ 
lish School, 1873; Dodd’s Memorials of En¬ 
gravers in Great Britain, Brit. Mus. Add. MSS. 
39394-407.] R. E. G. 

NOBLE, JAMES (1774-1851), vice- 
admiral, was the grandson of Thomas Noble, 
who emigrated from Devonshire to North 
America, joined the Moravians, and placed 
his whole property, 4,0001., in ths funds of 
the sect. Thomas’s son Isaac quitted the 
Moravians, but oould only recover 1,4001, 
with which he bought an estate of 1,400 
acres in East Jersey. Hs married Rachel 
de Jonoourt, the daughter of a French pro¬ 


testant, and had a large family. When the 
revolutionary war broke out, he took ser¬ 
vice in the royal army, and was billed in 
1778. The estate was forfeited at the 
peace, and ths widow come to England, 
where she was granted a pension of 1001, a 
year. Three only of ths sons survived their 
childhood. Of these, the eldest, Richard, a 
midshipman of the Clyde frigate, was lost in 
La Dorade prize, in 1797 ; the youngest 
De Jonoourt, also a midshipman, died of 
yellow fever in the West IndieB. James, 
the second of the threo, born in 1774, en¬ 
tered the navy in 1787, and, having served 
in several different ships on the home sta¬ 
tion, was in January 1708 appointed to the 
Bedford of 74 guns, in which he went to the 
Mediterranean; was landed at TouloUj with 
the small-arm men, and was present in the 
actions of 14 March and 13 July 1796. He 
was then moved into the Britannia, Hotham’s 
flagship, and on 6 Oct. was appointed to the 
Agamemnon, as acting lieutenant with Com¬ 
modore Nelson. The promotion was con¬ 
firmed by the admiralty, to date from 
9 March 1796. 

The service of the Agamemnon at this 
time was particularly active and dangerous 
[see Nelson, Hoba/tio, Viscount], and 
Noble’s part in it was very distinguished. 
On 29 Nov. 1795 he was landed to oarrv 
despatches to De Vins, the Austrian general, 
then encamped above Savona. He was 
taken prisoner on the way and detained for 
some months, when he was exchanged. He 
rejoined the Agamemnon at Genoa about 
the middle of April 1796. A few days 
later, 25 April, he was in command of one 
of the boats sent in to cut out a number of 
the enemy’s store-ships from under the bat¬ 
teries at Loano. While cutting the cable 
of one of these vsssbIs Nobis was struck iu 
the throat by a musket-ball. ‘It is with 
the greatest grief/ Nelson reported, ‘I have 
to mention that Lieutenant James Noble, a 
most worthy and gallant officer, is, I fear, 
mortally wounded/ Noble’s own account 
of it is: 1 1 was completely paralysed, and 
my coxswain noarly finished me by clapping 
a “ tarnaket,” in the shape of a black silk 
handkerchief, on my throat to stop the loss 
of blood. Luckily a mate stopped me from 
strangulation by cutting it with Mb knife, 
to the great dismay of the coxswain, who 
assured him I should bleed to death. The 
hall was afterwards extraotod on tko oppo¬ 
site side/ 

In June Noble followed Nelson to the 
Captain, and in July was placed in temporary 
command of a prize brig fitted out as the 
Vernon gunboat. In October he rejoined 
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the Captain as Nelson’s flag-lieutenant; went 
with Nelson to the Minerve, was severely 
wounded in the action with the Sabina on 
20 Dec. 1790, and on the eve of the battle 
of St. Vincent returned with Nelson to the 
Captain. In the battle he commanded a 
division of boarders, and, assisted by the 
boatswain, boarded the San Nicolas by the 
spritsail-yard. For this service he was pro¬ 
moted to be commander, 27 Feb. 1797. On 
his return to England he was examined at 
Surgeons’ Hall, and obtained a certificate 
that ‘ his wounds from their singularity and 
the consequences which have attended them 
are equal in prejudice to the health to loss 
of limb.’ The report was lodged with the 
privy council, but, ‘ as a voluntary contribu¬ 
tion to the exigencies of the State,’ ho did 
not then apply for a pension, Some years 
later, when he did apply, he was told that 
‘their lordships could uot reopen claims so 
long passed where promotion had boon re¬ 
ceived during the interval.’ In Maroh 1708 
he was appointed to the command of the 
sea fencibles on the coast of Sussex, and on 
29 April 1809 was advanced to post rani. 
He had no further service, and on 10 Jan. 
1837 was promoted to he rear-admiral on 
the retired list. On 17 Aug. 1840 he was 
moved on to the active list; and on 9 Nov. 
1848 became a vice-admiral. He died in 
London on 24 Oct. 1851. He was three 
times married, and left issue. 

[His autobiography (privately printed) con¬ 
tains a full account uf his family and service 
career. It seems to have boon written from 
memory, apparently about 1880, and is not 
accurate in details. It says, for instance, that 
when made prisoner in November 1796 he was 
taken before Bonaparte for examination, a thin 
young man with a keen glance. Bonaparte was, 
at the time, in Paris. O’Byruo’s Naval Biog, 
Diet.; Gent. Mag. 1862, i. 92; Nicolas's 
Despatches and Letters of Lord Nelson (soe 
Index); Tucker’s Memoirs of the Earl of St. 
Vincent, i. 286, 288.] J. K, L, 

NOBLE, JOHN (1837-1892), politician 
and writer on public finance, was born at 
Boston, Lincolnshire, on 2 May 1827. For 
seventeen years he was known in East Lin¬ 
colnshire as an energetic supporter of the 
Anti-Oorn Law League. Ho came to Lon¬ 
don in 1859, entered for the bar, and engaged 
in social and political agitation. He was 
one of the founders of the Alliance National 
Land and Building Society, and joined Wash¬ 
ington Wilks and others in establishing the 
London Political Union for the advocacy of 
manhood suffrage, In 1801 he was active 
in lecturing on the free breakfast-tabic pro¬ 
gramme. In 1804 he was in partnership 


with Mr. O. F. Macdonald as fiuanciul and 
parliamentary agents promoting street rail, 
ways in London, Liverpool, and Dublin. jj e 
actively promoted the election of John Stuart 
Mill for Westminster in 1865, and advocated 
municipal reform in London. In 1870 he be¬ 
came parliamentary secretary to Mr.Brogden 
M.P, for Wednesbury. On the formation of 
the County Council Union in 1880 he became 
its secretary. He delivered in his day many 
hundreds of lectures on political, social, anil 
financial subjects, habitually took part in th» 
proceedings of the Social Science Congress 
and was lecturer to the Financial Reform 
Association. Ho died on 17 Jan. 1892, and 
was buried at Highgate. 

Noble wrote: 1. ‘ Arbitration and a Con¬ 
gress of Nations as a Substitute for War in 
the Settlement of International Disputes’ 
London, 1882,8vo. 2. ‘ Fiscal Reform: Sug- 
gestionsfor a furthor Revision of Taxation, re¬ 
print ed from the “ Financial Reformer,”' 1865 
Svo ; a lecture read at the meeting of the 
National Association of Social Science at 
Sheffield. 8. ‘FiscalLegislation 1842-85: A 
Review of the Financial Changes of the period 
and their Effects on Revenue,’ 1807, 8vo. 
4. ' Free Trade, Reciprocity, and the Ref 
vivers: an Enquiry into the Effects of tie 
Free Trade Policy upon Trade, Manufactures, 
and Employment,’ London,1869,8vo. 6. ‘ The 
Queen’s Taxes,’ London, 1870,8vo. 8 . 1 Our 
Imports and Exports,’ 1870, 8vo. 7. 1 Na¬ 
tional Finance,’ 1876,8vo. ‘ Local Taxation,' 
1876,8vo. 8. ‘Facts for Liberal Politicians,’ 
1880, revised and brought up to date as ‘Facts 
for Politicians’ in 1802. 

[Works in Brit. Mug. Library; Memoir by 
Herbert Porris preflxod to Facts for Politicians, 
1802.] G. J. H. 

NOBLE, MARK (1754-1827), biographer, 
bom in Digbeth, Birmingham, in 1751, was 
third surviving son of William Ile&tlej 
Noble, morchant of that city. His father 
sold, among many other commodities, beads, 
knives, toys, and other trifles which he dis¬ 
tributed wholesale among slave traders, and 
he hod also a large mill for rolling silver and 
for plating purposes. Merit was educated at 
schools at Yardley, Worcestershire, and Ash¬ 
bourne, Derbyshire. On tlie death of liis 
father lie inherited a modest fortune, and 
was articled to Mr. Barber, a solicitor of 
Birmingham. On the expiration of his in¬ 
dentures he commenced business on his own 
aocount, hut literature and history proved 
more attractive to him than law, and he 
soon abandoned the legal profession. In 
1781 he was ordained to the curacies of Bad- 
deBley Clinton and Pack wood, Warwickshire. 
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On the sudden death, a few weeks afterwards, 
of the incumbent, Noble was himself pre- 
aented to the two livings (‘ starvations,’ be 
called them). Noble, now a married man, 
took a house at Knowle, Warwickshire, 
conveniently situated for both his parishes. 
Here he divided his interests among his con¬ 
gregation, his books, and a farm. 

B In 1784 Noble produced one of bis most 
valuable compilations, ‘ Memoirs of the Pro- 
tectorol House of Oromwell,’ The Earl of 
Sandwich showed much approbation of his 
labours,and Noble was thenceforth a frequent 
imest at Hinehinhrook, and a regular corre¬ 
spondent of Lord Sandwich. Lord Leicester, 
afterwards Marquis of Townshend, likewise 
became a warm patron, and appointed Noble 
his chaplain. On the recommendation of Sand¬ 
wich and Leicester Lord-chancellor Thurlow 
presented Noble to the valuable rectory of 
Banning, Kent, in 1786. In this lovely spot 
he lived for forty-two years. He was elected 
F.S.A.. on 1 March 1781, and contributed five 
papers to the ‘ Archffiologia.’ He waB also 
F.S.A. of Edinburgh, lie died at Harming 
on 20 May 1827, and was huried in the 
church, where a monument was erected to 
his memory. 

Noble’s writings ore those of an imper¬ 
fectly educated, vulgar-minded man. His 
ignorance of Englieh grammar and composi¬ 
tion renders his books hard to read and occa¬ 
sionally unintelligible, while the moral re¬ 
flections with which they abound are puerile. 
His most ambitions work, ‘ Memoirs of the 
Protectoral Ilouae of Cromwell,’2 vols. 8vo, 
London, 1784 (2nd adit., ‘with improve¬ 
ments,’ 1787), contains some useful facts amid 
a moss of error. Bo ill edit ions wore severely 
handled by Richard Gougli in the preface to 
his ‘Short Genealogical View of the Family 
of Oliver Oromwell’ (printed as a portion of 
the ‘Bibliotheca Topographica Britannica’ 
in 1780), and in the 1 Gentleman’s Mags sine ’ 
for June 1787 (p. 016), and by William 
Richards of Lynn in ‘ A Review, 1 &c,, 8vo, 
1787. A copy containing unpublished cor¬ 
rections belongs to his descendant s. Carlyle, 
however, made much use of the look in his 
‘Oliver Cromwell’s LetterB and Speeches,’ 
though he treated tho author with scant 
respect. Out of his spare materials Noble 
contrived to make two volumes which he 
called ‘ The Lives of the English Regicides,’ 
8vo, Birmingham, 1798, a worse book than 
the ‘Memoirs,’ and written in an even sillier 
strain. From tho matorials left, bv the author 
and his own ample collect ionsNoble compiled 
a useful‘Continuation’ (3 vols. 8vo, Loudon, 
1806) of James Granger’s 'Biographical His¬ 
tory of England. 


His other works are: 1, ' Two Disserta¬ 
tions on the Mint and Coins of the Episcopal 
Palatines of Durham,’4to, Birmingham, 1780. 
2. ‘ A Gonealogioal History of tho present 
Royal Families of Europe, the Stadthcdders 
of the United States, and the Succession of 
Popes from the Fifteenth Century to the 
present time,’ 16mo, London, 1781. 3. ‘An 
Historical Genealogy of the Royal nouso of 
Stuarts from Robert II to James VI,’ 4ta, 
London, 1793, 4. 1 Memoirs of the illus¬ 
trious House of Medici,’ 8vo, London, 1797. 
5. ‘A History of the College of Arms,’ 4to, 
London, 1804 (some copies are dated 1805). 

Noble’s library, which was sold in Decem¬ 
ber 1827. included the following manuscripts 
by him (for prices nud purchasers’ names see 
‘ Gentleman's Magazine,’March 1828,pp. 252- 
263): ‘ Lives of the Fellows of the Society of 
Antiqnnries ’ (r esold at the sales of the libraries 
of John Gough Nichols in 1873, and Leonard 
Lawrie Hartley in 1885). ‘ Ilistory of the 
Records in the Tower of London, with the 
Lives of the Keepers, especially since the 
Reign of Henry VIM.’ ‘ Catalogue of the 
Lord Chancellors, Keepers, and Commis¬ 
sioners of the Great Seal.’ ‘History of the 
Masters of the Rolls.’ ‘Lives of the Re¬ 
corders and Chamberlains of the Oily of 
London.’ 1 Catalogue of all the Religious 
Houses, Colleges, and Hospitals in England 
and Wales.’ 1 Account of the Metropolitans 
of England, commencing with Archbishop 
Wareham in 1504.’ ‘ Catalogue of Knights 
from the Time of Henry VIII.’ ‘ Catalogue 
of all the Peers, Baronets, and Knights 
created by Oliver Cromwell.’ ‘ Catalogue of 
Painters and Engravers in England during 
the Reign of Goorge III. 1 * Continuation of 
t ha Earl of Orford’s Catalogue of Engravers.’ 
‘ Account of the Seals of the Gentry in Eng¬ 
land since the Norman Conquest.’ ‘ Anuals 
of the Civil Wars of York and Lancaster.’ 
‘ Life of Alice Ferrers, the Favourite of Ed¬ 
ward III.’ ‘ Life of the Family of Boleyn, 
particularly of Queen Ann Boleyn, with the 
Life of her daughter, Queen Elizabeth.’ ‘Life 
of Queen Mary, exhibiting that part only 
of her character which represents her as a 
splendid PrincesR.’ ‘ Relation of tho Am¬ 
bassadors and Agents, with other illustrious 
Foreigners who were in England during the 
Reign of King James I.’ ‘ The Progresses 
of James I, exhibiting in a great measure 
his Majesty's private life.’ * Memorabilia of 
the Family of Killigrew.’ ‘ Particulars of 
the Family of Wykeham, Bishop of Win¬ 
chester, being a continuation of Lowth’s His¬ 
tory.’ ‘ Hist ory of the Dymokes, Champions 
of England.’ ‘Curious Particulars of the 
learned Dr. Donne.’ ‘ Genealogical Momoirs 
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of the Imperial and Royal House of Buona¬ 
parte, including separate Memoirs of the 
Ministers, &c. of the Emperor.’ ‘Memoirs 
of the Family of Sheridan.’ Another manu¬ 
script by Noble, entitled ‘Biographical Anec¬ 
dotes,’ in twelve volumes, was also in the 
Hartley Library Sale Catalogue, 1885. 

The following manuscripts are still in the 
possession of his descendants: ‘A History of 
Banning,’ so full of personal allusions to the 
parishioners that the executors declined to 
publish it. ‘A Catalogue of engraved por¬ 
traits, great seals, coins, and medals, &c., 
illustrative of the History of England, Scot¬ 
land, and Ireland,’ six vols. 4to. 1 Catalogue 
of Artists,’ two vols. 4to, ‘ Catalogue of His¬ 
torical Prints,' seven vols. 8 vo. ‘ History of 
the illustrious House of Brunswick,’ &c. fob 
* Prelatical, Conventual, and other Ecclesi¬ 
astical Seals,’ 4to. ‘ Places of Coinage and 
Moneyers,’ See., 4to. 'A History of the Family 
of Noble from 1590.’ ‘ A Collection of Let¬ 
ters written to Mr. Noble from 1766 to the 
time of his death, including as many as three 
hundred letters from Lord Sandwich.’ 

A very juvenile portrait of Noble, engraved 
by R. Hancook, is prefixed to the first edition 
of his ‘ Memoirs of Cromwell.’ An oval por¬ 
trait, engraved by J, K. Sherwin, is prefixed 
to the second edition. 

[Colvile’s Worthies of Warwickshire, pp. 648- 
551; Gent. Mag. 1827 pt. ii. pp. 278—9; Cham¬ 
bers's Illustr. of Worcestershire.] G. G-. 

NOBLE, MATTHEW (1818-1876), 
sculptor, was bom at Ilacknoss, Yorkshire, in 
1818. He studied art in London under John 
Francis (q. v.], a successful sculptor. Noble 
exhibited one hundred works—chiefly busts 
—at the Royal Academy. In 1845 ho made 
his first appearance there as the exhibitor of 
two busts, one being of the Archbishop of 
York. Later subjects included J. Francis, 
sculptor (1847) ; the Bishop of London 
(1849); tho Archbishop of York, a statuette 
(1849); W.EUv, R.A. (1860); Sir Robert 
Peel, a bust (1851), and a statuette (1862) 
afterwards executed in marble for St, 
George’s Hall, Liverpool; the Duke of Wel¬ 
lington (1852); the Marquis of Anglesey 
and Michael Faraday (both in 1855); Queen 
Victoria (1867); Joseph Brotherton, M.P. 
(1857); Sir Thomas Potter, and the Prince 
Consort. The four last-mentioned busts be¬ 
long to Mancheeter. In 1854 he executed a 
relievo in bronze, ‘Bridge of Sighs,' and 
another of ‘ Dream of Eugene Aram,’ to 
form part of a monument to be ereoted over 
the grave of Thomas Hood. In 1866 he 
gained the commission, after a very keen 
competition, for the execution of the Wel¬ 


lington monument at Manchester. In 1350 
he modelled a colossal bust of the Prb-! 
(Jonsort, to be executed in marble, for the citv 
of Manchester. He was afterwards commis 
sioned by Thomas Goadsby, mayor of Mml 
Chester, to execute a statue of the Prince Con" 
sorL in marble.uine feet high; the monument 
was presented by Goadsby to the city and 
forms part of the Albert memorial in Albert 
Square. In 1859 ho executed a statue of Dr 
Isaac Barrow in marble ior Trinity College' 
Cambridge; it was engraved in the ‘ArtJoer- 
nal ’ for 1859. There is also an engraving in 
that journal for 1876 of hia Oliver Cromwell 
which was executed in bronze, and was p Ie ! 
sented by Mrs. Elizabeth S. Heywood to the 
city of Manchester. Other works by him in¬ 
clude the statue of Sir James Outram on the 
Victoria Embankment; of the queen at St. 
Thomas’s Hospital (engraved in the ‘ Art 
Journal’); of the first Bishop of Manchester 



! Waterloo Place, London. Of his ideal works 
engravings appeared in the ‘ Art Journal'of 
, * Purity ’ (1868); * The Angels,’ ‘ Life, Death, 
and the Resurrection,’ a mural monument 
(1861); ‘Amy and the Fawn;' and ‘The 
Spirit of Truth,’ a mural monument (1873). 

Noble was of exceedingly delicate consti¬ 
tution. ThB death of a Bon m a railway acci¬ 
dent early in 1876 ruined his health, and he 
died on 28 June 1876. He was buried at the 
cemetery at Brompton. 

[Art Journal, 1876, p. 276 ; Royal Academy 
Catalogues; Inauguration of tho Albert Me. 
morial, Mancheeter, 1867; Mancheeter Official 
Handbook j Graves’s Diet, of Artists.] A. N. 

NOBLE, RICHARD (1684-1713), crimi¬ 
nal, son of a coffeehouse-keeper at Bath, was 
born in 1684, and recoived a good education, 
lie was articled as clerk to an attorney, and 
entered the profession on reaching manhood. 
Of hod moral character, he soon began to use 
his professional position to cheat his clients. 
About 1708 Noble was applied to for legal 
assistance by John Sayer of Biddlesden in 
Buckinghamshire, owner of various proper¬ 
ties worth 1,8001, a year. Sayer had married 
a woman of profligate disposition, named 
Mary, daughter or Admiral John Novell 
[q. v.], and was on very had terms with hie 
wife. Noble soon became unduly intimate 
with the lady. In 1709 he was empowered 
to draw up a deed of separation between her 
and Sayer, and he harassed Sayer by various 
suits in chancery connected with his wife's 
separate estate, ne was now living with 
Mrs. Sayer, who on 6 March 1711 bore him a 
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aon. Thereupon Sayer brought an notion for 
criminal conversation against Noble, and in 
January 1718 be procured a warrant em¬ 
powering him to arrest Mrs, Sayer, ‘ as being 
gone from her husband, and living in a loose, 
dishonourable manner.’ On 29 Jan, Saver, 
accompanied by two constables, proceeded to 
a house in George Street, the Mint, where 
Mrs. Saver was then living with Nobleand 
hermother,nowMrs. Salusbury. The visitors 
were admitted, but Noble nosoonersawSayer 
than he drew his sword and ran him through 
the heart. Noble and the two women were 
arrested, were committed to the Marshalssa, 
and were arraigned at Kingston assizes. 
Noble pleaded self-defence, but was con¬ 
demned to death, and was executed at Kings¬ 
ton on 29 March 1718. The two women 
were acquitted. 

[Sas two anonymous pamphlets: (1) ‘A fall 
Account of tho Case of John Sayer, Esq., from 
the time ofhis unhappy Marriage with his Wife 
to his Death, including tho whole Intrigue be¬ 
tween Mrs. Sayer and Mr. Noble,'London, 1713; 
m A Full and Faithful Accouut, &e., with 
additional details relating to the trial and to 
Hoblo’s behaviour in tho MnrShulsea, and con¬ 
fession, London, 1713. Tho legal aspects of 
the murder are nlso treated in The Case of Mr. 
Bichard Noble impartially considered, by a 
student of the Inner Temple, London, 1713.] 

G. F. M-y. 

NOBLE, SAMUEL (1779-1853), en¬ 
graver, and minister of the 'new church,’ 
was horn in London on 4 March 1779. His 
father, Edward Noble Id. 1784), was a book¬ 
seller, and author of ‘ Elements of Linear 
Perspective,’ 1772,8vo. His brothers, George 
and William Bonneau Noble, are separately 
noticed. His mother provided him with a 
good education, including Latin, and he was 
apprenticed to an engraver. His religious 
convictions were the result of a roaction, in 
Mb seventeenth year (1796), against Faino’s 
‘Age of Reason, he appears to have antici¬ 
pated, as a natural deduction from Pains's 
remises, that denial of the real existence of 
ssus Christ which Paine did not publish tilL 
1807. About 1798 he fell in with Sweden¬ 
borg’s ' Heaven and Hell,’ as translated (1778) 
by William Oookworthy [q, v.] At first re- 
elled, he afterwards became fascinated by 
wedenborg’s doctrines, and attackedliimself 
to the preaching of Joseph Proud [q. v.], at 
Cross Street, Hatton Garden. In his profes¬ 
sion he acquired great skill as an architectural 
engraver, and made a good income. 

Proud urged him to the ministry of the 
‘new church’ as early as 1801, and he occa¬ 
sionally preached, but declined, in 1805, as 
being too young, invitation to take charge of 
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the Cross Street congregation. He was one 
of the founders (1810) of the existing ' So¬ 
ciety for printing and publishing the writ¬ 
ings of Emanuel Swedenborg;' and assisted 
in establishing (1812) a quarterly organ,‘The 
Intellectual -Repository and New Jerusalem 
Magazine,’of which till 1880 he was the chief 
editor and principal writer. In 1819 he re¬ 
signed good prospects in his profession to be¬ 
come the successor of Thomas P. Churchill, 
M.D., a minister of the Cross Street congrega¬ 
tion (then worshipping in Lisle Street, Leices¬ 
ter Square). Hewas ordained on Whitsunday, 
1820. His ministry was able and effective, 
though his utterance was ‘ marred by some 
defect in his palate' (Wnrml. The con¬ 
gregation, which had been overflowing under 
Proud, and had since declined, was raised 
by Noble to a more solid prosperity, andpur- 
chased (about 1829) the chapel in Cross 
Street, then vacated by Edward Irving. In 
addition to bis regular duties be engaged in 
mission work as a lecturer both in London 
and the provinces. Ilia ‘Appeal,’ whioh 
‘ among Swedenborgians . .. holds the same 
place that Barclay’s “ Apology ” does among 
the quakers ’ (White), originated in lectures 
at Norwich in reply to the ' Anti-Sweden¬ 
borg ’ (1824) by George Beaumont, minister 
at Ebenezer Chapel (independent metbodist) 
in that city. Coleridge characterises the 
‘Appeal ’ as ‘ a work of great merit,’ and re¬ 
marks that ‘ as far as Mr. Beaumont is con¬ 
cerned, his victory is complete.' 

Noble’s leadership ofhis denomination was 
not undisputed. His first controversy was 
with Charles Augustus Tulk (1780-1849) 

[ q. v.], a rationaliser of Swedenborg’s theo- 
ogy, who was excluded from tho society. 
Nome was the first to develops a doctrine 
which, by many of his co-religionists, was 
viewed as a heresy. lie held that our Lord’s 
body was not resuscitated, but dissipated in 
the grave, and replaced at the resurrection by 
a new and divine frame. Hence the contro¬ 
versy between ' resuscitationists ’ and * dissi- 
pationisls j ’ John Clowes [q, v.l and Robert 
Hindmarsh [q, v.] rejected Noble’s view, 
but his chief antagonist was William Mason 
(1790-1863). In support of Noble’s position, 
a ' Noble Society ’ was formed. 

In 1848 Noblo suffered from cataract, and, 
in spite of several operations, became per¬ 
manently blind. He revised, by help of 
amanuenseB, the translation of Swedenborg’s 
1 Heaven and Hell,’ giving it the title, ‘ The 
Future Life’ (1851), He died on 27 Aug. 
1853, and was buried at Highgate cemetery. 
His chief publications are: 1. ‘ThePlenary 
Inspiration of the Soriptures asserted and tho 
Principles of their Composition investigated,’ 
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London, 1825,8vo; 2nd edit. 1856. 2. 'An 
Appeal on behalf of the . . . Doctrines . . . 
held by the . . . Now Church/ &c., 1826, 
12moj 2nd edit. 1838,8vo, was enlarged and 
remodelled, omitting personal controversy; 
to the 12th edit. 1893, lflmo, were added 
indexes; French transl. St. Amend, 1802. 
S, ‘Important Doctrinesof the True Christian 
Religion/&c., Manchester, 1846,8vo. 4, ‘The 
Divine Law of the Ten Commandments/1848, 
8vo. 

[Memoir by ‘William Bruce, prefixed to third 
(1856) and lator editions of the Appeal; White’s 
Swedenborg, 1867, i- 230, ri. 613 sq.; information 
from James Speirs, esq.] A. G. 

NOBLE, WILLIAM BONNE AU (1780- 
1831), landscape painter in water-colours, 
born in London on 13 Sept. 1780, was 
youngest son of Edward Noble, author of 
‘ Elements of Linear Perspactive/and brother 
of Samuel and of George Noble, both of whom 
are separaf ol y 110 I iced. Ills mother was sister 
of William Noble (of a different family), a 
well-known drawing-master, who succeeded 
to the practice of his father-in-law, Jacob 
Bonneau [q. v.l and died in 1805. Young 
Noble began life as a teacher of drawing, and 
for some years met with success, but being 
ambitious of obtaining a higher position in Ms 
profession, be spent two successive summers 
in Wales, and made many beautiful sketches 
ofita scenery. Several water-colour paintings 
from his sketches were sont to tho Royal Aca¬ 
demy, and in 1809 three of these, a ‘ View 
of Machynlleth, North Wales/ ‘ Montgomery 
Castle/ and a 1 View near Dolgel ly / wore hung. 
Next year, however, Ms drawings were re¬ 
jected, and although he had two views of 
Charlton and Bexley, in Kent, in the exhibi¬ 
tion of 1811, he never recovered from what lie 
regarded as an indignity. Beingdisappomted 
inlove at the some time, he took to dissipated 
courses, and in November 1826 he made a 
desperate but unsuccessful attempt upon Ms 
life in a fit of delirium. He died of a dcclino 
in Somers Town, London, on 14 Sept. 1831. 

Noble left in manuscript a long poem on- 
titled ‘ The Artist.’ 

[Memorial notice by bis brother, the Bey. 
Samuel Noble, in Gent, Mag. 1B31, ii. 374; 
Boyal Academy Exhibition Catalogues, 1809- 
1811.] B. E. G. 

NOBLE, WILLIAM HENRY (1834- 
1892), major-general royal artillery, eldest 
" ' r5 "’’' v "t Noble, rector of Athboy, eo. 

udson of Dr. William New- 
o of Armagh, was horn at 
anagli, 14 Oct. 1834. He 
College, Dublin, where in 


1866 he graduated B.A. with honours in ex¬ 
perimental science, and proceeded M.A, in 
1869. At the end of the Crimean war just 
before taking his first dogree, he passed for 
a direel commission in the royal artillery in 
which he was appointed lioulenaut 6 March 
1860. He became captain in 1866, major in 
1875, lieutenant-colonel in 1882, and brevet 
colonel in 1886. From 18Gltol868heserved 
as associate-member of the ordnance Belect 
committee for carrying out balistic and other 
experiments in scientific gunnery. Be was 
than appointed to tho stall of the director- 
general of ordnance, and subsequently acted 
until 1876 as a member of the experimental 
branch of that department at Woolwich 
serving as member or secretary of numerous 
artillery committees, on explosives, on range¬ 
finders, on iron armour and equipment, &c. 
In 1875 be received the rank of major, and 
returned to regimental duty. ] ie was posted 
to a fiold battery, but immediately after was 
sent to the United StateB as one of the British 
judges of weapons at the Centennial Exhibi¬ 
tion at Philadelphia. lie was member and 
Beoretary of the group of judges of the war 
section, and byspecial permission of the com- 
maudcr-in-chief of the United States army 
visited all the arsenals, depdts, and manu¬ 
facturing establishments of war material in 
t liat country. In June 1877 he was sent to 
India as member and acting secretary of a 
special committee appointed by the Marquis 
of Salisbury to report on tlio reorganisation 
of the ordnance department of the Indian 
army and its manufacturing establishments 
in the three presidencies, lie was employed 
on this duty from February 1876 to Novem¬ 
ber 1878, when, on the breaking out of Ike 
Afghan war, ho was appointed staff officer of 
tho fiold train of tho Oandahar field force, 
lie organised the field train at Sukbur, and 
commanded it on its march through tlieBolan 
Pass (medal). In 1880 he was posted to a 
field battery at Woolwich; in April 1881 be¬ 
came a member of tho ordnance committee, 
and in July 1886 was appointed superinten¬ 
dent of Waltham Abbey royal gunpowder 
factory. Oureaching hisfifty-flfth birthday 
in October 1889 he was retired under the age 
clause of the royal warrant with the rank of 
major-general, but as it was found that Ms 
experience and qualifications could not he 
spared, he was restored to the active list in 
1890, and continued at Waltham, Very large 
quantities of prismatic gunpowder (E. X.E, 
and 8 . B. O.) were manufactured at Waltham 
Abbey or by private oontroct from Ids disco¬ 
veries, which, by permission of the war office, 
were protected by a patent granted to Mm in 
1886, The manufacture of oordite, whioh is 
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now in. progress, is understood to have beon 
largely due to Noble’s researches. He died 
at Thrift Hall, Waltham Abbey, 17 May 
1892 , aged 67. Noblo married in 1801 Emily, 
daughter of Frederick Marriott, one of the 
originators of the‘ Illustral ed London Newe,' 
by whom he had two sons and four daughters. 

‘ Noble, who was an F.R.S. London, and a 
member of various other learned societies, 
was author of' Report of various Experiments 
carried out under the Direction or the Ord¬ 
nance Select Committee relative to the Pene¬ 
tration of Iron Armour-plates by Steel Shot, 
with a Memorandum on the Penetration of 
Iron Ships by Steel and other Projectiles,’ 
London, 1886 j ‘ Useful Tables (for Artil¬ 
lerymen). Computed by W. H. N.,’ London, 
1874; 'Descent of W, H. Noble from the 
Blood Royal of England,’ London, 1889. 

[Army Lists; obituary notice in Times news¬ 
paper, 21 May 1892; Boy. Soc. Cat. 8c. Papers ; 
But. Mub. Cat. of Printed Books ] 11. M. C. 

NOBYS, PETER (jl. 1620), master of 
Corpus Ohristi Collage, Cambridge, was son 
of John Nobys, sometime of Thompson, 
Norfolk, and of Rose,bis wife. He graduated 
B.A. at Cambridge in 1601, M.A. 1604, be¬ 
came fellow of Christ’s Oollego in 1603, mid 
was appointed university preaoher in 1614. 
On 18 Feb. 1616-0 be obtained the rectory of 
Landbeaoh, Cambridgeshire, and by 1610-7 
had proceeded B.D. In the some year be 
was promoted to be master of Corpus Olu-isti 
College, and graduated D.D. in_ 1619. Ob¬ 
taining from tue Bishop of Norwich a license 
of absence from bis benefice of Landboach, 
and letters testimonial as to bis life from the 
university, be sot out for Rome in 1619. 
During bis visit bo obtained from Leo X a 
privilege dated 9 Oal. Feb. 1619 (i.e. 24 J an,), 
and addressed to the master and fellows 
of Corpus Christ! College, granting for the 
term of twonty-five years apostolical in¬ 
dulgences and pardons ’to all sinners of 
either sex who shall be truly penitent. . . 
if so be they Bhould attend tbs public pro¬ 
cession of the oollege on Corpus Ohristi, or 
should be of the congregation at mass in St. 
Benedict’s on that day.’ Nobys was ‘ gene¬ 
rally reckoned of good understanding and 
sound learning. lie caused to be compiled 
a register donationum, called "the wkyte 
book of Dr. Nobys,” and it is evident from 
the only extract remaining, which contains 
"some observations of keepeinge courts,” 
that be was versed in the laws of the land.’ 
It was during his mastership that the tiled 
roofs of the ohambers of the eollego on the 
east side were repaired (Willis and Olaek, 
i. 256). He further gave 187. 0s. 4d, for the 


celebration of his obsequies and those of his 
father and mother in St, Benedict’s Church 
on tlio eve of St. Martin, and a large collec¬ 
tion of hooks, of which a catalogue is noticed 
in Masters's ‘ History ’ (p. 71). Nobys also 
co-operated with Sir Thomas Wyndham in a 
donation of 180 works to the prior and con¬ 
vent of Thetford, ‘ on condition of paying to 
Dr. Nobys five marks during his natural life, 
and finding him a stable, two ohambers,’ &c., 
failing which condition Nobys was to have 
a right of distraint on the manor of Lynfortk 
and Sanlon. Nobys was a legatee under the 
will of Sir Thomas Wyndham, dated 22 Oct. 
1621. 

About midsummer 1628 Nobys resigned 
his mastership end benefice, lie reserved 
from the former a pension of fifty marks per 
annum. In the rectory he was followed by 
‘ Mr, Cuttyng, who agreed to allow him five 
marks a year out of the profits till ha should 
obtain some other ecclesiastical preferment 
of that value.’ Ho was alive at least two 
years after, when he was an executor of the 
will of John Saintwarye. Nobys’s will is not 
at the Prerogative Court. 

[Cooper’s Athens: Cant. i. 82; Coles MS. vi. 
38 ; Masters’s Hist, of Corpus Christ! Coll. ed. 
Lamb; Nicolas's Tost. Yotusta, p. 684; Willis 
and Clark's Architect. Hist, of the University 
of Cambridge; Cooper’s Annals of Cambridge; 
Marlin's Jli&t. ofTownof Thelford, p. 143, App. 
p. 60; Collins’s Peorago, v. 209.] \V. A. S. 

NODDER, FREDERICK r. (d. 1800P), 
botanic painter and engraver, appears to 
have been Ike son of a Mr. Nodder residing 
iu ronton Street, Leicester Square, who from 
1778 to 1778 exhibited some paintings on 
silk and pictorial subjects wrongbtin human 
hair at lbs Society of Artists’ exhibitions. 
In 1786 Nodder first appears as an exhibitor 
at tkeRoyal Academy ot drawings of flowers, 
and in 1788 be is styled ‘botanical painter to 
her Majesty.’ Nodder supplied the illustra¬ 
tions, drawn, etched, and coloured by himself, 
to various botanical -Works, 6uch as Thomas 
Martyn’s ‘Plates ... to illustrato LinniBus’s 
System of Vegetables' (1788), and ‘Flora 
itusiica’ (1792-1794). He also published, 
with similar engravings, a work entitled 
‘ Vivarium Natuno, or the Naturalist’s Mis¬ 
cellany,’ the text of which was edited by 
George Shaw [q. v.], F.R.S. This work en¬ 
tered over twenty-four volumes, from 1789 to 
1818. Nodder appears to bavo died about 
1800, and the publication was carried on by 
bis widow, Elizabeth, the plates being sup¬ 
plied by Richard P. Nodder, apparently a son. 
The latter afterwards obtained some repute 
as a painter of horses and dogs, and was an 
occasional exhibitor at tho Royal Academy. 

mm2 
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ptHist. of English Engravers, 
Brit. Mus. Add. MS. 33408 ); Graves's Diet, of 
Artists, 1760-1880; Catalogues of the Society 
of Artists and Royal Academy.] L. C. 

NOEL, Bib ANDREW (d. 1607), sheriff 
of Rutland, was eldest son of Andrew Noel 
of Dalby-on-the-Wolds, Leicestershire, by his 
second wife, Elizabeth, daughter and heireBS 
of John Hopton of Hopton, Staffordshire, 
and widow of Sir John Perient. The father, 
Andrew, on the dissolution of the monasteries, 
obtained a grant of the manor and site of the 
preceptory of Dalby-on-the-Wolds, and of 
the manor of Purybeore, Staffordshire, lie 
served os sheriff for Rutland three times— 
under Henry VIII, Edward VI, and Mary— 
and represented the county in the parliament 
of 1663. lie died in 1662, and was sucoeeded 
at Dalby-on-the-Wolds, and Brooke, Rut¬ 
land, by his son Andrew. 

Andrew served threo times as sheriff of 
Rutland (1687,1696, and 1600), and repre¬ 
sented the county of Rutland in throe of 
Elizaboth's parliaments, viz. in 1680, 1688, I 
and 1693. He was also elected to represent 
the county in Elizabeth’s last parliament, in 
1601, As sheriff at the time he made his 
own return. The return was accordingly t 
questioned in the house by Seneant Harris. I 
Sir John Ilarington, Noel's colleague in the 
representation of the shire, affirmed ‘ of his 
.own knowledge he knew [Noel] to be very 
unwilling; but the freeholders made answer 
.they would have none other.’ The house 
declared the return void (D’Ewns, Journals 
of Parliament, p. 626). Noel’s son Edward 
was elected in his place (Pari. Papers, 1878; 
-Return of Members, passim). 

He was dubbed knight at Greenwich by 
Elizabeth on 2 March 1686 (Metcalfu, 
Knights, p. 136), and on 7 Pel). 1692 was 
included in a commission to inquire into the 
death of Everard Digby (Cal. State Papers, 
Dom. 1692, p. 181; cf. Hist. MSS. Comm. 
3rd Rep. p. 160). He died on 19 Oct, 1607 
at Brooke, his Rutland seat, and was buried 
atDalbyon 8 Dec, (Harl. jSoc. iii. 8 ). Besides 
Brooke, hedied seised of the manor of Brough¬ 
ton alias Nether Broughton, held of the lung 
in capite by the service of one knight’s fee 
(Excb. 6 , Jao. 1), and also of the manor and 
parsonage of Dalby-on-the-Wolds, and cer¬ 
tain lands, part of possessions of the late 
dissolved Hospital of St. John of Jerusalem 
(Ithcnois, Leicestershire, iii, 249). He also 
held lands inStathem under lease from Queen 
Elizabeth, dated 11 May 1683 (ib. ii. 367). 

Sir Andrew married Mabel, daughter of 
Sir James Harrington of Exton, Rutland 

S he died on 21 Jan. 1603, and was buriod at 
_ alby). By her ho left fgup ggji? (Htd three 


daughters: (l)SirEdward[q,v.]; (2)Charles 
dieu 1619, aged 28, unmarried, and buried at 
Brook; (3) Arthur, bom 1698; (4) Afe! 
ander, bom 1602, afterwards seated at Whit- 
well in Rutland, married to Mary, daughter 
of Thomas Falmer of Carlton, Northamp¬ 
tonshire, and father to Sir Andrew Nod 
Wliitwell. 

Of the daughters, Lucy married William 
lord Eure; Theodosia married Sir Edward 
Cecil, afterwards viscount Wimbledon (she 
died in Holland, and was buried in the col¬ 
legiate church of Utrecht); Elizabeth mar¬ 
ried George, lord Audley in England and 
earl of Oastlehaven in Ireland. 

Sir Andrew is usually described as a cour¬ 
tier, but that designation belongs to bis next 
younger brother, Hbnby Nodi, (cl. 1697). 1 one 
of the greatest gallants of those times,' who 
was a gentleman-pensioner of Queen Eliza¬ 
beth. Puller describes Henry ( Worthies, p. 
187) as 1 for person, parentage, grace, gesture 
valour, and many other excellent parts’ 
among which skill in music, among the first 
rank at court.’ 'Though his lands and liveli¬ 
hoods,’ Fuller continues, * were but small, 
having nothing known certain but bis 
annuity and pension, yet in state pomp, 
magnificence, and expence he did equalize 
barons of great worth.’ Elizabeth^ dis¬ 
pleasure at nenry Noel’s extravagance led 
her, it is said, to compose the rebus; 

Tho word of denial and letter of 50 

Is that gentleman's nnmB who will novar be 
thrifty 

(Walpole, Royal and Noble Authors, and 
Peck’b notes on Shakespeare printed with 
his Life of Milton , p. 225; Nioiiois, Pro¬ 
gresses of Elizabeth, ii. 462), On 11 July 
1689 Henry Noel was grontod lands to the 
yoarly value of one hundred marks for the 
term of fifty years (Cal, Hatfield MSS. iii. 
424). On 27 Sept. 1692 he was admitted 
M. A. at Oxford, on the occasion of the queen's 
visit (Wood, Fasti, i. 210), Ho died on 
26 Peb. 1690-7 from a calenture or burning 
fever, due to over-violent exertion in a com¬ 
petition with on Italian gentleman at the 
game called balonne, 4 a kind of play with a 
great ball tossed with wooden braces upon 
the arm.’ By her majesty’s appointment he 
was buried in Westminster Abbey, in the 
chapel of St. Andrew (Niohoib, Leicester¬ 
shire, ubi supra). 

[For gonealogy boo Hill’s Hist, of Market 
Harborough, p. 217; Dugditlo’s Baronage of 
England, ii. 435; Burke’s Exrinot Baronetage, 
387; Collins's English Baronetage, in. i. 93; 
Camden’s Visitation of Leicester, 1019, in Bari, 
Soc. iii. 3; Nichols's Leicestershire, ii, 357, 114, 
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jii. 249. The mistake in Burke’s Baronetage and 
elsewhere of making Sir Andrew's mother his 
father’s first wife is corrected in Camden's Visita¬ 
tion, and expressly in Collins’s Baronetage, 
See also Burke’s Commoners, iv. 178; Puller's 
Worthies j Metcalfe’s Book of Knights; Betham's 
Baronetage, i. 279, 465, ti. 44; Harl. Soc. ii. 3 j 
Park’s Topogr, and Natural Ilist, of Hampstead, 
p. 117 i Wood’s Push Oxon.; Nichols’s Pro¬ 
gresses of Elizabeth ; State Papery Dom.; HisL. 
MSS. Comm. Eeporta; Return of Members of 
parliament.] W. A. S, 

NOEL, BAPTIST, second Baeojt Nodi 
or Ridhkotoe, and third Vibcodot Oamp- 
m h and Baeok Hicks oi Ilmiugiok (1611- 
1082), eldest son and heir of Edward Noel, 
second viscount Oampden [q. v.], was bap¬ 
tised at Brooke, Rutland, on 18 Oct. 1011. On 
Cbristmas-day 1032 he was married to Lady 
Anne, second daughter of William Fielding, 
earl of Denbigh, With her the king gave a 
portion of some 8,000/., of which Noel shortly 
lost 2,600/.‘ at tennis in one day, as I take 
it, to my Lord of Carnarvon, Lord Rich, and 
other gallants ’ ( Court and Times qf Charles I, 
ii. 210). 

On 9 Nov. 1686 a warrant was issued to 
him for keeping his majesty’s game within 
ten miles of Oakham, Rutland (Cal. State 
Papers, 1036, p. 470). lie was elected knight 
of the shire to both the Short and Long par¬ 
liaments ; but, being a royalist, his associa¬ 
tion with the latter parliament was brief. 
Ha was made captain of a Iroop of horse 
and company of foot (1848) in the royal 
army. On 16 March in Ilia same year he was 
made colonel of a rogunont of home, and on 
24 July 1648 brigadier of foot and brigadier 
of horse (Dorm Official Baronage, i. 808). 
On 22 March lG'12-8 Grey suggested to the 
Earl of Manchester, speaker of the lords, 
ths seizure of the ronts of the young Viscount 
Oampden, who had raised a brave troop of 
horse, and was at Beevor Onstlo (Hist. MSS. 
Comm. 8th Rep. ii. 69). In June 1648 he 
plundered Sir William Armyn’e house at 
Osgodby (ti. 7th Rep. p. la), On 19 July 
1648 it was reported that ‘ Lord Camden in¬ 
tends to set before Peterborough, and hath 
afar greater forco come ini o Stamford [which 
is] fortifying there ’ (ti. 7th Rep. p. 666a). 
At the same time Oampden House, Glouces¬ 
tershire, which had been erected not long 
before by the first Viscount Oampden at a 
cost of 80,000/,, woe burnt down (Cal. State 
Papers, Dom. 1644-6, passim : Oiaiiuntion, 
Rebellion, ix. 82; Walkbk, Hist. Discourses, 
p. 128; Gakdinee, Civil War, ii. 210). In 
1646 Oampden was a prisoner in London. 
In August 1646 he had been released on re¬ 
cognizances (see Lords' Journals, vii. 400, 


477 Hist. MSS. Comm. 6th Rep. p. 180); 
and in September he obtained a pass to visit 
Rutland. 

On 14 June 1644 he was assessed by the 
committee for the advance of moneys for his 
‘twentieth’ at 4,000/. On 19 May 1648, 
after a long negotiation, his assessment was 
discharged on payment of 100/., he being 
greatly indebted (Cal. qf Committee for 
Advance of Money). The sequestration of 
his estates was ordered on 24 Aug. 1644 
( Commons' Journals, vol. iii.) On 9 July 1046 
his fine for delinquency wee set at 19,668/. 
After sundry pstitionB (see Lords' Journals, 
viii. 467; Ilist. MSS. Comm.. Gth Rep. p. 
180), this was on 22 Dec. 1646 reduced to 
14,000/., and on 26 Oct. 1647 to 11,078/. 17s. 
On 1 Nov. 1647, after he had paid a moiety of 
this sum and had entered into possession of 
his estates, his fine was reduced to 9,000/. 
A long poem among the Earl of Westmor¬ 
land’s manuscripts is entitled ‘A Pepper 
Com, or small rent sente to my Lord Camp- 
den for y e loan of hie house at Kensington, 
9 Feb. 1661.’ In 1661 Oampden was again 
in trouble for some charge laid against him 
before the oommiitee for examinations (State 
Papers, Dom.; Council Pooh, i. 88, p. G8, 
6 Feb. 1061), On 8 March he was dismissed 
ou entering into a bond of 10,000/. for him¬ 
self, and m sureties of 6,000/. each, not to do 
anything to the prejudice of the Common¬ 
wealth and the government, and to appear 
before the council upon summons (ib.) 

On the Restoration he was made captain 
of a troop of horse, lord-lieutenant of Rut¬ 
land (9 Aug. 1000), and justice of the peace 
in 1661 (Dovco ; Hist. MSS. Comm. 6th Rep. 
p. 408). He thenceforth devoted himself to 
local affairs, 

Noel died at Exton on 29 Oct. 1682, and 
was buried on the north side of the church 
there. The noble monument to his memory 
is by Grinling Gibbons (Walpoih, Anecd. 
of Painting, iii. 121). lie was married four 
times, llis first wife died on 24 March 16SG, 
and was buriod at Oampden (register at 
Oampden and monument at Exton). By 
her he had three children, all of whom died 
young. By his second wife, Anne, widow of 
Edward EourcMor, earl of Bath, and daughter 
of Sir Robert Lord of Liscombe in Bucks, he 
loft no issue. His third wife, Hester, daugh¬ 
ter and coheiress of Thomas Wotton, lord 
Wotton, was buried at Exton on 17 Dec. 
lG19,leaving,with four daughters,two sons— 
(1) Edward, first carl of Gainsborough, on 
whom his father settled 8,000/. a year whon 
ha married, in 1062, Elizabeth Wriotheslev, 
daughter of the Earl of Southampton, lord- 
troosuror; (2) Henry Noel of North Luffen- 
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ham. Campden’s fourth, -wife, Elizabeth 
Bertie, daughter of Montague Bertie, earl of 
Lindsay, lord great chamberlain, survived her 
husband, and -was buried at Exton on 1C Aug, 
1688. By her he had nine children, among 
them Catharine, who married John, earl of 
Rutland; and Baptist Noel, ancestor to the 
later Earl of Gainsborough. 

[For authorities see under Noel, Sin Atfnnnw, 
and text, Iu Wright's Rutland there is a view 
of Baton House, and iu Hall's Market Har- 
borough there is a sketch of Brooke Hall.] 

W. A. S. 

NOEL, BAPTIST WBIOTHESLEY 
(1798-1878), divine, bom at Leiglitmount, 
Scotland, on 16 July 1798, was the sixteenth 
child and eloventh son of Sir Gerard Noel- 
Noel, hart., and younger brother of Gerard 
Thomas Noel [q. v.] Educated at ■West¬ 
minster School, he proceeded to Trinity Col¬ 
lege, Cambridge, where ho was created M.A. 
in 1821. In tho samo year he made a tour 
on the continent. On his return Nool began 
to read for the bar with a special pleader in 
the Temple, but changing his mind he took 
holy orders in the church of England. For 
a short time Noel served as curate of Co3- 
sington in Leicestershire, but in 1827 he 
became minister of St. John's Chapel, Bed¬ 
ford Bow, London. The chapel was uncon- 
secrated, but its pulpit had been filled for 
many yoars by a succession of able men, 
Thomas Scott, Bichard Cecil, and Daniol 
Wilson had been its ministers: the Thorn¬ 
tons, William Wilberforce, and Zachary Mac- 
nulay membore of the congregation. De¬ 
spite his comparative youth for a ok urge so 
conspicuous, Noel was an immediate and 
marked suecose, and he was speedily recog¬ 
nised as a leader among evangelical church¬ 
men in London. In 1886 ho addressed a 
letter to the Bishop of London on the spi¬ 
ritual condition of the metropolis, which was 
fruitful in far-rcachiug results. Home and 
foreign missions equally enjoyed his aid; but 
he declined to countenance the early ' mani¬ 
festations’ associated with the followers of 
Edward Irving. In 1840 he conducted on 
inquiry, under the direction of the committee 
of education, into the condition of the ele¬ 
mentary schools in Birmingham, Manchester, 
Liverpool, and other towns. In tho follow¬ 
ing year he brought out an Anti-Oornlaw 
tract, ‘APlea for the Poor,’which had a 
wide circulation, and called forth many re¬ 
plies. In the some year Noel was gazetted 
one of her Majesty’s chaplains. In 1840 he 
visited some of the stations of the Evan¬ 
gelical Society in France, and in tho sume 
year helped to sat on foot the Evangelical 
Alliance. 


His intimate relations with evangelical 
nonconformity make less surprising the steti 
which Nool took in 1848. Tho result of the 
Gotham case [6ee Goriu,m, Ghorse Oob- 
neli us], which drove some high churchmen 
into the fold of Home, helped to send Noel 
into tho ranks of the baptists. Iletoakfaie- 
well of his congregation on Sunday, 3 Dec 
Early in 1849 he put forth a long essay on 
tho union of church and state, in which 
while expressing admiration for many of his 
‘ beloved and honoured brethren’ who re¬ 
mained in the establishment, he sought to 
prove that the union of church and state was 
at once uuscripturnl and harmful. He also 
ventured a confident prophecy that the esta¬ 
blishment was 1 doomed/ At first he seems 
to have hesilnted as to his future course. 
For a time he attended tho parish church of 
Hornsey; but on 25 March 1819, in answer 
to an invitation conveyed during the service, 
he preached at the Scottish church in Regent 
Square, his first appearance in a noncon¬ 
formist pulpit. He then took the oaths pre¬ 
scribed by Goo. Ill, and in May preached 
iu the Weigh House Chapel. A still mors 
decisive stun followed. On 9 Aug. 1849 he 
was publicly rebaptised by immersion in 
John Street (baptist) Chapel, hard by the 
building where ho had himself longnrenched, 
To the ministry of John Street Chapel he 
acceptod a call La tho following September, 
and continued there with marked success 
until he resigned the charge on entering Ins 
seventieth year in 1868. As a nonconformist, 
despite his strong viows as to church and 
state, Nool refrained from joining the Libe¬ 
ration Society, or appearing on its platform. 
In 1854 he again visited tliEiVaudois. During 
tho American civil war ho vigorously sup¬ 
ported the eauso of tho north, particularly 
at a great moeting in tho Freo Trade Hall, 
Manchester, in Juno 1863. Tho case of G. IV, 
Gordon, who was oxocuted for participation 
in tho Jamaica outbreak, excited his warn 
sympathy in 1805, and in the following year 
he vindicated Gordon’s conduct in a pam¬ 
phlet. Noel was president of the Baptist 
Union in 1855 and iu 1807. The last fowyears 
of ills lifo wore mainly epont in retirement, 
After some months of ill-health he died at 
S Lanmore, Middlesex, on 19 Jan,1878, and was 
there buried. Noel married in ] 826 the eldest 
daughlor of Peter Baillio of Doohfour, In¬ 
verness-shire. Of imposing mion, with a 
clear voice, a good delivery, and a groat 
command of forcible language, Noel was 
one of the most popular preachers of his day. 
Throughout hislito he was an ardent con¬ 
troversialist, but was sometimes wanting in 
judgment. 



Noel S35 Noel 


In addition to many other tracts, letters, 
and sermons, he published: 1, ‘Meditations 
on Sickness and Old Age,’1887. 2. ‘Notes 
of a Tour through the Midland Counties of 
Ireland,' 1837. 3. ‘ The First Five Centuries 
of the Church,’ 1839. 4. * Infant Piety,’ 1840, 

o, ‘ A Plea for the Poor,’ 1841. 6. ‘ Christian 
Missions to Heathen Nations,’ 1842, 7. ‘ The 
Case of the Free Church of Scotland,’ 1844. 
S. 'Doctrine of the Iloly Scriptures respect¬ 
ing Union,’ 1844. 9. ‘ Essay on the Union of 
Church and State,’ 1848. 10. ‘The Messiah. 
Five Sermons,’ 1848. 11. ‘Notes of a Tour 
in Switzerland,’ 18-18. 12. ‘ Sermons preached 
in the Chapels Royal of St. James's and 
Whitehall,’1848. 13. ‘The Christian's Fuitli, 
Dope, and Joy,’1849. 14. ‘Essay on Christian 
Baptism,’ 1849. 16 . 1 Essay on the External 
Act of Baptism,’ 1860. 16. ‘The Church of 
Rome,’ 1861. 17. ‘ Notes of a Tour in the 
Valleys of Piedmont,’ 1866. 18. ‘ The Doom 
of the Impenitent Sinner,' 1869. 19, 1 Ser¬ 
mons,’ 2 vols., 1869. 20. ‘ England and India,' 

1859, 21. ‘ The Fallen and their Associates,' 

1860. 22. ‘Freedom and Slavery in the 
United States of America,’1863. 28. ‘The 
Case of W. Gordon, Esq.,’ 1806. He edited 
‘A Selection of Psalms and Hymns,’ 1863, 
and ‘ Hymns shout Jesus,’ 1868. 

[TheBaptistHandbook, 1871; Dabrett’sGenoa- 
logieal Peerage, 1844. art. ‘ Gainsborough, Earl 
of,’ Romilly's Graduati Cantabngiensos, 185G, 
p 279; Hist, of the Free Churches of England 
(dkcata and Miftll), 1892, pp, S09, BOS; Suudny 
at Homo, 1808, pp. 391, 409; Timas, 24, 28, 
30 Nov., and 1 Dec. 1848; Record, 20 and 27 Jan, 
1878; Pioby’s Annals of the Low Church Party, 
1888, i. 330; Julian’s Diet, of Hymnology, 1892, 

p. 809.] A. R. B. 

NOEL, EDWARD, first Bahon Noel of 

IIhjllngton and second Viscount CJamf- 
dpn (1682-1613), eldest son and heir of Sir 
Andrew Noel [q. v.],was horn at his father's 
-eat of Brooke, being baptised there on 
2 July 1682. By substitution he served as 
knight of tho shire for Rutland, in place of 
his father, in the parliament of 1001, He 
served in the Irish ware, where ‘he was a 
knight banoret’ (epitaph atOampden). He 
was knighted by Mountjoy in Ireland in 1602 
(So o. Antiq. MS,; Dom), Official Baronage, 
i. 308). On 13 Nov. 1609 he received a 
grant in fee farm of the manor of Glaxton 
(Framland Hundred, Leicestershire) along 
with Thomas Philipps, gent. This manor 
shortly after passed into tho possession of the 
Earl of Rutland (Nichols, Leicestershire, 
li. 133). On 2 April 1611 an inquisition was 
taken into his holding in Lyfielcl Forest (see 
Cal. State Papers, Dom. James I, cxciv.) 
Three years later he is described as master of 


the game in Lyfiold Forest, Rutland, and re¬ 
ceived instructions from the king to prohibit 
hunting there for three years (ib, lxxviii. 
109). The bailiwick of the forest seems to 
have been conferred on Noel in 1623. In 
1611 he was created a baronet, being the 
thirty-fourth in order. The patent is dated 
29 J line 1611 (Nichols, Progresses ofJamesI, 
ii ; 426). In the following year (1012) the 
king visited Brooke, Noel's seat, coming from 
Allthorp (Sir Walter Mildmay’s), and, after 
a night's entertainment there, moved to Bel- 
voir. 

Five years later (1617) the king, being 
at Bui'ley-on-the-Hill, created Noel Baron 
Noel of RiiUiugton, by letters patent dated 
23 March 1616-17, the patent dispensing with 
the ceremony of investiture (ib. iii. 260). He 
took the title from Ridlington, which came 
to him from Iris mother, because he had 
lately ‘sold his manor of DalbyinLeicesfcer- 
shire, being his patrimony ana dwelling, to 
the Enrl of Buckingham for 29,000/., and lies 
in wait to buy Burley of the lady of Bed¬ 
ford, whereon he hath lent manoy already, 
and so plant himself altogether in Rutland¬ 
shire ’ (Court and Times of James I, ii. 2). 
Burley was soon after bought by Bucking¬ 
ham (WlttGHT, Rutland, p. 30; Stow, Chro¬ 
nicle, p. 1027; Hist. MSS. Comm. 12th Rep. 
App. i. 94; Cal. State Papers, Dom. xc. 140, 
xcv. 22, xc. 126, where the name is incorrectly 
given as Sir Andrew Noel). On 21 Feb. 
1620-1 Noel was one of the thirty-three 
lords who signed the ‘petition of thenobilitv 
of England taking exception to the prece¬ 
dence conferred on Irish and Scotch peers,' 
which tho king took very ill (Nichols, Pro¬ 
gresses of James, iii. 666 ; Wat.kdk, Hist. 
Discourses, p. 307; Camden Annals). In 
1624 Noel was one of the eight commissioners 
for the collecting of the first of the three 
entire subsidies (Hist. MSS. Comm. 6th Rep. 
App. p. 401). On 23 March 1026 a warrant 
was issued to him to preserve the game 
within six miles of Durley-on-the-llill 
(Hist. MSS. Comm. 10th Rep. App. pt. iv. 
p, 46). On 6 Nov. 1628 the Duchess of 
Lennox and others in Drury Lane petitioned 
the council to give Lord Noel the control 
of his sister, the Countess of Castlehaven, 
who, ‘ living alone, is grown not well in her 
senses, in so much that she had like to hove 
fired her own house. Her brother could do 
nothing without a special order from cotincal' 
(Cal. State Papers, Dom. Oharles Ij exx, 16, 
and occlxxxviii. 47, 27 April 1688). 

Noel married Juliana, eldest daughter and 
coheiress of Sir Baptist Hicks; and on the 
occasion of the advancement of the latter 
to the title of Lord Hicks of Ilmiugton*, 
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Warwick, and Viscount Campden of Camp- 
den, Gloucester (6 May, 4 Charles I), Noel 
obtained a grant of the reversion of those 
honours to himself and his heirs male in case 
Sir Baptist should die withoutmale issue. His 
father-in-law died in 1629, and Noel entered 
into the titles on 7 Nov. 1629. 

On 18 March 1031 he paid into the ex¬ 
chequer 2,6001, as a loan for the public ser¬ 
vice. In April 1686 this was not yet repaid 
(Cal. State Papers, Bom, Charles I, clxxxvi. 

90, cclxxxvi. 43). Campden favoured and 
assisted ihe attempts to levy ship-money in 
his county (16 June 1036, Hist. MSS. Comm. 
6th Rep. App. p. 402; 29 March and 6 April 
1637, Cal. State Papers, Bom. diaries I, 
cccli. 37, ccclii. 33). Owing apparently to 
his exertions, an unusual surptus of 800/, 
over the assessment was collected. 

Campden was consistently royalist. lie 
followed Charles into the north in 1039, and 
formed one of the council of peers at York 
in 1040. When, on 26 Sept. 1040 (Cal. 
State Papers, Dorn, cecclxviii. 391, the lords 
at York determined to borrow 260,000/. from 
the city for the support of the army till the 
calling of parliament, Campden was one of 
the six lords appointed to go south and nego¬ 
tiate with the city. The city tmanimously 
granted the loan (Cal. State Papers, Bom. 
cccelxix. 20). A woek later Campden, being 
‘scrupulous,’moved that the peers miglithave 
their security from the king, that the inferior 
poeie might not suffer in guaranteeing the 
loan more than the councillors (11 Opt. 1640, 
ib. cccclxix. 84). On the breaking out of tko 
civil war Campden received a commission 
from Charles to raise five hundred horse, and 
afterwards another for three regiments of 
horse and threo of foot, but died before be 
could fully accomplish the task (D ugh am, 
Baronage of England, ii, 436). On 18 Feb. 
1642-3 ho was ordered by the speaker of tko 
House of Lords to contribute towards the 
charges of the parliament forces (Lords' 
Journals, v. 609; Hist. MSS. Comm. 6th 
Rep. App. p. 73). 

Campden died on 8 March 1642-8 in the 
king’s quarters at Oxford, and was buried on 
12 March at Campden, where bis wife sub¬ 
sequently (September 1884) erected a monu¬ 
ment, with an epitaph to bis memory by 
Joshua Marshall (Nichols, Leicestershire, 
u.s.) He bad five children by hie wife 
Juliana : (1) Sir Baptist, third viscount 
Campden. (2) Henry, styled esquire of North 
Luflenham, Rutland: baptised at Brooke on 
30 Aag. 1615, he waB taken prisoner at his 
house by the forces under Lord Grey inMarch 
1642-8 (Hist. MSS. Comm. 6th Rep, App, 
pp. 78,79,18th Rep, p. 1 j Lords’ Journals, y. 
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645, 660; Commons' Journals, ii. 989 • Leris' 
Journals, vi. 61) ; he died a prisoner in tlie 

parliamentary quarters, and was buried at 
Campden on 21 July 1048, where the register 
by mistake calls him grandson to Edward 
viscount Campden. (3) Elisabeth, married’ 
John Chawortn, lord viscount Ohaworth at 
Armagh. (4) Mary, baptised at Brook 
on 20 April 1609, married Sir Erasmus dels 
Fontaine of Ilirby-Beliars, Leicestershire. 
(6) Ponelope, baptised on 22 Aug. 1610, and 
buried at Campden on 21 May 1633. 

_ After his death Nool’a widow, Juliana 
viscoLintoss dowager of Campden, resided at 
Brooke. In April 1643 Blie petitioned to bo 
relieved from the weekly assessment (Hist. 
MSS. Comm. 6th Rep. App. p. 82; Lords' 
Journals, vi. 17,108). After the sequestra¬ 
tion of her husband’s estates she was as¬ 
sessed at 4,000/. for her composition on 
30 Jan. 1646 (Cal. of Committee for Ad¬ 
vance of Money, p. 077). She made an in- 
eilectual attompt to be relieved of this pay¬ 
ment. On 7 Nov. 1049, having paid 1,100/., 
slio was ordered to pay an additional 000/. 
to make up her half of tho assessment. On 
12 April 1660 the proceedings were stayed. 
Thenceforth Bhe maintained great slate and 
dispensed much hospitality at Brooke. She 
died there on 20 Nov. 1080, and was buried 
at Campden on 12 Jan. 1080-1 (registers of 
Brooke and Campden). 

[Authorities cited in text and under No;r, 
Sib AnDimw.] W. A, S. 

NOEL, GERARD THOMAS (1782- 
1861), divino, bom on 2 Dec. 1782, was 
second son of Sir Gerard Noel-Nool, bort,, 
and Diana, only child of Charles Middleton, 
first lord Barham[q. v.l, and was elder brother 
of BaptistWriothosleyNoel[q.v.] Sir Gerard's 
oldest son Charles was oreated in 1841 Earl of 
Gainsborough, and thenoeforth the brothers 
were allowed to boar the courtesy prefix of 
‘ honourable,’ as in the case of sons of peers. 
Gerard was educated at Edinburgh and at 
Trinity College, Cambridge, whore ho gra¬ 
duated B.A. m 1806 and M.A. in 1808. On 
taking holy orders ho hold successively the 
curacy of Radwell, Hertfordshire, and the 
vicarage of llainham, Essex, and Hornsey, 
Hampshire. lie was instituted to the last 
in 1840. He was also appointed in 1884 to 
an honorary canonry at Winchester, At 
Romeey he restored the abbey church. Noel 
was for many yoars a close friend of Bishop 
Samuel Wilberforce [q. v.l, who eulogises 
his character, influence, ana worth in a pre¬ 
face to Noel’s ‘ Sermons preached at Rom- 
soy.’ Noel was twice married, first in 1806 
to Charlotte Sophia, daughter of Sir Lucius 
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O'Brien, and secondly in 1841 to Susan, 
daughter of Sir John Kennaway. He died, 
at Itomsey on 24 Feb. 1861. His published 
works were: 1. ‘A Selection of Psalms and 
Hymns for Public Worship’ (a compilation 
which includes compositions of his own), 
1810. 2, ‘ Arvendel, or Sketches in Italy 
and Switzerland/1818. 8, ‘Fifty Sermons 
for the Use of Families/ 1826,1827. 4. ‘ A 
Brief Inquiry into theProspectsof the Ohurch 
of Christ/1828. 6. * Fifty Sermons preached 
at Hornsey.’ Preface by Bishop S. Wilber- 
force, 1868. 

[Debrett’s Genealogical Peerage, 1844, art. 
1 Gainsborough, Earl of; 1 Romil !y’s Graduati Oan- 
tabrigieases, 1866, p. 270; Foster’s Index Eccla- 
siasticns, 1890, p. 130; preface to Sermons 
preached at Hornsey; Julian’s Diet, of Ilymno- 
Jogy, 1802, p. 809.] A. It. B. 

NOEL, EODEN BERKELEY WRIO- 
THESLEY (1834-1894), poet, born on 
27 Aug. 1834, was the fourth son of Charles 
Noel, lord Barham, who was created in 1811 
first Earl of Gainsborough. His mother 
Frances, eecond daughter of Robert Jocolyn, 
third earl of Roden, was his father’s fourth 
wife. Noel graduated M.A. from Trinity 
College, Cambridge, in 1868. In 1863 he 
married, aud in the same year issued his first 
volume of verse, 1 Behind the Veil, and other 
Poems/ London, 8vo. His next book, ‘ Bea¬ 
trice, and other Poeme/ 1868, 8vo, in which 
the influence of Shelley was strongly marked, 
raised higher expectations. Like its suc¬ 
cessors, it was distinguished by high purpose 
and refined feeling; like them also,it lacked 
self-restraint, compression, form. Among 
his lator volumes the want of inspiration and 
of melody is least felt in his pnthotie ‘Little 
Child's Monument/ 1881, The ablest of his 
critical writings was his sympathetic, if some¬ 
what capricious, ‘ Essays upon Poetry and 
Poets/ London, 1886, 8vo, including papers 
on Ghatterton, Byron, Shelley, Wordsworth, 
Keats, Hugo, Tennyson, and Walt Whit¬ 
man. A selection from his poems, with a 
prefatory notice by his friend, Mr. Robert 
Buchanan, was issued in the series known 
as the ‘Canterbury Poets’ in 1892. From 
1867 to 1871 Noel performed the duties of 
a groom of the privy chamber to Quoen 
Victoria. He died very suddenly at Mainz 
on 26 May 1894. By his wife Alice, 
daughter of Paul de Broe, he left a son, 
Conrad Le Despencer Roden, and a daughter, 
Frances, 

His writings, besides those mentioned, in¬ 
clude ; 1. ‘ The Rad Flag and other Poems/ 
1872, 8vo. 2. ‘Livingstone in Africa: a 
Poem/ 1874,16mo. 8. ‘ The House of Ra- 
Yensburg: a Drama/ in five acts and in verse, 


1877. 4. ‘A Philosophy of Immortality/ 
1882. 6. ‘ Songs of the Heights and Deeps/ 
1886, 8vo. 6. ‘A Modem Faust and other 
Poems/ 1888, 8vo. 7. 1 Life of Lord Byron’ 
(Great Writers' SerieB), 1800, 8vo. 8. ‘ Poor 
People’s Ohristmas: a Poem/1890. He also 
edited a ‘ Selection from the Poems of Ed¬ 
mund Spenser/ 1887, 8vo, and the ‘ Plays 
of Thomas Otway’ for the Mermaid Series, 
1888, 8vo. 

[Art. by J. A. Symonds in Miles’s Poets of 
tho Nineteenth Oentury; Times, 28 May 1894; 
Athenaeum, Academy, and Saturday Review, 
2 June 1894; Spectator, lix. 766; Noel’s workB 
in the Brit. Mne. Library.] T. S. 

NOEL, THOMAS (1799-1861), poet, 
eldest eon of the Rev. Thomas Noel, was 
born at Kirkby-Mallory on 11 May 1799. 
His fathor, who had been presented to the 
livings of Kirkby-Mnllory and Elmethorpe, 
both m Leicestershire, by his kinsman Thomas 
Noel, viscount Wentworth, in 1798, died at 
Plymouth on 22 Aug. 1854, at the age of 
seventy-nine. The son, who graduated B.A. 
from Merton College, Oxford, in 1824, issued 
in 1888 a series of stanzas upon proverbs and 
scriptural texts, entitled 1 The Cottage Muse/ 
London (printed at Maidenhead), 8vo; and 
in 1811 ‘Village Verse’ and ‘llymes and 
Roundolayos/ London, 8vo. The latter 
volume includes a version of the ‘ Rat-tower 
Legend/ the ‘ Poor Voter’s Song/ the once 
well-known ‘ Pauper’s Drive/ often wrongly 
attributed to Thomas Hood, and pretty 
verses on the scenery of the Thames. Noel 
lived for many years in great seclusion at 
Boyne Hill, near Maidenhead; but in the 
autumn of 1868 he went to live at Brighton, 
whore ho died on 16 May 1861. Miss Mit- 
ford corresponded with him frequently, al¬ 
though they never met. Among other friends 
were Thomas Vardon, the librarian of the 
House of Commons, and Lady Byron, the 
wife of the poet, who was a distant connec¬ 
tion. By his wifB Emily, youngest daughter 
of Captain Halliday of Ham Lodge, Twicken¬ 
ham, Noel left two children. 

The ' Pauper’s Drive ’ and * A Thames 
Voyage’ are quoted in extenso and justly 
praised by Miss Milford in her ‘Recollec¬ 
tions of aLiterary Life.’ Tho former was set 
to music by Mr. Henry Russell in 1889. 
Noel also wrote tho words of the familiar 
song ‘ Rooked in the Cradle of the Deep/ 

[Foster's Alumni Oxon. 1716-1886; James 
Poyn's Literary Rocolleotions, pp. 87-92; Miss 
Mitfurd’s Recollections of a Literary Life, 1869, 
p,29; GentMag 1861,1,216; DailyTelegrsph, 
80 June 1894; Notes and Queries, 1st ser.x, 286, 
360, 463, 7th ser, xii. 486, 8th eer. 1 .163, vi. 62, 
160 ; private information,] T. S. 
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NOEL, WILLIAM (1695-1762), judge, 
tlie younger son of Sir John Noel, bart.,_of 
Kirby-Mallory, Leicestershire, by liis wife 
Mary, youngest daughter and co-heiress of 
Sir John Clobery, kt., of Bradstono, Devou- 
-liire, was born on 19 March 1695. He was 
educated at LichSeld grammar school, under 
the Rev. John Hunter ( Works of Thomas 
Newton, Bishop of Bristol, 1682, i. 8), and 
having been admitted n momber of the Inner 
Temple on 12 Feb. 1716, was called to the bar 
on 25 June 1721. At a by-electionin October 
1722 he was returned to the House of Com¬ 
mons for tlio borough of Stamford, which 
he continued to represent until June 1747. 
tie defended Richard Francklin, who was 
tried before Chief-justice Raymond in De¬ 
cember 1731 for publishing a libel in the 
‘Craftsman’ (Howull, State Trials, 1810, 
xvii. 602-3). He held the post of deputy- 
recorder of Stamford for some years, and m 
1738 became a king’s counsel and a bencher 
of the Inner Temple (28 April). On 11 l)eo. 
1746 he was appointed a momber of the 
committeo for preparing tho articles of im¬ 
peachment against Lord Lovat ( Commons’ 
Journals, xxv. 211), and during the trial in 
March 1747 replied to some objections which 
Lovat had raised in his defence (Howell, 
State Trials , xviii. 817-19). At the general 
election, in July 1747 Noel was returned for 
the borough of West Looe, Cornwall, and 
on 25 Oct. 1749 was appointed chief jus¬ 
tice of Chester ( Thirty-first Annual Report 
of the Deputy-Keeper of the Public Records, 
1870, p. 227). He was again returned for 
West Looe at the general election in April 
1754. Through Lord Hnrdwicke’e iuiluouco 
Noel succeeded Thomas Birch ns a justice of 
the common pleas in Maroh 1757, when he 
retired from parliament, but retained tho 
post of chief-justice of Cliostor (IIaiuus, 
Life of Lord Chancellor Rardwicke, 1847, 
iii. 110-11). On theaeoossion of his nephew, 
Sir Edward N oel, bart., to tho barony ofWent- 
wortli in 1746, Noel assumed the courtesy 
title of ‘ honourable.’ Ho was uovor knighted. 
No speech of his is to he found in tho ‘ Par¬ 
liamentary History,’ and but few of his judg¬ 
ments are reported. lie is described by 
Horace Walpole as ‘ a pompous man of little 
solidity,’ ana he is held up to ridicule in 
‘The Oausidicade’ (1743, lines 95-10G), 
Noel died on 8 Deo. 1762. 

Noel married Elizabeth, third daughter of 
Sir Thomas Trollope, hart., of Oa9owiok, 
Lincolnshire, by whom he had four daugh¬ 
ters, viz. (1) Susannah Maria, who becamo 
the second wife of Thomas Hill of Tern Hall, 
Shropshire, and diod on 14 Fob. 1760, aged 
41. Their son, Nool Hill, was created Baron 


Berwick on 19 May 1784; (2)Anne^dS 
unmarried; (3) Frances, wkomarriedBennet 
third earl of Ilarborougk, on 8 July lto’ 
and died on 13 Sept. 1760; and (4) Elira 


beth. 


[Fo‘b’s Judges of England, 1864, viii 349*,. 
M.irUn’s Maulers of the Bench of the Ink’ 
Temple, 1883, p. 71; Nichols’s Hist, of Leicra 
tershire, 1811, vol. iv. pi. n, pp. 707 , 770 
Nichols’s Literary Aueedotos, vi. 102, viii! 300 ’ 
Nichols’s Illustrations of Literary History ii’ 
34, iv. 498, vi. 311; Bttrke’B Extinct Peerim 
1883, p. 578 ; Burke’s Extinct Baronetage 18 at' 
p. S80; Gent. Mag. 1757p.33B, 1760 pp. 103 441' 
1762 p, 600; Official Return of Lists of Members 
of Parliament, pt. ii pp. 63, 0G, 76, 89, 99 , no 
Haydn’s Book of Dignities, 1890; Notes and’ 
Queries, 8 th sor. ii. 387.] G. F. R. B 


NOEL-FEARN, HENRY (1811-1868) 
miscellaneous writer and numismatist rs»» 

ClIItlSI’ltAS,] L 


NOEL-HILL, WILLIAM, third Basov 
Brniwunr (d. 1842). [Seo Hill.] 

NOKE or NOKES, JAMES (d. 1692 P), 
actor, belonged to a family whoso name, ac¬ 
cording to Malone, waB properly Noke. It is 
variously spelt Noke, Notes, Noalie, and 
Noakes. Tliomas Noke was yeoman of the 
guard to Ileury VIII, and Ashmole supplies 
a podigreo of Noke orNnake of Bray. James 
was, according to Tliomas Brown (‘Letters 
from the Dead to the Living,’ Works, ii. 18 
ed. 1707), in early life the keeper of a ‘Nick- 
nnckfttory or toy-shop . . . ovor against the 
Exchange ’ in Cornhill. lie joined in 1660 
tlio company nssombled at tlio Cockpit by 
R bodes, being one of six boy aolors who com¬ 
monly acted women’s parts (Downras, Roscius 
Any/icamis). In tho same company was Ro¬ 
bert Nokes (d. 1673P), an older brother. Ab 
D ownes speaks of both simply as Nokes, it 
is at times impossible to tell which actor is 
moant. Ilis first mention of Nokes is as 
Norfolk in ‘ King Henry VIII.’ Fepys Baw 
this at Lincoln’s Inn Fields, 1 Jan. 1603-4. 
It had possibly been played before. On ac¬ 
count of the insignificance of the part, 
Davies ( Dramatic Mhcellanios), and after 
him Bellchambers, in his edition of Cibber’s 
1 Apology,’ assume tins to have been Robert 
Nokes, Curll, in ‘ The History of the Eng¬ 
lish Si age,’ which ho attributes to Betterton, 
assigns the part to Jamos, and says that 
‘ King Charles the Second first discovered 
liis excellencies as ho was acting the Duke 
of Norfolk in Shalcaspenre’s “ Henry VHI.’" 
The first part that can safely he assigned 
him is Florimel in the 1 Maid in tlie Mill’ of 
Beaumont and Fletchor, which he played, 
1659, os a member of Rhodes's company at 
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the Cockpit in Drury Lone (Downes) or 
elsewhere, When the company came, as the 
Duke’s, under the control of Sir William 
D'Avenant [q. v.1, Nokes was the original 
Puny in Cowley's‘Cutter of Coleman Street/ 
,it Lincoln’s Inn Fields (18 Dec. 1861). The 
part of Menanthe in Sir Robert Stapleton’s 
* Slighted Maid/ acted, not foT the first 
time, 28 May 1068, is assigned to Nokes the 
younger. In the following year James was Sir 
Nicholas Cully in Etherege’s 1 Comical Re¬ 
venge, or Love in a Tub/ licensed for print¬ 
ing 0 July 1664, and, 13 Aug., Constable of 
France in Lord Orrery’s ‘Henry V.’ Ou 
10 Aug. 1667 he was Sir Martin Mar-all in 
Dryden's play of that name, based on a 
translation by the Duke of Newcastle of 
‘ L’ktourdi ’ of Moliere. Dryden purposely 
adapted the part to the manner of Nokes's 
acting, and it was his best rdle. With one 
or two exceptions the parts played by Nokes 
are all original. On 0 Feb. he was Sir Oliver 
Cockwood in Etherege’s * She would if she 
could.’ Ninny in Shadwell’s ‘ Sullen Lovers, 
or the Impertinents,’ followed, 5 May. In 
1609 ho played Sir Arthur Addel in ‘ Sir 
Solomon, or the Cautious Coxcomb/ adapted 
by Caryll from ‘ L’Ecole des Femmes.’ In 
the piece played before the court at Dover, in 
May 1070, Nokes wore an exceedingly ehort 
laced coat, deriding the French fashion of 
dreBs. The Duke of Monmouth gave him from 
his side his own sword (which Nokes kept ' to 
his dying day’), and himself budded it on, 
that Nokes ‘ might ape the French.’ At ‘ his 
first entrance he put the king and court into 
an excessive laughter, and the French were 
much chagrined to see themselves aped by 
such a buffoon as Sir Arthur’ (Downes), In 
Betterton's ‘Amorous Widow, or Wauton 
Wife/ adapted from Georges DanJin, Nokes 
was Sir Barnaby Brittle. In 1071 the com- 
any migrated to Dorset Garden. Here, in 
671, Nokes was Old Jordan in the ‘ Citizen 
turn’d Gentleman, or Mamamouclii/ adapted 
by Ravenscroft from ‘M. de Porceaugnac ’ 
and ‘ Lc Bourgeois Gentilhomme ’ of Molibre, 
Nokes in this 1 pleased the king and court 
better than in any character except Sir Mar¬ 
tin Mairall ’ (Downes). He was also Mr. 
Anthony in the Earl of Orrery’s play of that 
name. Genest assumes that in 1672 he was 
Monsieur de Paris in Wycherley’s ‘ Gentleman 
Dancing Master.’ His name nppaars to Biskot 
in Shadwell’s ‘Epsom Wells/ and to the 
Nupsb in Nevil Payne’s ‘Fatal Jealousy/ 
licensed 22 Nov. 1672. So much laughter did 
he cause in the last-named part that he was 
♦henceforth known as Nurso Nokes. It was 
doubtless due to the success of this impersona¬ 
tion that he played, eighty ears later, the N urse 
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in the ‘ History and Fall of Coius Marius/ 
Otway’s adaptation of ‘ Eomco and Juliet.' 
In the epilogue to this piece Mrs. Barry 
said:— 

And now for you who here come wrapt in 
cloaks, 

Only for love of Underhill [Sulpitms] and 
Nurse Nokes. 

Meanwhile Nokes had played, in 1673, 
Poloniua, and originated, in !676, Bubble, iu 
Durfey’s ‘ Fond Husband, or the Plotting 
Sisters | ’ Toby, in Durfey’s ‘ Madam Fickle, 
or The Witty False One; ’ in 1677 Gripe in 
Otway’s 'Cheats of Scapin;' in 1678 Sir 
Credulous Easy in Mrs. Bohn's ‘ Sir Patient 
Fancy;’ Squire Oldsuppin Durfey’s pieco of 
the same name; and, Genest holds, Limber- 
ham in Dryden’s ‘ Limberham, or the Kind 
Keeper;’ also, in 1070, Sir Signal Buffoon 
in Mrs. Belm’s ‘ Feigned Courtezans, or a 
Night’s Intrigue.’ Another female character 
of little importance was played in 1680— 
viz. Lady Beardly in Durfey’s ‘ Virtuous 
Wife or Good Luck at Last.’ In 1681 Nokes’s 
name appears to six characters, all original, 
consisting of Fetlierfool in Mrs. Behn’s 
' Rover, Pt. ii.’ Vindicius in Lee's ‘ Lucius 
Junius Brutus, the Father of his Country;’ 
Sir David DuncB in Otway’s ‘ Soldier’s For¬ 
tune;’Gomez in Dryden’s ‘Spanish Friar;’ 
Sir Timothy Treatail in Mrs. Belm’s ‘City 
Heiress;’ and Poltrot in Lee’s 'Princess of 
Claves/ In 1682 ho waB Doodle iu Ravens- 
croft’s ‘ London Cuckolds ’ and Francisco in 
Mrs. Bohn’s 1 False Count/ After the union of 
the two companies (November 1682) Nokes 
acted at tke Theatre Royal (Drury Lane) 
Cokes iu a revival of Jonson’s ‘Bartholomew 
Fair.’ In 1684 he was Cringe in the ‘Factious 
Citizen' (anon.’); in 1086 Mogsera, ‘an old 
hag/ in Durfoy’s ‘ Banditti, or a Lady’s Dis¬ 
tress; ' iu 1687 Sir Cautious Fulbank in Mrs. 
Behn’s 'Lucky Ohanoe, or an Alderman’s 
Bargain;’ iu 1088 Cooklsbraiu in ‘Fool’s 
Preferment, or the throe Dukes of Dun¬ 
stable/ Durfey’s alteration of Fletcher’s 
‘Noble Gentleman/ and Ihe ElderTelford, a 
part subsequently resigned, iu Shadwell’s 
‘ Squire of Alsatia; ’ in 1889 Sir Humphrey 
Noddy in Shad well's ‘Bury Fair' and Spruce 
in Carlile’s ‘Fortuno Hunters, or two Fools 
well met;' in 1000 Don Lopez inMountfort’s 
‘ S uccessful Strangers/ and Sosia in Dryden’s 
‘Amphitryon;’ and in 1601 SerjeantEither- 
side in ' Ifing Edward the Third, with the 
Full of Mortimer,’ asoribed to Mountfort; 
Raison iu Mountfort’s 1 GreenwiohPark/ and 
Sir John in a revival of the ‘Merry Devil of 
Edmonton.’ Those are all the characters 
that can be traced. Though he is stated to 
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have spent much of his time at the ‘ tables 
of dissipation ’ (of. Notes and Queries, I. xi. 
805), Notes retired from the stage with 
money enough to purchase an estate at Tot- 
taridge,near jBaimet, worth.4001, a year, which 
he left to his nephew. Here he is supposed to 
have died. According to Oolioy Gibber, Nokes, 
Mountfort, and Leigh all died in the same 
year—1092. 

Notes was an excellent comedian, to whose 
merit Oibber bears ungrudging testimony, 
pis person was of middle size, his voice clear 
and audible, his natural countenance grave 
and sober, but the moment he spoke ‘ the 
settled seriousness of his features was utterly 
discharged, and a dry drollery, or laughing 
levity took.,. full possession of him.... In 
some of his low characters he had a shuffling 
shamble in his gait, with so contentod an 
ignorance in his aspect, and an awkward ab¬ 
surdity in bis gesture, that, had younot known 
him, you could not have believed that, natu¬ 
rally, he could have had a grain of common- 
sense ’ (Cnvrain., Apology, cd. Lowe, i. 146). 
Cibber also says that the general con versa! ion 
of Nokes conveyed the idea that he was re¬ 
hearsing a play, and adds that, though lie 
has in his memory tho sound of every line 
Nokes spoke, he essayed in vain to mimic 
him. To tell liow he acted parts such os 
Sir Martin Mar-all, Sir Nicholas dully, 
Bamahy Brittle, Sir Davy Dunce, Sosia, &c., 
is beyond the ranch of criticism. On his first 
entrance he produced general laughtor. ‘ Yot 
the louder the laugh the graver was his look. 
... In the ludicrous durnese which, by the 
laws of comedy,folly is ofteninvolvcd in, he 
sunk into such a mixture of piteous pusil¬ 
lanimity, and a consternation so ruofully 
ridiculous and inconsolable, that, when ho 
had shook you to a fatigue of laughter, it 
became a moot point whether you ought not 
to have pitied him. When he debatod any 
matter by lnmsolf, he would shut up his 
mouth with a dumb, studious powt, and roll 
liis eyes into such a vacant amazement- 
such a palpable ignorance of what 1o think 
of it, that his silent perplexity (which would 
sometimes i hold him several minutes) gave 
your imagination as full content as anything 
he could say upon i, 141 et seq.) After 

n parallel with Leigh, Oibber gave Nokes 
the preference. Davies conjectures that 
Nokes, 1 whose face was a comedy,’ played 
the Fool to Belterton’s Lear (Dram. Miso, 
ii. 267). Tom Brown abo praises Nokes's 
comic gifts. In Lord Orrery’s ‘Mr, Antony,’ 
Nokes, armed with a blunderbuss, fought a 
comic duel with Angel, armed with a bow 
and arrow. In his elegy on the death of 
Philips, Edmund Smith, quoted by Davies, 


Nolan 

bears tribute to Nokes's burlesque gifts'*"^ 
portrait is known. 

[Works cited; Gonost’s Account of the Sta BB 
Betterton or Oldys’s History of the English 
Siugc.] J. % 

NOLAN, FREDERICK (1784-1864) 
divine, born at Old Rathmines Oastle co 
D ublin, the Boat of his grandfather, on 9 Feb 
1784, was third son of Edward Nolan of St’ 
Peter’s, Dublin, by his wife Florinda. In 
1796 he entered Trinity College, Dublin but 
did not graduate, and on 19 Nov. 1808 ’ma¬ 
triculated at Oxford as a gentleman com¬ 
moner of Exeter Colloge, chiefly in order to 
study at the Bodleian and other libraries. 
He passed his examination for the degree of 
B.O.Tj. in 1806, but he did not lake it until 
1828, when he proceeded D.O.L. at the same 
time (Foster, Alumni O.von. 1716-1886, iii, 
1026). He was ordained in August 1806,’and 
after serving curacies at Woodford, Hackney, 
and St. Benet Fink, London, he was presented’ 
on 26 Oct. 1822, to the vicarage of Prittle- 
woll, Essex. In 1814 he was appointed to 
preach tho Boyle lecture, in 1888 llieBamp- 
ton lecture at Oxford, and during 18384 
the Warburtonian lecture, being the only 
clergyman who had hitherto been selectecl 
to deliver these three great lectures in suc¬ 
cession. 

Nolan enjoyed in his day considerable re¬ 
putation as a theologian and linguist. His 
religious views were evangelical, and he was 
strongly opposed to the Oxford movement. 
He was a follow of the Royal Society in 
1882. Some of his works wore printed at 
a press which he set up nt Prittlewell. He 
died at Geraldstown House, eo. Navnn, on 
10 Sopt. 1804, and was buried in the ances¬ 
tral vault in Navon churchyard. He was 
married, but loft no issue, and with him the 
family became extinct. 

His chief works wero: 1, ‘ The Romantick 
Mythology, in two parts. To which is sub¬ 
joined a Letter illustrating the origin of the 
marvellous Iinagory, particularly os it ap 
pears to be derived from Golhiok Mythology, 
4to, London, 1809. 2. ‘ An Inquiry into 

the nature and extent of Pootick Licence,’ 
8vo, London 1810; published under the pseu¬ 
donym of 1 N. A, vigors, jun., Esq.’ 8. ‘The 
Operations of the Iloly Ghost, illustrated 
and oonfirmod by Scriptural Authorities, in 
a series of sermons evincing the wisdom... 
of the Economy of Grace,’ 8vo, London, 1818. 
4. ‘An Inquiry into the Integrity of the 
Greek Vulgate, or Received Text of the New 
Testament, etc.’ 8vo, London, 1816 (a‘Sup¬ 
plement’followed in 1880). 5,‘Fragments 
of a oivick feast: being a Key to Mr. volney’s 
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“Ruins: or, the Revolutions of Empires; by a 
Reformer,” ’ Sro, London, 1819. In this work 
the ‘revolutionary and sceptical opinions' of 
Volney are refuted. 6. ‘AHarmomcal Gram¬ 
mar of the principal ancient and modem 
Languages; viz. the Latin, Greek, Hebrew, 
Chaldee, Syriac, and Samaritan, the French, 
Italian, Spanish, Portuguese, German, and 
Modem Greek,’ 2 parts, 12mo, London, 1822 
(most of these grammars had oaon published 
separately in 1819 and 1821). 7. ‘ The Ex¬ 
pectations formed by the Assyrians that a 
Great Deliverer would appear about the time 
of our Lord’s Advent demonstrated,’ 8vo, 
London fPrittlewell printed], 1828. 8. ‘ The 
Time of the Millennium investigated, and its 
Nature determined on Scriptural Grounds,’ 
8vo, London [Prittlewell, privately printed], 
1881. Thelast two works form par tor Nolan’s 
‘Boyle Lectures.’ After their delivery mate¬ 
rials accumulated under his researches for a 
work of considerable extent, to be entitled ‘ A 
Demonstration of Revelation, from the Sign 
of the Sabbath,’ but he did not complete it. 
0. ‘The Analogy of Revelation and Science 
established ’ (Bampton Lectures), 8vo, Ox¬ 
ford, 1883. 10. ‘ The Chronological Prophe¬ 
cies as constituting a Connected System ’ 
(Warburton Lectures), 8vo, London, 1887. 
11. 1 The Evangelical Character of Christi¬ 
anity ... asserted and vindicated,' 18mo, Lon¬ 
don, 1888. 12. ‘ The Catholic Character of! 

Christianity as recognised by the Reformed 
Church, in opposition to the comvpttraditions 
of the Church of Romo, asserted,’ 18mo, Lon¬ 
don, 1889; this was the first work published 
in reply to 1 Tracts for the Times.’ 18. ‘ The 
Egyptian Chronology analysed, its theory 
developed and praetioally applied, and con¬ 
firmed in its dates and details, from its agree¬ 
ment with the Hieroglyphic Monuments and 
the Scripture Chronology,’ 8vo,London, Ox¬ 
ford [printed], 1848. 

[Gant.Mag. 1881.pt. il.pp, 788-BI.] G. G. 

NOLAN, LEWIS EDWARD (1820 P- 
1864), captain 16th hussars and writer on 
cavalry, bom about 1820, was son of Major 
Babington Nolan, sometime of tho 70th foot, 
and afterwards British vice-consul at Milan. 
Two brothers, like himself, lost their lives in 
battle. Obtaining a commission in an Hunga¬ 
rian hussarregiment, he was a pupil of Colonel 
Haas, the instructor of the Austrian imperial 
cavalry, and served with theregiment inHun- 
gary and on the Polish frontier. Leaving tha 
imperial he entered tho British service by 

? urchase as ensign in the 4th king's own foot 
5 March 1889, and on 28 April was trans¬ 
ferred to the 16th king^s huesars, then ordered 
to India,as comet,paying thedineronce in the 


value of the commission. lie purchased his 
lieutenancy in the regiment 19 June 1841, 
and his troop 8 March 1850. He was some 
time aide-de-campto Lieutenant-general Sir 
George Frederick Berkeley, commanding the 
troops in Madras, and afterwards extra aide- 
de-camp to the governor, Sir Henry Pottin- 
ger. When the regiment was ordered home in. 
1868, Nolan got leave to travel in Russia, and 
visited the principal military stations. He 
was sent to Turkey in advance of the eastern 
expedition to make arrangements for the re¬ 
ception of the cavalry of the force, and to 
buy up horses. He landed in the Crimea as 
aide-de-camp to the quartermaster-general, 
Colonel Richard (afterwards Lord) Airey 
[q. v.], and was present at the Alma. 

AtBalaklava, on 26 Oct. 1864, by express 
desire of Lord Raglan, the commander-in¬ 
chief, Nolan carried a written order to Lord 
Lucan, the officer commanding the British 
cavalry, bidding him prevent the Russians 
from carrying away some English guns which 
they had just taken from Turkish troops 
underLiprondi. Thegunswere on the cause¬ 
way heights away on the front of the light 
brigade (Kinglake, v. 218-19). Lucan ex¬ 
pressed doubt about the meaning of tho order, 
and subsequently alleged want of respect to- 
waidB himself on Nolan’s part. ‘ Where are 
we to advance?' he asked; and Nolan re¬ 
plied, ‘There’s your enemy, and there are 
the guns, my lord 1 ’ Lucan, in after years, 
always asserted that the guns were not visible 
where he received the order, although they 
could be plainly seen by Lord Raglan’s staff 
on the higher ground. Lord Cardigan [see 
Bbubeitdi.t,, James Thomas], in command of 
the light brigade, received the order direct 
from Lucan himself, but wrongly understood 
the instructions to mean a charge straight 
down the valley, past the guns, against the 
Russian batteries at the far end. The brigade 
had just got into motion—Cardigan loading, 
with the 18th light dragoons (now hussars) 
and the 17th Ianjers as liis first line—when 
Nolan was seen riding obliquely across the 
advance and gesticulating. It was assumed 
that he was malting an excited attempt to 
hurry on the charge, but in reality be appears 
to have been endeavouring, as an officer of the 
quartermaster-general’s staff, to divert the 
brigade from its course down the valley to 
its nearer and intended objective on the right 
front. A fragment of Russian shell from the 
first gun fired struck him on the chest, laying 
it open to the heart. For a moment his body, 
with rigid uplifted sword-arm, was borne 
along the front, and then dropped from the 
saddle in a squadron interval or the 18th dra¬ 
goons as the brigade swept onward into the 
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‘ ralley of death.’ Twenty minutes later, 
when the survivors of the ‘six hundred’ 
were coming in, Cardigan broke out in a 
complaint of Nolan’s interference, but Lord 
Raglan checked him by remarking that just 
before he had all but ridden over Nolan’s 
lifeless body. 

Nolan was a most accomplished soldier— 
he spoke five European languages and seve¬ 
ral Indian dialects; he was a superb rider 
and swordsman, winner of some of the stiffest 
steeplechases ever ridden in Madras, and an 
enthusiast in all relating to his am, with 
unbounded faith in its capabilities when 
rightly handled. He was the author of a 
work on ‘Breaking Cavalry Horses,’ an 
adaptation of Bauchir’s method to British 
military requirements, an edition of which, 
revised by the author, was published pos¬ 
thumously in 1861, and also of a hook on 
‘ Oavalrv ’ (London, 1861), which attracted 
a good deal of notice at its first appearance. 
But although a dashing, impetuous soldier, 
Nolan, in the eyes of most of the officers of 
the cavalry division, was ‘ a man who had 
written a hook/ who was full of new-fangled 
ideas, and was too ready at expressing them. 

[Hart’s Army Lists; Kinglako’a Invasion of 
the Crimea, cabinet edition, vole. ii. and iii. and 
vol. v. passim; Lord George Paget's Light Bri- 

§ ade jo the Crimea, 1881; Nolan’s writings; 
-ent Mag. 1855, pt. i. p. 83; a portrait of 
Nolan from a painting, token in India, appeared 
in the Illustr. London News, 24 Nov. 1851,1 

H. M. 0. 

NOLAN, MICHAEL (d. 1827), legal 
author, born in Ireland, was admitted an 
attorney of the court of exchequer in that 
country about 1787, and was called to the 
English bar at Lincoln’s Inn in 1702. In 
1793 he published ‘ Reports of Cases relative 
to the Duty and Office of a Justice of Peace 
from 1701 to 1798/ London, 8vo. Ue prac¬ 
tised as a special pleader on the home circuit 
and at the Surrey sessions, gained great ex¬ 
perience of the details of the poor law, and 
some oelebrity in the legal world as the author 
of 4 A Treatise of the Laws for the Relief 
and Settlement of the Poor/ London, 1806, 
2 vols. 8vo j 4th edit, in 1826, 3 vols. 8vo. 
As member for Barnstaple in the parliament 
of 1820-6 he introduced, the Poor Law Re¬ 
form Bills of 1822-8-4. He retired from 
parliament in Mavohl824 on being appointed 
justice of the counties of Brecon, Glamorgan, 
and Radnor. He died in 1827. 

Nolan edited the ‘Reports’ of Sir John 
Strange [q.v.], London, 1796, 2 vols. 8vo, 
and was one of the joint editors of the ‘Sup¬ 
plement’ to Yiner’s ‘Abridgment/ London, 
1709-1808. 8 vols. 8vo. Besides the work 


on the poor laws he published: 1 A Syllabic 
of Lectures intended to bo delivered m Pur¬ 
suance of an Order of the Hon. Soc. of Lin¬ 
coln’s Inn in their Hall/ London, 1796,8vo" 
end a ‘ Speech . .. delivered in the House of 
Commons, Wednesday, July 10, 1822 on 
moving for leave to bring in a Bill to alter 
and amend the Laws for ths Relief of the 
Poor/ London, 1822, 8vo. 

[Wilson’s Dublin Registry, 1788, p. hjj. 
Rose's Biogr. Diet.; Webb's Compend! Irish 
Biog j Marvin’s Legal Bibliogr.; Hansard, new 
sor. vols. vii. x.] J. jj, 

NOLLEKENS, JOSEPH (1737-1823) 
soulptor, seoond son of Joseph Fronciscus 
Nollekens [q.v.], was horn in Dean Street 
Soho, 11 Aug. 1787, and was bnptised the 
same day at the Roman catholic chapel in 
Duke Street, Lincoln’s Inn Fields. After the 
death of ‘ Old Nollekens ’ in 1747, his widow 
married a Welshman named Williams, and 
settled with her husband in the Principality, 
placing the hoy Joseph with the sculptor 
Peter Scheemakei'B, who, like the elder Kol- 
lekens, was a native of Antwerp. 

Joseph is said to have been looked upon by 
the denizens of Vine Street, Piccadilly, where 
Seheemakers had his studio, as ‘ a civil, in¬ 
offensive lad, not particularly bright.’ The 
latter part of this description is borne out by 
what we learn of him in lator years. Indeed, 
in everything outside hie artistic faculty Nol¬ 
lekens seems to have exhibited not only the 
ignorance due to a neglected education, but 
a perversity akin to imbecility. He had in¬ 
herited from his father a passionate love of 
money, which displayed itself even in child¬ 
hood, Yet the wife of his master said of him 
that 1 Joey was so honest, she could alwayB 
trust him to stone the raisins.’ He took a 
sincere delight in modelling, his only other 
diversion being bell-tolling. The lad woa at¬ 
tracted by the prizes offered by the Society of 
Arts, and, according to the books of the society, 
he was in 1760adjudged 167.16s. for a model 
in day of figures; in 1760, for a modelm 
olay, a bas-relief, 817, 10s,; und in the same 
year, for a model in clay of a dancing faun, 
107.10s. Having amassed a little hoard dur¬ 
ing ten years of hard work, Nollekens deter¬ 
mined to visit Italy, He started for Nome 
in 1760. Ilis small stack of money being 
reduced to twenty-one guineas on his arrival, 
ho sent to England a model, for which he 
received ten guineas from the Society of Arts; 
and in 1762 he was further encouraged by a 
premium of fifty guineas for a marble bas- 
relief of ‘ Timocles conducted before Alex¬ 
ander.’ But the foundation of his future 
wealth was probably laid by his introduction 
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in Rome to Garrick, by whom he was re¬ 
ceived with great cordiality. The actor com¬ 
missioned him to execute a bust, for which 
twelve guineas ‘m gold ’ were paid. This, 
jCoEekens's maiden effort in portraiture, was 
so successful that Sterne, who was in Roma, 
also consented to sit. The result was a bust 
for which Nollekens himself had a great 
nartialitv. Even in his period of full deve¬ 
lopment'it was held to be among his best 
achievements, as is shown by its intro¬ 
duction into the sculptor’s portrait by Dance. 
But Nollekens endeavoured to make money 
by other means during his sojourn in Rome, 
Re took an active part in the traffic in, aud 
restoration of, antiques. Ilis first venture in 
this line was the purchase of some fine 
specimens of ancient terra-cottas from 
labourers employed in the gravel-pits at the 
Porta Latina, who had found them at the 
bottom of a disused well. Those, which he 
secured for a very trifling sum, he eventually 
sold to the well-known collector Townley, 
They ware included ainongthe marbles bought 
by government after Townley's death, and 
are now in the British Museum. Other 
wealthy men employed him as their agent 
in the collection of antiques; and he is said 
to have bought great numbers of fragments 
on his own account, to have supplied them 
with missing heads and limbs, which he 
stained with tobacco-water, and then to have 
sold them as dubious treasures for imposing 
sums. By these devices Nollekens amassed 
the meanBto become a speculator on the Stock 
Exchange, where he was so successful that 
on his return to England in 1770 he was 
able to take the house vacated by Francis 
Milner Newton, R.A. [q. v.l (No. 9 Mortimer 
Street), and to set up a studio. He brought 
over a large collection of antiques, drawings, 
coins, and casts of his own busts. Thcso 
last he characteristically turned to account 
by filling them with silk stockings, lace 
lufileB, and other articles liable to duty. 

Ilis reputation had already reachod Eng¬ 
land, and hie bust a bocamc almost os popular 
among fashionable people as Sir Joshua’s 
portraits. In 1771 lie began to contribute 
regularly to the Royal Academy, and In that 
year was elected an associate. In 1772 lie 
became a frill member, the king himself con¬ 
firming the choice, on signing the. diploma, 
by a compliment, and a commission for a 
bust. In the same year the sculptor married 
Mary, the second daughter of Saunders 
'Welch. Welch, who succeeded Fielding as 
one of the justices of the peace for West¬ 
minster, was an intimate friend of Johnson, 
and the latter extended his regard to his 
friend's daughters. Mrs. Nollekens is de¬ 


scribed ns having clairnB to he considered o 
beauty; her elegant figure and auburn ring¬ 
lets, the pride she showed in the compliments 
of Dr. Johnson (who declared he would him¬ 
self have been her suitor had not his friend 
been too prompt), her avaricious character, 
her petty jealousies, and the exhibitions of 
what Nollekons called her 1 ecorney ’ temper 
have all been noted by the pitiless biographer 
of her husband. Nollekens had chosen a 
partner who ably seconded him in his mania 
lor sordid economics, The description of 
their household is almost incredible, when 
we oonsider that Nollekens was reckoning 
liis income by thousands, and left a fortune 
of 200,0007 Ludicrous tales ore told of his 
own and his wife’s parsimony—how when 
Lord Londonderry sat for his bust on a cold 
day, and put coals on the scanty fire in the 
sculptor’s momentary absence, he was re¬ 
proved bv Mrs. Nollekens ; how Mrs. Nol¬ 
lekens fed her dogs by taking them to prowl 
round the butchers’ stalls in Oxford Market; 
how Nollekens pocketed the nutmegs pro¬ 
vided for the hot negus at the Academy 
dinners, and purloined the sweetmeats from 
dessert wlion he dinod out; how ho sat in the 
darktosave a candle, and wrangled with the 
cobbler for a few extra nails in his old shoes; 
how ho owned hut two shirts, two coats, 
and one pair of small clothes. Yet Nol¬ 
lekons reckoned Reynolds and Johnson 
among his friends; ho was capable of sudden 
freaks of generosity, and, especially towards 
the close of his life, would astonish needy 
acquaintances with considerable gifts. In 
his last years, when partially paralysed, and 
in a state of senile imbecility, he was sur¬ 
rounded by parasites who hoped to benefit by 
Ins will. The Caleb IVliitafoord of Gold¬ 
smith’s ‘ Retaliation,’ or rather, perhaps, of 
the spurious appendix to the poem, was 
among the more assiduous of these. After 
his wife’s death in 1817 hie house was man¬ 
aged mainly by an old female servant, known 
in the neighbourhood as ‘ Black Bet,’ hut 
nicknamed ‘ Bronze ’ by his pupils, from the 
darkness of her skin. In his eightieth, year 
ho made on unsuccessful oifor of marriage 
to Mrs. ZolFany, the painter’s widow. The 
ministrations of aland-heartedwoman named 
Holt, formerly his wife’s companion, insured 
him a certain decree of comfort for the last 
two years of his lifB. He died in his house in 
Mortimer Street on 28 April 1823, and was 
buried in Pftddingi on polish church. He had 
remained through life a member of the church 
of Rome, but was nevor a rigid obseivor of 
its forms. His will was a curious document, 
with many codioils. The bulk of his large 
fortune, after deducting a host of Bmall 
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legacies, he left to Francis Russell Palmer, 
Francis Douce, and Thomas Kerrich [q, v.J 
Sir William Beechey and John Thomas 
Smith, afterwards keeper of tha prints in the 
British Museum, a former pupil, who became 
his master’s biographer, were appointed exe¬ 
cutors, each receiving a legacy of 100/, All 
the tools and marble on the premises were 
given to his carver, Alexander Goblet. His 
collection of antiques, busts, and models 
were, under his directions, sold by Christie in 
Mortimer Street on S July 1823, and at ihe 
■auctioneer's own rooms in Pall Mall on the 
two days following (seo Sale Catalogue in 
the British Museum with the prices realised 
on the first day). His prints and drawings 
were sold by Messrs. Evans of King Street. 

In person Nollekens was grotesquely ill- 
proportioned. Ilis small stature gained him 
the nickname of ‘Little Nolly’ among his 
intimates; but hie head was or unusual size, 
his neck short, his shoulders narrow, and his 
body too large. His nose, we are told, ‘ re¬ 
sembled the rudder of an Antwerp packet- 
boat,’ and his legs were very much bowed, 

The record of Nollekens’s artistic activity 
is long and honourable. From 1771 to 1810 
he was a constant contributor to the Royal 
Academy. His last works shown there in¬ 
cluded busts of Mr. Ooutts the banker, Lord 
Liverpool, and the Duke of Newcastle. He 
was a most industrious worker, rising always 
at dawn to water his clay and begin his 
day’s labour. Even when infirmities had 
reduced him to dotage he was fond of 
amusing himself by modelling, and shortly 
before his death executed a little group from 
a design by Beechev. Among his sitters for 
busts were George III, the Prince and Prin¬ 
cess of Wales, the Duke and Duchess of 
York, the Duke of Cumberland, the Duchess 
of Argyll, Sir Joseph Banks, the Duko of 
Bedford, Dr. Burney, George Canning, Lord 
Castlereagh, Lord and Lady Ohurlomont, 
Charles James Fox, Lord Grenville, David 
Garrick, Oliver Goldsmith, Dr. Johnson, 
General Paoli, William Pitt, the Empress 
of Russia, and the Duke of Wellington. By 
his ‘ stock pieces,’ the busts of Pitt and Fox, 
he made large sums. Pitt would never con¬ 
sent to sit to him, and the bust was modelled 
from a death-mask and from the well-known 
ortrnit by lloppner. Nollekens is said to 
ave sold sovonly-four replicas in marble at 
120 guineas each, and six huudrod casts at 
six guineas. His statue of Pitt in tho 
Senate House at Cambridge, for which he 
received altogether 4,000f, was carried out 
from the same materials. 

Ills work as a sculptor of monuments was 
considerable, the bestltnownbeing the monu¬ 


ment to ‘the three captains ’ in Westminster 
Abbey, and that to Mrs. Howard in CorW 
Ohuroh,Cumberland. The ‘ Captains’menu 
ment was left in his studio for fourteen 
years, waiting for the inscription. Nollekens 
lost patience at last, and forced a conclusion 
by a personal appeal to George III. Of im 
ideal statues the most popular were tho 
nude female figures, technically known ns 
‘ Venuses,’ the best of which were perhnw 
the ‘ Venus chiding Cupid,’ executed for Lord 
Yarborough; the ‘Venus anointing her Hair' 
bought at the sale by Mrs. Palmer- the 
‘Venus with the Sandal,’ and—his’own 
favourite production—the Venus seated with 
her arms round her legs, the model of which 
was bought by Lord Egremont, and carved 
in marble after its author’s death by Eossi 
It is now at Petwortk. For Townley 
he restored the small Venus now in the 
British Museum by tho addition of a pur of 
arms. A figure of Mercury, modelled from 
his pupil Smith, and exhibited at the Royal 
Academy in 1783, Walpole describes as ‘the 
best piece in the wliolo exhibition—arch- 
flesh most soft.’ An indiilbront draughts¬ 
man, and possessing but the scantiest know¬ 
ledge of anatomy, Nollekens combined taste 
with felicity in seizing upon the character¬ 
istic points of a sitter. His busts are never 
without vitality. In more ambitious things 
his treatment of the marble is excellent; 
his conventional draperies are well oast, and 
his management of the stock motives of his 
time iB governed by a real sense of deco¬ 
rative coherence. Modern ideas find no 
presage in his work, but he treated those of 
Iiis day with skill and intelligence. 

Two portraits of Nollekens—one by Lemuel 
F. Abbott and the other by James Lonsdale 
—are in the National Portrait Gallery. A 
third picture, by Harlow, belonged to the 
Baroness Burdett-Uoutts; and a fourth, by 
an anonymous artist, is in the Fitzwilliam 
Museum, Cambridge. 

[Nollekens and his Times, by John Thomas 
Smith, keeper of the prints in the British 
Museum fa candid and uncomplimentary bio¬ 
graphy, from which some deductions hare to bo 
made; for the author, although intimateuith 
the sculptor, did not, as ho probably expacted to 
do, honoflt under his will), 1829—a new edition 
edited by Mr. Edmund Gosso, 1894; Boswell's 
Life of Johnson, ed. Hill; Leslie's Life and 
Times of Sir Joshua Reynolds, continued by Tom 
Taylor; Redgrave’s Dictionary of Artiste of the 
British School; Catalogue of the Sale of Nol¬ 
lekens ; Hints to Joseph Nollekens, esq., R.A., 
on bis modelling a Bust of Lord Grenville; Prin¬ 
cess Lichtenstein’s Holland House; Wnlpole’s 
Letters.] W. A. 
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NOLLERENS, JOSEPH FRANCIS 
(1702-1748), painter, commonly called * Old 
Nollekens,’ was bom at Antwerp on 10 June 
1702 and baptised as Corneille Francois Nol- 
lekens. His father, Jean Baptiste, a painter 
of no importance, practised for a time in 
England, but eventually settled in France. 
There, it is said, the son studied under 
Watteau, whose style and choice of subject 
he to some extent imitated. He certainly 
studied for a time under Giovanni Paolo 
Panini. He came to England in 1783, and 
married one Mary Anne Ls Sacq, by whom 
he had five children, viz. John Joseph, Joseph 
(the sculptor), Maria Joanna Sophia, Jacobus, 
and Thomas Charles. Of these only Joseph, 
the sculptor, settled in England. 

On his first arrival in this country Old 
Nollekens was much employed in making 
copies from Watteau and Panini. He also 
carried out decorative works at Stowe for 
Lord Cobham, and painted several pieturss 
for the Marquis of Stafford at Trentham. 
His chief patron, however, was Sir Richard 
Child, earl Tylney, for whom he painted a 
number of conversation pieces, tfSfes cham- 
pStres, and the like, the sconeB being laid as 
a rule in the gardens of Wanstead House. 
Several of these were included in the sole 
held at Wanstead in 1822, one,an'Interior of 
the Saloon at Wanstead, with an assemblage 
of ladies and gentlemen,’ fetching the com¬ 
paratively high price of1270*. At Windsor 
there is a picture by him in which portraits 
of Frederick, prince of Wales, and his sisters 
are introduced. 

According to Northcote, whose authority 
is said to have been Thomas Banks the 
sculptor, Cld Nollekens owed his death to his 
nervous terrors for his property. The fact 
that he was a Roman catholic, and reputed 
to he a miser, contributed to increase his 
anxiety. Dread of robbery finally threw the 
artist into a nervous illness j he lingered, 
however, until 21 Jan. 1748, when he died 
at his house in Dean Street, Soho. He wns 
buried at Paddington. 

[Walpole’s Anecd. of Painting in England; 
Redgrave's Diet, of Artists of the British School; 
Bryan’s Diet, of Painters and Engravers; J. T. 
Smith’s Nollekens and his Times, 1829 and 
1894.] W. A. 

NON Fbotioaib, i.e. the Blessed (fi, 
560P), mother of St. David, was, according 
to the oldest extant life of that saint (that 
by Rioemarchus [q. v.], printed in Cambro- 
British Saints, ed. Rees, 1858), a nun of 
Dyfed or West Wales, who was violated by 
Sant, king of Ceredigion (i. e. Cardiganshire). 
Various genealogies of the saints make her 
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the daughter of Oynyr of Caer Gawch, who 
was apparently a chieftain of Pehidiog, the 
region in which St. David’s now stands, and 
Rees (Welsh Saints) assumes that Sant (or 
Sandde) and she were husband and wife. 
All that is certainly known of her is that 
her memory came in time to be revered to¬ 
gether with that of her eon. Four churches 
in South-West Wales are dedicated to her: 
Hannon and Llanuwchaeron in Cardigan¬ 
shire, Llannon in Carmarthenshire, and a 
ohapel (near which is St. Non’s Well) in the 
vicinity of St. David's. She was also 
honoured at Alternon in Cornwall and Diri- 
non in Brittany; a Breton mystery, entitled 
‘ Butez Santez Nonn,’ found at the latter 
place and published in 1887 (Paris, ed. Sion- 
net), gives her legend much as Rioemarchus 
does. Her festival was 8 March. 

[Rees's Welsh Saints, 1838; Cambro-British 
Saints, ed, W. J. Rees; Myvyrian Archaiology, 
2nd ed, 416, 428 ; IoloHSS. 101,110,124,152.] 

J. E. L. 

NONANT, HUGH bb (d. 1198), bishop 
of Lichfield and Coventry, or Chester, was of 
a noble Norman family of Nonant, a bourg 
between Argentan and Seez. A Hugh de 
Nonant, who may have been the bishop’s 
grandfather, and whom Ordericus Vitalis 
describes as ‘ pauper oppidanus,’ was a pro¬ 
minent opponent of Robert de BelleBme early 
in the twelfth century (Hist. Heel. iii. 428, iv. 
181, Soo. de l’Hist. de France). A Roger de 
Nonont occurs as holding land in Devonshire 
between 1169 and 1170 (Pipe Rolls, sub an- 
nis), but there is no evidence as to his rela¬ 
tionship to the bishop. Hugh's mother was 
sister or the famous Arnulf,bishop of Lisieux, 
a see which had been held by Arnulf’s uncle 
John before him (ib. iv. 161, ‘ Annales Uti- 
oenses ’). Arnulf says that he brought up 
Hugh from a hoy, had him well instructed, 
and gave him five livings in the bishopric of 
Lisieux, worth 1007., as well os a prebond of 
Lisieux at Vassy, and the archdeaconry. 
Afterwards, about 1182, Arnulf found oc¬ 
casion to complain to Ilenry II of Hugh’s 
ingratitude (JEpistola, 127). Hugh is alleged 
by Bale to have been educated at Oxford; this 
is not likely, but he was one of the scholars 
in the service of Thomas Beclcet before 1164. 
lie was already archdeacon of Lisieux, for 
William Fitz-Stephen and Herbert de Do- 
sham distinctly describehim as holding this 
office when in the archbishop’s service ^Ma¬ 
terials for Hist, of Bechet, Rolls Sar., iii. 57, 
626). It would appear that he had resigned 
the archdeaconry of Lisieux before 1181 
(Aranra?, Epistola, 121). Hugh was with 
Becket at N ortliampton on 13 Oct. 1164, wkon 
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he aslced Gilbert Foliot [q. v.] why he suffered 
the archbishop to bear his own cross (Mate- 
rials, &c., iii, 67). He accompanied Becket 
in his exile, but before 1170 was reconciled 
to the king with the archbishop’s consent. 
Hugh now appears to have entered the royal 
service, and was closely attached to the court 
throughout the rest of the reign of Henry II; 
he is referred to by Giraldus Cambrensis 
(Opera, iv. 391) and in tliB ‘ Gesla Henrici ’ 
(ii. 3) as aclerk and friend of the king. Arnulf 
wrote to Henry that he might employ Hugh 
with confidence, for, though devotion would 
not make him loyal, fear and self-interest 
would ( Epistola , 127). Hugh was made 
archdeacon of Oxford in 1183 by his country¬ 
man. Walter de Ooutances (Lb Nnvn, Fasti, 
ii. 04), but the first particular mention of him 
in Henry’s service does not occut till 1184, 
when he was sent to Popo Luoins to intercede 
with him on behalf of Henry the Lion, duke 
of Saxony. Hugh found the pope at Verona. 
He returned to Winchester in January 1186, 
and was rewarded for his succpsb by promo¬ 
tion to the see of Lichfield and Coventry, or 
Chester, as it was ihen commonly styled, 
Gervase of Canterbury (i. 820) says that, 
Hugh was 1 thrust into the see,' so that he 
was probably from the start in a position of 
antagonism to the monks at Coventry, to 
whom the right of election belonged. 

In 1180 Hugh was sent on another mission 
to the pope to procure one or two cardinals to 
aotas legates with him in Ireland for the coro¬ 
nation of Henry’s son John. In December 
he returned with the Cardinal Oclavian; on 
24 Dec. the two legates, though neither of 
them was a bishop, entered the cathedral at 
Canterbury with them mitres on and thoir 
crosses erect, and on 1 Jan. 1187 they were 
received by the king at Westminster. They 
claimed to have authorily in all ecclesiastical 
matters, and Archbishop Baldwin, tailing 
alarm at their pretensions, persu adudflenryto 
postpone the coronation and take the locates 
over to Normandy (Oesta Henrici, ii. 3, 4), 
However, Hugh was first sent to Canterbury 
with the bishops of Norwich and Worcester 
to try and effect an arrangement between the 
archbishop and his monks, but without result, 
On 27 Feb. Hugh went abroad with the 
king, and we find him with Henry at Alen- 
on in August, and at Cherbourg on 1 Jan. 
188. About 27 Jan. Hugh returned with 
Baldwin to England, and on 31 Jan, he was 
at length consecrated by the archbishop at 
Lambeth, nenry himself crossed over on 
SO Jan., and Hugh at once rojoined him at 
Otford. On 11 Feb., at the council of Ged- | 
ding ton, Hugh was foremost in violence 
agam«t the monies of Cant erbury (Fpp. Cant. 


p. 269). Immediately afterwards he was sent 
on a second fruitless orrand to advise sub- 
mission. In March Hugh went over to 
France, and was present at the enactment 
of the Saladin tithe. On 16 June he was sent 
on an embassy to Philip Augustus. Probably 
he remained with the king in France and 
was one of the small band that continued 
faithful to nenry till the last; he was cer¬ 
tainly with the king at La Fertfi in Juno 

1189. Like other of Henry’s courtiers, Hugh 
seems to have been at once reconciled to the 
new king, and was sent over by Richard to 
EnglancTin August. He was present at the 
coronation on 8 Sept., and at the council of 
Pipawell on 16 Sept. On 1 Dec. he was pro. 
sent at the pacification of Baldwin’s lone 
quarrel with his monks at Canterbury, and 
on 6 Dec. witnessed tlio charter of release to 
William the Lion. 

Up to this time Hugh had remained a 
court official, hut he had already become 
involved in a quarrel with his monks at 
Coventry, similar to the one which had caused 
so much trouble at Canterbury. William of 
Newburgh soys that as soon as Hugh was 
made bishop ho attacked the monks, and, after 
stirring up discord between them and their 
prior, took advantage of the Bcandal to expel 
them by forco (i. 396). Gervase of Canter¬ 
bury (i. 461) says that Richard, in his greed to 
obtain money for the crusade, sold Coventry 
priory to Hugh for three hundred marks, and 
that the monks were expelled on 9 Oct. 1189, 
According to Giraldusuambrensia(Opera,iv. 
64-7), Hugh was repulsed with violence, and, 
coming to London, appealed to the other 
bishqpB in the council held at Westminster 
on 8 Nov,; he obtained the excommunication 
of his opponents, and advised a general sub¬ 
stitution of secular clergy for monks, pro¬ 
mising that if the other bishops concerned 
would give two thousand marks to he sent 
to Rome, lie would add another one thousand 
out of his own revenues. Archbishop Bald¬ 
win opposed this suggestion, and Hugh then 
sot out for Rome with letters from his col¬ 
leagues. It hardly seoms possible that Hush 
went to Rome in person, for in MarohllfiOhe 
joined Riohard at Rouon (Epp. Cant p.324; 
Roe. Hov, iii. 32), Theexpulsion ofthemonliB 
does not seem to have been finally effected 
till the latter part of 1190, for we linow that 
their exile lasted seven and a half years ( Ann, 
Man. i. 64). From Newburgh we learn that 
Hugh gained his end through the assistance 
of William Longchamp. Riohard of Devises 
says that the ejection of the monks was 
ordered in tke council held by Longchamp 
as pupal legate at Westminster on 18 Oct. 

1190. On the reoeipL of Hugh’s request the 
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pope had waited six months to give the monks 
Jn opportunityto appeal, and, ontheirfailuro, 
had confirmed the new arrangement (Will. 
Nbwb. i. 896). Riohard of Devizes accuses 
Hugh of having tried to bribe certain car¬ 
dinals by a promise to attach some of the 
new canonries at Coventry to their Roman 
churches (iii. 440-2). According to Gervase 
(i. 488) the final expulsion of the monks took 
place on Ohristmas-day 1190, after which 
Moses, the prior of Coventry, went to Rome 
in 1191. Tins agrees with William of New- 
burgh’sstatement that the appeal of the monks 
arrived too late. After Hugh had fallen out 
of favour, Hubert Walter restored the monks 
by order of the pope on 11 Jan. 1198. 

Apart from lue quarrel with the monies, 
Hugh held a not unimportant place in Eng¬ 
lish politics during the first few years of the 
reign of Richard. He obtained from Richard 
the office of sheriff of Warwickshire and 
Leicestershire. Archbishop Baldwin at once 
took exception to the tenure of such a post 
by a bishop, and Hugh promised to resign 
after Easter 1190. When ha failed to do so, 
Baldwin ordered him to appear before the 
bishops of London and Rochester. Hugh 
thereupon, in a letter to the former, declared 
his readiness to abide by their decision Tie, 
however, appears as sheriff of these counties 
in 1190-1, and again in 1192-4 (Ralph Bn 
Diobto, ii. 77-8). On the latter occasion ho 
was no doubt acting in the interest of Earl 
John. In September 1189 Hugh was com¬ 
missioned by Richard to endeavour to induce 
Geoffrey, the king's half-brother, to renounce 
his election to the orohbishoprio of Y ork. A 
little later he waB again sent to Geoffrey at 
Dover in company with Longchamp (Gin. 
OiiiB.iv. 376,378). When Geoffrey returned 
to England in September 1191, Hugh had 
quarrelled with Longchamp: Givaldus Cam- 
brensis says that the latter had fried to de¬ 
prive Hugh of his London house (ib. iv. 416). 
Newburgh says that Hugh was reported to 
have instigated John in his rebellion. Hugh 
certainly took part in the pacification at Win¬ 
chester on 28 July, when he received the 
castle of the Peak, no doubt to hold it in 
John’s interest. When Geoffrey was arrested 
at Dover on 18 Sept. Hugh was foremost in 
denouncing the chanoellor, and at once ap¬ 
pealed to John. He was present with John 
at the conference of Longchamp’s opponents 
near Reading on 6-6 Oct., persuaded the 
Londoners to proclaim Longchamp a public 
enemy (ib. iv. 898, 403), and took the chief 
part in his condemnation in the council of St. 
Paul’s on 8 Oct, Longchamp’s attempted 
flight is graphically hut maliciously described 
by Hugh in a letter which he wrote at the 


time. Hugh'stieatmentofamauwithwhom 
ho had hut recently been on friendly terms 
met with not unnatural censure. Peter of 
Blois [q. v.j in particular remonstrated with 
him for his ingratitude, saying that Long¬ 
champ had looked on him as his other self 
( Epiatola , 89, apud MieNu’fl Patrologia, covii. 
278). Hugh was included by Longchamp in 
the list of his opponents whom lie threatened 
with exoonmumication in December 1191, 
On 27 Nov. Hugh was at Canterbury for the 
election of Baldwin’s successor, Reginald 
Fitz-Jocelin [q. v.] During 1192 he was 
probably busy with his duties as sheriff and 
with his new buildings at Coventry (Ri- 
ohabd ob Devizhb, iii. 440-2). After the 
news of Richard’s captivity in 1193 Hugh 
started for Germany with horses and treof 
sure for the king. On his way between 
Canterbury and Dover he was robbed, ac¬ 
cording to the statement of Giraldus, by men 
employed by Longchamp (Opera, iv. 417; 
Ralph be Dioeto, ii. 111). lie, however, 
made his way to Germany, but, finding that 
Richard was hostile to him, thought it pru¬ 
dent to retire to France. Meantime Hugh’s 
brother, Robert de Nonant, had been sent 
to the emperor with treasonable letters from 
John and Philip Augustus. The emperor 
showed the letters to Richard, who never¬ 
theless asked Robert de Nonant to become 
one of his hostages; when Robert refused, 


dun, iii. 282-S). After Richard’s return to 
England he ordered, on 31 March 1194 at 
Northampton, that Hugh should attend to 
anawer before the bishops for his acts as 
bishop, and before laymen for his acts as 
sheriff. In the followingvear Hugh obtained 
pardon by a fine of five thousand marks, but 
his brother Robert was kept in prison at 
Dover, where he died (ib. iii. 242, 287). 
Hugh himself probably never returned to 
England, but remained in seclusion in Nor¬ 
mandy, Before his death he assumed the 
habit of a monk in the Cluniae abbey of Bee 
Hellouin. There he fell ill in the autumn 
of 1197, hut lingered till the following spring, 
occupied with prayer, fasting, and almsgiving, 
lie died on 26 or 27 March 1198, and was 
buried in the abbey at Bee (Gin. Oamb. iv. 
68-71; Ann. Mon. i. 66, ii, 67 ; Gdbyasb ob 
Oantdubbky, i. 662). 

Ilugh is not a bad type of the official 
prelate of the latter twelfth century—mas¬ 
terful and contentious, but sagacious and 
learned. As one who ‘ never loyed monks 
or monkhood,’ be finds little favour with the 
monastic historians, though they all agree in 
admitting his skill in letters end oratory, 
William of Newburgh doseribus him as ‘crafty, 
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bold, and shameless, but wall equipped -with 
learning and eloquence.’ His uncle Arnulf 
accusesnim of greed and in gratitude, a charge 
which is to some extent justified by his rela¬ 
tions with Longchauip. On the other hand 
he served Henry II faithfully, and Giraldus 
Oambrensis =avs that, ‘whatever ha may have 
appeared in hispubliccareer,he was in private 
acceptable to God both in heart ana deed.’ 
Hus reputation for oloquence is justified by 
the graphic report which Giraldus gives of 
his speech to the bishops in November 1189. 
He was witty, and had a bitter tongue, never 
losing an opportunity to carp at monks. He 
told Richard: ‘ If I had my way there would 
not be a monkleft in England. To. the devil 
with all monks 1 ’ On another occasion, when 
Hubert Walter corrected Richard for saying 
‘ coram nobis’ instead of * coram nos,’ Hugh 
showed hie scholarship by saving: ‘ Stick to 
your own grammar, sire, for it ia the better’ 
(Wni. Nhwb. i. 894 ; Gib. Oamb. iii. 80, iv. 
67, 71, 897. 

On the strength of his unimportant letter 
to the Bishop of London in 1190, and his 
longer nccount of Longchainp’s fall, Hugh is 
included by Bale among his English writers. 
The latter letter is given in the ‘Gesta Ri- 
cardi,’ ii. 216-20, and Hoveden, iii. 141-7. 
It frequently occurs by itself in manuscripts, 
e.g. Bodleian Add. A 44, where it is accom- 
anied by a metrical version of contemporary 
ate, which has been printed in the ‘ English 
Historical Review,’ v. 317-19. Arnull', in 
his ' Carmen ad Nepotem suum cum esset 
adolescens,’ speaks of Hugh as the rising poet 
of Normandy; but nopoetry of Hugh’s appears 
to have survived, unless indeed the metrical 
version referred to above is by him. Some 
constitutions originally-published by Hugh 
ore given in Wilkins’s * Concilia,’ i. 498-601, 
and a letter from him to Herbert of Salisbury 
is in the ‘ Register of St. Osmund,’ i. 266-7. 

[The Gaata Henriei and Gesta Ricardi, attri¬ 
buted to Benedict Abbas; Roger ot Iloveden ; 
Giraldus Cambronsis; Ralph deDieeto; Ralph of 
Ooggeshall; William of Newburgh end Richard 
of Devines, ap Chron of Stephen, Henry II and 
RicbardI; Gervasa of Canterbury; Annaloe Mo¬ 
nastic! ; Jocelin de Brakelond, ap. Memorials of 
St. Edmund's Abbey, i. 205-6; Materials for the 
Hist, of Thomas Boeket; EpistolieCantuaiieneos, 
ap. Memorials of Richard I, vol. ii. (all these are 
in the Rolls Ser.); Arnulfs Epistoloi, fro., ap. 
Migne’a Patrologia, coi.; Eyton's Itinerary of 
Henry II; Hist. Litt. de Prance, xv. 310-13; 
Le Neve’s Fa'ti Eeol, Angl. i. 616 (where he 
m called * prior of the Carthusians,’ probal ly 
through confusion with hie contemporary, *'t, 
Hugh of Lincoln), and ii. 61; Tanner’s Bill 
Brifc.-Hib, p. 552; Madox’s Exchequer, i. ii. 
passim.] 0 L. K. 


NOORTHOUOK, JOHN (1746 P-1816) 
author, bora in London about 1746, was the 
son of Herman Noorthouok, a bookseller of 
some repute, who had a shop, the Cicero'i 
Head, Great Piazza, Covent Garden, and 
whose stock was sold off in 1780 (Nichols. 
Lit. Anecdotes, iii. 619, 619). Early in fife 
John Noorthouck was patronised by Owen 
Ruff bead and William Strahan the printer 
(?'&. iii. 896). He gained his livelihood as 
an index-maker and corrector of the press, 
He was for almost fifty years a liveryman 
of the Company of Stationers, and spent 
nearly all his life in London, living in 1775 
in Barnard ’8 Inn, Holborn. His principal 
work was ‘A New History of London, m- 
I eluding Westminster and Southwark,' Lon¬ 
don, 1778, 4to, with copperplates. This 
book gives a history of London at all periods 
and a Burvey of the existing buildings. Noor- 
thouck also published ‘An Historical and 
Classical Dictionary/ 2 vole. London, 1776, 
8 vo, consisting of biographies of persons of 
all periods and countries. In 1B14 Noor- 
thouckwas living at Oundle, Northampton¬ 
shire ( ib. viii. 466), where be died about July 
1816, aged about 70. 

In a bookseller's catalogue, issued by John 
Russell Smith in London, April 1862, ‘the 
original autograph manuscript of the fife of 
John Noorthouok, author of the “History of 
the Man after God’s own Heart,” “ Histoiy 
of London,” &c.,’ was ollered for sale, and 
was there described as an unprinled auto¬ 
biography containing many curious literary 
anecdotes of the eighteenth century (Nota 
and Queries, 1st ser. xii. 204). In the 
' Biographical Dictionary of Living Authors ’ 
(1816, p, 263) is attributed to John Noor¬ 
thouok ‘ Constitutions of the Free and Ac¬ 
cepted Masons,’ new edit. 1784 , 4to. 

[Gent, Mag. 1816, pt. ii. pp. 188-0; Nichols's 
Lit. Illustr. viii. 488-9; Brit. Mus. Oat.] 

W.W. 

NORBTJRY, first Eaiit, or. [See Tolbb, 
John - , 1745-1881.] 

NORCOME, DANIEL (1576-1647P), 
musician, probably tho son of NurcombB or 
Norcome, lay clerk of St. George's Chapel, 
Windsor, between 1664 and 1687, was bom 
at Windsor in 1676. Like his father, Nor- 
come is said to have been singing-man st 
Windsor in the reign of James I (Haw¬ 
kins), hut the nr me does not appear in the 
rolls of that period, and there is evidence 
to show that he was an exile on account of 
his faith in 1602, that he was admitted ns 
instrumentalist to the arch-ducal ohapel at 
Brussels, end that be was still there in 
1047 (Fbtis). 
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Norcome's madrigal, in five parts, ‘ "With 
angel’s face and brightness,’ was published in 
Morley’s' Triumphs of Oriana,’ 1601. 

[Fitis’s Biographic Univorselle des Musiciens, 
ri.828 ; Treasurers’ Rolls of St. George’s Chapel, 
'Windsor, by the courtesy of Canon Dalton and 
W. H. St. John Hope, esq., F.S A.] L. Id. M. 

NORCOTT, WILLIAM (1770 P-1820 P), 
Irish satirist, was born about 1770, and having 
entered Trinity College, Dublin, graduated 
B.A. in 1796, LL.B. in 1801, and LL.D. in 
1800. He was called to the Irish bar in 1797, 
and practised with some success for a time, 
but preferred social enjoyment to his legal 
duties. During the viceroyalty of the Duke 
of Richmond he was very popular at Dublin 
Oastle, and was generally a favourite in the 
best society of the city, partly on account of 
hisexcellent mimetictalent. With his friend, 
John Wilson Crolter [q. v. j, he was largely 
concerned in the production of the many 
poetical satires which appeared in Dublin 
after the passing of the union. The follow¬ 
ing pieces may he attributed to him with 
confidence: 1. ‘ The Metropolis,’ an attack on 
variousDublininstitutions,dedicated to John 
"Wilson Croker, 12mo, 1806; 2nd cd. 12ino, 

1806. 2.‘The Metropolis,’ pt. ii., dedicated 
to Thomas Moore, 12mo, 1800; 2nd ed., 12mo, 
1800. 8.‘ The Seven Thieves: a Satire, by 
the author of “The Metropolis,’” dedicated 
toHenryGrattan, 12mo, 1807 j 2nded.,12ino, 

1807. 4. * The Law Scrutiny; or the At- 
tornie’s Guide,’ a satire, dedicated to George 
Ponsoriby, lord chancellor of Ireland, 12mo, 
1807. These effusions wore published by 
Barlow of Bolton Street, the publisher of 
Oroker’s ‘Familiar Epistles,’and eaussd con¬ 
siderable Btir in Dublin. Besides Norcott, 
Choker and Grady were each suspected of 
their authorship, and Richard Frizelle was 
alsocredited with‘ The Metropolis.’ A writer 
in the ‘ Dublin TJnivorsity Magazine’ (Iviii. 
726) unhesitatingly uamos Norcott as the 
author, and Barrington and Sheil both 
acknowledged his responsibility. 

Norcott, a reckless gambler and generally 
dissipated, soon fell into debt and disgrace : 
but, through the influence of Orokor,obtained 
about 1816 an excellent appointment in 
Malta. He failed to hold it long, and fled 
from Malta entirely discredited. After much 
wandering he reached Smyrna, where he was 
reduced to selling opium and rhubarb in the 
streets, thence to the Morea, and ultimately 
to Constantinople. There he lived in desti¬ 
tution for some time, becoming a Moham¬ 
medan, and writing ‘most heartrending’ 
letters to his friends. In tho end ho recanted 
his Mohammedanism, and attempted to escape 


from Constantinople, but was pursued and 
captured, After being decapitated, his body 
was thrown into the sea. This took place 
about 1820, The story is told at some length 
in Sheil’s ‘ Sketches of the Irish Bar,’ and, 
with some modifications, in Barrington’s * Per¬ 
sonal Sketches.’ He is described by the latter 
ns ‘ a fat, full-faced, portly-looking person.’ 

[Haliday Pamphlets, Royal Irish Academy, 
1806-7; Todd’s Dublin Graduates; Watson's 
Dublin Directories, 1800-16 ; Barrington’s Per¬ 
sonal Sketches, i. 446-51; NoteB and Queries, 8th 
sor.; O’Donogbue’s Poets of Ireland, pp. 177—B; 
authorities cited in text.] D. J. OT>. 

N ORDEN.FREDERICK LEWIS (1708- 
1742), traveller and artist, bom on 22 Oct. 
1708 at Gliiokstadt in Holstein, was one of 
the five sons of George Norden, a Danish 
lieutenant-colonel of artillery (d. 1728), by 
hi s wife, Catharine Henrichsen of Rendsburg. 
lie was intended for the sea, and in 1722 
entered the corps of cadets for instruction 
in mathematics, shipbuilding, and drawing. 
He mads progress, especially in drawing, 
and attracted the attention of De Lerche, 
grand master of the ceremonies, who em¬ 
ployed him in retouching and repairing a 
collection of charts and plans belonging to 
Christian VI, king of Denmark. In 1782 
De Lorche presented him to tho king, who 
made him second lieutenant, and gave him 
an allowance that he might study abroad 
the art of shipbuilding, especially the con¬ 
struction of the galleys and rowing vessels 
of the Mediterranean. Noiden first visited 
Holland, where he was instructed in en¬ 
graving by John De Ryler, and left in 1784 
for Marseilles. At Leghorn he made models 
of rowing vessels, which were afterwards pre¬ 
served in the chamber of models at the Old 
Holm, Copenhagen. He spent nearly three 
years in Italy, and studied art. He was 
made an associate of the Academy of Draw¬ 
ing of Florence, and in that city became ac¬ 
quainted with Baron de Stoscli, with whom 
he afterwards corresponded on Egyptian an¬ 
tiquities. 

while at Florence in 1787 he was com¬ 
manded by_ Christian VI to make a journey 
of exploration in Egypt. He reached Alex¬ 
andria in June 1787, but was detained by ill¬ 
ness at Cairo. Starting on 17 Nov., he went 
up the Nile to Girgeh and Assouan (Syene). 
He attempted to reach the second cataract, 
but was unable to proceed beyond Derr. He 
mot with many difficulties on the journey, 
partly through his ignorance of the native 
language. He again reached Cairo on21 Feb. 
1788. Norden kept a journol of his travels, 
and made sketches and plans on the spot. 
In 1741 he issued in London a folio volume 
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of ‘Drawings of some Enins and Colo'-vil 
Statues at Thebes in Egypt, wit h uu Account 
of the same in a Letter to the lloyal Society.' 
Norden's Egyptian journals and papers were 
translated from the Danish manuseripts into 
French by Des Bocbos de Partlienay, and 
published (after Norden’s death) by the com¬ 
mand of Christian VI, with the title ‘ Voyngo 
d'Egypte et. de Nubie,’ 2 vols. Copenhagen, 
1756, with 169 plates. This work was trans¬ 
lated into English by Peter Templeman as 
‘ Travels in Egypt and Nubia,'2 vols. London, 
1767, fol., with the original plates. There 
was a German translation by Steffens, Breslau, 
1779,8vo, and the French text was reprinted 
atParie 1796-8,3 vols. 4to. A * Compendium * 
of Norden's travels through Egypt was pub¬ 
lished at Dublin, 1767, 8 vo. Itichard Po- 
coclie's ‘Travels in Egypt’ (‘A Description 
of the East,’ vol. i.) was published in 1748, 
but Norden’s was the first attempt at an 
elaborate description of Egypt. The draw¬ 
ings are interesting, but the maps of the 
course of the Nile are bind to ha less accurate 
than other portions of the hook. Another 
posthumouepublicationwas ‘ The Antiquities, 
Natural History, Bums. .. of Egypt, Nubia, 
and Thebes, exemplified in near two hundred. 
Drawings, taken on tho spot by F. L. Norden 
... engraved by M, Teuschcr,' London, 1792, 
fol. (1(14 plates without letlorpress). 

Norden left Egypt in May 1738, and re¬ 
turned to Denmark, where lie was ultimately 
advanced to the jiosition of captain in the 
royal navy, and made a member of the ship¬ 
building commission. In 1740 he camo to 
London, where he was well received by the 
Prince of Wales and by; Martin Tolkes 
(Nichols, Lit. Anecdotes , li. 690) and otlior 
learned men. lie was one of the founders 
of the Egyptian club composed of gentlemen 
who had visitod Egypt (ib. v. 884). He 
volunteered to serve under the English flag 
in an expedition under Sir John Norris, 
and when this was not despatched sailed in 
October 1740 under Sir Challoner Ogle, lie 
was present at the siege of Oarthagona on 
1 April 1741. lie began, but did not com¬ 
plete, an account of this enterprise, illus¬ 
trated by his own sleet ches. Keturniug to 
England in the autumn of 1741, he spent 
the winter and part of the following year in 
London, and was elected a follow of the 
lloyal Society. He started for a tour in 
France in 1742, but died at Paris on 22 Sept, 
of that yoar from consumption. An engraved 
portrait of Norden is prefixed to vol. ii. of 
the * Travols in Egypt and Nubia,’ Beneath 
it is engraved a medal of Nordeu, having his 
portrait on the obverse, and on the reverse 
a pyramid, 


[Life prefixed to Norden’s Voyage d’figvpte 
based on information supplied by his brother 
and by hie friend Commander De Roemelinr 
Nouvolle Biogiuphie Gdndrale, s. v. 'Norden- 1 
Prince Ibrahmi-IIilmy'b Lit. of Eevnl vol 
1 Norden;’ Brit. Mas. Cat.] w. W 


NOBDEN, JOHN (1548-1826 P), lopo . 
grapher, born in 3 548, was, according to 
Wood, ‘ of a genteel family ’ ( Athena Otm 
ii. 279). But neither the 1 Visitation of Wilt-! 
shire’ of 1023 [Hart. MSS. 1166 f.6 ,1444 
f.192 b) nor that printed by Sir Thomas 
Phillipps in 1028 supports Wood’s theory 
that he belonged to Wiltshire. The father 
was probably a native of Middlesex, The 
earliest public notice of Norden is found in 
a privy council order dated Hampton Court 
27 Jan. 1608, declaring ‘ To all Lieut", etc.' 
of Counties ’ that ‘ the bearer, John Norden 
gent.,’ was ‘ authorised and appointed by her 
Majesty to travil through England and Wales 
to make moro perfect descriptions, charts 
and maps ’ (Hist. MSS. Comm. 7th Rep, p| 
540 b). Tho out como of this order was Non 
den’s first work, entitled ‘Speculum Bri- 
tanniro, firslo pnrto, . , . Middlesox,’ pub¬ 
lished in 1693, 4to. A manuscript draft in 
the British Museum (Harl. MS. 670), with 
a few corrections in the handwriting of 
Burghloy, supplies home passages that were 
omittod in the printed book. In July 1594 
Burgliley issued from Greenwich another 
order, which recommended to favourable 

{ lublic notice ‘The bearer, John Norden, who 
ms already imprinted certain shires to his 
groat commeuual ion, and who intends to 
proceed with the rest us time and ability per¬ 
mit ’ (Hist. MAS. Comm. 7th liop. p. 6404; cf. 
also letter of 20 May 1504, EgertouMS. 2614, 
f. 49, &c.) 

Norden was tho first Englishman who de¬ 
signed a complete scries of county histories, 
and ho essayod his task with boundless 
enorgy. The outcome of an expedition under¬ 
taken by him in 1696 is extant in the Bri¬ 
tish Museum Additional MS. 31868, which 
is dedicated to Queen Elisabeth, and is en¬ 
titled ‘ A Choi’ographical Diseription of the 
coverall Shires and Islands, of Middlesex, 
Essex, Surrey, Sussex, Hamshire, Weigbte, 
Garncssy, and Jarsay, perfomod by the 
traveyle and uiow of John Norden, 1696 1 
(of. House of Lords' MS., llist. MSS. Comm. 
1 st Bop. App. 31 b). But the task was 
beset by diiliculties, mainly pecuniary, hi 
1590 he published a ‘ Proparative to bis 
Speculum Brilannioo,’ which he described 
as ‘a reconciliation of simdrie propositions 
by divers person (oritics, wise or otherwise) 
tendered’ concerning his large undertaking. 
The book was dedicated to his patron, Burgh- 
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ley, ‘ at my poors house neere Fulham,’ and 
he complained that he had ‘ been forced to 
struggle with want.’ 

Norden had a garden at his house * near 
Fulham,’ and was friendly with J. Gerard, 
the author of the ‘ Herball,’ Before 1697 
Gerard gave Norden some red-beet seeds, 
which, although ' altogither of one colour,’ 
‘in his garden brought foorth many other 
beautifuU colours ’ (Herball, 1697, p. 252). 
Between 1 Jan, 1607 and 27 March 1010 
Norden lived at Hendon (cf. Surveyors 
Dialogue, 1007 and 1610, Dedications). 

Apart from the first part of his ‘ Specu¬ 
lum, the‘ Middlesex,’ issued in 1693, Norden 
only succeeded in publishing his account of 
1 Hertfordshire ’ (1608). The manuscript 
of the latter is in the Lambeth Library 

! codes 621). But he finished in manuscript 
iill surveys of five other counties. His de¬ 
scription of ' Essex,’ of which the original 
manuscript is at Hatfield, was edited for the 
Oamden society by Sir Henry Ellis in 1840 
(another manuscript, with important varia¬ 
tions, is in the British Museum, Add. MS. 
33769). ‘Northampton’ was completed in 
1610, but was not published until 1720. 
'Cornwall 1 (probably visited by Norden as 
early as 1684) was also written in 1610 (Had. 
MS. 6262), but was not published until 1728. 
Descriptions of ‘Kent and Surrey are said to 
exist in manuscript, but their whereabouts 
are unknown’ (WiiDi.Ti.HY, p. xcii). The 
latter may be identical with portions of 
Additional MS. 81863 (see supra). 

In 1600 Norden was acting as surveyor of 
the crown woods and forests in Berkshire, 
Devonshire, Surrey, and elsewhere (Add. 
MS. 6762, f. 306), and on 6 Jan. 1006 he 
petitioned for the surveyorship of the duchy 
of Cornwall, and complained that he had ex¬ 
pended 1 , 0001 . in former employments with¬ 
out receiving any recompense. On 80 Jau. 
a satisfactory reply was returned (Cal. State 
Papers, Dom. Ser. 1603-10, pp, 186 , 191). 
'A Plott of the Six Escheated Counties of 
Ulster’ was made by Norden about the same 
time (Cotton MS. Aug. 1 . ii. 44), and is 
interesting; as the only evidence of his being 
employed in Ireland. In 1607 Norden pub¬ 
lished his ‘ Surveyors Dialogue ’ (Arbdb, 
iii. 831,412), which was republished in 1610, 
1618, and 1768, and it was re-odited in 1865 
by J. W. Papworth in the ‘Architectural 
Society’s Publications,’ vi. 409. In 1807 
Norden also surveyed Windsor and the 
neighbourhood. The result is extant in a 
vellum folio manuscript (Harl. MS. 3749) 
entitled ‘A Description of the Honor of 
Winsor, namely of the Castle, etc., taken 
and performed by the Perambulation, View, 


and Delineation of John Norden, anno 1607.’ 
This is dedicated to James I, and contains 
eighteen beautifully coloured maps, includ¬ 
ing a fine 1 Plan or Bird’s-eye View of Wind¬ 
sor Castle from the North,’ with maps of 
"Windsor Forest, Little Park, ‘ Greate Parke,’ 
and ‘ Moate Parke.’ Five of these maps, 
with abstracts from the manuscript aB far as 
they relate to Windsor, are given in It. It. 
Tighe and J. O. Davis’s ‘ Annals of Wind¬ 
sor,’ 1868. For this labour Norden received 
from the king a ‘ Free Gift of 2001. ’ (Niohods, 
Prowesses of James 1, 1828, ii. 247). With 
E. Gavell he surveyed the king’s woods in 
Surrey, Berkshire, and Devonshire in 1608 
(Egertan MS. 80G). To the same year pro¬ 
bably belong ‘ Certaine necessary Considera¬ 
tions touching the Ttaysing and Mayntayn- 
ing of Oopices within his Mat"’ Forests, 
Chases, Parkes, and other Wastes, and the 
increasing of yoimg Stores for Timber for 
future Ages,’ subscribed ‘ John Norden,’ n.d., 
and ‘ A Summary Delation of the Proceed¬ 
ings upon the Commission concerning New 
Forests,’ addressed by Norden to the lorde 
highe treasurer (AshmoleanMS. 1148,ff. 239- 
242,267-8). On2Nuv.l612Nordenreceived 
a grant in survivorship to himself ‘and Alex¬ 
ander Nairn of the Office of Surueyors of the 
Kings Castles, etc., in Kent, Surrey, Sussex, 
Hants, Berks, Dorset, Wilts, Somerset, 
Devon, and Cornwall’ (Cal. State Papers, 
Dom. Ser. 1601-18, p. 608). In 1613 ho 
made ‘ Observations concerning Crown Lands 
and Woods’ (Lansdoume MS. 166, No. 66 ). 
In 1616 and 1617 he appears to have held 
the surveyorship of the duchy of Cornwall 
jointly with his son, also named John Nor- 
dsn. An ‘ Abstract of the general Survey 
of the Soke of Kirkoton in Lindesey, in the 
County of Lincoln, with all Manors, etc., 
being Parcel of the Inlieritaace of the right 
worthy Charles Prince of Wales, as belong¬ 
ing unto his Dukedom of Cornwall, 1016,’ 
folioj is in the Cambridge University Library 
(Ff. iv. 30). Although not ascribed to Nor- 
dsn in the library catalogue, it is probably an 
original work of his or a contemporary copy 
formerly in Bishop Moore’s collection (cr, 
Notes and Queries, 2nd ser. xi. 29; JReliquia 
Eeamianee, 2nd eu. 1869, ii. 260). ‘ An Ab¬ 
stract of divers Manors,Lands, etc., granted to 
Prince Charles by James I, and surveyde by 
John Norden the elder and John Norden the 
younger, June-Sept' 1617; with Plans of 
Binfield and Blowberie, Berks, Whitchwood 
andWatlington, Oxon, elo./is ext ant in Addi¬ 
tional MS. 6027. A ‘ Supervisus Manerii de 
Blowberio,’ dated 1617, is in the Cambridge 
Library MS. (Dd. viii. 9). ‘ The Present¬ 
ment and Verdicie of the Jurie for the 



Norden 


55 * 


Norden 


Manner of Yale Raglar, being Paroell of 
the Lordahipps of Bromfielae and. Yale 
[county of Denbigh], made before John Nor¬ 
den the Elder, Esq., and John Norden the 
Younger, gent., by vertue of a Commission 
of Survey to them directed from the Prince 
his Highness’ (Charles), June 1020, is in 
MS. Sloane, 8241. The first part of ‘ Super- 
visus Mannerii de Shippon in Com. Berk ... 
Ducat, suo Oornub. nunc spectan per 
excamb. pro Byflet & Waybridgo in Surr * 
(among (Jamb. Univ. MSS. Dd. viii. 9 (1.2.)) 
is ascribed toNorden in Bernard’s‘ Oat alogue,’ 
ii. 366. In the same collection Is 1 Bookes of 
Survnies delyvered in by Mr, Norden and 
Mr. Thorpe,’ a list of manors surveyed by 
Norden in 1017 and 1628, and at the end 
Norden appeals for ‘ a poors and means yet 
sufficientmayntenance ’(M. m.iiL 16). Nor¬ 
den, as fur as we know, was publicly em¬ 
ployed for the last time iu making a survey 
of the manor of Sheriff Hutton in Yorkshire 
in July and August 1024, with a ground 
plan of the park (Ilarl. MS. 6288). Norden’s 
latest published work as a topographer was 
‘England, An intended Guyde for English 
Travellers,’ 1626, 4to, a series of distance 
tables intended to be used with Speed’s set 
of county maps. Norden probably died soon 
after its publication. 

Norden made numerous contributions to 
cartography of vory high interest. The maps 
engraved in his own works are as follows: 
1. ‘ Myddlesex ’ (in * Speoulum Britannise for 
Middlesex,’ 1603), and re-engraved by J. 
Senox for the roprint in 1723. 2. ‘West¬ 
minster’ (ib.) 8. ‘London’ (*&.), the best 

I ilan of London in Shakespeare's time that 
ins come down to us j republished and en¬ 
larged, accompanied by an admirable essay, 
by Mr. II. B. Wheatley, for the Now Shnk- 
spore Society in 1877. 4. ‘Hertfordshire,’ 

1698 (in 4 Speculum Britanuim for Hertford¬ 
shire)/ re-engraved with the text in 1728. 
6. ‘ Essex,’ 1694 (in 1 Survey of Essex,’ 
1840), engraved for the first time by J. 
Basire in 1840. 6. 4 Cornwall ’ (in 4 Speou¬ 
lum Britannise for Cornwall,’ 1728), with 
nine maps of the hundreds of East (or East 
Wivielsnire), Kerrier, Losemouth, Powder, 
Pyder, Stratton, Trigg, and West hundred. 
Here the roads were indicated for the first 
time in English cartography. 

Norden executed maps of ‘Ilamsbire, 
llertfordim,’ Bent, Middlesex, Surrey, and 
‘Sussexia’ for W. Camden’s ‘Britannia,’ 
1607 (6th edit.) He also mado maps of 
Cornwall, Essex, Middlesex, Surrey, and 
Sussex for J. Speed in 1610. They were 
afterwards incorporated with those by Sax¬ 
ton and others in Speed’s 4 Theatre of Great 


Britain,’ 1626, folio. In llearne’s ‘Letter 
on Antiquities,’ 1784, p. 84, mention is made 
of ‘ A Map or Draught of all Battles fought 
in England from the landing of William the 
Conqueror to the lleign of Queen Elizabeth 
in sixteen Bheets, done with a pen by John 
Norden,’ It was formerly preserved in the 
Bodleian Gallery, Oxford, but is now tost or 
destroyed. It however appears to survive 
in 1 The Invasions of England and Ireland 
With al [sic] Oivill Wars since the Con¬ 
quest,’ Com. Danskertsz scnlpsit, an appen¬ 
dix to the ‘ Prospect of the most famous 

¥ arts of the World,’ by J. Speed, 1086, folio, 
n the text on the verso of the map Speed 
says that it wnB 4 finished in a farre larger 
platforme,’ and that he ‘ intended there to 
have staid it from further eight or publica¬ 
tion ’ (p. 6, end). Bagford, in a lotter to 
Henrne, writes: ‘Mr. Norden designed s 
“ View of London ” in eight sheets, which 
was also engraved. At the bottom of which 
was the Representation of the Lord Mayor's 
Show, all on Horseback. . . . The View was 
lakon by Nordon from the Pitch of the Hill 
towards Dulwich Collogo going to Camber- 
woll from London, in which College, on the 
Stair Case, I had a Bight of it. Mr, Secre¬ 
tary Pepys went afterwards to view it by 
my reoommendation, and w&B very desirous 
to have purchased it. But since it is decayed 
and quite destroyed by means of the moist- 
nees of the Walls. This was made about ths 
year 1304 or 1606 to the beet of my memory, 
and I have not met with any other of the 
like kind ’ p. Ixxxii (Ltoanii, De ItclmBrit , 
Collectanea, 1770, vol. i.) This view is now 
lost. There is, however, preserved in tho 
Grace collection (Portfolio i., 12 Views) at 
the British Museum an earlier view of Lon¬ 
don by Norden, wrongly assigned to Mor- 
den, apparently token from the site of old 
Suffolk House in Southwark. It is inscribed 
* Civitas Londini. This Description [View] 
of the moste Famous Citty of London was 
performed in the years of Christ 1600. .. , 
Bv the industry of John Norden,’ 274 in. liy 
14£ in. About the same period Norden 
executed ‘ The View of [old] London Bridge 
from East to West.’ Nordon was fraudu¬ 
lently deprived of the plate, as he informs 
us, for twenty years, and he was unable to 
publish it until 1624, during the mayoralty 
of John Gore, whoso arms ithoars, with those 
of James I. Evon now it is only known to 
us by a reprint of 1804 (seo Craoe collection, 
Portfolio vii., 2 Views). Another missing 
map is recorded by Gough: ‘John Norcjen 
made a survey of this county [Surrey], which 
some curious Hollander purchased at & high 
prico before the Restoration. The map was 
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engraved by Charles Wliitwell, at the ex- 
iiense of Robeit Nicholson, and was much 
larger and more exact than any of Norden’s 
other maps. It had the arms of Sir William 
Waade, Mr. Nicholson, and Isabella, countess 
dowager of Rutland, who died in 1605, and 
was copied by Speed and W. Kip in Cam¬ 
den’s “Britannia,” 1607. Dr. Eawlinson 
showed it to the Society of Antiquaries, 
1746 ’ ( British Topography , i. 261). 

There were several contemporaries of the 
surveyor besides his son bearing the same 
name, viz.: (1) John Norden of Rainham, 
Kent, who died in 1680 (Hasted, Kent, ii. 
586; Add. MS. 32490, y y. 6); (2) a Middle¬ 
sex yeoman ( Chap, of Westminster Marriage 
License, 23 Nov. 1580, Hari, Soc. Publ. xxiii. 
8); and (8) John Norden of Rowde, Wilt¬ 
shire ( Visitation of Wiltshu e,Hox\ MS. 1105, 
supra), 

A fourth Jons Nohdeh (A. 1600), devo¬ 
tional author, is identified by Wood with 
John Norden, commoner of Ilart Hall, Ox¬ 
ford, 1561, who graduated B.A. on 16 Deb. 
1668, and M.A. 26 Feb. 1672 (Fasti Oxon. 
ed. Bliss, pt. i. pp. 181,189; Fosteh, Alumni 
Oxon. 1500-1714). He was author of: 1. ‘A 
Sinful Mane Solace ’ (in prose and verse), 
1686. 2. ‘ A Pensive Mans Practise,’ 1586, 
1691, 1628,1627, 1620, 1035,1640. 3. ‘A 
Mirror for the Multitude,’ 1586. 4. 1 Anti¬ 
thesis orContrariliebetweenctlieWicked and 
the Godlie/ 1687. 6. ‘ A Christian familiar 
Comfort,’ 1696. 6. 'Progress of Piety, or 
Harberer of Heartsease,’1596; the publi¬ 
cation of this work at the same time as the 
'Preparativo to the Speculum Britannica’ 
roves that t he two authors were not identi cal. 

. ‘A reforming Glass,’ 1596. 8.‘ The Mirror 
of Honour,’ 1597. 9. ‘The Pope’s Anatomye 
and Eliza’s Glorve,’ 1697, 10. 1 Prayer for 
Earl of Essex iulrelnud,’ 1699. 11. ‘ Yicis- 
situdo Eerum: an elegiacall Poeme,’ 1600. 
12.'TheStorehouseof varieties,’1601. 18. 'A 
Pensive Soules Delight ’ (in verse),1608-16. 
14. ‘The Labrynth of Mans Life,’ a poem, 
1614. 16. 'Loadstone to a spiritual Life,’ 
1614. 16. 'An Eye to Heaven in Earth,’ 
1019. 17. ‘Poor Mans Rest,’ 1020, 1024, 
1681,1641. 18. ‘ Imitation of David,’ 1620. 
19. l A Godlie Mans Guide to Happiness/ 
1624, 20. ‘Pathway to Palienco, 1626. 

21. ‘Help to true Blussedness,’ n.d,, quoted 
by Wood, 

[Account of Norden in Speculum Britaunise— 
pars Cornwall, by 0. Bateman, 1728; Gough’s 
British Topography, 1780; Wood’s Alhenae Oxon, 
(Bliss), 1818-20, vol. ii.; life in Speculum Bri- 
tannite—pars Essex, od. Sir H. Ellis (Camden 
Soc.),1840; Rye’b England asboen by Foreigners, 
1885; H.B. Wheatley inllurrison’s Description of 


England (New Slmkspore Soe ), 1877; Bernard’s 
Catalog! librorum MSS. Anghaiet Hibernia, ii. 
385 ; Todd’s Cat of MSS. at Limheth Palace, 
1812; W. H. Black’s Cat. Ashmalean MSS. 
1845; Cambridge Umv, Libr. MSS. Cat. 1856; 

I Hist. MSS. Ooimn. IstEep. p. 816, 3rd Rep. pp. 

1 1586, 175c, 258 a, 5th Rep. p 273 a, 7th Rep. p 
640 6; Cal. State Papers,Dorn. Ser. 1603-10 pp. 
186, 101, 5P8, 509, 518, 644,653, 680, 016, 642, 
1611-18 pp. 45, 48, 76, 97, 108, 121, 168, 340. 
For bibliography see Lowndes’s Bibl. Man, 
(Bohn), 1864, Hazlitt’s Handbook and Biblio¬ 
graphical Collections, 1867-82 ; Arbor’s Reg. of 
the Stationers' Company, 1876-7, ii. 434, 437, 
668, 675, 632, iii. 78, 176. 281, 381, 412.] 

C.H C. 

NORFOLK, Drails of. [See Mowbray, 
Thomas, first Dam:, 1366-1399; Mowbray, 
John, second Duke, 1389-1432; Mowbray, 
John, third Dran, 1416-1461; Richard, first 
Duke of the second creation, 1472-1483; 
Howard, John, first Duke of the Howard 
line, 1480P-1486; Howard, Thomas, se¬ 
cond Duke, 1443-1624; Howard, Thomas, 
third Dran, 1473-1564; Howard, Thomas, 
fourth Duke, 1586-1672 ; Howard, Hbnby, 
sixth Dukd, 1628-1684; Howard, Hdhry, 
seventh Dued, 1666-1701; Howard, 
Charms, tenth Dran, 1720-1780; Howard, 
Charles, eleventh Duke, 1740-1816; Ho¬ 
ward, Bernard Edward, twelfth Duke, 
1766-1842; Howard, Henry Charles, thir¬ 
teenth Duke, 1791-1866; Howard, Henry 
Granville Fitzalan-, fourteenth Duke, 
1816-1860.1 

NORFOLK, ELIZABETH, Duohebs of 
(1494-1658). [See under Howard, Thomas, 
third Duke.] 

NORFOLK, Earl of (ft. 1070). [See 
Guader or Waddr, Ralph.] 

NORFOLK, Earls of. [See Bison, 
Hugh, first Eun, d. 1176 or 1177; Bison, 
Rooer, second Earl, d. 1221; Bigod, Roger, 
fourth Earl, d. 1270; Bigod, Rogdr, fifth 
Earl, 1246-1808; Thomas of Broihbbton, 
1300-1398.] 

NORFORD, WILLIAM (1716-1703), 
medical writer, was born in 1715, and was 
apprenticed to John Amyas, a surgeon in 
Norwich ‘ of the first character and in full 
business’ (Letter to Sharpin). He began 
practice at Halesworth in Suffolk as a sur¬ 
geon and man-midwife. In 1763 he pub¬ 
lished in London ‘An Essay on the General 
Method of troating Cancerous Tumours/ 8vo, 
dedicated to John Freke[q, v.], senior surgeon 
to St, Bartholomew’s Hospital. He had 
been encouraged to write by some remarks 
of Freke, and by the example of Dais Ingram 
fq. v.], also a country practitioner. He en¬ 
deavours to establish ruleB for the treatment 
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of cancer, -which, had, lie believed, been sue- reversion of the office of clerk of the Big™!" 
cessful in several cases. Some of his sup- On 10 July. 1827 he presented a petition d e 
posed cures were, however,, followed bvre- siringto resign the reversion to'Will Richard" 
currence and death; and in others of his (75. Dom. Ser. 1827-8, p. 247); but nearh 
oases it is clear that abscesses or inflamed four years later (10 March 1031) a warrant 
glands, but not cancers, were present.. He addressed by the king to the secretaries of 
discusses the viows of Ledran, VanSwieten, state recites that * Edward Norgate, one of 
and Wiseman, and states his own oases with the clerks of the signet extraordinary, has for 
fairness. He believed in a sulphur electuary many years been employed in writing letters 
and an ointment of his own. He married to the Emperor and Patriarch of Russia tie 
the daughter of a surgeon, and after some Grand Signior, the Groat Mogul, the jjm- 
yeara moved to Bury St. Edmunds. lie peror of Persia, and the kings of Bantam" 
became an extra-licentiate of the College of Macassar, Barbary, Siam, Achine, Fes Sue 
Physicians on 26 Nov. 1761, and began prao- and other far-distant kings. His majesty 
lice as a physician. He had a quarrel with requires that hereafter all such letters bepre- 
a Dr. Sharpin of East Dereham over a ease pared , by the said Edward Norgate and his 
of intestinal obstruction, and defended his deputies ’ (75. 1629-31, p. 632). In 1033 
own conduct in a sixpenny pamphlet entitled Norgate appears to have been employed as a 
‘A Letter to Dr. Sharpin in Answer to his deputy to Sir W. Heydon, treasurer of the 
Appeal to the Public concerning his Medical English troops in the Palatinal e (ib. IO834 
Treatment of Mr. John Palling, apothecary, p. 328). In the Bame year (28 Oet.) lie was 
of Bury St. Edmund’s in Suffolk. On the appointed Windsor herald by the earl mar- 
strength of his licence he styles himself shal, Lord Arundel. 

Doctor. The letter is dated ‘ Bury, Oct. 9, Norgate’s name appears among others in a 
1764,’ and the case, which is fully described, commission of 31 Jan. 1637 ‘to compound 
has considerable medical interest. In 1780 with persons willing to he incorporated for 
he published at Bury St. Edmunds ‘ Gan- ueing the art and mystery of common 
cisse et Practical Ohservationcs de Intermit- maltsters ’ (75. Dom. Ser. 1630-7, p. 404) ; 
tentibus Febribus cm-andis/ 4to. lie died j and, later, he was one of the commissioners 
in 1793. His portrait was painted by Goorge 1 of brewing (75.1637-8, p. 230). On 24 Aug. 
Ralph, and engraved in 1788 by J. Singleton. 1688 he was at length admitted as clerk of 
[Hunt's Ooll. of Phys. ii. 235 ; Works.] the signet (76. 1637-8, p 003). In that 

N. M. capacity he attended Charles I in his expe¬ 
ditions against the Scots in 1639 and 1040. 
NORGATE, EDWARD (d. 1060), illu- During the earlier expedition ho sent many 
miner and herald-painter, born at Cambridge, highly interesting leltors either to his friend 
was son of Robert Norgate [q. v.], master of Robert Reado, secretary to Windebanck, orto 
Corpus Christi College, Cambridge, by Eliza- the secretary of state himself (76. Dom. Ser. 
beth, daughter of John Baker of Cambridge, 1089). Among his other duties liewasealled 
His father died in 1687, and Edward was on by the king ‘ to make certain patterns for 
brought up by his stepfather, Nicholas Felton four new ensigns with dovices, for the guard 
[q. t.J, bishop of Ely. Edward did not stay of his person ’ (76. p. 164) ; and on 19 June, 
in Cambridge long enough to take a degree, when the king gave theScolscommissionersa 
but went up to London to follow the career gracious answer, Norgate wrolo it out twelve 
of an artist. times, spending a wholo night on the wort 

On 26 Nov. 1011 Norgate received a joint (76. j). 330). 
grant with one Andrea Bassano of tho office Norgate obtained constant aecoss to tie 
of tuner of his majesty’s * virginals, organs, finest collections of pictures, and became a 
and other instruments ’ ( State Papers , Dom. connoisseur in pictorial art. Ilis taste and 
Ser. 1611-18, p. 93); and the grantees were knowledge were so highly valued that he was 
employed in making new ‘ehaire’ (choir) employed in 1039-40 to negotiate the pur- 
organs in the royal chapels at Greenwich chnsc of pictures for tho cabinet of Queen 
and Hampton Court (Pell Records, od, Devon, Ilenriotta Maria at Greenwich. lie com- 
p. 324; State Papers, 1637, p, 442). In 1616 missioned work from .Tordaons in preference 
Norgate was made Blue-mantle pursuivant, to his mastor, Rubens; but Norgate had a 
Hu soon obtained b. reputation for his illu- personal interview with the latter at his 
minated penmanship, and taught heraldry to house in Brussels ( Original Papers relating 
the sons of Thomas Howard, earl of Arun- to Rubens, pp. 211-18). Apparently on the 
del, earl marshal. same visit no delivored a duplicate despatch 

Meanwhile Norgate was employed as illu- to his friend Sir Balthasar Oorhier, the king’s 
ininator of royal patents, and obtained the agent in Brussels (State Papers, Dom. Ser. 
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1039-40,pp.43-4). In a similar capacity he 
acted for ins patron, Lord Arundel, in whose 
interest he visited Italy. He also went to the 
Levant for an uncle of Sir W. Petty to buy 
marbles, some of which are now at Oxford. 
Puller relates how Norgate was stopped, 
through failure of remittances, at Marseilles, 
and, being helped by a French gentleman 
with money and clothes, made his way back 
to England on foot. 

As Windsor herald, Norgate had been ex¬ 
cused ship-money (ib. 1634-5, p. 617); and 
in October 1641 he was granted an em¬ 
broidered coat-of-arms (ib, 1041-3, p. 161). 
In 1646 he was in Holland (Lansdoivne MS. 
1238), and in 1648 doubtless was deprived 
of his heraldic office. He died at the Heralds' 
College in 1660, and was buried at St. JBenet's, 
Paul’s Wharf, on 23 Dec, ‘ He became,’ says 
Fuller, who attended his death-bed, 1 the 
best illuminer and limner of his age. . . . 
. . . He was an excellent herald, and, which 
was the crown of all, a right honest man.' 
Among the best examples of his work the 
patent from Charles I for the appointment of 
Alexander, earl of Stirling, as commander-in¬ 
chief of Nova Scotia, was so well executed 
that it has been sometimes attributed to Von- 
dyclc, who, so far as is known, never illumi¬ 
nated. Another good specimen is a letter to 
the king of Persia, for which he was paid 
104. hy warrant from the privy council dated 
24 April 1613. Walpole's continual or says 
of other works hy Norgate that they are * in¬ 
ferior in no great degree to the elaborate bor- 
dures which enclose the miniatures of Giulio 
Clovio.’ There is in the Bodleian Library 
a manuscript by Norgate (Tanner MS. 326, 
undated) entitled 1 Miniature, or the Art or 
Limning.’ It has not been printed. He is 
said to have left other manuscripts to be pub¬ 
lished hy Ms friends. Among the latter was 
the poet Herrick, who wrote some very flatter¬ 
ing lines on him in ‘ Hespevides’ (No. 801, ed. 
Pollard, 1891; No- 302,ed. Saintsbury, 1893). 

Norgate was twice married. His first wife 
was Judith, daughter of John Lamer, esq.; 
tlm second, whom he married at St. Jlar- 

f aret’s, Westminster, on 16 Oot. 1619, was 
Frsula, daughter of Martin Brighouse of 
Coleby, Lincolnshire. He had three sons and 
two daughters by his second wife. 

Thomas, his eldest son (the only child by 
his first wife), born in 161o, matriculated at 
Christ Church, Oxford, from Westminster 
School on 29 Nov. 1683. He graduated B, A. 
26 April 1637, M.A. 30 June 1640, and was 
createdB.D. on 17 Juno 1646. He was ex¬ 
pelled from Ms studentship by the parlia¬ 
mentary visitors on 2 Nov. 1648. He was for 
some time chaplain to Sir Thomas Glemhaui, 


governor of Oxford. A copy of Latin verses 
by him on the death of Lord Bayning is in 
the Oxford collection. 

[Addit. MS. 8034, f. 74; Hail. MSS. ll#4, 
1632; Puller’s Worthies (Cambridgeshire); State 
Papers, Dom, Ser. 1611-43, passim; Lloyd’s 
Memoires, 1677, pp. 1634-6 (give wrong date of 
death); Noble’s College of Arms, pp. 261, 261 ; 
Sainsbury’s Original Papers illustrative of the 
Life of Bubens, pp. 208, 211 n, 215, 217, 223, 
227, 228, 233, 234, and Pref. p. xl (following 
Dallaway’s note to Walpole, wrongly corrects 
Puller as to date of death, which has been veri¬ 
fied from St. Beast's pariah register); Walpole’s 
Anecdotes of Painters, ed. Wornum (withDalla- 
vay’s note), i. 230-3 ; Notes and Queries, 6, 12, 
and 19 Jan. 1867, 30 Dec. 1876, 16 June 1878; 
Ohalinore’s Biog. Did.] G-. Lm G. N. 

NORGATE, ROBERT (d. 1687), master 
of Corpus Christi College, Cambridge, is said 
to have been born at Aylsham in Norfolk. 
He was educated at St. John’s College in the 
same university, where he was admitted a 
scholar 1 Nov. 1661. He was admitted 
B.A. in 1664-6, and in 1667 was elected to a 
fellowsMp at Corpus Christi College. In 
1568 he commenced M. A. He was probably 
aided in obtaining Ms fellowship by Arch¬ 
bishop Parker, whose chaplain he was, and 
to whom he was related by marriage, hie wife, 
Elizabeth Baker, being the daughter of the 
archbishop’s half-brother, John Baker M.A. 
The archbishop also presented him to the 
rectory of Latchingdon, with the chapel of 
Lawley in Essex, to wMoh he was instituted 
27 Jan. 1673-4. He became mastor of 
Corpus Christi College in 1673. In 1676 he 
was presented by the crown to the rectory of 
Marshaw in Norfolk. In 1676 he was one 
of the university preachers. On 29 Jan. 
1577-8, he was installed prebendary of 
Decern Librarum in the cathedral of Lincoln. 
In 1678 he was presented by the crown to 
the rectory of Fomcett in Norfolk. He was 
installed a canon of Ely 8 May 1679; was 
created D.D. in 1681; and filled the office of 
vice-chancellor of the university in 1684. 
On 10 Nov, in the same year he was ap¬ 
pointed to the rectory of Little Gransden 
in Cambridgeshire, by tho crown, and re¬ 
signed about the same time the living of 
Latchingdon. He died on 2 Nov. 1687, and 
was buried in the ancient church of St. Benet. 

Norgate appears to have discharged Ms 
duties os master with singular fidelity, and 
also in a thoroughly independent spirit, Al¬ 
though anxious on every ground to conciliate 
Burgliley, he successfufly resisted an attempt 
made hy the latter to nominate, contrary to 
statute, one Booth to a fellowsMp. The 
numbers of the college increased considerably 
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under his rule, and it was entirely duo to his 
efforts that the new chapel was built in 1579. 
He luineeH’, however, died so poor, that, ac¬ 
cording to Masters, ‘ his goods were sold by 
a decree of the vice-chancellor for the pay¬ 
ment of bis debts and funeral charges, there 
being then large arrears due to the college, 
which of many years were not cleared off ’ 
(Hut. of C. 0. Coll., p. 118). He also is en¬ 
titled to be gratefully remembered bv all 
scholars for the care he tooh of Parker's 
magnificent library, for ilio reception of 
which he had a room constructed over the 
chapel,where the collection was safely housed 
until the erection of the new library in 1828. 

His widow was married to Nicholas Felton. 

E 'q. v.], afterwards master of Pembroke Ool- 
ege, and bishop of Ely. llis only son, Edward, 
is separately noticed. 

[Masters’s Hist, of Corpus Christi College, and 
Append. No. xxxvi.; Cooper's Athena Cant. it. 
18 ; Mullinger's Hist, of University of Cambridge, 
ii. 288-1 J. B. M. 

NORGATE, THOMAS STARLING 
[1772-1859), miseellanoons writer, son of 
Elias Norgate, surgeon, and Deborah, daugh¬ 
ter of Alderman Thomas Starling, was horn 
at Norwich, 20 Aug. 1772. From 1780 to 
1788 he attended the Norwich grammar 
Bcliool, where Dr. Samuel Parr was head¬ 
master until 1785. In 1789 he was sent to 
the ‘ New College,’ which had recently been 
established in the independent interest at 
Hackney, under the presidency ofDr. Thomas 
RelBhom, andhewassubsequentlv entered at 
Lincoln’s Inn; but although he kept the re- 

S nsite number of terms, he relinquished the 
mnees of a legal career, and returned to liis 
native city without any very definite views 
for the futnro. 

While in London he was a frequent guest 
at tho house of William Beloe [q, v,], and 
at his instigation he contributed to an early 
volume of the 1 British Critic.’ A year or 
two later, on the invitation of William 
Enfield, minister at the Octagon Chapel in 
Norwich, he beoame a regular contributor to 
the ‘ Analytical Review ’ until its death in 
1799, and he supplied a few papers to the 
1 Cabinet,’ a short-lived periodical published 
(1796-0) under the management of Charles 
Marsh, William Taylor, and other literary 
inhabitants of Norwich, ne was a writer on 
various topics in the ‘Month]y Magazine,’ 
and supplied the ‘Half-yearly Retrospect of 
Domestic Literature’ from 1797 to 1807, 
when tho publication was discontinued. To 
Arthur Aikin’s ‘ Annual Review ’ (1802- 8) 
Norgate was a large contributor, writing 
nearly ono-asventh part of tho whole work. 


Subsequently his intimate friend WiDJani 
Taylor introduced him to Griffiths, the 
editor of the ‘ Monthly Review,’ for which 
he wrote for a time while living in retire¬ 
ment on hie estate at Iletherset in Norfolk 

In 1829 he wrote the iutroduct ory chapter 
on the ‘ Agriculture of the County ’for 
Chambers's 1 General History of Norfolk ’ 
2 vols. 8vo, and in the following year, in con¬ 
junction with Simon Wilkin, F.L.S., and 
another friend, established the ‘East-Aii- 
aliau,’ a weekly newspaper published at 
Norwich (1830-3). Norgate was assisted os 
editor by hie eldest son, Elias Norgate, who 
also joined his father in founding (1829) the 
Norfolk and Norwich Horticultural Society. 
Norgate died at Hetherset, 7 July I860, m 
the eighty-seventh year of his age. 

His fourth son, Thomas Starling Nob- 
gath (1807-1808), horn 80 Dec. 1807, was 
educated at Norwich grammar school under 
the Rev. Edward Valpy, and graduated B.A. 
from Gonville and Cams College, Cambridge, 
in 1832. He was curate successively of 
Briniugham, of dloy-next-tlio-Soa, and of 
Banningham, all in Norfolk, and was collated 
rector of Sparham in tho same county in 
1840. He died at Sparham on 26 Nov. 1898, 
He was the author of t lirce volumes of blank- 
verse translations of the Homoric poems- 
* Batrachomyomaohia, an Homeric fame re¬ 
produced in dramatic blank verso,’ 1808,8vo; 
‘ The Odyssey ’ in dramatic blank verse 1863, 
8vo ; and ‘The Hiad,’ 1804, 8vo. 

[Manuscript autobiographical memoranda and 
porsonal recollections. J P.N. 


NORIE, JOHN WILLIAM (1772- 
1848), writer on navigation, horn in Bum 
Street, London, on 8 July 1772, was son of 
.Tames Norie (1737-1793), anative of Moray¬ 
shire, who, after boing trained for tho Pres¬ 
byterian churchy m igrated to London in 1750, 
and kept a flourishing school in Burr Street, 
Wapping. Norie’s mother was Dorothy Mary 
Fletolieiq 1768-1840), daught er of a merchant 
in East Smitlifield. The son, John William, 
resided, according to the 1 London Directory ’ 
for 1808, at the ‘ Naval Academy, 157 Leaden- 
hall Street.’ At tho same address William 
Heather carried on business as a publisher of 
naval books and dealer in charts and nautical 
instruments at tko ‘Navigation Warehouse.' 
Heather’s name disappears in 1815, and tlrn 
business was henceforth conducted by Norie 
with a partner, Oharles Wilson, under the 
style of Norie & Wilson. The ‘ Navigation 
Warehouso’hasbeeuimmortalisod by Charles 
Dickens in ‘ Domboy and Son ’ os the shop 
kept by Sol Gills (cf. J. Ashby-Sterry's 
article ‘ The Wooden Midshipman ’ in All the 
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Year Hound, 29 Oct. 1881, p, 173). Norie 
retired about 1880, but the business was car¬ 
ried on in tbs same place until 1880, when 
the premises were taken down and the firm 
removed to 156 Minoiies, where the figure of 
the little midshipman which decorated Norie's 
house of business still exists. Norie, who is 
variously described ns ‘teacher of navigation 
and nautical astronomy,’ and ‘ hvdrographer,’ 
died at No. 3 Ooates Orescent, Edinburgh, on 
24 Dec. 1843, and was buried in St. John's 
episcopal church. 

None wrote: 1. 1 Explanation and Use 
of the Planispherium Celeste, or Map of 
Zodiacal Stars,’ 1802. 2. 1 Complete Set of 
Nautical Tables/1803, 3. ‘ Epitome of Prac¬ 
tical Navigation,’ 1805. 4. ‘ Sailing Direc¬ 
tions for St. George’s and Bristol Channels/ 
1816. 5. 1 Naval Gazetteer/ 1827, together 
with a number of charts and sailing directions 
for different parts of the world. His books 
have gone through a large number of editions, 
and ms 1 Navigation ’ is still a standard work, 
and is in constant demand. 

[Private information; Gent. Mag. 1844, pt. i. 
p. 221 j Caledonian Mercury, 30 Dec. 1848J 

E. B. r. 

NORMAN, GEORGE WARDE Q798- 
1882), writer on finance, was born at Brom¬ 
ley Common, Kent, on 20 SepU 1793. His 
father, Gaorge Norman, bora on 24 June 
1766, was a merchant in the Norway timber 
trade, who served as sheriff of Kent in 1798, 
and died on 24 Jan. 1830, having married 
on 22 Nov. 1792 Charlotte, third daughter 
of Edward Beadon, rector of North Stone- 
ham, Hampshire; she died on 18 Feb. 
1858. George Warde was educated at Eton 
from 1806 to 1810, when he joined his 
father in business, spending parts of 1819-21 
in Norway. He was there again in 1826 
and 1828. In the course of his visits he 
was presented to the king, aud gained the 
friendship of distinguished Norwegians. 
With some of them, or with their descend¬ 
ants, ha continued on intimate terms to the 
end of his life. His father retired in 1824, 
and the son kept in the timber trade till 
1830, when he transferred it to Sewell & Go., 
his brother, Ricliaxd Norman, becoming a 
partner in tho new firm. From 1821 to 1872 
he was a director of the Bank of England, 
and in 1820 took an important part in the 
establishment of branch offices. About 1840 
he was appointed a member of the committee 
of the treasury at thebauk, the only director 
who has filled that post without having 
passed the chair. During the commercial 
crisis of 1847 he was a constant attendant 
at the bank, and conferred daily with Sir 


Charles Wood [q. v.], chancellor of the ex¬ 
chequer, in Downing Street. In 1832 he was 
examined before Lord Althorp’s committee 
of the House of Commons to inquire into 
the utility of a great central issue, and into 
the competency of the Bank of England to 
act as a regulator of currency. In 1840 he 
was examined for six days before Sir Charles 
Wood's committee to inquire into matters 
connected with circulation. In 1848 he was 
examined before a committee of the House 
of Lords on currency matters, Ho became 
an exchequer bill commissioner in 1831 ; 
wcb renominated a commissioner in 1842, 
when the business was transferred to the 
public works loan commissioners, and served 
till 1876. He was also a director of the Sun 
Insurance office from 1830 to 1864, was for 
many years a governor of Guv’s Hospital, 
and the last surviving original member of 
the Political Economy Club, founded in 1821. 
In politics he was a liberal, and an advocate 
of free trade; in 1836 he was asked to stand 
for the city of London, and afterwards to 
contest West Kent, but declined, owing to 
ill-health. He took a keen interest in mat¬ 
ters connected with the poor-law adminis¬ 
tration. Of the Bromley union, one of the 
flrBt established, he was vice-chairman for 
nearly forty years, and often acted as chair¬ 
man. 

Soon after leaving Eton he formed an 
intimate friendship with George Grots the 
historian. They read books in common, 
chiefly on historical and political subjects, 
and studied political economy. In 1814 
Norman introduced Grote to Miss Harriet 
Lewin, who afterwards became Grote’swife, 
and it was at Norman’s suggestion that 
Grote undertook to write the history of 
Greece rather than that of Rome, which he 
had originally contemplated (Mbs. Gbotd, 
Life of George Grote, 1878, pp. 18-22,82,34, 
41 et seq.) In the development of cricket in 
West Kent Grote and Norman were also 
jointly interested. 

Norman was a wide reader, not only of 
English but also of French, Italian, and 
Norwegian literature; he was intimate with 
the works of the later Latin poets no less 
than with those of medineval French and 
Italian writers, and collected a library of 
Norwegian books. In l p 33 he published 
‘ Remarks upon some prevalent Errors wilh 
respect to Currency and Banking, and Sug¬ 
gestions to the Legislature as to the Renewal 
of the Bank Charter/ The pamphlet con¬ 
tained views wliioh have suggested most im¬ 
portant changes in the currency. It was 
criticised by Colonel Torrens, Samuel Jones 
Loyd,afterwards first Baron Overstone [q.v.], 
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and J. H. Palmer, and was republished in 
1838. His last important work, in 1860, 
was ‘An Examination of some prevailing 
Opinions as to the Pressure of Taxation in 
this and other Countries ’ (4 th edition, 1864), 
in which he combated the view that the in¬ 
crease of public expenditure was a proof of 
heavier taxation of the people, and that Eng¬ 
lish liberty was attained by an amount of 
taxation which, ns compared with that borne 
by our neighbours, was excessive. Ilo died 
at Bromley Common, Kent, on 4 Sept. 1882, 
within a few days of completing his eighty- 
ninth year, having married in 1830 Sibella 
(1808-1887), daughter of Henry Stone, of 
the Bengal civil service, and afterwards a 
partner in the banking firm of Stone & 
Martin. 

Besides the works already mentioned, Nor¬ 
man was the author of: 1. ‘ Letter to Charles 
Wood, esq., M.P., on Money, and the Means 
of economising the Use of it,' 1841, 2. ‘ Re¬ 
marks on the Incidence of Import Duties, 
with special reference to the England and 
Cuba Case contained in “ The Budgot,” 1 18Q0, 
8. Papers on various subjects, 1809. 4,‘The 
Future of tlie United States,’ a paper read 
before the British Association at Belfast in 
August 1874; printed in the ‘ Journal of the 
Statistical Society,’March 1876. 6. ‘A Me¬ 
moir of the Rev. F. Beadon,’ 1879. 0. ‘ Re¬ 
marks on the Saxon Invasion,’ printed iu 
‘ Archreologia Cantiana,’ vol. xiii. 1880. He 
also at one time frequently contributed to 
the ‘Economist.’ 

[Economist, 9 Sept. 1882, p. 1125, .10 Sopt. pp, 
1209-11 j Times, 16 Sopt. 1882, p. 4; Darwin’s 
Life of O. Darwin, 1887, ii. 801: Rocolloo- 
tions of a Happy Life—the Autobiography of 
Marianna North, 1802, ii 211-16; Lord Tolla- 
mache and his Ancedotos in the Fortnightly 
Review, July 1892, pp. 71-6; information from 
his Hon. Philip Norman, esq.] G. O. E. 

NORMAN, JOHN (1491 P-1553 P), Cis¬ 
tercian, was born soon after 1490, and gra¬ 
duated B.A. at Cambridge in 1614. He be¬ 
came abbot of the Cistercian house of Bindon 
in Dorset some time after 16?8, in succession 
to John Walys. In 1638 Bindon, having a 
clear income of only 147 1. 7s. 9]d. (Qaird- 
RJ3K, Calendar of Letters and Papers of 
Henry VHPs Rcfyra,x.l238), was suppressed 
among the lesser monasteries, but on 16 Nov, 
of the same year John Norman was formally 
reinstated abbot there by the patent of re¬ 
foundation of the houBe (ib. xi. 1217; the 
patent ie printed in full in Hutchins, Dorset, 
i. 850-8). Norman appears to have held the 
abbey of the king for somo two years on the 
tenure of ‘ perpetual alms,’ and then to have 
finally surrendered it to John Tregonwell, 


one of the clerks in chancery. The deed of 
surrender, preserved among the records of 
tho court or augmentations, is dated 14 Muni. 
30 Henry v!ll, 1639 (Deputy JTecS 
Eighth Report, App. ii. p. 10), but the 0I 0Be 
Roll gives the date as 10 March (Burijbt 
Hist. Reform. I. ii. 247, ed. 1866). To John 
Tregonwell, who had originally petitioned 
Oromwall for the farm of the n libey in lGgg 
Norman and his convent (1689) demised the 
farm of Hamburgh for the term of eighty-one 
years from ‘Michaelmas last’ (Gairdhej 
Letters and Papers of Henry VIII, x. 888)' 
and Norman received a pension of 601. a 
year, which he enjoyed until 1653. 

[In addition to tho authorities montioned 
above, see Cooper’s ALlienm Cantabr. i. 70; Eymm’a 
Foedera, xiv. 830; Tanner's Nothin Monastics 
p. xl, 3 (od. 1787); Dugdale’s Mbnaeticon, v! 
06G, od. 1830; Willis’s Mitred Abbeys, ii. 69• 
Dixon’s Ilist. of Church of England, ii. 114-lfij 

A. M. C-b. 

NORMAN, JOHN (1622-1069), preaby- 
teriun divine, born on 1 5 Dec. 1622, was son of 
Abraham Norman of Trusham, Devonshire 
aud matriculated on 16 March 1087-8 from 
Exeter College, Oxford, wliore he was ser- 
! vitor to the rector, Dr. Oonant. De gra¬ 
duated B.A. on 21 Oct. 1641, and received 
presbyterian ordination. In 1047, upon the 
expulsion of George Wotton, he became pres- 
byteriau vicar of Bridgwater, and remained 
there until ejected by the Act of Uniformity 
in 1062. He was the bosom friend of Joseph 
Alleine [q. v.], the ejected vicar of Taunton, 
whoso sistBr Elimbet li eeeme to have been his 
first wife. Norman was probably the ‘ Py- 
lttdes ’ to whom Alleine, under the signature 
‘Orestes,’ wrote a vory remarkable ‘Letter 
from Bath ’ on 12 Oct. 1008, smoothing over 
somo ‘jealous passages ’ which had occurred 
between tho writer and his old friend and 
‘ oovenanl Pylados ’ (Zifa of Alleine, 1822, p, 
482, letter xxxvii.) Boon after his eject¬ 
ment, Norman was brought before Judge 
Foster for preaching privatoly to his people, 
and was sentenced to a fine of 1007. and to 
imprisonment until the fine was paid. He 
lay in Ilohester gaol for oighteen months, 
when Sir Matthow Ilale [q. v,], on circuit, 
compounded the tine at sixpence in the 
pound. After his release ho preached in 
private. He had good natural abilities, was 
an acceptable preacher, and was much re¬ 
spected in ‘all the woslem parts of the 
kingdom’ (CaTjAmv). His works inolude 
‘Oases of Conscience practically resolved/ 
London, 1078, 8vo, to which an account of 
him is prefixed by William Oooper; an ordi¬ 
nation sermon, ‘ Christ's Commission Officer,’ 
London, 1668, 12mo; ‘ Christ confessed ’ 
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(written in prison); and 'Family Governors 
exhorted to Family Godliness.’ 

He died at Bridgwater, and was buried at 
St Mary’s on 9 Feb. 1608-9. His wife Eliza¬ 
beth had died in 1664 ; a second wife seems 
to have survived him. A son, John, bom 
in 1682, matriculated from Exeter College, 
Oxford (8 Slay 1609). Henry Norman, 
master of Long port grammar school from 
1706 to 1730, may have been a grandson. 

[Norman’s Oases of Conscience j Palmer’s 
Nonconformist’s Memorial, iii. ISO; Stanford’s 
Joseph Alleine, 1861, pp. 101,213, 3S9; Poster's 
Alumni OXon. 1500-1714, Weaver's Somerset 
Incumbents, p. 318 ; Notes and Queries, 8th ser. 
1.149.] J. c. n, 

NORMAN, ROBERT (Jl. 1690), mathe¬ 
matical instrument maker, was the author 
of 1 The Newe Attractive, containing a short 
discourse of the Magnea or LodeBtone, and 
amongest other his vertues, of a newe dis¬ 
covered secret and subtill propertie oon- 
cernyng the declinyng of the Needle touched 
therewith under the plaine of the Horizon,’ 
black letter, small lio, 1681. This book 
was dedicated to William Borough [q. v.], 
then comptroller of the navy, to whose ‘ en¬ 
couragement, good counsel, aocustomed 
courtesy, and friendly affection towards me, 
on unlearned mechanician,’ Norman attri¬ 
butes the working out of the subject. Borough 
added an appendix; ‘A Discovery of the 
Variation of the Compass,’ in the preface to 
which Norman is referred to as ‘ the expert 
artificer j ’ and a note at the end advertises 
that the instruments doscribed ‘ aro made by 
Robert Norman, and may be had at his house 
in Radcliffe.’ The book was often reprinted, 
but the later editions want both the dedica¬ 
tion and Borough’s appendix. Norman also 
wrote 1 Safegarde of Saylers,’ 8vo, 1690 (1600 
and later); a ruttor, or sailing directions, 
translated from the Dutch. 

[His own works, as citodj Winston's Longi¬ 
tude and Latitude, found by the Inclinatory or 
Dipping Noodle.] J. K. L, 

NORMANBY, first Duke ok. [See 
Shkffidld, Joint, 1648-1721.] 

NORMANBY, Mabquises op. [See 
Sheffield, John, first Mabquis, 1648- 
1721; Phipps, Constantine Hhnby, first 
Mabotib of the second creation, 1797- 
1868; Phipps, Geobge Augustus Constan¬ 
tine, second Maequis, 1819-1890,] 

NORMANDY, ALPHONSE RENfi LE 
MIRE de (1809-1864), chemist, was born 
at Rouen on 23 Oct. 1809, and was originally 
intended for the medical profession. He de¬ 
voted himself, however, to chemistry, and on 


the completion of his medical course he went 
to Germany and studied under Gmelin. He 
took out a patent in 1889 (No. 8176) for 
indelible inks and dyes, and in 1841 he 
patented a method of hardening soap made 
from what are known as ‘ soft goods' by the 
addition of sulphate of soda (No. 9081); but 
for some years he was prevented from using 
the process by the excise, who regarded the 
addition of sulphate of soda as an adultera¬ 
tion . The restriction was at length removed, 
and the patent was prolonged by the privy 
council in 1856 for three years to compensate 
him for the difficulties which had been thrown 
in his way (of. Mechanics' Mag. lxiii. 60). 
In these two patents he is described as‘M.D., 
of Rouen,’ with a temporary residence in 
London; but he seems to have come to Eng¬ 
land permanently about 1848, talcing up Ms 
residence at Dalston, and subsequently at 
07 Judd Street, Brunswick Square; London, 
where he lived until 1860. His apparatus 
for distilling sea-water to obtain perfectly 
pure water for drinking is very largely used 
on board ship, and formed the subject of a 
patent granted in 1861 (No. 13714). Further 
patents were taken out for improvements in 
1852 (No. 276), 1866 (No. 1252), 1857 (No. 
3137), 1859 (No. 469), 1800 (No. 786), and 
in 1861 (No. 1663). The great merit of the 
invention consists in conducting the opera¬ 
tion at a low temperature, and causing the 
condeneed water to absorb a large quantity 
of atmospheric air, which renders it palatable. 
A medal was awarded to him for this appa¬ 
ratus at the exhibition of 1862 (of. Reports 
of the Juries, vii. B, 81, 32). The manu¬ 
facture of these stills became an important 
business, which is still carried on near the 
Victoria Docks by Normandy’s Patent Marine 
Aerated Frosli Water Company. 

For some years he hod a considerable 
practice os a consulting and analytical chemist, 
and in 1865 and I860 he gave some startling 
evidence before a committee of the House of 
Commons on the adulteration of food with 
reference to the use of alum in the manu¬ 
facture of broad, ne was elected a fellow 
of the Chemical Society on 20 May 1864. 
lie died at Odin Lodge, Olapham Pork, 
London, on 10 May 1864. 

Normandy published in 1849 a translation 
of Rose’s ‘ Practical Treatise on Analytical 
Chemistry,’ and he wrote : 1 . 1 Guide to the 
Alkali-metrical Chest,’1849, 2. ‘Introduc¬ 
tion to Rose’s Chemical Analysis,' 1849. 
8. ‘ Handbook of Chemical Analysis,' 1860, 
2nd ed, by Noad in 1876. 4. * The Chemi¬ 
cal Atlas,’ 1866 (a French translation ap¬ 
peared in 1867). 6, 'The Dictionaries of 
the Chemical Atlas,’ 1867, He contributed a 
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paper 'On the Spheroidal State of Water in 
Steam Boilers’ to the ‘Philosophical Maga¬ 
zine/ 1864, vii, 288. 

[PoegendorfFsBiographiseh-LiterarischesWor- 
terbuoh; Mechanics’ Mag., 27 May 1864, p. 
847 ! Journal of the Chemical Society, xviii. 345 ; 
Spon's Diet, of Engineering, iu. 1216.] 

E. B. P. 

NOEMANN OS, SIMON (d. 1249), chan¬ 
cellor. [See Oaitohlupe, Sritoir.] 

N OEM ANVTLLE, THOMAS dd (1268- 
1296), judge, born in 1250. was the son of 
Ealph de Normanville of Empinghnm, Rut¬ 
land, who died in 1259, when Thomas was 
two and a half years old (Eodbbtb, Cal. 
Genealogiaum, p. 81). The Normanvilles 
were a branch of the family of Basset of 
Normandy, and soon after the conquest are 
found in the possession of the manor of Emp¬ 
ingham ; one of Thomas's ancestors, Gerold, 
was a bonefactor of Battle Abbey in the 
reign of Henry I; another Ralph was sent 
by John to defond Kenilworth Casllo against 
the barons; and his grandfather, Thomas, 
was a crusader (Battle Abbey 1toll, ed. 
Duchess of Cleveland, ii. 802-3 ; Cal. Papal 
Litters, i. 244). Thomas first appears in 1270 
ns governor of Bamborough Gastlo, seneschal, 
and king’s escheator beyond Trent. In 1279 
lie was appointed to hear the disputes be¬ 
tween Alexander, Icing of Scots, and the 
Bishop of Durham, and in 1281 received a 
grant of lands in Stamford, Lincolnshire. 
In January 1288 he was commissioned to 
‘order and disposo of ’ the servicos granted 
by the lmightB, freemen, and ‘ commnniiatea ’ 
beyond the Trent (Pari. Writs, i. 761), and 
in 1280 he was justice in eyre to hear pleas 
of the forests in Nottinghamshire and Lan¬ 
cashire. In 1288 he was summoned to a 
council at Westminster to beheld on 18 Oct., 
and on 2 Sept, in the following yoar he was 
directed to report on the condition of the 
daughters of Llywelyn ab Gruffydd [q, v.], 
then nuns at Seinpringhnm. In 1292 he 
held pleas ‘de quo warranto’ in Hereford¬ 
shire and Kent, and in tho following year 
in Herefordshire, Surrey, and Staffordshire, 
In the same year he was directed to grant 
John Balial soisin of his manors in aSTov- 
manville’s ‘balliva.’ Normanville died in 
1295, seised of various lands in Nottingham¬ 
shire and Yorkshire. 

By his wife Dionysia, who brought as her 
dowry a third of tho manor of Kenarding- 
ton, Kent, and survived him, Nonnanvillo 
had one son, Edmund, who was four years | 
old at his father's death and died without 
issue (Cal. Genealogiaum, p. 600); and one 
daughter, Margaret, who thus bocomo his 


heiress, and married William Basing, Ex 
amplesof Normanvilla’s seal are intheBrifel 
Museum. He must be distinguished from » 
contemporary Thomas de Normanville who 
held lands in Kent and died in 1288 ‘(Cal 
Qenealogicum, p. 331; Hasted, Went W, 
116, &c.) ’ “*• 

[Foss’s Lives of tho Judges, Hi. 135 _c; Dm 
dale’s Chron. Sor.; Pari, Writs, i. 7 G 1 ; ’l ntn ij 
sitiones post mortem, i. 124, 130; Rotuli Chart 
arum, p. 108; Cal, Patent Bolls, Edward I 
passim; Pl.icita de Quo Warranto, pp. m jj.' 
352, 705; Rot. Origini. Abbreviate, passim' 
Testa de Novill, p. 208; Rymer’s Fosdera, 1816 
edit. ii. 792; Plneitorum Abbrovmtio, pp. 328 - 9 . 
Gervase of Canterbury, ii. 301; John deOxened™ 
(Rolls Sor.), pp. 328, 338; Memoranda do Pad 
(Rolls Sor.), pp. 39, 40, 79; Arehmologia Can 
tiana, ii. 293, xi. 380,xiii. 163, 363; Marshall's 
Genealogist, passim; Hunter’s South Yorkshire 
ii. 43,127 ; Wright’s Rutland ; Blore’s Rutland’ 
and Plantagenet Harrison’s Yorkshire, passim j 

A. F. P. 

NORREYS. [See Noams.] 

NORRIS, ANTONY (1711-1788), anti, 
quary, of Barton Turf, Norfolk, descended 

from a merchant family of Norwich, different 

members of which had filled most of the 
municipal offices of that city, was the third 
son, but eventual heir, of the Rev. Stephen 
Norris, by his wifo Bridget, daughter of 
John Grailo, rector of Blickling and Wax- 
ham, Norfolk. John Norris (1784-1777) 
[q. v.l, founder of tho Norrisian professorship, 
was his cousin. Born 17 Nov. 1711, and 
baptised at St. George Tombland, Norwich, 
Antony was educated at Norwich grammar 
school, prooeoding to Cambridge 4 April 
1727 os a pensioner at Gonville and Caius. 

On 8 Nov. 1729 ho was admitted of the 
Middle Temple, going into residence 27 April 
1780, and being called to tho bar 29 Nov. 
1736, at tho age of twenty-four. He mar¬ 
ried Sarah, daughter of John Custance, J.P, 
of Norwich (who had been mayor of that 
city), on 18 May 1787, and had one son 
only, John, horn 28 Jan. 1787-8, and edu- 
ontod at the same school, college, and inn 
as his fatlior. This son, who was apparently 
a young man of the groat eat promise, a 
prize-winner and a fellow of hie college, fell 
into a consumption, and died 10 March 1762, 
to the great grief of his fathor, whose laments 
are touchingly expressed in his history of 
Tunstead (p. 74). Norris, left without child 
at the comparatively early age of fifty-one, 
had little to solace him but his love for 
genealogy and county history. 

Possessed of ample means and leisure, 
‘Nature having given him,’ ns he says, ‘an 
almost irresistible propensity for inquiries 
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after the ancient state and inhabitants of 
Norfolk, liis native county,’ he devoted an 
Immense deal of time, trouble, and money to 
compiling -what is, in some respects, the 
most perfect piece of county history evBr 
compiled. 

There is no doubt he intended to write 
a complete county history of the whole of 
the eastern part of Norfolk, a part sadly 
neglected by Blomefield, and succeeded in 
completing the Hundreds of East and "West 
Flegg, Happing, and Tunstead, but died 
before he had done more than seven parishes 
in North Erpinghnm. What he completed 
covers 1,816 very close-written folio pages, 
and is now ready for the press if the public 
spirit of the county, called for it. 

Norris worked in the most systematic 
and laborious way. Being a friend of the 
Bishop of Norwich, and a man of some posi¬ 
tion in the county, he was actually allowed 
to take home the original register hooks of 
wills from the Norwich registry, and went 
through them minutely, taking most copious 
shorthand notes from them in Dr. Byrom’s 
system, the notes covering 1,768 folio pages, 
and containing references to certainly not 
less than sixty thousand surnames. These he 
indexed up carefully from time to time, and 
was thus enabled to give details and correct 
pedigrees in a way no one else could pos- 
sitdy have done. Painfully and dispas¬ 
sionately he demolished, for example, the 
forged pedigree of Preston of Beeeton, and 
dispelled the myth of a royalist anoeetor 
present on the scaffold with Charles I, by 
proving step by step their real descent from 
a puritan. 

He also collected in six volumes 2,818 
pages of close notes of monuments and arms 
m Norfolk, containing very many thousand 
beautiful pen-and-ink sketches of arms and 
monumental brasses, and five books of ex¬ 
tracts from Norfolk deeds, consisting of 472 
pages of notes. From those and other 
sources he compiled two volumes of Norfolk 
pedigrees (806 in all) most elaborately 
worked out. He died 14 June 1786, aged 
76, ‘his faculties having become exhausted 
and his mind having oeaBed to he active ’ 
before his death, as we learn from his monu¬ 
mental inscription in Barton Turf Church j 
his widow survived him a year only. 

The greater part of his collections, which 
belong to the writer of this notice, are 
minutely described and calendared in 'A 
Catalogue of Fifty of the Norfolk MSS. in 
the Library of Mr. Walter Eye,’ folio, pri¬ 
vately printed in 1889. 

[Private information and Norris's manuscripts 
in the possession of the writer.] W. R- n. 

VOL. XIV. 


NOERIS, CATHERINE MARIA (d. 
1767), courtesan. [See Fisher.] 

NORRIS, CHA RLES (1779-1868), artist, 
bom on 24 Aug. 1779, was a younger son 
of John Norris of Marylebone, a wealthy 
London merchant. Having lost both liis 
parents while a child, Norris was educated 
at Eton and CkriBt Church, Oxford, where 
he matriculated on 26 Oct. 1797 (Fosthe, 
Alumni Oxon.), but did not proceed to a 
degree. .For a short time he held a com¬ 
mission in the king’s dragoon guards, but 
left the service on his marriage in 1800 to 
Sarah, daughter of John Saunders, a congre¬ 
gational minister at Norwioh, and a de¬ 
scendant of Laurence Saunders, martyr ( d . 
1666), After residing at Milford, Pembroke¬ 
shire, for about ten years, he removed in 
1810 to Tenby, and died there on 16 Oct. 
1868. By his first wife he had four sons and 
nine daughters, of whom only two survived; 
and by his second wifB (Elizabeth Harrios of 
Pembrokeshire, whom he married on 25 Jan. 
1832) he had three children. 

In 1810 Norris issued two numbers of a 
very ambitious work, entitled ‘ The Archi¬ 
tectural Antiquities of Wales,’ yol. i. Pem¬ 
brokeshire, London, fol. Its design was that 
each number should contain six oblong folio 
plates from Norris's own drawings (with 
letterpresB also by him); but, owing to its 
great costliness, the work did not proceed 
beyond the t hird instalment, which appeared 
in 1811. At the same date the three numbers 
were reissued in one volume, under the title 
of ‘ St. David’s, in a Series of Engravings illus¬ 
trating the different Ecclesiastical Edifices of 
that ancient City,’ London, fol. Five draw¬ 
ings of Pembroke Castle by Norris, engraved 
by J. Rawls, and originally intended to form 
a fourth number, were published in 1817. 
After this failure Norris, for the sake of 
economy, taught himself the ubo of the 
graver, and in 1812 published ' Etchings of 
Tenby’ in two synchronous but distinct edi¬ 
tions, London, royal 8vo and demy 4to, con¬ 
taining forty engravings both drawn and 
etched by the artist himself. He also wrote 
‘ An Historical Account of Tenby and its 
Vicinity,’ London, 1818; 2nd edit. 1820, con¬ 
taining six plates of local views and a map. 
In addition to these he left unpublished a 
large collection of architectural drawings, 
many of which ore still in the possession of 
his son, Mr. R. Norris, of Rhode Wood House, 
Saundersfoot, Pembrokeshire. 

In person Norris was middle-sized and 
very strong. Walter Savage Landor—the 
Savuges were connected with Norris—in 
writing from Paris in 1802 to his sister Eliza- 

o o 
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bath, described Napoleon’s ‘ figure and com¬ 
plexion’ as ‘nearly like those of Charles 
Norris.’ He always exhibited a spirit of 
cynical independence, verging often upon 
eccentricity. 

[An article by Mr. E. Laws of Tonby in Ar- 
cheeologia Oambrensis, 6th ser. viii. 305-11; 
Etchings of Tenby in Brit. Mus. Print-Boom; 
private communications.] D. Lt. T. 

NORRIS, Sin EDWARD {d. 1603), go¬ 
vernor of Ostond, third son of Henry Norris, 
baron Norris of Rycote [q. v.], seems from 
an early age to have engaged, like his more 
distinguished brother John (1647 P-1697) 

S q. v.J, in military service abroad. About 
678, with his brothers John and Henry, he 
joined the English volunteers in the Low 
Countries. In 1684 he was in Ireland (cf. 
Cal. State Papers, Ireland, 1674-86, pp. 621- 
622; Carew MSS. 1676-88, p. 377). Jlo was 
elected M.P. for Abingdon in 1680. In the 
autumn of that year he returned to Holland 
to talco command of an English company, and 
■was soonmadelieutenanttoSir Philip Sidney, 
who had been appointed governor of Hush¬ 
ing, one of tho towns temporarily handed over 
to Queen Elizabeth as surety by the States- 
General. Sidney did not arrive till the end 
of the year, and Norris claimed to exercise his 
military prerogatives in his absence. Both 
Sir Roger "Williams and the English envoy, 
William Davison, sent, to Lord Burghley 
bitter complaints of his overbearing temper 
and of his want of judgmont in the bestowal 
of patronage (11 Nov. 1686) (Motley, United 
Netherlands, i. 363-4). But on Sidney’s ar¬ 
rival in November he proved compliant. In 
tho following April Leicester knighted him 
at Utrecht. In May he took a prominent part 
in erecting on tho island where the Rhine and 
Waal divide at the foot of the hills of Cloves 
the strong earthen fort which is still stand¬ 
ing, and bears ils original name of Schonken 
Sclianz (Mahjoiam, Fiyhtiny Veres, p. 88). 

On 6 Aug. 1686 Sidney and Norris arrived 
in Gertruydenberg to discuss the military 
situation with the governor, Count Ho- 
henlohe, and Sir William Pelham, the mar¬ 
shal of tho English army. In the evening 
the officers supped together in Ilohenloho’s 
quartern. Norris fancied that a remark made 
by Pelham was intended to reflect on the 
character of his brother John. He expressed 
his resentment with irritating volubility, and 
was ordered by Count Honenlolie to keep 
silence. Norris refused to obey, whereupon 
the count, who was barely sober, ‘ hurled a 
cover of a cup at his face, and cut him along 
theforehend.’Norris nextmomingchallonged 
his assailant to a duel, aud induced Sir Philip 


I Sidney to bear the cartel. Leicester was in- 
i formed of the circumstance, and began an 
investigation. He wrote home that Norris 
was always quarrelling with his brother of 
ficers, and was jeopardiring by his insolent 
demeanour those good relations between the 
Dutch and English troops which were essen¬ 
tial to the success of the campaign. 
count declared that no inferior officer was 
justified in challenging his superior in com. 
mand. For the time the quarrel was patched 
up, hut the ill-feeling generated by the dis¬ 
pute between the allies was not easily dissi¬ 
pated. Just before Leicester finally returned 
to England in November 1687, Norris re¬ 
newed tho challenge to Ilohenlohe; but 
the count was ill at Delft,, and no meeting 
was arranged (Lcyccster Correspondence 
Oftind. Soo. pp. 30 L, 391-4,473). Hohenlohe 
unreasonably blamed Leicester for Norris's 
persistence in continuing tho dispute, and 
reviewed his own part m tho affair in a 
published tract, entitled ‘ Verantwoordinge 
. . . teghens zekore Vcrlooch endeRemon- 
strancie by zijno Ex 0l “ den Grave van Ley- 
coster ’ (Leyden, 1687 ; of. Guunarox 
Netherlands, 1637, p. 818). ’ 

Leicester left Norris at Ostend, another 
town which had Leon surrendered to the 
English by the Dutch in 1680 by way of 
surety. The English governor, Sir John 
Oouwny [q. v.], was absent through 1688, 
and Noma acted as hie deputy. On 10 June 
] 688 he wrote to Leicester 1 hat the town was 
in a desporate plight, and could hardly stand 
a siege (Wbioht, Queen lUizabeth, ii. 371-2). 
In 1689 he accompanied his brother John 
nnd Sir Francis Drake on the great expedi¬ 
tion to Portugal, aud was badly wounded 
in tho assault on Burgos. Ilis life was only 
saved by the gallantry of his brother (Bison, 
Memoirs, p. 68; Speed, History, p. 864; 
Motley, ii. 866). Next year—in July 1690— 
he was regularly constituted governor of 
Ostend (Mitbdxn, State Papers, p. 794). In 
December he received reinforcements and 
ammunitions from England, in anticipation 
of a siege by the Spaniards (Hatfield MSS. 
iv. 77). In February 1691 he captured 
Blnnkenbergh (Gum ijston, p. 926). But in 
the April following he embroiled himself 
with the Stotes-Gonoral by levying contri¬ 
butions on the villages of tho neighbourhood. 
Sir Thomas Bodley, the English envoy, de¬ 
clared his conduct unjustifiable, and Lord 
Burghley condemned it. Accordingly he was 
summoned to London to receive a reprimand 
from the oouncil, and was ordered to keep 
his house ( Sydney Papers, i. 322-31; Gkisie- 
stok, p. 031). His presence was, however, 
soon needed at Ostend, and he energetically 
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supervised the building of new fortifications. 
In1593, when the town was believed to be 
seriously menaced, Elizabeth sent him an 
encouraging letter in her own hand, address¬ 
ing him as ‘ Ned ’ (Motley, iii. 267-8). But 
the danger passed away, and he was at court 
again in December 1608. The visit was re¬ 
peated four years later, when he and Sir 
FrancisVere were ‘ gallantly followed by such 
as profess arms ’ (ef. Bjeoh, i. 146; Sydney 
Papers, ii. 66, 78). In September 1509 the 
queen recalled him to comfort his parents 
for the recent loss of three of their sons, and 
he does not seem to have resumed his post 

abroad (ib. ii. 120). 

On settling again in England Norris was 
granted by his mother some small property 
at Englefield, Berkshire, with the manor 
of Shinfield and much neighbouring land. 
Norris resided at Englefield in a houso which 
must be distinguished from the chief mansion 
there, which was in the occupation of the 
Paulet family. lie married on 17 July 1600, 
and in October 1600 he presented himself to 
the queen after bis marriage. Dudley Carle- 
ton [q. v.], who had been in hia service as 
private secretary at Osteud, remained for a 
time a member of his household, and many 
references to his domestic affairs appear in 
the letters of Cnrleton’s gossiping correspon¬ 
dent, John Chamberlain [q. v.] On 27 May 
1601 Chamberlain wrote that Norris was 
dangerously sick. He was noted 1 of lata,' 
he added, 1 to make money by all means pos¬ 
sible, as though he had bomo great enterprise 
or purchase in his head’ (CnAitnEELAiK, 
letter>, p. 109). In September 1001 Norris 
entertained the queen at dinner at Engle¬ 
field, and Elizabeth was well pleased with 
the entertainment (Cal. State Papers, Dorn. 
1601-8, p. 113). 

The Christmas of 1002 Norris kept in groat 
state in London, and was ‘ much visited by 
cavaliers’ (ib. p. 286). He died in October 
1603, and was buried on the 16th at Engle¬ 
field. A statue of him adorns the Norris 
monument in Westminster Abbey. Ills 
nephew Francis [q. v.] succeeded to his 
estates. His wife Elizabeth, by whom he 
had no issue, was the rich widow of one Webb 
of Salisbury. She was a distant cousin of lus 
own, being daughter of Sir John Norris of 
Fyfielrl, Berkshire [sen under Noruth TTtutrv, 
Basok Noeeis oe Rycote, ad fin,] Lady 
Norris, after Sir Edward’s death, married in 
1004 Thomas Erskine, first viscount Fenton 
and earl of Kellie [q. v.], and, dying on 
28 April 1621, was buried at Englefield. 

[Kerry's Hist, of bray, 1861, p. 120 sq.; Leo’s 
Hist, of Thame; O’Byrno's Representative Hist, 
of Great Britain, pt, ii., Berkshire. 1848 ; Dug- 


dale's Baronage; Lysons’s Berkshire in Magna 
| Biitdimia, vol. i. pt. ii. p. 276; Motley's Hist, 
of the Dutch Republic, and of the United Nether¬ 
lands ; Churchyard's Discourse of the Nether¬ 
lands, 1602; cf. Winwood’s Memorials, iii. 45; 
authorities cited.] S. L. 

NORRIS, EDWARD (1684-1669), New 
England divine, horn in 1584, was son of 
Edward Norris, vicar of Tetbury, Glouces¬ 
tershire. He matriculated at Oxford from 
Balliol College on 80 March 1699, and 
graduated B.A. from Magdalen Hall on 
23 Jan. 1600-7 and M.A. on 25 Oct 1609. 
At Tetbury and Horsley, Gloucestershire, 
where he lived successively as a schoolmaster 
as well as a clergyman, his puritaniBm sub¬ 
jected him to much persecution. At length 
his persistence in shipping off to New Eng¬ 
land those of his parishioners who declined 
to conform, brought him under the unfavour¬ 
able notice of Laud, and in 1639 he had him¬ 
self to seek refuge in America. On 18 March 
1040 he wae chosen pastor of Salem Church, 
Massachusetts. He was tolerant, declined 
to join in the persecution of the Gortonists 
or anabaptists, and, when a severe code of 
church discipline was adopted by the assem¬ 
bly of ministers in 1018, persevered in his 
own rules of conduct for the Salem church. 
During the witchcraft delusion of 1651-4, he 
used his influence to resist the persecutions. 
He wrote, however, in favour of making war 
against the Dutch Bettlers (letter dated S May 
1663 in IIazakd, Hist. Coll. ii. 266). 

Norris died in 1069. By his wife Eleanor 
hs had a son Edward (1616-1084), school¬ 
master at Salem 1640-70, and a daughter 
Mary (Savaud, Genealog. Piet. iii. 288). 

While he remained in England Norris dis¬ 
tinguished himself as an uncompromising 
opponent of John Traske [q. v.l and his fol¬ 
lowers. He published: 1. ‘Prosopopoeia,’ 
4to, 1084; answered by Rice Boye m ‘ The 
Importunate Begger,’ 4to, 1635. 2. ‘That 
Temporal Blessings are to be asked with sub¬ 
mission to the Will of God,’ 8vo, London, 
1030. 3. * The New Got pel not the True 
Gospel; or, a Discoveiy of the Life and Death, 
doctrine, and doings of Mr. John Traske . . , 
as also a confutation of the uncomfortable 
error of Mr. Boye concerning the Plague,' 
4to, London, 1638. He often spelled his 
name ‘ Norice ' or * Norrice.' 

[Felt’s Eecl, Hist, of Now England; Felt’s 
.Annuls of Salem; Winthrop’s Hist, of New Eng¬ 
land (cd. Savage).] G. G. 

NORRIS, EDWARD (1063-1726), phy¬ 
sician, bom in 1603,fifth son of ThomasNorris 
of Speke, Lancashire, and younger brother of 
Sir William Norris [q, v.], graduated B.A. 

o o 2 
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from Brasenose College, Oxford, in lOt’G, nud 
proceeded M.A. 1689, M.B. 1691, and M.D, 
1695. He practised medicine at Chester, 
and his scieuti lie repul ation is at! csted hy the 
fact that as early as 1008 lie was a follow of 
the Royal Society. In 1609 he accompanied 
his brother, Sir Willinm Norris, as secretary 

emperor, and 
in the Deccan 
He returned 
him a cargo 
valued at 147,000 rupees, partly his brother’s 
property. After an interval of mental pro¬ 
stration induced by the perils and anxieties he 
had gone through, he resumed the profession 
of medicine at Dtkinton, Cheshire, and waB 
elected a fellow of the Royal College of Pliy- 
sioians in 1716. He died, on 22 July 1726, 
and was buried at St. Michael’s chapel, at¬ 
tached to Garston Hall, a manorof the Norris 
family, near Speke. In 1706 he had married 
Ann, daughter of WilliamOlevelaiul of Liver- 

S ool, by whom he left one son, with whoso 
eatli, some time before 1786, the family of 
the Norrises of Spokoin the male line became 
extinct. 

[Norris Papers, ed. T. Haywood, in Chatham 
80 c. vol. ix.; Baino’s Lancaster, ii. 757; Hunk’s 
Coll, of Phys. ii. 89; Bruce's Annals of Bast 
India Company, iii. 483, &c. Norris’s letters as 
secretary to his brother's embassy are preserved 
in the India Office.] fc). L.-P. 

NORRIS, EDWIN (1795-1872), orien¬ 
talist and Cornish scholar, horn at Taunton, 
Somerset, on 24 Oct. 1795, spent hie youth 
in France and Italy as tutor in an English 
family. At a very early age he showed an 
exceptional facility for acquiring languages, 
and soon learned Armenian and Romaic, in 
addition to French and Italian. In 1818 he 
was appointed to a olorkship in tho London 
offices of the East India Company, hut re¬ 
signed the post in 1887 to become assistant 
secretary of the ltoyal Asiatic Socioty. _ With 
that institution he was connected till his 
death, becoming secretary in 1859, and 
honorary secretary and librarian in 1861. 
For many years he edited the society’s 
‘Journal,’ and conducted a largo correspond¬ 
ence with Oriental scholars at home and 
abroad. 

Norris seized evory opportunity of making 
himself familiar with the least known lan¬ 
guages of Asia and Africa. In 1841 he com¬ 
piled ‘ Outlines of a Vocubulary of a few of 
the principal Languages ol' Western and 
Central Afrioa’ (obi. 12mo). ‘A Speci¬ 
men of the Van Language of West Africa’ 
followed in 1B 6 L Mainly from papers sent 
home by the traveller James Richardson 


of his embassy to the mogul 
visited the camp of Aurangzib 
from April to November 1701. 
home in 1702, bringing with 


[q.v.], he prepared ui 1853 ‘ Dialogues n n ,l 
a Small Portion of the New Testament m 
the English, Arabic, Haussa, and Bonn, 
Languages,’ as well as ‘A Grammar of th,. 
Bornu or Katiuri Languages, with Dialogues 
Translations, and Vocabulary.’ In 1354 he 
edited R. M. Macbrair’s ‘Grammar of the 
Fulah Language.’ 

Norris also interested himself in ethno¬ 
graphy. He designed in 1863 a series of 
works entitled ‘The E tknog ruphical Library ’ 
but only two volumes appeared—G, \y 
Earl’s ‘ Papuans,’ 1853, and li. G. Latham's 
‘ Native Races of the Russian Empire,’ 1854 , 
Norris edited in 1856 the fourth edition of 
Prichard’s ‘ Natural History of Man.’ 

A more important undertaking was the 
two volumes on ‘ The Ancient Cornish 
Drama,’ published by Norris at Oxford in 
1859. They include a ‘ Sketch of Cornish 
Grammar,’ which was olso printed sepa¬ 
rately, together with the text and trans¬ 
lation of thioo Cornish plays preserved in 
Bodleian MS. 791. Tho manuseriptof Norris's 
first volume, with some unprinted notes, is 
preserved in Brit.. Mus. Addit. MS. 29780. 

But it was as an Assyriologist and one 
of tho enrliost decipherers of cuneiform in¬ 
scriptions that Norris host deserves to he 
remembered, In 1845 he deciphered the 
rock inscription of King Asolta, near Kapur di 
Gii'i, faint impressions of which, taken on 
cloth, had boon presented to the Royal 
Asiatic Socioty. In 1840 he saw through 
the press, whilo Sir Henry Rawlinson was 
detained by official duties in Bagdad,Raw- 
linson’s copy and analysis of the great 
cuneiform record of Darius Hyslaspes at 
Behisluu in Porsia. In 1853 he published 
in the ‘Journal’ of tho Asiatic Society a 
memoir of the ‘ Scytluo Version of the 
Behistun Inscription’ (1855, vol. xv.), and 
betwoon 1801 and 1806 he gave most im¬ 
portant aid to Rawlinson when the latter 
was preparing the first two volumes of 
cuneiform inscriptions issued by the British 
Museum. Norris pursued his researches with 
such success that in 1808 lie was able to 
produce the first volume of an ‘ AssyrianDic- 
tionary.’ Other volumes followed in 1870 
and 1872 respectively, bringing the work 
from the letter Alep'h to the letter Nun. 
Although some of the meanings assigned by 
Norris to tho words have been rejected, the 
undertaking marks an epoch in the history 
of cunoiform philology. 

Norris was olected a foreign member of 
the German Oriental Society, and was created 
an honorary doctor of philology at Bonn. 
He died on 10 Deo. 1872 at his re‘ !J 
6 Michael’s Grove, Bronipton. 
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[Eoyal Asiatic Society’s Journal, vol, vii. 
new ser, 1875—Ann. Hop. May 1878, p. xix; 
Athenaeum, 1872, pt. ii. p. 770.] 

NORRIS, FRANCIS, Earl op Berk¬ 
shire (1679-1628), bom on duly 1679, and 
baptised at Wytham, Berkshire, 19 July, was 
grandson of Henry, lord Norris, and son 
of Sir William Norris [see under Norris, 
Hehrt, Baron Norris op Ryoote]. His 
father died in 1679, and Francis succeeded 
to the barony of Norris on the death of his 
grandfather m 1600. At the same time he 
inherited much landed property in Oxford¬ 
shire and Berkshire, and this was greatly 
increased in 1604, when the death without 
issue of his uncle, Sir Edward Norris [q. v.], 
loft him heir to Sir Edward’s large estates in 
the latter county. He seams to have early 
contemplated playing a port in politics, and 
his great wealth gave him immediate influ¬ 
ence. He signed the proclamation announcing 
Queen Elizabeth’s death and James I’s acces¬ 
sion on 24 March 1602-8 (Strvpe, Annals, 
iv. 619). He was made a knight of the Bath 
at the creation of Prince Charles as Duke 
of York on 6 Jan. 1604-6, entered Gray’s 
Inn on 26 Feb. following, and was from 
28 March to 29 June 1606 in Spain in attend¬ 
ance on Charles Howard, earl ofNottingham, 
the English ambassador there (Winwood, 
Memorials , ii. 60). In 1609 he gave to Sir 
Thomas Bodley the timber of twenty oak 
trees to be employed in building the Bod¬ 
leian Library at Oxford, and in the same 
year Sir Thomas began the permanent en¬ 
dowment of hie library by conferring on it 
the manor of Hindone by Maidenhead, which 
he purchased of Norris (Maoray, Annals of 
the Bodleian Library, ed. 1890, p. 87). In 
1611, according to Chamberlain, Norris gave 
to Prince Henry ‘Sliotover, and those walks 
about Oxford, gratis’ (Court and Times of 
James I, i. 147). 

Of impetuous and quarrelsome disposition, 
Norris had a long dispute with Robert 
Bertie, lord Willoughby de Eresby (after¬ 
wards Earl of Lindsoy) [q. v.] lu the autumn 
of 1618 he had a duel with Peregrine Bertie, 
Willoughby's brother, ‘ upon an old reckon¬ 
ing, and hurt him dangerously in the shoulder ’ 
(Winwood, Memorials, iii. 164). In Sep¬ 
tember 1616 Willoughby and Norris met in 
the churchyard at Bath, and their retainers 
fought with swords. One of Willoughby’s 
servants was slain, and Norris was tried and 
convicted of manslaughter. But the king 
granted him a fees pardon (Letters of Sir 
George Carew to Roe, Gama. Soo. p. 16; 
Mist. MSS. Comm. 8rd Rep. p. 214). On 
28 Jan. 1620-1 he was made Viscount Thame 
and Earl of Berkshire, at the suggestion of 


Buckingham, who was anxious that Norris’s 
only daughter should marry his friend Ed¬ 
ward Wray. Very soon afterwards, on 
16 Feb. 1620-1, while in a narrow passage 
leading to the House of Lords, Lord Scrape 
pushed past him. Losing his temper, Berk¬ 
shire thrust himself in front of Scrape. The 
house was sitting at the moment, and Prince 
Charles was present. The encounter between 
the two noblemen was brought to the notice 
of the peers, and Berkshire was committed 
to the Fleet prison. He did not recover from 
the humiliation. Returning to his house at 
Ryoota in Oxfordshire, he shot himself with 
0 cross-bow, and died of the self-inflicted in¬ 
juries on 29 Jan. 1622-3. 

The earl left by his wife Bridget, daugh¬ 
ter of Edward vers, seventeenth earl of 
Oxford, an only child, Elizabeth, who, as 
Buckingham had desired, married at St. 
Mary Aldermary, Loudon, on 27 March 
1822, Edward, younger son of Sir William 
Wray, hart., of Glentworth, Lincolnshire. 
Her husband was groom of the bedchamber 
to Charles I. Lady Elizabeth Wray was 
buried in Westminster Abbey on 28 Nov. 
1646. Her husband was buried at Wytham 
29 March 1668. She left an only child, 
Bridget (1027-1667), who married, first, on 
24 Dec. 1646, at Wytham church, Edward 

S d. 1646), second son of Edward Sackville, 
ourth earl of Dorset; and afterwards Mon¬ 
tagu Bertie, second earl of Lindsey (if. 1660). 
By her second husband she was mother of 
James, who became Baron Norris in her 
right in 1676 (with precedence from 1672), 
and was created Earl of Abingdon in 1082. 
She was buried in St. Andrew’s Chapel, 
Westminster Abboy, on 24 March 1666-7. 
The earldom of Abingdon is still extant in 
the direct line of descent torn her (Ches¬ 
ter, Westminster Abbey Register, 140,149). 
To her William Basse [q. v.] dedicated his 
poem 1 Polyhymnia,’ the opening verses in 
which are addressed to her grandfather, the 
Earl of Berkshire (Basse, Works, ed. Bond, 
pp. 168-4). 

The Earl of Berkshire also left an ille¬ 
gitimate son, Sir Francis Norris (1609- 
1669). His mother was Sarah Rose, after¬ 
wards wife of Samuel Haywarde, who was 
also known as Francis Rose, alias Norreys. 
By an indenture dated 1 June 1619 the eari. 
settled on the boy Francis the manors of 
Weston-on-the-Greeu and Yattendon with 
lands at Cherrington, Chilswell, and else¬ 
where. To this property Fronois succeeded 
on his father’s death in 1623. On 27 Aug. 
1683 he was knighted at Abingdon (Met- 
CAI/EB, Knights, p. 198), and in 1636-6 served 
as high sheriff of Oxfordshire. In that capa- 
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city ha endeavoured to collect ship-money 
amid much opposition. He was elected M.P. 
for the county in 1066, and was returned for 
the same constituency to Richard Cromwell’s 
parliament inDecsmber 1068; but in February 
1668-9 the house resolved that the return 
was invalid, and declared Henry Oaroy, 
viscount Falkland, duly elected in his place 
(Daventout, Sheriffs of Oxfordshire, p. 40). 
By his wife Jane (d. 1718), daughter of Sir 
John Rouse, he was father of Sir Edward 
Norris of West ou-on-the-Greon, who was 
knighted on 22 Nov. 1602, and was M.P. for 
Oxfordshire in six parliaments (1676-1679, 
1700-8), and for Oxford in four; while his 
son Francis (A. 1700) was M.P. for Oxford 
in three parliaments (1700-6). 

[BrydgOb's Momoiraof Peers during the Reign 
of James I, 1802, i. 465; Doyle’s Baionnge; 
C[okd.yno’a] Completo Peerage, i. 43; Lee’s 
Hibt. of Tlmme; Dugdale’s Baronage; Gent. 
Mag. 1797, pt. i. p. 654 (for entries in Wylhaoi 
Parish Register); Gardiner’s Hist ] S, L. 

NORRIS, IIENllY (d. 1686), courtier, 
was second son of Sir Edward Norris or 
Norrcys who took part in the battle of Stoke 
in 1487, and was then kniglilod, by his wile 
Frideswide, daughter of Francis, viscount 
Lovel. The eldest son, John Norris, was an 
esquire of the body to Ilonry YIII, and was 
afterwards usher of the outer chamber both 
to Henry VIII and Edward VI. lie waB 
afterwards promoted as ‘ a rank papist ’ to be 
chief usher of the privy chamber to Queon 
Mary (Stbyph, Memorials, in, i. 100-1, and 
Annals, I. i. 8). Ho married Elizabeth, sist er 
of Edmund,lord Brayej but dying, according 
to Dugdale, on 21 Oct. 1604, left no legiti¬ 
mate issue, and his property descended to 
Iub brother’s son. 

The family was connected with theNorrises 
of Speke, Lancashire, a mernbur of which, 
Richard de Norreys, cook to Eleanor, queen 
of Henry III, had been granted in 1267 the 
manor of Ockholt in the parish of Bray, 
Berkshire, at a fee-farm rent of 40s. More 
than a century later this property at Bray 
fell to John, the second son by a second mar¬ 
riage of Sir Henry Norris of Speke. This 
John Norris must be regarded as the founder 
of the chief Berkshire family of Norris. 
(His half-brother 'William was great-great¬ 
grandfather of another John Norris who 
founded in the sixteenth century another 
family of Norris at Fyfield, also in Berkshire.) 
The great-grandson of John, founder of the 
Bray line, also named John, was first usher 
to the ohamber in Henry Vi’s reign, squire 
of the body, master of the wardrobe, sheriff of 
Oxford and Berkshire in 1442 and 1467, and 
squire of tho body to Edward J V. He built 


at Bray the ancient mansion at Ockholt 
known as Ockwells,and through his marriage 
with Alice Merbrooke, his first wife, added 
to his estates the manor of Yattendon,Berk¬ 
shire. He died on 1 Sept. 1467, and was 
buried at Bray in au aisle of the church 
which he had himself erected. His will is 
printed in diaries Kerry’s ‘ History of Bray’ 
1861 (pp. 110 seq.) By his Becond wife 
Millicent, daughter and heiress of Ravens^ 
croft of Cotton-End, Hardiugstoue, North¬ 
amptonshire, he had several children. One 
son, John of Ockholt, was sheriff of Oxford¬ 
shire and Berkshire in 1479. Another son 
Bir William, inherit eel the manor of Yatten¬ 
don, was knighted in early youth at the 
battle of Northampton on 9 July 1468 (Met¬ 
calfe, Knights, p. 2), and was afterwards 
knight of tho body to Edward IV. He 
was sheriff of Oxfordshire and Berkshire 
in 1408—9,1482—3, and 1486. In October 
1488 he joined in the rebellion of the Duke 
of Buckingham [see Staffoku, Hbney], and 
was attainted of high treason {Rot. Pari, vi, 
246 6). But ho escaped to Brittany, where 
he joined Homy of Richmond, and returned 
in 1486, when Henry became king. In 1487 
he eommundod at the hat tie of Stoke. Dug- 
dale assumed that he was ‘loiimed in the 
laws ’ heou nBe in 14 87 John, duke of Suffolk, 
granted him ‘pro bono consilio imponso et 
unpendeudo ’ an annuity of twenty marks 
out of the manor of Sworford, Oxfordshire, 
while Henry VII, in 1502, 1 for tho like con¬ 
sideration of his counsel,’made him custodian 
of the manor of Langley, and steward of the 
muiiors of Burford, Shipton, Spellesbury.and 
tho Hundred of Ohadlington, all in Oxford¬ 
shire, and tho property of Edward, the infant 
heir of George, duke of Clarence. A manor 
udjoining Yattendon, of which Sir William 
became possessed about 1600, was thence¬ 
forth known as Hampstead Norris. (It had 
been previously called successively Ilamp- 
stead Oifrewastand Hampstead Ferrars (of. 
Lxsoira, Berkshire, p.287). Sir "William mar¬ 
ried twice. By his first wife, Isabel, daughter 
and heiress of Sir Edmund Ingoldesthorpe of 
Borough Green, near Newmarket, and widow 
of John Neville, marquis of Montagu [q. v.], 
he was father of William (knighted in 1487). 
Lionel (lmighted in 1629), and Richard (ail 
of whom died young), and of three daughters. 
By his second wifo, Jane, daughter of John 
Vere, twelfth earl of OaJbrd, he had a son 
Edward, who alone of hiy sons lived to middle 
age and was fathor ol the subject of this 
notice (of. Dayenfobt, 'tSjfceriffs of Oxford* 
shire ; Khbet, Sist. of Bray), 

Henry Norris came to court in youth, was 
appointed gentleman of the king’s chamber, 
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and was soon one of tlie most intimate friends 
of Henry VIII, The king made him many 
grants, and his influence at court grew 
rapidly. On 8 June 1616 he was made 
keeper of the park of Foley John, an office 
which had been held by his father. On 
17 Feb. 1618 he became weigher at the 
common beam at Southampton, then the 
great mart of the Italian merchants; on 
§8 Jan. 1618-0 he was appointed bailiff of 
Ewelme. He was also keeper of the king’s 
privy purse. In 1619 he received an annuity 
of fifty marks, and he was at the Field of 
the Oloth of Gold in 1620. On 12 Sept. 
1628 he received the keeperskip of Langley 
New Park, Buckinghamshire, and was made 
bailiff of Wathngton. lie early took the 
side against Wolsey, and was one of the 
main instruments in bringing about bis fall. 
Wolsey certainly recommended him for pro¬ 
motion in the letter of 6 July 1628; but it 
may be assumed from the letter itself that 
this was rather done to secure Norris’s favour 
for the writer himself than with the idea that 
Norris had any need of the cardinal’s influence 
(State Papers, i. 309; Brewer, Sen. VIII, 
il. 826; cf. Bapst, Deux Oentilshommespo4tes 
de la cour de Henry VIII, p. 127). 

Norris adhered closely to Anne Boleyn 
while she was gaining her position at court, 
and became one of her intimate friends and 
a leader of the faction that supported her 
proud pretensions to control the state. He 
had the sweating sickness in 1628, and on 
26 Oct. 1620 gratified his onmity to Wolsey 
by being present when he resigned the great 
seal. On 21 Oot. he was the only attendant 
on Henry, when the king went with Anne 
and her mother to inspect Wolsoy’s property, 
He was the bearer of Henry's kind message 
to Wolsey at Putney about the same time, 
and seems to have been affected by Wolsey's 
fallen condition. In the some year he re¬ 
ceived a grant of 1001. a year from the 
revenues of Lho see of Winchester, and was 
soon promoted to he groom of the stole. In 
1681 ha wa3 made chamberlain of North 
Wales; in November 1682 he was again ill; 
inl534 he was appointed constable of Beau¬ 
maris Oastle; in 1686 he received various 
manors which Sir Thomas More had held. 
He was present at the execution of the Char¬ 
terhouse monks on 4 May 1586, and Ilenry 
granted him the important constableship of 
Wallingford (29 Nov. 1686); and ho was 
generally regarded as the king’s agent in the 
promotion of the now marriage with Lady 
Jane Seymour. In April 1586 Aune had 
some talk with Sir Francis Woston, who 
hinted to her that Norris loved her; she 
afterwards spoke to Norris about it, and 


jokingly said that he was waiting for dead 
men’s shoes. He protested, and in the end 
she asked him to contradict any rumours he 
might hear about her conduct. Bat Norris 
had many enemies, and his alleged intimacy 
with Anne was carefully reported to Crom¬ 
well. On 1 May 1606 Norris took part in 
the tournament at Greenwich [see Aran, 
1607-1636], and at the close Henry spoke 
to Norris, telling him that he was suspected 
of an intrigue with Anne, and urging him 
to confess. He was then arrested and token 
to the Tower by Sir William Filzwilliam. 
He was tried on 12 May in Westminster 
Hall, He pleaded not guilty, hut was found 
guilty, and executed on 17 May. He was 
buried in the churchyard of the Tower. 
There U little reason to think that he had 
behaved in any way improperly with the 
queen. Most of the jury seem to havo been 
officials or open to suspicion of partiality. 
According to Naunton, Queen Elizabeth 
always honoured his memory, believing that 
he died ‘ in a noble cause and in the justifi¬ 
cation of her mother’s innocence.’ At the 
time of his arrest ho was contomplating 
a second marriage with Margaret Shelton 
[q. v.], and both his interest and his long 
experience as a courtier would doubtless 
have deterred him from encountering the 
danger certain to spring from a liaison with 
Anne Boleyn. His knowledge of Henry 
would also have taught him that his ruin 
and death must he the consequence of such 
desporate adventures. He married Mary, 
daughter of Thomas Fiennes, lord Dacre of 
the South. Sho died before 1530, and by 
her he had a son Henry, first baron Norris of 
Rycole, who is separately noticed. A son 
Edward, horn in 1624, baa died 16 July 1629. 
A daughter Mary married (1) Sir George 
Carew, and (2) Sir Arthur Ohampernowne. 

[Letters and Papers, Hen. VIH, 1609-36; 
State Papers, Hen, VIII, voL i. passim, vfi. 143; 
Friedmann’s Anne Boleyn, passim; Nicolas's 
Privy PurBO Expenses of HenryVIII, pp. 80,176, 
221, 276; Ohron. of Calais (Camd. Soc.), p. 26 ; 
Wriothesiey’s Ohron. (Oamd. Soc.), i. 36, 40; 
Notes and Queries, 6th ser. ix. 874; Strick¬ 
land’s Queens of England, iv. 166, &c,; Lin- 
gurd’s Hist, of Engl. v. 63; Froudo’s Divorce of 
Catherine of Aragon ; Dugd,lie’s Baronage; 
Banks's Extinct Baronage of England, iii. 396; 
Cavendish’s Wolsey, ed. Singer; Napier’s Hiet. 
of Swyncombe and Ewolme, p. 341; Gregson's 
Portfolio, p. 100 ; Lee’s Hist, of Thame, p. 442; 
Hasted’s Kont, ed, Drake, xvi. &o,; Brower’s 
Reign of Henry VIII, vol. ii.] W. A, J. A. 

NORRIS, Sib HENRY, Baron Nonius 
op Rroo'ra (1626 P-1G01), was son and heir of 
Henry Norris (ef. 1636) [q, v.] who was oxc- 
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cuted and attainted as the alleged lover of 1841. In September 1566 the queen visited 
Anne Boleyn. He seems to have been born him at his house at Rycote on her return 
about 1525, His age was officially declared from Oxford, and knighted him before her 
in 1664 to be only thirty (DtjsdAld), but departure. In the autumn of 1666 she an- 
this statement is irreconcilable with the re- pointed him ambassador to France. Norris 
cords of his early years, Henry VIII re- aid what he could to protect the Frennli 
stored to him much of his father’s confiscated protestants from the aggreesionsofthelrencli 
estate, ‘ with some strict conditions respecting government, but early in 1670 warned the 
the estate of his grandmother, who was one English ministers, that the French govern- 
of the heirs of Viscount Lovell’ (Camden, p. ment threatened immediate war with Eng- 
636). Asa young man he seems to have land if Elizabeth continued to encourage the 
become an attendant in the private chamber Huguenots in attacks upon their princes, 
of Edward VI, and to have sat in parliament Although he fulfilled his duties prudently 
in 1647 as M.P. for Berkshire (Return of he was recalled in August 1670 to make 
Members , i. 423). He signed, on 21 June way for Sir Francis Walsingliam, who was 
1668, the letters patent drawn up by the commissioned to make u firmer stand in 
Buke of Northumberland in order to limit behalf of the French protcBtantB. Bv way 
the succession to the crown to Lady Jane of recompense for his services abroad, Noma 
Grey (Queen Mary and Queen Jane, Cnmd. received a summons to the House of Lords 
Soc., p. 100). In early life, before 1645, he as Baron Norris of Rycote, on 8 May 1672,’ 
married Maijorie, daughter of JohnWilliams, In September 1682 he was disappointed of 
who was created Lord Williams of Thame in a promised visit from the queen to Rycote, 
1664. During Mary’s reign Norris resided and was not well pleased whon Leicester 
at Wytham, Berkshire, one of the manors of arrived in her stead; but his guest, wrote 
his father-in-law. In 1665-0 the site and that NorriB and his wife wore ‘ a hearty noble 
lands of the monastery of Little Marlow, couple as over I saw towards her highness’ 
Buckinghamshire, were alienated to Norris (Nioot.as, Life qf Hatton, pp. 269-70). In 
and Lord Williams jointly. Williams’s September 1692 the queen revisited Rycote 
death in 1659 put Norris and his wife into on nor journey from Oxford, 
possession of the estate and manor-house of . In October 1590 Norris was created lord 
Rycote, near Tliame, Oxfordshire, where he lieutenant of Oxfordshire. He already held 
chiefly resided thenceforth. the same office for Berkshire. In 1697 tho 

Williams had shared with Sir Henry grief oE Norris and 1ub wife on the death of 
Bedingfield the duly of guarding Elizabeth their distinguished son, Sir John, was some- 
while she was imprisoned at Woodstock what assuaged by a stately letter ofcon- 
during Queen Mary’s reign. He had treated dolence from the queen to 'my own dear 
the princess leniently, had invited her occa- crow,’ ae Elizabeth still affectionately colled 
eionally to Rycote, and his kindness was Lady Norris (Cal. State Papers, Dom.1695- 
gratefully remembered by Elizabeth. She 1697, p. 602), Norris died in June 1601, 
consequently showed, after her acceBBiou to andwastemporarilyburiedonthe21stintlie 
the throne, exceptional favour to Norris and church at Euglefiold, where his son Edward 
his wife. The latter she playfully nick- was living. Finally, on B Aug., ke was in- 
named her‘black crow’in reference to her terred at Rycote, in a vault beneath the 
dark complexion. Nor was Elizabeth un- chapel of St. Michael and All Angels, which 
mindful of the fate of Nome’s father, whom was founded in 1449 by Richard Quatremains 
she believed to have sacrificed his life in the and Sybillft, his wife, in the grounds of 
interests of her mother, Anne Boleyn. She Rycote house. The chapel, which is now 
at once restored to him all the property which disused and neglected, remained the chief 
Henry VHI had withheld (Camden). Ac- buiying-place of the Norrises and their de- 
cording to Sir Robert Naunton and Fuller, ecendants, the Berties, till about 1886. The 
the attentions Elizabeth bestowed on Norris house at Rycote was burnt down in 1747, 
and his kinsfolk excited the jealousy of Sir but some remnants of it form part of the 
Francis Knollys [q. v.] and his sons, whom fabric of the farmhouse which now occupies 
she also admitted to friendly relations. The its site (of, Lee, Ilist. of Thame, pp. 326 seq.; 
bickerings at court between the two families Basse, Works, ed, R. W. Bond, 1893, p, xvi). 
continued through the roign. Noirie’s will was dated 24 Sept. 1689. His 

In 1661 Norris was sheriff of Oxford- wife died in December 1699, and both she 
shire and Berkshire. In 1566 he took part and himself are commemoratedin the monu- 
in a tournament in the queen’s presence on ment ereotod in honour of them and their six 
the oocasion of the marriage of Ambrose sons in St. Andrew’s Chapel in Westminster 
Dudley, earl of‘Warwick (Sibtpe, CheJce, p. I Abbey. Life-size figures of Lord and Lady 
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Norris lie beneath an elaborate canopy sup¬ 
ported by marble pillars, and they are sur¬ 
rounded by kneeling effigies of their children. 

‘Although himself of a meek and mild 
disposition, Norris was father of ‘ a brood of 
spirited, martial men ’ (Oamden). His six 
sons all distinguished themselves as soldiers, 
fighting in France, Ireland, or the Low 
Countries. Norris outlived five of them; 
Edward, who, with John, the second son ? and 
Thomas, the fifth son, is separately noticed, 
alone survived Mb parents. 

Theeldest eon, William, was with Walter 
Devereux, earl of Essex, in. Ulster in 1674, 
and was on one occasion rescued from death 
by his brother John (Stow, Chrcn. p. 806). 
He was, it appears-temporarily appointed in 
1676 marshal of Berwick in succession to 
Sir William Drury [q. v.], but soon returned 
to Ireland. He died of a violent fever at 
Newry on 26 Dec. 1679, and is said to have 
accurately foretold Ms own death (of. Cal, 
State Papers, Ireland, 1674-86, p. 201 j Garew 
MSS. 1676-88,188, 191,193). The queen 
sent Ms mother a letter of condolence (Cal 
State Papers, Dom. 1647-80, p. 639). He 
married Elizabeth, daughter of Sir Richard 
Morison [q. v.l by whom ho left a eon Francis 
[see Noeeis, Francis, Ease op BunKsninn |. 

Henry (1664-1699), Lord Norris’s fourth 
son,matriculated from Magdalen College, Ox¬ 
ford, in 1671, and was created M.A. in 1688. 
He was captain of a company of English 
volunteers at Antwerp in June 1683 (hist. 
MSS. Comm. 2nd Rep.p. 73), and while serv¬ 
ing with his brothers John and Edward in 
the Low Countries in 1686 was knighted by 
the Eari of Leicester after the battle of Zut- 
phen (September). He was aont to Brit¬ 
tany in May 1692 to report on the condition 
of tie English forces, and in December 1693 
was captain of a regiment of nine hundred 
Englishmen there (of, HatfleldMSS. iv. 202; 
Cal. State Papers, Dom. 1691 -4, p. 897). He 
was M.P. for Berkshire in 1688-9 and 1697- 
16S8, but spent his latest years with his 
brothers John and Thomas in Ireland. In 
1696 he was colonel-general of infantry 
(Carew MSS. 1689-1000, p. 113). Tailing 
part under Robert Devereux, second earl or 
Essex, in the campaign in Munster in June 
1699, he was wounded in the leg in an en¬ 
gagement with the Irish at Finniterstown. 
He bore ‘amputation with extraordinary 
patience,’ hut died a few weeks later. The 
youngest of Lord Norris’s sons, Maximilian, 
■was slain while fighting in Brittany under 
his brother John in 1693. 

The family of Lord Norris of Rveote must 
he carefully distinguished from that of the 
contemporary John Norris ot Fyfleld, Berk¬ 


shire, as well as' from that of the contem¬ 
porary Sir William Norris of Speke, Laaca- 
sMre. The Fyfleld family descended from 
the first marriage of Sir Henry Norris of 
Speke (f. 1390), while the Rycote family de- 
scendedfromSirHenry’ssecondmarriage[eee 
underNoimis, Hens v, <2.1636]. John Norris 
of Fyfleld, in the sixteenth century, was 
succeeded by Ms son, Sm William Noeeis 
(1623-1691). Sir William was a member of 
Queen Mary’s household, was M.P. for Wind¬ 
sor Q654-7), and was sent to France as her 
herald in 1567to declare war against Henri H 
(cf. Discours de ce qu’a faiot en France le 
Seraut cPAngleterre, Paris, 1667). He was 
continued in office by Queen Elizabeth, and 
was usher of the parliament-house, gentle¬ 
man-pensioner, controller of the works of 
Windsor Castle and Park, and J.P. forBerk- 
shire. He died on 9 Aug. 1691, being buried 
at Bray (Ashmolb, Berkshire [1723], iii. 1). 
By his wife Mary, daughter of Adrian For* 
tescue, he left six sonB and six daughters. 
His eldest eon, John (d. 1612), was knighted 
at Reading in 1601, and was sheriff of Berk¬ 
shire in the same year; by his wife Mary, 
daughter of George Bnshford of Rickmans- 
worth, he was father of Elizabeth, wife of 
Sir Edward Norris [q. v.l 

To the Speke family belonged Sir William 
Norris, who is credited with having carried 
away at the capture of Edinburgh in 1643 
some volumes from James IV’s library at 
Holvrood, which, aftor remaining long at 
Speke, ore now in the Liverpool Athenceum. 
By his first wife he waB father of another 
William who was slain at Musselburgh in 
1647, and by Ms second wife ho had a son 
Edward, the builder, in 1698, of Speke Hall, 
whose younger son,William, was made K.B. 
at the coronation of James I, had the reputer 
tion of a spendthrift, died in 1620, and was 
great-grandfather of William Norris (1657- 
1702) [q, v.] (Eainbs, Lancashire [1836], iii. 
754-6 ; Norm Papers, Clietlmm Soe., Pref.j 
cf. Whatton, Arcliaiologia Scotica [1831], 
vol. iv. pt. i.) 

[Kerry’s Hist, of Bray; Leo’s Hist, of Thame; 
Nichols’s Progresses of Qaeen Elizabeth; Dug- 
dale’s Baronage; Davenport’s Lord Lieutenants 
and High Sheriffs of Oxfordshire; Fuller's 
Worthies.] S. L. 

NORRIS, HENRY (1606-1730 P), known 
as Jubilee Dicky, actor, was the son of 
Norris, an actor, who joined Sir William 
D’Avenant’s company, known as the king’s 
servants, and was the original Lovis m 
Etherege’s ‘ Domical Revenge, or Love in a 
Tuh,’ licensed 1664. Henry’s mothor, Mrs. 
Norris, said by Davies to have been the first 
English actress on the stage, was the original 
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Lady Dupe in‘ Sir Marl in Mhrrall,or Feigned 
Innocence, 1 a translation of ‘L’litourdi' of 
Moliere by the Luke of Newcastle and Dry- 
den. The son was born in 1666 in Salisbury 
Court, near the spot on which the Dorset 
Garden Theatre subsea uently stood. In 1696 
he was engaged by Ashbury to play in Dublin 
at Smock Alley Theatre comic parts such as 
were taken in London by Nokos. This jus¬ 
tifies the assumption that he must have had 
previous experience, but his name is not pre¬ 
viously traceable in London. In Dublin he 
played about 1696 (Hitohoooic) Sir Nicholas 
Gully in Etherage’s * Comical Revenge,’ Sir 
Oliver Cookwood in bis ‘She would if she 
could,’ and Handy in his 'Man of Mode, or 
Sir Fopling Flutter.’ 

In the latter part of 1699 he was in Lon¬ 
don, and played at Drury Lane Dicky in FaT- 
quliar’s ‘ Constant Couple, or a Trip to tho 
Jubilee.’ His success in this was so remark- 
ablo that the name Jubilee Dicky Btuclc to 
him, and was often inserted in 1 ho playbills 
in place of his own. Next year he was the 
Mad Welchman in a revival of the 1 Pilgrim,’ 
and was the original Pizalto in the ‘ Perjured 
Husband' of Mrs. Carroll (Centlivre), and on 
9 July the first Sir Anthony Addle in Cran¬ 
ford’s ‘Courtship & la Mode.’ In Cibber’s 
4 Love makes a Man,’ 1701, he was the first 
Snncho, and he rosumed his part of Dicky in 
‘ Sir Harry Wildair,’ Farqulmr’s sequel to his 
4 Trip to the J uhilce.’ Sir Oliver Oldgame in 
D'Urfey’s ‘Bath, or tho Wastorn Lass,’ Potit 
in Farquhar’s ‘ Inconstant, or the Way to win 
him,’ and Mrs. Fardingale in Steele’s ‘Fune¬ 
ral, or Grief A, la Mode,’ belong to 1702 ; and 
Symons in Estcourt’e ‘ Fair Example,' Martin 
in Mrs. Carroll’s ‘ Love’s Contrivance,’ and 
Ralph in Wilkinson’s ‘ Vice Reclaimed ’ to 
1708. He probably went with the company 
to Bath in the summer. On 26 Jan. 1704 ho 
was the Priest in ‘ Lovo the Leveller.’ He 
played on 16 Feb. 1706 Duenna in Dennis's 
‘Gibraltar,’ and on 18 March Sir Patient 
Careful in Swiney’s ‘ Quacks,’ also 23 April 
Tipltiu in Steele’s ‘Tender Husband, or tho 
Accomplished Fools.' Tie was, moreover, 
Prigg in an adaptation from Beaumont and 
Fleloher called ‘The Royal Merchant, or the 
Beggars’ Bush.’ In 1700 Norris was Trust- 
well in the ‘Fashionable Lover,’ and on 
8 April the first Oostar Pearmain in Far- 
quliar’s ‘ Recruiting Officer.’ With a detach¬ 
ment of Drury Lane actors, he accompanied 
Swiney to tho Haymarket, where on 18 Nov. 
1706 he performed Gomez in a revival of Dry- 
den’s ‘ Spanish Friar,’ Here he played a round 
of comic characters, including Sir Politiok 
Wouldbe in ‘ Volpone,’ Testimony in * Sir 
Courtly Nice,’ Cutbeard in the ‘Silent 


Woman,’ MoneyLrap in the ‘ Confederacy ’ 
and many others, and was the original Eaui’ 
pagein Mrs. Carroll’s ‘ Platouick Lady’rm 
26 Nov. 1706, and Scrub on 8 March 1707™ 
FaTquhar’s ‘ Beaux’ Stratagem.’ The follow- 



Tragedy,’ the first witch in 1 Macbeth,’Justica 

ninnlr in "Rrrvmp^a * .Tmnnl flunw * 

tie Split- 
A.t Drury 

Lane or the Haymarket he played, among 
many other characters, Learchus in ‘ ASeop’ 
Dapper in the ‘Alchemist,’ Sir Francis Gripe 
Obediah, Foresight, Nurse in ‘Caius Marius’ 
Otway’s rendering of ‘ Romeo and Juliet,’ Old 
Woman in 4 Rule a Wife and have a Wife' 
Setter in the 4 Old Bachelor,’ Sir Jasper Fidget 
iu the ‘ Country Wife,’ Gripe iu ‘ Love in a 
Wood,’ Fondlewife, and PiBlol in the second 
part of 4 King Henry IV.’ His original parts 
include Roger in Tavornor’s ‘ Maid’s the! 


‘ Maid’s _ 

tress,'6 Juno 1708; Shrimp in DTTrfeyVFine 
Lady's Airs,’ 14 Leo. 1708; and Squire Crump 
in D’Urfey's ‘Modern Prophets,’ 3May 170u 
In tho summer of 1710 he played at Green¬ 
wich. Loronzo, in Mrs. OeiWlivroV Marplot,' 
Drury Lane, S0Deo.l710,was an originahmrt, 
as were Flyblow in Charles Johnson’B ‘Gene¬ 
rous Husband,’ 20 Jan. 1711; Spitfire in the 
‘ Wife’s Relief,’ an alteration by Johnson of 
Shirley’s 1 Gamester,’ 12 Nov. 1711; Chicane 
in Johnson’s ‘ Successful Pirate,’7Nov. 1712; 
Sir Feeble Dotard in Tavorner’s ‘Female Ad¬ 
vocates,’ 6 Jan. 1713; First Trull in Charles 
Shadwoll's ‘ Humours of the Army,’ 29 Jim. 
1713; Sir Tristram Gettall in ‘ Apparition,' 
26 Nov. 1718; Don Lopez in Mrs. OentMvre’B 
‘ Wonder,’ 27 April 1714; Tim Slmoklefigure 
in Johnson’B ‘ Country Lasses,' 4 Feb. 1716; 
Peter Nettle in Gay’B 1 What d’ye coll it P ’ 
23 Feb. 1716; Gardiner in Addison's ‘ Drum¬ 
mer,’ 10 March 1716; Dr.Possum in 'Three 
Hours after Marriage,’ assigned to Gay, Tope, 
and Arbuthnot, 16 Jan. 1717; But,Mn in 
Breval’s ‘ The Play is tho Plot,’ 19 Feb. 1718; 
WbiRpor in Charles Johnson’s ‘Masquerade,’ 
10 Jon. 1719; Henry in Smythe’s ‘Rival 
Modes,’ 27 Dec. 1726; First Shepherd in the 
‘ Double Falsehood,’ attributed by Theobald 
to Shakespeare, 13 Dec. 1727 ; and Timothy 
in Miller’s ‘ Humours of Oxford,’ 9 Jan. 1736. 
He probably died before the end of tho year. 

Norris was one of the actors who were seen 
at Bartholomew Fair. Addison, in the' Spec¬ 
tator,’ No. 44, says that Bullock in 0 short 
coat and Norris in a long one ‘ seldom fail’ to 
raise a laugh (of. TIuney Mobley, Bartho¬ 
lomew Fair, p, 282). Norris indeed bed a 
little formal figure which looked droll in a 
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long coat, and a thin squeaking voice that 
raised a smile when heard in private. Ac¬ 
cording to Ohetwood he spoke tragedy with 
propriety, but seldom assumed any important 
part, for which his stature disqualified him. 
He acted Cato, however, gravely to Pinketh- 
man’s Juba at Pinkethman’s theatre at Rich¬ 
mond, and in 1710 played at Greenwich the 
Dervise in ‘ Tamerlane.’ Victor declared him 
the best Gomez in the * Spanish Friar ’ and 
9ir Jasper Fidget in the ‘ Country Wife’ 
that he ever saw. When Oibberplayed Bur¬ 
naby Brittle in the ‘ Wanton Wife,’ he was 
commended. Mrs. Oldfield, however, an¬ 
nounced herpreferenceforNorris, who seemed 
predestined to wear the horns. Davies speaks 
of him as an excellent comic genius, and says 
that his delivery of the two lines assigned 
him in the rehearsal in which he played 
Heigh ho! caused him to he called some¬ 
times in the hills by that name as well as 
Jubilee Dicky. He was also spoken of as 
Nurse Norris. 

Norris married about 1706 Mrs. Knapton, 
on actress, a sister of the first Mrs. Wilks. 
Her name appears occasionally in the hills. 
She was a fine and personable woman, a great 
contrast to her husband, whose stature was 
diminutive. By her Norris had issue. The 
marriage was announced on 28 Jan. 1731 of 
‘ Mr. Henry Norris of Drury Lane ’ and Mrs. 
Jenny Wilks, daughter of Mrs, Wilks of the 
eame house. This was probably the son of 
Norris who on 16 Nov. 1731 at Goodman's 
Fields, as Norris from Dublin, ‘ son of the 
late famous comedian of that name,’ played 
Gomez in the ‘ Spanish Friar.’ A second son 
of Norris was on the country at age, Neither, 
however, had anything in common with tho 
father hut diminutive stature. No portrait 
of Norris can be traced. 

[Works cited; Chatwood’s General History of 
the StagB; Genest’s Account of the English 
Stage; Victor’s Hiatory of the Theatre; Daries’s 
Dramatic Miscellanies; Hitchcock’s Irish Stage.] 

J. K. 

NORRIS, HENRY HANDLEY (1771- 
1860), theologian, son of Homy Handley 
Norris of Hackney, by Grace, daughter of 
the Rev. T. Hest of Warton, Lancashire, 
was bom at Hackney on 14 Jan, 1771. Edu¬ 
cated at Poterhouse, Oambridge, where he 
graduated B. A. 1797, M.A. 1800, he was ad¬ 
mitted ai eundem at the university of Oxford 
on 23 Joe. 1817. In 1800 a chapel of ease 
was built by subscription in Hackney parish, 
and dedicated to St. John of Jerusalem. 
Norris liberally contributed to the cost, and 
in 1809, on becoming the perpetual curate 
of the chapel, made over to trustees a fee- 
farm rent of 211. a year as on endowment, 


and erected at'his own expense a minister’s 
residence in Well Street. In 1831 the per¬ 
petual curacy became a rectory, and in this 
incumbency Norris remained till his death. 
His influence in the religious world was 
far-reaching. He came to be known as the 
head of the high church party, and Hack¬ 
ney wns regarded as the rival and counter¬ 
poise of the evangelical school in Olapham. 
The statement has been made, but is pro¬ 
bably not true, that during Lord Liver¬ 
pool’s long premiership every see that fell 
vacant was offered to Norris, with the re¬ 
quest that if he would not take it himself, 
lie would recommend some one else; and 
this rumour secured for him the title of the 
Bishop-maker. From 1793 to 1834, as a 
member of the committee of the Society for 
Promoting Christian Knowledge, he largely 
ruled its proceedings; hut in 1834 there was 
a revolt against his management, and he was 
left in a minority. He became a prebendary 
of Llandaff on 22 Nov. 1816, and a pre- 
bendary of St. Paul’s on 4 Nov. 1826. In 
May 1842 the parishioners of St. John’B pre¬ 
sented Mrs. Norris with a portrait of her hus¬ 
band after thirty years’ servioeinthe church. 
Inheriting from liis father an ample fortune, 
he was able to aid many students m their uni¬ 
versity and professional careers. Norris died 
at Grove Street, JIackney, on 4 Dec. 1860. 

On 19 June 1806 he married Henrietta 
Catherine, daughter of David Powell, by 
whom he had a son, Henry, born on 28 Feb. 
1810, formerly of Swancliil'e Parle, Oxford¬ 
shire, 

Norris’s bet.1 known work is ‘ A Practical 
Exposition of the Tendency and Proceed¬ 
ings of the British and Foreign Bible So¬ 
ciety, in a Correspondence between the Rev. 
H. II, Norris and J. W. Freshfield, Esq.,’ 
1813; with an Appendix, 1814; 2nd edit. 
1814. This correspondence arose from an 
attempt made by Freshfield to form an 
Auxiliary Bible Society in Ilackney, to 
which Norris strongly ohjeoted. A pamphlet 
war ensued, and among the controversialists 
were Robert Aspland [q. vj (1818) and 
William Doaltry [q. v.] (1816). 

His other writings were; 1. ‘A Respect¬ 
ful Letter to the Earl of Liverpool, occa¬ 
sioned by the Speech imputed to his Lordship 
at the Isle of Thanet Bible Sooiety Meeting,’ 
1822. 2. ‘ A Vindication of a Respectful 
Letter to the Earl of Liverpool;’ 1823. 
Those two works also gave rise to rejoinders 
by Schofield in 1822 and Paterson in 1828. 
8, ‘ The Origin, Progress, and Existing Cir¬ 
cumstances of the London Society for Pro¬ 
moting Christianity among the Jews,’ 1826, 
4. 'The Principles of the Jesuits developed 
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in a Collection of Extracts flam tlieir own 
Authors, 1 18S9. 5. ‘A Pastor’s Legacy: 

or Instructions for Confirmation,’ 1881. 

[Ovorton’s English Church, 1894, pp. 35-8, 
347; Ohurton’s Memoir of Joshua Watson, 1861, 
i. 54, ii. 20, 326; Churton's Christian Sincerity: 
Sermon on death of H. H. Norris, 1851; T. Moz- 
loy’s Reminiscences, 1882, i. 335-40; Lyons’s 
Environs of London, 1811, ii. 307; Robinson’s 
Hackney, 1813, ii. 119, 171-7, 265.] G. C. B. 

NORRIS, ISAAC (1671-1738), mayor of 
Philadelphia, was born in London on 21 July 
1671. His father, Thomas Norris, emigrated, 
to Jamaica in 1678. In 1690 Isaac was sent 
to Philadelphia to arrange for the settlement 
of the family there, but on liis return to 
Jamaica found that they had all perished in 
the great earthquake at Port Royal. He then 
went back to Philadelphia, entered into busi¬ 
ness, and became one of the wealthiest pro¬ 
prietors in the province. During a visit to 
England in 1706 he assisted William Penn 
in his difficulties. On his return in 1708 he 
was elected to the governor's counoil. He 
sat ill the assembly for many years, was 
spoaker of (he house in 1712, justice for 
Philadelphia county in 1717, and, on the 
establishment of the high court of chancery, 
became a master to hear eases with the lieu¬ 
tenant-governor. In 1724 he was elected 
mayor of Philadelphia, and in 1731 was 
unanimously chosen justice of the supreme 
court, but declined the office. It is recorded 
of him that ‘ although a strict quaker, he 
lived in great luxury for that age, and drove 
a four-horse coach, on which was emblazoned 
a coat of arms.’ lie owned the ‘elate-roofed 
house 1 in which Penn resided during his 
second visit to Pennsylvania. His house on 
Fair Hill, ‘ one of the handsomest buildings 
of the day, 1 was burnt by the British during 
the revolution. For many years Norris was 
one of the chief representatives of the pro¬ 
prietories, and by the will of Penn he was 
named a trustee of the province of Pennsyl¬ 
vania. Ho died in Philadelphia on 4 June 
1735. In 1604 he married Mary, daughter 
of Thomas Lloyd, governor of Pennsylvania. 
Their son, Isaac Norris (1701-1760), was a 
prominent statesman in America. 

[J. Parker Dorris's Gonealog, Record, of the 
Norris Family (1886); Hepworth Dixon's 
William Penn (1851), p. 410; Appleton’s Oyclop. 
of Amer. Bingi\] G. G, 

NORRIS, Sib JOHN (1647 P-1697), mili¬ 
tary commander, second son of Henry Norris, 
baron Norris of Rycote [q. v.], was born 
about 1647. This date agrees with the 
statement of his servant, Daniel Gyles, as 

f iven in the contemporary tract entitled ‘ A 
[emorable Service of Norris in Ireland’ 


(Chueohyabe, Netherlands, 1602, p, 1541 
Lord Willoughby, wbo was born on 12 Oct 
1666, stated less probably that Norris was of 
the same age as himsoif (Buetie, Life of 
Willoughby, p. 187)"; while the epitaph on 
Norris’s tomb in Yattendon Church suggests 
the impossible date 1529 as the year of Mb 
birth. Norris is said to have spent some 
time in youth at a university: but a soldier’s 
life attracted him as a youth, and he received 
his first military training in 1671, when he 
Served as a volunteer under Admiral Coligny 
in the civil wars in France. In 1673 he 
joined, as captain of a company, the army of 
English volunteers which was enlisted by 
Walter Devereux, first earl of Essex [q. y.] 
in his attempt to colonise Ulster. In the 
tedious struggle with the native Irish and 
their Scottish allies Norris displayed much 
military skill. Almost the laBt incident in 
Essex’s disastrous enterprise was the despatch 
of Norris, at the head of 1160 men, from 
Oarrickfcrgus to the island of Rathlin, with 
directions to drive thence the Maedonnells 
who had token refuge there. Norris’s little 
army was transported in three frigateB, of 
one of which FranciB Drake was commander. 
The islanders fled before him to the castle; 
but after four days’ siege (22 to 26 July 
1676) Norris effected an entrance, and mas¬ 
sacred the men, women, and children within 
its walls. Such rigorous procedure was ap¬ 
proved by the English government; but the 
easy victory failed to stem Essex’s misfor¬ 
tunes. A useless fort was oreeted on the 
island, and Norris evacuated it. Within 
three months I 10 and his troops were recalled 
to Dublin and tlio colonisation of Ulster for 
the time abandoned. But Norris had then 
renohed the conclusion, which in later years 
he often pressed upon his superiors, that 
‘ Ireland wus not to be brought to obedience 
but by fores, 1 and that on large permanent 
garrisons England alone could depend for the 
maintenance of her supremacy (ef. Baowbix, 
Ireland under the Tudors, iii. 131). 

In July 1677 Norris crossed to the Low 
Countries at the head of another army of 
English volunteers (Oiiueoiiyabd, p, 27). 
Fighting in buhalf of the States-General in 
the revolt against their Spanish rulers, Norris 
found himself opposed to a far more serious 
enemy than any lie had encountorod hitherto; 
but he proved himself equal to the situation. 
On 1 Aug. 1678 the Dutch army, with which 
ho was serving, was attacked at Rymenant 
by the Spanish commander, Don John of 
Austria. The Dutch troops broke at the 
first onset of the Spanish. But Norris, with 
three thousand English soldiers, stood his 
ground; and after a fierce engagement, in 
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which he had thvee horses killed under him, 
the Spaniards fell hack, loaving a thousand 
dead upon the field (Frouee, Hist, of Mid¬ 
land)- Through 1579 he co-operated m 
Flanders with the French army under Fran¬ 
cois de la Node (of. Correspondanoe de F. de 
la Now, ed. Kervyn de Volkaersbeke, 1854, 
pp. 143 sq., 188 sq.) On 20 Feb. 1680 he 
displayed exceptional prowess in the relief 
of Steenwyli, which was besieged by the 
Spaniards under the Count von Rennenberg; 
and in operations round Meppel he proved 
himself a match for the Spanish general 
Verdugo (Stbaea., Be Bello Belgico , x. 660- 
562 i van der Aa, Woordenboek der Neder- 
landen, xiii. 328). His fame in England rose 
rapidiy, and William Blandie bestowed ex¬ 
travagant eulogy on him in his ‘Oastle or 
Picture of Pollicy,’ 1681 fcf. p. 265). 

Norris remained in the Netherlands— 
chiefly in Friesland—until March 1683-4; 
but the war was pursued with less energy in 
the last two years. When he was again in 
England, it was reported at court that he was 
‘not to return in haste ’ (Bison, Memoirs,i. 
87,47). In July1684 ho was sent for a second 
time to Ireland, and the responsible oflice of 
lord-president of Munster was conferred on 
him. He at once made his way to his pro¬ 
vince ; but the misery that he found prevail¬ 
ing there he had no means of checking, and 
his soldiers deserted him in order to serve 
again in the Low Countries (cf. Cal. State 
Papers, Ireland, 1574-85, pp. xci, xcii, 664). 
In September 1684 Norris accompanied the 
lord-deputy Perrot on an expedition against 
his earlier opponents, the Scottish settlers 
in Ulster. With the Earl of Ormonde he 
set about clearing the country of cattle, the 
Scots' chief means of support, and seized fifty 
thousand cattle round Glenconkein in Lon¬ 
donderry. No decisive results followed, and 
Norris returned to Munster to urge the home 

f overnmeut to plant English settlers there. 
n the fo flowing winter the Ulster Soots grew 
non threatening than before, and Norris i 
was summoned to Dublin by Perrot. He 
complained that the lord-deputy would not 
permit him to go north; hut as M.P. for co. 
Cork he attended the parliament which 
Perrot opened on 20 April 1686, and dis¬ 
tinguished himself by (lie forcible eloquence 
with which he supported measures to confirm 
the queen's authority over the country (ti. 
pp. 663,666;). 

But Norris’s ambition was directed to 
other fields. He had no wish, he admitted, 

‘ to he drowned in this forgetful corner ’ {il>. 
p. 667); and the news that the Spaniards 
were besieging Antwerp and likely to cap¬ 
ture it from the Dutch aroused all his en¬ 


thusiasm in behhlf of his former allies. He 
was anxious that Queen Elizabeth should 
direotly intervene in the struggle of the 
Dutch protestants with Spain. Obtaining a 
commission by which his office as president 
ofMunster was temporarily transferred to his 
brother Thomas, he hurried to London in May 
1686. On 10 Aug. a treaty was concluded 
between Elizabeth and the Stntes-General, 
whereby four thousand foot soldiers and four 
hundred horse were to be placed at their dis¬ 
posal. On. 12 Aug. Norris was appointed to 
the command of this army, and left England 
twelve days later. The queen, when inform¬ 
ing the States-General of his appointment, 
reminded them of Mb former achievements in 
them service. ‘ We hold him dear,’ she added: 
‘and he deserves also to be dear to you’ 
(Motley, United Netherlands, i. 331). Soon 
after his arrival in Holland Norris stormed 
with conspicuous gallantry a fort held by the 
Spaniards near Arnhem; but the queen, who 
still preferred her old policy of vacillation, 
resented hie activity, and wrote to him on 
31 Oct. that he had neglected his instruc¬ 
tions, ‘her meaning in the action which she 
had undertaken being to defend, and not to 
offend.’ Nevertheless, Norris repulsed Alex¬ 
ander of Parma, the Spanish leader,inanothor 
skirmish before Arnheim on 16 Nov., and 
threatened Nymegen, which ‘ he found not 
so flexible as he had hoped.’ But he was 
without adequate supplies of clothing, food, 
or money, and soon found himself in a des¬ 
perate plight. There was alarming mortality 
among his troops, and his appeals for aid 
were disregarded at home. In December the 
Earl of Leicester arrived with a new Eng¬ 
lish army, and, accepting the office of gover¬ 
nor of the Low Countries, inaugurated the 
opon alliance of England with the Dutoh, 
which the queen had been very reluctant to 
recognise. 

In February 1686 Norris left Utrecht to 
relieve Grave. The oity was besieged by 
Alexander of Parma, and formed almost, the 
only barrier to the advance of the Spaniards 
into tho northern provinces of Holland. 
Norris was joined by native troops under 
the command of Count Hohenlobe. Three 
thousand men thus formed the attacking 
force. A desperate encounter followed on 
16 April, and Norris received a pike-wound 
in the breast (Ghimebton, Eist. of Nether¬ 
lands, p. 827}; but he succeeded in forcing 
the Spanish lines and provisioning the town. 
Leicester described the engagement as a 
great victory, and knighted Norris during a 
great feast he gave at U trecht on St, George's 
day (20 April). Owing, however, to the 
treachery of Count Hemart, the governor 
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of Grave, tlio Spaniards immediately after¬ 
wards wero admitted within its walls, 
Leioeal er ordered Hemart to be shot. Norris 
urged some milder measure, a course wliicli 
Leicester warmly resenled. Leicester in¬ 
formed Lord Burghley that Norris was in 
love with riemart’s aunt, and had allowed 
his private feelings to influence his conduct 
of affaire (Motley, ii. 24). Norris’s real 
motive was doubtless a desire to conciliate 
native sentiment. 

Meanwhile Leicester's inexperience as a 
military commander rendered the English 
auxiliaries almost helpless, and their camp 
was torn by internal dissensions. Jealous of 
Norris’s superior skill, Leicester was readily 
drawn into an open quarrel with him, and its 
continuance throughout the campaign of 1580 
was largely responsible for the want of suc¬ 
cess. Leicester complained to Walsingham 
that Norris habitually treatod him with dis¬ 
respect. Norris ‘ matched,’ he said, ‘ the late 
Earl of Sussex,’ his old enemy at court. ‘ lie 
will so dissemble,so crouch, and so cunningly 
carry his doings as no man living would 
imagino that there woro half the malice or 
vindicative mind that doth plainly his deeds 
prove to bo. . , . Since the loss of Grave he 
is as coy and as strange to give any counsel 
or any advice as if he were a mere stranger 
to us ’ (Leycester Correspondence, Camd. 
Soc., p. 301 seq.) Leicester surmised that 
Norris aspired to his command. Gould not 
Walsingham secure Norris's recall f Was 
there no need of him in Ireland ? Walsiug- 
ham took seriously these childish grumblings 
which formed a main topic of Leicester's dc&- 

E atches, and he appealed to Norris to treat 
.eicester in more conciliatory fashion. But 
the queen understood Norris’s worth, and 
declined to recall him. She openly attributed 
Leicester's complaiuts to pnvato envy, and 
the oarl found it politic to change his Lone. 
In August (ib. p. 385) he wrote home that he 
had always loved Norris, and at length found 
him tractable. In the sight of other observers 
than Leicester, Norris combined tact with 
his courage. Writing to Burghley on 24 May 
from Arnhom, Thomas Doyley commondod 
his valour and wisdom, * but above the rest , 
his especial pationce in temporising, wherein 
he exceedeth most of his ugc * (Bebtie, pp, 
101-622; cf. Motley, ii. 2691, 

Despite his uncongenial environment, 
Norris did good service in May 1580 in driv¬ 
ing the Spaniards from Nymogen and the 
Betwe. But when he was ordered to Utrecht, 
in August, to protect South Holland, Lei¬ 
cester foolishly excluded from his control the 
regiment of Sir William Stanley, who was 
in the neighbourhood at Devon ter, and thus 


deprived the operations of the homotrenritv 
which was essential to success. Immediately 
afterwards he received from home a commis¬ 
sion as colonel-general of the infantry with 
powers to nominate all foot captains, ' 

On 22 Sept. Norris took a prominent port 
jointly with Stanley in the skirmish near 
Zutpken, in which Sir Philip Sidney was 
fatally wounded. On 6 Oct. Leicester 
wrote: ‘Norris is a most valiant soldier 
surely, and all are now perfect good friend 
here/ But before the end of the year 
Norris was recalled to England, despite the 
protests of the States-General, from whom his 
many achievements in their service had won 
golden opinions (Gkimeston, p. 834, cf. n 
931). At court the queen, despite her pre¬ 
vious attitude, treated him with Borne dis¬ 
dain as the enemy of Leicester, but in the 
autumn of 1687 he was recalled to Holland. 
Lord Willoughby, who succeeded Leicester 
in the command in November 1587, wisely 
admitted that NorriB was hotter fitted for 
the post; hut he resented the presence of 
Norris in a subordinate capacity on the scene 
of his former triumphs. Disputes readily 
arosebetweenthem. ThoqueentreatedNorris 
wit h bo much consideration that Willoughby 
declared him to bo ‘more happy than aCtcsar',’ 
‘ If I were sufficient,’ ho argued,' Norris were 
superfluous’ (Bebtie, p. 187). This view 
finally prevailed, and at the beginning of 
1688 Norris waB at home once more. In 
April he was created M.A. at Oxford, on 
the occasion of Essex’s incorporation in that 
dugrue (Wood, Fasti, i. 278). During the 
Bummer, while the arrangements for the re¬ 
sistance of the Spanish Armada were in pro¬ 
gress, ho was at Tilbury, and acted as mar¬ 
shal of the camp under Leicester. He was 
also omployod in inspecting the fortifications 
of Dover, and in preparing Kent to meet in¬ 
vasion ( Cal. State Papers, Dom. 1681-90, pp. 
601, 611). But his active services were not 
required. After tho final defeat of tlio Armada, 
hestronglyrecommendodauinvasionofSpoin, 
and offered to collect troops in Ireland. In 
October ho was ordered to tho Low Oountries 
in a newcapaci ty, as ambassador to the StateB- 
Qeneral, to thank them for their aid in resist¬ 
ing tho Armada^ to consider with them the 
further prosecution of the war, and to arrange 
tho withdrawal of troops to take part in an 
expedition to Portugal (Bertie, pp. 225-0), 
Willoughby, still the commander-in-chief in 
Holland, was directed to give Norris all the 
assistance in his power; ‘but he is so sufficient,' 
Willoughby wrote, ‘to debate in this oanseas 
my counsels are but drops in the sea.’ 

Tn April 1689 Norris took command, 
along with Drake, of the groat expedition 
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despatched to destroy the shipping on the 
coasts of Spain and Portugal, and to place 
the pretender Antonio on the throne of 
Portugal. Twenty-three thousand men were 
embarked under the two commanders. The 
enterprise excited in England almost as 
much enthusiasm as the struggle with the 
armada in the preceding year. The drama¬ 
tist George Peele, gave expression to the 
confidence popularly placed m Norris in * A 
Farewell. Entituled 1 o the famous and fortu¬ 
nate Generalls of our English Eorces: Sir 
lohn Norris and SyrFrauncisDrake, Knights, 
and ali theyr brave and resolute followers, 
1589, 8vo. Peele reminded the soldiers— 

You follow noble Norris, whose renown, 

Won in the fertile fields of Belgin, 

Spreads by the gates of Europe I o the courts 

Of Christian kings and heathen potentates 

(Peele, Works, ed. Bullen, ii. 240). On 
20 April Norris landed near Corunna, sur¬ 
prised and burnt the lower part of the town, 
and heat off in a smart encounter at Burgos 
a Spanish force eight thousand strong under 
the Conde de Altcmira. Putting to sea again, 
Norris directed an attack on Lisbon; but the 
enemy declined a general engagement, and the 
expedition returned to Plymouth on 2 July, 
without having achieved any decisive result. 

In April 1591 Norrisleft Englandwithtliree 
thousand foot-soldiers to aid in Ilonry IV’s 
campaign in Brittany against the forces of the 
League. He landed at St. Malo on 6 May, 
and joined the army of Prince Dombes, son 
of the Duo de Montpenaier. On 24 May the 
town of Guingamp surrendered after a brief 
siege to Norris and Dombes, and nenry IV 
extolled Norris’s valour in a letter to Quoen 
Elizabeth. On 11 June he defeated a body 
of Spanish and French soldiers at Chateau 
Laudran. Shortly afterwards six hundred of 
kis men were transferred to N ormandy, where 
the Earl of Essex was similarly engaged about 
Rouen in fighting with Henry IV’s enemies 
(Blech, i. 65). Thenceforth Norris’s cam¬ 
paign proved indecisive, and at the end of Fe¬ 
bruary 1691-2 he returned home (of. A Jour- 
nall of the honourable Service of the renowned, 
Knight, S. JohnNorrice, Generali of the Eng¬ 
lish and French Forces, performed against the 
French and Spanish Leaguers in France, 1601, 
in Churchyard’s translation of Van Meteren’s 
‘Civil Wars in the Netherlands,' 1802, pp. 
119-88; The Tme Reporta of the Service in 
Bntanie, 1691, 4to; A Joumall or Brief e 
Report of the late Service in Britaigne, 1691, 
4to; Unton Correspondence, Roxburgha Olub, 
pp. 7 sq.) 

In September 1693 Norris again set foot 
in Brittany. In November he and the Due 


D’Aumont seized the great fortress of Crozon, 
which the enemy had built to protect Brest. 
The victory was well contested, and Norris 
was wounded (of. Nmes from Brest. A 
Diurnal of all that Sir J. Norreis hath doone 
since his last arrivatt in Britaine, London, 
1694,4to). In February 1693-4 he had four¬ 
teen hundred well-tramed men under his 
command, who ‘wanted nothing hut a good 
opportunity to serve upon the enemy ’(Bieoh, 
i. 167). But there were dissensions in the 
camp between Norris and his French col¬ 
leagues, and in May 1694, to the regret of 
Henri IV, he was superseded, although he 
stayed at Brest till near the end of the year 
(Martin, Hist. x. 360; Moeicb and Tail- 
LANDLDR, Hist, de Bretagne,\8SH, xii. 468,xiii, 
2-2,147 ; Ohueohyabd, Civil Wars, 134 Bq.) 

Next yearNorris was summoned to Ireland, 
which he never quitted again alive. The lord- 
deputy, Sir William Russell, had proved him¬ 
self unable to resist the power of O’Neill, earl 
of Tyrone, in Ulster, and, after proclaiming 
him a traitor, had appealed in April 1696 to 
the English government to Bend him a mili¬ 
tary commander to exercise unusually wide 
powers. The queen’s advisers selected Norris, 
who was still nominally lord-president of 
Munster. Norris’s military reputation stood 
so high that many believed that the native 
Irish would be reduced to impoteney by the 
terror of his name. Norris was under no suoh 
delusion. His health was had, and he knew, 
too, that hie appointment was unpopular in 
many circles. With Sir William Russell he 
had an old-standing quarrel, and he had 
many enemies in the queen’s councils. The 
Earl of Essex endeavoured to nominate his 
friends to the subordinate offices on Norris’s 
new staff, and Norris's free expressions of re¬ 
sentment increased the antipathy with which 
Essex’s friends at court regarded him. 

Norris arrived at Waterford on 4 May 
1696, but was disabled on disembarking by 
an attack of ague. After some delay he 
arrived at Dublin, and set out on his first 
campaign in June. He made Newry his 
headquarters. Russell followed closely in 
his track; but Norris had no desire for 
Russoll’s aid, and declined all responsibility 
as long os Russell was with the army. In 
July, however, Russell returned to Dublin, 
asserting that he left Norris to undertake 
the conquest of Ulstor by whatever means 
he chose. But Norris deemed the task im¬ 
possible without reinforcements. Scarcely 
fifteen hundred men were at his disposal, and 
in letters to Burghley and Cecil he charged 
Russell with secretly endeavouring to thwart 
hinij and with concealing the imperfections 
of his army from the home government. On 



Norris 57 6 Norris 


the other hand, the Earl of Tyrone recognised 
in Norris an opponent to ho feared, and was 
easily persuaded to forward to liim a signed 
paper, which he called his submission, But 
the tor ms demanded a full acknowledgment 
of Tyrone's local supremacy, and were at once 
rejected by Norris, with the approval of the 
queen’s advisers, 

Norris, after making vain efforrs to bring 
Tyrone to an open engagement, resolved to 
winter in Armagh. The place was easily 
occupied, but while engaged in fortifying 
a neighbouring pass between Newry ana 
Armagh on 4 Sept. Norris was attacked by 
the Irish, and was wounded in the arm and 
side. The home government thereupon sug¬ 
gested that Norm should reopen negotia¬ 
tions. Norris, impressed by the defects in 
his equipment, had already suggested that 
Tyrone should be granted a ireo pardon 
on condition that he renounced Spam and 
the pope. If further hostilities were at¬ 
tempted, it was needful that all the English 
forces in Ireland should be concentrated in 
Ulster. Meanwhile a truce was arranged 
with Tyrone to last until 1 Jan. 1606, and one 
month longer if the lord-deputy desired it. 

Next year Norris was instructed to renow 
negotiations for a peace, and a hollow 
arrangement was patched up at Dundalk. 
Sir William Russell plainly recognised that 
Tyrone was only seeking to gain time until 
help came from Spain, and complained with 
some justice that ‘the knaves’ had over- 
reacho'd Norris. But for tho moment Ulster 
was free from disturbance, and Norris was 
ordered to proceed with Sir Geoffrey Fenton 
to Connaught to arrange terms with the Irish 
chieftains there (Cal. State Papers, Ireland, 
1696-7, pp. 2 sq.) lie censured tho rigorous 
policy of the governor, Sir Richard Bingham 

S q. v.jj who was sent to Dublin and detained. 
Jut his efforts at a pacification of the pro- 
vinos proved futile. He remained there from 
June until the middle of December, when he 
returned to Newry j but as soon as he left the 
borders of Connaught 1 he rebellion blazed out 
as fiercely as of old. Russell protested that 
Norris’s ‘course of pacification’ was not to 
the advantage of the queen’s government, 
and the dissensions between thorn were openly 
discussed on both sides of the Channel. Each 
represented in his official despatches the state 
of affairs in a different light, and Tyrone took 
every advantage of the division in the Eng¬ 
lish ranks. On 22 Oot. 1696 Anthony Bacon, 
whose relations with Essex naturally made 
him a harsh critic of Norris, informed his 
mother that ‘ from Ireland there were cross 
advertisements from the lord-deputy on the 
one side and Sir John Norris on the other, j 


tho first, ns a good trumpet, sounding con 
tinually the alarm against the enemy tb 
latter serving as a treble viol to invits to 
cltnco and be merry upon false hopes of a 
hollow peace, and that these opposite ac- 
oounts made many fear rather the ruin than 
the reformation of tho state upon that in 
fallible ground “quod omno regnum divisum 
in se dissipabitur ” ’ (Baton, ii. 180) j n 
December 1696 Norris, in leLters to Smifo- 
bert Cecil, begged for his recall. lie com¬ 
plained that all he did had been misrepre¬ 
sented at Whitehall, his health was failLr 
and the unjust treatment accorded to Um 
was likely to ‘ soon make an end of him’(ft,; 
State Papers, Ireland, 1696-7, pp.183-0). 

Until April 2697 Norris, who remained'at 
Newry, continued his negotiations with Ty. 
rone, in the absonce, he complained, of any 
definite instructions from Dublin j but the 
chieftain had no intention of surrenderin'* 
any of his pretensions, and it wns plain 
that diplomacy was powerless to remove 
the danger Lhat sprang from his predomi¬ 
nance. At length tho queen’s patience was 
exhausted. She rocognisod that the war 
must be resumed. The suggestion that both 
Russell and Norris should be recalled was 
practically adoptod. Although Burghley's 
confidence in Norris was not wholly dissi¬ 
pated, Thomas, lord Borough, was despatched 
in May to fill Russell’s pluco ns lord-deputy, 
and to take the command of tho army. The 
new viceroy belonged to Ehsox’s party at the 
English court, and had been on bad terms 
witli Norris in Holland. Norris, although 
not recalled, was effectually humiliated, aad 
lie folt tho degradation keenly. ‘He had, 1 
he declared, ‘loBt more blood in Her Majesty’s 
service than any he know, of what quality 
soever,’ ‘ yet was he trodden to thB ground 
with bitter disgraco ’ owing to ‘ a mistaken 
information ’ of his enemies. But he met 
Borough on his arrival in Dublin ‘ with much 
counterfeit kindness,’ and no rupture took 
place between them. In June he retired to 
Munster, where he still held the office of 
president. Iiis health was precarious ; no 
immediate danger threatened his province, 
and he asked for temporary leave in order 
to recruit his strength. In his absence the 
rebels might be easily kept in check, he said; 
and, ho added, ‘ I am not envious, though 
others shall reap the fruits of my travail— 
an ordinary fortune of mine.’ Before any 
reply was sent to liis appeal he died, on 
3 July, in the arms of liis brother Thomaa, 
at the latter's house in Mallow. The imme¬ 
diate cause of death was gangrene, due to 
unskilful treatment of his old wounds, but a 
settled melancholy aggravated his ailments; 
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and it was generally believed that he died 
of a broken heart, owing to the queen’s dis¬ 
regard of his twenty-six years' service, His 
body was embalmed, and he is reported to 
have been buried in Yattendon Church, 
Berkshire, but there is no entry in the parish 
register. His father is said to have given 
him the neighbouring manor-house, but he 
had had little leisure to spend there. A 
monument, with a long inscription which 
very incorrectly describes his services, still 
stands in the church, and his helmet hangs 
above it ( Newbury and its Neighbourhood, 
1839, p. 229). His effigy also appears in the 
Norris monument in Westminster Abbey. 
The queen sent to his parents a stately letter 
of condolence (Cal. State Papers, Dom. 1596- 
1697, p. 602 ; Nichols, Progresses, iiL 420). 
Popularly he was regarded as one of the 
most skilful and successful military officers 
of the day, and his achievements in Holland 
and Brittany fully supported his reputation. 
But his failure in Ireland in later life proved 
him incapable as a diplomatist, and prone to 
dissipate liis energy in futile wrangling with 
colleagues whom it was his duty to conciliate. 

A portrait by Zucchero has been engraved 
by J. Fane. 

[Authorities cited; Bagwell's Ireland under 
the Tudora, vole. ii. and iii. passim; Oal. of Stato 
Papers, Domestio and Ireland, esp. 1695-7 ; 
Cat of Carew Papers; Bertie’s Life of Lord Wil¬ 
loughby in Five Generations of a Noble House; 
Birch's Memoirs; Fuller's Worthies; Collins's 
Sydney Papers; Motley’s Dutch Republic and 
United! Netherlands; Markham's Fighting 
Veres; Edwards’s Life of Raloigh; Church¬ 
yard's Civil Wars in the Netherlands, 1602, 
which includes chapters an Norris’s servicos in 
both Brittany and Ireland.] S. L. 

NORRIS, JOHN (1667-1711), divine, 
was the son of John Norris, incumbent of 
CoUingbourne-Kingston, Wiltshire, where 
the Bon was horn in 1667. The elder Norris 
afterwards becamerector ofAshbourne, Wilt¬ 
shire, and died on 16 March 1681. A tract 
written by him against conventicles was pub¬ 
lished by the son in 1686. The younger Norris 
was educated at Winchester, and in 1676 
entered Exeter College, Oxford. He gra¬ 
duated B.A. on 16 Juno 1680. A dispute 
was going on at this time botween the warden 
and the fellows of All Souls’, the fellows re¬ 
fusing to talcs an oath which would prevent 
them from disposing of their offices for money. 
The warden forbado an election, and the ap¬ 
pointment thereupon lapsed to the visitor, 
Archbishop Bancroft, who at the warden's 
suggestion appointed Norris to one of the 
vacant places. The warden described him 
as an ‘ excellent scholar,’ and he soon became 
von. xiv. 


a prolific author. His earliest writings 
(see below) ehow that he was already of 
mystical tendencies, and was a student of 
Platonism, In 1688—1 he had a correspond¬ 
ence with the famous Platonist, Henry More 
[q. v.J, upon metaphysical problems (appended 
to his * Theory or Love’). A sermon on the 
‘ Root of Liberty,’ published in 1686, is dedi¬ 
cated to Store, with whom he had discussed 
the theory of the freedom of the will con¬ 
tained in it. Other early writings show that 
he was a decided churchman, opposed both 
to whigs and nonconformists. On 22 April 
1684 he took his M.A. degree, and was soon 
afterwards ordained. In 1687 he published 
his most popular book, the ‘Miscellanies.' 
It includes some poems characteristic of his 
religious views, one of which (‘The Parting’) 
contains a line about ‘ angels’ visits, short 
and bright,’ afterwards adopted in Blair’s 
‘ Grave’ and Campbell’s 'Pleasures of Hope,’ 
In 1689 he accepted the living of Newton St. 
Loe, Somerset, and married. In the follow¬ 
ing year he published his ‘ Christian Blessed¬ 
ness,’ the appendix to which contains his 
criticism upon Locke’s recently published 
‘Essay.’ In 1092 ho became rector of Bo- 
merton, near Salisbury—the former home 
of George Herbert. The income, we are 
told, was 2007 or 3007 a year, and welcome 
to a man with a growing family. He says, 
ho wever, himself in 1707 that his clear income 
was little more than 707 a year, and that 
the world ran ‘ strait and hard with him.’ 
Ho remarks also that he had no chance of 
preferment in the diocese, of which Burnet 
was then bishop (Atomy, Letters, &&, 1818, 
pp, 166-8, and see anecdote in Nichols’s Idt. 
Aneed. i. 040). Some of his books were 
popular, and went through many editions, 
but apparently brought him little profit. Ac¬ 
cording to John Dunton [q. v.] he supplied 
many hints to the ‘ Athenian Gazette/ and 
would take no reward, though his strong 
memory and wide_ reading made Mm very 
useful. His theories led him into various 
controversies. He attacked the quakers for 
what he held to be their ‘ gross notion’ of 
the inner light as compared with Ms phi¬ 
losophy, and ho replied to Toland’s attack 
upon Christian mysteries. lie corresponded 
WLth the learned ladies, Mary Astell and 
Locke’s friend, Lady Masham, with the last 
of whom he had a controversy upon the ex¬ 
clusive love of God. He then devoted Ms 
time to his chief performance, the ‘ Essay 
towards the Theory of an Ideal and Intelli¬ 
gible World,’ wMeh appeared in two parts 
in 1701 and 1704. Norris was a disciple of 
Malebranche, and expounds his master’s doc¬ 
trine of the vision, of all tMngs in God, in 
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opposition to the philosophy of Locko. He 
is interesting as the last offshoot from tho 
school of Cambridge Platonists, except so 
far as the Bame tendency is represented by 
Shaftesbury. His Platonism was radically 
opposed to the methods which became domi¬ 
nant in Locke’s exposition, and Locke made 
some remarks, first published in the ' Collec¬ 
tion’ of 1720, upon Norris’s earlier criticisms 
(Loam, Works, 1824, ix. 247-68). Locke 
and Molyneux refer rather contemptuously 
to Norris, ‘ an obscuro, enthusiastic man,’ in 
their correspondence {ib. 711!. 400, 404; see 
also Locke’s ‘ Examination of Malebranche,’ 
ib. pp. 211-66). Norris, though an able writer, 
is chiefly valuable as a solitary representative 
of Malebranohe’s theories in England. 

In other respects he seems to have been 
a very amiable and pious man, with much 
enthusiasm, whether m the good or the bad 
Bense, and of pure and affectionate character. 
He published one or two other works of a 
practical and devotional kind, and diod at 
Bemerlon in 1711, He is commemorated by 
a marble tablet, bearing the words ‘ Bone 
latuit,’ on the south aide of Bomerton 
Church. He left a widow, two sons, both 
afterwards clergymen, and a daughter, who 
married Bowyer, vicar of Martock, Somer¬ 
set. A bust was placed in the library, built 
by the bequest of Christopher Oodrington 
[q. v.], at All Souls. 

Norris's works are: 1. ‘The Picture of 
Love unveiled,’ 1682 (translated from the 
Latin of Robert Wiring's ‘ Effigies Amoris’). 
2. 1 nierooles upon the Holden Versos of the 
Pythagoreans’(translation), 1682. 8. ‘An 
Idea of Happiness, in a Letter to a Friend,’ 
1683 (reprinted in ‘Miscellanies’). 4. ‘A 
Muvnival of Knaves, or Whiggiam plauely 
displayed and laughed out of Countenance,’ 
1088(referstoRyeHouseplot). 6. ‘Tractatus 
adversus Roprobationis absolute Decretum 
... in duos libros digestus,’ 1688 (includes 
a declamation in the schools). 6. ‘Poems 
and Discourses occasionally written,’ 1684 
(reprinted in the ‘ Miscellanies of the Ful¬ 
ler Worthies Library ’ edited by Dr. Grosart 
in 1871). 7. ‘The Root of Liberty,’ 1086 
(a sermon dedicated to IT. More). 8. ‘ Pas¬ 
toral Poem on Death of Charles II,’ 
1685 (reprinted in ‘Miscellanies’). 9. ‘A 
Collection of Miscellanies, consisting of 
Poems, Essays, Discourses, and Letters,’ 
1687 (fith edit,, revised by author in 1706), 
10. ‘ The Theory and Regulation of Love, a 
Moral Essay, to which are added Letters Phi¬ 
losophical and Moral between the Author 
and Dr. Henry More,’ 1688. 11. ‘ Reason 

and Religion, or the Grounds and Measures of 
Devotion... in several Contemplations, with 


Exercises of Devotion applied to every Con- 
templation,’ 1689. 12. 1 Uhristian Blessed¬ 
ness, or Discourses upon the Beatitudes to 
which is added Reflections upon a late 

g hooke’s] Essay concerning the Human Un- 
erstandmjj,’ 1090. To a second edition" 
1692, is added a reply to some remarks by 
the ‘Athenian Society.’ 18. ‘Reflection 
upon the Conduct of Human Life, with re- 

ledge, in a Letter to an excellent Lady' 
[Masham],1000. [Lady Masham’s name given 
in the 2nd edit. 1691.] 14. ‘ The Charge of 
Schism continued, being a Justification of the 
Author of “ Christian Blessedness” ’(in which 
nonconformists were accused of schism), 1691, 
16. ‘ Practical Discourses on several Divine 
Subjects,’ first vol. 1091, second, 1692, third 
1098. In 1707 these appoaredwith* Christian 

BlesBsdness,’ now entitled ‘ Practical Dis¬ 
courses on the Beatitudes,’ and forming the 
first of the four volumes. 16. ‘ Two Treatises 
concerning the Divine Light; the first an 
Answer to a Letter of a learned Quaker 
[Vickriss], . . the Becond a Discourse con¬ 
cerning the GrosBness of tho Quakers’ notion 
of tho Light within. . .1092’ [refers to an 
attack upon the ‘Reflections’]. 17. ‘Spiritual 
Counsel, or the Father’s Advice to his Chil¬ 
dren,’ 1094. 18. ‘ Letters concerning ths 

Love of God, between the author of the “ Pro¬ 
posal to the Ladies ” [Mary Astoll, q, v] and 
Mr. John Norris, wherein his late Discourse 
(i.e.in “Practical Discourses ”), showing that 
it ought to be entire and exclusive of all 
other loves, iB further cleared and justified,’ 
1G96 (replies to criticisms by Lady Masham 
and others printed in appendix to fourth 
volume of 1 Practical Discourses’ in later edi¬ 
tions). 19. ‘An Account of Reason and Faith 
in relation to the Mysteries of Christianity,’ 
1697,13th edit, in 1728, and 14th in 1790 
(in answer to 'Poland’s 1 Christianity not Mys- 
torious ’). 20. ‘ Essay t owards the Theory of 
the Ideal and Intelligible World, design’d 
for two parts. The first considering it in 
itself absolutely, and the second in relation 
to the human understanding, part i, 1701. 
The Second Part, being the relative part of 
it, wherein the intelligible World is con- 
sidcredinrelationto the Human Understand¬ 
ing. . . .’1704. 21. ‘A Practical Treatise 
concemingJIumility.. .’1707. 22. ‘APhi- 
losophical Discourse conoerning the Natural 
Immortality of the Soul,...’ 1708, in an¬ 
swer to Henry Dodwelltheelder[q.v.],who 
replied in ‘ The Natural Mortality of the Hu¬ 
man Soul clearly demonstrated,’ &o. 28. 'A 
Treatise concerning Christian Prudenoe.. 
1710. lie translated Xenophon’s ‘Oyro- 
ptedia’ in 1086 with Francis Digby. 
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[Wood’s Athena (Bliss), iv. 683-6; Biogr. Bri¬ 
tannia; Locke’s Letters, 1708; Burrows’s All 
Souls, p. 267; Boase’s Eogister of Exeter Coll, 
p. 213; Hear lie's Collections (Coble), ii. 62,104, 
iii, 456; Nichols's Lit. Auecd, i. 137, 640; 
Julian’s Dictionary of Hymnology; Pylades and 
Corinna, 1782, ii. 190-216, gives some letters 
from Norris to Mrs. Thomas.] L. S. 

NORRIS, Sib JOHN (1660 P-1749), ad¬ 
miral of the fleet, was apparently the third 
son of Thomas Norris of Speke, Lancashire, 
and his wife, Katherine, daughter of Sir 
Henry Garrnway [q. v.] His arms were 
those of the Speke family. His brother, Sir 
William Norris (1657 P-1702), is separately 
noticed. John was probably born about 1060 
(Baines, County of Lancaster, iii. 764; Ln 
Nam Knights, p. 491). His first promotion 
is said by Chamock to have been slow; but 
whatever his early service, which cannot now 
be traced, he was in August 1689 lieutenant 
of the Edgar, with Captain Sir Clowdisley 
Shovell [q. v.] Early in 1690 he followed 
Shovell to the Monoli, which was employed 
on the coast of Ireland, and did not join the 
fleet till towards the end of the year. It 
was possibly for Bervice under the immediate 
aye of the king, but certainly not ‘for very 
meritorious behaviour at the battle of Beacky 
Head,’ that on 8 July 1690 Norris was pro¬ 
moted to the command of the Pelican lire- 
skip. In December 1691 be was moved to 
the Spy flresliip, in which he was present at 
the battle of Barfleur and the subsequent 
operations in the Bay of La Hogue [see 
Rtjsbell, Edwahd, Eakl oe Obeobd], though 
without any active share in them. On 
13 Jan. 1692-3 he was posted to the Sheer¬ 
ness frigate, attached to the squadron under 
Hooke, and present with it in the disastrous 
loss of the convoy off Lagos in June 1093 
[see Room, Sib George]. Norris’s activity 
in collecting the scattered remains of the 
convoy was rewarded in September with ad¬ 
vancement to the command of the Royal Oak. 
After a couple of months he was appointed 
to the Sussex, and then to the Russell, in 
which he wont out with Admiral Russoll to 
the Mediterranean. In December 1894 he 
was moved to the Carlisle, one of the squa¬ 
dron under James Killigrew[q. v.], which on 
18 Jon. 1694-6 captured the French ships 
Content and Trident. Russell afterwards 
assigned much of the credit to Norris, and 
appointed him to command the Content, 
added to the navy as a 70-gun ship. 

Early in 1697 Norris was sent with a 
small squadron to recover the settlements in 
Hudson’s Bay which had boon seized by the 
French. At St. John’s, Newfoundland, how¬ 
ever, on 28 July, he had intelligence of a 


French squadron, reported to be sent out to 
reduce St. John’s. A council of war, said to 
have consisted mainly of land officers, de¬ 
cided to act on the defensive. Norris, it is 
Said, had further intelligencethattheFrench 
ships were tho squadron of M. de Pointis 
[see Ndvill, John] escaping from the West 
Indies with the plunder of Cartagena; but 
the council of war declined to depart from 
their defensive attitude. In October Norris 
returned to England, where the inaction of 
his squadron was made the subject of popular 
outory and parliamentary inquiry. Norris, 
however, was held guiltless, though his ex¬ 
culpation was generally attributed to the 
influence of Russell, the first lord of the 
admiralty, and suspicions of corruption and 
faotion, if not treachery, in the conduct of the 
navy were widely expressed (Bubnei, Hist, 
of his Own Time, Oxford edit. iv. 348). That 
Norris was backed up by strong intoresl 
seems certain. He woe appointed to the 
'Winchester, which he commanded during 
the peace, and in 1702 to the Orford, one of 
the fleet under Rooko in the unsuccessful 
at! empt on Cadiz. During this time, 22 Aug,, 
Norris had a violent quarrel with Ley, the 
first captain of the Royal Sot evoign, Rooke’s 
flagship, beat him, threw him over a gun, 
and drew his sword on him on tho Royal 
Sovereign’s quarter-deck. For this ke was 
put under arrest, but, by the good offices of 
the Duke of Ormonde, was allowed to apolo¬ 
gise and return to his duty on 80 Aug. Tho 
affair passed over without further notice, and 
Ley cued very shortly afterwards (Rooteds 
Journal). 

Still in tho Orford, Norris was in the 
Mediterranean with Shovell in 1703, and in 
1704 was one of ShoveU’s seconds in the 
battle of Malaga. In 1706 he was taken by 
Shovell as first captain of the Britannia, 
carrying the flag of thejoint commandore-m- 
ckief, Suovell and Charles Mordaunt, third 
earl of Peterborough [q. v.] In this capacity 
he assisted in the capture of Barcelona, and 
was afterwards sent home with the des¬ 
patches, when he received a present of a 
thousand guineas, and was knighted on 
6 Nov. (Lb Nbve, Knights , p. 491). But 
Peterborough, who wrote of him as 1 a go¬ 
verning coxcomb,’ had concoived a strong 
dislike to him (Letters to General Stanhope, 
p, 6). Probably on that account he was not 
employed during the following year. 

On 10 March 1703-7 Norris was promoted 
to be rear-admiral of the blue, and, with his 
flag on board the Torbay, accompanied 
Shovell to the Mediterranean. In command 
of a detached squadron he forced the passage 
of the Var, and afterwards took a prominent 
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part in tlie operations before Toulon. He of ■winter forced Norris to return to England, 
returned to England in October, narrowly but in the summer of 1716 he was back at 
escaping the fate of the commander-in-chief, Copenhagen, and a combined fleet of English 
the error in navigation, due to the unwonted Buabian, and Danish ships in the Baltic* 
strength of Eennel’s current, having been under the nominal command of the tsar in 
common to the whole fleet [see Suovdll, Sib person, Norris acting as vice-admiral, kept 
Clowdismy], On 26 Jan. 1707-8 Norris was the Swedes blockaded in Carlskrona. Inl7l7 
promoted to be vice-admiral of the white, Sir George Byng took command of the fleet 
and again went to the Mediterranean, with in the Baltic, while Norris was sent on a 
hie flag in the Ronelagb, commanding in the special mission to Amsterdam to the tsar 
second post under Sir John Lealte [q. v.] In who was staying there. In March 1718 he 
the same year he entered parliament as mem- was appointed lord of the admiralty, a post 
her for Eye, for which he sat until 1722, he held till May 1730; but in the summer 
when he was elected for Portsmouth. For of 1718 he returned to the Baltic, to re- 
Portsmouth he was again returned in 1727, exert pressure on Sweden, 
and for Eye in 1784; he represented the But after the death of Charles XH Norris 
latter constituency until his death {Official was in 1719 again sent to the Baltic as an 
Returns). In 1709 he commanded a small intimation to the t,sar that he could not 
squadron sent to stop the Erench supply he permitted to crush the independence of 
or com from the Baltic, no lay for some Sweden. It wiib probably thought that 
time ofFElsinore, and stopped several Swedish Norris, being personally known to and 
ships laden with corn, nominally for Holland esteemed by the tsar, was a peculiarly fit 
or Portugal Against this line of conduct person to command the fleet in the difli- 
the Danish government protested, and the cult circumstances. For the greater part 
governor of Elsinore acquainted him that of the season he remained at Copenhagen. 

* if he continued to stop ships from passing English ministers wished him to find and 
the Sound, he should he obliged to force him destroy the Eussian fleet, but the smallness 
to desist.’ In July a Dutch squadron arrived of his squadron and the belief that Danish 
to convoy the ships for Holland, and Norris, ships might join the Eussians compelled 
conceiving that the object of his coming delay. After George II had secured him- 
there had been secured, returned to Eng- self by treaties with Prussia (signed on 
land (Bubohutt, pp. 726-7). August 14) and the arrival of a reinforce* 

On 19 Nov. he was promoted to be ad- ment, Norris soiled north into the Baltic, 
miral of the blue, and early in 1710 wont and made an armed demonstration in eon- 
out to the Mediterranean as commander-in- junction with tho Swedish fleet. In 1720 
chief. This office he held till October 1711, he arrived off Stockholm by the middle of 
blockading the French coast and assisting the May, having a commission to mediate a 
military operations in Spain, in aclmowledg- peace. In June he anchored off Bevel, but 
meat of which services the Archduke Charles, as Peter refused his letters, as the place could 
the titular king of Spain, on 19 July 1711 not be attacked by the fleet alone, and as 
conferred on him the title of duke, ‘ to be the Swedes woro not prepared to throw an 
reserved and kept socret until he should think army on skore, he returned to Stockholm, 
it proper to solicit the despatches for it in whore he continued till the end of October, 
due form,’ and also an annual pension of four It was not till the 22nd—which bv the re- 
thousand ducats for ever, placed upon the vised calendar was 2 Nov.—that he sailed 
produce of the confiscated estates in the king- from Elfsnahhen, arriving at Copenhagen on 
dom of Naples {Monte Office, Admiralty, the 30th. The course ofservice in 1721 was 
vol. 42). No further action seems to have much the same, but led to better results, 
been taken in the matter of the title, find it The tsar, convinced that he would net he 
does not appear that the pension was ever permitted to destroy Sweden, consented to 
paid. _ make peace, and by 20 Sept. Norris was able 

In May 1715 Norris, with a strong fleet, to represent to the Swedish government that, 
was sent to the Baltio to act in concert with as the treaty was virtually concluded and tlm 
the Dutch, and to protect the Anglo-Dutch Eussian ships were laid up, he proposed to 
trade to the easternBaltioportsfrom Swedish sail at once (Home Office, Admiralty, vols. 
privateers. This duty proved so absorbing 50 and 61). In 1726, when the attitude of 
that Norris had no opportunity of fulfilling Eussia seemed again threatening to the peace 
a subsidiary and more or less secret aim of of the north, she was overawed by the pre¬ 
preventing aid from coming to the Swedish sence of a fleet under Sir Charles Wager 
port of Stralsund, which was than being be- [q. v.j, and in 1727 Norris again took the 
sieged by Prussians and Danes, The approach iommand. It was known that Eussia was 
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a party to the treaty of Vienna, and might 
he expected to aid Spain by supporting the 
Jacobites; but ‘ a strong resolution rendered 
unnecessary strong measures/ and the mere 
sight of the English fleets induced a more 
pacific temper (SlAltHOm, ii. 81, 108). 

On 20 Feb. 17SS-4 Norris was promoted 
to he admiral and commander-in-chief, and 
during the summer commanded the large 
fleet which was mustered in the Downs, or 
at Spithead, with the union flag at the main. 
The next year the fleet visited Lisbon as a sup¬ 
port to the Portuguese against the Spaniards. 
In 1739 and the following years Norris com¬ 
manded the fleet in the Channel. Public 
opinion was very indignant that nothing was 
done; hut, as the Spaniards had no western 
fleet at sea, there was no opportunity of 
achieving or even attempting anything. 
Early in 1744 it was bnown that the French 
were going to become parties in the war. 
An army of invasion, with a flotilla of small 
craft, was assembled at Dunkirk, and this 
was to be supported by the fleet from Brest, 
under the command of M. de Roquefeuil, 
which actuallyput to BBa on 26 Jan. 1748-4. 
On 2 Feb. Norris was ordered to go at onc8 
to Portsmouth, and, in command of the 
ships at Spithead, to take the most effective 
measures to oppose the French. Afterwards 
some ships, reported ns French men-of-war, 
were seen at the hack of the Goodwin Sands, 
and Norris was ordered to come round to 
the Downs. He insisted that these ships 
had nothing to do with the Brest fleet, which 
was certainly to the westward, hut the order, 
repeated on 14 Feb.j was positive. On the 
18th he had intelligence that the French 
fleet had been seen off the Isle of "Wight; 
and on the 19th he wrote that the Dunkirk 
transports ought to be destroyed as soon as 
the weather moderated, and then he would 
go to look for the Brast fleet. ‘ If we re¬ 
main without attempting anything we leave 
the French at liberty to do what they please 
in the Channel, and perhaps an invasion may 
he carried on from La Hogue, as was in¬ 
tended before my Lord Orford’s battle there' 
(Norris to Newcastle, 10 Feb., Home Office, 
Admiralty, vol. 84). But he was sorely 
afraid that his force was insufficient. ‘ Had 
I been believed/ he wrote, ‘in what I repre¬ 
sented^ last spring, we had been now in a 
condition to have driven the Brest ships out 
of the Channel, and at the same time been 
covered from any insult or attempt from 
Dunkirk; hut I was treated then as an old 
man that dreamed dreams’ (ii. 18 Feb.) 
Thus the fleet was still in the Downs when, 
on 24 Feb., Nowis had nows of the near ap¬ 
proach of the French. On that afternoon 


they had come to off Dungeness, to wait for 
the tide, and were disagreeably surprised to 
find themselves met by a very superior Eng¬ 
lish force tiding round the South Foreland 
against a south-westerly wind, When the 
tide turned the English anchored about eight 
miles from the French. The night set in wild 
and dark. At eight o’clock the wind flew 
round to the north and north-east, and blew 
a fierce gale, which increased in strength till, 
about one o’clock in the morning, the storm 
broke out with excessive violence. Most of 
the English ships parted their cables and 
were driven out to sea j but the French ships, 
which had shortened in, parted their cables 
at the first of the gale, about nine o’clook, 
and, leaving their anchors, went away be¬ 
fore the wind unperceived and unfollowed. 
Three days later Norris wrote to the Duke of 
Newcastle: 1 If they can escape out of our 
Channel, I believe they will have so great 
a sense of their deliverance as not to venture 
again into it at this season of the year ’ (26, 
28 Fob. Home Office, Admiralty, vol. 84). 

The same storm that drove the French snipe 
out of the Channel destroyed the transports 
at Dunkirk, and the admiralty, Beeing that 
the danger at home was past, ordered several 
ships from the Channel to reinforce Thomas 
Mathews [q. v.] in the Mediterranean, Norris 
was very angry; on 18 March he requested 
permission to resign the command, and on 
the 22nd wrote that his retirement was 
as necessary for the king’s service under 
the present management of the admiralty as 
for His own reputation and safety (id. Norris 
to Newcastle), nis resignation was accepted, 
and he retired from active service. He hod 
long been known in the navy as ‘Foul- 
weather Jack.’ He died on 19 July 1749. 
He had married Elizabeth, elder daughter 
of Matthew, first lord Aylmer, and by her 
had issue a daughter and two Bons, the elder 
of whom, Richard, a captain in the navy, 
was cashiered for misconduct in the action 
of 11 Feb. 1748-4; the younger, Harry, 
served with some distinction, and died a 
vice-admiral in 1764. 

A portrait by George Knopton is at the ad¬ 
miralty. There is a mezzotint by T. Burford. 

[Charnock's Biogr. Nav, iii. 841 j Burchett’s 
Transactions at Sea j lediard’s Naval History; 
JBeatson’s Nav. and Mil. Memoirs; Official 
Papers in the Public Record Office. Of. also 
Stanhope’s and Becky’s Histories of England ; 
Torrens’s Hist, of Cabinets; Ooxe’s Memoirs of 
Sir R. Walpole; "Walpole’s Letters, ed. Ounning- 
ham; Gent. Mag. 1749, p. 284; Official Returns 
of Members of Pari.; Norris’s MSS. in Brit. Mas., 
esp. Add. 28120-67, logs, journals, and latlar- 
books, of little biographical value.] J. K. L. 
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NORRIS, JOHN (1784-1777), founder 
of the Norrisian professorship at Cambridge, 
born in 1734, was the only son of John Norris, 

(d. 1761), lord of the manor of Witton in 
Norfolk, by his -wife, a Suffolk lady named 
Oortkew. He was educated at Eton and at 
Coius College, Cambridge, where he gradu¬ 
ated B.A. in 1700 {Graduali Cantabr.) He 
was member's prizeman in 1761. On leaving 
the university ne settlod at Great "W itching- 
ham, Norfolk, and built a house which lie 
partly pulled down on the death of his first 
wife in 1709. Coming to live at Witton, he 
began in 1770 to build Witton House and 
to lay out grounds. About 1778 Richard 
Porson [q. v.l, who lived in the neighbour¬ 
ing village of East Ruston, was brought to 
hie notice by the Rev. 0. Hewitt. Norris 
caused Porson to be examined, and, on a 
favourable report, raised, and contributed 
largely to, a fund for sending him to school. 

By this means Porson went to Eton (J. S. 
Watson, Life of Porson ). Norris died of 
fever on 6 Jan. 1777 (Gent. Mag. 1777, 
p. 47) at his house in Upper Brook Street, 
London. He was fond of inquiring into 
religious subjects. He is described as being 
of a gloomy and reserved disposition, and 
it is said (Europ. Mag. 1784, p. 334) that 
though he was ‘ respected by all, there were 
few who were easy and cheerful in his so¬ 
ciety.’ 

Norris married first, in 1768, Elizabeth, 
only daughter of John Play ters of Yelvcrton. 
She died 1 Dec. 1769, leaving one son, who 
died in infancy, and Norris erected a monu¬ 
ment to her with an eccentric epitaph in 
St. Margaret's Church, Witton (Notes and 
Queries, 2nd ser. viii. 286). Secondly, on 
12 May 1778, he married Charlotte, fourth 
daughter of Edward Townshend, D.D., dean 
of Norwich, and by hor had one daugh¬ 
ter, Charlotte Laura, who married, 17 N ov. 
1796, Colonel John Wodehouse, afterwards 
second baron Wodehouse. By his will, dated 
20 June 1770, Norris charged the Abbey 
Farm, in the parish of Bacton, Norfolk, with 
an annuity of 1201. for the foundation of a 
professorship of divinity at Cambridge, and 
of an annum.prize of 121. in money ana books 
for an essay on a sacred subject, and also for 
providing a sermon at Great St. Mary’s every 
Good Friday. The 106 1. annually assigned 
to the professorship has Bince been aug¬ 
mented from other Bources, and the prizo is 
(by statute of 0 April 1868) now awarded 
every five years. The first 'Norrisian ’pro¬ 
fessor was appointed in 1780, and the 'Nor¬ 
risian Prize’ was first awarded in the same 
year. Norris also left 101. per annum to 
the vicar of Witton for the performance of 


service on every Sunday during Lent and 
endowed two schools for twelve children 
each at Witton and Witcliingham. Norris’s 
estate of nearly 4,0001. per annum descended 
to his daughter. 

(European Mag. May 1784, pp. 333-4; Cooper’s 
Annals of Cambridge, anno 1777; BlomoBeld’s 
Norfolk; Norfolk Tour, i. 237-9, ii. 966; Cam¬ 
bridge University Calendar ; Potts’s Cambridge 
Scholarships.] yf 6 

NORRIS, JOHN PILKINGTON (1823- 
1891), divine, born at Chester on 10 June 
1823, was the son of Thomas Norris,physician 
of Chester. Educated first at Rugby under 
Arnold, he proceeded to Cambridge, where 
he gained an open scholarship at Trinity Col¬ 
lege, ne came out in the middle of the first 
class of the classical tripos in 1846, and in 
the same year graduated B.A. He became 
M.A. in 1849, B.D. in 1876, and D.D. in 
1881. N orris obtained a fellowship at Trinity 
in 1848, and in the same year carried off one 
of t,ho members’ prizes for the Latin essay. 
He was ordained deacon by the Bishop of Ely 
in 1849, and priost in the following year. In 
1849 he accepted one of the newly created 
inspectorships of schools. The high tradi¬ 
tions of that office owe much to the spirit in 
which Norris and o thorn entered upon the 
work. IliB own district comprised Stafford¬ 
shire, Shropshire, and Cheshire, TIis enthu¬ 
siasm was unbounded; his thoroughness and 
mastery of detail so great that he was said, 
by a pardonable exaggeration, to know not 
merely all the teachers, but all the children 
who came undor his eye. The work began, 
however, to tell upon him, and in 1863 he 
removed to a smaller district in Kent and 
S urroy. But, finding himself unequal to this, 
he in 1864 resigned his inspectorship, and 
become curate-in-charge of Lowknor, a small 
Oxfordshire parish. In 1864 ho was ap¬ 
pointed a canon of Bristol, and incumbent 
of Hatchford, Surrey, where he remained 
until 1870. In that year there fell vacant 
the vicarage of St. George, Brandon Hill, 
Bristol. The parish was large, the people 
poor, the incomo small. The dean ana chap¬ 
ter were the patrons, and Norris felt it Ins 
duty to take the parish himself. He there¬ 
fore moved permanently to Bristol. His 
own church and people were admirably oared 
for, and ho also threw himself zealously into 
diocesan work. In 1870 he become rural 
dean of Bristol, and in 1877 vicar of the his¬ 
toric church of St. Mary Redcliffe, In 1881 
the bishop made him arohdeacon of Bristol, a 
post which led in the following year to the 
resignation of his incumbency. 

Norris filled other positions with unvary- 
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jug success. He was a friend and confidential 
correspondontofBishopFraserofManchester, 
whose examining chaplain he was from 1870 
to 1886. He was inspector of church train¬ 
ing colleges from 1871 to 1870. He was a 
member of convocation, as proctor for the 
chapter of Bristol, from 1879 to 1881, and 
afterwards as archdeacon. Towards the end 
of Decembar 1891 he fell ill of bronchitis. 
On 29 Dec. his appointment to the deanery 
of Chichester was announced, but he died on 
the same evening. He was buried in the 
graveyard adjoining Bristol Cathedral, and a 
tablet within its walls bears testimony 1 0 his 
worth; upwards of 6,0007. was subscribed 
as a memorial to him to be devoted to the 
augmentation of the Bristol bishopric. 

Norris was a bard and successful worker 
for the restoration of the cathedral, the nave 
of which must always be associated with his 
name. He was one of the first to move for 
the revival of the old see of Bristol, as distinct 
from that of Gloucester, and was a vigorous 
promoter of church extension in and around 
the cathedral town. His most important 
literary work was in the form of popular 
handbooks for students in theology, and two 
remarkable volumes of notes on the New 
Testament. 

Norris married in 1868 Edith Graoo, daugh¬ 
ter of the Bight Hon. Stephen Lushinglan 
(second son of the first baronet), who sur¬ 
vived him, and by whom he left issue. 

His chief works, in addition to separate 
sermons,essays,andchargC8,werB: 1. ‘Trans¬ 
lation of Demosthenes, Do Ooronft,’ 1840. 
2. ‘Report on the Iron and Goal Masters' 
Prize Scheme for the Encouragement of Edu¬ 
cation,’ 1864. 3. ‘ On the Inspiration of the 
New Testament,’ 1884. 4. 'The Education 
of the People,’ 1869. 6. 1 A Key to the Nar¬ 
rative of the Four Gospels,’ 1809. 6. ‘A 
Cateohist’e Manual,’ 1869. 7. ‘ A Key to tlio 
Acte of the Apostles,’ 1871. 8. ‘ Manual of 
Keligioue Instruction,’ 8 vols. 1874. 9. 'A 
0atechismforYoungGhildren,’1874,10. ‘Ru¬ 
diments of Theology,’ 1876. 11. ‘ Studia 

Sacra; Theological Remains of John Koblo,’ 
edited. 1877. 12. ‘ Easy Lessons on Con¬ 
firmation,’ 1877. 18. ‘ New Testament, with 
Introduction and Notes,’ 1880. 14. 1 The 
Patriarohs Joseph and Moses.’ 1880, 16. ‘ The 
Church of St. Mary Redolin, and Handbook 
to Bristol Cathedral,’ 1882. 10. 1 Lectures 
on Pastoral Theology,’ 1884. 17. 1 Lectures 
on Butler’s Analogy,’ 1888. 18. ‘ A Key to 
the Epistles of St. Paul,' 1890. 

[Times, 26 and SO Dec. 1601; Guardian, 0 Jan. 
1892 ; Record, 8 Jan. 1892; Croekford’s Clerical 
Directory, 1890; Memoir of James Fruser by 
Thomas Hughes, 1887, pp. 177, 178.] A, R. D. 


NORRIS, PHILIP (O. 1405), dean of 
St. Patrick’s, Dublin, was probably born at 
Dundalk. When quite young, on 29 July 
1427, he was presented to the vicarage of 
St, Nicholas, Dundalk. Shortly after he ob¬ 
tained leave of absence for suven years in 
order to complete hie studies at Oxford. 
Entering at University College, he studied 
for a time in 1 ths great hall 1 of that college, 
and later, during 1429 and two following 
years, he presided over ‘the little hall’ 
until he obtained the degree of doctor of 
divinity. He is Baid to have acquired a 
good knowledge of philosophy and theology, 
and to have been learned in canon and civil 
law and proficient in rhetoric. While at 
Oxford he adopted very decided opinions 
regarding the misconduct and abuses of the 
mendicant orders of friars, and became a 
strenuous advocate for their reform or sup¬ 
pression, His opinions on this subject were 
similar to those promulgated during the pre¬ 
vious century by Richard Fitzralph [q.v.] 
Norris in his sermons and writings sharply 
attacked the habits of these orders, and 
maintained that it was scandalous for a priest 
tn hog. The friars were not slow in retorting. 
Thomas Hore, a Dominican, made a com¬ 
plaint against him, in the name of the four 
orders, to Pope Eugenius IV, who directed 
Dominic, cardinal-deacon of St. Mary’s, 
Rome, to make inquiry into the matter, and 
report to him in secret consistory. This 
was done, and the statements of Norris were 
condemned as beretioal and erroneous by a 
bull issued in 1440. He was also censured, 
and declared to be incapable of holding any 
church benefice. Norris appealed from the 
pope’s decision to the council of Basle, and 
the bull dooe not seem to have been enforced. 
Bale says he was protected by several arch¬ 
bishops. Ilis opponents, however, not only 
complained to the pope, butaleo to Henry VI. 
They alleged that Thomas Walsh, bachelor 
of laws, had obstructed RichardTalbotfq. v.], 
archbishop of Dublin, and prevented him 
from reading and promulgating cortain bulls 
issued on their behalf against Norris. Legal 
iuquiry followed, and Walsh was declared to 
be innocent of the chargo. 'William Mus- 
selwyke, on Augustin friar, who made a 
further complaint at Rome against Norris in 
thonamoof his order, was, with his abettors, 
suspended by the chancellor of Oxford for 
having submitted a cause to be tried abroad 
that came within the jurisdiction of the 
univovsity court. Norris was thus able to set 
at defiance both the friars and the pope’s 
bull. But in 1468 Nicholas V addressed 
another bull concerning him to the Arch¬ 
bishops of Canterbury, London, and Dublin, 



Norris 


s g 4 Norris 


further accusing him of contumacy, and 
declaring that if he continued in. his errors 
he should be excommunicated, handed over 
to the civil authority, and kept in custody 
until he recanted and had paicl the expensos 
of the proceedings Undertaken against him. 
This bull seems also to have remained in 
abeyance. Norris, having, however, exceeded 
his term of seven years’ absence from his 
benefice, was proceeded against under the 
statute of Biohard II regarding Irish ab¬ 
sentees. The profitof his benefice at Dundalk 
was distrained by order of the court of ex¬ 
chequer, and two-thirds of it forfeited to the 
crown. On his return to Ireland he was 
made prebendary at Yago (St. Jago), in the 
county of Kildare, and in 1467 dean of St. 
Patrick’s, Dublin. Por about seven years 
previousto his death in 1465 his health was 
very precarious, and he was incapable of 
making his will. He is credited with the 
authorship of 1. ‘ Declamationes queedam.’ 
2. 1 Lectures Scripturarum. 3. ‘ Contra 
Mendicitatem Validam,’ none of which aro 
known to he extant. 

[Tanner’s Bibl. Brit.-Hib.; Wood’s Hist 
Oxon. ii. 62; Wadding’s Annales Minonun, 
xi. 104, xii. 8; Monde Mason's Hist. Annuls of 
the Collegiate Church and Cathedral of St 
Patrick, Dublin, 1820.] J. G. F. 

NORRIS, ROBERT (d. 1701), African 
traveller, son of John Norris of Nonsuch, 
Wiltshire, and brother of "William Norris, 
secretary to the Society of Antiquaries [q. v,], 
was a Guinea trader, whose porsonal know¬ 
ledge of the African coast appears to have 
reached back at least to 1766 {Memoir, p. 
120). In February 1772 he visited the king 
of Dahomey. He was well received, and 
gives a curious account of the country and 
its murderous * customs.’ He revisited it in 
Decomber of the some year. In 1788, when, 
owing to the vigorous action of the advo¬ 
cates of abolition, a committee of the privy 
council was appointed to inquire into the 
slave question, Norris was delegated to lay 
before it the views of the Liverpool trade, a 
circumstance which probably led to the pub¬ 
lication of his 1 Memoir of the Reign of Bossa 
Ahadfie, King of Dahomey .,. with on Ac¬ 
count of the Author’s visit to Abomey, 
the Capital, and a Short Account [2nd edi- 
tion]of the African Slave Trade' (London, 
1789). His account of the slave trade is a 
defence of slavery. A map of the African 
coast between Capes Yerga and Formosa is 
indexed under the some name and date in 
the British Museum maps. Norris died in 
Liverpool (from the effects of a damp bed 
on his journey from London) on 27 Nov. 
1791. 


[Brit, Mus. Catalogues; Gent. Mae. l?8Br* i 
p. 488 (review of book), 1791 pt. ii. p . njj,' 
1702 pt. i. p. 88; Erydges'B Censura Liter&rk 
v - 222 ] H.M.C. 

NORRIS, NORREYS, or NORETs 
ROGER ( d . 1223), abbot of Evesham^ 
a monk of Christchurch, Canterbury, at the 
time when Archbishop Baldwin (d. Horn 
[q. v.]waa endeavouring tomake hia authority 
prevail in the government of the convent 


In 1187 Norris was one of the three trea¬ 
surers of the convent {Bp. Cant. Rolls Ser. 
No. xevi), and was, with the aged sacristan 
Robert, deputed to appeal to Henry II, who 
was then in France, against the archbishop’s 
pretensions. They were expressly warned by 
the convent to refuse to hold office from 
the archbishop, but while at Alenpon they 

t raacliemu nl v finTfind to nn.lm nwl arl rrn li;»_ 


(*&. No. cxi), and the king regarded them as 
fully authorised to treat for the convent (it, 
No. oxiv). Norris was accordingly made cel¬ 
larer by the archbishop. On 28 Aug. 1187 he 
returned home, but the convent refused to 
acknowledge his title to the office, and con¬ 
fined him in the infirmary. At the end of 
January 1188 Iib escaped through the sewer 
of the monastery, and joined the archbishop 
at Otford (Gervabb op Cant. i. 404), On 
6 Oct. Baldwin appointed him prior of the 
convent. On 8 Nor. the convent assembled 
before the king at "Westminster and asked for 
Roger’s removal. A compromise was arrived 
at: the convent begged the archbishop’s 
pardon, and Roger, whose character was 
notoriously bad, was deposed. 

In 1191, through the agonoy of King 
Richard I ( Chron. Evesham, p. 103), he be¬ 
came abbot of Evesham, and was conse- 
orated by "William, bishop of "Worcester (ii. 
p. 134). For four years lie tyrannised over 
the abbey, and then complaint was mode to 
Archbishop Ilubertas legate. Norris escaped 
retribution by bribery, amended hie ways 
for a year, and made friends with great 
men, especially the chief justiciar, Geoffrey 
Fitz-Peter; and when in 1198 a second 
complaint was made, he was able to hush 
the matter up. In 1202 he had to cope with 
the question of the Bishop of Worcester’s 
right to visit the abbey. By skilfully play¬ 
ing off the jealousy of the monks against the 
bishop, Norris succeeded both in excluding 
the bishop and tightening his own hold on 
the abbaoy. lie was thus free to continue 
his oppressions, which took the usual form of 
depriving the convent of itB share of the 
estates. The monkB, led by Thomas deM&r- 
lebergo [q, y.], made efforts to recover their 
proporty; but in i208, wlion inquiry was 
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made by the archbishop, the abbot triumphed, 
and the rebellious monks received a nominal 
punishment. 

Part of the question of exemption from 
episcopal visitation was in 1205 referred to 
Home. The astute lawyer Marleberge and 
the abbot met there in March 1205, and they 
agreed to act together; but Marleberge went 
in fear of his life because of the abbot’s plots 
against him. The bishop had been accorded 
jurisdiction over the abbey pending the de¬ 
cision from Home, and he excommunicated 
Norris when he and the convent closed their 
gates against him. But tho papal decision in 
fovouT of the convent’s exemption left the 
abbot free on his return to continue his old 
courses. In 1200 the convent was visited 
bv the legate; complaint was then made of 
Norris’s misconduct, but the inquiry which 
followed was partial. He next attempted to 
expel the ringleaders of the rebellious monks; 
hut thirty monies elected to join them, and in 
an armed encounter the abbot’s party was de¬ 
feated, and Norris had to submit to bis own 
monks. Still for six years more the abbey 
continued to Buffer at his hands, and not till 
1213 did Marleberge tell the whole story of 
the abbot’s iniquities to the legate Pandulph. 
Full inquiry was made, and charges of 
robbeiy and neglect of the convent, of simony, 
homicide, and notorious nnchastity were es¬ 
tablished. The abbot was on 22 Nov. 1213 
ordered to resign and restore the conventual 
property. After five days the convent peti¬ 
tioned the legate that he should be made 
prior of Penwortham, and be held this office 
five months, when the legate deprived him 
of it on account of his excesses. He pro¬ 
ceeded to Rome, and strove to win back the 
abbacy, without success. On returning to 
England he tried in vain to make friends with 
the Bishop of Worcester and the legate 
Gualo in 1216. He sought to get money 
from the convent, and ralhor than that he 
should become one of the vagabond monks 
(gyrovagii) condemned by St, Benedict, the 
legate Pandulph in 1218 restored the priory 
of Penwortham to him. He died on 19 July 
1223. His enemy Marleberge admits that 
he was courageous, and adds that his flow 


Not only the monks of Christchurch (Ep. 
Cant. p. 253), and chief among them Gervase 
the historian, but also Alan of Tewkes¬ 
bury, Gireldus Cambrensis, and Thomas de 
Marleberge, all agree in condemning bis 
vices. 

[Ep. Cant., ed.Stubbs, Eolls Ser. loo. cib.; Ger¬ 
vase of Canterbury, ed, Stubbs, Bolls Ser., i. 882, 
Sse. ; Ohron, Evesham, ed. Macray, passim; Giral¬ 
dus Cambrensis, ed. Brower, iy. 91.] M. B. 


NORRIS, SYLVESTER, D.D. (1572- 
1630), catholic controversialist, bom in 
Somerset in 1672, was educated in the Eng¬ 
lish College at llheims, where he arrived on 
24 March 1584-6. IIe received minor orders 
there in 1590, entered the English College at 
Rome for hm higher course of studies on 
23 Oct. 1692, was ordained priest, and left 
for the English mission in May 1690. Being 
apprehended after the discoveiy of the gun¬ 
powder plot, he was committed prisoner to 
Bridewell, whence, on 1 Deo. 1006, he ad¬ 
dressed a letter to the Earl of Salisbury, in 
consequence of which he was released, and 
sent into banishment with forty-six other 
priests, Arrivingat Bouay on 24 July 1000, 
he proceeded direct to Rome, where he was 
admitted into the Society of Jesus. Previ¬ 
ously to this he had been orented B.B. After 
being professor of theology and sacred scrip¬ 
ture in several jesuit colleges on the conti¬ 
nent he returned to England, and was pro¬ 
fessed of the four vows on 0 Dec. 1618. 
"While engaged on the mission he frequently 
passed under the name of Smith. In 1621 
he was superior of the Hampshire district, 
and he died in it on 16 March 1629-30. He 
was a very learned man and a notod preacher. 

His works are; 1. ‘ An Antidote or Sove- 
raigne Remedie against the Pestiferous 
Writings of all English Sectaries. And in 
particular against D. Whitaker, D. Fvlke, D, 
Bilson, D. Reynolds, D. Sporkes, and D. 
Field, the cliiefe vpholders, some of Protes- 
tancy, some of Puritanisme.. . - By S. N. 
DoctourofDiuinity,’ 3parts[St. Omer],1615, 
4to, pp. 322. The second part, pp. 247, ap¬ 
peared in 1619; and the thud part, entitled 
1 The Guide of Faith,’ pp. 229, in 1021, with 
an appendix,pp. 107, * conteyningaCatalogue 
of the visible and perpetuall Succession of 
the Catholique Professours of the Roman 
Church. . . togeather with a Counter-Cata¬ 
logue discouering the interruption of Here- 
ticall Secies.’ The first two ports were re¬ 
printed (probably at St. Omer) in 1022, 4to, 
pp. 807, under the title of ‘ An Antidote, or 
Treatise of Thirty Controversies.' 2. 1 The 
Pseudo Scripturist,’ 2 pts. 1628, 4to. Dodd 
asserts that Norris was the author of 1 A 
Treatise proving the Scriptures not to be the 
sole judge of Controversies,’ 1623, 4to; but 
this is probably the same work as the ‘Pseudo 
Scripturist.’ 8. ‘A trve report of the Priuate 
Colloquy betweene M. Smith, alids Norrice, 
and M. Wolker. Held in the presence of two 
Worthy Knights, and of a few other Gentle¬ 
men, some Protestants. With a briefs Con¬ 
futation of the false and adulterated summe, 
which M. Walker, Pastour of S. Iohn Euan- 
gelist in Watling-streete, hath diuulged of the 
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same,' s.l. 1624, 4to, pp. 63. This was pub¬ 
lished by way of reply to ‘ The Sum of a 
Disputation between Mr. [George] Walker, 
Rector of St. John Evangelist, &c._ and a 
Popish Priest calling himself Mr. Smith, hut 
indeed Norris,’ 1623 (Npwcouet, Reperto- 
rium, i. 376). 

[De Bucket's BibL das Eorivaina da la Com- 
pagnie de Jesus; Dodd’s Church Hist. ii. 4-02; 
Douay Diaries, p. 484; Foley's Records, iii. SOI, 
vi. 184, vii. 562; Lowndes's BibL Man. (Bohn), 
p. 1702; Notes and Queries, 3rd ser. x. 247, 
279; Oliver's Cornwall, p. 387; Oliver's Col¬ 
lectanea 3. J. p. 161; Southwell's Bibl. Scrip torum 
Soc. Jesu, p. 741.] T. 0. 

NORRIS, Sin THOMAS (1666-1699), 
president of Munster, fifth son of Ilenry, 
baron Norris of Rycote j"q. v.], matrioulated 
from Magdalen College, Oxford, in 1671, aged 
15, and graduated B.A. on 6 April 1676 
(Eosnm, Alumni Oxon. 1600-1714). Sir John 
Norris (1647 P-1697) [q. v.], and Sir Edward 
Norris [q. v.] wcro his brothers. In Decem¬ 
ber 1679 he became, through tho death of 
liis eldest brother William and the influence 
of Sir William Pelham [q. v.], captain of 
a troop of horso in Ireland. lie took an 
active part in tho following year in the cam¬ 
paign against Gerald Fitzgerald, fifteenth earl 
of Desmond [q. v.]; but during the absence of 
Sir Nicholas Malhy [q. v.], president of Con¬ 
naught, in tho winter of 16S0-1, he acted os 
governor of that province, and gave greet 
satisfaction by tho energetic way in which 
he prosecuted the Burkes and other distuTbeis 
of the peace. In 1681-2 he was occupied, 
apparently between Clonmel and Kilmal- 
lock, in watching the movements of the 
Earl of Desmond, and on the retirement of 
Captain John Zouche [q. v.] in August 1682, 
on account of ill-health, he became colonel 
of the forces in Munster. He oompellod the 
Earl of Desmond to abandon tho siege of 
Dingle, but, owing to insufficient means, he 
was unable to accomplish anything of im¬ 
portance. In consequence oi the appoint¬ 
ment of the Earl of Ormonde as governor of 
Munster, Norris was able, early in 1683, to 
pay a brief visit to England. On his return 
ha found employment in Ulster in settling 
a dispute between Hugh Oge O’Neill and 
Shane MacBrian O’Neill as to the posses¬ 
sion of the castle of Edendoughor (Shane’s 
Oastle), which he handed over to tho latter 
as captain of Lower Olandeboye. Ho was 
warmly commended byLords-justices Loftus 
and Wallop for his ‘ valour, co urtesy, and dis¬ 
cretion.’ In the autumn of 1684 he took part 
in Perrot’s expedition against the Scots in 
Antrim, and in scouring the woods of Glen- 
eonkein in search of Sorley Boy MaoDonnoll 


[q. v.] he was wounded in the knee with an 
arrow. 

lie returned to Munster, and in 1686-8 
represented Limerick in parliament, in 
December 1686 he was appointed vioM>reai. 
dent of Munster during the absence in the 
Low Countries of his brother John. It was 
not an enviable post. His soldiers were 
ill olad and badly paid, and took every 
opportunity to desert. The plantation of 
Munster progressed at heat very alowlv 
and every day brought fresh rumours of ini 
vasion. The defences of the province were 
weak in the extreme, and, though the general 
appearance of things waB tranquil, the embers 
of the rebellion still smouldered; and in 
consequence of instructions from England 
Norris, in March 1687, arrested John Fife 
edmund Fitzgerald [a, V.], seneschal of Imo- 
lcilly; Patriok Condon, and others, whose 
loyalty was at least doubtful. The marriage 
of Ellen, dauglitor and sole heiress of the Earl 
of Clancar t was, from the extent of the pro¬ 
perty and mlorests involved, a eubjeot which 
at this time much occupied the attention of 
government. Norris himself had been sug¬ 
gested as a suitable husband for the lady, 
but, ‘after some pains taken he in the end 
miBliked of it, being, as it seemed, otherwise 
disposed to bestow himself.’ In June 1688 
the matter became serious, when Florence 
MocCarthy [see MaoOarthy Ruabh, Plo- 
BUSTCe], Beizingthe opportunity to marry the 
lady ; who was also his cousin, succeeded in 
uniting in himself the two mam branohea of 
the clan Cartliy, and in accomplishing the 
very object it had been tho intention of 
government to obviate. Norris at onoB 
arrested Florence, but wns easily induced to 
believe that ho had aoted without evil inten¬ 
tion, and was ‘ very penitent for his fault. 1 
In December ho was knighted by Sir William 
Filzwilliam (1626-1699) [q.v.]; and Sir John 
Popham (q. v.] having consented to resignhis 
seignory m the plantation of Munster, NorriB 
obtained a grant of six thousand acres in and 
about Mallow. Tho Spanish Armada had 
failed in its object, but the air was stillMof 
rumours of invasion, and in 1680-90 Norris 
was engagod with Edmund Yorke, an engineer 
who had been sent over from England ex¬ 
pressly for the purpose, in strengthening the 
fortifications of Limorick, "Waterford, and 
D uncannon. Ilia chief, and indeed perennial, 
difficulty was the want of money. He was 
constantly in arrears with his soldiers, and 
a dotachment of them stationed at Limerick, 
talcing advantage of his absence in May 
1690, mutinied, and marched to Dublin, with 
the intention of insisting on tho payment of 
thoir arrears, but woro promptly reduced to 
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submission and the ringleaders punished, by 
Sir William Fitzwilliam. 

The plantation of Munster, from which so 
muchhad been hoped, not progressing accord¬ 
ing to Elizabeth’s expectations, Norris, who 
was 1 well acquainted with all the accidents 
and services of Munster,’ was, in the winter 
of 1692-8, sent over to England to give a 
detailed report of all the proceedings of the 
commissioners of plantation. He returned 
apparently about Mav 1598. With the ex¬ 
ception of some sligtt disturbances, caused 
diming that summer by Donnogh MacCarthy, 
the Earl of Olancar's bastard son, nothing 
occurred for some time to break the peace of 
the province, and the work of the plantation 
accordingly proceeded apace. On 10 Aug. 
1694 Norris went to Dublin to meot the new 
lord-deputy, Sir WilliamRussoll[q.v.], whom 
he attended in his progress through Ulstor. 
In the following year he served under his 
brother, Sir John Norris, against tho Earl of 
Tyrone, and was wounded in the thigh in 
the engagement that took place halfwav 
between No wry and Armagh on 4 Sept. He 
wasnaturally involved in the quarrelbetween 
his brother and Sir William Russell, and was 
charged by the latter with neglecting the 
duties of his office at atimo of great danger. Ho 
assisted Sir John Norris as commissioner for 
the pacification of Connaught iu June 1698; 
but m August he waa engag ed in repelling an 
incursion of the MacShcenys and O’Briens 
into Munster. lie hanged ninety of thorn 
within ten days; hut it waa only aftarrepoated 
exertions that he managed to rid the province 
of them, no again in Septemberaccompanied 
Sir John Norris into Connaught, and, Sir 
Richard Bingham’s disgrace having tempo¬ 
rarily deprived that province of its governor, 
he was appointed by Me brother provisional 
president of Connaught: ‘more, I protest,’Sir 
John wrote,‘to follow Sir Geoffrey Fen ton's 
advice than my own, fearing lest his remove 
hereafter should be a disgrace unto us both.’ 
The arrival shortly afterwards of the new 
president, Sir Conyers Clifford [q. v.], enabled 
him to return to Ms own province, and in 
June 1697 it was reported that he had re¬ 
duced Munster to tolerable quietness, and 
had ‘ happily cut off, both by prosecution and 
justice, many of the most dangerous rebels 
of that province.’ 

On the death of Sir JohnNorrie in that year 
he succeeded Mm on 20 Sept, as president of 
Munster, and in consequence shortly after¬ 
wards of the sudden death of the lord-deputy, 
LordBorough, he was on 29 Oct. elected by the 
council, as being ‘ in their conceits a person 
tempered both for martial affairs and civil 
government,’ lord justice of Ireland. The 


election was not confirmed by Elizabeth, on 
the ground that his presence was specially 
required in Munster. Accordingly, Loftus 
gad Gardiner having been appointed lords 
justices, Norris returned to Munster on 
29 Nov. On the general insurrection of the 
Irish after the battle of the Yellow Ford, on 
14 Aug. 1698, and the irruption, into Munster 
of the Leinster Irish, under Owny MacRory 
O'More, Norris concentrated his forces in 
the neighbourhood of Mallow; but, not feel¬ 
ing sufficiently strong to encounter Owny 
MacRory, he withdrew to Cork. Ho was 
much blamed for his precipitate retreat. 
‘ Sir Thomas Norris,’ wrote John Chamber¬ 
lain on 22 Nov. 1698,‘hath Ms part with the 
rest, and is thought to have taken the alarm 
too soon, and left his station before there was 
need, whereby the enemy was too muchcn- 
oouragod, and those that were well affected 
or stood indifferent forced to follow the tide.’ 
Things went rapidly from had to worse. 
Norris Mmself suffered severely: his Eng¬ 
lish sheep were stolen, hie park wall broken 
down, and his deer let loose. Towards the end 
of December, however, he managed, though 
fiercely attacked by William Burke, to re¬ 
lieve Kilmallock. But a second expedition 
on 27 March 1699 merely resulted in the 
capture of Carriglea Castle, and on 4 April he 
returned to Cork, skirmishing with the Irish 
to the very walls of the city. The arrival 
of the Earl of Essex afforded Mm a slight 
breathing space, He went to Kilkenny to 
meet the lord-lieutenant, and, returning to 
Munster, waa on his way from Buttevant to 
Limerick on 30 May, when, at a place conjec¬ 
tured to bo Kilteelv, near Hospital, co. 
Limerick, he encountered a body of Irish 
under Thomas Burke. In tke skirmish ‘he 
received a violent and venomous thrust of a 
pike where the jaw-hone joins the upper part 
of tho neck.’ The Burkes were completely 
routed, ‘ which service,’ wrote Chamberlain, 

‘ is much magnified by her majesty herself to 
the old Lord and Laay Norris, with so many 
good and gracious words to them in particular 
os wore able to revive them if they were in 
swoune or half dead.’ Norris’s wound was 
not at first thought likely to prove fatal. Ho 
reached Limerick apparently on 4 June, and, 
having revictualled Aslteaton, he joined 
Essex at Kilmallock, and attended him in 
his progress through the province till Ms de- 

E orture on 20 June. But with the exertion 
is wound bocame rapidly worse. He was 
taken to his house at Mallow, ondj after lin¬ 
gering for some time in great pain, he died 
there on 20 Aug. 1699. 

Norris was apparently a man of literary 
tastes, and is mentioned by Lodowick Brys* 
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kett [q. v.] as one of the company to -whom 
Spenser on a -well-known occasion unfolded 
his project of the ‘FaerieQueen. 1 According 
to Edmund Yorke—and he seems to have ex¬ 
pressed the general opinion—Norris was ‘a 
gentleman of very great worth, modesty, and 
discretion.’ He married Bridget, daughter of 
Sir William Kingsmill of Sydmonton,Hamp¬ 
shire, by whom he had one daughter, Eliza¬ 
beth, his sole heiress, who married Sir John 
Jephson of Froyle in Hampshire. Their son, 
William Jephson, is separately noticed. 

[Burke’s Extinct Peerage; Cal of State Papers, 
Jrel. Eliz.; Oal. of Carew MSS.; Cal of Piants, 
Eliz.; Harl. MS. 1426, f. 61; Annals of the 
Pour Masters, ed. O’Donovan; MacCarLhy's Lifo 
aod Lotters of Florenea MaoCarthy Reagh; Tre¬ 
velyan’s Papers and Cknmberlain’s Letters in 
Camden Society; Smith’s Antient and Present 
Stato of County Cork; O'Sullivan's Historic Ca- 
tholiciB nibornine Compendium, od. M. Kelly, 
1860, Moryson'sltinerary (Rebellion in Ireland); 
Gibson’s Hist, of Cork; Poter Lombard, De 
RognoHibernire Commontarius; Wiffun’s House 
of Russell; Brady’s Records of Cork, Cloyno, and 
Ross; Liber Hibernise; Cox’s Hibornia Angli- 
enna; Bryskott’s Discourse of Civill lifo; Bag- 
•well’s Ireland under the Tudors; Devereux’s 
Lives of the Earls of Essox.] R. D. 

NORRIS, THOMAS (1741-1700),singer, 
son of John Norris of Mere, Wiltshire, was 
baptised there on 16 Aug. 1741 (church re¬ 
gister). He became a chorister in Salisbury 
Cathedral under Dr. Stephens, and attracted 
tho notice of JameH Harris [q. v.l, tho author 
of‘Hermes,’who wrote a pastoral operetta for 
the purpose of introducing him to the pub¬ 
lic. He sang as a soprano at the Woroestsr 
and Hereford festivals of 1761-2, and at 
Drury Lone in a pasticcio, ‘The Spring.’ In 
1766 he was appointed organist of Christ 
Church and of St. John’s Collego, Oxford, 
where, in tho same year, he graduated Mus. 
Bac.; and in 1771 was admitted a lay clerk 
of Magdalen College. lie appeared as a 
tenor at the Gloucester festival in 1766, and 
sang at the festivals of the Three Choirs 
until 1788. He was one of the principal 
singers at tho first nandel commemoration 
festival in 1784, and his success then led to 
frequent engagements for oratorio in Lon¬ 
don. His last appearance was at tho Bir¬ 
mingham festival of 1790, the strain of 
which caused hie death, at Himley Hall, near 
Stourbridge, on 6 Sept. An early disap¬ 
pointment had driven aim to convivial ex¬ 
cesses, which greatly injured his voice and 
impaired his health. He was an excellent 
musician, a skilful performer on several in¬ 
struments, and while at Oxford a favourite 
teacher with the students. His compositions 


Norris 

include several anthems, one only 
has been printed; glees and other Mocm 
some of which are included in Warren’s 
1 Collections; ’ and six symphonies for stria® 
oboos, and horns. A portrait was engraved 
ad vivum by J. Taylor in the year of his 
death. 

[Diet, of Musicians, 1824, where he is erro¬ 
neously called 1 Charles ’ Norris; Parr’B Church 
of England Psalmody; Love's Scottish Church 
Music ; Orovo’s Diot. of Musicians; Atdv 
Williams’s Degrees in Music, p. 88: information 
from tho Vicar of Mere.] J. 0 . B 

NORRIS, WILLIAM (1670 P-1700 P) 
composer, was born about 1070. In 1685 he 
was the last in procession, and therefore the 
oldest, of the children of tho Chapel Royal 
present at the coronation of James EE (Saxd- 
foud). In September 1686 he was one of the 
junior or lay vicars of the choir of Lincoln 
Cathedral, on 28 Oct. he became poor clerk 
nnd in 1690 was appointed master of die 
choristers on probation, his appointment,' ma¬ 
gi star olioristarum in arte cantandi,' being 
confirmed in 1691, while John Outts taught 
the boys instrumental music, and Hechtwas 
organist. In 1093 the responsible post of 
stoward of the choristers was given to Norris. 
His name does not occur in the chapter rolls 
after 1700 (Maddihon). Ho is said, however, 
to have been the composer of a St. Cecilia’s 
Festival Ode porformodinl702. A correspon¬ 
dent of ‘The Harmonicon ’ had seen the auto¬ 
graph manuscript, which was afterwards sold 
with the other contents of Benjamin Jacobs’s 
library. No trace of it remains (GHovn), 

Some of Norris’s compositions extant in 
manuscript ore: 1. ‘ Morning Service in Gflat, 
for verses and chanting.’ 2. Anthem for 
solo and chorus, ‘ Blessed are those that are 
undefilod,’ with ‘ I will thank Thee,’ in Tud- 
way’s collection (Brit. Mus. Harl. MS. 7840). 
8. Anthems ‘ Sing, O Daughter of Sion,’ solo 
and chorus (Brit. Mub. Addit. MS. 30982). 
4. ‘ My Heart rejoiceth in the Lord,’ in four 
parts (ib. 31444).' 6. ‘I will give thanks,’end 
‘ Hallelujah,’ soli and chorus, four voices on a 
ground. 6, ‘ God showelh me His goodness,’ 
in throo parts (ib. 81446). 7. ‘ In Jewry is God 
known,’ solo and chorus. 8. ‘Behold how- 
good and joyful,’ in three parts (ib. 17840), 
Manuscript parts of several anthems and a 
setting of the ‘Oantate Domino’ by Norris 
are in Lincoln Cathedral library. 

[Snndford’s Hist, of tho Coronation of JamesH 
and Queen Mary, p. 09 ; Grove’s Diet, of Music, 
ii. 486 ; Husk’s Mimical Celebrations on 8t. 
Cecilia’s Day,jp. 61; Harmonicon, 1881, p. 290; 
the Rev. A. R. Maddison’s Papers on Lincoln 
Cntliortral Choir iu Lincoln Arch. Soe.’s Reports, 
vols, xviii. nnd xx,] L. M, M. 
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NORRIS, Sir WILLIAM (1057-1702), encouraging a struggle which seemed likely 
British envoy to India, bom in 1657, was the to end in the destruction of the commercial 
second son of Thomas Norris of Speke Hall, position which a century of persistant effort 
Lancashire, by Katherine, daughter of Sir had won in the East Indies. To the native 
Henry Garraway [q. v.] [Some of his ances- authorities the distinction between the two 
tors and kinsmen are noticed under Henry companies, both trading under authority from 
Nonius, d. 1530, and under Henry Norris, the king of England, was a point too fine to 
Bahoit Nobris of Rycoih, ad fin,] The he easily explained, 
father,like his brother Edward, had taken the The mogul emperor was not indisposed 

king's side in the war with the parliament, to recognise any company which was pre- 
The family consisted of seven sons and four pared to contribute handsomely to his ex¬ 
daughters; the eldest son, Thomas Norris chequer; hut even his recognition would 
(1658-1700), was M.P. for Liverpool, 1688- not give the new company the position 
1690 and 1690-5, and procured the charter for which long occupation had secured for the 
the town in the latter year. He was a whig, old. The matter was complicated by the 
and in 1696 served as high sheriff of Lanca- precipitate action of Sir Nicholas Waite, the 
shire. HediedinJunel700jandwasburiodat English company’s representative at Sfirat, 
Childwall, near Speke, having married Mag- who had written to the Mogul emperor, 
dalene, second daughter of Sir Willoughby Aurangzfb, before Norris’s arrival, to request 
Aston; his only child, Mary, became heiress firmans of privileges, and offering to suppress 
of the whole Speke property about 1780, and , piracy on the Indian seas in return for such 
married Lord Sidney Beauclerc, fifth son of | lavour, an offer which the English company 
the first Duke of St. Albans. The third son, was wholly incompetent to carry into effect. 
Sir John Norris (1660 P-1749), admiral, and Norris landed on 25 Sept. 1699 at Masuli- 
thefifthson,EdwardNorris(1668-1726),are patam, where he found Consul Pitt of the 
separately noticed. The sixth son, Richard English company expecting him . The cou¬ 
rt, 1070), was bailiff in Liverpool 1095, mayor sul had procured, the services of ‘Nicolao 
1700, and M.P. 1708-1710; he was sheriff of Manuchi’ (Mnnucci, the authority for Oa- 
Lancashire in 1718, and was alive in 1780. trou’s ‘Iliatoire de l’empire du Mcgol,’ who, 

William succeeded his eldest brother, however, shortly begged to he excused on the 
Thomas, as member for Liverpool in 1696, ground of his ‘ age, blindness, and other bl¬ 
and held the seat till 1701, being so much firmities’) as interpreter, but had prepared no 
esteemed that he was re-elected during his ‘equipage’fortheambassador’sjourneyinland 
absence in India, hut unseated on petition, to the camp of Aurangzib. After waiting 
In 1698 the new General Society or English many months, and quarrelling with Consul 
Company obtained an act of parliament and Pitt, as well as with the officers of the rival 
letters patent from the crown forlhe purpose company, Norris assented to the representa- 
of trading to the East Indies, and in order tions of Sir Nicholas Waite, and resolved 
to obtain the necessary privileges from the to males his journey from Surat on the other 
Mogul emperor, Sir William Norris, specially side of the peninsula, a much easier route to 
created a baronet for the mission, was sent the quarters then occupied by the emperor, 
out to India as king’s commissioner in a ship He accordingly sailed from Masulipatam on 
of war, at a salary of 2,0001. a year, paid by 28 Aug, 1700, after reporting Pitt’s conduct 
the company. to the directors, andreaelied Swallv on lODec. 

Noras’s task was from the first almost Here fresh difficulties arose, partly from the 
hopeless. He was expected to obtain the intemperate conduct of the ambassador and 
protection and privileges of the mogul autho- Sir Nioholas Waite, who both treated the 
ritiee in favour of a new and unknown London company's agents as positive enemies, 
company, in face of the determined opposi- forcibly hauled down their ships’ flags, and 
tion of the officers of the old or ‘London’ imprisoned their servants. Tho old company 
East India Company^ which had been the met force by force, ran the flags np ogam, 
accreditedrepresentative of British commerce and refused to recognise the king’s am- 
in India for a century, and which was armed bassador in any way. They had their own 
not only with royal charters and grants of royal letters patent, and possessed, what 
territory from the crown of England, but Norris lacked, the formal concessions of the 
with firmans from the Mogul omperors oon- native authorities, and they defied his ex- 
ferring special privileges of trading. In en- oellenoy to interfere with them. In order to 
deavouring to supersede the old company, emphasise his official dignity, Norris, who 
the English company had undertaken a task seems to have been very tenacious of his own 
beyond its resources, and parliament and importance, made a state entry into Surat, 
king had entered upon a noxious policy in after paying for the permission eighteen hun- 
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dred gold mohurs to the Mogul governor 
and his assistants. On 27 Jan. 1700-1 the 
ambassador set out from Surat on his journey 
to the emperor's camp, which was then some 
way south of Burhanpuri on the BMma. He 
was escorted by over sixty Europeans and 
three hundred natives, and this force, in spite 
of a mutiny among the peons, commanded hy 
its discipline and arms the respect not only 
of the Mogul troops, but of the marauding 
Mardthas who infested the country. A me¬ 
morandum preserved in thelndiaOiEoe traces 
the route which tho embassy proposed to tako, 
and the identification of the various stages is 
of some interest as showing the roads or that 
time. Some of the halting-places are iden¬ 
tified without much difficulty, but a few may 
be doubtful. The route included ‘ Bamoly ’ 
(BardoliP), ‘Balor’ (Valod), ‘Beawry’ (Bu- 
hari), ‘Pokunnee’(Poanni), 'Ohunduuporee' 
(Ohandanpiir), ‘Suckoree’ (Sakora), ‘ Dee- 
gawn’ (Deogaon), ‘Doltabad' (Dawlatabad), 
Aurangabad, ’ Mosses Gelgawn’ (Jelgaon), 
‘Mosses Pohsee’ (Bobsa), ‘ Shawgur’ (Slmo- 
garh, Shewgaon), ‘Devraweo’ (AdabwariP), 
‘Beer’ (BedP), ‘Ohow Sales’ (Chausalal, 

‘ Bohum ’ (Bbum), ‘ Perenda ’ (Paranda), 
Anghur, and Ohowkee, close to ‘Bourkawn- 
poree 1 or ‘ Bramporee.’ The total distance 
from Surat to Burhanpuri is estimated in. 
the memorandum at 234 kos, which may he 
roughly translated into 470 miles; and the 
journey was accomplished in thirly-eighfc 
days. The slowness is accounted for by the 
‘ruggednees of tho roads,’ which not only 
impeded the progress of the caravan, but so 
jolted the carts that, to the ambassador’s groat 
distress, nearly all the wine was lost, save 
‘two chests of old hock.' At last Burhlnpuri 
(not to be confused with the Important city of 
the same name on the north-east frontier of 
Khdndfish) was reached on 6 March. Here 
resided Aurangzib’s chief vizier, Asad Khan, 
the only man who could have influenced 
the Mogul in favour of the embassy. Nor¬ 
ris, however, threw away the opportunity 
of conciliating the statesman, by declining 
to visit him unless Asad Khfin consented to 
receive him in the European fashion, which 
the vizier refused to do. In his report to tho 
company the ambassador seeks to cover this 
rebuff, due to hie own exaggerated self-im¬ 
portance, by explaining that his funds did not 
permit him to conciliate ABad with adequate 
presents, and adds that he is convinced that 
nothing could make the vizier friendly or 
serviceable to the objects of the mission. 
Setting him aside, therefore, Norris left 
Burhanpuri on 27 March, and proceeded 
on his journey to the camp of Aurangzib, 
Borne sixty kos farther south, lie found the ' 


emperor, with a following of ‘400,000 souh ’ 
engaged in besieging ‘the castle of Parnello’ 
or ‘ Pernullo ’ (Panalla fort, near Mirij, about 
hallway between Kolapiir and BSjapur) one 
of the Mardtka strongholds which had given 
him so much trouble for the past twenty 
years. Pitching his camp near Panalla on 
4 April, the ambassador and Ids suite entered 
the emperor’s ‘laskor’ (el-'askar, camp) a 
week later, and was accorded quarters within 
the enclosure. After some tedious negotia¬ 
tions with the officers of the court, an audi¬ 
ence was granted on 28 April. The embassy 
was marshalled in a state procession, pre¬ 
ceded by Mr. Oristloo, the‘commander of his 
excellency's artillery,’ and twelve braBs guns 
destined for presentation to the Great Mogul 
‘five hackeries, with the cloth, &c., for prei 
sente,' Arabian horses, the union flag, the red 
white, and blue flags, the king’s and his excel¬ 
lency's crests, ‘the musiclr, with richliveryB 
on horseback,’ and numerous guards, servants' 
trumpeters, and coats of arms. Behind the 
sworn of state ‘pointed up’ came the ambas¬ 
sador in a rich palanquin, followed hy pages 
and by his brother, Edward Norris [q. v,] 
secretary to the embassy, carrying the king's 
letter to the emperor, and the attaches. The 

E resents included, besides two hundred mo¬ 
urn, quantities of cloth, clocks and watches, 
looking-glasses, ‘ribbed bubble-bubbles,’tea¬ 
pots, ‘ essence violls,’ double microscopes, six 
1 extraordinary christiall reading-glasses with 
fish-skin oases,’ an eight-foot telescope, &c. 

g Vbm's Correspondence, Manuscript, India 
ffice, ff. 81-7). Aurangzib readily promised 
tograntfirmanslothe three presidencies of the 
new company, together with total exemption 

sion to establish a mint there. But it soon ap¬ 
peared that the firmans were to be granted on 
condition that Sir Nicholas Waite’s unautho¬ 
rised offer of suppressing piracy should be 
carried into effect, a point upon which the 
Mohammedan emperor laid peculiar stress, 
since these piracies had been directed against 
pilgrim ships bound for Mecca. Norris could 
not honestly make an engagement whioh he 
was aware the company would be unable to 
fulfil. Tho three trading nations of Europe, 
ho observed, had alroaay given the mogul 
security against loss by piracy, hut it was 
impossible to guarantee the suppression of 
all pirates, many of whom were the em¬ 
peror’s own subjects He offered Aurangzib 
a lac of rupees (11,2601. at the exchange of 
the time) if he would pretermit this con¬ 
dition, and a long duel of bribes ensued 
between tlio agents of the rival companies, 
each bidding for the Mogul’s favour. The 
only result of this was to excite doubts in 
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the emperor’s mind as to -which was the real 
English company, and to make him adhere 
the°more resolutely to a stipulation which 
appeared to elicit so much jealousy among 
the merchants, and to promise considerable 
profits in bribes to the Mogul authorities, 
when Norris held firmly to his rofusal to 
rive the necessary engagement, he was told 
‘that the New English knew whether it was 
best for them to trade or noe, . . . and that 
if the English Embassador would not give 
an obligation for the sea, he knew the way to 
return.’ Norris accepted this dismissal, and 
without taking formal leave of the emperor 
doparted, 6 Nov. 1701, from the Mogul camp, 
which he had been following from place to 
place after the fall of Panalla, over the Kistna 
to ‘ Oattaon,' and finally to 1 Murdawnghur’ 
(Mardangarh), where the camphad been fixed 
since July. The mission had been almost 
doomed to failure from the first, and its 
chances of partial success had been further 
diminished by the action of Sir Nicholas 
Waite, by the difficulties placed in Norris’s 
way by want of adequate funds for bribes, 
and by the incompetence of liia interpreter, 
Adiell Mill, who is stated to have been 
ignorant of Persian, the official language of 
the Mogul empire. The ambassador himself 
appears to have been wanting in tact and 
supplenees, and hie conduct was generally 
censured by English opinion in India; but 
it may he doubted whether any other man 
could have succeeded in the circumstances 
in which he was placed. Ilia troubles were 
not over when he was dismissed bv Aurang- 
zib, for ho was forcibly detained for two 
months at Burliaupurl, probably in the hope 
of extorting the required engagement about 
iraoy, and was not suffered to proceed until 
Feb. 1701-2, when Aurangzib sent him a 
letter and sword for the king, and a promise 
that, after all, the firmans would be sent. On 
the following day the ambassador resumed his 
journey, and arrived on 12 March in the neigh¬ 
bourhood of Stirat, where he immediately en¬ 
tered upon an acrimonious dispute with Sir 
Nicholas Waite, to whose action he ascribed 
the failure of the mission. On 6 May 1702 he 
sailed for England in the Soipio, paying ten 
thousand rupees for hie passage. Ilis brother 
and suite embarked in tho China Merchant, 
with a cargo valued at 87,200 rupees on 
Norris’s account (whence derived it is not 
stated), and sixty thousand rupees belonging 
to the company. The former proved a fertile 
source of litigation among his relatives. At 
Mauritius the two ships met on 11 July, but 
soon afterwards the Soipio parted company, 
and when she oame to St. Helena it was 
ascertained that Norris had been attacked 


with dysentery, and had died at sea on 10 Oct. 
1702. He married the widow of a Pollexfen, 
but left no issue. 

[Norris Correspondence in Indio Office, ex¬ 
tending over nearly the whole period of the 
mission (except 23 Aug. 1700 to 6 March 1701, 
when Norris was on his way from Masulipatam 
to Burhanpuri); Bruce’s Annals of East India 
Company, iii. 343-7, 374-0, 300, 304-406, 426, 
466-76 (which requires verification with original 
authorities); Norris Papers, ed. T. Norwood 
(Chatham Soo. vol, ix.), pp, xvi-xviii, and letters 
from Norris, pp. 28-35,40-5 ; information from 
Mr. W. Foster of the India Office.] 8. L.-P. 

NORRIS, WILLIAM (1719-1791), 
secretary to the Society of Antiquaries, was 
apparently son of John Norris, Nonsuch, 
Wiltshire, and matriculated from Merton 
College, Oxford, on 12 March 1736-6. Ro¬ 
bert Norris [q. v.] was his brother, He was 
elected F.S.A. on 4 April 1764, and that 
year commenced to assist Ames as secretary 
to the society. On Ames’s death, in 1769, 
Norris became sole secretary, and held the 
post till 1786, when he retired on account 
of ill-health. His secretaryship was charac¬ 
terised by great diligence ond energy. Gough 
speaks of his ‘ dragon-like vigilance ’ (Ni- 
OHOLB, Lit. Aneod. vi. 128). He was for 
several years corrector for the press to Bas- 
kett, the royal printer. In 1706 he appears 
to have been residing in Chancery Lane. 
He died in Camden Street, Islington, in 
November 1791, and was buried in the 
burial-ground of St. James’s, Pentonville, 
on 29 Nov. Letters by him, written in 
1768 to Philip Carteret Webb, are in the 
British Museum (Lanadowne MS. 841, ff, 
86, 87). 

[Gout. Mug. 1792.pt. i.p. 88; Foster’s Alumni 
Oxon.j Nichols's Lit. Aimed, vi. 127; Hist. 
MSS. Oomm. 6th Rop. p. 350; registers of 
St. James’s, Pentonville, per the Rev. J. H. 
Rose.] B. P. 

NORTH, BROWNLOW (1741-1820), 
bishop of Winchester, was the elder son of 
Francis North, first earl of Guilford [q. v.], 
by his second wife, Elizabeth, only daughter 
of Sir Arthur Kaye, and widow of George, 
visoount Lewisham. He was bom in Lon¬ 
don on 17 July 1741, and educated at Eton 
and Oxford, matriculating 11 Jan. 1760 as 
a fellow-commoner of Trinity, the college 
founded by his ancestor, Sir Thomas Pope 
[q. v.] Ilere he graduated B.A, in 1762; and 
some verses which he wxote as ‘ Poet Laureate’ 
of the bachelors' common-room are preserved 
in manuscript, ne was elected fellow of 
All Souls' as founder's-Mn in 1768 (Stem- 
mutet Ohioheleann, i. No. 125); he proceeded 
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M.A. inl.706, and was made D.O.L. in 1770. 
In 1768 he sucoeeded Shuts Barrington as 
oanon of Christ Church, and in 1770 was 
made dean of Canterbury, lie was pre¬ 
sented in 1771 to the vicarages ofLydd and 
Bexley in Kent, which he subsequently re¬ 
tained in oommendam with his first bishopric; 
attention was called to this by 0. J. Fox 
when attacking Lord North in tne House of 
Commons in 1772 (Walpole, Journal, i. 22), 
North’s rapid preferment was due to his 
half-brother,Frederick,lordNorth[q, v.], who 
is said to have observed, when it was com¬ 
mented upon, that his brother was no doubt 
young to be a bishop, but when he was older 
he would not have a brother prime minister, 
In 1771 North succeeded John Egerton as 
Bishop of Coventry and Lichfield, being con¬ 
secrated by Archbishop Cornwallis at Lam¬ 
beth on 8 Sept. In 1774 he was translated 
to Worcester on the death of James Johnson, 
and in 1781 to Winchester on the death of 
John Thomas. Wraxall says that Lord N orth 
secured this see for his brother by urging his 
claims to the archbishopric of York, on the 
death of Br. Drummond m 1777, against thoso 
of William Markham, bishop of Chester. 
North seems to have been a dignified and 

§ onerous man and popular in his dioceses. 
Lt Worcester in 1778 he founded a society 
for the relief of dielressed widows and or¬ 
phans of clergymen in connection with the 
festival of the Three Choirs, and organised 
other clerical charities (Gwmsr, Worcester, 
i. 217; Smith anti Onslow, Dioc. of Wore., 
p, 887). As Bishop of Winchester he im¬ 
proved Farnham Park, and in 1817 spont 
over 6,0001. on the castle. In his lime (1818) 
40,0001. was laid out rather injudiciously on 
the restoration of tho cathedral; and from 1800 
to 1820 about twenty new churches were 
consecrated in his diocese. For the opening 
of St. JamcB'B, Guernsey, in 1818, lie oomposed 
a sermon on 1 Cor. i. 10, which, as he was 
unable to doliver it, was published in Eng¬ 
lish and French nnder the title of ‘Uni¬ 


formity and Communion.’ With his wife, 
who was ‘ well known in the fashionable 
world ’ (of. anecdote in Waxpolu Letters, 
vii. 68), he passed many years in Italy j to¬ 
wards the end of his life he became very deaf, 
and his 'amiable, generous, and yielding 
i-.Ainnm * 1 wm ■frpmianilTr ‘mistaken for woak- 


temper’ was: 

ness’ (Gent. Mag. 182(3, it 188). He died at 
Winchester House, Chelsea, after a long ill¬ 
ness, on 12 July 1820, and was buried in 
Winchester Cathedral, where a monument 
by Chantry, with a kneeling effigy in high 
relief, was erected to his memory on the north 
side of the altar in tho lady-chapel. 

He married, on 17 Jan. 1771, Henrietta 


Maria, daughter and ooheiressof Johniannk 
ter. She died in 1796, and was buried in th 
cathedral, with a monument by Flaxman Tr° 
left three daughters and two sons, of whom 
the elder, Francis, became sixth Earl of Guy 
ford on the death of his cousin Frederick fifth 
earl [q. v.] The sixth earl was master of 
St. Cross Hospital (on his lather’s presents, 
tion) from 18u8 to 1856, and was at one 
time rector of St. Mary’s, Sou tham pton 
The younger son. Charles Augustus, was 
made prebendary of Winchester, and his son 
Brownlow [q. v.j was appointed by his grand¬ 
father, while still an infant, registrar of the 
diocese. The bishop also granted to mem¬ 
bers of his family very long leases of the 
property of the see at nominal fines (Bbnhut 
Winchester Diocese, p. 228). 1 

North published nine sermons. He is said 
to have been generous to literary men(Hasted 
dedicated to him the fourth volume of the 
* History of Kent’), and ho used his influence 
with his half-brother on behalf of Thomas 
Warton (Nichols, Lit. Aneod. v. 6681 
was F.S.A. and F.L.S. ' 

IBs portrait was twice painted by Henry 
Howard, R.A. Both pictures were three- 
quiirLer-lengths in the robes of the Garter. Of 
the earlier, in which he is ropresentsd stand¬ 
ing, there !b a large engraving by J, Bond 
and a small adaptation m Nichols's ‘Literary 
Anecdotes,’ ix. 668-9, which corresponds to 
a reduced replica of the picture by Howard, 
now at Wroxton; of the later picture, painted 
1819, there are copies at All Souls and 
Trinity Colleges, and a large engraving by 
S. W. Reynolds. A third portrait bv Natha¬ 
niel Dance is at Hampton Court, rfis wife’s 
portrait by Romney was engravod by J. B, 
Smith in 1782. 


[Lo Neve’s Fasti, ed. Hardy; Burke’s Peerage; 
Baker’s Northamptonshire, p. 628; dent. Mag 
1820, ii. 183 (mainly copied from Nichols, ii, 
608—9); Brnham’s Dioc. Hist. Winchester; Mit- 
fold’s Farnham Castle; Wutt’eBibl. Brit.; Hope 
Collection of Engraved Portraits in the Bodleian 
Library; Valentino Groon’s History of Worces¬ 
ter; Cassan’s Bishops of Winchester; Smith and 
Onslow’s Dioc, Hist. Worcester; Abbey’s Eng. 
lish Church and its Bishops,] H. E. D, B, 

NORTH, BROWNLOW (1810-1876), 
lay-preacher, horn at Winchester Rouse, 
Chelsea, on 0 Jan. 1810, was the only son of 
Charles Augustus North, reotor of Alver- 
stolce, Hampshire, and prebendary of Win¬ 
chester, grandson of Brownlow North, bishop 
of Winchester fq. v.], and was grand-nephew 
of Frederick, lord North, second earl of 
Guilford [q. v.] In 1817 he was appointed 
to the sinecure office of registrar of the 
diocese of Winchester, in reversion upon the 
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death of Ms father. When nine years of age 
he went to Eton, where his conduct was far 
from exemplary, and on the death of his father 
in 1826 he was sent to Corfu to be under the 
influence of his cousin, the Earl of Guilford, 
chancellor of the Ionian Islands. At Corfu 
he attended a theological college founded 
by his cousin, but owing to bad behaviour 
he had to be sent back to England, and 
subsequently travelled abroad under a tutor 
for purposes of study. While in Paris he 
chanced to meet his tutor one evening in a 
gambling saloon, and extracted a promise, 
under threat of exposure, that they should 
have no more to do with books. Eater on, 
while journeying to Home, North won from 
his guardian aL cards the money which was to 
pay the expenses of their tour. Returning to 
England, he became notorious for his fast life. 
In 1828 he went to Ireland, and in that year 
met and married Grace A nne, second daugh¬ 
ter of the Rev. Thomas Coffey, D.D., of Gal¬ 
way. The second marriage of his uncle, 
Francis, sixth Earl of Guilford, barred North 
from the title, to which he had hoped to suc¬ 
ceed, and placed him in considerable financial 
difficulties. He again took to gambling to in¬ 
crease his income, but, losing instead of gain¬ 
ing, removed to Boulogne, and, misfortune 
still attending him, joined Don Pedro’s army 
at Oporto in 1832. On the close of the cam¬ 
paign next year North wenthome, and for five 
years lived the life of an English gentleman, 
spending moat of his time on Scottish shoot¬ 
ing estates. Influenced hy the Duchess of 
Gordon in 1839, he resolved to enter holy 
orders, and after consulting his friend, Frede¬ 
rick Robertson (afterwards of Brighton, thon 
at Cheltenham) [q. v.], he went to Magdalen 
College, Oxford, and graduated in 1842. An 
unwillingness on the part of the Bishop of 
Lincoln to ordain him, together with Borne 
misgivings of his own, led North to abandon 
his project, and for twelve years longer he 
continued in his youthful ways. One night in 
November 1864, as he sat playing cards in 
his house at Dallas, Morayshire, he was 
seized with a sudden illness, and, fearing lie 
was to die, resolved to mend his life. Speedily 
recovering, he kept his resolve, and retiring 
to the quiet town of Elgin, gradually drifted 
into religious society, and subsequently con¬ 
ducted evangelical meetings. His suooess 
as an evangelist was rapid, and during his 
later years ns visited every important town 
in Scotland. Ho also visited some places in 
England, and spoke several times in London. 
In 1869 the Free Church of Scotland formally 
recognised him as an evangelist hy resolution 
of its general assembly, and in that year he 
took part in revivalist meetings in Ulster. 
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He died on 9 Nov. 1875 at Tillechewan Castle 
in Dumbartonshire, whither he had gone to 
fulfil a preaching engagement. He was buried 
in the Dean cemetery, Edinburgh. 

By his marriage he had three sons, only 
one of whom survived him. 

North published, apart from tracts and 
separately issued discourses: 1. * Ourselves ’ 
(1865), an evangelical exhortation suggested 
by the history of Israel, which reached a 
10th edition. 2. ‘Yes or No’ (1867),which 
reached a 3rd edition. 3. ‘ The Rich Man 
and Lazarus ’ (1839). 4. ‘ The Prodigal Son ’ 

[Brownlow North's Records and Recollections, 
by the Rev. K.Moody-Stuart; Brit. Mus, Cat.l 

J. R. M. 

NORTH, CHARLES NAPIER (1817- 
1869), colonel, born 12 Jan. 1817, was eldest 
son of Captain Roger North (d. 1822), half¬ 
pay 71st foot, who had served in the 60th 
foot under Sir Charles James Napier [q. v.] 
His mother was Charlotte Swayne (d. 1843). 
On 20 May 1886 he obtained an ensigncy by 
ureluise in the 6th foot, became lieutenant on 
8 Dec. 1838, and served with that regiment 
against the Aiiibs at Aden in 1840-1. He 
exchanged to the 60th royal rifles, in which 
he got his company on 28 Dec. 1848, and 
served with the 1st battalion in the Punjab 
war of 1849 at the second siege of Multan 
(Moollan), the battle of Goojerat and pur¬ 
suit of the enemy to the mouth of the Khyber 
Pass (medal and two clasps). He landed at 
Calcutta from England on 14 May 1867, two 
days before the arrival of the news of the 
mutinies at Meerut and Delhi. He started 
to join his battalion, which had been at 
Meerut, and in which he got his majority on 
19 June 1867, but on the way, on 11 July, 
obtained leave to join the column under 
Havelock [see IIavelook, Sib Hunky], and 
with it, first as a volunteer with the 78th 
highlanders, and from 21 July os deputy 
judge advocate of the force, was present in 
all the operations ending with the relief of 
the residency of Lucknow on 25 Sept. 1867, 
and the subsequent defence until the arrival 
of Sir Colin Campbell's force [see Campbell, 
Sib Colin, Loed Clyde]. North was thanked 
by the governor-general in council and by 
General OuLram ror ‘ the readiness and re¬ 
source with which he established and super¬ 
intended the manufacture of Enfield rifle 
cartridges, a valuable service, wMeh he ren¬ 
dered without any relaxation of his other 
duties, in the course of which he was 
wounded’ (medal and clasp, brevet of lieu- 
tonant-oolonel, 1868, and a year's service for 
Lucknow). North wrote a ‘Journalwith 
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the Army in India' (London, 1858), an 
accurate little narrative of personal observa¬ 
tion from May 1867 to January 1868, when 
lio was invalided home. He became oolonol 
by brevet on 80 March 1866, and sold out 
of the army on 20 Oct, 1868, He died at 
Bray, co, Wicklow, on 20 Aug. 1809, aged 
62. By his directions his remains were 
brought to England, and were laid by his 
old rogiment in the cometory at Aldershot. 

[Information supplioil by the war office; 
North’s Journal with tkoArmy (London, 1868) ; 
Army and Navy Gazette, August 1869.] 

II. M. G. 

NORTH, CHRISTOPHER (pseudonym). 
[See Wilson, John, 1786-1864, professor of 
moral philosophy at Edinburgh.] 

NORTH, DUDLEY, third Baeon Noetii 
(1681-1660), eldost sou of Sir John North 
[q v.], was born in London in 1681, and suc¬ 
ceeded bis grandfather Roger, second baron 
[q. v.],nt the age oi' nineteen. After com¬ 
pleting his education at Cambridge, where, 
however, he did not graduate, lie married, in 
1609, Prances, daughter el' Sir .J olm Broeliott 
of Brockott Hull, llortfordehiro, a wife not 
altogether of his own choice; she was barely 
sixteen at the time. De tolls how his grand¬ 
father, after a desperate illness, lived just 
long enough to arrange tlie marriago, while 
he was himself disposed to wait until the 
age of thirty at the least. He was, according 
to lus grandson Roger, a person full of spirit 
and flame,’ and he chafed at the thought of 
flnding himself 1 pent and engaged to wile 
and childron’ before he had crossud tho 
sea or tasted independence. In the spring 
of 1602, howover, he set forth to the Low 
Countries for the summer’s campaign, ac¬ 
companied by Mr. Saunders, a cousin of 
Sir Dudley Carloton. Saunders (lied of tho 
plague in Italy, and, soon alter, North jour¬ 
neyed to Loudon alone. To escape the in¬ 
fection, he had largely diotud himself on hut 
treacle, and to the immoderate use of this 
preventive ho repeatedly asuribes his im¬ 
paired health in alter life. On his return to 
England he throw himself with ardour into 
the extravagant amusements of the court, 
aud became one of tho most conspicuous 
figures there. He was a llnishod musician 
and a graceful poet, while at tilt or masque 
he held hia own with the first gallau t s of the 
day. Congenial tastes had won for him the 
closo friendship of Prince Henry; but a hasty 
and imperious temper, on the other hand, 
made him enemies. Once there wore ‘rough 
words hotweon my lord chancellor [Bacon] 
and my Lord North; the occusion, my Lord 
North’s finding fault that my lord chancellor, 


coming into the house, did no reverence .< 
he said the custom was.' ' ' 

In the spring of 1600 North's health 
failed him, and he retired to Lord Ahem* 
venny’s hunting seat ofEridge in Kent. The 
whole of tho surrounding district then con 
sisted of uncultivated forest,without a single 
habitation savo Bridge itself and a neigh 
bouriug cottage on the road to London" 

While returning to the metropolis, North 

noticed near the cottage a clear spring of 
water, which Lore on its surface a shining 
scum, and loft in its course down a neigh! 
bouring brook a ruddy, ochrcous track. He 
tasted the water, at the same time sending 
one of his servants back to Bridge for son® 
bottles in which to take a sample to his 

Loudon physician. A favourable judgment 
was pronounced upon the quality of tho 
springs, which became known as Tunbridge 
Wells, aud North thus first discovered the 
waters of time subsequently famous resort. 
The wells grow steadily in favour until, in 
1630, tho iorLunes of tlio place were esta¬ 
blished by a visit from Queen Henrietta 
Maria, noting under the advice of her phy¬ 
sicians. North also made known the virtues 
of the waters of Epsom, and counted this no 
Binnll boon to society; for, ho says, ‘the 
Spaw is a chargeable and inconvenient 
journey to sick bodies, besides the money it 
caries out ol'tlio Kingclomo, and inconvenience 
toReligion.’ After returning to drink the 
waters of Tunbridge Wells tor about three 
months, he again settled in London, com¬ 
pletely healed of his disorder. On 4 June 
1010 Iib was in attendance on Prince Henry 
at his eroal ion as Prince of Wales, and took 
port in the tournament by which the occasion 
was oulobratoil. North's impoverished con¬ 
dition in after life was in large measure due 
to his participation in sncli entertainments. 
On 23 March 1012, while tilting with the 
Earl of Montgomery, ho wus wounded in the 
arm by a splintered lance, and was prevented 
fiom lukiugpart intke tournament on‘limes' 
Day,’ tho anniversary of the accession. On 
27 April 1013 he was one of the performers 
hi ‘ a gallant mnsquo ’ on the occasion of tho 
quoun's visit to Lord Knollys at Caverukaia 
House. 

Wlion his younger brother Roger (1585 P- 
1062 P) [q. v.j projected, in 1019, a voyage of 
exploration to Guiana, North, with the Earls 
of Arundel, Warwick, and others, supplied 
funds for tho venture, Roger sailed with¬ 
out loave, and North was committed for two 
days to tho Fleet, on the charge of abetting 
his brother. His warm support of Roger's 
enterprise also lod him into a quarrel with 
John, lord Digby [q. v.] 
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North soon regained the ling's favour. lie 
took part in the state procession to St. Paul’s 
on 26 March 1620, when his majesty at tended 
a solemn service there, 1 to give countenance 
and encouragement to the repairs of that 
ruinous fabric and in 1622 he conducted 
the Venetian and Persian ambassadors to 
audiences with the Mug. But he was no 
blind supporter of the new king, Charles, 
and the favourite, BucMngham. In the par¬ 
liament of 1626 he was prominent among the 
peers in opposition in the House of Lords, 
and was closely allied with William Fiennes, 
lord Saye and Sele. Lord Holland said or 
him in his public career, 'he knew no man 
less swayed with passion, and sooner carried 
with reason and justice,’ 

Subsequently North spent much time at 
Kirtling, and was eoon content to learn 
what was passing in London from the letters 
of his brother, Sir John North, the king’s 
gentleman-usher. In March 1687 he vainly 
protested against, the demolition of the church 
of * St. Gregory by Paul’e,’ which was the 
burial-place of his father, and wrote two 
poems lamenting its destruction. 

In February 1039 North attended Charles I 
at York, in the expedition to Scotland; but 
he soon returned to Kirtling, resolved to 
devote himself exclusively to ‘the oaconomy 
of his soule and family.’ Nevertheless public 
affairs caused him continual anxiety, and, 
after the dissolution of the Short parliament, 
he signed, in August 1640, with seventeen 
other peers, a petition praying that a par¬ 
liament might be summoned with all speed. 
In November 1640 the calling of the Long 
parliament, which reqnired North's presence 
in London, filled him with now hope. In 
his letters to his family and friends he ex¬ 
pressed his faith in the king’s'wisdom, good¬ 
ness, and constancy,’ and was ready to vote 
plentiful supplies. He was no bitter partisan 
in church matters. 1 1 would be Sony,’ he 
says, ‘to see cutting of throats for Discipline 
and Ceremonie; Charity ought to yseld farre 
iu things indifferent. But must all the 
yedding be on the governours' part P ' At 
the close of the year he returned to Kirtling, 
but the course of affairs apparently drew 
him to the side of the Commons, although 
he took no part in tho civil war. In 1646 he 
was placed by the parliament, with the Earls 
of Northumberland, Essex, Warwick, and 
others, on a commission for the manage¬ 
ment of the affairs of the admiralty, and 
he served as lord-lientenant of Cambridge¬ 
shire. 

His later years, owing to ill-health and a 
greatly impaired fortune, were passed quietly 
in the country at Kirtling, whore also re¬ 


sided his son Sir Dudley, with his wife and 
children; Roger, and Francis, the future 
lord-keeper, and North’s widowed eldest 
daughter, Lady Dacres. Sir Dudley’s wife 
made it a grievance that her husband was 
required by his father to contribute from 
200/. to 300/. a year towards household ex¬ 
penses. When his fortune and family in¬ 
creased, the sum touched 400/., sinking again 
in 1649 to 300/. His soe’b children took 
part with their mother, and his grandson 
Koger gave him a grim nspectin his ‘Lifeof 
the Lord-keeper Guilford.’ Francis was at 
one time an especial favourite with his 
grandfather, who, when the young man was 
rising at the bar, loved to hear from him all 
the gossip from town, to listen to his fiddling, 
or piny a game of backgammon with him. 
But hegave offence bysome interference with 
the domestic arrangements, and the old lord 
cut him out of his will, and professedly cast 
him off altogether, but had still a lurking 
affection for him, * end was—teeth outwards 
—kind to him,’ as Roger puts it. To ilia son 
Dudley, North finally gave up the control 
of his estates, receiving only an annual pay- 
meut. ‘ I have made myself hia pensioner,’ 
wrote the old man, ‘ and I wish no worldly 
happiness more than his prosperity.’ He was, 
however, long an active justice of the peace; 
and, besides interesting himself in gardening, 

‘ found employment with many any enter¬ 
tainments/ his grandson Koger wrote, ‘ as 
poetry, writing essays, building, making 
mottoes and inscriptions.’ He was an accom¬ 
plished player on the treble viol, and de¬ 
lighted to gather his family and household 
to join in concert with him, singing songs 
the words of wMch he had himself composed. 
Abo Lit a mile from Kirtling lay a wood called 
Eunstoads, in which he cut glades and made 
arbours, and * no name would fit the place 
but Temps. Here he would convoke his 
musical family, and songs were made and 
set for celebrating the joys there, which were 
performed, and provisions carried up.’ 

North was an author on divers subjects. 
An excellent French scholar, he translated 
into that language many passages from scrip¬ 
ture, which he committed to memory, and 
repeated each morning before rising. Of his 
essays and other prose works, the greater 
number were written during the years 1687- 
1G44; the poems, he tells us, were, for the 
most part, of earlier date. ‘ The idle hours 
of three months brought them forth, except 
some few, the ohildren of little more than 
my childhood.’ In 1645 he made a miscel¬ 
laneous collection of his essays, letters,poems, 
devotional meditations, and ‘characters.’ This 
very rare and curious work was privately 

032 
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printed, imder tho tills of 'A Forest of 
Varieties,’ A copy, which belonged to the 
late 0. A. North, bears a dedication to 
Elizabeth, queen of Bohemia, After correc¬ 
tion and expurgation it was published, in 
1669, under the title of ‘A Forest promis¬ 
cuous of various Seasons’ Productions,’ with 
a dedication addressed lo the university of 
Cambridge. 

North died at Kirtling, aged 85, on 13 Jan. 
1666. His wife outlived him till 1077, and 
was buried bv his side at Kirtling, Three of 
Lord North’s six children survived him: 
Sir Dudley, who succeeded his father in 
the barony, and is noticed separately ; John, 
who married Sara, widow of Charles Drury 
of Rougham, Suffolk, and was aftorwaids 
twice married, to wives whose names aro 
unrecorded; and Dorothy, who married in 
St. Margaret’s Church, Westminster, 4 Jan. 
1626, Richard, lord Dacres of the South, 
and, secondly, Clialloner Chute of the Vyne, 
Hampshire; ‘no great preferment,’ writes 
Chamberlain of the first mutch, ‘ lor so line 
a gentlewoman to have a widower with two 
or three sons at the least.’ Three children 
died unmarried during their father’s lifetime— 
namely, Charles, Robert, and Elizabeth. The 
latter caught ‘ a spotted fever akin to the 
plague,’ which was raging in London in the 
summer of 1024; and, being sent with her 
mother to TunhriJgo Wells, died there in 
August, almost immediately on hor arrival, 
before she hod tasted the waters. 

There are two portraits of North, by 
Cornelius Janssen; one of these is at Wai- 
dershare, the othor at Wroxton, In the 
latter he is represented in an elaborately 
embroidered suit of black and silvor. A third 
portrait of him is in the collection at Kirt¬ 
ling. These pictures show him to have been 
tall and handsome, with abundant hair of 
a warm colour, inclining to red. 

[A Forest of Varieties, by Dudloy, third lord 
North; A Forest promiscuous of several Seasons’ 
Productions, by Dudley, third lord North; 
Autobiography of the Hon. Roger North, cd. 
Jessopp, jpp. 68-9; Oal. State Papers (addenda), 
vol. dixi. No. 60, Dom. vol. rccclxv. No, 19 ; 
Camden’s Annals; Gardiner’s History of Eng¬ 
land; Hume’s History of England, vi. 259; 
Letters of Dorothy Osborn, od. Parry, p. 2fi ; 
Letters of Sir John North, K.B. (unpublished); 
North’s Life of the Lord-keeper Guilford; Lin- 
gard’s History of England, ix. 861; Nichols's 
Progresses of King James I, li, 824, S61, 497, 
629, 729, iii. 964, iv. 694, 788 j Sidney State 
Papers, ii. 223,676; State Papers. Dom. Eliz. 
vol. cdxxxiv. Nos, 14, 37, James I, vol. lxviii, 
No. 83, vol, oxv. No. 83, Charles I, vol. occcxiii. 
No. 8; Owen’s Weekly Chronicle and West¬ 
minster Journal, 6-12 July 1706; Fepys’s Diary 


(Braybiooke’s edit,), p. 26; Walp 

Noble Authors, p. 370; Will of Dudley thhd 

lore North.] j) jp 

N ORTH, DUDLEY, fourth Basok Nobtb 
(1602-1677), eldest sonof Dudley, third hm oa 
North [q.v.j, by Frances, daughter of Sir John 
Brockett, was born in 1602, probably at the 
Charterhouse, and seems to have been in fie. 
quent attendance even from childhood at the 
court of James I. On the creation of Charles 
prince of Wales, in November 1016, he was 
made ltnight of the Bath, being one of four 
youths, the eldest of whom was fifteen and 
the youngest in his tenth year. About 1819 
he entered as a fellow commoner at St. John’s 
College, Cambridge, but never proceeded to 
any degree. Hisuniyersity career was brought 

teers who embarked, under the coinmandof 
Sir Horace Vere, on 22 July 1620 for the 
relief of the Palatinate, and ha was probably 
with the remnants of the force that were 
allowed to march out of Mannheim with 
military honours when Vore was compelled 
to surrender the town on 28 Oct. 1822, 
During the next ten years he disappears fiani 
our notice. He travelled in Italy, France, 
and Spain, and for three years ‘servedin 
Holland, commanding a foot company in our 
sovereign’s pay.’ During this period he was 
but little in England. 

On 24 April 1632 ho married Anne, one of 
the daughters of Sir Charles Montagu of 
Cronhrook Hall in Essex, brother of Sir 
Ileurv Montagu, first earl of Manchester 
[q. v.j, and with her received a considerable 
lortuue. During the first few years of Ms 
married lifo ho lived with his wife and family 
at Kirtling, Cambridgeshire, payinghis father 
a hand some allowance for his board. In 1838 
he bought an estate at Tostock in Suffolk, 
and here some of liis children were bom. He 
entered parliament as knighl of the shire for 
tho county of Cambridge m 1640, and ‘went 
along as tho saints led him,’ gays hissonRoger, 

‘ till the army took off the mask and excluded 
li im from the Parliament ’ in 1663. After the 
Restoration ho wrote a brief account of Ms 
experience in the House of Commons, under 
the title of ‘ Passages relating to the Long 
Parliament,’ wliich is printed in the ‘Somers 
TraolB.’ In 1609 there appeared Ms ‘Ob¬ 
servations and Advices (Economical,’ Lon¬ 
don, 8vo, a treatise dealing with tho manage¬ 
ment of household and family affairs. His 
remaining work, * Light in the Way to Para¬ 
dise: with other Occnsionals’ (London, 8vo, 
Brit. Mus.), appeared posthumously in 1682. 
It consisLs of essays on religious subjects, end 
to it are appended ' A Sunday’s Moditstion 
upon Etornity,’ ‘ Of Original Sin,’ ‘ A Dis- 
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course some time intended as an addition to 
my Observations and Advices (Economical,’ 
and ‘Some Notes concerning the Life of 
Edward, Lord North,’ In an ‘Essay upon 
Death’contained in this work, he deplores 
that in England, ‘where Christianity is pro¬ 
fessed, the number of those who believe in 
subsistence after death is very small, and 
especially among the vulgar,’ and the work 
contains some interesting remarks upon the 
various forms of faith in vogue at the time. 

"When theConvention parliament wassum- 
moned to meet in April 1660, he was, under 
strong pressure ofhie father andmuch against 
his own inclination, induced to contest the 
county of Cambridge in the royalist interest; 
he ana his colleague, SirThomas Willis, were, 
however, defeated at the poll, and he had to 
content himself with a seat as representative 
for the borough. When the parliament was 
dissolved in December he did not seek re- 
election, and from this time he lived in retire¬ 
ment at Kittling, except that in 1669 he was 
summoned to take his seat in the House of 
Lords, two years after his father's death. He 
was a man of studious habits and of many ac¬ 
complishments, an enthusiastic musician, and 
fond of art; but he is chiefly to be remem¬ 
bered as thefatherof thatremarkable brother¬ 
hood, of whom Roger, the youngest, hasgiven 
so delightful an account in the woll-known 
‘Lives of tho Norths.’ North died at Kirt- 
ling, and was buried there on 27 June 1677. 

His wife, a lady of noble and lofty charac¬ 
ter, survived till February 168S-4; by her 
he had a family of fourteen children, ten of 
whomgrewto maturity, whilefour—Francis, 
Dudley, John, and Roger—are noticed sepa¬ 
rately. Charles, the eldest son, who was 
granted a peerage during his father's life¬ 
time as Lord Grey of JRolleslon, eventually 
succeeded his father as fifth Boron North; 
Montagu, the fifth son, was a London mer¬ 
chant, whose career was spoilt by his having 
been made a prisoner of war, and confined 
for three years in the castle of Toulon at the 
beginning of the reign of William and Mary. 
Of the daughters, Mary, the eldest, was mar¬ 
ried to Sir William Spring of Pakenham, 
Suffolk j the second, Ann^ married Mr. Ro- 
bertFoloy of Stourbridge in Worcestershire j 
Elizabeth, the third, married, first, Sir 
Robert Wiseman, dean of the arches, and 
after his death William, second earl of Yar¬ 
mouth; Christian, the youngest daughter, 
married Sir George Wyneyve ofBrettenham, 
Suffolk, 

[For this article Lady Frances BuRhby has 
placed at the writer’s disposal a valuable manu¬ 
script memoir drawn up by herself. Seo also 
Lives of the Norths in Bohn’s Standard library 


1890, ed. Jessopp; Nichols’s Progresses of King 
James I; Cooper's Annals of Cambridge (Roger 
North’s mistake of confounding Sir Francis Vere, 
who died in 1808, with his younger brother, Sir 
Horace, has been copied by all writers since); 
parish register of Kirtling.J A. J. 

NORTH, Sib DUDLEY (1641-1691), 
financier and economist, was born in King 
Street, Westminster, on 16 May 1641. He 
was the fourth Bon of Dudley, fourth baron 
North [q. v.], by Anne, daughter of Sir 
Charles Montagu [q. v.] In his childhood he 
was stolen by a beggar-woman for the sake 
of his clothes, hut was soon recovered from 
her clutches. He was sent to school at 
Bury St. Edmunds under Dr, Stevens, who 
took a strong dislike to the boy, and treated 
him so harshly that he continued through 
life to entertain for his old schoolmaster 
a feeling of deep animosity, He showed 
no taste for books, and was early intended 
for a mercantile life, and, after spending 
some time at a ‘writing school’ in London, 
he was bound apprentice to a Mr. Davie, a 
Turkey merchant, who appears to hove been 
in no very large way ot business, though 
trading with Russia and in the Mediter¬ 
ranean. In 1661 North was sent as super¬ 
cargo in a vessel bound for Archangel. On 
the return voyage she sailed for Leghorn, and 
finally to Smyrna, where he took up his re¬ 
sidence for some years as agent or factor for 
his master’s firm, and soon made himself 
so necessary, and managed the business so 
adroitly, thathe contrived not only to increase 
his employer's trade, hut to add materially to 
his own small capital. In consequence of 
some disagreement with his partner he came 
hack to England to make new friends, and 
shortly after his return to Smyrna, about 
1662, he received an offer to take the manage¬ 
ment of an important house of business in Con¬ 
stantinople, and rapidly became the leading 
merchant in the Turkey Company, of which 
he was elected treasurer. His influence at 
Constantinople was so great that there was 
at one time some likelihood of his being ajp- 

room of Sir John Finch (1620-16^2) [q.v.], 
whose mission was not a success. He came 
hack to England finally in the autumn of 
1680, having taken core previously to commit 
his business to the charge of his brother 
Montagu, and he appears to have already 
realised a large fortune, though he was not 
yet forty years old. His brother Francis 
was at this time chief justice of the common 
pleas, and looking forward to the woolsack, 
and Dudley may well have thought that a 
career at home was open to himself. He 
arrived to find his mother still alive, though 
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Ms father had died three years huforo, and 
his eldest brother, Charles, had succeeded to 
tliepeerago. He took a large house in Basing- 
hall Streot, and at once became a leading 
man in the city of London. When in the 

a ment of too court party if became de¬ 
le that at least ono ol the sheriffs of 
London should be a supporter of the crown, 
it was resolved that, to insure Ibis end, 
the custom should be revived of allowing the 
lord mayor to appoint one of the sheriffs, 
■while the choice of the other was left to the 
livery. The king determined that Dudley 
North should ha nominated by the lord mayor, 
and, after much (urmoil and violent opposi¬ 
tion, he was sworn sheriff accordingly in Juno 
1682 (lS.vam.en, pp. 698-610). Ho conducted 
himself in his year of office with remarkable 
courage and tact, and the hospitalities of 
his position wore unbounded. During liis 
shrievalty ho was knighted, and about the 
same time he married Ann, tho widow of Sir 
Robert Gunning of Cold Asktou, Gloucester¬ 
shire, and only child of Sir Robert. Cnnn, 
a wealthy merchant of Bristol. This lady 
brought him a large accession of fortune. In 
1683 he was appointed ono of tho commis¬ 
sioners for the customs, and subsequently was 
removed to the treasury. In both those de¬ 
partments of the publicservicchc was enabled 
to carry out important administrativereforms. 
On. tho death of Charles II it was thought 
advisable that I 10 should return to tho com¬ 
mission of the customs, and lie then entered 
parliament as membor for Baubury. During 
tho next three years he found need for all his 
caution and vigilance; hut ho continuod to 
be respected by James II, though Lord Uo- 
dolplun found him by no means as pliable as 
he desired, and quarrelled with him accord¬ 
ingly. When "William of Orange landed, and 
the majority of the toriea who had been moro 
or loss compromised as Jacobites fled across tho 
Channel, 1\ ortli refused to leave London; lie 
even increased his trading ventures, and re¬ 
tained his post at the customs for somo timo 
after the uewking's election 10 tho throno had 
become onestablishedfact. When t ho‘ murder 
committee ’ began its inquiries (MAaA.ULA.ir, 
Hist, of (England,, chap, xv.), Sir Dudley was 
subjected to a severe examination for the part 
whichitwasasBumedho had taken in packing 
the juries who condemnod Algernon Sidney, 
lord Russell, and other prominent whigs in 
1682, N 0 evidence was forthcoming, ana t lie 
inquiry was allowed to drop. From this time 
till his death he appears to have occupied 
himself oliieily in commercial vontures on a 
large scale, and in managing the money 
matters of tho lord-keeper’s children. Roger 
North gives an amusing account of tho two 


brothers way of life in those years when 
both were practically shelved men, and vet 
found ample occupation for their time, he 
died in what, had been formerly Sir Peter 
Lely’s house in Covent Garden on 31 Dec 
1691. Ho was buried in Covent Garden 
church, whence twenty-five years later his 
body was removed to Glemham in Suffolk 
where ho had purchased an estate mid spent 
large sums in rebuilding the house and im¬ 
proving tho property. His widow survived 
him many yonrs, and never married again. 
By lier ho had two sons. The younger died 
early and unmarried,while the older, Dudley 
of 1 ,it,tic Glomham, Suffolk, succeeded to the 
family property, and loft sons, who died with¬ 
out issue, and t wo daughters, Ann and Mary. 

Macaulay,though entertaining a fierce bias 
against tho Norths, cannot withhold the tri¬ 
bute of admiration for Sir Dudley’s genius, 
and pronouncos him ‘ono of thB ablest men 
of his time.’ The tract on tho ‘Currency,’ 
which he printed only a few months before 
his death, anticipated tho viowsof Locke and 
Adam Smith, and he was one of the earliest 
economists who advocated Loo trade. In 
person he was 1 all, and of great strength and 
vigour, llo was a remarkable linguist, with 
a porfoct command ofTurkish and tho dialects 
in uso in tho Levant. A younger son of a 
father of very straitened means, his career 
was of his own making. By sheer ability 
and force of character ho had won for him¬ 
self a place in English politics before he was 
forty, after being absent in tho east formoio 
than twenty years; and bad he boon anything 
but the staunch jacobite he was, his place in 
history would have boon moro conspicuous, 
though hardly moro honourable. 

A portrait by Sir Pelor Lely was engraved 
by G. Vortuo in 1743 for tho ‘Lives of the 
Norths.’ 

[ltogor North’s Exnmon and Lives of the 
Norths, nnd tho suurcos given in tho Life of the 
Lord-kcepor Guilford. 80 a also Unger North’s 
Autobiography; Maophorson’s Annals of Com¬ 
merce, ii. 342 ot soq., iii. 698 ot soq.; Burnet’s 
Hist, of bis Own Tune, pp. 62], 622; Complete 
Ilist. of England, fob, 1700, vol. iii.; Howell’s 
State Trials, ix. 187 ; McCulloch's Discourses, p. 
37.1 A.J. 

NORTH, DUDLEY LONG (1748-1829), 
politician, baptised 14 March 1748, was the 
second son of Charles Long (6,1705,&360ct. 
1778), who married Mary, second daughter 
and coheiress of PudloyNorth of Little Glem¬ 
ham, Suffolk, and granddaughter of Sir Dud¬ 
ley North [q, v.] She died on 10 May 1770, 
aged G5, and hor husband was buried in the 
sawo vault with her, in tho south aisle of 
Saxmundliam Oburch. Dudley was educated 
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at the grammar school of Bury Si. Edmunds,' 
and at Emmanuel College, Cambridge, gra- 
ducting B.A. 1771, M.A. 1774, and attaining 1 
much popularity among its members ( Notes 
and Queries, 2nd ser. is. 610). On the death, 
in 1789, of his aunt Anne, widow of the 
Honourable Nicholas Herbert, he assumed, 
in compliance with the terms of her will, the 
name and arms of North, and acquired the 
estate of Little Glemham ; and in 1812, when 
his elder brother, Charles Long, of Hurts nail, 
Sasmundham, died, he resumed the name 
and arms of Long, in addition to those of 
North. Being possessed of considerable 
wealth and family influence, he sat in par¬ 
liament for many years. On the nominal ion 
of the Eliots he represented tho Cornish 
borough of St. Germans from 1780 to 1781. 
From 1784 to 1790, and from that year un¬ 
til 1790, he'was returned for Grpat Grimsby, 
his election in June 1790 being declared void ; 
butthe elect ors returned him again on 17 April 
1798. As a distant relative of Frederick 
North, second earl of Guilford [q. ▼.], who 
then ruled the constituency, he sat for Ban¬ 
bury from 1790 to 1802, and from 1802 to 
1806. At tho general election in 1800 he was 
defeated, by ten votes to six, by William 
Praed, jun.; but when they renewed the con¬ 
test at the dissolution in 1807 there was an 
equality of votes. A double return was made, 
and afresh election took place, when North, 
who had also been returned for the borough 
of Newtown in the Isle of Wight, hut had 
accepted the Cliiltern Hundreds, was again 
chosen for Baubury by five votos to three, 
and represented it until 1819. He was mem¬ 
ber for Richmond in Yorkshire from 1812 to 
1818, and for the Jedburgh boroughs from 
1818 to 1820. In tho latter year he was 
again returned for Newtown, but took the 
Chiltern Hundreds on 9 Feb. 1821. After 
an illnesB which had for some yoars secluded 
him from societv, he diod at Brompton, Lon¬ 
don, on 21 Feb. 1829, without issue. A 
full-length statue of him, sculptured in Italy, 
is in Little Glemham Church. He married 
on 0 Nov. 1802, by special licence, at her 
father’s house in Arlington Street, London, 
the Hon. Sophia Pelham, eldest daughter of 
Charles Anderson Pelham, the first lord 
Yarborough (Hanover Square Registers, Har- 
leian Sac. ii. 269). 

North was a prominent whig, one of the 
ohief associates in parliament of Fox, and a 
trusted adviser in the consultations of his 
party. His dinners were famous in the poli¬ 
tical world, and helped to keep the wnigs 
together. An impediment in his speech pre¬ 
vented him from speaking in the House of 
Commons, but his sound judgment led to his 


buing selected ns one of the managers of the 
trial of Warren Hastings. lie was a mourner 
at the funeral of Sir Joshua Reynolds, and a 
pallbearer at Burke’s funeral. A long letter 
irom Burke to him on the death of Lord John 
Cavendish is printed inBurke’s ‘Works’(ed. 
1852, ii. 362-3); and he is often mentioned in 
Wyndham’s ‘Diary’(pp.76-88,219). Asharp 
sarcasm ofNorth on tho acceptance byTiemey 
of office in the Addington administration is 
preserved in the account of Gillray’s ‘ Cari¬ 
catures 1 by Wright and Evans (p. 106); and 
it was North who, when aBked by Gibbon to 
repeat to him Sheridan’s words of praise, re¬ 
plied, 'Oh! he said something about your 
voluminous pageB.’ As a friend of Mrs.Thrale, 
he was introduced to Dr. Johnson, who jested 
on his name, and described him ns ‘aman of 
genteel appearance, and that is all;’ but, as 
Boswell hastens to add,he was ‘ distinguished 
amongst his acquaintance for acuteness of 
wit.’ N orth helped Crabbe with gifts of money 
and supported his application for holy orders. 

[Gent. Mag. 1829, pt. i pp 208,282; Beesloy's 
Banbury, pp. 036-42; Page’s Snppl. to the Suf¬ 
folk Traveller, pp. 183, 191; Courtney’s Pari. 
Representation of Cornwall, p. 203; Tom Moore’s 
Memoirs, iv. 231, v. 30, 223 ; Boswell, cd Hill, 
iv. 76-82; Madame d’Arlilny’s Diary, ii. 11; 
Dr. Burney’s Momoira, iii. 241; Crabbe’s "Works 
(1861 ed.), pp. 13,28,43,68; Leslie and Taylor's 
Sir J. Reynolds, ii. 633.] W. P. C. 

NORTH, EDWARD, first Babon Nobth 
(1490 P-1564), chancellor of the court of 
augmentations, bom about 1400, was the only 
eon of Roger North, a citizen of London, by 
Christian, daughter of Iiielmrd Warcup of 
Sinnington, Yorkshire, and widow of Ralph 
Warren. He was brought up at St. Paul's 
School under William Lily [q. v.] His father 
died in 1609, when the boy was in his four¬ 
teenth year, and he was entered some time 
afterwards at Petorhouse, Cambridge; but 
he seems never to have proceeded to any 
degree, though he retained till the end of 
his life an affectionate regard for his old 
college. He entered early at one of the 
inns of court, and appears to havo enjoyed 
some considerable practice on being called 
to the bar, and became counsel for the city 
of London, probably through the influence 
of Alderman "Wilkinson, who had married 
his sistor Joan. About his thirty-third year 
he took to wife Alice, daughter of Oliver 
Squier of Southby, Hampshire, and widow 
of John Brockenden of Southampton, with 
whom he acquired a fortune large enough 
to enable him to purchase the estate of Kitt¬ 
ling, near Newmarket, which still remains 
in the possession of his descendants. In 1631 
he was appointed clerk of the parliament, 
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being associated in that office -with Sir Brian 
Take. It is to be presumed that shortly after 
this he was raised to the degree of serjeant- 
at-law, for in 1530 he appears as one of the 
king’s serieants. In 1541 he resided his 
office as clerk of the parliament, on being ap¬ 
pointed treasurer of the court of augmenta¬ 
tions, a court created by the king for dealing 
with the enormous estates which had been 
confiscated by the dissolution of the monas¬ 
teries. In 1541 he was knighted, and became 
one of the representatives for the county of 
Cambridge in parliament. On the resigna¬ 
tion of the chancellorship by Sir Thomas 
Audleyin 1644, he was deputed, together 
with Sir Thomas Pope, to receive the great 
seal, and to deliver it into the hands of the 
king. In 1545 he was one of a commission of 
inquiry as to the distribution of the revenues 
of certain cathedrals and collegiate cliurchos, 
and about the same time he was promoted, 
with Sir Richard Rich, chancellor oi the court 
of augmentations, and on the resignation of 
his colloague ho became sole chancellor of 
the court. In 1540 he was made a member 
of the privy council, received some extensive 
grants of abboy lands, and managed, by great 
prudence and wisdom, to retain the favour of 
his sovereign, though on one occasion towards 
the end of his reign Ilenry VIII was induced 
to distrust him, and even to accuse him of pe¬ 
culation, a charge of which he easily cleared 
himself. lie was named as one of the oxe- 
cutors of King Ilenry’s will, and a legacy of 
SOOZ. was bequeathed to liim. On the ac¬ 
cession of Edward VI North was induced, 
under pressure, to resign his office as chan¬ 
cellor of augmentations. He continued of the 
privy counoil during the young king’s reign, 
and was one of those who attested his will, 
though his name does not appear among the 
signatories of the doed of settlement disin¬ 
heriting the Princesses Mary and Elizabeth. 
North was, however, among the supporters 
of ‘Queen Jane,’ but was not only pardoned 
by Mary, but again sworn of the privy council, 
and on 5 April 1554 he was summoned to 
parliament as a baron of the realm by the 
title of Lord North of Kirtling. IIo was 
chosen among other lords to Teoeive Philip 
of Spain at Southampton on 10 July 1654, 
and was present at the marriage of the queen. 

In the following November he attended at 
the reception of Cardinal Pole at St, James's, 
and he was in the commission for the sup¬ 
pression of heresy in 1557. On the accession 
of Elizabeth she kept her court for six days 
{23 to 29 Nov. 1658) at Lord North’s mansion 
in the Charterhouse, and some time after¬ 
wards he was appointed lord-lieutenant of 
the county of Cambridge and the Islo of 
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Ely. He was not, however, admitted^ 
privy councillor, though his name appears as 
still taking part in public affairs. In 
summer of 1660 he lost his wife, who died 
at the Charterhouso, but was carried with 
great pomp to Kirtling to be buried, Lord 
North entertained the queen a second time 
at the Charterhouse for four days, from lrH„ 
18 July 1561. Soon after tffis he retired 
from court, and spent most of his time at 
Kirtling in retirement. He died at the Char- 
terhouse on 31 Dec. 15G4, and was buried at 
Kirtling, beside his first wife, in the fiunily 
vault, llis monumental inscription may still 
be seen in the chancel of Kirtling Church. 

Lord North was twice married. By hjj 
first wife he had issue two sons—Roger 
second baron North [q. v.T, and Sir Thomas 
North [q. v.], translator of Plutarch’s ‘Lives’ 
and two daughters: Christiana, wife of Will 
liam, earl of Worcester, and Mary, wife of 
Henry, lord Sorope of Bolton. His second 
wife was Margaret, daughter of Richard 
Butler of London, and widow of, first, Sir 
David Brooke, chief baron of the exchequer; 
secondly, of Andrew Francis; and, thirdly', 
of Robert Oharlsey, alderman of London. She 
survived till 2 Juno 1575. This lady, like his 
first wife, brought her husband alarge fortune, 
which he left to her absolutely by his will, 
together with other tokens of his affection, 

[For thiB article Lady Fmnoos Bushbj has 
kindly placed at the writor's disposal a valuable 
manuscript memoir drawn up by herself. The 
main source is the fragment of biography, written 
by llis descendant Dudley, the fourth lord, in 
the University Library, Cambridge. Of. Oil. of 
State Papers, Dom. Sor.; Nichols’s Progresses of 
Queen Elizabeth, vol. ii.; 8trypo’s Annals sad 
Memorials; Boaveroft’s History of tho Chartsr- 
honso, p. 201; Willot’b Synopsis Papismi, 1600, 
p. 060 ; Collins’s Peerage, iv. 464.] A. J. 

NORTH, FRANCIS, first Babon Grn- 
FOJVD (1037-1085), lord chancellor, horn at 
Kirtling in Cambridgeshire in 1037, was 
baptised on 2 Nov, in the parish church 
there. He was the third son of Dudley, 
fourth baron NorLh [q, v.], by Anne, daughter 
and coheiress of Sir Charles Montagu ft, v,] 
of the Boughton family. His first school¬ 
master was a Mr. Willis of Tsleworth, a sour 
fanatic; himself a rigid presbyterian, his wife 
a furious independent. The boy imbibed 
under such influences a strong dislike to the 
country ways of his early teachers. He seems 
tohavebeenmoved from one school to another, 
all of the earns type, till he was at last 
sent to be 1 finished ’ tinder Dr. Stevens, a 
sturdy royalist, who was head master of the 
then famous grammar school of Bury St, Ed¬ 
munds. Here he gavo proof of his great 
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abilities, and was remarkable for his studious 
habits. On 8 June 1653, being then in his 
sixteenth year, he was admitted at St. John’s 
College, Cambridge, as a fellow commoner. 
He took no degree at the university, and, 
as he had early been intended for the pro¬ 
fession of the law, he entered at the Middle 
Temple on 27 Nov. 1666. Chaloner Chute 
[q.v.],the speaker of the House of Commons 
in the Long parliament, was treasurer of the 
inn this year, and, inasmuch as he had married 
Lady Dacrea, the young man’s aunt, he gave 
him back the fees for admission, in happy 
augury of his future success at the bar. 

From the first North gave himself up to 
hard and unremitting study. He knew that 
his father was a needy man, burdened with 
a large family, and with very small chance 
of being able to provide for them all, and 
he had made up his mind to carve out a 
career for himself if it could be done. His 
brother gives an elaborate account of his 
habits and industry during these early years. 
Long before he was called to the bar, and 
while a mere student of his inn, his grand¬ 
father, the third Lord North, with whom he 
was a great favourite, made him steward of 
his various manors in Cambridgeshire and 
elsewhere, and this office brought him iu a 
substantial income. The young man kopt 
the courts in person, dispensing with any 
deputy, and, while taking all the fees lie 
could get, availed himself of the opportunities 
afforded him to become acquainted with the 
procedure of the courtB baron and leet, which 
stood him in good stead as time went on. 
He was called to the bar on 28 June 1661. 
Up to this time his allowance from home had 
never exceedod 801. a year. This was now 
curtailed by his father, who was Bomewhat 
pinched for money; but it is clear that North 
had managed to get into practice very early, 
and when the attorney-general Sir Geoffrey 
Palmer took him up very warmly, and began 
to throw business into his way, his success 
was assured, and the more so as he speedily 
justified all the expectations that had been 
formed of him by his friends. His first great 
case was when, in the absence of the attorney- 
general, he was called upon to argue in the 
House of Lords for tho King v. Holies and 
others. He acquitted himself so well that 
he at once rose into favour with the court. 
He was appointed king's counsel, and when 
the benchers of liis inn demurred to elect him 
into their body, the king overruled their 
objection by a significant hint, the force of 
which they could well understand. This was 
in 1668. Before this North had kept the Nor¬ 
folk circuit, and had made his way steadily. 
He became chairman of the commission for 


the drainage of the fens through family in¬ 
terest, and was made judge of the royal fran¬ 
chise of the Isle of Ely about 1670. When 
Sir Geoffrey Palmer died, Sir Edward Turner, 
speaker of the House of Commons, became 
solicitor-general; but on Palmer’s promotion 
to the chief baronry of the exchequer in the 
following year, North succeeded him as 
solicitor-general on 20 May 1671. At the 
same time ho received the honour of knight¬ 
hood ; he was then in his thirty-fourth year. 
Shortly after he was appointed autumn 
reader at the Middle Temple, and on the 
‘grand day’ the usual feast was celebrated 
with such profusion, and at so huge an ex¬ 
pense, that the publio readings in tho inns 
of court were discontinued from that time, 
and the banqueting has ever since been com- 
muted for a fine. Though North’s praotice 
was large and hie gains considerable, he had 
up to twB time amassed but little, and when 
he set himself to find n wife whose fortune 
might help towards his advancement he ex¬ 
perienced some difficulty. At length, how¬ 
ever, through the good offices of his mother, 
he succeeded in winning an heiress, Lady 
Prances Pope, one of the daughters and co¬ 
heiresses of the Earl of Downe, with a for¬ 
tune of 14,0001. The marriage took place on 
6 March 1072, and was a vBi-y happy one. 
ne took a large houBe in Chancery Lane, and 
hero he appears to have had gatherings of 
artists, musicians, and other men of culturo, 
who were glad of so pleasant a place of meet¬ 
ing. In 1673 he entered parliament as mem¬ 
ber for King’s Lynn, after a memorable 
contest, in which the bribing and treating 
on both sides were more than usually flagrant. 
On 12 Nov. of this year he succeeded Sir 
Heneage Finch [q. v.] as attorney-general, 
and a question was raised whether it was 
not necessary that he should vacate his seat 
in the House of Commons. A notice was 
given upon the question, but it was allowed 
to drop. All this time he was practising at 
Westminster nail, and liis brother tells us 
he was making as much as 7,0001. a year, an 
exceptionally large income in those days. In 
January 1076 Vaughan, the chiof justice of 
the common pleas, died, and North was 
at once raised to the bench, and held the 
office of chief justice during the next eight 
years. The court of common pleas had of 
late suffered greatly from the competition for 
business which had been going on with the 
other courts. By dexterous management the 
new chief justice greatly increased the popu¬ 
larity of his court, but thus did not prevent the 
serjeants from organising a kind of mutiny 
against his rule when he allowed his brother 
Roger to make certain motions before him, 
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which the serjeants resented as an infringe¬ 
ment of tlieir monopoly. The farco of the 
Dumb Day is well described by Roger North. 
The submission of the serjeant s was complete 
when the chief justice showed that he was 
not to be outwitted. On boing raised to the 
bench North for somo years ‘ rod s the wosf em 
circuit,’ and was exlremoly popular among tho 
Devonsliiregentlemen, who worocliiefly cava¬ 
liers and royalists. Latterly he changed 1 0 tho 
northern circuit, and tho accountof his inter¬ 
course with tho local magnates and of the 
state of society in the north at this period is 
one of tho most curious and amusing opisndes 
in the narrative of his life drawn up long af (re¬ 
wards by his brother Roger. 

When Lord Halifax in 1679 made the ex¬ 
periment of putting tho government of the 
country into the hands of a council of thirty, 
who were in effect to represent tho adminis¬ 
tration pretty much ns the privy council lmd 
represented it in Qnoen Elizabeth’s roign, Sir 
Francis was included among tho thirty; and 
when this council was dissolved he wan ad¬ 
mitted into tho cabinet. When in tho De¬ 
cember of this year tho king resolved to issue a 
proclamation against ‘ tumultuous petitions,’ 

Sir Cresswell Levinz [q. v.], as att ornoy-gnno- 
ral, was ordered to draft it. He liusitated to 
make himself responsible for such a docu¬ 
ment, and consent,od only on tho condition 
that the chief justico of the common pleas 
should dictate tho substance. The result was 
that tho now parliament ordered an impeach¬ 
ment against North to ho prepared ; hut (he 
house was dissolved in thefollowing January, 
and nothing more was heard of it. During 
the popular madness of the ‘popish plot' the 
attitude of the chief justico was that of most 
men who believed Titus Oates and his asso¬ 
ciates to ha a baud of scoundrels, and tho 
plot a villainous fabrication, but who saw that 
tho lower and middle classes were too violently 
frenzied to he safely reasoned with or con¬ 
trolled. When tilings toolc a new turn, and 
Stephen College [q. v.], the proles taut joinor, 
was put upon liis trial for tvoason at Ox lord in 
August 1681, and Titus Oates and some of his 
strongest adherents wero found to give con¬ 
flicting evidence, tho chief j us lice took a strong 
part against Oollege, and the man was hanged 
with the usual horrors, mainly in consequence 
of the bias which the judges had exhibited at 
the fcri al, This is tho one bio t on North’s career, 
for whioh little or no oxcuse can he found. 

The chancellor, Lord Nottingham (Jlene- 
age Finch), died on 18 Dec. 1682. Chiof- 
justice North had frequently taken his place 
ns speaker at tho House of Lords during liis 
long illness, and two days after his death 
succeeded him as keeper of the great seal. 
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Though he had thus attained the highest 
position in the realm after the sovereign th 
lord beeper found little happiness in fifo’ „ 
sited position, and there is little doubt that 
he spoke no more than the truth when he 
more than onco assured his brother Rom r 
that he was never a happy man after he had 
tho seal entrusted to him. The notorious 
Jeffreys had succeeded him ns chief justice 

and did his best to irritate and worry him on 
ovory occasion that offered itself. North 
was raised to tho poorngo as Baron Guilford 
on 27 Sept. 1088. His health seems already 
to linvo begun to fail, though ho continued 
to discharge the duties of his high position 
with exemplary diligence and zeal, and to 
the end was a faithful and unwavering ser¬ 
vant and fribnd to Charles LI, who appears 
to have leant upon him more and more as 
his own encl approached. But North lived 
in evil days, and perhaps never in our annals 
was there such rancorous animosity among 
placemen; never wero party spirit nnd poli¬ 
tical rivalry so fierce and sordid. ! 

Charles II died on 6 Fob. 1685, At this 
time tho lord keeper was very ill, hut he took 
a leading part, in tho coronal inn of .Tames II 
on 23 April. After this ho became worse, 
and proposed to resign U 10 seal, as he had 
talked of doing more than onco before: hot 
in this ho was nvormlod. During thosnmmer 
term he continued lo sit in Westminster 
Hall; hut it was evident that he was a dying 
man. Permission was given him to retire to 
Ids soul at Wroxlon, Oxfordshire, taking the 
seal with him, nnd at toudud by tho officers of 
the court. 1 leva ho kept up great state and 
profuse hospitality, his brothers Dudley and 
Roger being always at his sido, and present 
at his daiilh-heil. 

At the end of August ho mado his will, 
nnd he died in his forty-eighth yearonBSept. 
1685. The next dny’his brothors, who were 
tho executors, accompanied by the officials, 
rodo to Windsor, and delivorod up the great 
seal into the hands of James II, who straight¬ 
way entrusted it to Jeffreys, with the style 
of lord high chancellor of England. 

The lord koepor was buried at Wroxton on 
9 Sept, besido liis wife, who lmd died nearly 
seven years bofore him (16 Nov. 1678). By 
the doath of her rnolhor, the Countess of 
Downe, her ladyship had inherited the Wrox¬ 
ton estate, which passed to her husband and 
his descendants, She had home him five 
children, of whom throo survived their fotber. 
Francis, tho eldor son, succeeded to the peer¬ 
age ns second Baron Guilford, and was father 
of Franois, first earl of Guilford [q. v.] 
Charles, tho other son, and a daughter Anne 
appear to have boon always sickly and of 
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weak constitution, and both died young and 
unmarried. 

The lord keeper was a staunch and uncom¬ 
promising royalist through evil report and 
good report, at a time when the courtiers 
who were sincere supporters of the crown 
were few, and when the several factions hated 
one another with the most acrimonious ran¬ 
cour. Scarcely less fierce has been the ani¬ 
mosity exhibited towards his memory by those 
politicians of the present century who have 
inherited theprejudices and thepersonalrival- 
ries of the days of Charles II. Perhaps in all 
our literature there is not a morB venomous 
piece of writing than the sketch of the lord- 
keeper's character and career which Lord 
Campbell has given in his ‘ Lives of tho Lord 
Chancellors.’ North was clearly aman of vast 
knowledge and wide culture,an accomplished 
musician, a friend and patron of artists, and 
especially of Sir Peter Lely, whom he be¬ 
friended in many ways. lie was greatly in¬ 
terested in the progress of natural science, 
though he refused to he elected a fellow of 
the Royal Society, whose meetings he could 
not possibly have attended regularly. As a 
lawyer he was held iu great respect j nor did 
any of his contemporaries venture to dispute 
the technical ability and legality of his de¬ 
cisions. If thcro had been ground for setting 
aside any of those decisions, we should have 
heard of it long ago. lie died iu the prime 
of life, at one of tho most critical moments of 
our history. He lived in an age when social 
and political morality were at a deplorably 
low level—an age when a miserable medio¬ 
crity of talent in church and state, in litera¬ 
ture and art, made it a matter of chance or 
chicane who should rise to the surface, or who 
should keep 1 ub place when ho wou it. There 
was no career for au enthusiast or a hero, and 
the worst that can be said of the Lord-keeper 
Guilford is that he was neither the one nor 
the other. 

A portrait ad vivum was engraved by 
D. Loggan ; and was re-ongraved by G. Vertue 
for the ‘Lives of the Norths.’ 

[The Bouroes for Lord Guilford's life are to 
he found mainly in Roger North’s elaborate 
fixamen, published in 4to, 1740, and in the Lives 
published in tho same form in tho sumo year 
[see North, Roobh, 1663-1734], Burnet (Hist, 
of his Own Time, iii. 83) speaks of him with 
some bitterness. On tho other hand Sir >Tuhn 
Dalrymple, in the preface to the second volume 
of his Memoirs, remarks that he was ‘ ono of the 
very few virtuous characters tc be found in the 
reign of Charles II,’ There is an excellent 
summary of his diameter in Roaeoa’s Lives of 
Eminent Lawyers, p. 110. Boss’s aoconntof him 
(Lives of the Judges of England) is as impartial 
and trustworthy as usual.] A. J. 


NORTH, BRANCHS, first Ea.hl or Guil- 
fobd (1704-1790), born on IS April 1704, 
was eldest son of Francis, second baron Guil¬ 
ford, by his second wife, Alice, second daugh¬ 
ter and coheiress ofSir John Brownlow, hart, 
of Belton, Lincolnshire, and grandson of 
Francis North, first baron Guilford [q. v.l He 
matriculated ftt Trinity College, Oxford, on 
26 March 1721, but does not appear to have 
taken any degree. At the general election 
in August 1727 he wns returned to the House 
of CommonB for Banbury. lie succeeded 
his father aB third Baron Guilford on 17 Oct. 
1729, and took his seat in the House of Lords 
on 13 Jan. 1730 (Journals of the House of 
Lords 1 xxiii. 460). On 17 Oct. 1780 he was 
appointed a gentleman of the bedchamber to 
Frederick, prince of Wales, and on 31 Oct. 
1734 succeeded his kinsman, William, baron 
North and Grey [q. v.l, as seventh Baron 
North of Kirtling in Cambridgeshire. On 
SO Sept. 1760 he became governor to Prince 
George and Prince Edward, hut was super¬ 
seded on the Prince of W Bias’s death by Earl 
Ilarcourt, a nominee of the Pelhams, who 
wished to control the education of the young 
rinces (Walpole, Memoirs of George II, 
847, i. 86). He wbb created Earl of Guilford 
on 8 April 1762. In September 1763 Gren¬ 
ville’s proposal that Guilford should succeed 
Bute ns keeper of the privy purse was nega¬ 
tived by tliB king, who considered that ‘ it 
was not of sufficient rank for him ’ ( Grenville 
Papers, 1862, ii. 208-9). lie was appointed 
treasurer to Queen Charlotte on29Dec. 1773, 
at the age of sixty-nine. * The town laughs,’ 
writes Horace Walpole, and says ‘ that the 
reversion of that place is promised to Lord 
Bathurst,’ who was then in his ninetieth year 
(Letters, vi. 37). 

Walpole describes Guilford as an ‘ami¬ 
able, worthy man, of no great genius’ (Me¬ 
moirs of George II, i. 86). He was an inti¬ 
mate personalfriend of George HI and Queen 
Charlotte (Mbs. Delist, Autobiography, 2nd 
ssr. iii. 202), and sympathised with the 
lung’s dislike of the coalition (Walpole, 
Last Journals, 1859, ii. 697; Loud E. Fiiz- 
JlATjmcra, Life of Shelburne, 1876, iii. 372; 
Lorn Jnmr Russell, Memorials of Fox, 
1853, ii. 41). Though a wealthy man, and 
on affectionate terms with his son, he would 
never make Lord North an adequate allow¬ 
ance (Hist. MSS. Comm. 10th Rep. App. vi. 

S 18), Guilford died in Henrietta Street, 
avendish Square, on 4 Aug. 1790, and was 
buried at Wroxton, Oxfordshire. 

He married, first, on 16 June 1728, Lady 
Lucy, daughter of George Montagu, second 
earl of Halifax, by whom he had an only 
son, Frederick, who succeeded him as second 
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Earl of Guilford [q.v.], and one daughter, 
who died in infancy. His first wife died 
on 7 May 1734. He married, secondly, on 
17 Jon. 1780, Elizabeth, only daughter of 
Sir Arthur Kaye, hart., aud widow of George, 
viscount Lewisham. By her he had two 
sons,Brownlow, bishop of Winchester [q. v.], 
and Augustus, who died an infant on 24 June 
1746, and three daughters. His second wife 
died on 21 April 1746, and on 18 June 1761 
he married, thirdly, (Jatherine, second daugh¬ 
ter of Sir Robert Fumese, bart., and widow 
of Lewis, second earl of Rockingham. This 
last marriage, and the size of the bride, 
causod much amnsement at the time, and 
George Selwyn said that the weather being 
hot, she was kept in ice for throo days before 
the wodding (WALPOLE, Letters, ii. 267V 
Guilford had no issue by his third wife, who 
died on 17 Dec. 1760. No record of any of 
his speeches is to be found in the ‘Parlia¬ 
mentary History.’ Ilis correspondence with 
the Duke of Newcastle, 1784-02, is preserved 
among the Additional MSS. in the British 
Museum (32090-933 passim). 

S Mrs. Delony’s Autobiography, 1831-2, 1st 
. 2nd sor., containing aoroinl of Guilford's 
lettors; "Walpole’s Letters, 1867-9, ii. 33, 163, 
232, 244, 260, 347, 350, viii. 360 ; Walpole’s 
Journal of the Roign of George III, 1869, i. 
276-7; Auckland’s Journal and Correspondence, 
1861, ii. 869-70; Lettors of the First Earl of 
Malmesbury, 1870, i. 311; Chatham Onrro- 
spondenco, 1840, iv. 331; H.istad’s Hist, of 
Kent, 1709, iv. 190-1; Doylo’s Official Bnron- 
ags, 1886, ii. 87 ; Collins's Peerage of England, 
1812, iv. 479-81; Foster’s Alumni Oxon. 1888, 

£ 1028; Historical Register, vol. xv, Ohron. 
iary, p. 64; Gent. Mag. 1768 p. 600, 1790 

S t. it. pp. 768, 789; Official Return of Lists of 
[embers of Parliament, pt, ii, p. 65.1 

G. F. R. B, 

NORTH, FREDERICK, second Emil 01 ? 
Guilpoed, bettor known as Loud North 
( 1732-1792), only son of Francis, first earl 
of Guilford [q. v.], by his first wife, Lady 
Luoy Montagu, daughter of George, second 
earl of Halifax, was horn in Albemarle Stro et, 
Piccadilly, on 18 April 1732, The Prince of 
Wales was hie godfather, and North as a 
child was frequently at Leicester nouse, 
whore, on 4 Jan, 1749, he took thoparl of 
Syphax in Addison’s ‘ Oato ’ (LapyTTttrvlt, 
Letters, 1821, pp, 147-8, n.) lie was edu¬ 
cated at Eton and Trinity College, Oxford, 
where he matriculated on 12 Oot. 1749, and 
was created M.A. on 21 March 1760, After 
leaving tho university he travelled for throe 
years on the continent, in company witli 
William, second earl of Dartmouth (Hist. 
MSB, Comm,. Uth Rep. App. v. 880), and 


devoted somo time under Masoove at Lein, 
zig to the study of the German constitution 
( Correspondence of Geo. Ill with Lord North 
vol. i. p. Ixxxii). At tho general election in 
April 1764 he was returned to the House of 
Commons for the family borough of Banbury 
which lie continued to represent until his 
succession to the peerage. Though his po¬ 
litical views inclined to toryism, North acted 
at first as a follower of Ills kinsman the Duke 
of Newcastle, at whoso recommendation he 
was appointed a junior lord of the treasury 
on 2 June 1769 ( Chatham Correspondence 
i. 409). He took a leading part in the pro^ 
ceedings against WillteB in the House of 
Commons, and retired from office with tho 
rest of his colleagues on the formation of the 
Rockingham ministry in July 1766. In May 
1706 North declinod the offer of a yice- 
treasurorship of Ireland from Rockingham 
affcor considerable hesitation (Loan Albt- 
mAULB, Memoirs qf the Marquis of Mockinq- 
ham, i. 816). On 19 Aug. 1760 be was 
appointed by Chatham joint-paymaster of 
the forces with George Cooke, and was ad¬ 
mitted a member of the privy council on 
10 Doc. following ( London Gaaette, 176B, 
Nos. 10651 and 10681). Henceforth North 
acted as a consistent advocate of tho king’s 
principles of government, In March 1707 
Chatham, indignant with Charles Towns- 
hend’s conduct with regard to the East 
India question, offered the post of chancellor 
of tho exchequer and the leadership of tbs 
House of Commons to North, who refused it 
(Chatham Correspondence, iii. 236). Towns- 
hend, however, died on 4 Sept, following, 
and North, notwithstanding his dread of 
the persistent criticism of George Grenville 
(Loud Jonir Russell, Memorials of Fox, i, 
120), at length accepted t lie post. He there¬ 
upon rosignod the jmymastorship of the 
forcoB, and was sworn in or chancellor of the 
exchoqueron 7 Oct. 1767 (Walpole, Letters, 
v. 07, n.) Urgod on by the king, and sup¬ 
ported by steady majorities in the commons, 
North, ns loador of the houso, succeeded on 
17 Feb. 1769 in having Wilkes declared in¬ 
capable of sitting in parliament and in seat¬ 
ing the ministerial candidate, Colonel Lut- 
trell, in his place on 16 April following. 
North had a great contempt for popularity, 
and in a review of his own political career 
on 2 March 1769 he stated that he had never 
voted for any one of the popular measures 
of the lost seven yoars, especially referring 
to his support of the eider tax and of the 
American Stamp Act, and to his opposition 
to Wilkes, to the reduction of the laud tax, 
and to the Nullum Tompus Aot (Oavindibh, 
Parliamentary Debates, i. 299-300). On 
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1 Slay 1769 the cabinet, on North’s motion, 
decided by a majority of one to retain Charles 
Townshend’s American tea duty. This de¬ 
cision, which rendered war inevitable, was 
confirmed by the House of Commons on 
6 March 177b by 204 votes to 142 (ib. i. 488- 
600, and the Duke os Ghaston’s Memoirs 
quoted in Mahon's History of England, v. 
866 and xxxi.) Meanwhile North, at the 
earnest entreaties of the Iring, had become 
first lord of the treasury on Grafton’e resig¬ 
nation in January 1770. 

North’s assumption of office seemed a for¬ 
lorn hope. He had to face an opposition.led 
by Chatham, Rockingham, and Grenville, 
and to roly for his chief support on place¬ 
men, pensioners, and the Bedfords. There 
was, however, no real union between the 
parties of Chatham and Rockingham, and 
after Grenville's death in November 1770, 
his followers, under the Earl of Suffolk, j oined 
the ministerial ranks. In November 1770, 
and again in February 1771, North made an 
able defence of the negotiations with Franca 
and Spain in reference to the Falkland 
Islands, a dispute concerning which had 
nearly led to war (Cathstdish, Parliamen¬ 
tary Eebates, ii. 76-9, 296-9). The session 
of 1770-1 was mainly occupied by the at¬ 
tempt of the House of Commons to prevent 
the publication of its debates and the con¬ 
sequent quarrel with the city of London. 
At the instigation of the king North, con¬ 
trary to his own convictions, committed 
the blunder of making a ministerial question 
of the matter. During the riots which en¬ 
sued he was assaulted on his wav down to 
the house, his chariot demolished, and his 
hat captured by the mob (WiXionJ, Me¬ 
moirs of the Beign of Qeorge III, iv. 302). 
To North was addressed the fortieth' Letter 
of Junius’(22 Aug. 1770), on the subject of 
Colonel Luttrell's appointment to the post 
of adjutant-general of the army in Ireland. 
Luttrell resigned the post in September. 
In 1772 and the two following years North 
successfully opposed the propositions which 
were made for the relief of the clergy and 
otherB from subscription to the Thirty-nine 
articles, arguing that ‘ relaxation in matters 
of this kind, instead of reforming, would 
increase that dissoluteness of religious prin¬ 
ciple which so much prevails, and is the 
characteristic of this sceptical ago ’ (Pari 
Hist. xvii. 272-4, 760-7, 1820). In 1772 
and 1778 he allowed bills for the relief of 
dissenters to pass the commons, preferring 
to leavo the odium of rejecting them to the 
lords (id. xvii. 481-46,769-91). The Royal 
Marriage Act (12 George IH, c. 11), which 
was passed in 1772, was supported by North 


with considerable reluctance. In the same 
year North, who desired to banish the discus¬ 
sion of Indian affairs from the House of Com¬ 
mons, consented to the appointment of two 
select committees. Their reports resulted 
in an act which allowed the EaBt India 
Company to export tea to America free of 
any duty save that which might be levied 
there (18 George HI, c. 44), and in the 
Regulating Act (13 George III, 0 . 63). In 
May 1773 North supported a motion censur¬ 
ing Clive’s conduct in India, but he did not 
make the question a government one, and 
subsequently changed his opinion on the sub¬ 
ject (Hist. MSS, Comm. 6th Rep. Append. 
897). On 16 Dec. 1773 the ships carrying 
the tea exported by the East India Company 
under the act previously mentioned were at¬ 
tacked in Boston harbour. Though the news 
of this outrage had not arrived, North was 
fully conscious of the gravity of the situa¬ 
tion, and was the only member of the privy 
council who did not join in the laughter and 
applause which greeted Wedderburn’s famous 
attack upon Franklin (Dr. Priestley in the 
Monthly Mar/azine for February 1803, p. 2). 
In Mavck 1774 North introduced the Boston 
Port Bill and the Massachusetts Government 
Bill, which were passed by large majorities. 
He was now firmly established m power, and 
on 6 March 1774 Ohatham expressed the 
opinion that ‘ North serves the crown more 
successfully and more sufficiently upon the 
whole than any other man now to be found 
could do’ (Chatham Correspondence, iv. 832- 
333). On 20 Feb. 1776 North carried a re¬ 
solution that, so long as the colonies taxed 
thcmselveB, with the consent of the king and 
parliament, no other taxes should be laid 
upon Ilium. The debate on this proposal, 
which was very unpopular with the Bed¬ 
fords, is graphically described by Gibbon in 
a letter to Holroyd (Miscall. Works, 1790, i. 
490). The concession, however, came too 
late, and the skirmish at Lexington on 
19 April 1776 made peace impossible. After 
Burgoyne’s surrender at Saratoga (17 Oct. 
1777), and the failure of the commission 
appointed to treat with the colonists, North 
lost all hope of success, and repeatedly asked 
permission to resign (Correspondence of 
Qeorge III with Lord North, ii. 125, et 
seq.) The king refused to accept his resig¬ 
nation, though he allowed negotiations to 
bo opened with Ohatham to induce him to 
join the government, on the understanding 
that he should support ’the fundamentals 
of the present administration ’ (ib. ii. 149), 
This and subsequent attempts to strengthen 
the ministry failed, and North remained in 
office against his better judgment, a course 
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which it is impossible to justify. In 1778 thing in theBritish constitution ’ (BnouojmJ 
he reappointed Warren Hastings governor- Historical Sketches, i. 392). He was nic¥ 
general of India, though he disapproved of named Lord-deputy North on account of hT 
many of his acts, and had unsuccessfully tried supposed connection with Bute ( Chatham 
in 1770 to induce the court of proprietors to Correspondence, iii. 413), for which, however 
recall him, In 1779 Lord Weymouth and there was no foundation {Hist. MSS. Comm 
Lord Gower seceded from North’s ministry. 6th Hep. App. p. 209). His earlier inicWj 
In a curious letter to t he king with reference gained, him a considerable reputation but hfe 
to the reasons of Lord Gower’s resignation, financial policy towards the close’ of his 
North owns that he * holds in his heart, and ministry became unpopular, owing in a great 
has held for these three years, just the same measure to the extravagant terms of the loan 
opinion with Lord Gower ’ (Mahon, Histoi'y of 1781, During his term of office thenational 
<rf England, vol. vi. Appendix, p. xxviii). debt was more than doubled. As a financier 
In the session of 1779-80 North succeeded he was lacking in originality, acting to a 
in granting free-trade to Ireland, a policy great extent on the principles of AdamSmith. 
which had beenpreviously thwarted by the but, ‘ while accepting tho suggestions for in- 
jeolousy of the English manufacturers. On creased taxation, he omitted to couple with 
0 April 1780 North opposed Dunning's them that revision and simplification of the 

famous resolution against tho influence of tariff and of the taxes which formed the main 

the crown, os being ‘ an abstract proposition part of his adontod mast er’s design ’ (Buxton 
perfectly inconclusive and alt ogether uncon- Finance and Politics, 1888, i. 2). ' 

sequential ’ {Pari Hist. xxi. 882-4). During In the debate on the address on 6 Dec, 
the Gordon riots North’s house in Downing 1782 North, in allusion to Rodney’s victory 
Street was threatened by tho mob, and only over Do Grasso, told tho ministry, ‘ Tree, you 
saved by tho timely arrival of the troops hove conquered; but you have conquered 
fWuAXAM,, Hist, andPosth.Memoirs, i.237- with Philip’s troops’ {Pari. Hist, xiiii, 
239). North is said to have received the news 264), He still had a following of from 160 
of Oomwallis’s surrender at Yorktown (19 Oct. to 170 inthellouso of Commons (Bucking- 
1781) * as he would have taken a ball in his ham, Court and Cabinets of Oeorge IH, i, 
breast, opening his arms, and exclaiming 168), and when Fox and Sholburncquarrelled 
wildly “ 0 God 1 it is all over! ” ’ (ib. ii. 138- a coalition between one of them and North 
139; but see the Cornwallis Correspondence, became neeassury to carry on the govern- 
18B9, i. 129, n., where certain inaccuracies ment of tho country. A 11 alliance between 
in Wraxall’s story are pointed out). On North ondShelburno, which would havebeen 
27 Eeb. 1782 Conway’s motion against tho the natural outcome of tho situation, was 
further proBocution of the American war was frustrated by tho hostility of Pitt and tha 
earned by 284 to 216 votes {Pari. Hist. xxii. ovor cautious hesitation of Dundas. North 
1001-86), and on 16 March following a vote and Pox had never boon personal enemies in 
of want of confidence in the government was spite of their political differences, North, 
only rejected by a majority of nine (ii. xxii. moreover, was anxious to show that he was 
1170-1211). North now determined to re- not a more puppot in the king’s hands, and 
sign in spite of the king, and on 20 March was also desirous of avoiding a hostile in- 
announced his resignation in the House of quiry into the American war. At length, 
Commons, before Lord Surrey was able to through the efforts of his eldest son, George 
move a resolution for the dismissal of the Augustus (soe below), Lord Loughborough, 
ministry, of which ho had previously given John Townshond, William Adam [q.v.l 
notice (ib. xxii. 1214-19). On resigning his and William Eden [q. v.l the coalition with 
posts or first lord of tho treasury and chan- Fox was effected (Loud John Russell, Me- 
cellor of the oxchequer, tha king is said to mortals of For, ii. 20 ot soq,; Auckland, 
havo ‘ partod with him rudely without thank- Journals and Correspondence, 1801, i. 1 et 
ing him, adding, “ Remember, my lord, that it seq.), and the combined followors of North 
is you who dosert me, not I you'” (WALror,u, and Fox dofoatod the ministry on 17 Feb. 
Journal qf the Feign of George 111, ii. 621). 1788 by 224 votes to 208 {Pari. Hist. xxii. 

North’s government was what ho after- 493), and again on the 2lBt by 207 votes to 
wards called a‘government by departments,’ 190 {ib. xxii. 671). On tho 24th Shelburne 
He himself was ratlior the agent than the resigned. The king charged North ‘with 
responsible adviser of tho king, who prac- treachery and ingratitude of the blackest 
tically directed tha policy of the ministry, nature’ (BuoxiNonAir, Court and Cabinets of 
even on the minutest points. North would George III, i. 803), and vainly endeavoured 
never allow himself to 00 called prime mini- to detach him from Fox and to indues him 
Btov, maintaining that ‘ there was no such once more to take tho troosury. George was, 
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howei er, compelled on 2 April to appoint 
Kortli and Fox joint secretaries of state under 
the Duke of Portland as first lord of the trea¬ 
sury, North, taldng the home department. 
The only adherents of North who were ad¬ 
mitted to the coalition cabinet were Lords 
Stormont and Carlisle (ib.i. 141-230, and 
Walpole, Journal of llie Reign of George III, 
ii. 588-612). As a personal arrangement 
tile coalition was successful, ' I do assure 
vou ’ wrote Fox to the Duke of Manchester 
on 21 Sept. 1783, ‘. that it is impos¬ 
sible for people to act more cordially to¬ 
gether, and with less jealousy than we have 
done’ {Hist. MSS. Comm. 8th Rep. App. 
ii. p. 183). In the country, however, it 
was extremely unpopular, and even North’s 
own constituency of Banbury subsequently 
thanked the king for dismissing it (London 
Gazette, 1784, No. 12521). The only impor¬ 
tant public measure of the coalition govern¬ 
ment was the East India Bill. Though it 
properly lay in his department, North had 
little to do with the bill, which lie described 
as ‘ a good receipt to knock up an adminis¬ 
tration ’(John NicUioels, Recollections, 1822, 
i. 60). Though carried through the commons 
by large majorities, it was rcjocted by the lords 
on 17 Dec. 1783 by 05 votes to 78, owing to 
the unconstitutional use of the king’s name 
by Lord Temple (Pari. Hist. xxiv. 190). The 
ministry was dismissed by the king on the 
following day. When the messenger arrived 
for the seals, North, who was in bed with his 
wife, said that if any one wished to see him, 
they must see Lady North too, and accord¬ 
ingly tho messenger entered the bedroom 
(manuscript quoted in Massey, Hist, gf Eng¬ 
land, vol. iii. I860, p. 200, note; see Wbax- 
all, Hist, and Posth. Memoirs, iii. 198). 

Henceforward, to the end of his life, North 
acted with the opposition against Pitt. In 
May 1786 he expressed a strong opinion 
in favour of a union with Ireland (Perl. 
Hist. xxv. 833). At the beginning of 1787 
his sight began to fail, and he soon became 
totally blind. North approved of the im¬ 
peachment of Warren Hastings, which was 
decided on in March 1787, though ho declined 
to act as a manager (Eakl Staetiopd, Life of 
Pitt, 1801, i. 352). In tho some year, and 
again in 1789, he opposed the repeal of the 
Test and Corporation Acts (Pari. Hist. 
xxvi. 818-23, xxviii. 16-22, 20-7). By 1788 
his personal following in the house had 
dwindled to seventeen (Hist. MSS. Comm. 
12th llep. App. ix. p. 373), He took a con¬ 
siderable part m the debates on the Regency 
Bill in the session of 1788-9, and deprecated 
any discussion on the abstract right, of the 
Prmoeof Wales (Paid, Hist, xxvii. 749-62). 


On 4 Aug. 1790 he succeeded his father as 
second Earl of G uilford, and took his seat 
in the House of Lords on 25 Nov. following 
(Journals of the House of Lords, xxxix. 6). 
He spoke in the House of Lords for the first 
time on 1 April 1791, when he attacked Pitt’s 
Russian policy (Pari. Hist. xxix. 88-93). 
lie only spoke there on three other occasions 
(ib. pp. 537-8, 855-60, 1008-6). His last 
years were chiefly spent in retirement with 
his wife and family, to whom he was deeply 
attached. Walpole, in a charming account 
of a visit to Bushey in October 1787, says 
that he 1 never saw a more interesting scene. 
Lord North’s spirits, good humour, wit, sense, 
drollery, are as perfect as ever—the unre¬ 
mitting attention of Lady North and his 
children most touching.... If ever Iosb of 
sight could he compensated, it is by so affec¬ 
tionate a family ’ (Letters, ix. 114). Gibbon 
also hears testimony to 1 the lively vigour 
of his mind, and the felicity of his incom¬ 
parable temper ’ during his blindness (De¬ 
cline and Fall of the Roman Empire, vol. iv. 
1788, p. iv; see Miscellaneous Worlcs, 
1816, iii. 637-8). North diod of dropsy on 
6 Aug. 1702 at Ins house in Gros venorSquare, 
London, aged 60. He was buried on the 
14th of the same month in the family vault 
at All Saints Ckurok, Wroxton, Oxfordshire, 
where there is a mural monument to him by 
Flaxman. 

North was an easy-going, obstinate man, 
with a quick wit and a sweet temper. He was 
neither a great statesman nor a great orator, 
though his tact was unfailing and his powers 
as a debater wore unquestioned. Burke, in 
the ‘ Letter to a Noble Lord,’ describes him as 
1 a man of admirable parts, of general know¬ 
ledge, of a versatile understanding, fitted 
for every sort of business, of infinite wit and 
pleasantry, of a delightful temper, and with 
a mind most perfectly disinterested;' add¬ 
ing, however, that 1 it would be only to de¬ 
grade myself by a weak adulation, and not 
to honourthe memory of a great man, to deny 
that he wanted something of the vigilance 
and spiritof command that the time required’ 
( Works, 1816, viii. 14). Several specimens 
of North's undoubted powers of humour will 
ho found in the ‘ European Magazine’ (xxx. 
82-4), ‘ The Georgian Era’ (i. 317), and scat¬ 
tered through the pages of Walpole and 
Wraxall. In face North bore a striking 
resemblance, especially in his youth, to 
George III, which caused Frederick, prince 
of Wales, to suggest to the first Earl of 
Guilford that one of their wives must have 
played them false (Wbaxaix, Hist, and 
Posth. Memoirs, i, 310, mi Notes and Queries, 
1st set. vii. 207, 817, viii. 183, 230, 803, x, 
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62). His figure was clumsy and his move- 1795, pp. 1, 13, 26, 28. "Watt erroneously 
meats were awkward. According to Wal- ascribes to him the authorship of ‘ A Letter 
pole, ‘two large prominent eyes that rolled recommending a New Mode of Taxation’ 
about to no purpose (for he was utterly London, 1770, 8vo. A number of North’s 
short-sighted), a wide mouth, thick lips, f letters are preserved at the British Museum 
and inflated visage gave him the air ol a 1 among the Egerlon and Additional MS8. 
blind trumpeter ’ ( Memoirs of the Reign of I North married, on 20 May 1766, Anus 
George III, iv. 78); while Charles Towns-, daughter and heiress of George Speke of 
hend called him a‘great, heavy, booby-look- White Lacking ton, Somerset, by whom he 
mg seeming changeling ’ ( Correspondence of had four sons—vis.: (1) George Augustus 
George III with Lord, North, i. lxxxi). afterwards third Earl of Guilford (see below) • 

North received a large number of personal' (2)Francis,afterwurdsfourthEarlofGuilford 
distinctions. On 8 July 1769 he was made an (see below); (3) Frederick, afterwards fifth 
honorary LL.D. of Cambridge. On 14 J une Earl of Guilford [q.v.]; (4) Dudley, who was 
1771Ms wife was appointed ranger of Bushey born on 31 May 1777, and died on 18 J unQ 
Park (ib. i. 73-4), and on 18 June 1772 be 1779 j and three daughters: (1) Catherine 
was invested a knight of the Garter (Nicolas, Anne, born on 16 Feb. 1760, married on 
Mist, of the Orders of British Knighthood, 26 Sept. 1789, Sylvester Douglas, afterwards 
1842, ii. lxxii), an honour conferred on mem- Lord Glenbervie [q. v.], and died on 6 Feb. 
bers of the House of Commons in only three 1817; (2) Anne, born on 8 Jan. 1764, who 
other instances, namely. Sir Robort Walpole, beoame the third wifeof JohnBalter-IIoiroyd, 
Lord Oasllereagh, and Lord Palmerston. On first baron Sheffield (afterwards Earl of She? 
3 Oct. 1772 be was unanimously elected field) [q. vA in January 1798, and died oa 
chancellor of Oxford Univoreity in eucces- 18 Jan. 1832; and (3) Charlotte, born in 
sion to George, third earl of Lichfield, and on December 1770, who married, on 2 April 
the 10th of the same month was created a 1800, Lieutenant-colonel the Hon. John 
D.O.L. of the university. On 16 March 1774 Lindsay, son of James, fifth earl of Bal- 
hewos apppointed lard-lieutenant of Somer- carres, and died on 26 Oct. 1849. North’s 
6et. In September 1777 he received from the widow died on 17 Jan. 1797. 
king a present of 20,0007. for the payment Gboeqb Ausubtub North, third F.ibt. 0 , 
of Mb debts ( Correspondence of George III GuxurOKD (1767-1802), born on 11 Sept. 
•with Lord North, ii. 82-8, 428). It appears 1767, was educated at Trinity College, Qx- 
that at this time North's estates were worth ford, where he matriculated on 1 Nov. 1774, 
only 2,6007. a year, and that his father made and graduated M.A. on 4 June 1777, He 
him little or no allowance (Hiat.MSS. Comm, represented Harwich from April 1778 to 
10th Rep. App. vi. 18). On 16 June 1778 he March 1784, Wootton Basset from April 
accepted the post of lord warden of the 1784 to June 1700, and Petersfield imtilhis 
Cinque ports, at the king's special wish (Cbr- father’s accession to the peerage, when he 
respondents of George III with Lord North, was elected for Banbury, for wkioh be con- 
ii. 193-5, but see Walpole, Memoirs of tinuod to sit until his father’s death. He was 
George III, iv. 80 note), the nominal salary appointed secretary and comptroller of the 
of which was 4,0007., though North never household to Queen Charlotte on 18 Jan, 
received more than 1,0007. a year {Pari. 1781. Though a supporter of his father's 
Mist xx. 928-7). ministry his sympathies were largely with 

A portrait of North as ohanoellor of the the whigs. Honco ho was one of the chief 
exchequer, by Nathaniel Dance, It. A., is at advocates of the coalition between his father 
Wroxton Abbey, and is engraved in Lodge's and Fox, and it was at Ms bouse in Old 
‘ Portraits.’ Another portrait by the same Burlington Street, PiccadiUy, that the first 
artist is in the Bodleian Library at Oxford meeting of the new allies took place on 
(Cat, of the Guelph J5.vhibition,l8^\,'No.\0i). 14 Fob, 1783 (Loud Joiih Russull, Me- 
A crayon sketch by Dance is in the National mortals of Fox, ii. 37). On the formation 
Portrait Gallery (Cat. No. 276). Portraits of tho ministry in April 1788 he become 
of North were also painted by Reynolds his father’s under-secretary at the homo 
(Leslie and Tailor, Life and Times of Sir office, and his name was subsequently sot 
Joshua Reynolds, 1865, i. 166 and 263), Ram- down as one of the commissioners in the 
say, Romney, and others. There are nume- East India Bill (Lobe Joiik Russell, Life 
rous engravings of North, and he was fre- and Times of Fox, 1869, ii, 42). He left 
quently depicted in the caricatures of the office with the rest of the ministry in Deoem- 
time. _ _ her 1788, and was dismissed from his post 

Four oopios of his Latin verse aro printed in the queen’s household. He acted as foot- 
in the first volume of the ‘Music Etonensos,' man on Fox’s coach when it was town by 
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the populace (14 Feb. 1784) from the King’s 
Arms Tavern to Devonshire House (Hist. 
MSS. Comm. 10th liep. App. vi. p. 66). In 
July 1792 he refused the governor-general¬ 
ship of India, which was offered him by Pitt 
(MAlieesbubt, Diaries and Correspondence, 
1844, ii. 469,472). He succeeded his father 
as third Earl of Guilford on 6 Aug. 1792, 
and took his seat 011 IS Dec. following in the 
House of Lords ( Journals of the Souse of 
Lords, xxx ix. 495), where he was a frequent 
speaker. He died in Stratton Street, Picca¬ 
dilly, on 20 April 1802, after a lingering ill¬ 
ness,'from the effects of a fall from his horse, 
and was buried at Wroxton, He married, 
un 24 Sept. 1786, Maria Prances Mary, 
youngest daughter of the Hon. George Ho¬ 
bart, afterwards third Earl of Buckingham¬ 
shire, who died on 22 April 1794, having 
had four children: Francis, who died an 
infant in July 1786; Frederick, who died 
an infant in September 1790; George Au¬ 
gustus, who died an infant in February 
1793; and Maria, horn on 26 Dec. 1798, 
who married, on 29 July 1818, John, second 
Marquis of Bute, and died on 11 Sept. 1811. 
He married,secondly,on 28Feb.l796, Susan¬ 
nah, danghter of Thomas Courts, the Loudon 
banker, by whom he had three children : 
Susannah, born on 16 Feb. 1797, who mar¬ 
ried, on 18 Nov. 1836, Captain (afterwards 
colonel) John Sidney Doyle, and died on 
6 March 1884; Georgiana, horn on 6 Nov. 
1798, who died unmarried on 26 Aug. 1835; 
and Frederick Augustus, who died an in¬ 
fant in January 1802. His widow survived 
him many years, and died on 26 Sept. 1887. 
He waa succeeded in tho earldom by his 
brother, Francis North, but the barony of 
North fell into aboyance between his three 
daughters. On the death of her two sisters 
it devolved, according to a resolution of the 
House of Lords of 16 July 1837, upon Lady 
Susannah Doyle (ib. lxix. 641-2), whose hus¬ 
band took the name of North on 20 Aug. 1838. 

FTuittJis North, fourth Earl 01 Guil- 
pord (1761-1817), second son of'LordNorth,’ 
horn on 28 Deo. 1761, entered the army in 
1777, but quitted it on attaining the ranlr of 
lieutenant-colonel in 1794. He succeeded 
to the earldom on 20 April 1802, and died at 
Pisa on 11 Jan. 1817, leaving no issue. He 
was a patron of the stage, and author of a 
dramatic piece entitled 'The Kentish Baron,’ 
which was produced with success at the Hav- 
market in June 1791, and was printed in the 
same year, London, 8vo, 

[Correspondence of Georgo III with Lord 
North, edited by W. B. Donne, 1887 ; Walpolo’s 
Memoirs of the Reign of Georgo [IT, ] 845 ; Wnl- 
pole’s Journal of the Beign of Georgo III, 1859; 

VOL. XIV. 


| Walpole’s Letters, 1857-9 ; Chatham Corre¬ 
spondence, 1838-40; Political Memoranda of 
Francis, fifth Duke of L“eda (Camden Soc.); 
Sir N. W. Wraxalt’s Hist, and Posthumous 
Memoirs, 1884; Duke of Buckingham’s Court 
and Cabinets of George III, 1853, vol. i.; Lord 
Albemarle’s Momoirs of the Marquis of Rodt- 
inghain, 1852; Lord John Bussell’s Memorials 
of 0. J. Fox, 1863, vols. i. and ii.; Trevolyan’s 
Early History of C. J. Pox, 1880 ; Sir G. 0. 
Lewis’s Administrations at Great Britain, 1804, 
pp. 1-84; Lord Brougham’s Historical Sketches 
of tho Statesmen of George III, 1839, i. 48-89, 
3B1-7 ; History of Lord North’s Administration, 
1781—2 , Lord Mahon’s History of England, 
1861—4, vols. v. vi. and vii ; Louky’t History of 
England, 1882-7, vols. iii. iv. and v.; May’s 
Constitutional History ot England, 1876; Col¬ 
lins’s Peerage of England, 1812, iv. 481-6; 
Doyle’s Official Baronage, 1386, ii, 87-90; 
Hasted’e History of Kent, 1709, iv. 190-1 ; Offi¬ 
cial Return of Lists of Members of Parliament, 
pt ii. pp. 116, 129, 141, 161, 164, 164,107, 180, 
183, 192, and 193; Foster’s Alumni Oxonirnses, 
1716-1886, pp. 1028-0; Historical Register, vol. 
xvii. Cbron. Diary, p. 19; Haydn’s Book of Dig¬ 
nities, 1890.] G. F. B. B. 

NORTH, FREDERICK, fifth Earl or 
Guilford (1760-1827), philhellene, third 
and youngest son of Frederick, second earl of 
Guilford [q. v,],by Anne, daughter of George 
Speke, was bom on 7 Feb. 1766, He was 
extremely dolicate, and pnssed most of his 
childhood in foreign health resorts. He was, 
however, Tot a time at Eton, and on 18 Oct. 
1782 matriculated at Oxford, where he was 
student of Christ Church, was created D.O.L. 
on 6 July 1703, and received the same degree 
by diploma on 30 Oet. 1819, By patent of 
13 Dec. 1779 he was appointed to the office 
of chamberlain of the exchequer, a sinecure 
which he held until 10 Oot. 1820. At Ox¬ 
ford North became an accomplished Greoian 
and an enthusiastic philhallene. After a 
tear in Spain (1788) ho travelled in the 
Ionian arohipelago, acquired a competent 
knowledge of tho vernacular language, and, 
after a careful examination of the pointe 
at issue between tho eastern and western 
churches, was raeeivod into the former at 
Corfu on 28 Jan, 1791. In the same year, 
on the conclusion of the peace of Galatz, 
he evinced his accomplishment in classical 
Greek by the composition of a scholarly 
and spirited Pindaric ode in honour of the 
Empress Catherine, a few copies of which, 
inscribed AiVnrtp/vp Eipijwijrnnji, were printed 
at Leipzig, 4to; reprinted at Athens, ed. 
Papadopoulos Brotos, 1846,8vo, 

On the succession of his eldest brother, 
George Augustus, to the peerage as third 
earl of Guilford, North succeeded, 21 Sopl, 

B B 
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1792, to his seat in the House of Commons for 
the pocket borough of Banbury, which, how¬ 
ever, he vacated on being appointed, 6 March 
1791, to the comptrollership of the customs 
in the port of London. The same year he 
was elected fellow of the Royal Society, and 
probably about the same time member of the 
Eumelean Club. 

During the British occupation of Corsica, 
1795-0, North held the office of secretary of 
state to the viceroy, Sir Gilbert Elliot [q. v.] 
In 1798 he was appointed governor of our 
recently acquired dominion in Ceylon, and 
towards the end of the year arrived at 
Colombo. Kandy was still independent, and 
thither, in the summer of 1800, North sent 
General MeDowal, with an imposing display 
of troops, on a mission to the king, by whom 
he was received with apparent graciousness. 
Soon after McDowal’s return to Colombo, 
however, his Kandian majesty made exten¬ 
sive preparations for war, which North neu¬ 
tralised by declaring war himself (29 Jan. 
1803). MeDowal occupied Kandy without 
encountering serious resistance, hut was com¬ 
pelled by jungle fever to withdraw, leaving 
a small force to garrison the town. Reduced 
by fever, the garrison was surprised and 
massacred by the natives during the night, 
23-4 June 1803. A desultory war followed, 
with varying success; and before the con¬ 
clusion of peace North’s term of office had 
expired (July 1805). He was succeeded by 
Sir Thomas Maitland [q.v.] 

Notwithstanding the war, North had im¬ 
proved the revenue, established a system of 
public instruction, and reformed tbe law by 
the abolition of roligious disabilities, tor¬ 
ture, peculation, and other incident b of the 
old rfgimc. His humane and beneficent sway 
was Iho more grateful to the natives by con¬ 
trast with tbe brutality and corruption of 
the Dutch governors, and he quitted the 
island amid general regret, 

North spent the next few years in travel 
on the continent of Europo,'which he tra¬ 
versed diagonally, from Spain to Russia. 
He also revisited Italy (lelO) and Greece 
(1811), returning to England in 1813. In 
the following year he was elected the first 
president (irpoeSpor) of a society for the pro¬ 
motion of culture (Eraipta ray 0iXopovtraiy) 
founded at Athens. 

He acknowledged the honour, and accepted 
the office in a letter equally remarkable for 
the ardour of its philhellenism and the purity 
of its Attic, which was afterwards published 
in 'Epjnjr <5 Xdyior, 1819, pp. 179-80. On the 
establishment of the British protectorate 
over the Ionian Islands, North devoted him¬ 
self, in concert with his friend Count Capo- 


distrias, to a scheme for founding an Ionian 
university, a cause which he was the better 
able to promote upon his succession to the 
earldom of Guilford, on the death of his elder 
brother, Francis, the fourth earl, 28 Jan 
1817, On 26 Oct, 1819 he was created knight 
grand cross of the order of St. Michael mi 
St. George by the prince regent, who, on his 
accession to the throne, nominated him iipvm, 
or chan cellor of the projected university? A. 
site was procured in Ithaca, hut was after¬ 
wards abandoned for one in Corfu, in de¬ 
ference to the views of Lord High-commis¬ 
sioner Sir Thomas Maitland [q. v.], in whose 
lifetime the scheme made little progress, His 
successor, Sir Frederick Adamfq. v .], proved 
more sympathetic, and under his auspices, on 
29 May 1824, the Ionian University, with 
four faculties, a professoriate^ and Guilford 
as chancellor, w&b solomnly inaugurated in 
Corfu. For some years Guilford resided in 
the university, on which he lavished much 
money. lie also placed in the library several 
rich collections of printed books, MSS., 
scientific apparatus, and sulphur casts of 
antique modallions. His enthusiasm, and 
especially his practice of wearing the clas¬ 
sical costume adopted as the academic dress 
habitually and all the year round, excited 
much ridicule in England, whither he was 
recalled by tho state of his health in 1827. 
He died on 14 Oct in that year, at the house 
of his nephew, the Earl of Sheffield, in 
St. James’s Square, having received the com¬ 
munion according to the Greek rite from the 
bunds of the chaplain to the Russian em¬ 
bassy (cf. the olegant canzone by T. J. Mathias 
fq. v.], * Per la Morte di Federico North,’ 
Naples and London, 1827,8vo). His collec¬ 
tions at Corfu, which ho had bequeathed to 
the university, were recovered by his exe¬ 
cutors, in consequence of the failure of the 
university to comply with certain conditions 
nnnoxed to the bequest. 

He was a brilliant conversationalist and 
linguist; be wrote and spoke German, Frenoh, 
Spanish, Italian, and Romaic with ease; ho 
read Russian, and throughout life maintained 
his familiarity with the olaBsics unimpaired. 
Two busts of him by the sculptors Prosolondea 
and Calosguros, both nativos of Corfu, were 
made shortly before his death. Some manu¬ 
scripts from Guilford’s collections, with the 
catalogue, are preserved in the British Mu¬ 
seum, Add. MSS. 8220, 20016-17, 20086-7, 
27480-1 (cf. Cat. MSS. Fred. Com. de Guil¬ 
ford, fol.) 

[IIinraSoiriitfAou B pirou BioypaipiKi-leropiiii 
timpyiipara wepl toC nippros ipideptltov Tm tyopS, 
'AOijyais, 1846; Journal of William, Lord Auck¬ 
land (1861); rewpytou Upair*\iySov ’AvWwo 
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tupapuVTa TT)V KUTh rl Siypa tt)s opOoSi^au 
tKKtolcrlas fltbrncriv tow 677 X 011 (JnXeXXiji/os 
nlp-n70s TutAtpopS, iv Kcpttipa, 1879 ; Gent. Mag. 
1827. pt. ii- PP- 461, 648; Revue Encyclo- 
pidique, Paris, 1828, xxxvii. 280-8; Antologia, 
Florence, 1828, xxix. 182-6; Nichols's Lit. 
Anacd. ii. 638; Illustr.Lit. v. 481; Phil. Trans. 
1794, p. 8 ; Sir Gilbert Elliot’s Life, 1874, i. 
23S, ii. 99; Klose’s Leben Pascal Pnoli, 1863 ; 
Pari. Hist. 1792-4; Asiatic Ann. Reg. 1799 
Chron. p. 126, 1802 pp. 62-3, 1803 pp. 13-14, 
1804 ‘War in Ceylon’ and Chron. pp. 6-60, 
1806 pp. 67-99; Cordiner’s Description of 
Ceylon, i. 84 ; Philslethes’s History of Ceylon, 
pp. 144, el seq.; Add. MSS, 20191 f 38, 28654 
fir 26—6; Kirkpatrick Sharpe’s Letters, ii. 110- 
111 ; Nicolas’s British Knighthood, iv., St Mich, 
and St. Geo. Chron. List, p. x; Leake's Travels 
in the Morea, iii. 265, and Travels in Northern 
Greece, i. 184; Palumbo, Carteggio di Muria 
Carolina con Lady Emma Hamilton, 1877, pp. 
162-3 ; Sitzungsberichte der philosophisch-hU- 
torischen Cl.isse der kaiserlichen Academia dor 
Wissenschaften, 1892, Band cxxvii. 221.1 

J. M. E, 

NORTH, GEORGE {Jl. 1680), translator, 
describes himself as ‘gentleman’ on the 
title-pages of liis books. His chief patron 
was Sir Christopher Hatton. His publica¬ 
tions were: 1. ‘ The Description or Swed- 
land, Gotland, and Finland, the auncient 
estato of theyi- Kynges, the most horrible and 
incredible tiranny of the second Ohrietiern, 
kyng of Denmarlce, agaynst the Sweciftns. 

. , , Collected . . . oute of Sebastian Moun- 
ster’ (London, by John Awdeley), 1601; 
dedicated to Thomas Steuokley, esq. 2. ‘The 
Philosopher of the Court, written by Phil- 
hert of Vienna in Champaigne, and Eng¬ 
lished by George North, gentleman . , . 
London, by Henry Binneman for Lucas 
Harrison and George Byshop, Anno 1676 
dedicated to Christopher Hatton, with pre¬ 
fatory verses by John Danioll and William 
Hitchcock, gent. 3. ‘ The Stage of Popish 
Toyes; containing both tragioall and comicall 
parteB, played by the Romiske roysters of 
former age, notably describing them by 
degrees in their colours . . . collected out 
of St. Stephanas in hiB Apologia upon 
Herodotus, compyled by G. N,’ (London, 
by Henry Binneman, 1681; dedicated to 
Sir Christopher Hatton. A copy of each 
work is in the British Museum. 

[Brit. Mus. Cat.] S. L. 

NORTH, GEORGE (1710-1772), numis¬ 
matist, horn in 1710, was the son 01 George 
North, citizen and pewterer, who resided m 
orneai Aldersgate Street, London, He was 
educated at St. Paul’s School, and in 1726 
entered Corpus Ohristi College, Cambridge, 
where he graduated B.A. 1728, M.A. 1744, 


Ho was ordained deacon in 1729, and went 
J to officiate as curate at Codicote in Hertford¬ 
shire, near Welwyn, a village of which he 
was also curate. In 1743 he was presented 
to the vicarage of Codicote, and held this 
small living, which was not worth more than 
80/. a year, until his death. In 1744 he 
was appointed chaplain to Lord Cathcart. 
North was a diligent student of English 
coins, of which he possessed a small collec¬ 
tion. He corresponded on English numis¬ 
matics and antiquities with Dr. Ducarel, and 
many of his letters ore printed in Nichols’s 
‘Literary Anecdotes’ (v. 427 ff). He first 
attracted the attention of Francis Wise and 
other antiquaries by ‘ An Answer to a 
Scandalous Libel intituled The Imperti¬ 
nence and Imposture of modem Antiquaries 
displayed,’ published anonymously in 1741, 
in answer to Asplin, vicar of Banbury (cf. 
Nichois, Lit. lllustr. iv. 439). In 1742 he 
was elsoted a fellow of the Society of Anti¬ 
quaries. He was also a member of the 
Spalding Society (Nichois, Lit. Anecd. vi. 
103). In 1762 he published ‘Remarks on 
some Conjectures,’ &c. (London, 4to), in an¬ 
swer to a paper by Charles Clarke on a coin 
found at Eltham [see Clabkh, Chabibs, d. 
1767]. In this pamphlet North discussed 
the standard and purity of early English 
coins. In 1760 he made a tour in the west 
of England, visiting Dorchester, Wilton, and 
Stonehenge, but from this time suffered much 
from illneBB. During an illness about 1706 
a number of his papers were burnt by his 
own direction. He died on 17 June 1772, 
aged 66, at his parsonage-house at Codicote, 
and was buried at the east end of Codicote 
churchyard. 

North is described (cf. Niohols, Lit. Anec¬ 
dotes, v. 469) as ‘ a well-looking, jolly man,’ 

' much valued by his acquaintance.’ He was 
never married. He left his library and his 
coins to Dr. Askew and Dr, Lort, tke latter 
being his executor. Among liis hooks was a 
manuscript account of Saxon and English 
coins by North with drawings by Hodsol. 
This came, ultimately, into the possession of 
Rogers Ruding [q. v.J, who also acquired two 
lates engraved by North to accompany a 
issertation (never completed) on the coins 
of Henry III (Ruding, Anwa/s of the Coinage, 
i. 186, ii. 176), North also oompiled ‘A 
Table of English Silver Coins from the Con¬ 
quest to the Commonwealth, with Remarks.’ 
A transcript of this by Dr. Gifford was in 
1780 in the eolleetion of Tutet. North’s 
notes on Ames's ‘ Typographical Antiquities ’ 
were made use of by Herbert. 

North drew up the sale catalogues for the 
coin collections of the Earl of Oxford (1742) 
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and of Dr, Mead (1766); ho also catalogued, 
in 1744, West’s series of Saxon coins and 
Dr. Ducarel’s English coins, A paper on 
Arabic numerals in England, written by 
North in 1748, was published by Gough in 
the * Arehteologia ’ (x. 860). 

[Nichols’s Lit. Illustrations and Lit. Anecdotes, 
especially v. 428 if., based on an account by Dr. 
Lort; on the account of North in Dole’s MSS. 
see Nichols’s Lit. Anecd. y. 468 «,J W. W. 

NORTH,Sik JOHN (1651P-1697),scholar 
and soldier, born about 1651, was the eldest 
son of Roger, second baron North [q. v.], of 
Kirtling or Oartelage, Combridgeshu'e.by his 
wife Winifred, daughter of Richard, lord 
Rich, widow of Sir Henry Dudley, lint. 
( Visitation of Nottingham, Harl, Soc. Publ. 
iv. 82). In November 1502, ‘ being then of 
immature age,’ he was matriculated fellow- 
commoner of Poterhouse, of which college his 
grandfather, Edward, first baron North [q. v.], 
was a benefactor. Young North was entr listed 
to the caro of John Whitgift, who instructed 
him in good learning and Christian manners 
(Stevie, Whitgift, p. 14). He migrated to 
Trinity College in 1607, when Whitgift be¬ 
came master of Trinity, and in November 
1669 took the oath as a scholar of the uni¬ 
versity. On 19 April 1572 tha senate passed 
a graco that his six years’ study in hwmaniori- 
bus literis might sufiice for his inception in 
arts, and on 6 May he was admitted M.A. 
On this occasion the corporation presented 
him with gifts of wine and sugar, at a cost 
of 88s. 9(2. (Cooiim, Annals of Cambridge, 

. 807). On Friday, after the nativity of St. 

ohn the Baptist, 1672, ha was made a free 
burgess and elected an alderman of Cam¬ 
bridge. In 1676, in accordance with the ous- 
tom of the times, he travelled in Italy, being 
away for (wo years and two months, at a 
cost to his father of 49 1. 10s. 

In 1679, after the union of Utrecht, North 
went to the Netherlands with Sir John 
Norris (1647 P-1697) [q. v.], and took service 
as a volunteer in the cause of the provinces. 
He returned to England in 1680, and pro¬ 
bably married. He may be the Mr. North who 
visited Poland in 1681 (Deb, Diary, p. 19), 
and who, after returning in 1682, bad an 
audience of the queen, who had boen sump¬ 
tuously entertained at Kirtling in 1678. He 
was returned M.P. for Cambridgeshire to the 
fifth parliament of Elizabeth in 1684. He 
again went to theNetherlands with Leicester 
and Sidney late in 1686. At Flushing he had 
a violent quarrel with one Webbe, whose eyes 
ho attempted to gouge out in a desperate 
encounter. Webbe appealed to Leicester as 
supreme governor, but he strangely decided 


that, as both were Englishmen, the m a tter 
was in the queen’s cognisance. North then 
returned to England, and sat for Cambridge¬ 
shire in ihe sixth parliament of Elizabeth 
which met in October 1683; and again in the 
seventh, which was summoned for Novembei 
1687, hut was prorogued to February 168& 
(Returns of Members ; Willis, Not. Pari 
lii. pt. 2, pp. 99,108,118). He went a third 
time to the Netherlands, and joined the 
enemy in 1697, ‘for religion’s sake only j’ but 
sent information to his father of certain plots 
formed against the queen by 1 one Mr. Aron- 
dell [see Auttitiiell, Thomas, first Lorn 
Aeundell Of Waedohk] ? who had been 
created a count of the empire ’ (Black, Cat. 
Ashmol. MSS. p. 1461). lie died in Flanders 
during liis father’s lifetime, 6 June 1697 
(Bakeh, Northampton, i. 627). A fine 
monument was erected to Mb memory by his 
widow in the church of ‘ St. Gregory by 
Paul’s.’ 

lie married Dorothy, daughter and heiress 
of Sir Valontine Dale, LL.D., master of the 
requests, by whom lie had issue: Dudley, 
third boron North [q. v.j, godson of the Earl 
of Leicester; Elizabeth, wife of William, 
son of Sir Jerome Horsey; Sir John North, 
K.B.; Gilbert; Roger [q. v.], the navigator; 
and Mary, wife of Sir Francis Coningeby of 
South Mimms, Hertfordshire. 

There is a picture of Sir John at Wroxton 
Abbey, Oxfordshire, showing him with fair 
hair, ruff, and light brocaded dress; and 
there is another portrait by the younger 
Oraittus at Waldershare. 

[In addition to authorities citod, Cooper's 
Athenai Oant.; Hoofd’s Ned. Hist. vii. 182 (the 
other roforencos in Hoofd probably rotate to the 
second Baron North, with whom the eon is some¬ 
times confused in Dutch works); VanderAa's 
Biog. Woordonboock, xiii. art. ‘ North; ’ Colline’s 
Poarugo; Dugdale’s Baronage; Cal, State Papers, 
1647-1680, p. 447.] E. C. M. 

NORTH, JOHN, D.D. (1046-1688), pro¬ 
fessor of Greek and master of Trinity College, 
Cambridge, fifth son of Dudley, fourth baron 
North [q.v.li by Anne, his wife, daughter of 
Sir Charles Montagu [q. v.l, was born in Lon¬ 
don on 4 Sept. 1645, ana educated at tho 

S 'ammar school of Bury St. Edmunds under 
r. Stevens, a staunch royalist, who is said 
to have shown a strong partiality for his pro¬ 
mising pupil. In 1061 he entered at Jesus 
College, Cambridge, of which college John 
Pearson [q.v,], afterwards bishop of Chester, 
had been appointed master at the Restora¬ 
tion, He woe a diligent student from his 
boyhood, and, after proceeding to the usual 
degrees, he was made fellow of his college in 
September 1666, and begun to get together 
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a huge library, which, he continued to add to 
during all his life, 'Greek,’ says his brother 
Roger, ‘became almost vernacular to him,’ 
But his studies appear to have ranged over 
a large surface, and he was a personal friend 
of Sir Isaac Newton, who had entered at 
Trinity at the same time that North ma¬ 
triculated at Jesus. He did not get on well 
with the fellows of his college, and seldom 
attended the oommon room, preferring to 
associate with those who were students like 
himself, or with the young men of birth and 
social position, with whom he felt more at 
ease (CoorER, Annals of Cambridge, iii. 619). 
When Charles II was at Newmarket in the 
summer of 1668, North was appointed to 
preach before the king, probably out of com¬ 
pliment to his father, who had succeeded to 
the barony of North and the estate of Kitt¬ 
ling, near Newmarket, during the previous 
year. The sermon was printed in 1671, and 
the preacher received more than the usual 
compliments for his performance. About this 
time Archbishop Sheldon [q.v.] gave the 
young man the sinecure living of Llandinam 
in Montgomeryshire, which necessitated his 
vacating his fellowship, and he thereupon 
migrated to Trinity College, attracted thither 
chiefly by his friendship with Isaac Barrow, 
who shortly afterwards became master of the 
college. Newton, too, was then in residence 
at Trinity, having succeeded Barrow as Lu¬ 
casian professor of mathematics. In 1672 
Thomas Gale (1686P-1706) [q.v.] resigned 
the professorship of Greek in the university, 
andNorth was thereupon appointed his suc¬ 
cessor in the chair j and on his brother, Sir 
Francis North [q. v.], becoming attorney- 
general, he was made clerk of the closet, and 
m January 1678 was preferred to a stall in 
Westminster. The road to high preferment 
was now opening to him, and he was for¬ 
tunate enough to be taken into favour by 
the Duke of Lauderdale, who entertained 
great admiration for his abilities. On 30 March 
1676 he preached before the king on the last 
occasion when the Duke of York attended 
the Chapel Royal; and Evelyn, who was 
present, seems to have been impressed by 
the manner and appearance of such a ‘ very 
young hut learned and excellent person.’ 
That same summer the Duke of Lauder¬ 
dale was entertained by the university of 
Cambridge, and on this occasion North, 
in compliment to his patron, was made 
doctor of divinity. Little more than a 
year after this (J May 1677) Barrow died 
suddenly in London, and North succcodod 
him as master of Trinity. His mastership 
of the college does not appear to have 
been a source of much happiness to him. 


The fellows exhibited no great cordiality to¬ 
wards him, and disagreements occurred, 
which Roger North passes over very lightly, 
as if the less said about them the better. 

North inherited from his predecessor the 
task of providing for the construction of 
the new library which Barrow had begun. 
This appears to have been roofed in during 
North's mastership, hut was not completed 
till several years later. North’s health began 
to break down soon after he became master 
of Trinity, and for the last four years of his 
life his condition became more and more 
deplorable. Mind and body gave way to¬ 
gether, and after suffering from paralysis 
and epileptic fits, which obscured and en¬ 
feebled his intellect, be Buccumbed at last 
to apoplexy at Cambridge in April 1683, 
and was buried in the college chapel, where 
a small tablet with his initials, ‘ J.N.,’ serves 
as his only monument. There can bB no 
doubt that North read himself to death, 
and overtaxed powers which appear to have 
been of a high order. The result was that 
he left nothing behind him, and he wos wise 
in ordering au his manuscripts to he de¬ 
stroyed. When Thomas Gale published his 
' Opuscule Mythologica Ethica et Physica ’ 
in 1671. North contributed a Latin trans¬ 
lation OX the fragment of 1 Pythagoras,’ and 
added some illustrative notes ; and in 1678 
he issued from the Cambridge press an octavo 
entitled ‘PlatonisDialogi Seleoti,’ which is 
said 1 0 ho a very worthless production. These 
are all that remain as the fruits of his omni¬ 
vorous learning. It must he remembered, 
however, that he was only twenty-eight when 
ha became professor of Greek in the univer¬ 
sity, and that he died in his thirty-eighth 
year, with Mb faculties impaired. There is a 
picture of him at Rougham Hall in Norfolk, 
painted when he was a boy by Blemwsll, a 
friend of Sir Peter Lely; it was the only 
portrait that he ever allowed to he executed. 
Roger North has handed down his name to 
posterity in a biography that must be ac¬ 
cepted as a literary curiosity. 

[Lives of the Norths, vol. ii,; Evelyn’s Diary, 
sub anno, 1676; Cooper’s Annals of Cambridge, 
iii. 628 ; Roger North’s Autobiography; Le 
Neve's Fasti; Willis and Clark’s Architectural 
History of the University of Cambridge ii. 632, 
et seq.J A. J. 

NORTH, MARIANNE (1830-1890), 
flower-painter, bom at Hastings, 24 Oct, 
1880, was the eldest daughter of Frederick 
North of Rougham, Norfolk, by Janet, eldest 
daughter of Sir John Maijoribanks, and 
widow of Robert Shuttleworth of Gawthorpe 
Hall, Lancashire. The Norths were descend¬ 
ants of Roger North [q. v.], author of the 
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‘ Lives,’ Roger’s grandson, Fountain North, 
■was cruelly treated by bis father, ran away 
to sea, and upon inheriting the property de¬ 
stroyed the old house at Rougham, which 
had been tho scene of his misery, and took a 
house at Hastings. Frederick North, Foun¬ 
tain's grandson, lived at Hastings, for which 
he became member in 1830, He voted for the 
Reform Bill, but after 1832 was compelled 
by ill-health to retire from parliament. Ilis 
daughter says (hat he was the ‘ one idol and 
iriend of her life,’ Her early days were 
passed between Hastings, Gnwthorpe Hall, 
and the old farmhouse at Rougham, which 
had once been the laundry of the hall. At 
Hastings the Norths saw many friends j but 
in the country they lived a quiet, open-air 
life, and Miss North, though for a time at a 
school in Norwich, was not over educatud, 
She had a strong love of music, and at an 
early age took to paint ing flowers, She was 
trainedin singing Dy Madame Sainton-Dolby 
[q. v.], hut tho failure of a fine voice led her 
to devote herself entirely to painting. Aft ur 
a stay on the continent from 1847 to I860, 
she took some lessons in flower-painting from 
a Miss van Fowinltol and from ‘Valentino 
Bartholomew [q. v.] Her father was elected 
M.P. for Hastings m 1854, and her mother 
died 17 .Tan. 1855. Mr. North then took a flat 
in Victoria Street, London, and after 1860, 
having given up the house at Rougham to 
liis son, he made several tours on the conti¬ 
nent with his daughter, She made many 
sketches, and at home took great pleasure in 
the garden at Hastings. In 18(55 Mr. North 
lost Mb seat, and made a long tour with his 
daughter in Syria and Egypt, He was re¬ 
elected in 1808, hut his health was breaking', 
and lie died 29 Oct. 1809. 

Miss North now resolved to carry out an 
old project for painting the flora of more ro- 
mote countries. Between July 1871 and 
June 1872 she visited Canada, the United 
States, and Jamaica. Later in the same 
summer she started for Brazil, where she 
spent much of her time drawing in a reiuolo 
forest hut. She returned in Sopt ember 1873. 
In tho spring of 1875 slio visited Tenerifl'o, 
and in the following August began a journey 
round the world. After staying in California, 
Japan,Borneo, Java, andCoylon, she reached 
England in March 1877. In September 1878 
she soiled for Lidia, and after an extensive 
tour there returned to England in March 
1879. Her drawings now attracted so many 
visitors that she found it convenient to ex¬ 
hibit them at a room in Conduit Street dur¬ 
ing tho summor, She then offered to present 
thorn to tlio botanical gardens at Kew, and 
to build a gallery for tlicir reception at her j 


own expense. James Fevgusson (1808-1886') 
[q. v.] prepared designs for a building, which 
was at once begun. Upon the suggestion of 
Charles Darwin that she ought to paint tho 
Australian vegetation, she sailed m April 
1880 for Borneo, and thence to Australia and 
New Zealand. She returned to England by 
California in the summer of 1886, when the 
gallery was ready to receive her paintings 
and after a year’s hard work it was opened 
to the public on 9 July 1882. Within a 
month two thousand copies of the catalogue 
were sold. She at once started for South 
Africa, ret urning in June 1883, when a room 
was added to the gallery. The following 
winter was spent at the Seychelles, and 
during 1881-6 she made her last journey, to 
paint araucarias in Chili, before leaving 
she received a letter from tho queen express? 
ing regret that there were no means of offi¬ 
cially recognising her generosity. A year 
was spent alter her last, return in rearranging 
tho Itow gallery. Ilor health had suffired 
severely during her last journeys, and in 
1880 she took a house at Alderley, Glouces¬ 
tershire, in a beautiful country, where she 
could live quietly and devote herself to her 
garden. Many friends sent her plants from 
all quarters. Ilor health was, however, 
rapidly failing, and she suffored from a dis- 
eaeo produced by her exposure to unhealthy 
climates. She died on 30 Aug. 1890, and 
was buried at, Alderley. 

Miss North’s singular charm of character is 
sufficiently proved by the welcome which she 
everywhere received, when travelling alone 
in the wildest and remotest districts. The 
letters published by her Bisler show the re¬ 
finement, quiet dignity, and love of natural 
beauty, which won the affection of her hosle 
as her energy gainod their respect. Iler 
paintings are valuable for artistic merits, but 
still more for the fidelity with which they 
preserve o Tecord of vegetation now often 
disappearing. Five species, four of which 
slio first made known in Europe, have been 
named ufl er her. 

[Recollections of a Ihippy Life, being the 
Autobiography of Marianne North, edited by her 
sistor, Mrs, John Addington Symonds, 2 vols. 
8 vo, London, 1892. A volume of 1 Further Re¬ 
collections ’ appeared in 1893. See also bio- 
gi npliieal notico prefixed to tho fifth edition of the 
Official Guido to tho North Gallery ] L. 8. 

NORTH, ROGER, second BaboitNobtk 
(1630-1000), was bom in 1530, probably at 
ICirtling in Cambridgeshire, tlion the home 
of his father Edward, first baron North [q. v.]i 
Sir Thomas North [q. v.] was his youngest 
brother. Ho is supposed to liavo completed 
his education at Potcrhouse, Cambridge, lie 
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was early introduced by his father to the 
court, and appears to have entered eagerly 
into its amusements, especially that of tilting, 
in which he excelled. “While still a youth, 
the Princess Elizabeth tied round his arm at 
n tournament a scarf of red silk, This he is 
represented as wearing in the fineportroit now 
the property of Lord North atWroxton, 

In 1666 he was elected knight of the shire 
for the county of Cambridge, and was re¬ 
elected to sit m the parliaments of 1668 and 
1663 for the same county, which he con¬ 
tinued to represent until, on the death of his 
father in 1664, he took his seat in the House 
of Lords. He was among the knights of the 
Bath created at the coronation of Queen 
Elizabeth, and in July of the same year was, 
with the Earl of Ormonde and Sir John Per- 
rot [q. v.], one of the challengers at the grand 
tournament in Greenwich Park. In February 
1669 Sir William Cecil wrote to Archbishop 
Parker, begging that the bearer of the letter, 
Sir Roger North, might have a dispensation 
from fasting in Lent, ‘ in consideration of 
his evil estate of health, and the danger that 
might follow if he should be restrained to 
eating of fish.’ In 1664, on his succession 
to his father’s title, he set himself diligently 
to the management of his estates and domes¬ 
tic affairs. In 1608 he was elected aider- 
man and free burgess of the town of Cam¬ 
bridge. 

After North had spent two years in Wal- 
singham’s house, in some official capacity 
(Lion), he was sent, in 1668, with the Earl 
of Sussex, on an embassy to Vienna, to invest 
the Emperor Maximilian with the order of 
the Garter. The Archduke Charles was then 
paying court to Elizabeth, and it is said that 
North, in the interest of Leicester, sought to 
discourage the suit by putting forward an 
opinion that the queen would never marry. 
But on his return he was commissioned to 
present her with the archduke's portrait. 

In May 1669 North, as a commissioner of 
musters for the county of Cambridge, threat¬ 
ened to enrol the servants of scholars of the 
university. On an appeal to the lords of 
the council, it was decided that the scholars’ 
servants were privileged to exemption.^ On 
20 Nov. in the same year he was appointed 
lord-lieutenant and custos rotulorum of Cam¬ 
bridgeshire and the Isle of Ely. In Janu¬ 
ary 1672 ho waB one of the six-and-twenty 
peers who, with the Earl of Shrewsbury as 
president, were summoned to Westminster 
Hall at two days’ notice to sit as judges on 
the trial of Thomas Howard, fourth. Duke of 
Norfolk [q. v.] Tho duke was condemned 
to death. Fresh duties were soon thrown 
upon North by his appointment to the high 


stewardship of the town of Cambridge; and 
in the exercise of his authority he often came 
into collision with the university. The latter 
made a remonstrance as to the countenance 
North—who was a great patron of players— 
gave to certain strollers who had performed 
at Chesterton in defiance of the vice-chan¬ 
cellor’s prohibition. 

It has been stated that North was on one 
occasion employed on a special mismon to 
the court of Charles IX of France, but dates 
and details are wanting. A better known 
embassy was that of 1674, when, on the 
death of Charles IX, he was sent as ambas¬ 
sador extraordinary with letters of congratu¬ 
lation to Henry III on his accession, and of 
condolence to the queen-mother. North was 
also changed with the more delicate task of 
demanding a larger measure of toleration for 
the Huguenots, and of negotiating for a re¬ 
newal of the treaty of BIois (first concluded 
in 1672), which provided that the sovereigns 
of England and France should assist each 
other when assailed, on every occasion and 
for every cause, not excepting t hat of religion. 

North found an able anti loyal supporter 
in Dr. (afterwards Sir) Valentine Dale [q. v.], 
master of requests, then resident ambassador 
at the court of France. But Ilenry and 
his mother were difficult to deal with. 
On some public occasion, moreover, the 
gentlemen of the English embassy were 
treated with rudeness by the Due de Guise, 
and it was reported to North that two female 
dwarfs had been incited to mimic Queen 
Elizabeth for tho amusement of Catherine 
de’ Medici and her ladies. To crown all, a 
buffoon drssBed in imitation of Henry VIII 
was introduced before the court in the pre¬ 
sence of North and his suite. In spite of 
such annoyances, North’s tact won him 
golden opinions j while his perfect maetpry 
of the Italian tongue stood him in good 
stead with Catherine de' Medici and the king, 
who found pleasure in conversing with him 
in it. In November 1674 be set sail for Eng¬ 
land. He received 1,1617. for his expenses. 
Notwithstanding much discouragement, liis 
mission was not in the end unfruitful. On 
80 April 1676 the king of France solemnly 
renewed the treaty of Blois. 

Soon after his return to England, North 
was directed by the queen to negotiate with 
Bishop Cox of Ely, in her bekali, for a lease 
of the bishop’s manor and park of Somers- 
liam. The bishop had previously evaded the 
queen’s request for the estate, and a bitter 
quarrel followed betweon him and North. 
Somersham was not then surrendered either 
to the queen or to North; but on the death 
of the bishop in 1681 it came into Eliza- 
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belt’s possession, and she retained it for her 
own purposes, together with the whole of his 
eiiiscopal estates, for fourteen years. North 
himself bore no malice to Bishop Cox. In 
1680 he made a present to the bishop’s son 
Roger, to whom he had previously stood 
sponsor, and whom he always treated as a 
friend. 

In May 1677 he purchased the house and 
estate of Mildonhall in Suffolk, with the 
lease of some lands adjoining. North fre¬ 
quently led a country fife at Kirtling; but 
a running footman at these seasons woe 
always kept to bring him the nows from 
London. He visited the Earl of Leicester 
at Kenilworth, and enjoyed very confidential 
relations with the earl. In September 1678 
he attended Leicester's private marriage to 
the Countess of Essex. 

Li July 1678 he paid a visit to Buxton, 
and in September the queen paid a memo¬ 
rable visit to Kirtling while on her progress 
from Norfolk. She arrived bofore supper on 
1 Sept., leaving after dinner on the 3rd. 
North had been long buBy with preparations 
for her coming. The bauqueting-house was 
improved, new kitchens built, and there was 
a great ‘trymming upp of chambers and 
other rowmos.’ The ceremonies of reoeption 
over, on oration was pronounced by a gentle¬ 
man of Cambridge, and ‘ a stately aud i'ayre 
ouppo ’ presented from the university in tho 
presence of the assembled guests. Lord 
North's minstrels played her in to supper; 
Leicester’s minstrels, too, were there to 
swell tho hand, together with liis cooks. 
The amount of provisions consumed during 
the visit was enormous. A cartload and 
two horseloade of oysters, with endless 
variety of sea and river fish, and birds with¬ 
out number j while the cellars at Kirtling' 
supplied sevonty-four hogsheads of boor, two 
tuns of ale, six hogsheads of claret, one hogs¬ 
head of white wine, twenty gallons of sack, 
and six gallons of hippoerns. 

On the day after her arrival the queen 
was entertained with a joust in the park, and 
within doors her host played cards with her, 
losing in courtier-like fashion. After dinner, 
on 3 Sept., she passed to Sir Gilos Aling- 
ton's, North presenting hur before she left 
with a jewel worth 120/., and following 
the court to the end of the progress. He re¬ 
turned to Kirtling on 20 Sept. During the 
progress he quarrelled with the Earl of Sus¬ 
sex, lord chamberlain, in presence of tho 
queen, Leicester wrote to Burghley that 
the strife was ! sudden and passionatt.’ 
Elisabeth took upon herself the office of 
mediator. On 14 Sept. 1683 North was 
among the mourners at tho funeral of hie 


friend Francis, second Earl of Bedford, which 
took place with great pomp at Chenies, In 
February 1684 he complained to the lord- 
treasurer of the conduct of the two chief 
justices, especially of AndetBon, whom he 
calls ‘ the hottost man that ever sat in judg¬ 
ment,’ for their discourtesy in crediting him¬ 
self and other magistrates of the county, in 
open court, with a miscarriage of justice in 
consequence of their ignorance of the law. In 
May the same year he was appointed to act, 
with Sir Francis Hinde, John Hutton, and 
Fitz-Rafe Chamberlains, ae her majesty's 
deputy commissionerto inquire intoaudsettle 
all disputes on tho subject of keeping horsei 
and brood mares in the county of Oambridee 
and the Isle of Ely. 

In October 1686,onLeioest er’eappointment 
as captain-general of the English forces sent 
to assist the Dutch in thoir struggle for in¬ 
dependence, North volunteered for service 
1 ogether with liis Bon Ilenry, and followed 
Leicester to Holland. He distinguished him¬ 
self greatly in the campaign. Leicester 
applied, unsuccessfully, for tho governorship 
of tho Brill for North, ‘who hath bine very 
painfull and forward in all these services 
from tho beginning, and his yeres mete for 
it.’ Leico&lor also wrote 1 o Walsingham end 
to Burg-hley in North’s interest, requesting 
that lie might either ho placed on the com¬ 
mission for tho states, or have leave to return 
to England. But his health improved, and, 
after liis rule as e from HttoiidunceattheHague, 
ho choso to renmiu in tho Netherlands. ‘I 
desiro that her Majesty may know,’ he said, 
‘ that I live but to serve her. A hotter haronv 
then 1 linvo could not, hire tho Lord Norte 
to live on meaner terms.’ ‘ I will leave no 
labour nor danger,’ lie wrote to Burghley, 
‘but servo ns a private soldier; and have 
thrust mysolf for service on foot under Cap¬ 
tain Reade.’ 

At the battle of Zutplien (2 Oct. 1686) 
North behaved with splendid courage. He 
had been wounded in the log by a musket- 
shot in a skirmish the day Woro, and was 
‘ beddo-rod;' but hearing that the enemy was 
engaged, he hurriedly rose, and, ‘with one 
boot on and one boot off,’ had himself lifted 
on horseback, ‘ and went to the matter very 
lustily.’ North was given by Leicester the 
title of kniglst-bannerot. lie was in Eng¬ 
land on 16 Fob. 1687, when he rodo in the 
procession at Sir Philip Sidney's funeral at 
St. Paul’s. But he returned to the Nether¬ 
lands during the campaign of 1687, and, after 
Leicester's recall, romainod there for some 
months undorLord Willoughby, who formed 
so high an opinion of his courage and ability 
that, in view of liis own retirement in No- 



North 


617 


North 


vernber 1687, be named North as one of the 
four beat fitted to succeed him as captain- 
general of the forces. 

In April 1688 North was summoned in 
haste from the wars to look to the military 
condition of Cambridgeshire in preparation 
for the Spanish invasion. In May 1688 he 
reported to the lords of the council that 
Cambridgeshire ‘is very badly furnished 
with armour and munition, and many of the 
trained bands dead or removed, 1 but that he 
would see all defects supplied. North had 
inuoh ado with the justices of the county, 
whose patriotism was not all that might have 
been desired. He set them a good example, 
supplying at his own charges,' of his voluntary 
ofler,’ sixty shot, fifty horses, sixty horsemen, 
thirty furnished with demi-lances and thirty 
with petronels, and sixty foot-soldiers, forty 
with muskets and twenty with calivers,' to 
attend her majesty’s person.’ 

On 4 Sept. 1688 Leicester died, and left a 
basin and ewer of silver, of the value of 401., 
to North, who on 9 Sept, addressed a letter 
to Burghley, in which he highly praised 
Leicester, and referred feelingly to his death. 
He explained to Burghley that his own 
health was not good, and that the doctors 
of Cambridge were sending him for a month 
to Bath, ‘ m hope the drinking the waters 
and bathing may do me good,’ On 18 April 
1689 North was among the peers who sat 
on the trial for high treason ol Philip, earl of 
Arundell. On 28 July 1680 he expressed a 
desire to Lord Burghley to attend 1 the mar¬ 
riage of Mr. Bobert Oecill and Mistress 
Brooke,’ daughter of Lard Oobham, ‘ if you 
will have so ill a guest j’ but indisposition 
prevented his going. 

"When, in 1600, an alarm was raised of a 
second Spanish invasion, the lord high ad¬ 
miral (Essex) propounded to North many 
questions respecting the probable method of 
the enemy’s attack, and the measures proper 
to be token for the defence of the coast. 
North urged that ‘such port towns as are 
unwalled must be reinforced with men ,.. 
the forces of the sea-ooast must upon every 
sudden he ready to impeach [the enemy’s] 
landing.. .. The places of most danger to the 
realm and to do him good ore the Isle of 
Wight and Southampton.’ In the same year 
the queen gave him the office of treasurer of 
her household; thus falsifying the predic¬ 
tion of Rowland White, who said of him and 
Sir Henry Lee that ‘ they play at cards with 
the Queen, and it is like to be all the honor 
that will fall to them this year.’ In October 
1696 he was sworn a member of the privy 
council, In 1697 tho queen appointed him 
keeper of the royal parks of Ellham and 


Horne, purveyor of the manor, and surveyor 
of the woods of the latter estate. He neg¬ 
lected none of the duties of a courtier, year 
by year punctually presentingthe queen with 
a new year's gift of 107. in gold m a silken 
purse, and receiving, as the custom was, a 
piece of plate in return, usually from twenty 
to twenty-one ounces in weight. 

Early in 1699 North’s health again began 
to fail. The queeu.leornt that he 1 was taken 
stone deaf,’ and sent him the following re¬ 
ceipt : ‘ Bake a little loafe of Beane nowr, 
ana being whot, rive it into halves, and to 
ech half pour in 3 or 4 aponefulls of bitter 
almonds j then clapp both ye halves to both 
our earesatgoinglo bed, ltepe them close, and 
epe your head warme.’ We are told that he 
was completely healed by this remedy, and 
soon recovered from more serious illness. In 
the autumn he was one of the four lords of the 
council summoned in haste on Michaelmas- 
eve to hear Essex’s explanation of his un¬ 
authorised return from Ireland; and on 
29 Nov. he wbb present at a meeting of the 
council in the Star-chamber. But when a 
discussion took place concerning the affairs 
of Ireland, he spoke either ‘ too softly to bo 
heard,’ or briefly concurred with those that 
went before. At Christmas he joined in the 
court festivities, and played at primero with 
the queen. In March 1699-1000 Carleton 
wrote to Chnmberlain: ‘The Lord North 
droops every day more and more, and iB going 
down to the hath.’ North returned to Bath 
in August, and Sir William Knollys (after¬ 
wards his successor in oifice) was sent for to 
fulfil temporarily his duties as treasurer of 
the household. On 16 Oct. Chamberlain 
wrote: ‘They say the Lord North is once 
more shaking hands with the world.' But he 
retired to hisLome in Charterhouse-yard, and 
there, on 3 Dec. 1600, ‘ passed quietly to his 
heavenly country.’ Camden adds that he 
was ‘ a man of a lively spirit, fit for action 
and counsaile.’ Lloyd wrote: ‘There wasnonc 
better to represent our state than my Lord 
North, who had been two years in Walsing- 
hom’s house, four in Leicester’s service, hud 
seen six courts, twenty battles, nine treaties, 
and four solemn jousts—whereof he was no 
mean part—a reserved man, a valiant soul- 
dier, and a courtly person.’ 

A funeral service at St. Paul’s on 22 Dec. 
preoeded the removal of North's body from 
London. In February following ho was 
buried by the heralds at Kirtling. ‘ Durum 
pati,’ words which appear in his epitaph, 
was a maxim or motto he had adopted for 
himself, and it seems to have been his 
custom to wi'ite it in his hooks. It is found 
on the title-page of a copy of DcanNowell’s 
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‘Reproof’ once belonging to him, togotlier 
with what Churton calls ‘ his elegant, but 
very peculiar, signature,’ A fine portrait by 
Mark Gerards, in the possession of the Earl 
of Guilford ntwalderskare, skowshim dressed 
in a black court suit, with well-starched ruff 
—or piccadilly, as it was then called—hold¬ 
ing a wand of office. Two other portraits 
are at Wroxton, 

About 1655 North marriod Winifred, 
daughter of Richard, lord Rich [q, v.], lord 
chancellor, and widow of Sir Henry Dudley, 
son of John, carl of Wavwick (afterwards dulco 
of Northumberland), She died in 1678, after 
bearing him two sons, Sir John and Ilenry, 
and one daughter, Mary, who diod unmarried. 
His eldor son, Sir John [q. v.], died bofora 
him. To his younger son, Henry, he gavo 
the Mildenhall property, and Henry's de¬ 
scendants held it until 1740, when, on the 
death of Sir Thomas Ilanmer, speaker of the 
House of Commons, who had inherited it 
from his mother, Mrs. Ilanmer (Porogrina 
North), il passed to Sir Thomas's nephew, 
Sir William Bunbury, in whoso family it 
still remains- llonry Norlli was fighting 
in Ireland in 1679 under Sir Humphrey 
Gilbert, and was with his father in Holland 
in 1686, being knighted by Leicester after 
the battle of Zutplion. North seems to have 
married again in later life. In October 1682 
he was a suitor to Burgliloy for the hand of 
the socond of three coheiresses of Sir Thomas 
Rivelt, a country neighbour; of the two 
youngost daughters Burgliley was shortly to 
become guardian. Whether or no this young 
lady been me North’s second with does not 
appeal*. 1 My Lady North,’ wrote Oarlet on 
in March 1600, apparently in reference to 
North’s second wife, ‘is growen a great, 
courtior, and shines like a blazing starr 
amongst the fairest of tho Ladies,' 

By his will, dat ed 20 Oct, 1600, ho left 1 he 
family estates, all his armour, and ‘ tho pied 
nogge’ to ‘my loving nophow ' (i.o. grand¬ 
son), ‘Dudley Nortlie, myne heir apparent, 
eldest sonno of my oldest sonno’ fsoe North, 
Draimr, third Baron North]. He gave 
handsome bequests to all liis grandchil¬ 
dren, as well as to his only surviving son 
Henry, and his brother Sir Thomas, both of 
whom he had already treated very gone- 
rously; and in n codioil he directs that ‘ a 
Hundred poundes in goldo ’ shall be offered 
to tho queen, ‘ from whom I liavo roceavcd 
advancement to honor, and many contynuall 
favours. To my honorable assured Trend 
Sir Robert Cecill’ he gave ‘a fay re gille 
cuppe,’ and 107 Four of tlioservants are to 
have ‘ oucho of them n nagge.’ North’s book 
of household charges is still preserved, end 


the many entries of gi 
a wide liberality to his family and retffineS 

[A Brief# View of the Stale of the Church** 
England, by Sir John Harington; Avsoon*! 
Cat. of MSS. in the British Museum; Bertie’aftr 
Generations of a Loyal House, pt.i. p. 143 . mj . 6 
of Howshold Charges, of Roger, lord knX* 
Calendar of Hatfield MSS. pts. i. ii. ijj . Qjj 
Stato Papon, (Foreign), Etiz. ; Camden's’Annel, 
od. 1633; Churton’s Life of Howell, dear 
St. Paul's, p. 121 ; Collier’s Hist, of brail 
Poetry, i. 291, 292; Collins’s Peerage, iy, 450 
461,462; Cooper’s Athonse Cautabngiana'cs. ii' 
290 ; Ldpfiehes de La Mofche Fenelon yi. 29fl' 
330, 831, 332, 836 ; De Sismondi’s Histoire dfs 
Francois, xii. 21 ; Foss’s Judges of England, t 
332 ; Ileywood and Wright’s Cambridge Uniyer' 
sity Transactions, ii. 9, 204, 290; Leicester (V 
respondonco, pp. 76, 114, 192, 379, 411 , 447 
Lingard’s Hist, of England, iii. 36; Lloyd’s State 
Worthies, voh ii.; Molloy’s Rise of the Dutch 
Republic, pp. 692, 696, edit. 1878; Motley's 
United Netherlands, i. 346, 366, ii, 14,18 27 
23, 48, edit. 1876; Nichols’s Progresses of Queen 
Elizuboth, i, 73, ii. 220,221, 401; Peck’s Deside¬ 
rata Cnriosu, p. 77; Roeord of the House of 
Gournny (supplement), pp. 882,883; Some Notes 
concerning (ho Lite of Edward, first Lord North 
by Dudley, fourth Lord North; Stato Papers 
(Domestic), Eliz. Record Offlco; State Papers 
(Miscellaneous), Record Office; Stato Trials]i. 
957; Slrypo’s Annals of tho Reformation, col. 

ii. 2nd edit.; Sydney State Papers, ii. 6, 128, 
116, 173; The Dovoreux Earls of Essex, ii. 79; 
Thomas’s IliBforieul Notes, i. 449; Wiffon’sMe- 
inoirs of tho House of Russell, i, 616; Will of 
Rogor, lord North; Willis’s Notitia Parlia- 
mentaria, vol.i ii., and Survey of Cathedrals, 

iii. 357; Wright’s Queen Elizabeth and her 

Times, vol. ii. ; and boo art. Dudley, Robdet, 
Eaul of Lkicesteii. A search made into the 
municipal records of tlio town of Cambridge is 
duo to tho courtesy of J. IS. L. Wliitohoad, esq, 
town clerk.) F. B. 

NORTH, ROGER (1686 P-1652 f), colo¬ 
nial projector, bom about 1686, was grand- 
sou ol' Rogov, second barou North [q. v.], and 
third child of Mir John North fq. v.J He 
was one of tlm enpt oins who sailed with Sir 
Walter Raleigh in liis last and fatal voyage 
lo Guiana in 1617 [sec under Raleigh, Sib 
Walter], Sir Walter’s reputation, says 
Wilson, brought many gentlomen of quality 
l,o venture their cstatos and persons upon 
the design. Nort h was probably also directly 
influenced by his connection through his 
sister-in-law Francos, lady North, with the 
originator of tho expedition, Captain Law¬ 
rence Kennys |q. v,] 

Tho lists of tho fleet, which consisted of 
fourteen sail, are incomplete, and in the 
extant accounts tho number of ships is ex¬ 
ceeded by that of the captains named, Some 
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.nust of course bare been officers of the land 
companies on board, and there is reason to 
believe North was among these; but when 
sea-captains died on the voyage, land officers 
took their places. North’s ensign, John 
Howard, died on 6 Oct., after leaving the 
island of Bravo, probably a victim to the 
1 cft lenture’ or infectious fever which then 
ravaged the fleet. At length (17 Nov. 1617) 
the adventurers came in sight of the coast of 
Guiana, and cast anchor off Cayenne. There¬ 
upon Raleigh, who was disabled by fever, 
ordered five small ships to sail into Orinoco, 
‘having Captain Laurence Kemys [q. v.] for 
their conductor towards the mines, and in 
those five ships five companies of fifty.’ Of one 
company North was in command, and Raleigh 
describes him and another captain, Parker, 
Lord Monteagle’s brother, as ‘ valiant gentle¬ 
men, and of infinite patience for tho labour, 
hunger, and heat which they have endured,’ 

After a long and difficult passage up the 
river the explorers disembarked, and bi¬ 
vouacked on the left bank, in ignorance that 
ihoy were in the neighbourhood of the little 
town of San Thomfi,founded by the Spaniards 
in a district long since claimed by Raleigh 
as an English possession. No sooner had 
night, closed upon the little camp than the 
Spaniards, who had watched every movement 
from the surrounding woods, made a sudden 
attack, which, says Raleigh, ‘ being unlooked 
for, the common sort of them were so amazed, 
as, had not the captains and some other 
valiant gentlemen made a head and encou¬ 
raged the rest, they had all been broken and 
cut in pieces.’ The English force, however, 
soon prevailed, pursued the enemy into the 
town, and, finding small plunder, soon re¬ 
duced it to ashes. 

These disasters, which included the death 
of Raleigh’s son, a captain of one of the five 
companies, led Kemys to return to the 
fleet, now at anchor off Punto de Gallo. 
Throughout this unhappy enterprise North’s 
endurance had been sevorely tried. The ex¬ 
pedition, victualled for one month, had been 
absent for two. His mon, at the outset de¬ 
graded and ill-disciplined, were rendered 
doubly so by hardship and disappointment. 
Both soldiers and sailors were now in a state 
of mutiny. One by one the ships weighed 
anchor aud slipped away, until three only, 
mutilated and miserably provisioned, . re¬ 
mained to escort Raleigh’s snip, the Destiny, 
on her voyago home. Among the few who 
chose to hear their old commander company 
was Roger North. It appears that ha was 
on hoard one of the two vessels aftorwards 
sent on to Plymouth with despatches, and 
to him was assigned the task of breaking the 


evil tidings to the king on 28 May 1618, 
Oldys describes him as having done this 1 in 
a very iust and pathetical manner,' adding ‘ it 
might have had a good effect had the king’s 
pity been as easily moved as his fear.’ 

The spirit of adventure was still strong in 
North, and in 1619 he petitioned for letters 
patent authorising him to establish the king’s 
right to the coast and country adjoining the 
Amazon river; to found a plantation or 
settlement there, and to open a direct trade 
with the natives. The project provoked the 
determined opposition of Gondomar, who 
seems to have secured the support of Lord 
Digby; Roger’s brother, Lora North, at¬ 
tacked Digby with much bitterness when he 
argued against the expedition us being to 
the prejudice of the king of Spain. .Tames, 
however, provisionally granted the required 
letters patent under the great seal, and nomi¬ 
nated North governor of the proposed settle¬ 
ment. The Earls of Arundel and Warwick, 
Lord North, and ‘ others of great estate' were 
among the adventurers, engaging to pay, for 
the first voyage, a third of the whole Bum 
guaranteed by them. 

But Gondomar’s agents had procured a 
command from the king that the voyage 
should be stayed until further orders, and 
when Gondomar himself arrived, he ‘ spared 
neither solicitation nor importunitio to stop 
y<= voyage, insomuch as he came to y B Counsel 
Table for this only busines, and did there 
bouldly and confidently affirms that his Mas¬ 
ter had y c actuall and present possession of 
these countries, but he would not hear our 
witnesses to y° contrary.' North’s petition 
for leave to start consequently obtained no 
answer. lie nevertheless received through 
the Duke of Richmond a message of encou¬ 
ragement from the king, and was suffered to 
make his preparations without hindrance. 
His ship and pinnace lay idle in Plymouth 
Harbour, manned by a goodly compuny of 
mariners and landsmen, who, impatient of 
delay, and in despair of their captain’s coming, 
grew disaffected. This fresh element of per¬ 
plexity induced North to join his ship. ' I 
desired my friends,’ he writes, ‘to let mo 
know how it would be taken. I staied by 
the way, and at Plimouth some three weeks 
after ray going from London, till I receaved 
letters that all was well; and that y” world 
expected I should goe without bidding.’ 

Thus encouraged, he sailed out of Plymouth 
Sound early in May 1020, having obtained 
from Buckingham one of the passports which 
as lord high admiral it was liis privilege to 
sell. A proclamation was at once issued 
(16 May), which set forth th&t ‘ Roger North 
having disloyallypreoipitated and embarqued 
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Mmsolfo and his fellows, and sodainly sot 
to sea... a rash, undutifull, and insolent 
attempt,’ no merclmnts nor ship’s officers, 
should they meet with him, uto to ‘ comfort 
him with mon, money, munition, victuals, 
merchandise, or other commodities,’ hut arc 
to ‘ attack, seize, and summon him to retume.’ 
Lord North was moreover imprisoned on a 
charge of connivance at the oJTenoo. Gon- 
domar now assailed the king with indignant 
remonstrance. James admitted, in a personal 
interview with Gondomar, that he had cause 
to complain 1 of Captain North’s voyage,’ but 
he laid the blame on Buckingham. Buck¬ 
ingham was then colled into the room, and 
when asked by the king why he had sold a 
passport to North without the king's know¬ 
ledge, replied, ' Because you never give me 
any money yourself.’ 

Meanwhile North seems to have prospered 
in his venture, until, falling in with a Dutch 
vessel, he heard of tho proclamation out 
against him, and returned of his own accord. 
By this time his ship was ‘well fraught’ 
with seven thousand pounds of tobacco, lie 
had not encountered tho Spaniards, and had 
only lost two men. Ilia ship and cargo wore 
nevertheless seized at the instance of Gon- 
domar, and he himself committed to the 
Tower (6 Jan. 1621), It was reported 
(28 April 1621) that he ‘put up a bill to 
have justice and a lawful hearing against 
Don Gondomur for his ship and tobacco.’ 
Owing to the intervention of Buckingham, 
North was released (18 July 1621) on the 
same evening as Henry, earl of Northumber¬ 
land. Once more at liberty, he succeeded in 
malting good Ms claim to the restitution of 
his ship and cargo, together with certain of 
the immunities promised lum at the outset, 
Ilis tobacco was returned to him free of all 
ohorgoa. 

North next obtained (2 June 1027), in con¬ 
junction with Robort Ilareourl, letters patont 
under the great seal from Charles I, autho¬ 
rising them to form a company under the title 
of ‘ the Governor and Company of Noblemen 
and Gentlemen of England for the Plantation 
of Guiana,’ North boing named as deputy 
governor of the settlement. Tho king lent 
much favour to * bob good a worko,’ which, 
he writes to his attorney-general (Heath), is 
undertaken 1 as well for the conversion of y* 
people inhabit ing thereabouts to y* Christian 
ttitli as for y° enlarging of his Mujestiu’s 
dominions, and sailing of trade and trailqua 
for diverso Oomodities of his Majestis’s King¬ 
dom with these nations.’ The king desirod 
not only that tho advonturors should be free 
from all imposts, but that they should have 
tho fullest possible powers and privileges 


for the transport of ships, men, munition, 
arms, &o. 1 

In the face of much difficulty with regard 
to funds, this expedition was at length fitted 
out, a plantation established in 1627 and 
trade opened with the natives by North's per 
sonal endeavours. Tn 1632 he was, how¬ 
ever, again in England, detained by a tediorn 
chancery suit, into which he had been drawn 
as administrator to his brother-in-law Sir 
Francis Ooningsby, of North Minuns in Hert- 
fordshire, and as executor to Mary, lady Oon- 
ingsby, his widow. In this suit the 
of North Mimms and Woodhall, as well as 
other important landB, were involved, l n 
1684 North petitioned the king for a speedy 
settlement of these proceedings, which had 
then lasted for seventeen years, and—the 
petitioner states—had not only caused the 
death and ruin of his sister and her husband 
but lind made his own life miserable since 
they died. lie further pleads the loss and 
injury to the king’s interest consequent upon 
delay. The plantation was lell without 
government, the French and But oh were 
gaining ground upon it, and their trade sup¬ 
planting that of the English. 

North expressed a strong desire to spend 
the remainder of his ‘life and fortunes’on 
the plantation in Guiana; but whether he 
ever again, for any cause, put to sea does 
not appear. In July 1686 Sir John North 
wrote that he wished Ms brother Roger 
could be captain of one of the king's ships, 
and in Novomher 1637 sent Mm a message 
from court that the king desired the forma¬ 
tion of a new oompany, hut ‘there is a way 
to be thought upon llrel.’ 

During this time of suspense Roger wae 
much at Kirtliug, the home of Dudley, third 
baron North, and the constant resort of his 
brothers. In 1052 he was ill at his own house 
in Princes Street, Bloomsbury. lie died 
late in 1052, or early in 1668, leaving to his 
brother and oxuoutor Gilbert Ms lands in the 
fens, and all his real and personal property, 
excopLing only somo legacies to relatives of 
insignificant value. Ilis will bears the im¬ 
press of a religious and aifoctionate natuie, 

(Information from the Rov, Augustus Jessopp, 
D.I)., and Prut. (Sir) J. K. Laughton, Brydges't 
Poors of England of tho Reign of JamesI, vol i.; 
Oamdon’s Annals j Captain Roger North to Sir 
Albertus Morton, 16 Soph. 1621, Record Office, 
Chamberlain's Letters to Carloton, Record 
Offlco; Gardiner’s Hist, of England, vol. iii., 
Howell’s Letters; Letters of Sir John North, 
K.B.; Oldys’s Life of Rnloigh; Pinkerton’s Toy- 
ages; Raleigh’s Apology and Journal; Raleigh 
to Sir Ralph Winwood, Record OiHoa; R.'Wood¬ 
ward to F. Windobank, 22 May 1620, Record 
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Office; Rev. J. Meade to Sir Martin Stuteville, 
1820, 1621, Record Office, Statement and Peti- 
tions’of Captain Eoger North, Record Office; St. 
John’s Life of Raleigh, 2nd ed,; Thomas Locke 
to Sir Dudley Carleton, 1819, 1620, 1821, Re¬ 
cord Office; Wilson's Hist, of Great Britain ] 

3?. B. 

NORTH, ROGER (1658-1734), lawyer 
and historian, sixth and youngest son of 
Dudley, fourth baron North [q. v.l, was horn 
at Tostock in Suffolk 3 Sept. 1653. He 
passed his childhood for the most part in his 
gr andfathe r’s house at Kirtling, and at five 
years of age was placed under the tuition of 
the clergyman of the parish, Ezekiel Catch- 
pole by name, until he was removed, with his 
Brother Montagu, to Thetford school, of which 
Mr. Keen was then master. He had a pleasant 
recollflction through, Iifs of hiB scliooldiiySj Eud 
entertained great regard for his early teachers, 
which he has expressed in his ‘Autobiography.’ 
In 1666 he left school and wa3 taken in hand 
by his father, in view of his entering the uni¬ 
versity with adequate preparation; and on 
30 Oct. 1067 he entered at Jesus College, 
Cambridge, as fellow commoner under the 
tuition of his brother John [q. v.], who had 
been elected to a fellowship the year before. 
Young Roger seems to have gained but little 
from the tuition of his learned brother, ex¬ 
cept that he acquired habits of study and 
had the advantage of constant intercourse 
with the ablest men in the university. 
He had been early intended for the bar, 
where his brother Francis [q. v.] was already 
making his way, and in Ihe enjoyment of a 
large practice. There was therefore the less 
need for him to proceed to a degree, and he 
left the university after residing two years, 
and entered at the Middle Temple on 31 April 
1609. He contrived to Eve on a very Bmall 
allowance from homo, which kept him from 
indulging in the more expensive amusements 
of the town, and his time was fully occupied 
in study, while his diversions were carpen¬ 
tering and aaiUng a small yacht on the Thames 
and the Essex and Suffolk coast. Meanwhile 
as a student he was already earning a good 
income, and in close attendance upon his 
brother, who had many chances of throwing 
fees in his way (Antobiog. § 119). When Sir 
Francis was raised to the position of chief 
justice of the common pleas (1676), Roger 
North was called to the bar, and soon briefs 
come thickly, and his practice increased from 
term to term. In January 1678 occurred the 
great Are at the Temple which wrought such 
terrible destruction of the old buildings. 
RogerNorthwas in his chambers at the time 
it broke out, and he has left us a very graphic 
account of i(s progress, of the difficulties 


that accompanied the rebuilding, and of the 
various schemes which were under discussion 
for dealing with the financial difficulties that 
arose. The Temple fire appears to have turned 
his thoughts to the study of architecture, 
which he exhibited great taste for as an art, 
and spared no pains to make himBelf a master 
of as a science, This year he became steward 
to the see of Canterbury (ib. § 140), an 
office which was conferred upon him by 
Sancrofb, who had recently been consecrated 
to the archbishopric. On the subject of his 
appointment North wrote quaintly; ‘He 
[the archbishop] valued me for my fideEty, 
which he, being a most sagacious judge of 
persons, oould not but discern and dispense 
with my other defects.’ Sancroft continued 
to repose fuE confidence in his steward, and 
consulted him on many important matters, 
which are mentioned in the ‘Autobiography; ’ 
and when he felt his end approaching, and 
was troubled at the thought of leaving a 
will which would have ‘to be proved in his 

E retended successor’s courts,’ North advised 
im to dispose of his property by a deed 
of gift, which was done accordingly. In 
his capacity as Bteward and legal adviser of 
the archbishop he was concerned in dealing 
with the abuses which had crept into the 
administration of Dulwiok College. The re¬ 
sult, however, was disappointing. In the 
reform of All Souls College, Oxford, the arch¬ 
bishop was more successful, and, by North’s 
advioe, the primate drew up a new body of 
statutes for the ooUege and established his 
right to act as visitor, and the disgraceful 
practices whereby the fellowships were openly 
bought and sold were effectually put a stop 
to. In 1682 North was made king’s coun¬ 
sel, end shortly afterwards called to the 
bench of the Middle Temple. He was now 
in daily communication with nil the great 
lawyers of the time, and his professional 
reminiscences and graphic sketches of the 
careers and characters of his contemporaries 
at the bar during this period are of the 
highest value and interest to the student of 
legal history, Sir Francis North's promotion 
to be keeper of the great seal brought a large 
increase of professional inoome to his brother. 
He was made solicitor-general to the Duke 
ofYork,10 Jan. 1684. This appointment, and 
the high favour which, the lord keeper en¬ 
joyed with James H, brought North into 
frequent communication with the court, and 
in January 1686 he was appointed by patent 
attorney-general to the queen, Mary of 
Modena. This was his last appointment. In 
the meantime he had been making money 
rapidly by his practice. He tells us that his 
highest fee never but once exceeded twenty 
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guineas, yet his income was more than 4,000A 
a year. The second Rarl of Clarendon wrote 
of him on 18 .Ian. 1(389: ‘I was at the 
Templo with Mr. Roger North and Sir 
Charles Porter, who are the only two honest 
lawyers 1 have met with.’ Tie ontered par¬ 
liament as member forDunwicli in 1685, and 
voted against the court party on the question 
of the ‘ dispensing power.’ Of course, he was 
a strong supporter of his brother Dudley’s 
measure for putting a lax of a halfpenny 
a pound on tobacco and sugar, and when 
the house went into committee of supply on 
17 Nov. 1685 he was appointed chairman. 
On the death of the lord keeper, Roger 
North seems to have been oppressed by a 
kind of despair. Perhaps he saw too clearly 
what was coming, and felt himself power¬ 
less to face the revolution which he felt was 
inevitable. 'Willi the accession of Jeffreys 
to the chancellorship, Roger North gra¬ 
dually found that his attendance in tho court 
of chancery became more and more intoler¬ 
able, and his practice, though still largo, fell 
oil 1 . He was much engaged at this lime, too, 
in the business which had been forced upon 
him as executor to the lord koepor, and the 
still more troublesome and arduous duties, 
which he discharged with much pains and 
labour, as executor of Sir Peter Lely. These 
latter occupied a large portion of Ins time for 
more than seven years. When the revolution 
came all hopes of advancement in his profes¬ 
sion passed from him. As early as 1684 ho had 
been talked of as likely to succeed to a judge¬ 
ship j but with Jeflreys as chancellor thoro 
could bo no expectation of any suoli career. 
By tho accession of William of Orange ho 
was practically shelvod. lie was a staunch 
and conscientious nonjuvor, and he accepted 
tho condition of affairs as final as far as he 
himself was concerned. In 1690 he purchased 
an estate at Rougliam in Norfolk, which is 
still tho residence of his descendants, who 
have inherited it in the direct lino. Almost 
bofore he entored into possession of this pro¬ 
perty he found himself with six nephews and 
a niece, tho children of his thvee older brothers, 
more or less upon his hands. The lord keepor’s 
sons wero Ms wards. By the death of his 
eldest brother, Charles, lord North and Grey, 
leaving two sons and a daughter almost en¬ 
tirely unprovided for, it devolved upon him 
to see that some education and maintenance 
should bo secured for them; and when Sir 
Dudley North |"q. v.] diod in 1091, Roger 
North became the guardian of the two sons, 
Dudley and Roger, lie had his hands full 
of family business during the next few yearn, 
lie set himself i 0 build a now mansion on his 
Rougham estate, and in the meantimo re¬ 


tained his chambers at (ho Temple and sneni 
some of hie 1 ime in London. Montagu North 
who had been kept as a prisoner of war at 
Toulon for three years, was released in J 


and became the inseparable companionofhw 
brother till his death in 1700. I n 1696 
Roger North married Mary, daughter of Sir 
Robert Gayer of Stoke Pogis, Buckingham 
shire, a stiff and furious jacobite, who had 
been made a knight of the Bath in 1661 at 
tho coronation of Charles II. With this lad\ 
he obtained a considerable accession of for- 
tune. From the time he took up hi s resi¬ 
dence at Rougham till hie death he lived tie 
life of a count ry gent leman, talcing no part in 
politics, and not being even in the commis- 
sion of the peace. He had, however, no lack 
of resources, and his time did not hang heavily 
on his hands. Ilo was an accomplished and 
euthusiastio musician. His vory interesting 
‘ Memoires of Musiolt, boing some Historic^ 
critticall Collections on that Subjeot 1728 ’ 
written for his own amusement during re- 
tiroment, wore first made known to the woild 
through tho oxlracls given by Dr. BurnBy in 
I he third volume of his ‘Qoneral History of 
Musi ok.’ Burney obtained the information 
from North’s eldest son. The monusoript 
finally came into the possession of Robert 
NolBon of Lynn, through whose meanB it 
was placed at the disposal of Dr. Rimbault. 
The latter edited it in 1846, with elaborate 
notes and a brief memoir of tho author. The 
‘Moraoires’ are both valuable and curious, 
giving a fair sketch of the development of 
music under Charles II, some account of 
the rise of opera in England, and biographi¬ 
cal. notes respecting John Jenkins the ln- 
t enist, Matthew Locke, Thomas Baltzar, and 
Sir Roger L’Estrango, wlim like himself, was 
uiclruamod ‘Roger tho Fiddler.’ Among 
Roger North’s additions and improvements 
at Ilouglmm Hall was a music-gallery sixty 
feet long, for which ho had an organ built 
by Father Smith. This organ is still pre¬ 
served hi Dereham Church. North also col¬ 
lected works of art, somo of which ore still 
preserved at Rougham Hall; he planted 
largely, bred horses, went into various agri¬ 
cultural experiments, got together a large 
collection of hooks, which he meant to serve 
as a library of reference for the clergy of the 
neighbourhood; he spent many hours of the 
day with his pen in his hand, and a large moss 
of his manuscripts ar6 still preserved in the 
British Museum, comprising bis correspon¬ 
dence, miscellaneous no tos on questions of law, 
philosophy, music, architecture, and history, 
These nro rather the jottings of a student 
amusing himself by putting nis impressions 
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of the moment on paper than any serious 
attempts at authorship. He seems to have 
had a certain shrinking from publicity, which 
grew upon him, as it is apt to grow upon a 
studious recluse. When White Kennett’s 
‘Complete History of England’ appeared in 
three volumes folio in 1706, Roger North was 
greatly disturbed by what he considered to 
he a perversion of the history of Charles ITs 
reign, and he set himself to compose an ela¬ 
borate ‘Apology ’ for the king and a ‘Vindica¬ 
tion’ of his brother Francis, the Lord-keeper 
North [q. v.], from the attacks of Kennett. 
This ‘ Apology ’ evidently occupied him for 
some years, but was not published till nearly 
seven years after his death (London, 17403. 
It extends over more than seven hundred 
pages quarto, and is entitled ‘Exarnen, or an 
Enquiry into the Credit and Veracity of a 
Pretended Complete History: shewing the 
perverse and wicked design of it, and the 
many fallacies and abuses of truth contained 
in it. Together with some Memoirs occa¬ 
sionally inserted, all tending to vindicate the 
honour of the late King Charles the Second 
and his happy reign from the intended As¬ 
persions of that Foul Pen.’ 
r It appears that the'Examen’ was finished 
before the author proceeded with the lives of 
his brothers, and that his life of the lord 
keeper was suggested by, and grew out of, 
his labours upon the ‘Exarnen.’ The life of 
Sir Dudley followed, naturally, as a supple¬ 
ment to the other; hut it is difficult to 
understand why he should have written Dr, 
John North’s life at all. His own ‘Autobio¬ 
graphy’ seams to have been the last work 
upon which he was engaged. Whether he 
ever finished it, or ever intended to carry it 
any further than down to the death of 
Charles II, it is impossible to say. He clearly 
looked upon his own retirement from the bar 
as the inevitable result of the ascendency 
which Jeffreys had acquired ovsr James II; 
and when his conscience forbade him to lake 
the oath of allegiance at the revolution, his 
career was at an end. He looked upon him¬ 
self from that time as a banished man. 

The laboar that North bestowed upon the 
lives of his brothers was extraordinary. The 
life of the lord keeper was written and re¬ 
written again and again. Defaced though 
the style is by the use of some unnsual words, 
there is a certain charm about it which few 
readers can resist, and the ‘ Lives of the 
Norths’ must always remain an English 
classic and and a prime authority for the 
period with which it deals. The ‘ Life of 
Lord-keeper North’ was first issued under 
Montagu North’s editorship in 174-2. The 
'Lives’ of Sir Dudley North and Dr. John 


North followed in 1744. The three lives 
were published together in two volumes, 
with notes and illustrations by Ilenry Ros- 
coe, in 1820; and a complete edition "of the 
‘ Lives of the Norths, with a Selection from 
the North Correspondence in the British Mu¬ 
seum, and Roger North’s Autobiography,’ 
was published in Bohn’s 1 Standard Library,’ 
under the editorship of Dr. Jessopp, 3 vols. 
8vo, 1890. The only work which Roger 
North published during his lifetime was ‘ A 
Discourse on Fish and Fish Ponds,’ issued in 
quarto in 1888, and reprinted in 1718 and 
1716; all the editions are Bcarce. His re¬ 
maining work, ‘ A Discourse on the Study 
of the Laws,’ was first published in 1824 
(London, 8vo). 

Roger North was held in great and increas¬ 
ing respect by his neighbours as an authority 
on questions of law, and was frequently con¬ 
sulted by the magnates of the county, and 
sometimes chosen to arbitrate when disputes 
arose. On one oocasion he was called in to 
settle some difference between Sir Robert 
Walpole and his mother. Tiie country people 
called him ‘ Solomon,’ as in his early days 
the pamphleteers had styled him ‘ Roger the 
Fiddler.’ He retained Ins vigour and bright¬ 
ness of intellect to the last, and one of his 
latest letters was written when ho was nearly 
eighty years old, in answer to some one who 
had applied to him for advice as to the best 
course of reading for the bar. He died at 
Roughom on 1 March 1788-4, in his eighty- 
first year. By his wife, whom he appears to 
have survived some few years, he had a 
family of two sons and five daughters. He 
made his will in October 1780; in it he left 
all his papers and manuscripts to his son 
Montagu. The elderson, Roger, was baptised 
26 Jan. 1708; from him are descended the 
Norths of Rougham, who are the only re¬ 
presentatives in the male line of Dudley, 
fourth baron North [q. v.], by Anne Montagu. 
The younger son, Montagu, was bom in De¬ 
cember 1712. He entered at Jesus College, 
Cambridge, 26 June 1780, web elected scholar 
of his college, and continued to reside at the 
university tor the next seven years. He was 
admitted to holy orders in 1738, became 
rector of Sternfieldin Suffolk in 1767, and a 
canon of Windsor in 1776. He died in 1779, 
Besides the sons there were five daughters. 
Roger, the heir, was the only one of his gene¬ 
ration who left issue. Sir Peter Lely’s por¬ 
trait (1740), which was engraved for the 
‘ Exarnen ’ by George Vertue, is preserved 
at Rougham Hall. 

[The sources for Roger North’s biography are 
mainly his own XiveB of the Norths, and for the 
oarlypart of his career hie entertaining Autobio- 



North 624 North 

graphy which was pri ratoly printed for tho first 
time by the prosont -writer in 1887, 4to. Occa¬ 
sional monlion of him is to he found in tho con¬ 
temporary literature of tho time, 0 g Lnttroll’s 
Delation, Evelyn’s Diary, and the Calendars of 
State Papers. There is a largo mass of corre¬ 
spondence undfamily papors which wore acquired 
by the authorities of tho British Museum in 1883. 

The Autobiography, with aomo of tho more in¬ 
teresting of these letters, was republished with 

the other Livos of tho Norths in Bohn’s Standard - - . - 

Library, 3 vols, 8vo, 1890. Thorp is an iote- shire, and widow of Robert Bridgwater, 
resting account of him and his life at Bnuglmm This lady was a third time married, to John 

in Forster’s Library at tho South Kensington Court-hope, second son of John Courthope of 
Museum, drawn up by his granddaughtor, Mrs. Whiligli, Sussex. By Lie first wife he was 
.Boydell.] A. J. father ot Edward, who married Elisabeth 

NORTH, Silt THOMAS (L5S6 P-1601 P), daughter of Thomas Wren of Haddenham’ 
translator, born about 1636, was second and Isle of Ely; and Elizabeth, married in June 
youngest son of Edward, first baron North 1679 to Thomas Stnteville of Brinkley, Ctun- 
[n. v.j, by his first wifo Alice, daughter of bridgoshire. Ooopor mentions a third child 
Oliver Squyer. Roger, second baron North Roger, but tho boy’s name i8 absent from the 
[q. v.], was his eldest brother. It is believed family records; and if he ever existed, it is 
he was educated at Potevhouso, Cambridge, probable that ho died in infancy. ’ 

In 1667 he was entered a student of Liu- North’s literary work consisted of tranula- 
coln’s Inn, and appears soon afterwards to tions; but he oxorted a powerful influence on 
have turned his attention to literature. Not- Elizabethan writers, and has been deacribed 
withstanding the provision made for North ns the first great mastor of English prose. In 
by his father’s will (20 March 1603), and tho Decomber 1657 he publisliod in London, with 
generous help of his brother Rogor, lord a dedication to Queen Mary, his first book, 
North, he was always in need. He seems, which was translated from Cuovara’a ‘Libro 
however, to have maintained some position Anreo,’ a Spanish adaptation of the ‘ Medi- 
in Cambridgeshire, and in 1608 was presented tations of Marcus Aurolius.’ North's book 
with the freedom of the city of Cambridge. wa3 entitled ‘ Tho Diall of Princes, compiled 
In 1674 Thomas accompanied his brother by the reuerende Father in God, Don An- 
Roger when sent as ambassador-extraordi- thony Gueuara, ByBliop of Guadix, Preacher 
nary to tho court of Ilenri III of France, and Chronicler to Charles tho Fift, late of 
Two years later his brother made him ft pro- that name Emperour. Englysslied oute of 
sent of 'a leaso of a house and household the Frenehe by Thomas North, saoonde 
stuff.’ Soon after tho publication of his sonue of the Lord North. Right neces- 
famous translation of ‘ Plutarch ’ in 1679, saria and ploasaunt to all genlylmen and 
Leicester, in a letter to Burghley, asked his othors wlticlie are louers of vertne.’ 
favour for the book. 1 He [North] is a very North’s translation, although professedly 
honest gentleman,’wrote Leicester,‘and hath from tho French, was in faet made in large 
many good things in him which are drowned measuro from the Spanish original. A briefer 
only by poverty.’ nis great-nephew Dudloy, version by Guovara of the same work had 
fourth baron North [q. v.], wrote of him as 1 a already appeared in English as tho ‘Golden 
man of courage ;’ and in the days of tho IBoko of Marcus Aurolius,’ in 1634, from the 
Armada he took command, ns captain, of pen of John Bonrohier, lord Berners, the 
three hundred men of Ely. About 1691 ho translator of Froissart. Borners’s work kad 
was knighted, and must therefore have then reached its fifth edition by 1667. Becent 
ossessed the qualification necessary in those critics have detected in Guevara’s Spanish 
ays for a knight-bachelor—land to the value style a cIobo resemblance to the euphuism 
of 401. a year. which John Lyly [q. v,] rendered popular in 

Among tho Additional MSS. in the British Elizabeth’s reign. Lyly was doubtless ac- 
Musenm m a paper by North, entitled‘Ex- quainted with the version of Guevara’s ‘Mar- 
captions against the Suit, of [the] Survoyor ous Aurolius ’ by Bernors and North respBO- 
ofGaugers ofBeev and Ale,’ dated9 Jan. 1691. lively, and probably borrowed some of his 
In 1692 he was placed on tho commission of sentiments from one or other of them. But 
the peaco for the county of Cambridge, and it is very unlikely that he derived the peou- 
hfe name (‘ Thomas North, miles ’) is again liarilies of his style from either work, ‘ Eu- 
found on the roll of justices for 1597. In phuiBlic’ passagos occur rarely in North’s 
1698 he received a grant of 201. from the version, and the endeavours to fix either 


town of Cambridge, and in 1G01 a'plmsd^ 
401 a year from the queen, < in consideration 
of the good and faithful service done unto u»' 
He was then nearly seventy years of age and 
doubtless died soon afterwards, although 
no record of his death is accessible, North 
was married.-, first, to Elizabeth, daiurW, 
of Mr. Colville of London, and widow of 
Robert Rich; and, secondly, to Judith, daugh 
ter of Ilenry Vesoy of Isloham. 
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on him or on Barnars tlia parentage of Eng¬ 
lish. euphuism have not at present proved 
successful. North’s work was, nevertheless, 
highly popular in his day. In 1668 ap¬ 
peared a second edition,' now newly reuised 
and corrected hy kym, refourmed of faultes 
escaped in the first edition ; with an amplifi¬ 
cation also of a fourth books annexed to 
the same, entituled the Fauored Courtier, 
neuer heretofore imprinted in our vulgar 
tongue. Bight necessarie and pleaeaunt to 
all noble and vertuons persones (by Richard 
Tottill and Thomas Marshe, Anno Domino 
1668)/ A third edition appeared in 1682, 
and a fourth in 1619. 

In 1670 he brought out his second work, 
entitled * The Morall Philoaophie of Doni: 
Drawne out of the auneient writers. A 
worke first compiled in the Indian tongue, 
and afterwards reduced into diuers other 
languages: and now lastly Englished out of 
Italian hy Thomas North, brother to the 
Bight Honourable Sir Roger North, knight, 
Lorde North of Kyrtkeling.’ A second 
edition is dated 1601. A reprint, edited by 
Mr. J. Jacobs, appeared in 1891. The hook 
consists of a collection of ancient oriental 
fables, rendered with rare wit and vigour 
from the Italian of Antonio Francesco Doni. 

In 1679 North published the work hy 
which he will he best remembered—liis 
translation of Plutarch's ‘Lives,’ which he 
rendered from the French of Amyot. It 
was entitled 1 TheLives of theNobleGrecians 
and Romanes, compared together hy that 
graue learned Philosopher and Historio¬ 
grapher, Plutiu'lte of Chteronea: Translated 
out of Qreelto into French hy James Amyot, 
Abbot of Bellozane, Bishop of Auxerre, one 
of the King’s Priuy Counsel, and Great 
Amner of Frannoe j and out of French into 
Englishe by Thomas North. Imprinted at 
London hy Thomas Vautrouiller and John 
Wight, 1679,’ fol. A new title-page intro¬ 
duces ‘the Lives of Hannibal and Scipio 
Africunus, translated out of Latine into 
French hy Charles da l’Escluse, and out of 
French into English hy Thomas North.’ A 
second edition appeared in 1606, fol. (‘R. 
Field for B. Norton’), In 1603 to a new 
edition were ‘added the Lives of Epnmi- 
nondos, of Philip of Macodon, of Dionysius 
the elder, tyrant of Sicilia, of Augustus 
Cmsar, of Plutuvke, and of Seneca; with the 
liues of nine other excellent Chieftainos of 
Warro; collected out of Emylius Prohus by 
S. G. S., and Englished hy the aforesaid 
Translator.' A later edition was in two 
parts, dated respectively 1610 and 1012. 
Other issues are elated 1631,1667—in which, 
according to Wood, Selden had a hand— 
vox,, xiv. 


and 1676 (Cambridge, fol.) This was the 
last complete edition. North’s translation 
was supplanted in popular reading by one 
which appeared in 1683-6, with a preface hy 
Dry den, aud subsequently bv the well-known 
edition of John and William Langhorne, 
which was issued in 1770, 

North dedicated the book to Queen Eliza¬ 
beth, and it was one of the most popular of 
her day. It is written throughout in ad¬ 
mirably vivid and robust prose. But it is 
as Shakespeare’s storehouse of classical learn¬ 
ing that it presents itself in its most interest¬ 
ing aspect. To it (it is not too muoh to say) 
we owe the existence of the plays of ‘Julius 
Cmsar,’ ‘ Coriolanus,’ and 'Antony and Cleo¬ 
patra/while ‘A Midsummor Night’s Dream,’ 
‘Pericles,’ and ‘Timon of Athens’ are all in¬ 
debted to it. In ‘ Coriolanus ’ whole speeches 
have boon transferred bodily from North, but 
it is in ‘ Antony and Cleopatra ’ that North’s 
diction has been most closely followed. 
Collier is of opinion that Shakespeare used 
the third edition, and Mr. Allan Park Paton 
has written a learned but unconvincing pam¬ 
phlet to prove that a copy of that edition, now 
in the Greenock Library, was the poet’s pro¬ 
perty, and llie very book from which he 
worked. 

In 1876, ‘Shakespeare’s Plutarch, being a 
selection from the Lives in North’s Plutarch 
whioh illustrate Shakespeare’s Plays,’ was 
edited by tbe Rev. W. W. Skoat, who says 
that, although North fell into some mistakes 
which Amyot had avoided, his English is 
especially good, racy, and well expressed. 
' He had the advantage of writing at a period 
when nervous idiomatic English was well 
understood and commonly written; so that 
he constantly uses expressions which illus¬ 
trate in a very interesting manner the lan¬ 
guage of our Authorised Version of the 
Bible/ ‘ Four Chapters of North’s Plutarch,’ 
containing the lives of Coriolanus, Cresnr, 
Antonius, and Brutus, wore edited by F. A. 
Leo, 1878, 4to; and numerous single lives 
have appeared in Cassell’s ‘Universal Li¬ 
brary/ 

[Booke of Howshold Charges of Roger, lord 
North; Briuggemanris View of the English 
Editions of Ancient Greek and Latin Authors, 
pp. 319-20; Calendar of Hatfield MSS. pt. ii,; 
Collins’s Peerage, vol, iv.; Cooper’s Athen® 
CanLabr. ii. 360; Ddptehes deLa MothsPdnelon, 
vi, 296, Haslowood’s Ancient Critical Essays, 
ii, 238 : Hfiziitt’s Shakespeare's Library, 2nd ea.; 
Ames’s Typogr. Antiq, sd. Herbert, pp. 664,817, 
S23, 866, 1071 1 1809 ; Knight’s Shakespeare 
Tragedies, ii. 148; Nichols’s Progresses of Queen 
Elizabeth, vol. ii.; Baton's Notes on North’s 
Plutarch, GrsBnook, 1871; Privy Signet Bills, 

8 8 
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Chapter House, April 1001; Quarterly Harlow, 
vol. ex. art. 7; State Papeis, Horn. Jiliz. Doc- 
q 110 ( 3 , February 1602; will of Edward, lord 
Noith j Wood's Athena: Oxon. lii. 37S.] F. B. 

NORTH, THOMAS (1830-1884), anti¬ 
quary and campanologist, son of Thomas 
North of Burton End, Melton Mowbray, 
Leicestershire, by his wife, Mary Raven, was 
horn at Melton Mowbray on 24 Jan. 1830. 
lie was educated at the grammar school of 
his native town, Upon loaving school he 
entered the office of Mr. Woodcock, a solicitor 
at Melton Mowbray, but presently gave up the 
law 1 removed to Leicester, and ent ered Pa get’s 
bank there. Here he remained until 1872, 
when failing health compelled him to retire 
to Ventnor. North was elected a fellow of 
the Society of Antiquaries in 1875. In 1881 
lieremoved tolhe Plils,Llanfairfaehau, where 
he resided until his death on 27 Feb. 1884. 
He marriod,on23 May I860, Fanny,daughter 
of Richard Luck of Leicester, by whom ho 
had an only son. The Leicestershire Archi¬ 
tectural and Archcoological Society erected 
to his momory a brass tablet in the church ol' 
St. Martin, Leicester. 

From an early ago North was a student of 
archaeology and antiquities. In 1801 he was 
elected honorary secretary of the Leicester¬ 
shire Architectural and Archaeological So¬ 
ciety, and he edited all its ‘Transactions’ and 
papers from that time until his death, him¬ 
self contributing upwards of thirty papers. 
Among tho most important of these wsro 
‘ Tradesman’s Tokens issued in Leicestershire,’ 
* The Mowhrnys, Lords of Melton,’ ‘ The Con¬ 
stables of Melton,’ ‘Leicester Ancient Stained 
Glass,’ ‘The Lottors of Alderman Robert 
Heyriclte,’ &c. Eight of these papers relate 
to his native town, of which he projected a 
history, although lie never lived to complete 
it. His earliest and perhaps best known book 
was ‘ A Chronicle of t ho Church of St, Martin 
in Loicest er during the Reigns of Henry VIII, 
Edward VI, Mary, and Elizabeth, with somo 
Account of its minor Altara and ancient 
Guilds,’ 1868, a work of learning and re¬ 
search, which has been referred to m several 
ecclesiastical suits. In later life ho made 
campanology his special study, and brought 
out in rapid succession a series of monographs 
on tho church hells of various countios, othor 
volumes being in preparation at the time of 
his death. 

North’s works are: 1. ‘ A Chronicle of the 
Church of St. Martin in Leicester,’ &c., 18(10, 
referred to above. 2, ‘ The Church Bells of 
Leicestershire: their Inscriptions,Traditions, 
and peculiar Usos, with Chapters on Bells 
and the Leicester Boll Founders,’ 1876. 
8, ‘The Church Bulls of Northamptonshire,’ 


1878. 4. 


-‘The Church Bollsof Rutland Tflsn 

5. ‘The Church Bells of Lincolnshire ! ISflo 

6. ‘ The Church Bella of Bedfor dshi re*’ lfifta 

7. ‘ The Accounts of the Churchwardens of 
St. Martin’s, Leicester, 1489-1844’ i«Ri 

8. ‘ The Church Bells of Hertfordshire ’1887' 
edited, after North’s decease, from his’ mat is 
rials by J. 0. L, Staklsckmidt. lie also edited 
the lirst five volumes of the * r ' 


Architectural and Archaeological Society’s 
Transactions,’ and the Leicestershire section 
of vols. vi. to xvii. of the ‘ Associated Archi¬ 
tectural Societies’ Reports and Papers.’ 


[Transactions of the Leicestershire Architec¬ 
tural and Archaeological Society, vol. vi.; Church 
Bolls, 8March 1884; und information kindly com¬ 
municated by his widow.] W. 4 . D. F, 


N ORTH. WILLIAM, sixth B aeon North 
(1678-1734), elder son of Charles, fifth baron, 
by Catherine, only daughter of William 
lord Grey of Wark, and grandson of Dudley’ 
fourth baron North [q. v.l, was bom on 22Dec! 
1678. His fathor, upon liis marriage in 1678 
had been summoned by special writ to take 
his seat in the House of Lords as Lord Grey 
of Roileston, and he succeeded to the barony 
of North in 1677, from which time he was 
known as Lord North and Grey. A few 
months after his father’s death in January 
1091, kiB mothor remarried the Hon, Francis 
Russell, governor of Barbados, leaving his 
younger brother Charles and his sister Dud- 
leya to the young peer's care. The three had 
been brought up together, and among them 
there had grown up ‘ a deep and romantic 
affection.’ The two brothers entered at 
Mugdaleuo College, Cambridge, together on 
22 UcL. 1091, and Charles, the younger, gra¬ 
duated M.A. in 1695, and was elected to a 
fellowship at his college in 1098. William, 
however, loft Cambridgo without taking a 
degree in 1094, and entered at Foubert’s mili¬ 
tary acadomy^ which had been established by 
William III in Leicester Fields, with a view 
to qualify himself for the profession of arum. 
Dissipation soon involved him heavily in 
debt, and to extricate kijnself, he, by the ad¬ 
vice of his undo, Rogor North, travelledfor 
three years, remaining abroad until he came 
of ago and took his seat in (he House of 
Lords in 1699. In March 1702 William HI 
signed his commission as captain of foot- 
guards in the new levies. lie was soon 
despatched to tho seat of the war, and on 
15 Jan. 1703 ho was mads colonel of the 
10th regiment of foot (Bu itson, Political In- 
do.v, ii, 210). He lost his right hand at 
Blenheim on IS Autr, 1704 (Boybe, Annals 
of Anno, 1735, p. 153), When Marlborough 
returned to England in December, Lord 
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North accompanied him, and in the following 
February he was made brigadier-general. In 
the campaign of 1706 he wns again at Marl¬ 
borough’s side, and on 26 Oct. 1706 he mar¬ 
ried Maria Margaretta, daughter of Vryheer 
van Ellemeet, treasurer of Holland. Shortly 
afterwards he was in England, and protested 
against the voto of the lords that the church 
was not in danger, lie spent most of the 
next three years with the army in Flanders ; 
but he tool; part in the debates about the 
union, protesting against the small propor¬ 
tion of land-tax to he paid by Scotland ac¬ 
cording to the ninth article of the union. He 
also took a prominent part in the debate 
about Saclieverell, trying to quash the im¬ 
peachment. He was promoted lieutenant- 
general in May 1710, and in November of 
that year he was sufficiently under the domi¬ 
nation of party spirit to oppose a vote of 
thanks being awarded to Marlborough for 
the campaign just concluded. Nevertheless 
in January 17l2 he had the grace to entertain 
Prince Eugene during his visit to London 
(ib. p. 630). ne had been created lord-liau- 
tenant of Cambridgeshire early in 1711, in 
the room of the llulte of Bedford, and on 
13 Dec. 1711 he was made a privy councillor 
(j'i.p. 632); he also became governor of Ports¬ 
mouth. 

His Jacobite tendencies increased in 
strength as Anne’s reign approached its end. 
On 31 June 1713 the Earl ol Wharton moved 
that an address should be presented to the 
queen urging her to use her inftueuce with 
the friendly powers of Europe that they 
should not harbour the Pretender. After a 
long silence North represented with some 
readiness that such an address would imply 
distrust of her majesty, and he asked, in con¬ 
clusion, since most, of the powers were in 
amity with her majesty, where would their 
lordships have the Pretendor roside P To this 
Peterborough replied that the fittest place 
for him to improve himself was Rome. Simi¬ 
larly in April 1714 North spoke warmly 
against setting a price upon the Pretender's 
head(ii.pp. 184-6), InJuueofthesameyear 
he made his last notable speech in the house 
in favour of the Schism Bill {ib. p. 705), 

With the advent of the Brunswick line 
North’s career virtually came to on end, ne 
took no part in the insurrection of 1710, and 
corresponded rarely with leading Jacobites 
abroad. Nevertheless on 28 Sept. 1722 he 
was committed to the Tower for his com¬ 
plicity in Atlerbury’splot {Hist. MSS. Comm. 
6th Rep. App. p. 180). He managed to escape 
from the Tower, ana got as far as the Isle of 
Wight, hut was there re-arrested. Finally 
North was admitted to bail in 20,0002. for 


himself and four sureties of 10,0002. each. 
Heshortly afterwardsretirecltoParis. Little 
is kuown of his subsequent w anderings on the 
continent; in March 1732 a Captain Powell 
dined with him in Paris, and found him ‘ some- 
1 bing off bis bloom, but not off his politeness ’ 
( Wentworth Papers, p. 476). He was then on 
the eve of setting out for Spain. He died, 
a childless man and an exile, at Madrid on 
31 Oct. 1784. He had joined the Roman 
catholic communion in 1728, and thereby 
lost the friendship of his old ally Atterbury. 
nis second title of Lord Grey expired ; the 
barony of North devolved upon nis second 
cousin Francis, first earl of Guilford [q. v.], 
who had succeeded his father Francis, the 
lord-keeper's son and heir, on 17 Oct. 1729. 
A fine portrait of Lord North and Grey, by 
ICneller (now at Waldershare), was engraved 
in mezzotint by I. Simon. A portrait of 
Lady North, who died in 1732, was engraved 
by the same artist, after Kneller. 

Lord North’s sister, Dudluva Nomh 
(1676-1712), born at her father’s house in 
Leicester Fields in 1676, was distinguished 
for her learning. While still a young girl 
she begged leave to join her brothers in 
studying Latin and Greek with their private 
tutor at Kirtling, and subsequently she 
mastered Hebrew and some other eastern 
languages. Her valuable collection of ori¬ 
ental literature was, together with the re¬ 
mainder of her books, presented by her brother 
to the parochial library of Rougliam in Nor¬ 
folk, built and founded by her uncle, Roger 
North, for the use, under certain restrictions, 
of the clergy of the district. This gift in¬ 
cluded a H ebrew bible, bound in blue turkey 
morocco, with silvor clasps, which she had 
been in the habit of carrying to church. She 
appears to have been a woman not only of 
great attainments, but of rare beauty of cha¬ 
racter, and the depth of the attachment ex¬ 
isting between herself and her two brothers 
receives pleasing illustration from the family 
correspondence. Having injured her health 
by over-study, she died, at the age of thirty- 
seven, of ‘ a sedentary distemper,’ at the houee 
of her sister-in-law, Lady North and Grey, 
in Bond Street (26 April 1712), and was 
buried at Kirtling (Ballaed, Memoirs of 
Learned Ladies, 1762; materials kindly fur¬ 
nished by Lady Frances Bushby). 

[Oollins’sFeerage, vol. iv., s.v. Guilford; Pear, 
age of England, 1710.pt. ii.p. 44 j North’s lives 
of the Norths, od. Jessopp, 1890, iii. 292, 295- 
298; Luttrell’e Brief Historical Relation of State 
Affairs, passim; Boyer’s Annals of Queen Anne, 
1735, passim; Wentworth Papers, ed. Cart¬ 
wright, pp. 114,4781 Duke of Marlborough’s Des¬ 
patches, vol. i. passim; The Stuart Papers, ed. 
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Glovar, 1847; Attcrbury's Works, 1780-08, ii. 
88 1,415 ; Williams's Memoirs and Correspondence 
of bishop AtUrbury, i. 888, 410 ; Bromley’s Gat. 
of Eng iv.vod Portraits.] T. 8. 

NORTHALIS, RICHARD (A 1307), 
archbishop of Dublin, was .perhaps the son of 
John Northale, alias Clerk, who was sheriff 
of London in 1885-6, and died in 1349 (Bald, 
Script .; Monumenta Francisrana, ii. 158; 
Shame, Calendar of Wills, pp. 582, 572). 
Richard entered the Carmelite l'riary in Lon¬ 
don, and is said to have been chaplain to 
Richard II (Fuller, Worthies), llo was 
made bishop of Ussory in November 1386 
('Irish Pat. Poll, 10 Ric, II, Nos. 62, 60). 
From this time onwards ho was continually 
employed in affairs of state. Ho was absent 
from Ireland in February 1887 (Irish Pat. 
10 Rio. II, No. 110) j abroad on business, 
apparently at the papal court, in July 1388 
(Pat. 12 Ric. II, pi. i. m. 20) ; in England in 
February 1389, and lilcoly to be absent front 
Ireland for two years (JPat. 12 Ric. II, pt. 2, 
in. 5). In June 1889 he obtained leave to 
receive all the temporalities of bis see whilo 
he was absent on the king’s business. In 
November 1390 he complained that in spite 
of this order two-thirds of the revenues had 
been kept back by the king's officers (Pat. 
12 Rio. II, pt. ii. m. 2, and 14, pt. i. m. 30). 
During his absence serious disturbances toolt 
place in the diocese, and the bishop’s repre¬ 
sentatives were commissioned to ‘treat and 
parloy’ with tho rebels (IrishPat. 13 Rio. H, 
No. 191). At the end of 1890 Richard re¬ 
turned to Ireland, and was appointed one of 
the custodians of the temporalities of tho 
vacant see of Dublin (Pat.14 Ric. II, pt. i. 
m. 14). In February 1391 he was licensed 
by the king to bring or send ‘ corn, horses, 
falcons, hawlce, fish, gold, and silver’ from 
Ireland to England (Pat. 14 Rie. II, pt, ii. 
m, 32). A few days later he was commis¬ 
sioned with othurs to convoke in convenient 
places tho chief porsons of each part of the 
English colony, and to take ovidonco on oath 
concerning lossos and grievances, the delin¬ 
quencies of the royal officers,and thoreincdies 
to be applied; to investigate the dealings of 
the lord justice, Sir John Stanley [q. v.], 
with the native chieftains, and ascertain the 
state of the revenues (Pat, 14 Rio, II, pt. ii. 
in. 18). 

In March 1391 the king , 1 relying on the 
circumspection, prudence, and fidelity’ of tho 
bishop, summoned him ‘ to work on somo of 
our affairs intimately concerning us,’ and 
ordered that the revenue of his soe should be 
paid to him (Pat. il>. in. 20). Those affairs, 
which were calculated to employ him for 
throe years, had reference to Rome, and were 


perhaps couneolud with tho schism or tin 
anti-papal legislation of the time (of Pat 
ib. m. 47), In August 1391 Norfchalis was 
again in Ireland, acting as deputy-justice in 
the county of Kilkenny, and negotiating with 
the natives (Irish Pat. 15 Rie. U, No 771 
In tho winter of1392-3 he att ended’ meeting 
of the council, was appointed lord-chancellor 
of Ireland in May 1393, and held office for 
about a year (Put. 16 Ric. II, pt, iii. m «• 
Irish Pat. 18 Ric. II, Nos. 40-8). Re per¬ 
formed many onerous duties, negotiatin', 
frequently with English and Irish in the 
absence of the lord justice, James Butlei 
third earl of Ormonde, and attending the 
latter iu an expedition to Munster with an 
armed force (Irish Close Moll, 17 Ric. R 
No. 1). At the petition of the council ho 
received (April 1394) a reward of 201, be¬ 
cause tho fees of the chancellorship did not 
covor a third of his expenses (ib.) Ho was 
summoned to attend the king at a council 
at Kilkenny in April 1396 (Irish Close Ml, 
18 Liic. II, No. 88 ). Ho was translated by 
papal bttLl to tha archbishopric of Dublin, 
mid obtained rosLit ulionof the temporalities 
on 4 Feb. 1890 (Pat. 19 Ric. II, pt. h, 
m. 34). On 1 April ho obtained license to 
leave Ireland wit bout incurring the penalties 
of theetatulo of absentees, on condition of 
furnishing men-at-arms for tho defence of the 
laud (Pat. ib. m, 28). lie died in Dublin, 
20 July 1307, and was buried in the cathe¬ 
dral church of St. Fat rick. 

He is Boid 1 o lmvo written ‘ Sermones ’ and 
| AdEoclesiarumParochos’ (Bale). Neither 
is extant. The statement that he wrote a 
‘Ilymn on St. Oanule’ (Bibl. Cam) in¬ 
volves two mistakes : Richard Lederede or 
Lodrod [q. v.] composed a hymn in honour 
of St. Caiuuoeh, patron saint of Ossorv 
Oathedral. 

[Libor Munernni Fublicorum Hibernia, 1824; 
Itoluloruin Patentium el Oluusoruin Cuncellaris 
Riboruioe Calombirium, 18*28; Hama's Ware, 
1704 ; Camden's Britannia, iii. BOO ; Boll of tha 
Proceedings of tho King’s OouncU in Ireland, 
1382-3, 1877; Cotton's Fasti EooIob. Ilibein.; 
Villiors do S, Etienne's Bibliotheca Carmolitana, 
1762.] A. G. L. 

NORTHALL, JOHN (1723 P-1769), 
capUiu in the royal artillery, entered the 
service as a gentleman-cadet in the royal 
regiment of artillory on 1 July 1741, and 
was promoted to the rank of lieutenant fire¬ 
worker on 1 April 1742. He served' under 
Colonel Thomas Pattison, R.A., with the 
royal artillery in Flanders in 1742, and wae 
promoted Bccond lioutonant on 1 April 1744. 
lie was present at the battlo of Fontenoy on 
1 ] May 1745, and became first lieutenant on 
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3 Oct, 1746, captain-lieutenant 24 March 
1752, and captain 1 Oct. 1766. In February 
1762 he ■went to Minorca, and thence em¬ 
barked for Leghorn. Instead of making the 
usual tour of Italy, he first visited the prin¬ 
cipal cities of Tuscany, and, after a cursory 
visit to Rome, went to Naples. Then, after 
a more lengthened stay in Rome, he went to 
Loretto, Bologna, Venice, Mantua, Parma, 
Modena, and returned to Leghorn, whence 
he sailed for Genoa. From Genoa ho went 
by sea to Villsiranca, and on by land to Mar¬ 
seilles. He died in 1769. A posthumous 
account of his Italian tour was published in 
July 1766 : ‘Travels through Italy; contain¬ 
ing new and curious Observations on that 
Country. .. . With the most authentic Ac¬ 
count "yet published of capital Pieces in 
Painting, Sculpture, and Architecture that 
are to be seen in Italy, &c.,’ London, 1766, 
8 vn. 

[Duncan’s History of tho Royal Artillery, i. 
124, 127; Kane’s List of Officura of the Royal 
Artillery; Gent. Msg. 1706, p. 336.] B. H. 8. 

NORTHALL, WILLIAM of (&. 1100), 
bishop of Worcester, derived his name from 
Northall in the hundred of Eltkorne, Middle¬ 
sex, where the dean and chapter of St. Paul’s 
held property. William was probably edu¬ 
cated in tho cathedral school, though he first 
appears as witnessing a charter of Archbishop 
Theobald to St. Martin’s Priory, c. 1160 
(Gekvase op Canterbury, ii, 289), John of 
Salisbury wrote to him during the oarlypart 
of Bocket’s exile (o. 1167) hinting t hat a gift of 
money would be acceptable. William seems 
to have given a lukewarm support to Becket. 

He read tho gospel in St. Paul’s on Ascen¬ 
sion day, 1160, wkenBerengar delivered tho 
letters excommunicating the Bishop of Lon¬ 
don, and he refused to be present at mass 
afterwards, against Becket's command. At 
this time he was probably already canon. He 
held the prebend of Neasdon before 1177, 
and resigned it in 1180. He became arch¬ 
deacon of Gloucester in 1177, and was sene¬ 
schal or steward to Richard (d. 1184) [q. v.], 
archbishop of Canterbury. In 1181 he was 
1 firmarius ’ of the mauor of West Drayton, 
paying a rent of one mark to the dean and 
chapter of St. Paul’s. He had the custody 
of the temporalitios of the see of Rochester 
in 1184-6, and of the see of Worcester, 
1186-6, then in the king’s hands; and 
Henry II gave him the hishoprio of Wor¬ 
cester at tho council of Eyusliani in May 
1186. He was prosent at tho council of Marl¬ 
borough (14 Sept.), and was consecrated at 
Westminster, with Hugh of Lincoln [q.vj,by 
Baldwin, on 21 Sept, 1180. In February 1187 
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he was one of those sent by the king, at Bald¬ 
win’s request, to negotiate with the monks 
of Canterbury in their quarrel with the arch¬ 
bishop. Gervase says, on this occasion, that 
Northall worked in secret, like a snake in the 
path, being a man of business, with little 
grace of bearing (‘usu magis quam arte peri- 
tus’). At the beginning of the next year 
the monks wrote urging him to persuade the 
archbishop to renounce his design of building 
the new church, He was again sent by the 
king in February 1188 ns mediator in this 
quarrel, and he was present when the com¬ 
promise proposed by Richard I was accepted 
on 1 Dec. 1189. He was in attendance oil 
Richard at Winchester in August 1189, and 
assisted at the coronation. lie was present 
at the council of Pipewell, 13 Sept. 1189, and 
witnessed the charier by which Richard re¬ 
leased the Mug of Scots from subjection on 
26 Nov. He died on 2, or more probably 
8, May 1190 (MS. Cott. Domit. i. f. 160; 
Annals of Worcester, p. 387). 

Giraldus Cambrensis relates that William 
forbade a certain English song to be Hung in 
liis diocese, because a priest of Worcester one 
morning, instead of the salutation, ‘ DominuB 
vobiscum,’ solemnly chanted the refrain of 
(hr song ‘ Sweto lammnn dlrin are.’ 

[Gervaso of Canterbury; Epistolse Cantuari- 
enses (in Chron. and Mem. of Richard I); 
Materials for the History of Thomas Becket, vol. 
vi.; Rad. de Diceto; Benedict! Ahbatis Gesta 
Regie, Henr. H; Roger of Hoveden; Annalee 
Monsstici; M.itt. Paris’s Chron. Majora, vol. ii.; 
Giraldus Cambrensis, vol. ii.; Domesday of St. 
Paul's, Le Nave’s Fasti; Neweourt’s Ropor- 
torium; Madox’s Hist, of the Exchequer; Dug- 
dale's Hist, of St. Paul's, p. 316.] A. G. L. 

NORTHAMPTON, Marquises op. [See 
Pirr, William, first Marquis, 1618-1671 ; 
Compton, Spencer Joshua Alwynb, second 
Marquis of the second creation, 1790-1861.] 

NORTHAMPTON, Earls op. [SeeSEN- 
lis, Simon bu, d, 1109; Bohun, William 
de, d. 1300; Howard, Henry, 1540-1614; 
Compton, Spencer, 1601-164S.] 

NORTHAMPTON, HENRY de, or 
FITZFETER (Jl. 1202), judge, was pro¬ 
bably a brother of Geoffrey Fitzpeter, earl of 
Essex [q. v.], who seems to have been closely 
connected with Northamptonshire, for botli 
he and Simon Fitzpeter were in several years 
sheriffs of the county. Henry wob an officer 
of the exchequer, a canon of St, Paul's 
(Dusdale, Origines Juridiciales, pp. 2L 22), 
and held the church of St. Peters, North¬ 
ampton (Close Molls, i. 620), _ He was 
a justice itinerant for Lincolnshire, Cam¬ 
bridgeshire, and Huntingdonshire in 1180 
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(Pipe Poll, 1 Rio. I. 69,194), and sat as one 
of the king's justices at Westminster and in 
the country in 1202 and later. £n 1206 King 
John granted Henry Fit zpetor de Northamp¬ 
ton license to make a park at Little Lun- 
ford (probably Ludforu in Lincolnshire) 
(Potuli Chartarwn, ed. Hardy, i. 101), and 
from that year to 1207 Henry was joint- 
sheriff of Northamptonshire (Ulose Polls, i. 
84, 77). It may be inferred that he joined 
the baronial party, of which until his death 
Geoffrey Fitzpeter had been leader, for in 
November 1216 his lands and houses in North¬ 
ampton wore given away by the king (ib. 
p. 238). He received letters of protection 
m the following March. He founded an 
hospital within tho precincts of St. Paul's, 
London (Monasticon, vi. 767). Dugdale 
(Baronage, i. 706) reckons a Henry, dean of 
Wolverhampton, among the sons of Geoffrey 
Fitzpeter, earl of Essex, and it does not seem 
possible to distinguish clearly between him 
and this Henry do Northampton. 

[Authorities quoted; Foss's Judges of Eng¬ 
land, ii. 99, where the omission of any notice 
of a probable relationship hetwean Honry and 
Earl Geoffrey must bo noted ns against tho 
theory stated above; Dugdnle’s Cliron. Survey, 
and Monasticon, vi. 767 i Hot. Litt. Clans, i. 
34, 77, 238, 620, ed. Ilardy (Record publ.); 
Rot. Litt. Pat. pp. 64, 1G9, od. Hardy (Record, 
publ.); Pipe Roll, 1 Ric. I, pp. 69, 194, od. 
Hunter (Record publ.)] W. H. 

NORTHAMPTON or CIOMBERTON, 
JOHN de (d, 1397), lord mayor of Loudon, 
was a draper of high roputo in the company 
and was elected alderman of the city 20 Aug. 
1876 (Riley, Memorials of London, pp.400, 
404,409); he was one of tho sheriffs m 1877, 
was elected a member for the city in 1878 
(Returns qf Members, i, 200), and in 1380 was 
a commissioner for building a tower on the 
bank of the Thames for the protection of the 
shipping. lie was elected to the mayoralty 
in 1381. He was one of the most prominent 
supporters of Wielif in London, was no 
doubt connected with the interruption of 
Wielifs trial at Lambeth in 1378, and with 
the interference of tho citizens with the trial 
of John Aston in 1382 (Walswsham, i. 866, 
ii. 66). The Londoners were at this time 
divided into two parties [Bee under Bbdmeee, 
Sib Nicholas], and Northampton was the 
head of John of Gaunt’s faction, while as re- 
ards municipal politics, which since J 876 
ad, owing to a change of procedure, run very 
high (Liber Aldus, i. 41), lie appears to have 
been leader of the party which Bought to gain 
the favour of tho populace and tho mem¬ 
bers of the smaller companies, and to depress 
tho great viotualling oompanies. Relying on 


the support of bis party, and specially of 
Duke of Lancaster, he encouraged the citi¬ 
zens to set at nought the jurisdiction of their 
bishop by taking into their own hands the 
punishment of breaches of chastity. They 
imprisoned women guilty of these offences 
in the prison called the Tun on Cornhill 
shaved their heads, and paraded them pub¬ 
licly with trumpets and pipes playing before' 
them, and dealt in like fashion with their 
paramours, declaring that the prelates were 
negligent and venal, and that they would 
purify their city themselves. He was a bit¬ 
ter enemy of the London fielimongere, who 
were upheld by Sir Nicholas Bremhre and 
Sir John Philipot [q. v.], both of the Grocers' 
Company, and Nicholas Exton of the Fish¬ 
mongers' Company. He obtained from the 
king, Richard II, the extinction of their 
monopoly, prevented them from selling in 
the country, compelling them to sell in one 
market at a price fixed by the mayor, and 
with other citizens presented a petition to 
the king on which was founded an set of 
parliament that no fishmonger or other vic¬ 
tualler should he eligible for the mayoralty 
or other judicial office (Statutes at large, 
ii. 267). By these measures he brought the 
company so low that he is said to have forced 
tho fishmongers to declare that they were 
unworthy to bo ranked among the crafts or 
mysteries of the city. As his proceedings, 
while raising tho price of fish in the country, 
lowared it in London, thoy were highly 
popular among tho poorer class ("Waisino- 
iiA il, ii. 66). lie is said to have attempted 
to depress others of the companies, but to 
have been checked. Nor did no accomplish 
so much without meoling with violent opposi¬ 
tion. On one occasion he was insulted in 
his court, and on another a fishmonger was 
committed to prison for speaking against 
him (Memorials, pp. 402, 472). So long, 
however, as he was mayor, ho made his posi¬ 
tion good, and forced Sir John Philipot to 
resign his aldermanry, because he was allied 
with his onomios. Til 1388 he was succeeded 
in the mayoralty by Brembre, whose election 
was oarned by the strong hand of certain 
crafts, and with tho approval and perhaps 
help of the king. Northampton’s work was 
at once undono, tho fishmongers regained 
tlieir privileges, and the greater oompanies 
triumphed. 

ne did not submit quietly to his defeat; 
the party that he led was numerous and ex¬ 
cited, there was talk of making him mayor 
in spile of his enemies, and the supporters of 
Brembre believed that tho new lord mayor’s 
lifewas threatened. Northampton was joined 
by a large number of men when he walked 
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the streets, and seems to hare allied himself 
to the anti-court party among the nobles; for 
the dispute in the city had a strong bearing 
on the affairs of the kingdom. In February 
13S1 Thomas Mowbray, earl of Nottingham, 
dined with him, and after dinner asked him 
to walk with him to the Grey-friars’ church, 
forthat day was the anniversary of his brother, 
the late earl, who was buried there. North¬ 
ampton went with the earl, and was, it is 
said, accompanied by four hundred men. The 
lord mayor met him, and asked why he went 
so attended. On his answering that the 
men came with him because it pleased them, 
Brembre arrested him, and he was sent down 
to Corfe Castle, and there imprisoned on a 
charge of sedition. One of his most active 
adherents, a member of the Shoemakers’ 
Company, was beheaded for insurrection. 
His clerk, Thomas Usk, was arrested by the 
sheriffs in July, and accused him of many 
crimes, but it was thought that he was sub¬ 
orned by Brembre ( Chronicon Anglim, p. 300 j 
Polychronicon, App. ix. 46). He was brought 
before King Richard and the council at Read¬ 
ing, and denied all Uslc’s accusations. When 
Richard was about to sentence him to the 
forfeiture of his goods, leaving him one hun¬ 
dred marks a year for his maintenance, he 
said that the king should not condemn him 
in the absence of his lord the Duke of Lan¬ 
caster. On this the king fell into u rage, 
and declared that he would have him hangod 
forthwith. He was appeased by the queen, 
and Northampton was sent hack to Oorfe, 
whence in September he was brought up to 
London and imprisoned in the Tower. He 
was tried there, and sentenced either to tho 
wager of battle, or to be hanged, drawn, and 
quartered. Tho sentence was commuted; he 
was to he imprisoned for life, his goods were 
to be confiscated, and he was not to come 
within a hundred miles of London (Wal- 
sinqham, ii. 116). He was imprisoned in 
Tintagel Castle. John of Gaunt interceded 
for him in 1386, but his enemies in London 
opposed his release, and he was kept in prison, 
In April 1387 he was released, and his goods 
were restored to him at the instance, it 
was believed, of the Duke of Ireland [see 
Vbbh, Robert did, Earl or Oxford, 1302- 
1393], who probably desired to conciliate 
Northampton’s party in the city. 

A petition presented in the parliament of 
this year by the cordwainers and other com¬ 
panies complaining that the then Lord Mayor 
Exton had caused a book of good customs, 
called the ‘ Jubilee,’ to be burnt, marks the 
revival of the party in the city (Rolls of Par¬ 
liament, iii. 227). A John de Northampton, 
probably the late lord mayor, was returned as 


member for Southwark to the ‘ Merciless par¬ 
liament’ which met on 3 Feb. 1388, North¬ 
ampton’s friends were in the ascendant. 
Brembre was executed the same month, and 
in March Usk was beheaded, persisting in his 
charges ngninsthisfomer master. Richard al¬ 
lowed Northampton to enter London, though 
for a while he would not consent to his residing 
there. In 1 390. ho wever, this too was granted, 
on a petition or the citizens. A proclamation 
was made by the lord mayor and aldermen in 
1891 that no one should thenceforward utter 
his opinion concerning Sir Nicholas Brembre, 
or John of Northampton, formerly mayor,men 
of great power and estate (Memorials 626). 
In 1396 ne was restored to his privileges in 
the city (Letter-Book, H, f. 300). His will, 
dated 17 Dee. 1397, was enrolled 11 Feb. 
1897-8. Northampton was buried in St. 
Alphage’s Church, Oripplegate. 

[Walsingham’s Hist. Angi. ii. 05, 60, 71,110, 
111, 116(RollsSar.); Ohron.Augliln,pp. 358,360 
(Rolls Ser.) j Vita Ric. XI, pp. 48,49 (ed.Hearns); 
Chron. in cont, of Higden’s Polychronicon, ix. 
(Rolls Ser.); Libor Albus, ap. Munimenta Gilrt- 
linllse Load. i. 41, iii. 423 seqq. (Rolls Ser.); 
Riley’s Memorials, of London; Maitland’s Hist, 
of London, p. 142; Stem’s Survey, pp. 305,65G, 
ed. 1633 ; Stubbs’s Const. Hist. ii. 446, 467, iii. 
675; Sharpe’s Calendar of Lettor-Books of City 
of London.] W. H. 

NORTHBROOK, first Baron. [Sea 
Baking, Sir Francis Thornhill, 1790- 
1800.] 

NORTHBROOKE, JOHN (f. 1670), 
preacher and writer against plays, born in 
Devonshire (Poore Man’s Garden, Epistle), 
was one of the first ministers ordained by 
Gilbert Berkeley, Quoen Elizabeth's bishop 
of Bath and Wells. He is statod by Tanner, 
who refers to Lewis Evans’s translation of 
the ‘ TabultB Haereseon’ of the Bishop of 
Roerimmd (Antwerp, 1666), to have been 
for some time in the prison of the Bishop of 
Exeter. In 1668 he was ‘minister and 
preacher of the word of God’ at St. Mary de 
Redcliffe, Bristol. Li the epistle dedicatory 
of his first book he gives as his third reason 
for publishing it that one John Blaelceall, 
born in Exeter, while doing penance at Paul's 
Cross for various offences detected by Norlk- 
brooke’s instrumentality, uttered ‘ against 
me many foule and sclaunderous reportes.’ 
Northbrooke had in oonsequenoe been sum¬ 
moned to town by thequeen’s commissioners, 
but before he could arrive BlaokefiJl 1 stole 
awaie’ from the Marshalsea, in which he 
was confined. In 1671 Northbrooke was 
procurator for the Bristol clergy in tho synod 
at London. Tannerthinks he was the John 
Northbrook presented by Queen Elizabeth 
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to tlio vicarage of Berkeley, Gloucestershire, 
in 1576, and suggetts that he was the John 
Northbrooke who was presented to Walton, 
in the diocese of Welle, 7 Oct. ] 670 and who 
resigned in August 1677 (cf. Weavdb, Somer¬ 
set Incumbents, p. 208). In 1670 he was ap¬ 
parently residing at Henbury, near Bristol. 

He was author of: 1.‘SpiritusestVicarius 
Oliristi in Terra. A breefe and pitkie summe 
of the Christian Faith, made in fourme of 
Confession, witha Confutation of the Papistes 
Objections and Ai'gumontcsin sundry Pointes 
of .Religion, repugnant to the Christian Faith: 
made by John Northbrooke, Minister and a 
Preacher of the Wordeof God,'b.l.,London, 
1671, 4to; 1682, 8vo, ‘ newly correct ed and 
amended.’ The dedicatory letter to Gilbert 
Berkeley contains some autobiographical de¬ 
tails. 2. ‘Spiritus est Vicarius Ohristi in 
Terra. The Poore Mans Garden, wherein 
are Flowers of the Scriptures, and JDoctours, 
very necessary and profitable for the simple 
and ignoraunt people to read: tritely col¬ 
lected and diligently gathered together, by 
John Northbrooke, Minister and Preacher 
of the Worde of God. And nowe newly cor¬ 
rected and largely augmented by the former 
Auothour,’ b.l,, London, 1678, 8vo. This 
was apparently not the first edition, There 
were other editions in 1680 and 1600. The 
‘Epistle’ by Northbrooke is addressed to 
the ‘Bishop of Excoster.’ An ‘Epistle to 
the Header’is signed ‘ Thomas Knel, Ju.,’ in 
1673, ‘ T. Knell ’ in 1680. Both 1 mid 2 are 
written against Thomas Ilardiiig (J516- 
1672) [q. v.] 8. ‘SpiritusestVicariusChristi 
in Terra. A Treatise wherein Dicing, Daun- 
cing, value Playes, or Enterluds, with othor 
idle Pastimes, &c., commonly used on tlio 
Sabboth Day, are reproved by the Authorise 
of the Word of God and auntient writers. 
Mado Dialogue-wise by John Northbrooke, 
Minister ana Preacher of the Word of God,’ 
London, b.l., 1679, 4to, and again, 1579,4to. 
The ‘Address to the Header’ is dated ‘from 
Henbury.’ There are occasional scraps of 
verse in the volume. This tract is important 
as‘the earliest separate and systematic at¬ 
tack’ upon dramatio performances in Eng¬ 
land. It was entered at Stationers’ Hall in 
1677. It contains tbo first mention by name 
of the playhouses the Theatre and Curtain, 
and witnesses to the great variety of topics 
already dealt with on the stage. Ji P. Collier 
in 1843 edited it for the Shakespoare Society, 
with an introduction. 

[J. P. Collier’s Introduction to the Troatito 
against Dicing, Sea; 8irypo’s Annals, u. i. Hfl-7; 
Tanner's Bibliotheca; Ritsou’s Bibliographia 
Poetica, p, 288; Collier's Poetical Dncnmeron, 
u. 231; Collier’s History of Dramatio Poetry, 


i. 326, ii. 336, iii, 83 ; Collier’s Bibliographical 
anil Critical Account, &e., ii. 56 ; Atkyna’s G-] 0n . 
cestershire, 2nd edit. p. 140; Hunter’s Chorus 
Vatom, 5. 467 (.Brit. Mus. Addil. MS. 24487 Y! 

It. B. 

NORTHBURGH, MICHAEL M u 
1861), bishop of London, was probably a r^ 
lative, perhaps a nephew or younger brother 
of Roger de Northburgh [q. v.T He was 
possibly oduoated at Oxford, and is described 
as a doctor of laws. On 18 Oct. 1381, when 
he is called Master Michael de Northburgh 
he had license to nominate an attorney lor 
three years, as he was going beyond the seas 
(Cal. Pat. Polls, JEdw. Ill, 1330-4, 180). 
On 7 July 1330 lie bad received the prebend 
of Oolwioh, Lichfield, which he held till the 
next year j afterwards he held at Lichfield 
the prebends of Tachbrook from 28 Oct. 
] 340 to 20 Jan. 1842, Wolvey from 16 Sept. 
1342 to 4 April 1868, and Longden from 
21 Oot. 1861 to 29 Oct. 1362; he was also 
precentor from 29 March 1839 to 1340, and 
archdeacon of Chester from 6 Feb. 1340. 
Northburgh likewise held the prebend of 
Banbury, Lincoln, in 1 344 .and was archdea¬ 
con of Suffolk 27 May 1847. In 1360 he re¬ 
ceived the prebend of Bugtliorpe, York; on 
6 Mayl361 Netlierbury, Salisbury; on 1 Sept. 
1361 that of Mapesbury, St. Paul's; and 
80 June 1363 that of Strensall, York. He 
waBdeanof St. Clement's-witliin-the-Castle, 
Pontefract, before21 May 1839, whenka ex¬ 
changed this poBt for a canonry at Hereford, 
From 1341 to 1361 he held the rectory of 
Pulliam, Norfolk, which in the latter year he 
exchanged for Ledbury, Herefordshire. He 
also held at one time tho prebend of Lyme, 
Salisbury. Like Roger de Northburgh, he 
entered the royal service, and on 23 Feb. 
1346, being then canon of Lichfield and 
Hereford, was of sufficient importance to be 
joined with Sir Nigel Loryng [q. v.] on a 
mission to tlio pope touching the dispensation 
for a marriage betwoon the Prince of Wales 
and a daughter of the Duke of Brabant, and 
to excuse the proposed embassy of Homy of 
Lancaster (Tendera, iii, 32 j IlmiiNSBUHOH, 

ii. 412). In July 1346, when he is described 
as ‘ a worthy clerk and one of the long’s 
counsellors,’ ho accompanied Edward III on 
his Fronch expedition. During the cam¬ 
paign he wrote two letters home describing 
the march from La Hogue to Caen, ana 
from Poissy to Calais. On 28 Oot. 1346 he 
was one of the commissioners appointed to 
negotiate alliances with foroign powers 
(Fmdera, iii, 92). On 11 Oot. 1348 no was 
a commissioner to treat with the Count of 
Flanders; and on 28 Oot. 1849 he had 
power, with others, to prorogue the truoa 
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with France, and on 3 Sept. 1360 to confirm 
the articles •with the count lately considered 
at Dunkirk. By this time he liadrisen to be 
tbeking’s secretary. On 4 Sept. 1361 Nortk- 
burgh tad power to receive security from 
Charles de Blois for his release, and on 
26 March 1362, when he was keeper of the 
privy seal, to receive Charles's ransom. On 
19 Feb. 1863 he was appointed one of three 
to treat for a truce with France, and again 
on various occasions up to 30 March 1364 
( ib . iii. 176,188,202,230,241,263-4,260-1, 
276). On 3 Nov. 1868 ha had received a 
pension of 60s. from Christ Church, Canter¬ 
bury, for his services as counsel to the con¬ 
vent (Lit. Cant. iii. 317). On 28 April 1364 
Northburgh was elected bishop of London. 
His election was confirmed next day; but, 
though he received the temporalities on 
23 June, he was not consecrated till 12 July 
1856 by William Edondon, bishop of Win¬ 
chester, at St. Mary's, Southwark (Stubbs, 
Eeg.8acr.Angl.) After his election as bishop, 
Northburgh was again commissioned to con¬ 
duct the negotiations for peace with France at 
the papal court on 28 Aug. and 80 Oct. 1364. 
With this purpose he was at Avignon shortly 
before Christmas; but the French envoys re- 

S udiated the proposed terms, nnd, after the 
eath of the Bishop of Norwich, the other 
English envoys returned home without hav¬ 
ing effected their purpose (Foedera, iii. 283, 
280; Atdbbury, p. 421). In the following 
July Northburgh was once more employed 
in negotiations with the French at Guisnes 
(j Fxdera, iii. 808, 808). On 27 Sept, 1800 
he was present at the consecration of Robert 
Stretton as bishop of Lichfield. Northburgh 
died of the plague at Copford, Essex, on 
9 Sept. 1861, and, in accordance with the 
directions of his will, was buried near the 
west door of St. Paul’s Cathedral. 

Nortliburgh’s will is dated 23 May 18G1. 
By it he left 1001. for the maintenance of 
poor scholars of the civil and canon law at 
Oxford, with 201. for their master. Various 
other bequests were xn ado to religious houses, 
hut the chief was of 2,0001. for the Carthu¬ 
sian house at Newchnrchhaw, which place 
and patronage he had acquired from Sir 
Walter de Manny. He is probably entitled 
to share with Manny the credit of being the 
founder of the London Charterhouse [see 
more fully under Mammy, Sir Walter be]. 
Northburgh also left a thousand marks for a 
chest for loans at St. Paul’s. H e bequeathed 
hi* hooks on civil and canon law, and also 
his own magnum opus, called a ‘ Concordance 
of Law and Canons,'to Michael Fre. Nothing 
more is known of this 1 Concordance.’ North- 
burgh’s two letters descriptive of the cam¬ 


paign of 1846 are preserved in the original 
French in Robert de Avesbury’s ‘ Chronicle,’ 
pp. 368-60, 367-9. A Latin version of the 
first is given by Murimuth, pp. 212-14; 
the second is print ed in Ohompollion-Figeac’s 
‘ Lettres des Rois, Heines,’ &c., ii, 79-81. 
These letters are a valuable contribution to 
our knowledge of the campaign. Their im¬ 
portance is illustrated by M. S. Luos in the 
uoteB to the third volume of his edition of 
Froissart. 

[Chronica A Murimuth et R, do Aveshuiy; 
Walsingham’s Historia Anglicana, i. 296 (both 
in Rolls Ser.); Rymer’s Fcedera, Record ed.; 
Lc Neve’s Fasti Eccl.Angl. i. 666, 579,691,613, 
628, ii. 104, 291, 880, 407, 487, iii. 181, 215; 
'Wharton’s Do lipiBC. Lond. pp.131-8, and Anglia 
Sacra, ii. 44; Sharpe’s Calendar of Wills in the 
Court of Hubting, ii. 61; Transactions of the 
London and Middlesex Archaeological Society, iii. 
311-15; Hist. MSS. Comm, 9th Rep. App. pt. 
i. p. 47.] 0. L. K. 

NORTHBURGH, ROGERbe (d. 1369P), 
bishop of Lichfield and Coventry, wasperhaps 
a native of Norbury, Staffordshire, and edu¬ 
cated at Cambridge. He must have entered 
the king’s service at an early age. The 
first mention of him as a royal clerk is on 
27 Oct. 1310 (Cal. Close Molls, lidw. II, 
1307-18, p. 387). He received irom the 
king the livings of 1 Botelbrigge,’ Lincoln, 
on 16 Sept. 1311, Sprotton, Lincoln, on 
17 April 1312, and ‘Harwe’ on 10 May 
1813 (Cal. Pat. Molls, JEdw, II, pp. 892, 
464, 478). On 18 Jan. 1312 he received a 
pension of five marks from the Bishop of 
Durham, and in the following -March he is 
mentioned os a royal messenger (Meg. Pal. 
Dm aim. i. 278, iv. 103). On 6 Oct. the 
abbey of Oerne was ordered to provide him 
with a fitting pension. In December he was 
one of the witnesses to the pacification be¬ 
tween the king and the earls (Madera, ii. 
192). In May 1818 he went abroad with 
the king for two months (ib. ii. 212). God¬ 
win says that he was taken prisoner by the 
Scots m this year; if so his captivity was 
of short duration. On 16 June 1S14 he had 
custody of the church of Ford, Durham, 
and on 20 Nov, received it to hold in com- 
mendam for six months, being then styled 
‘ priest and rector of Bannes, Carlisle ’ (Meg. 
Pal. Dunelm. i. 664, 640). In 1816 he 
was made custos or comptroller of the ward¬ 
robe, in succession to William de Melton 
(i. _ 18401 [q, v.] (Mot. Pari. i. 844). On 
11 June ne received the prebend of Wistow, 
York ; this preferment was followed by 
the prebends of Forendon cum Bolderton, 
Lincoln, in 1816, of Newington, London, 
1 Jan. 1817, and of Piona Farva and Well- 
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ingion, Hereford, in the same year, and by 
the archdeaconry of llichmond on 20 May 
1317. On 8 June 1S17 he was accepted for 
a vacant canonry at Wells, which he received 
the same year. Afterwards, in 1322, he re¬ 
ceived the prebend of Stoke, Lincoln (Ln 
Nnvn, Fash Eccl. Angl. i. 621, 630, ii. 149, 
217, 417, iii. 137, 226; Feeders, ii. 492; Re¬ 
port on MSS. of Wells Cathedral, pp. 80, 
300). In March 1318 he was one of the 
commissioners sent to treat with the Scots 
( Fosdera , ii. 368). 

On 5 Oct. 1818, and again on 1 April 1319 
and 0 Aug. 1320, Edward II addressed letters 
on North burgh’s bolialf to the pope. The 
purport of the recommendation is revealed by 
later letters in August 1320 and July 1321, 
begging the pope to make Northburgh a cardi¬ 
nal, ana asking for the good services of certain 
cardinals (ib. ii. 874, 390, 431, 433, 462-3). 
In one of these letters, dated 9 July 1320, lie 
is described as the king’s clerk and secretary. 
In September and October 1320Northburgh 
was employed in negotiations with the Scots 
at Carlisle. On 16 April 1321 he had tem¬ 
porary charge of the great eual during the 
chancellor’s illness, hut his position does not 
entitle him to he regarded as regular keeper 
of the Heal. About the end of this year 
Northburgh was papally provided to the 
bishopric of Lichfield and Coventry (Mtrai- 
mutii, p. 37). Edward wrote to the pope 
on 4 Jan. 1322, thanking him, and begging 
that, as Northburgh wab to continue comp¬ 
troller of the wardrobe and was much 
•wanted in England, sanction might be given 
to his consecration without a journey to 
Home (Fadera, ii. 469). Edward again ap¬ 
pealed to the pope with the same purpose 
on 4 April 1322, and eventually Northburgh 
was consecrated by Thomas Cobham, bishop 
of Worcester, at Hales Abbey on 27 June 
(StdbuSj Reg. Saer. Angl p. 64). There is 
no mention of Northburgh in the later years 
of Edward II's roiga, and ho would seem to 
have abandoned the court party. Ho was, 
however, summoned to various parliaments 
and councils between 1322 and 1328, and in 
February 1826 was ordered to assist the 
commissioners of array in his diocese (Pari. 
Writs, iv. 731-2), 

On 13 Jan. 1327 ho was one of those who 
swore in the Guildhall at London to support 
Isabella ( (Jhron . Edw. I and Edit). II, i. 821), 
and he soon appears in the service of the now 
government. On 15 Feb. he was joined with 
William LeZoucho in charge of the castle of 
Caerphilly, and in April was a commissioner 
to treat with the Soots (Cal Pat. Molls, 
Edw. Ill, pp. 12, 96). On 8 Oct. he had 
power to treat for the king’s marriage with 


Philippa of Ilainault, and on 2 March 1300 
he was made treasurer, though he onlv hell 
the office till 20 May (ib. pp. 177 ] 049 gggi 
During thenext twelve years Northburgh was 
still occasionally employed in public business 

but without occupying a position of much im¬ 
portance. On 16 May 1328he had power with 
Adam deOrltonJTsee Adam], to claim the kW 8 
rights as heir of France, and on 8 July I 3 I 0 
was again employed in negotiations with the 
French king (Fceiera, ii. 743, 794), He was 
a trier of petitions for England in the par¬ 
liament ot January 1832, and was present 
in various parliaments until June 1344 , g n 
20 Sept, 1832 he was one of the commis¬ 
sioners to settle the disputes which had 
arisen in the university at Oxford (ib. ii. 893) 
and in. 1339 was a commissioner of array for 
Staifordshire (ib. ii. 1070). In November 
1387 Northburgh was one of the bishops 
deputed to meet the cardinal legates (Mtth- 
mTj-tii, p. 81), and on 12 July 1338 was pre¬ 
sent at the conseoration of Richard Bint- 
worth as bishop of London. Northburgh was 
appointed treasurer for the second time in 
1840, but on 1 Dec. was summarily removed 
from the office by tho king, when Robert 
Stratford, bishop of Chichest er, was deprived 
of the chancery. Edward intended to send 
them over to Flanders and impledge them 
there, or, in case of refusal, to imprison them 
in the Tower; hut after a remonstrance from 
Stratford they were allowed to go fcee 
(Mueimutii, p. 117). 

In October 1341 Northburgh was present 
at a council held by tho archbishop at St. 
Paul’s, London (ib. p. 122), lie must by this 
time havo boon an olderly man, and of his 
later years thoro is nothing to record. His 
laBt appearance in parliament was in June 
1341. The year of bus death was either 1368 
or 1359; the more probable date is 22 Nov, 
1369 (of. Anglia Sacra, i. 43). lie was 
buried in Lichfield Cathedral, dose to the 
tomb which ho hod built for Walter de 
Langton. Edward II, in recommending him 
to the pope, described him os a learned man, 
ol' proved loyalty. In the ‘Flores Histo- 
riarura ’ (Rolls Sor. iii. 200) ho is distinctlv 
Mated to have obtained liis bishopric througu 
the king’s favour and his own importunity, 
lie was probably an indust rious official whose 
ambition was greater than his ability. From 
1320 to 1826 ho was chancellor of the uni¬ 
versity of Cambridge; on 6 July 1321 he 
obtained from the king a chorter to provide 
for the sustenance of students in theology 
(Feeders, ii. 452). Of his family ws have 
no certain knowledge; but I 10 was probably 
a relative, perhaps an uncle or much older 
brother, of Michael do Northburgh [q. v,], 
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bishop of London, who held several prebends 
at Lichfield between 1330 and 1853. Other 
members of the Northburgh family, called 
Peter, Richard, Roger, and William, also 
occur among the prebendaries of Lichfield 
daring Bishop Roger’s tenure of the see (Lu 
Neve, Fasti, i. 691-828). The wardrobe 
accounts for the tenth and eleventh years of 
Edward II are now in the library of the Royal 
Society of Antiquaries; a summary of these 
accounts and of those for the fourteenth year 
of Edward II is given in the ‘ Arehteologia ’ 
fxsvi. 318-28). An abstract of the contents 
of Nortliburgh’e ‘ Register ’ is given iu the 
t Collections for a History of Staffordshire ’ 
of the William Salt Archteological Society 
(i. 241-88). 

[Chron. Edw. I. and Edw. II, Reg. Pal, 
Dunelm., Muvimuth’s Chronicle (all in the Rolls 
Ser.); Banner's Feeder*, Record edit.; Rolls of 
Parliament ; Cal. of Close Bolls of Edw. II, 
1307-18; Cal. Pat. Rolls, Edw. Ill, 1327-31, 
2 vole.; Rot. Origin. Abb.; Wharton's Anglia 
Sacra, i. 20, 442-3; Arehicologia, x. 251, xxvi. 
318-23, xxriii. 307; Godwin, De Praesulibus, 
ed. Richardson, p. 320 ; Foss’s Judges of Eng¬ 
land, iii. 281 ; Drake’s Eboracum, p. 104.] 

C. L. it. 

NORTHCOTE, JAMES (1746-1831), 
painter, royal academician, and author, 
younger son of Samuel Northcote, watch¬ 
maker, was horn in Market Street, Plymouth, 
on 23 Oct. 1740. His parents wero of humble 
origin and Unitarians, and while hie father 
found employment not only in making and 
mending watches, hut also in winding clocks 
in Plymouth Dock (Devonport), his mother 
dealt in small articles of haberdashery. 
Later in life Northcote took pleasure m 
considering tkat his family belonged to the 
same stock as the knightly family of North¬ 
cote of Upton Pyne, Devonshire (now repre¬ 
sented by the Earl of Iddesleigh), though no 
satisfactory proof could be obtained. His 
early education was scanty, and with his 
elder brother, Samuel, he was as soon as 
possible apprenticed to his father’s trade. 
In one of his subsequent writings, ‘ A Leti or 
from a Disappointed. Genius,’ Northcote de¬ 
scribes his early aspirations to he an artist, 
and the refusal of 1ns father to offer any 
encouragement. This artistic impulse was 
no doubt increased by the growing fame of 
Ms fellow-countryman, Sir Joshua Reynolds, 
an intimate friend of the family of Dr. 
Zachariah Mudge [q, v.] of St. Andrew’s, 
Plymouth, one off whom, Thomas Mudge 
[q. v.], was actually engaged in the watch¬ 
making trade, and ao was olosely acquainted 
with the Northcote family. Northcote nar¬ 
rates, in his 1 Life of Reynolds,' his delight 


at being able to touch the sMrt of Reynolds’s 
coat when the painter came with Samuel 
Johnson on a visit to Plymouth in 1762. 
Some of Northcote’s drawings were then 
shown to Reynolds. Northoote’s friends 
urged that he Bhould be sent to study paint¬ 
ing in London under Reynolds, or either of 
the engravers, Fisher or McArdell. His 
father continued obdurate. Northcote, how¬ 
ever, spent his leisure hours in drawing por¬ 
traits or views in the neighbourhood, and, 
having thereby saved ten guineas, planned 
with his brother Samuel a secret flight from 
Plymouth to London. They left Plymouth 
early on Whitsunday in May 1771, and after 
five days’journey on foot arrived in London. 
Northcote brought letters of introduction to 
Reynolds, who received him kindly, and ac¬ 
corded him permission to work in his studio 
as an assistant, HiB brother returned at once 
to Plymouth; but Northcote took a cheap 
lodging, and, while spending the day in Rey¬ 
nolds's studio, earned bmnll sums of money 
by colouring prints and similar work for 
bookseUers. Shortly after he was invited by 
Reynolds to become an inmate of bis house. 
Hore, beBideB actual work in the studio in pre¬ 
paring grounds, drawing draperies, and the 
like, Northcote worked in an adjoining room, 
copying or making studies as he chose, and 
also had the privilege of seeing and sometimes 
conversing with the many distinguished per¬ 
sons who came to visit Reynolds. Northcote 
studied as well in the schools of the Royal 
Academy, for he does not appear to have re¬ 
ceived any actual instruction from Reynolds 
himself, lie made only slow progress both in 
drawing and colouring. Reynolds, in Ms let¬ 
ters to his friends at Plymouth, frequently 
alluded to Northcote’s industry and regularity 
of life. N orthoote sometimes sat to Reynolds 
os model: for instance, as one of the young 
men in ' Ugolino.’ He obtained some prac¬ 
tice as a portrait painter, and there is a story 
that he painted a portrait of one of Reynolds’s 
female servants) which was so lifelike that it 
continually excited the rage of a pet macaw. 
While still an inmate of Reynolds’s house, 
Northcote sent portraits to tno Royal Aca¬ 
demy in 1773 and following years, one of 
which elicited some laudatory verses from 
Dr, Wolcot. After five years Northcote de¬ 
termined to set up on his own account as a 
painter, and left Reynolds’s house on 12 May 
1776. He returned home to Devonshire for 
some months, painting portraits, until he had 
earned enough money to pay for a journey 
to Italy. 

Ho started in 1777, and proceeded by 
Lyons and Gsuoa to Rome, where he re¬ 
mained about two years. lie was an assi- 
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duous student of the paintings "by the great 
masters, devoting special attention to the 
works of Titian. Bo lived a secluded life, 
supporting himself by copying well-lcnown 
works. He obtained some reputation as a 
painter, and while visiting Florence on his 
return was requested Lo paint his own por¬ 
trait for the gallery of painters there, lie was 
also elected fellow of the Imperial Academy 
at Florence, the Academy dei Forti at Home, 
and the Ancient Etruscan Academy at Cor¬ 
tona. It was in Italy that he became imbuod 
with the desire of becoming a painter of his- 
tory. 

Northcote returned to London in May 
1780, and received a hearty welcome from 
Reynolds. Ito at once commenced portrait- 
painting, and took lodgings at 3 Old Bond 
Street, whonce he sent a portrait to the 
Royal Academy in 1781. In 1783 he re¬ 
moved to Clifford Street, Bond Street, where 
he remained about nine year's, continuing to 
be an annual exhibitor at the Royal Academy, 
In 1783 he sent his first subioct-pictures, 
‘ Beggars with Dancing Dogs,’ ‘ Ilobnella, ’ and 
‘The Village Doctross,’and in 1784. his first 
historical picture, ‘Captain Engle field and 
his Grew escaping from the Wreck of the Cen¬ 
taur 1 (engraved by T. Qaugain), In 1786 he 
painted a portrait of his brother, and in 1786 
one of his father, which were both engraved in 
mezzotint by S. W. Reynolds. Shortly aft er 
this John Boy doll [q.v.jembarked on his great 
project of the Shakespearo Gallery, commis¬ 
sioning a series of largo paintings and a serios 
of large engravings to be made from the same. 
Northcote was one of the prinoipnl painters 
employed by Boydell, and painted nino pic¬ 
tures for this series. The first was ‘ The Murder 
of the Young Princes in the Tower,’ which 
he exhibited at the Royal Academy in 1786. 
The popularity of this and other paintings 
obtained for Northcote a commission from 
the city of Loudon to paint a largo picture 
of ‘Sir William Walworth, L<rrd Mayor 
of London, a.j>. 1381, killing Wat Tyler,’ 
now in the Guildhall in London. It was 
exhibited at the Royal Academy in 1787, 
and engraved by Anker Smith, lie was 
elected on associate of the Royal Academy 
in 1786, and an academician on 13 Feb, 1787. 
Of Northcote’s other Shakespeare pictures, 
‘The Burial of the Young Princes’ and 
‘ Prince Arthur and Hubert ’ were especially 
popular, end his most important historical 
paintings wero ‘The Loss of the Halsewell, 
East Indifiiuan’ ([engraved by T. Gauguin), 

‘ The Death of Prince Loopold of Brunswick ’ 
(engraved by J. Gillray), and * The Earl of 
Argyle in Prison,’pointed for Earl Grey (on- 
graved byE.Scrivon). The failure of Boydell’s 


scheme was a great blow to Northcote'* fbr- 
tunes as a painter of history, and he suffered 
furthor from the rising popularitv of ,Tntl 
Opie(1761-1807)[q. v.]in the same line. His 
repul atiou, howover, as a portrait-painter con 
tinuedto increase, and in 1791 he removed to 
a larger house in Argyll Place, where he spent 
the remainder of his life. There he continued 
to pnmt with undiminished industry for over 
fifty years, producing, with little encourage¬ 
ment, numoroushistoricalandsacred pictures 

Among these was a series of ten pictures en¬ 
titled ‘ Diligence and Dissipation,’ showing 
the history of n modest girl and a wanton 
which were painl ed in direct rivalry with the 
works of Hogarth, and with a high moral in- 
tention; the pictures were engraved, and in 
that farm had a large sale. The aeriee, how- 
evor, proved a complete failure both from an 
ortistic and moral point of view. Northcote 
also paid very considerable attention to the 
paint mg of animals, obtaining somesuccess of 
which he was justifiably proud, and several 
popular engravings were made from these 
pictures. 

Nor! hcote, however, attained his chief ex¬ 
cellence ns a portrait-paintor. His portraits 
are well drawn and modelled, sober in colour 
and dignified in conception, though they have 
none of Lhe individuality of Reynolds, and 
hardly reach bo high a level as those of his 
chief rival, John Opie. During his long life 
Northooto painted an almost incalculable 
number, and tlioy include many of the most 
remarkable persons of his day, from Dr. Mudgp 
down to S. T. Coleridge and John Ruskm, 
Thore are good examplos in the National 
Portrait Gallory. 

Such cminenco as Northcote attained as a 
painter of history was due to a considerable 
skill in composition and to simplicity in pre¬ 
sentment. lie had little imagination or crea¬ 
tive power in his art, and did not excel as a 
draughtsman or colourist. Having unex¬ 
ampled opportunities of studying Reynolds's 
method of painting, he yet showed himself 
but littlo influenced by lus master in his own 
paintings. Of his coui otnporaries he was 
perhaps most influenced by Opie, whomhead¬ 
mired, although a successful rival. Through¬ 
out his life he was a devoted student and 
admirer of Titian, and yet seemed unable to 
understand the secret of Titian's skill os a 
colourist. Northcote’s pictures are, however, 
good specimens of tho English school, and 
have fallen into unmeril ed neglect. The only 
one in tho national collections is ‘ The Pre¬ 
sentation of British Officers to Pope Pius VI' 
in the South Kensington Museum. Thore 
are five pictures by him at Petwortli House, 
Sussex, including ‘The Murder of the Princes 
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in the Towel' 1 and a portrait of Master Betty, 
the young Roscius. 

Uot content with his success as a painter, 
Northcote aspired to rank as an author. In 
1807 he contributed some articles 'to the 
1 Artist,' a weekly periodical edited by Prince 
Hoare [q. v.], and at the request of a friend 
he wrote n short memoir of Sir Joshua 
Reynolds for Britton's ‘ Fine Arts of the Eng¬ 
lish School.’ This memoir he subsequently 
expanded into a quarto volume, entitled ‘ Me¬ 
moirs of Sir Joshua Reynolds, Knt., LL.D., 
F.R.S., F.S.A., &c., late President of the 
Royal Academy, comprising Original Anec¬ 
dotes of many Distinguished Persons, his 
Contemporaries, and n brief Analysis of his 
Discourses, to which are added Varieties on 
Art.’ The latter contained reprints of North- 
cote’s articles in the ‘Artist’ and other pe¬ 
riodicals. The book was published in 1818, 
a supplement was added in 1815, and an 
octavo edition in two volumes was published 
in 1819. It was awaited with great interest 
on account of Northcote’s close intimacy with 
Reynolds, hut excited some disappointment. 
Northcote, however, only claimed to have 
put down exactly what he knew himself, and 
his memoir has been the foundation of all 
subsequent biographies of Reynolds. Its in¬ 
sufficiency is shown by tho numerous addi¬ 
tional details concerning Reynolds which can 
be gleaned from Northcote’e conversations 
and subsequent writings (see Leslie and 
Taylob, Life anil Times of Sir Joshua 
Reynolds, passim). As a devoted admirer of 
Reynolds, Northcote was very indignant at 
the rapidly growing success of Sir Thomas 
Lawrence [q. v.] 

Northcote, besides being a very original 
character, possessed a shrewd observation, a 
retentive memory, and a caustic if not viva¬ 
cious wit. Hit. society was sought for this 
reason by many persons, who liked to draw 
him out and elicit his strongly expressed 
opinions on art and artists. Among these 
was William Hazlitt [q. v.], who was a con¬ 
stant visitor at Northcoto’s house, and made 
copious notes of his conversations, which 
were often st arted and directed to thiB special 
purpose by Hazlitt. In 1820 Hazlitt pub¬ 
lished in tho ‘ New Monthly Magazine’ a 
Beriesofarticlos,entitled‘BoswellRodivivus,’ 
containing extraots from Norlhcote's con¬ 
versations with himself. Theyattractedmuch 
attention, from the shrewd wisdom of some 
sallies and the outspoken sarcasm of others. 
Hazlitt continued the series in the ‘Atlas’ 
newspaper. Northcote was flattered by the 
notoriety which he acquired: but when eome 
remarks of his concerning his early benefac¬ 
tors, the Mudges, produced some strong re¬ 


monstrances from his friends at Plymouth, he 
turned on Hazlitt, and accused him of malig¬ 
nant misrepresentation, Though affecting to 
regard Hazlitt as an enemy, he did not dis¬ 
courage his visits. This was probably due to 
the fact that he was receiving considerable 
assistance from Hazlitt in the preparation of 
two other literary ventures. The first of these 
was his ‘ One Hundred Fables, Original and 
J Select,’ which were compiled by Northcote, 
j with apologues and illustrations of his own 
composition. These illustrations were de¬ 
signed in a curious way, for, though a skilful 
draughtsman of natural history, Northcote 
amused himself by cutting out figures from 
prints, and pasting them together until he had 
formed his designs; these lie handed over to 
William Harvey [q. v.], the wood-engraver, 
who drew them on the wood-blocks, which 
were then cut by good engravers, and are 
among the most int eresling productions of the 
artof wood engraving in England. Theworlr 
was published at the expense of Mr. Lawford, 
a bookseller, and was warmly commended by 
Thomas Bewick [q. v.] A second series of 
the ‘ Fables’ was published after Northcote’s 
death. In 1830 Northcote published ‘ The 
Life of Titian, with Anecdotes of the distin¬ 
guished Persons of his Timo,’ in two octavo 
volumes. Northcote had collect ed notes and 
papers for this throughout his life; but the 
result is a confused production, based mainly 
on the earlier life bv Ticozzi. The work was 
one for which Northcote by nature and cir¬ 
cumstances was particularly unsuited. In 
tho same year Hnzlitt’s ‘Conversations with 
James Northcote’ was published in a single 
volume. A new edition, edited by Mr. Ed¬ 
mund Gosse, was published in 1894. 

Northoote was a small man, with piercing 
eyes and strongly marked features. These 
became extremely accentuated in his latest 
years, and the frugality of his habits caused 
his figure to become attenuated almost to a 
skeleton. A contemporary remarked of him 
that ‘he looks like a rat who has seen a oat.’ 
From his earliest start in life he accustomed 
himself to the strictest economy and frugality, 
which he never abandoned. He was encou¬ 
raged in his parsimonious habits by bis sister 
Mary, who kept house for him in Argyll Place. 
Although money and commissions poured in 
on him, his house was dirty and neglected, 
and its condition frequently proved very re¬ 
pugnant to his sitters and visitors. His 
habits did not spring apparently from real 
miserly tendencies in his nature, for he 
spent money freely on his hobbies, such as 
the history and relicsof the Northcote family, 
and at his death was possessed of far less 
money than had been expected. His devo- 
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tion to his art occupied his whole time, He Northcote acted with the proshyteriiT' 
was unmarried, although he was by no moans and aided the parliamentary cause by hk; ' 
averse to ladies’ society. His sister used to huence and his wealth. In April 1642 hesi'k 
say that her brother had no time for falling scribed 450/, for the speedy reducing of tb 
in love. They both retained their strong rebels in Ireland, and in the following j Un 6 
Devonian accent to the last, Northcote died when the members of parliament subscrib ,( 
in his house in Argyll Place on 18 July 1881, for the defence of the parliament it 
and was buried in the new church of St. announced that he would 1 bring in tw 0 
Marylebone. Ills sister died in Argyll Place and men prosentlye, and fower more soe soone 
on 26 May 1836, and was buried by her bvo- as hee can have them out of the countrv 
ther’s side. Ho left, large legacies in his will, and a hundred pownds in money.’ Thus 
including 1,000/. for a monument to himself acts caused the king to except him from the 
in St. Andrew’s Church, Plymouth, to be general pardon of November 1042. I n the 
executed by Sir Francis Oliantrey, and 200/. following year be served in Devonshire at 
forasimilarmoniimenttohisbrotkerSamuel, the head of a regiment of twelve hundred 
who died at Plymouth on 9 May 1813, aged men, and he was in Exeter at its capitula- 
70. The latter was in due time placed in tion in September 1643. From that time 

St. Andrew’s church; but the full-length until the late autumn of 1044 Northcote was 

statue of James Northcote, which waB exe- a prisoner with the king’s forces, but he was 
cutod by Cbantroy, was for some reason at last exchanged. Hereaumedhisseatinpar- 
erected in Exeter Cathedral. Ilis collect ions liament on 7 May 1646, and on 21 May took 
for the Northcote family he loft as heirlooms the covenant. A communication addressed 
to the head of the family at Upton Pyne. by him and others to the speaker on 16 July 
Northcote was fond of painting lus own 1648, on the means of putting his native 
portrait. A good example is in the National county in a state of defence, is printed in 
Portrait Gallery; another in the Town Mu- the 1 Historical MSS. Commission ’ (13tkltep, 
sewn at Haarlem ill Holland; others belong App. pt,. i. p. 484); but. I10 was excluded From 
respectively to the Earl of Iddesleigli and parliament by the army in that year, and in 
EariCowper. In earlier years Princo Iloare, 1651 his name was omittud from the list of 
Opie, and G. Dance drew portraits of him, county justices. lie was returned for the 
and in hie old ago G. II. Harlow, James county of Devon in 1654, and againin 1666. 
Lonsdale, and A. Wivell. A portrait of From January 11158-9 to April J669, and in 
Northcote by G. II. Harlow,H.A., was pre- the Convention parliament (April toDecom- 
sented to the National Gallery in the year her 1660), ho againsatfor that constituency, 
1894, The drawing by Lonsdale is now in and in the lattor parliament lie was also 
the print room at. the British Museum. Most chosen for the Cornish borough of Helslon; 
of these portraits have been engraved. hutthoroturn was declared void, InRichard 

[Jjeslieand Taylor's LifeandTiimisofBir Joshua Cromwell’s parliament he was a frequent 
Reynolds; Novlhcoto’s Lifoof Reynolds; Flint's Rpenker, and at tho Epiphany sessions of 
Mudge Memoirs; (lent. Mug. 1831, pt. ii. p. 102; 1069-00 ho signed, with about forty other 
Redgrave))Diet, of Artists; Cunningham’s Lives gentlemen of Devon, an address to Speaker 
of (lie British Painters.) L. C. Lentlmll for tho summoning of a new house, 

NORTHCOTE, Sra JOHN (1509-1076), to consist of those oxcluded in 1048, with 
politician, born in 1699, eldest surviving son now membors for the seats which had become 
of John Northcote of nayne in Newton St. vacant. When tho Convention was sum- 
Oyres, Devonshire, who died in 1632, by his moned his influence was tin-own on tho side 
second wife, Susan, daughter of Sir Hugh of tho moderates. At the general election of 
Pollard of King’s Nympton, was entered in 1601 lin had no place in parliament; hut at 
the ‘Visitation ofDevonsliire in 1620 'as then a by-oleotion in December 1687 lie was 
aged twenty-one. He matriculated at Exeter returned for the borough of Barnstaple, and 
College, Oxford, on 9 May 1617, was entered sat until death (cf. Hist. MSS, Comm. 9th 
at the Middle Temple as a student, in 1018, Rep. App. pi. i. p. 210), 
and served as shorm of his county in 1626-7. Northcote was buried at Nowton St. Cyres 
In 1640 ha accompanied tho royal army to on 24 June 1870. By his wife Grace, daugk- 
York, apparently aa Recretary or aido-de- tor and heiress of Hugh Halswell of 'Wells, 
camp to the Earl of Northumberland, and in Somerset (who died in 1675, and was buried 
July; 1041 was created a baronet. Wkon the at Newton St. Cyres on 19 July), he had issue 
privilege of sending membors of parliament fivo Rons and three daughters, tho eldeBt son 
was rest orod to tho borough of Ashburton, at being born in 1627. A portrait of him, with 
the beginning of the Longparlinmcnt of 1610, brenstplal e and gorget, and a painting of his 
Nortlicoto was chosou as its member. wife are at the family seat of Pynes, near 
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Exeter. An engraving by A. 'Wivell, ‘ from 
an original picture in the possession of James 
Northcote, 11. A.,’ was issued by Thomas Rodd 
on 1 Dec. 1817. It represents him as an old 
man with severe face, and the original picture 
passed to the ownership of the lion. H. 0. 
Northcote. 

In1887 there was published the 1 Note Hook 
of Sir JolinNorthcote, containing Memoranda 
of Proceedings in the House of Commons dur¬ 
ing the first Session of the Long Parliament, 
1640.’ It was edited by Mr. A. H. A. Hamil¬ 
ton, from the original manuscript in the pos- 
sess’ion of Sir Stafford H. Northcote, first 
Lordlddesleigh [q.v.]; a memoir of the diarist 
was prefixed, and it contained some memo¬ 
randa on the session of 1601. Some doubt 
was expressed by Mr. W. D. Pink in 1 Notes 
and Queries’ (7th ser. xii. 448-4) on the 
statement that the notes were talton by 
Northcote, on the ground that the journal 
runs from 24 Nov. to 28 Dec. 1640, when he 
had not a seat in parliament. lie spoke on 
16 June 1642 in favour of tho appointment 
of Fuller as one of the lecturers at the Savoy 
Chapel. 

[Worthy’s Lord Iddesleigh, 2nd ed. p. 6 ; 
Hamilton’s Memoir of Northcote ; Hamilton’s 
Quarter Sesdons, Elizabeth to Anne, pp. 134, 
170-1; Official Return of Members of Parlia¬ 
ment; Foster’s Alumni Oxon.; Thomas Burton's 
Diary; Whitolocko’s Memorials, pp. 107, 126, 
651-3; Notes and Queries, 1st sor. xii. 338, 
7th ser. xii. 444; information from Lord Iddes¬ 
leigh.] "W. P. C. 

NORTHQOTE, Sib STAFFORD 
HENRY, first Eael op Iddebleigii (1818- 
1887), horn at 28 Portland Place, London, on 
27 Oct. 1818, was the eldest son of Henry] 
Stafford Northcote (1792-1861), the eldestson 
of Sir Stafford Henry Northcote (1762-1861), 
seventh baronet, of The Pynes, Upton Pyne, 
Exeter, a descendant of Sir John Northcote 
[q, v.] His mother, Agnes Mary, only 
daughter of Thomas Cockburn of the East 
India Company’s service and Bedford Ilill, 
Surrey, died 9 April 1840. As a child ho 
displayed great quickness, and at the age of 
six wrote a romance for his brother and sister. 
From 1820 to 1881 he was a pupil of the 
Rev. Mr. Roberts, whoso school at Mitcham 
was afterwards removed to Brighton. In 
April 1831 he went to Eton, to the house of 
the Rev. Edward Coleridge. There he wa3 
somewhat idle, and, according to his tutor, 
'had a disposition too inclined to sacrifice 
itself to the solicitations of others,’ until a 
strong remonstrance produced steadiness of 
purpose. An indifferent cricketer, but a good 
oarsman, he rowed how in the Eton eight in 
1886. On 3 March 1886 he mat riculated from 


Balliol College, Oxford, having been an un¬ 
successful candidate for a scholarship, and 
went into residence at Michaelmas, the in¬ 
terval being spentwithatutornamed Shirley, 
at Shirley vicarage, Derby. At the end of 
November he was elected to a scholarship, 
being second to Arthur JJugh Clough [q. v.] 
‘Northcote read and rowed in the college 
eight, and lived chiefly with Eton men’ 
(Lake, Life, i. 27). Though sincerely reli¬ 
gious, he remained untouched by the Oxford 
movement,but he wasconBiderablyintlueneed 
by his mother’s leanings to Irvingism [see 
Invnro, Edward], He graduated B.A. on 
21 Nov. 1889, with a first class in classics 
and a third in mathematics, proceeded M.A. 
in 1840, and was created D.C.L. on 17 June 
1838. A year later he was an unsuccessful 
competitor against Arthur Penrhyn Stanley 
[q. v.] for the English essay, and decided not 
to try for a fellowship. 

Northcoteread forthe bar, with clmmbersat 
68 Lincoln’s Inn Fields, and was called at the 
Inner Temple in 1840; but on 80 June 1842 
he became, on the recommendation of Edward 
Coleridge, private secretary to Mr. Gladstone, 
then vice-president of the board of trade. 
Though his political opinions were still un¬ 
settled, he was of great assistance to that 
statesman in the Oxford elections of 1847, 

1862, and 1863. At ths request of Mr. 
Gladstone’s committee he published (1863) 
a pamphlet entitled ‘ A Statement connected 
with tho Election of the Right non. W. E. 
Gladstone as Member for theIJniversity of Ox¬ 
ford in 1847, with liis Re-elections in 1862 and 

1863. ’ After Mr. Gladstone’s resignation on 
the Maynooth grant, Northcote, while still 
acting as his private secretary, continued at 
the board of trade as legal assistant (February 
1845-August 1850), but he was not called to 
the bar until 19 Nov. 1847. In 1849 he pub¬ 
lished a pamphlet entitled ' A Short Review 
of the Navigation Laws from the earliest 
Times. By a Barrister.’ It is a lucid sum¬ 
mary, and the work of a convinced free¬ 
trader. On 8 Jan. 1860 he was appointed 
ono of the secretaries of the Great Exhibi¬ 
tion, and when, on the deaths of his father 
and grandfather (22 Feb. and 17 March 1861), 
he succeeded to the baronetcy, he was dis¬ 
suaded from resigning his post by Prince 
Albert, who thought highly of him. Over¬ 
application, however,affected his heart; and 
the doctors ordered a rest after he had been 
created a O.B. (17 Oct. 1861), 

His healthrestored,Northcote lmdlhoughts 
of standing for Totnes, Taunton, and Exeter, 
hut the negotiations fell through, though he 
issued an address to the last constituency 
in May 1862. Though ‘ rather a stiff corner- 
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vative,’ lie accepted Mr. Gladstone’s proposal 
(December 1862) that he should serve with 
Sir Charles Trevelyan [q.v.] and J. Booth on 
a commission for reorganising the board of 
trade (Report, dated 20 March 1853, in Pari, 
Papers, 1858, xxviii, 101), In conjunction 
■with Sir C. Trevelyan he also drew up a re¬ 
port (dated 23 Nov. 1863, Pari. Papers , 1834, 
xxvii. 1) on the permanent civil service. Its 
recommendations, which have been embodied 
in subsequent legislation, woro ‘the esta¬ 
blishment of a proper systom of examination ’ 
by a central board ‘ before appointment; ’the 
principle that' promotion andfuture prospects 
should depend entirely upon good conduct,’ 
and ‘ the introduction of the elements of 
unity into the service.’ Of kindred pur¬ 
pose was his paper contributed to the pub¬ 
lication of the Oxford Tutors’ Association en¬ 
titled ‘Suggestions under which University 
Education may be made available for Clerics 
in Government Oiliccs, for Barristers, for 
Solicitors’ (1864), 

In Decombor 1863 Northcote was talcing 
lessons in olocution from Wigan the actor, 
and on 9 March 1866 he was returned for 
Dudley, a seat praotically owned by Lord 
Ward, a staunch Peolite. IIis maiden speech, 
on the transport service, was delivered 
23 March. ‘ X was very woll received,’ ho 
wrote, ‘ especially considering that tliero 
woro very few ox my particular fnonds in 
the house, and that the subjocl of civil ser¬ 
vice reform, and particularly of tho competi¬ 
tion system, is exceedingly unpopular.’ In 
the following session ho spoke on civil ser¬ 
vice superannuation, hut his cliiof ollbrt was 
the conduct of a usoful Reformatory and In¬ 
dustrial Schools Bill through its various 
stages. Already (April 1856) he had esta¬ 
blished a reformatory school for boys, under 
the act of 1864, at Brampford Wood, near 
Pynes, on the modol of Barwiclc Baker’s 
farm school in Gloucestershire, and he read 
a paper at the first meeting of tho Reforma¬ 
tory Union, held at Bristol (August I860), 
1 On Previous Imprison mont of Oliildren sen¬ 
tenced to Reformatories.’ When Palmor- 
ston’s government was dofoated (3 March 
1867), Nortliuoto voted with the opposition, 
much to Lord Ward's annoyanco. lie deter¬ 
mined therefore to sever his connoction with 
Dudley and stand for North Devon, but was 
dofoated (8 April) after a very expansive 
contest. 

Fur purposes of economy, Northcote went 
with lus iiimily to France, but on 17 July 
1858 he was returned for Stamford, having 
contested the seat on Disraeli's suggestion, 
Again returned (29 April) at tho general 
election, together with Lord Robert Cecil, 


the present marquis of Salisbury, he became 
in the following session a recognised ounosi 
tion speaker. Thus on 2i Feb. 1800 Le criti- 
cised the commercial treaty with France" 
and on 8 May moved an amendment, whicll 
missed success by nine votes only (210 t 0 
219), to Mr. Glftdst one’s motion for the repeal 
of the papor duties. Another speech de¬ 
livered 2 Slay 1801, on the relative elm™., 0 f 
paper on tho one hand, and tea and sugar 0 u 
the otlior, to he imported duty free, was con¬ 
sidered by Disraeli ‘ one of the finest he ever 
heard,’ though the government secured a 
majority of eighteen. Soon afterwards he 
began his treatise, ‘ Twenty Years of Finan¬ 
cial Policy,’ of which the dedication to Ed¬ 
ward Colertdgo is dated July 1802. The 
work, which was praised by Mr. Gladstone 
is an admirable summary, though its con¬ 
clusions are somowliat negative. Northcote 
was now greatly in Disraeli’s confidence, and 
wrote him numerous letters on public affairs 
particularly finance and the defences (forhis 
speeches see Hansard , 17 March, 8 May, and 
23 J Lino 1803). Appointed a member of the 
ublic schools commission (18 July 1862) 
o spolto on I ho report (Par/. Papers , 1804) 
vol. xx., Evidence, vol. xxi.) on 6 May 1864, 
arguing that parliament could not deal with 
studies or management, hut could touch en¬ 
dowments, the constitution of governing 
hodieH, and the removal of restrictions, In 
tho same year ho served on the school of art 
select commit teo (Roport, Purl. Papers, 1864. 
vol. xii.), and on 20 Doc. 1806 was gazetted 
a mornbor of tho endowed schools commission 
(Report, Pari. Papers, 18G7-8, vol.xxviii.) 

At tho gunoral election of 1806 Nortn- 
colo thought of elanding for Oxford Univer¬ 
sity, but was debarred by Mr. Gladstone's 
onudidaturo, and Stamford again eleoted him 
without opposition (11 July). On the forma¬ 
tion of tho third Derby government he be- 
oamepresidont of Lhe hoard oftradc, withassat 
in the cabinet (1 July 1800), Dismoli having 
made the latter position a condition of his 
own assumption of oifice. lie delivered a 
tactful speech ntLivorpool (30 Aug.), to cele¬ 
brate the Great Eastern’s departure with the 
Atlantic oabl e on board. Next year he sided 
with Disraeli on the question of reform, 
"When Lord Oranborne, thopresentmarquisof 
Salisbury, resigned, Northcote took his place 
(2 March) as secretary for India. He was 
in agreement with Lord Lawrence [q. v.] on 
the non-intervention in Afghanistan, but 
strongly and successfully opposed the an¬ 
nexation of Mysore. Ilu advocated, however, 
in opposition to the viceroy, a large measure 
of financial docontralisatioii, and the creation 
of a separate govermuonl for Bengal, which 



Northcote 641 Northcote 


was eventually carried out by Lord Mayo. lie 
also desired a more systematic employment 
of natives in tbe public service (Lang, life , 
vol, i. ch. is.; R. Boswoeth Smith, life of 
Zord Lawrence, vol, ii. cb. x.; Speech on tbe 
Government of India Amendment Bill—ulti¬ 
mately withdrawn—23 April 1808; and on 
the Indian Budget 12 Aug ; 1868), North¬ 
cote advocated the Abyssinian expedition 
(speech of 27 Nov. 1807), even when some 
ofnis colleagues wavered; but his argument 
addressed to Lawrence, that India ought to 
pay for her contingent, was not convincing. 
On the capture of Magdala, he was warmly- 
praised by Mr. Gladstone for his conduct of 
affairs (2 July 1868). Later on, however, he 
was challenged (8 June 1860) for tho excess 
of the costs over the original estimate, some 
3,300,0007.; but Mr. Candlish’s select com¬ 
mittee, though containing a majority hostile 
to Northcote, negatived the conclusions of its 
chairman without a division. Before leaving 
office (December 1808), Northcote, though 
by no means rich, gave 1,0007, to hospitals 
and other institutions in India. 

Meanwhile Northcote, having resigned his 
seat at Stamford, had been returned at a bv- 
eleation for North Devon (9 May 1860). 
Again successful at the general election of 
1808 (21 Nov.), he was returned unopposed 
on 6 Feb. 1874, and 6 April 1880 with Sir 
Thomas Dyke Acland, a liberal colleague. In 
1869 he went on a yachting cruise with Sir 
George Stucley, and was present at the open¬ 
ing of the Suez Canal (17 Nov.) Elected 
chairman of the Hudson’s Bay Company in 
January1809,he was its governor from March 
18G0 to March 1874. On 24 March 1809 he 
persuaded the company to accept 800,0007. 
m return for the transfer of Prince Rupert’s 
Land to the Canadian government As diffi¬ 
culties existed between the home govern¬ 
ment, Canada, and the company, Northcote 
undertook to collect information, and left 
England on 6 April 1870. He started home 
again on 28 May, having visited New York, 
and ' gaineda clear idea of American hostility, 
Fenian intentions, and the general medley or 
the situation’ {life, i. 338). Bis private 
opinions were that the British government 
had behaved shabbily in the matter of com¬ 
pensation for the half-breeds’ raids, and su¬ 
pinely in not sending a lieutenant-governor 
to occupy the Red River district, and so 
averting the necessity of Colonel (now Vis¬ 
count) Wolseley’s expedition. In June 1871 
he delivered an important speech to the com¬ 
pany on the reorganisation of the fur trade. 

On 13 Feb. 1871 Northcote joined the high 
commission which had been despatched to 
arrange various matters of dispute between 
VOL. xiv. 


Great Britain and the United States. His 
colleagues were Earl de Grey (the present 
Marquis ofRipon), Lord Tenterden, our am¬ 
bassador (SirE. Thornton), Montague Ber¬ 
nard [q. v.], and the Canadian commissioner, 
Sir John Alexander Macdonald [q. v.] The 
questions at issue were the Alabama and 
other claims arising from the American war, 
the Canadian fisheries, the San Juan boun¬ 
dary, and other international complications. 
Northcote’s separate action cannot be traced 
in tho official protocols (Pari. Papers, 1872, 
vol. xliii.), hut it may he gathered that he 
wished to break up the conference on the 
San Juan dispute (Life, ii. 16). The treaty of 
Washington was signed, however, on 8 May 
1871, ana Northcote wrote to Disraeli that 
the settlementwas' afair and just one, giving 
no triumph toeither party,containing nothing 
dishonourable to either, and having the merit 
of laying do wn principles which maybe useful 
inthefuture,’ He afterwnrdsmaintained, both 
in a speech at Exeter, 19 May, and in a letter 
toLord Derby, 6 June1872, that tho Amorican 
commissioners promised to abandon tbe in¬ 
direct claims, and the language of protocol 
xxxvi fairly bears out his interpretation. On 
0 Feb. 1873 he warmly defended the British 
commissioners from the charge of having 
thrown over the Canadians. On his return 
to England Northcote was gazetted (14 Jan. 
1871) president of the commission appointed 
to inquire into the working of the friendly 
societies. According to his domestic letters, 
they discovered ‘ lots of jobs,’ and showed 
‘the rascality of a lot of scamps,’ and the 
reports bear out the assertions (Pari. Papers, 
1871 vol. xx., 1872 vol. xxvi., 1873 vol. 
xxii., and 1874 (with index) vol. xxiii.) 

In Disraeli’s ministry of 1874 Northcote, 
on 18 Feb., was appointed chancellor of the 
exchequer. His Friendly Societies Bill, in¬ 
troduced on 8 June, was withdrawn on 
22 July, having passed its second reading. 
Brought in again, the second reading was 
carried without a division (26 Feb. 1876), 
and the measure became law on 11 Aug. 
It was criticised for its permissive character 
and the absence of compulsory supervision, 
but Northcote replied that government con¬ 
trol was inexpedient in such cases (speech 
at Manchester, 8 Dec. 1876). His first 
budget was introduced on 16 April 1874, and 
in discussing the financial situation with 
Disraeli he pointed out that, contrary to Mr. 
Gladstone’s view, the income-tax had lost its 
temporary character, and had become a fixed 
part ofthefiscal system. In his spseohNorth- 
cote acknowledged a surplus of 5,600,0007., 
and this he was accused of having frittered 
away. As a matter of foot he abolished the 

1 T 
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sugar duties (2,000,0002,), took a penny off Gladstone) on 18 April (see also 
tho income-tax, applied one half-million to the Century for August 1879). Northooto h™ 
reduction of the national debt by turnunable ever, defended his policy,-which was totlir"' 
annuities,andunotherhall'to the relief of local a portion of the payment upon the follo w ;° W 
taxation. Hoalboarguod(speecliatLiverpool, year rather than add to taxation, Intj? 
26 Jan, 1877) that the surplus was ‘got up to samo year ho placed a wholesome thou h 
a certain extent, by putting off claims and hardly sutHciont, check upon local indebted 
charges which would ultimately havo to be ness by his Public Works Loans Bill, On 
met. His second budget (16 April 1876), 10 March 1880 lie confessed that the revenue 
which showed 0 small surplus of496,8732., was hud fallen short of the estimates hy mom 
remarkable for tlic application of on annual than 2,000,0002., and that the floating- doti 
sinking fund of 28,000,0002. to the reduction amounted to 8,000,0002. Of this he proposed 
of tho national debt. On 7 May and 8 Juno to extinguish 6,000,0002. by the creation of 
Mr. Gladstone attacked the idea, because it terminable annuities to ond in 1885. To that 
had ‘ taken a flight into the empyrean,’ and ond he appropriated 600,0002. from his new 
implied nn annual surplus of 600,0002, until sinking fund, but ho repudiated (16 March! 
1906. Northcote, kowever ? carried the sink- Mr. Gladstone’s contention that he was 
ing fund by 189 votes against 122, and sub- ‘ immolating’ that contrivance, 
sequently expressed his belief in the prudence Apart from finance, Northcote (16 March 

of the step (speech at Edinburgh, 9 June 1876) doliverod a spirited speech m defence 
1881). Professor O. F. Unstable (Public of tho ltoyal Titles Bill, and obtained the 
Finance, 1892, pp. 669 - 60) praises the rejection of Lord Ilartingkon’B amendment 
scheme, but adds that 'it is easy to And by a majority of 106 votes. When the re- 
plausible excuses for cutting down tho sum bollion iii Herzegovina reopened tho eastern 
so fixed. Under Mr. Goschen tho 28,000,0002. question, Nortlicot 0 thought that the British 
become, first 20,000,0002., and then only govornmont on refusing to accopt the Berlin 
25,000,0002. ; 0 sum which loaves a very memorandum of 18 May should pat forward 

small margin over tho interest and tormi- an alternative policy, but lio wob ovemdedhy 
noble annuity payments.’ In tho sameyoar lie his collenguos. At llio end of the session 
carried a Savings Bonk Bill, which (27 May) on Disraeli’s cloval ion to tho poerngo, North! 
he defended ogainRt Mr. Gladetono and Pro- coto succeeded him as loader of the house, 
fussor Fawcett. lie was much annoyed hy At Nosloll Priory (26 Sopt.) and at Bristol 
the ministerial blunders in connection with (13 Nov.) lio endeavoured to counteract ths 
the Merchant Shipping 1 Bill, and on 26 July ‘ Bulgarian utrocitios’ agitation, and during 
offered apparently to toko a loss important the following sossion lie made two important 
office (Life, ii. 81), but Uisraoli did not ac- spcochos on eastern affairs (7 Fob. and 
oept tho suggestion. Northeoto was privatuly 14 May), in tho last of which lie laid down 
opposed t,o the purchase of the Suez Ooiml the govermiieuL’s prinoiplo, namely, a strict 
shares (26 Nov.), on tho ground that wo neutrality providod the runto to India wcia 
1 meant quietly to buy ourselves into a pro- neither blocked nor stopped. Though he en- 
pondoratingposition and tk.011 turn Blowhole tertainod grave doubts as to tho expediency 
thing into tin English property.’ llodofoiided of Lord Lylton’s iuterferonco in Afghanistan, 
the transaction, howover, at Manchester Nortlicot 0 spoke (13 Dec. 1878 and 14 Aug. 
(7 Doc. 1876), and in tho house agaiust Mr, 1879) in doiunco of tho Clavugnari mission, 
Gladstone (14 und 21 Feb. 1876). Tho and of tlio war out ailed by its massacre [see 
budgot of 1870, while remedying a deficit of Cayagstaiu, 8m Pinunc Louis Napoleon], 
800,0002. by an extra penny on the income- lJo also (81 March 1870) accepted M re¬ 
lax, placed tho lino of exemption at 1602, sponsibility, on behalf of the government, for 
instead of 1002., and took 1202. instead of the proceedings of Sir Barilo Frore [q.v.] 
802. off incomes between 1602. and 4002. in Zulnland, which also lud to war, 

(speech of 3 April). Tho financial statu- In domestic affairs Northeoto was much 
mont of 12 April 1877 contained little of lianipornd by tho beginnings of parliamentary 
moment; that of 4 April 1878 acknowledged obstruction, as perfected by Parnell and 
a deficit of 2,G'10,0002.,mainly duoto tliovotc Biggur, in tho dobatos on the South Afri- 
of credit of 6,000,0002. for military prepare- can Confederation Bill. Ilis two resolu¬ 
tions against llnBsia, and it was mot by the lions of 27 duly 1877 for altering tho rules 
iseuo of oxchoquor bonds for 2,760,0002. of tho houso, in 1 he matters of ‘naming’ and 
Another deficit of 2,201,0002. in 1879 (speech, suspending u disorderly moinbor and the 
on 3 April), oausotl by commercial depression suppression of dilatory motions, were fol- 
and tho Zulu war, produced a formidable lowed by the twonly-six hours’ sitting of 
iinpeachmout of Northcoto’s finance by Mr. 80 and 81 July. Neither his rule of 24 Feb, 



Northcote 643 Northcote 


1879 prohibiting preliminary debate upon 
going into committee of supply, nor the pro¬ 
viso of 28 Feb. 1880, by which a member 
could be summarily suspended after being 
named from the chair, materially checked 
the practice. His last measure as leader of 
the House of Commons was the Irish Relief 
of Distress Bill, which, after a very rapid pro¬ 
gress, became law on 18 March 1880. 

On the reassembling of parliament on 
20 May the conservatives only numbered 
243 as against 346 liberals and 60 home- 
rulers. Northcote led the opposition, first as 
Beaconsfield’s lieutenant, and, after his death 
in April 1881, as joint leader with Lord Salis¬ 
bury. He soon found a section of his followers 
(■comprising Lord R, Churchill, Mr. A. J. 
Balfour, Sir II. D. Wolff, and [Sir] John 
Gorst, and known as tho ' fourth party ’) 
somewhat impatient of his conciliatory ana 
judicious attitude towards the government. 
But he inflicted damaging defeats on the 
ministry in connection with Mr. Bradlaugh’s 
claim to affirm instead of taking the oath, 
notably on 4 May 1883, when the Affirma¬ 
tion Bill was rejected by a majority of three. 
He also resisted Mr. Gladstone’s closure re¬ 
solution of 20 Feb. 1882, and tho twelve 
resolutions for the curtailment of debate 
were postponed until the autumn session 
(24 Oct. to 2 Deo.) Upon Irish affairs his 
most notable speeches were those of 19 May 
on the Land Bill of 1881, in which he uttered 
a somewhat mild condemnation of that 
measure, though at Brecon on 27 Nov. 1880 
he had declared that the ‘ three Fs ’ stood for 
fraud, force, and folly j and on the ‘Kilmaiu- 
ham Treaty ’ (16 May 1882), in which he dis¬ 
covered ‘ a good deal that required explana¬ 
tion.’ He cordially supported the Preven¬ 
tion of Grime Bill introduced by Sir William 
Harcourt after the murder of Mr. Burke and 
Lord F. Cavendish [q. v.], against the deter¬ 
mined opposition of the home-rulera (see 
especially speeches of 11 May and 24 May 
1882). On 18 June 1883 he moved that Mr, 
Bright had committed a breach of privilege 
in a speech at Birmingham, in which the con¬ 
servatives were described as ‘ allies of the 
Irish rebel party,’ but was defeated by 161 
votes to 117. Northcote discouraged the 
fair trade movement, remarking at New¬ 
castle on 12 Oct. 1881 that protection must 
he regarded as a ‘pious opinion,’ not an 
article of faith (see also Maxwell, Life and 
Times of the Might Hon. W. H, Smith, ii. 
64). He did not take a very prominent 
part in the debates on the Franchise Bill 
ot 1884, hut he spoke frequently during 
the campaign which followed the measure’s 
rejection by the House of Lords, offering at 


Edinburgh (19 Sept.) that if the government 
would lay before parliament the whole plan 
of reform and redistribution, it should receive 
the opposition’s candid consideration. When 
parliament reassembled (24 Oct.) he, in con¬ 
junction with Lord Norton (Sir C. Adilerley), 
helped to arrange the compromise with the 
government, by which the opposition under¬ 
took that the Franchise Bill should pass 
forthwith, on condition that ministers would 
promptly produce the Redistribution Bill, 
and that the details of the latter scheme 
should he communicated to the opposition 
leaders. After a series of conferences be¬ 
tween Lord Salisbury and himself on the 
one hand, and the committee of the cabinet 
(Lord Harrington, Mr. Shaw Lefevre, and 
Sir 0. Dilke) on the other, the crisis ter¬ 
minated by Mr. Gladstone’s production of 
the Redistribution Bill on 1 Dec. North- 
cote’s most important speeches on foreign 
affairs were those on the Transvaal (25 June 
1881), on Egypt (27 June 1882), and on the 
Soudan (12 Feb. 1884), when he moved a 
vote of censure on the government, which 
was negatived by 311 votes to 262. The 
terms oi‘ another vote of censure moved by 
Northcote on 23 Fob. 1886 were considered 
to he too mild by the majority of the con- 
servotives, though the government escaped 
defeat by fourteen only (302 votes to 288). 
In other respects the opposition had become 
dissatisfied with his leadership (ib. ii. 143- 
148). 

On the fall of Mr. Gladstone’s government 
(8 June 1885) Northcote, with great self- 
sacrifice, accepted the almost sinecure office 
of first lord of the treasury, apart from the 
premiership, and on 6 July he took his seat 
m the House of Lords as Earl of Iddesleigh 
and Viscount St. Cyres, On 29 Aug. 1886 
ha was gazetted president of the commission 
to inquire into the depression of trade, the 
last report of which was dated 21 Dec. 1886 
(Marl. Papers, 1886, vols. xxi.-xxiii.); at the 
end of January 1880 the government was 
roplacod bv Mr. Gladstone’s third adminis¬ 
tration. On 8 March 1886 Northcote was 
entertained at Willis’s Rooms by his political 
friends, both liberal and conservative, and 
presented with a handsome testimonial. On 
the formation of Lord Salisbury’s second 
ministry, Iddesleigh became foreign secre¬ 
tary (27 July), and had to deal with the 
complications in the Balkan States, produced 
by the kidnapping of Prince Alexander of 
Bulgaria on 21 Aug. He was accused of 
adopting a policy of rash irritation, hut his 
despatches by no means bear out the view 
(ib. 1887, xci. 1-317), though his remarks on 
29 Sept, to the Russian ambassador, M. de 
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Staal, about General Kaulbars’s mission to 
Sofia were certainly outspoken. Iddesleigh 
also, on 17 Dec,, expressed a strong objection 
to the Prince of Mingrelia’s candidature for 
the vacant Bulgarian throne, because of' his 
being avossal, or rather a subject, of Russia.’ 
Disputes having arisen between tho Do¬ 
minion of Canada and the United States 
about tho rights of American fishermen in 
Canadian waters, ho advocated (80 Nov.) a 
settlement based on mutual concessions 
rather than an ad interim arrangement (ib. 
p. 758). On 23 Dec. Lord R. Churchill 
suddenly resigned, and Iddusleigh moat un¬ 
selfishly placed liis scat in the cabinet at the 
premier’s disposal, to facilitate a possible 
coalition with the liberal unionists. lie 
learned that his offer had been accepted on 
4 Jan., after an announcement to that effect 
had been allowed to appear in the uows- 
papors, and a few days afterwards ho de¬ 
clined the presidency of the council, On 
7 Jan 1887 he spolro on tho Prince of Wales’s 
scheme of an Imperial Institute in com¬ 
memoration of the queen’s jubilee, at a moot¬ 
ing held nl Exeter, ovor which ho prosidod 
as lord-lieutenant of Devon. Tho last office 
he had filled since 8 Jan. 1888, Arrived in 
London on the lltli, with tho object of 
speaking on hBkalf of that project at tko 
Mansion House, ke was on tho following 
day Baized by an attack of syncopo in tho 
ante-room of tho prime minister’s houso iu 
Downing Street, and died at 3.C KM., in tho 
prcsenco of Lord Salisbury, hie secretary, 
Mr. Henry Manners, and two doctors. On 
the 18th he was buried, according to liis 
wish, at Upton Pync, Devonshire, wliilo 
services wore simultaneously conducted at 
■Westminster Abbey, Exeter Cathodral, and 
St. Giles’s Cathodral, Edinburgh. 

Northcotewas elected lord rector of Edin¬ 
burgh University on 3 Nov. 1883, and de¬ 
livered his address on 29 Jan. 1884. IIo was 
also present, in April at tho Tercentenary 
Festival, and on 3 Nov. 1885 ho delivored to 
the students alect.uro on ‘The Pleasures, tho 
Dangers, and tho Usos of Desultory Ron ding,’ 
which waB republished that year, liis re¬ 
print for the Jtoxbnrghe Club of ‘ Tho Tri- 
umphes of Petrarch ’ appeared after his death 
in 1887, whilo his ‘Lectures and Essays,’ 
1887, 8vo, were, odilod by his widow. IIo 
was a man of wide and various reading, and 
wrote humorous poetry and plays for his 
family cirole (Life, ii. xx). His portrait was 
painted by G. Richmond, R.A., in 1836, and 
by Edwin Long, R, A., in 1883; tho first pic¬ 
ture is at The Pynos, tho second in the posses¬ 
sion of tho Viscountoss nambledon, and 
photogravures of both are profixod to Mr. 


Andrew Lang’s ‘ Life.’ Two statues’^ 
euted in 1887 by Sir E, Boehm, R.A ettad" 
the one in the vestibule of the House of Com ’ 
mons, the other on Northornhay, Exeter 

Northcole was perhaps the most d,!™ 
minded politician that has taken part in' 
English public life since Lord Althorp ‘Ha 
seemed,’ said Mr, Gladstone 
27 Jan. 1887),. ‘ to be a man incapable 
senting an injury: a man in whom it was 
tho fixed habit of thought to put himse lf 
wholly out of view when he had before him 
the attainment of groat public objects,’ As 
apolitical loader lio sometimes lacked initio, 
five, but it would be quite incorrect to b&t 
that ho was wanting in oourago. Lord Salas 
limy remarked {ib.) that < ho was eminently 
cautious ... hut the peculiarity of it was 
this., that the caution had in it no shade of 
timidity. Whon his temper was cold and 
abstract his counsel always erred, if it erred 
at all, on tho side of caution; but when per¬ 
plexity or real danger arose there was no 
man who was freer from any counsel of fesr 
than Lord Tddesleigli.’ Asa speaker he was 
lucid, though without oratorical graces, and 
carriod conviction by tlio force of his cha¬ 
racter. Ilis opportunities for constructive 
statesmanship wore not many, but as a 
financier ho (lcsorvos high credit for one of 
tho few sorious altompts to reduce tke na¬ 
tional dobt, and for his acknowledgment of 
tho fact that tho incomu-tax had ceased to 
bo a temporary impost. Ho was an ardent 
Devonian, and took pleasure, without ex¬ 
celling, in country pursuits. 

Norllicoto married, on 6 Aug. 1848, Cecilia 
Frances {!>. 1822), tho daughter of Tkomns 
Farror of Lincoln’s Inn Fiolds, and the sister 
of the first Lord Farror; she survived him. 
Of his eight children, Waltor Stafford (b. 
1846) succeeded him as socond earl, while 
tho second son, ITcmy Ht afford {!>, 1846), wbb 
created Baron Northcote in 1000. 


(Andrew Lang’s Life, Letters, and Diaries of 
Stafford Norlhcolo, first Earl of Iddesleigh, 
1890; Worthy’s Lift) of (ho Earl of Iddesleigh, 
of little value; W. S. Churchill's Ufa of Lord 
Randolph Churchill, 1900; Morloy's Life of 
Gladstone, 1903 ; Sir M. E. &. Duff in Fort¬ 
nightly Review, vol. xxxi.; Lord Coleridge in 
Macmillan’s Magazine, vol. lvii.; Viscount Omn- 
brook and Alfred Austin in the National Re¬ 
view, vol. viii.; Tho Times, 13 Jan. 1887-1 

L. 0. S. 


NORTHCOTE, WILLIAM (d. 1783?), 
naval surgeon, passed on 20 Oct, 1767 an 
examination for naval surgeons at tke Sur- 
goons’Company in London, and was declared 
to bo fit to act as ‘ socond mate to a fourth 
rate.’ On 18 Oct. 1760 his name again appears 
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as> having been examined and ‘ found fit to 
act as first mate to a first rate.’ He never 
became a member of the company, but on 
8 Feb. 1771 he -was certified by the Surgeons’ 
Company to be * qualified to act as surgeon 
to a first rate.’ His first warrant is dated 
11 Feb. 1771, and he is said to have served 
in the Dublin, His professional works, com¬ 
piled for the guidance of naval surgeons, show 
that he was engaged on aetiva service in all 
parts of the world, and he professed to be 
specially conversant with the treatment of 
diseases occurring in tropical countries. He 
is marked as dead in the admiralty list for 
1783. 

Northcote’s writings are of little medical 
interest, as he does not cite cases, and rarely 
describes any of his own methods of treat¬ 
ment. Their titles are: 1. ‘The Marine Prac¬ 
tice of Physic and Surgery,’in two vols. Lon¬ 
don, 1770. This is Northcote’s chief work; 
and it exhibits, in the rare instances of allu¬ 
sion to his personal experiences, descriptive 
powers of a high order. The preface is dated 
from Cornwall 12 June 1769. The most in¬ 
teresting part of the work is an appendix 
containing ‘Some brief Directions to be ob¬ 
served by the Sea Surgeon previous to and 
in an Engagement,’ in which the author re¬ 
lated iu a most graphic manner the difficulties 
attending the practice of his art at sea when 
the shipwas under fire. 2. ‘ The Anatomy 
of the Human Body, for the Use of Naval 
Practitioners,’Loudon, 1772. 8. ‘AConcise 
History of Anatomy,’London, 1772. 4. ‘Me- 
thodus Preaoribendi,’ London, 1772—a copy 
of the pharmacopooias of the London, Edin¬ 
burgh, Paris, and St. Petersburg Hospitals, 
with the formulee in use in the English and 
Bussian fleets, and in the British army. 

[Information supplied by Mr. Trimmer, the 
Bocrctarj of the Royal Cofiogo of Surgeons of 
England, and by Dr. Norbury, O.B., deputy in¬ 
spector-general, B.N.] L’A, P. 

NORTHESK, seventh Earl oj. [See 
Oarnegie, Wiet.tam, 1768-1831.] 

NORTHEY, Sir EDWARD (1652- 
1723), attorney-general, horn in 1662, was 
son of William Northey of London, esq. 
The latter was probably the son of Thomas 
Northey who matriculated at Oxford (Wad- 
ham College) in June 1834, and was after¬ 
wards a barrister of the Middle Temple. 
Edward was educated at St. Paul’s School, 
under Samuel Cromleholme, and at Queen’s 
College, Oxford, where he matriculated 4 Deo. 
1868, aged 16. His name does not appear 
in the register of graduates. In 1674 ho was 
called to the bar at the Middle Temple, and 


in 1697 was made a bencher of that society. 
In June 1701, on the promotion of Sir Thomas 
Trevor to be lord chief justice of the common 
pleas, Northey was made attorney-general, 
This offico he held till 1707, and again from 
1710 till March 1718, when he resigned with 
apension of 1,6001. a year. On 1 June 1702 
he was knighted. He was engaged in many 
state trials, notably in that of David Lindsay 
for high treason, 1704, and in that of John 
Tutchin [q, v.], so cruel in its sequel, for libel. 
Among his extant ‘ opinions’ on cases sub¬ 
mitted to him is one referring to an appoint¬ 
ment held by Addison (EgertonMS. 1971, f. 
19). In December 1710 he was elected 
M.P. for Tiverton, and in September 1716 
he was appointed a commissioner under the 
act for budding fifty new churches in and 
about London and Westminster. He died 
on 16 Aug. 1728. 

In 1687 (license dated 1 Dec.) he married 
Ann Jollifre of St. Martin Outwich in the 
city of London. By this lady, who died on 
14 Aug, 1748, he had a daughter, Anne, 
wife of Robert, Lord Raymond [q. v.], lord 
chief-justice. 

[Foster’s Alumni Oxon. 1300-1714, iii. 1078; 
Gardiner's Admission Registers of St. Paul’s 
School, p. 63, and of Wadham College, p. 114; 
Nichols’s Lit. A need. ix. 690 ; Gent. Mag. 1743, 
I>. 443; information from Mr. W. R. Douthwnito, 
librarian of Gray’s Inn; State Trials, xiv. 1018, 
1106; Addit. MSS. (Brit. Mus.), Nos. 6726 p. 
6, 12201, 80222, f. 22; Lansdowno MS. 604, 
f. 12. Letters of a William and Thomas Northey, 
presumably those mentioned above, are in Ad- 
dit. MS. 11010, ff. 112-30.] J. E. L. 

NORTHINGTON, Earls or. [See 
HENLEY, Robert, first Earl, 1708 P-1772 ; 
Henley, Robert, second Earl, 1747-1786.] 

NORTHLEIGH, JOHN, M.D. (1667- 
1706), physician, horn at Hamburg in 1667, 
was eon of John Northleigh, merchant, of 
ExminBter, Devonshire. Another account 
makes him horn at Oadeleigh, Devonshire. 
He matriculated as a sojourner from Exoter 
College, Oxford, on 23 March 1674-6, aged 17, 
and in 1081 graduated B.O.L. In 1682 he 
became a student of the Middle Temple, and 
was in the same year incorporated LL.B. 
at Magdalene College, Cambridge (Foster, 
Alumni Oxon. 1600-1714, iii. 1078). _ He 
was subsequently chosen fellow of King’s 
College, Cambridge, proceeded LL.D. m 
1087, and eventually became M.D, In May 
1688 he was an unsuccessful candidate for 
a fellowship at All Souls' College, Oxford. 
He was an adherent of James H, and wrote 
ably in his dofence. For many years he 
practised at Exeter, but apparently devoted 
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more attention to polemical theology than 
to hia profession. lie was an ardent sup¬ 
porter of tho church of England, and dis¬ 
tinguished himself by various writings again st 
the independents and prosby 1 erians, lie died 
on the 17th and was buried in Exeter Cathe¬ 
dral on 24 Jan. 1704-6, leaving by his wife 
Frances (d. 1716) a son John (1701-1726). 
There is a monument to llieir memory on tho 
south side of the lady-chapel in Exoler 
Cathedral. 

Northleigh wrote: 1. ‘ Exerchationes Phi- 
lologicro tree: prima Infanticidium, poeraa 
credulain expmnens matrem . . . prolem 
euam interfeoisse. Seounda Spes oxtatica 
. . . Tertia Philosophia vindicate,’ &c,, 4 to, 
Oxford, 1081. 2. * The Parallel, or the now 
specious Association an old rehoUious Cove¬ 
nant; closing with a disparity between a 
true Patriot and a factious Associator’ 
[anon.], folio, London, 1082, highly com¬ 
mended hy Dr. Lauronce Womack in his 
‘Letter coniaining n farther Justification of 
tho Church of England against the Dis- 
sontors,’ 1082 (p, 60). S. ‘ A Oontcol 11c- 
ileotion on tho Modest Account, [by Lord 
Shaftesbury], and a Vindication of tho Loyal 
Ahhorrers from tho calumnies of a fuctious 
pen,’ folio, London, 1082. 4. ‘ Tho Triumph 
of our Monarchy over tho Plots and Prin¬ 
ciples of our Rebels and Republicans, boiug 
Remarks on (heir most Eminent Libels,’ 
8vo, London, 1685. 6. ‘ Parliament, um IV 
oifleum, or the Happy Union of King and 
People in an healing Parliament,’ 4 to, Lou¬ 
don, March 1088. This ingenious, smartly 
written dofenco of James II elicited throe 
answers in Dutch, besides being translated 
into French and Dutch. Gilbert Burnet 
[q. v.], afterwards bishop of Salisbury, who 
had boon assailed in it on account' of his 
letter addressed from tho Hague Lo Lord 
Middloton on 3 May 1687, replied in a ‘Vin¬ 
dication of liimsoli,’ whereupon Northleigh 
rejoined with (6) ‘Dr. Burnet’s Reflections 
upon a Book, ontituled “ Parliamuntum Pa- 
oifioum ”... answered,’ 4 to, London, July 
1088. 7. ‘Topographical Descriptions, with 
Hislorico-Pohticol and Medico-Physical Ob¬ 
servations made in two soveral Voyages 
through most parts of Europe,’ 8vo, London, 
1702 (reprinted in vol. ii. of J. Harris's ‘Bi- 
hliotheoa,’ odits. 1706 and 1744), A socond 
volume was to have contained Italy, and a 
third Germauy, Hungary, Denmark, and 
Sweden, but only tho first volnmo, contain¬ 
ing tho Netherlands, Franco, Savoy, and 
Piedmont,| appeared. There is no indication 
of tho periods at which tho tours wore made. 

Two letters from Northleigh to Archbishop 
Sancroft, dated respeotivoly 2 Juno 1088 and 


January 1692-3, uro among the Tanner 1138 
m tho Bodleian Library (xxviii. 02 audio* 
420). A copy of tho second leChk 
llawlinson MS. 0. 739, f. 138. “ 

[Wood’s Atlionio Oxen. ed. Bliss, iv go2- 
Boaso’s Rogibtrum Collogii Exoniensis ii 23 s! 
Exetor Cathedral Burial Register; TaiinorMs’ 
eccxl. 291; information from J. Brooking Bows' 
esq., F.S.A.; Visit aliocBof Devonshire,ed Vivi™,' 
p 581; Munk’a Medical Worthies of Devon in 
Exotor Western Times for September 18551 

0.G. 


NORTHMORE, THOMAS (1766-1851) 
miscollanoous writer and inventor, eldest son 
of Thomas Northmore, carp of Oleve House 
Devon, by Elizaboth, daughter and heiress of 
Richard Osgood, esq., of Fulham, was horn st 
Clevo in 1700, and educated first at Tiverton 
School, and noxt at Emmanuel College Cam¬ 
bridge, where ho graduated B.A. m 1780 
and ALA. in 1792 (Oraduati Cantabr., 1848 
p. 231). On 19 May 179J ho was elected a 
fellow of tho Society of Anliquories (Goran 
Chronological List, p. 00). Afterwords he 
retired 1 o oulLivat o hit, pat ornal OBtato, where 
ho resided until his death, dividing his time 
between mechanics, literature, and politics, 
In tile liberal or radical interest ho contested 
tho city of Exeter in Juno 1818, when he 
oulv polled 293 votes. He also unsuccess¬ 
fully contested BanisLftplo. ITis favourite 
branches of study were gonlogy and the early 
British languages. Tho most interesting 
ovonl in his life was tlm discovery about 1824 
of tho ossiferous nature of Kent's cavern at 
Torquay. Ho found beneath the bod of mud 
which lies under tho stalagmitio flooring of 
tho cavern tho tusk of a hyiona, and soon 
affcorwards a motatarsal bono of the cavern 
bear. These wore tho first fruits of a series 
of excavations which produced a rich harvest 
of foBsil remains, andlind an important bear¬ 
ing on speculations as to t lm antiquity of tho 
human raco ( The Torquay Guide, 1841,p.121). 
Tho subsequent exploration of the cavern, 
undertaken by William Pongolly [q.v.] under 
tho auspices of tho British Association,occu¬ 
pied Rixteon yoars (Timer, 20 March 1894, 
p. 6, ool. 6). Northmore died at Fiirzobrook 
II ouso, near Axminslor, on 20 May 1861. 

lie married, first, Ponolopo, oldest daugh¬ 
ter of Sir William Erlo welby, bart., of 
Denton Hall, Lincolnshire, and, secondly, 
Emmeline, fifth daughter of Sir John Eden, 
hart., of Windiest ouo Purk and Beamish 
Park, Durham. By his first wife he had one 
son, and hy ins socond wife one son and nine 
daughters. Tho oldest son, Thomas Welby 
Northmore, married his cousin Kotherine, 
third daughter of Sir William Earle Welby 
bart., ana died before his father, leaving 
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two sons—Thomas Welby, who succeeded his 
grandfather in the paternal estates, and John, 
who joined the civil service in Ceylon. 

His works are : 1. ‘ TpvtpiaSapov ’iXi'ou 
AX ao-ts. De plurimismendispurgnta, etnotis 
illustrate a T. Northmore’ (Greek), London, 
1791, 8 vo ; reissued with a Latin version in 
1801. 2. ‘ Plutarch’s Treatise upon the Dis¬ 
tinction between a Friend ana Flatterer, 
with Hemarks,’ London, 1793, 8 vo. 8 . 1 Me¬ 
moirs of Planetes, or a Sketch of the Laws 
and Manners of Makar. By Phileleutherus 
Devoniensis,’ London, 1795, 8 vo, In this 
work a Utopian form of government is de¬ 
scribed. 4. ‘ A Triplet of Inventions, con¬ 
sisting of a Description of a Nocturnal or 
Diurnal Telegraph, a Proposal for on Uni¬ 
versal Character, and a Scheme for facili¬ 
tating the Progress of Science; exemplified 
in the Osteologicalpart of Anatomy,’ Exeter, 
1796, 8 vo (of. Groves, Pasilogia, p. 75). 
6 .‘ A Quadruplet of Invention,’Exeter, 1798, 
Svo; an augmented edition of the 1 Triplet,’ 
6 . An edition of Gray’s ‘ Tour through Eng¬ 
land and Wales’ [1799], 12mo. 7. ‘Of 

Education foundod upon Principles. Part 
the First. Time: previous to the Age of 
puberty,’ London, 1800, 12mo. 8. ‘ Wash¬ 
ington: or Liberty restored : a Poem in ten 
Books,’London, 1809,8vo; Baltimore, 1809, 
12mo; noticed in ‘Quarterly Review/ ii. 
865-75. In ‘ Nioholson’s Journal ’ he wrote 
on ‘Effeots on Gases by change in their 
Habitudes, or Electivo Attractions, wheu 
mechanically compressed,’ 1806 (xii. 868 ), 
and on ‘Condensed Gases,’ 1800 (xiii. 238). 

[Brnggemann's Engl. Editions of Greek and 
Latin Authors, pp.322,441; Biogr. Diet, of Living 
Authors, 1810, p. 254 ; Cooper's Memorials of 
Cambridge,ii. 380; Davidson’s Bibl. Devoniensis, 
pp. 29, 206, Snppl. p. 7; Illustrated London 
News, 14 June, 1861, p. 546 j Lit. Memoirs of 
Living Authors, p. 80; Lowndes’s Bibl. Man. 
(Bolin), p. 1704; Woolmor’sExeter and Plymouth 
Gazette, 7 .Tune 1861, p. 6.] T. C. 

NORTHUMBERLAND, Duties of, 
[See Dummy, J ohn, first Duke, 1502 P-1563; 
Fitzboy, George, first Duke of the second 
creation, 1665-1716 j Percy, Hush, first 
Duke of the third creation, 1715-1786 ; Perot, 
Hugh, second Duke, 1742-1817; Perot, 
Hugh, third Duke, 1786-1847 ; Perot, 
Algernon, fourth Duke, 1792-1866.] 

NORTHUMBERLAND, titular Duke 
oi. [See Dudeet, Sib Robert, 1578-1649.] 

NORTHUMBERLAND, Earls of. 
[See Moroar,^. 1060; Corsi, d . 1007 ; Gos- 
patriok,^?, 1067 ; Comin, Robert de, d . 1069 ; 
Waetheoe, d. 1076; Walohbh, d. 1080; 
Mowbray, Robert de, d. 1125 P ; Pudsey, 
Boas be, 1126 P-1 196; Febot, Henbt, first 
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Eire of thePorcy family, 1342-1408; Percy, 
Henry, second E oil, 1394-1455; Percy, 
Henry, third Earl, 1421-1461, under Percy , 
Henry, second Earl ; Neville, John, d 
1471; Percy, Henry, fourth E rm, 1440 
1489; Percy, Henry Algernon, fifth Earl, 
1478-1527; Percy, Henry Algernon, sixth 
Earl, 1502 P-1537; Percy, Thomas, seventh 
Earl, 1528-1572; Pdroy, Henry, eighth 
Earl, 1532 P-1585; Percy, Henry, ninth 
Earl, 1564-1632; Perot, Algernon, tenth 
Earl, 1602-1608.] 

NORTHUMBRIANS, Kingb of the. 
[See Etuelfrid, d. 617; Edwin, 685 P- 
638 ; Oswald, 605 P-642; Oswy, 612 P- 
670; Aldfrith, d. 705; Oshdd, 697 P- 
716; Osbio, d, 729; Oswulf, d. 768; 
Ceolwulf, d. 764; EArnmnr, d.708; Osrbd, 
d. 792; Oswulf, d. 799; EARDWum?,d.810; 
Osberht, d. 807; /Ella, d. 867.] 

NORTHWELL or NORWELL, WIL¬ 
LIAM BE (d. 1808), baron of the exchequer, 
probably took his name from Norwell, Not¬ 
tinghamshire, of which he was doubtless a 
native. Another William de Northwell was 
appointed rector of St. Clement’s, Eastcheap, 
in 1309. The future baron was clerk of the 
king’s kitchen in 1313. In 1327 he apparently 
adhered to Edward II, but received a pardon 
from the regency in the same year. In March 
1329 he was presented to the ‘ church of 
Oandlewvke-street, London ’ (Tanner, p. 
165), ana on 14 April he accompanied the 
king to France; on 27 July he was presented 
to the church of Wistow, Lincolnshire, and 
soon after to a moiety of that of Eckington, 
Derbyshire. On 14 Aug. 1381 he received the 
living of Bainton, Yorkshire, but the pre- 
sentatiou was revoked on 28 Sept.; on 31 July 
he was granted for life the custody of the 
hospital of St. Nicholas, Carlisle. On 14Dec. 
1832 he received the prebend of Freeford, 
Staffordshire (Cal, Patent Polls, 1880-4, p. 
877), and in 1832 that of Norwell Overhall in 
the diocese of Southwell by royal grant, hut 
the Archbishop of York disputed the right of 
presentation; Northwell was finally installed 
on 13 Sept. 1888 (16 p.478; LENEVE,iii.437). 
On 12 Sept. 1835 Northwell was appointed 
keeper of the king's wardrobe, ana Tanner 
says he received a prebend in Wolverhampton 
Church on 21 June 1388. In 1340 he resigned 
the wardrobe, and on 21 June was made a 
baron of the exchequer, hut soon resumed 
office at the wardrobe (of. Palgrave, Ancient 
Ealendars, iii. passim). 

In 1346 Northwell accompanied the king 
on his Ora^y campaign, and kept the accounts 
of the expedition ( Three Fifteenth-Century 
Chronicles, Camden Soa., p, 86 ). He re- 
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mained at Calais until the following year, 
assisting in the administration of the town. 
On 8 Deo. 1848 he was presented by the 
Black Prince, as Earl of Chester, to the living 
of Stockport; but this did not prevent his 
continuance at the wardrobe. He died in 
1308. North well was succeeded in the pre¬ 
bend of Norwell Overhall first by a John de 
Northwell, and then by another William de 
Northwell, and several Northwells appear 
as benefactors of Southwell Cathedral. A 
William de Northwell wrote, according to 
Pits (p. 867), ‘ Quasdam historias de rebus 
Anglicis,’ of which no copy seems hnown. 

[Authorities quoted; Calenders of Close and 
Patent Bolls, passim; Cal. Bot. Pat. (Record ed.), 
p. 137 6; Kymer’s Feodora (Eecord ed.); Bot. 
Origin. Abbreviation. 141 j Parl.Writs,iii. 1282; 
Hardy’s Beg, PaL Dunelmenso, iv. 104; Bolts’s 
Order of the Garter, pp. 383—7; Tanner’s Bibl. 
Brit.-Hib.; Foss’s Judges, iii. 460; Brown’s Not¬ 
tinghamshire Worthies, pp. 60-3.] A. F. P. 

NORTHWOLD, HUGH of (d. 1264), 
bishop of Ely, took his name from his birth¬ 
place, Northwold in Norfolk, lie was a 
monk and eventually abbot of the great Bene- 
diotine abbey of Bury St. Edmunds. On the 
death of Abbot Sampson, 30 Doc. 1211, King 
John had claimed to nominate the abbot, and, 
seizing the property of the abbey, retained it 
for a year and a half. At last, in July 1218, 
he requested the conventual body, ‘according 
to the oustom of England,’ to send him ‘ cer¬ 
tain discreet persons, of whom one should he 
chosen.’ Disregarding the king’s mandate, 
the monks deputed seven of their body to 
select an abbot, binding themselves by oath to 
accept their choice. By themQugh of Norlh¬ 
wold—‘vir mirae simplicitatis ot mansue- 
tudiuis’—who had gained general goodwill 
by a combination of gentleness and firmness, 
was unanimously chosen. John was indig¬ 
nant, and refused to confirm the election, 
Ho had his own adherents in the body. 

T, igh was not equally acceptable to all, and a 
oe struggle arose between the two parties, 
long series of complications ensued, 
a remaining obstinate in spite of Aroh- 
op Langton’s intercession, Norlhwold 
ered the matter to Nicholas,_ the papal 
de, who had recently arrived in England 
remove the interdict. But Nicholas camo 
no decision, end Northwold sent) a mes¬ 
senger to Pope Innocent^ invoking his aid. 
Robert of Graveley, the sacrist, who headed 
the royalist party among the monks, sent a 
counter embassy, and Innocent (18 May 
1214) commissioned three English eoclesias- 
tios to inquire into the election, and confirm 
it if found valid. The papal delegates—the 
abbot of Wardon, the prior of Dunstable, 


and the dean of Salisbury—met in the chan, 
ter-house at Bury. On the question comm* 
to the vote the monks were almost equally 
divided—thirty-two for, and thirty against 

the election. The commission adjourned till 
20 July, when three representatives of each 
party met at St. Albane and confirmed the 
election. After sending a humble request 
to the king that he would signify his consent 
to the choice or state his reasons for with¬ 
holding it, Northwold started for Poitou to 
plead his causo in person. John received him 
courteously, and desired him to return to 
Bury, where he promised to meet him. This 
he did early in November. The monks were 
summoned'into the chapter-houBe, and a large 
majority declared in favour of the election, 
Robert the sacrist, however, and life adherents 
continued so determined in their opposition 
that, after much wrangling and repeated ad¬ 
journments, the king’s agents recommended 
Northwold to resign the abbacy in the in¬ 
terests of peace. N orthwold refused, and the 
question was again submitted to the delegates, 
who met at Heading 12 Jan. 1216, and again 
at Bury 12 Feb. The sacrist did all he could 
to obstruct tho proceedings, but j udgmeut was 
given in Northwold’s favour on 10 Maroh, 
and tho sacrist and the party of opposition 
consented to receive the kiBs of peace. 

Tho royal assent had yet to be obtained. 
Northwold mot the king at his hunting-lodge 
in Sherwood Forest, hut, though graciously 
reoeived,he could obtain nothing beyond fur 
words. John’s trusted councillor, 'William 
Brewer[q.v.], advised him to ronowhis appeal 
to the king and barons at Oxford. Great in¬ 
terest was made for him there; but though 
John hud in the provious January granted 
free election to tho church, it was made 
evident that his assent would not be given 
without a substantial bribe. This Northwold 
indignantly refused to givo, and he retamed 
on 17 April to Bury. It was now clear that he 
must take the matter into his own bands,and, 
by the advice of Archbishop Langton,he re¬ 
ceived the abbatial benediction fromBenedict, 
bishop of Rochestor, at Hailing on 17 May 
1216. Johnconlinuingtotemporise,thearch- 
bishop and the barons advised Norlhwold to 
press for the royal assent till he gave way. 

The crisie of John’s reign was now grow¬ 
ing imminont. Ten days before the signing 
of Magna Oharta Northwold reached Wind¬ 
sor. lie was, as usual, received with gracious 
spesohes, ana direoted to meet the king at 
Runnymede, where, 10 June 1216, after long 
discussion and negotiation, he was admitted 
to favour, and invited to the royal table, 
The next day ho swore foalty, and did homage 
for the temporalities of the abbey. He pro- 
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bably returned to Bury before the signing of 
Miypa CSharta on the 16th. 

During the fourteen years he presided 
over the abbey 1 he so bore himself as.to win 
the love and respect of all without prejudice.’ 
Northwold’s calm wisdom and mild and 
attractive bearing gained the favour of the 
young king, Henry III, by whom, in 1227, he 
was appointed one of the itinerant justices for 
Norfolk, and on the death of Geoffrey de 
Burgh was selected to fill the vacant see of 
Ely. He was consecrated at Canterbury on 
10 June 1229 by Jocelin of Wells andHenry 
of Rochester, on the same day as Archbishop 
Wethershed and Soger of London (Matt. 
Pabis, Hist. Angl. iii. 164,190). As bishop 
he retained the monastic habit and mode of 
life (ili. p. 818). In October 1286 he was des¬ 
patched, together with Balph, bishop of Here¬ 
ford, to receive Henry Ill’s affianced bride 
Eleanor, daughter of Baymond IV, count 
of Provence, and escort her to England, He 
travelled at his own expense, landed with 
the princess at Dover in January 1286, was 
present at the wedding coremony in Can¬ 
terbury Cathedral on the 14th of that month, 
and at the coronation in Westminster Abbey 
on the following Sunday (Braun, i. 841,344- 
846; Matt. Pabis, iii. 884^-6, y. 880). The 
following year he went by the kino desire 
to the congress summoned by the Emperor 
Frederick at Vaucouleurs for 24 June 1287; 
hut, the congreBS being deferred to the follow¬ 
ing year, he and the other deputies returned 
re mfecta (iS.pp. 398-4). He was summoned 
to the council of Lyons in 1246, but was ex¬ 
cused by the pope on the plea of ill-health 
(tb. iv. 414). He attended the parliament 
in London in 1248, when remonstrances were 
ineffectually made against the foreign fa¬ 
vourites (of. v. 6), and m the same year he laid 
a formal complaint before the king, with as 
little result, of his high-handed suspension of 
the fair of St. Etheldreda at Ely and other 
fairs in the kingdom, for the benefit of 
his own newly established fair at Westmin¬ 
ster (tb. p. 29), In 1249, by giving Eobert 
Passelew [q. v.] the church of Dereham, he 
offended Henry, who desired the benefiee for 
bis half-brother Ethelmor. He was present 
at the meeting of bishops at Dunstable on 
24 Feb. 1261 to protest against Archbishop 
Boniface’s claim of visitation (tb. p. 266), and 
at that held in the October of the following 
year inLondon, to tako into considsration the 
king’s demand of a tenth of the church reve¬ 
nues for three years to enable him to fulfil 
his vow of going on crusade, and joined in 
the refusal ‘lest the church should he 
pauperised.’ Henry tried in vain to gain 
Northwold over by flattering words and Mr 


promises, and on his continuing firm he flew 
mto a passion and opprohriously ordered kim 
to he turned out of doors, and never to ap- 

S ear in his presence again (ib. pp, 880, 832). 

inly the month before, on the dedication of 
the new eastern limb of Ely Cathedral, which 
Northwold, ‘ omnis honoris et honestatis 
amator magnifleus,’ had erected at his own 
cost to receive the shrine of St. Etheldreda 
and her sister saints, Henry had been magni¬ 
ficently entertained by him, together with 
his immense suite, in the hall of the palace, 
which he lmd also built (tb. p. 322). 

Northwold’s mild and placable disposition 
was shown when, on one of the king's violent 
and brutal Poitevin half-brothers, WrUiamof 
Valence, in 1262 having committed a wanton 
outrage at thebishop’s park-lodge at Hatfield, 
bursting open the cellar door, broaohing the 
wine casks, wasting their contents, and mal¬ 
treating his steward, he calmly said, ‘ What 
need was there to plunder when all might 
have been had for the civil asking P ’ addmg 
sadly, ‘ It is a cursed thing to hare so many 
kings in one land and all of them tyrants ’ 
(iA pp. 848-6). 

Northwold took his place in the parlia¬ 
ment of May 1263 when Magna Oharta was 
solemnly confirmed (ib. pp. 373-6), and at¬ 
tended Queen Eleanor’s purification feast 
6 Jan. 1264 (ib. p. 421). This was his last 
recorded public appearance. He died at 
his manor of Downham on 9 Aug. of the same 
yeai’j and was buried behind the high altar 
of his cathedral, on the north side of the 
exquisitely beautiful presbytery which he 
had erected. On the monument over his 


grave, supporting his marble effigy, is carved 
the martyrdom of St. Edmund, over whose 
abbey he had so long and honourably pre¬ 
sided, 


than Northwold in public estimation. HiB 
mild and winning disposition, tempered by 
firmness, secured general goodwill. ‘Bichin 
alms and good works,’ he expended the large 
revenues of the see with a wise liberality, and 
built much, both at Ely end on his various 
manors. The king himself was a recipient 
of his bounty, obtaining large pecuniary aid 
from him when planning a foreign expedition 
(ib. vi. 830). He may in soma sense he re¬ 
garded ( as one of the early helpers to the 
foundation of the university of Cambridge, 
having obtained exemption from taxation for 
two houses belonging to tbe hospital of St. 
John the Evangelist, near St. Peter’s Church, 
in which his next successor but one, Hugh 
of Balsham, founded Peterhouse, the earliest 
college in the university (MuixnranR, TJniv, 
of Camb. i. 228). Matthew Paris oalls him 



Northwood 


650 Northwood 


'theflower of the Benedictine order, shining 
brilliantly as an abbot among abbots, and 
ns a bishop among bishops; profuse in his 
hospitality, and at table maintaining a calm 
cheerfulness which attracted all beholders ’ 
(Hist. Angl, vi. 454). 

[Matthow Paris’s Hist. Mnjora, loco. cit.; Me¬ 
morials of St. Edmund’s Abbey (Rolls Soi.); 
Electio Hugonis, ii. 20 ff.; Hjarl. MS. 1005 ; 
Godwin, Do Pranulibus Anglias, ed. Richard¬ 
son, i. 266; Bontham’s History of Ely, pp. 140-8 ; 
Rymor’s Feodora, i. 344, 340; Lo Neve's Fasti 
Ecel. Angl.] E. V, 

NORTHWOOD or NORTHWODE, 
JOHN dd, Babon Nobtiiwood (1254-1319), 
son of Roger de Northwood [q. v.], was horn 
on 24 June 1264 (Qalend. Oencalogicwn, i. 
359). ne succBedod his father in November 
1286. In 1291-2 he was omployed on a com¬ 
mission of oyer and torminer in Kent (Cal. 
Pat. Molls Echo. 1, 1281-92, pp. 612-13); and 
in J 292 and 1293 ho was shoriff of that county, 
as also in 1300, 1306, and 1306 (flASTlin, 1 . 
Ixxxii). On 1 June 1291 he was summoned 
to attend at Portsmouth on 1 Sopt. for the 
French war, and in 1297 for service in Flan- 
dors ; on 80 July 1297 ho was an assessor of 
the fifth in Sussex, aud in 1208 was sum¬ 
moned for the Scottish war. On 24 Decs. 
1307 and on 17 March 1308 he was appointed 
a conservator of the peace for Kent; in De¬ 
cember of tho same yoar ho was justice for 
gaol delivery in Kant, where during this and 
the two following years he was a commissioner 
for tho survey of bridges (Cal. Pat. Polls, 
Edward II. 127, 149,168, 264). Onl 8 Duo. 
1309 ho was nominated a justice to roooivo 
complaints of prises, and on 20 May 1311 a 
supervisor 0 f array for that oounty. About tho 
las!-mentioned date he is spoken of as laloly 
employod lo inquire concerning forostall- 
xnente in Kont, and in March 1312 was one 
of tho justices appointed to sottlo tho com¬ 
plaints of the Flemings (Cal. Close Molls 
Mw. II, 1307-13, pp. 313, 451, 454; Mot 
Pari. i. 367 a). Northwood was summoned 
to serve in Scotland in 1309, 1311, 1314, 
1316, and 1318. In August 1816 he had 
orders to slay in the north till 1 Nov., and 
then to join the king at York (Pari. Writs), 
He was first summoned to parliament on 
18 Maroli 1313, and specifically as a baron 
on 23 May of the same yoar, After this ho 
was regularly summoned down to 22 May 
1319. On 8 June 1318 ho is styled ono of 
the * majnres barones.’ In Juno 1317 North- 
wood and his son John were two of t.hoso 
deputed to receive tho two cardinals coming 
to treat for poaco between England ana 
Scotland (Cal. Close Rolls, Edw. II, J 318- 
1318, p. 484). Northwood died on 2G May 


1319, and his wife a week later (HastoT 
i. 3, ed. Drake). By his wife Joanna, 2 
of Bartholomew do Badlosmere, he W J, 

nnnn Twm (inn 1-mn!_ HI!_, 


sons, 


Two fine brasses in Minster Ohurch 
Shoppey, probably represent Northwood sJ 
his wife, though they have also been identi 
fled with Ms father or with his son John and 
their wives; theso brasses aro engraved 
Stothard’s ‘ Sepulchral Effigies,’ and in ‘An 
chsnologia Cantiana,’ vol. is. '' 

John dd Nobtiiwood (d. 1317), eldest son 
of tho above, married in 1308Agnes (dldim 
daughter of William do Graudison; by ber 
ho had six sons, of whom two, John asd 
Otlio, were successively archdeacons of Exeter 
and Totnes from 1320 to I860, during the 
episcopate of their uncle John de Grnndisou 
[q. v.]; William, a third, was a knight hos- 
pitallor. Roger (1307-1301), the eldest 
married in 1822 J ulinnna (d. 1329), dough! 
ter of Sir Geoffrey do Say, and after her death 
had four other wives, lie was summoned to 
parliament on 3 April 1300, and died on 
6 Nov. 1301. His son John by his first wife 
was summoned to parliament from 1883 to 
1376, and died 27 Fob. 1379. He married 
Joan, daughtorof Robert neroofFavsrsham 
Kont, and loft a son, Rogor, born in 1360. This 
last Roger was never summoned to parlia¬ 
ment, and at the doath of his son John in 
1410 without offspring, tho title fell into 
aboyaneo. 

[Dugrtalo’s Baronago, ii. 70-1; Hnstod’s His- 
lory of Kent, 1 . Ixxxii, 607-8, ii. 466, 024- 
628; Cal. of Pat. Rolls, Edw. I, 128142, 
and of Closo Rolls, Edw. II, 1307-18; Rolls 
of Pari.; Palgravo’s Pari. Writs, iv. 1232-3; 
Arehneologia, xxxi. 270; Arohneologia Cantiana, 
especially ii. 0-42 for a fourtoonth-century bc- 
count of tho family, and ix. 148-62 for an ac¬ 
count of tho brasses nl Minster,] 0. L. K, 

NORTHWOOD or NORTHWODE, 
ROGER du (d. 1286), baron of the ex¬ 
chequer, was son of Sleplion do Northwood, 
who is said to have been tho son of one 
Jordan do Shoppoy, and to have acquired a 
grant of 1 he manor of Norlliwood Ohnsteners, 
Kent, wliunco tho family derived its name 
(IIartud, ii, 024-6). Tho account which de¬ 
scribes him as son of a crusader called Roger 
is dourly a fiction based on the brass of a 
cross-legged knight in Minstor Ohuvob [see 
undor Nobtiiwood, John], Roger first oc¬ 
curs in 1237 as witness to a deed in die 
oxchoquor, whora ho was no doubt employed 
(Madox, Hist. Evoh . i. 726), and in 1268 
was executor for Reginald do Oobham. Ac¬ 
cording to Ilnstod (Hist, of Kent, iv. 80) ho 
was for a short time warden of the Oinqne 
ports, apparently in 1257. In 1259 he was a 
j ustiee in Kont (Uabtdd, ii, 309). He was a 
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baron of the exchequer previously to 20 Nov. 
1374, and appears in this capacity in most 
years till the time of his death. lie also 
appeal's as acting on various commissions of 
a judicial nature: thus on 11 Nov. 1280 he 
•was appointed to inquire into the repair of 
Rochester bridge, on 18 Feb. 1282 he was 
on a commission of oyer and terminer in 
Middlesex, on 1 May of this year he was on 
a commission to inquire as to amercements in 
Kent, and on other commissions on 20 Aug. 
1284 and 20 May 1285 (4Slh Report of the 
Deputy Keeper of Public Records, p. 127 ; 
Cal Pat. Rolls Edw. 1, 1281-92, pp, 44, 46, 
143, 206). In 1277 he was excused from 
service in Wales as being employed at the 
exchequer, and on 28 Oct. 1284 is mentioned 
as witnessing a writ in the exchequer (An¬ 
nates Monastic i", iii. 801). lie died on Friday, 
9 Nov. 1285 (Cal. Genealogicum, i. 359). He 
married, before 1248, Bona, daughter of 
Henry da Waltham; she is sometimes called 
Bono FitzBernard. His son John is sepa¬ 
rately noticed. 

[Hastcd’f, History of Kent; Madox’s Hist, of 
the Exchequer, i. 728, ii. 20, 62, 112, 320-1 ; 
Dngdale's Baronage, ii. 70, Foss’s Judges of 
England, ill. 136-7; Arelisealogia Ciutwna, ii. 
9-12; other authorities quoted.] 0. L. K. 

NORTON, CAROLINE ELIZABETH 
SARAH (1808-1877), poetess, was bom in 
London in 1808, and was the second daugh¬ 
ter of Thomas Sheridan ["q.v.l and grand¬ 
daughter of Richard Brinsley Sheridan [q.v.] 
Her mother, Caroline Henrietta, daughter of 
Colonel Callander, afterwards Sir James 
Campbell (1746-1832) [q. v.], was a highly 
gifted and very beautiful woman, and author 
of ‘ Garwell ’ and other novels. The father 
having died in the public service at the Cape 
of Good Hope in 1817, the widow found her¬ 
self in somewhat straitened circumstances, 
which were, however,mitigated by the king 

E her apartments in Hampton Court 
1 , whence she subsequently removed to 
Great George Street, Westminster. Caroline 
and her two sisters were distinguished for 
extraordinary beauty, and in at least two 
instances for remarkable intellectual gifts. 
'You see,’ said Helen, the eldest, afterwards 
Lady Dufferin, to Disraeli, ‘ Georgy's the 
beauty, and Carry’s the wit, and I ought to 
be the good one, hut I am not ; ’ which 
modest disclaimer, howeveT, was far from 
expressing the fact. During the lifetime of 
her sisters Caroline filled much the most con¬ 
spicuous position in the public eye. After 
numerous slight productions, published and 
unpublished, of which * The Dandies’ Rout,’ 
written at the age of thirteen, seoms to have 
been the moat remarkable, she definitely 


entered upon a literary career in 1829 with 
1 The Sorrows of Rosalie: a Tale, with other 
Poems.’ This little volume, enthusiastically 
praised by the Ettrick Shepherd in the 
‘ Nootes Ambrosian®,’ obtained consider¬ 
able success, and is typical of all that the 
author subsequently produced, except that 
the imitation of Byron is more evident than 
in the works of her maturity. It has all 
Byron’s literary merits, pathos, passion, elo¬ 
quence, sonorous versification, and only wantB 
what Byron’s verse did not want, the name¬ 
less something which makes poetry. ‘The 
first expenses of my son’s life,’ she says, 
‘were defrayed from that first creation of 
my brain;’ and the celebrity it obtained 
made her a popular writer for, and editor of, 
the literary annuals of the day, which lived 
by a clas3 of literature to which her powers 
were exactly adapted. It is stated by her¬ 
self that she earned no less than 1,4004 in a 
single year by such contributions. Some of 
the most characteristic were collected and 
published at Boston as early as 1833; they 
are in general Byronic, hut include two, 
‘ Joe Steel ’ and ‘ The Faded Beauty,’ full of 
an arch Irish humour, which prove the ver¬ 
satility of her gifts, and indicate what she 
might have accomplished in quite a different 
field. 

Two years before her appearance as an 
author she had married, SO June 1827, the 
Hon, George Chappie Norton, brother of 
Fletcher Norton, third lord Grantley, a bar¬ 
rister-at-law, who was just completing his 
twonty-seventh year. According to his own 
statement, Norton had been passionately in 
love with her for several years previously; 
while, according to hers, hehad not exchanged 
six sentences with her before proposing for 
hor by letter. If the marriage was indeed 
one of affection on either side, it speedily 
assumed a very different character; and there 
seems no doubt that, apart from the husband’s 
coarse nature and violent temper, the causes 
which gradually converted indifference into 
hatred were mainly of a pecuniary nature. 
Norton held only a small legal appointment, 
a commissionership of bankruptcy, which, ac¬ 
cording to Ms wife, he had obtained through 
the interest of her mother; and, as he does 
not appear to have Lad any considerable inde¬ 
pendent means or professional practice, there 
seems no reason to question her statement 
that the family was mainly supported by her 
pen. Nor is there any difficulty in believing 
that the husband, pressed by pecuniary em¬ 
barrassment, urged his wife to exert her in¬ 
fluence with herpolitical friends on Ms behalf; 
nor, indeed, is it credible that LordMelbonrne, 
then home secretary, would have bestowed 



Norton 


652 


Norton 


(April 1831) a metropolitan police magistracy 
upon Norton ■without very strong inducement 
from somo quarter. Melbourne being thought 
to be a man of easy morals, and Norton being 
notoriously unsuited to his brilliant wife, a 
very delicate situation was created. Miserable 
domestic jars, of which, it is just to remember, 
we havo only Mrs. Norton’s account, followed 
in the Norton household, and terminated in 
an open rupture between husband and wife 
and a crim. con. action against Lord Mel¬ 
bourne. The trial took place on 23 June 1880, 
and resulted in the triumphant acquittal 
of the accused parties, who were not called 
upon for their defence. Sir William Fol- 
lett [q. v.], the plaintiff’s advocate, was 
careful to make it known that ho had 
not advised proceedings; and in fact the 
evidence adduced, being that of servants 
discarded by Norton himself, and relating 
to alleged transactions of long previous date, 
was evidently worth nothing. Some notes 
of Lord Melbourne, to which it was sought 
to affix a sinister meaning, gave Dickens 
hints for ‘Bardell v. Pickwick.’ The one 
point which will never bo cleared up is 
whether the action thus weakly supported 
was bona Mo, or was undertaken at the in¬ 
stance of some of the loss repulablo mem¬ 
bers of the opposition in the hope of dis¬ 
abling Melbourne from holding tho premier¬ 
ship under the expoctod female sovereign. 
Mrs. Norton, of course, strongly assorts the 
lattor view, and it cortainly was vory gene¬ 
rally held at the time. ‘ The wonder is,’ snys 
Greville, writing on 27 June, ‘how with 
such a case Norton's family ventured into 
court; but (although it is stoutly denied) 
there can he no doubt that old Wynford was 
at the bottom of it all, and porsuadod Lord 
Qrantley to urge it on for mere political pur- 

S osos.’ Lord Wyuford, however, formally 
enied this to Lord Melbourne, and the 
Duke of Oumhorland, who had been accused 
of having a hand in tho matter, made a 
similar disclaimer [see L amh, William, Yts- 
aamra Mm.Botraunj. 

Mrs. Norton had vindicated her character, 
but she had not secured peace, Her over¬ 
tures for a reconciliation with hor husband 
were rejected, and for sevoral years to come 
hor life was passed in painful disputes with 
him respecting the care of their children 
and pecuniary affairs. She nevertheless con¬ 
tinued to write, contributing much to tho 
periodical press. Her powore continued to 

■mnt.iiTtt * 'PIin fTnrlvinn Onrt* n. Ttrmm nil f.lin 


‘Quarterly Review’ by Henry NeS^TodT 
ridge, who hailed the authoress as ‘the Byron 
of poetesses.’ A passage quoted from ' pi. 
Dream ’rivalsin passionate energy almost anv 
thing of Byron’s; but there is no Xmft 
novelty in Mrs. Norton’s verse, any more than 
there is any element of general human in¬ 
terest in the impassioned expression of her 
personal sorrows. Mrs. Norton had already 

(1830)proclaimed tho sufferings of overworked 

operatives in ‘A Voice from the Factories’ 
a poem accompanied by valuable notes. li 
‘ The Child of the Islands ’ (i.e. tho Prince 
of Wales), 1845, a poem on the sooial con 
dition of the English people, partly inspired 
by such works as Carlyle’s ‘Chartism’and 
Disraeli’s ‘ Sybil,’ she ventured on a 
of general human interest, end proved that 
while purely lyrical poetry came easily to 
her, compositions of greater weight and com¬ 
pass needed to be eked out with writing 
for writing’s soke. Much of it is flue and 
even brilliant rhetoric, much too is mere 
padding, audits chief interest is as a symptom 
of that awakening fooling for tho necessity 
of a closer union between the classes of so¬ 
ciety which was shortly to receive a still more 
energetic expression in Charles Kingsley’s 
writings. 

In August 1853 Mrs. Norton’s affairs again 
became the subject of much public attention, 
in consequenco of pecuniary differences with 
hor husband, who not only neglected to pay 
her allowance, hut claimed the proceeds of 
hor literary works. Thoso disputes ultimately 
necessitated tho appearance of both parties 
in a county court. Driven to bay, Mrs. Norton 
turned upon her porsocutor, and her scathing 
denunciation producod an offset which Nor¬ 
ton’s laboured defence in the ‘ Times’was far 
from removing. M re. Norton replied to this in 
a privately pi'intod pamphlet, ‘ English Laws 
for Women in tho Nineteenth Century,’which, 
with overy allowance for the necessarily ear 
parte character of tho statements, it is im- 

___ 1 _ijt_i 'j. _j • J:_,■ 
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mature. 'The Undying Ono,’ a poem 011 
legend of tho ‘ Wandering Jew,’ with ol 
pieces, had already appeared in 1830, and 
* The Dream and other Rooms’ was published 
in 1840. Both were warmly praisod in the 


The si ory of her wrongs, and her pamphlets 
on Lord Oranwortli’s Divorce Bill, 1863, with 
another, privately printed, on the right of 
mol hors to the custody of children, no doubt 
greatly contributed to the amelioration of 
tho laws respecting tho protection of female 
earnings, tho custody of offspring, and other 
points affectingtho Bocial condition of woman. 
From a pungent passage in Miss Martineau’a 
autobiography, liowevor, it may be inferred 
that she did not always commend herself 
personally to hor fellow workers in similar 
causes. 

In 1862 Mrs. Norton produced the best of 
her poems, considered as a work of art. In 
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'The Lady of La Garaye,’ founded upon an 
authentic Breton history, the Bywmic note 

is considerably subdued, and the general effect 
more resembles Campbell. Thegain indignity 
and repose is nevertheless purchased by some 
loss of freshness. The poem was published 
bv Macmil lan & Co., in whose magazine 
her novel of ‘ Old Sir Douglas’ appeared in 
1807. She had previously published two 
noveis,‘ Stuart of Dunleath’ (1861), which 
atmears to contain much veiled autobio¬ 
graphy, and ‘ Lost and Saved’ (1868). These 
works evince more thought and sustained 
power than her poems, but can only be re¬ 
garded as the work of an exceedingly clever 
woman without special vocation in this de¬ 
partment. During her latter yearn she wrote 
much anonymous criticism, literary and 
artistic. On 24 Feb. 1876 Norton died. 
On 1 March 1877, being at the time confined 
to her room by indisposition; his widow 
married Sir William Stirling-Maxwell, bart. 
fq. v.], an old and attached friend. She died 
on 16 June following. 

Mrs. Norton had three sons. Tho eldest, 
Fletcher, bom 10 July 1829, entered the 
diplomatic service, was attache at Paris, and 
was appointed in 1869 secretary of legation at 
Athens, but died at Paris on 13 Oct. before 
he could assume the office. The second, 
Thomas Brinsley, born 4 Nov. 1881, is de¬ 
scribed as ‘kindly, clever, handsome, but 
wild;’ he married an Italian peasant girl of 
Capri,' who turned out the best of wives and 
mothers,’ and in 1876 succeeded his uncle as 
fourth Lord Grantley. He died at Capri on 
24 July 1877, leaving a son, who became 
fifth Lord Grantley. He was the author 
of an anonymous volume of verse entitled 
‘Pinocchi,’ published in 1866. Mrs. Nor¬ 
ton’s third son, William, was killed by a fall 
from his pony in September 1842 at the age 
of nine. 

Mrs. Norton’s portrait has been frequently 
engraved, but, according to the aditor of 
‘Hayward’s Correspondence,’ no satisfactory 
likeness either of her or of her sisters exists. 
She is depicted as ‘ Justioe ’ in Maclise’s 
fresco in the House of Lords j a copy, with a 
harp substituted for the balance, is in the 
possession of Lord Dufferin at Clandeboye 
House. A portrait by Mrs. Ferguson of 
Baith is in Hie Scottish National Portrait 
Gallery. The portrait of her engraved in 
Lord Dufferin’s edition of his mother’s poems 
is from a crayon drawing by Swinton. ‘ Mrs. 
Norton,’ he says, ' was a brunette, with dork 
burning eyes like her grandfather’s, a pure 
Greek profile, and a clear olive complexion.’ 

Mrs. Norton and Lady Dufferin would 
have been equally surprised if it had been 


predicted that the poems of the latter would 
eventually be preferred to those of the more 
brilliant sister. Such, however, has come to 
be the case, and with justice, for the simple 
lyrics of Lady Dufferin frequently startle by 
the uucalculated strokes that belong only to 
genius, while Mrs. Norton’s are always the 
exercises of a powerful but self-conscious 
talent. The emotion itself is usually sincere 
—always when her personal feelingB are con¬ 
cerned—but the expression is conventional. 
She follows Byron as the dominant poet of 
her day, but one feels that her lyre could 
with equal ease have been tuned to any 
other note. Her standard of artistic execu¬ 
tion was not exalted. Though almost all 
her lyrics have merit, few are sufficiently 
perfect to endure, and she will be best re¬ 
membered os a poetess by the passages of 
impassioned rhetoric imbedded in her longer 
poems. Her social and conversational gifts 
were great, and were enhanced by her fasci¬ 
nating beauty. She had a bright wit and a 
strong understanding. Had she married as 
advantageously as her younger sister, wife of 
the twelfth Duke of Somerset, she must have 
played a distinguished part in sooiety, and 
might have been a considerable force in poli¬ 
tics. Skewns a gifted artist and musician, and 
set Borne of her own lyrics very successfully. 

[Athenaeum, Academy j Ann. Begis ter; Horne’s 
New Spirit of the Age, vol. ii ; Songs, Poems, 
and Verses by Helen, lady Dufferin, edited by 
the Marquis of Dufferin; Fitzgerald’s Lives of 
the Sheridans, vol. ii.; ilemblo's Becords of a 
Girlhood; Hayward’s Oorrospondonce; Disraeli's 
Lottera j Torrens’s Memoirs of Lord Melbourne; 
Grevillo Memoirs, vol. in.; Norton’s English 
Laws for Women in the Nineteenth Century ; 
Quarterly Eeview, vol. lxvi] B. G. 

NORTON, OHAPPLE (1746-1818), 
general, third son of Fletcher Norton, first 
baron Grantley [q. v.], born in 1746, entered 
the 19th foot, in which regiment, then serv¬ 
ing at Gibraltar, he became captain in June 
1763. In 1769 he was promoted to a majority 
in the 1st royal foot, and in 1774 became 
captain and lieutenant-colonel in the Cold¬ 
stream guards. He served with the regiment 
in America, and distinguished himself in Fe¬ 
bruary 1780 by the capture of Young’s House, 
near White Plains, an important American 
post, which out off supplies from Sir Wil¬ 
liam Howe’s army in New York. He became 
brevet-colonel in November the same year, 
regimental-major in 1786, major-general in 
1787, lieutenant-general in 1797, and general 
on 29 April 1802. He was appointed colonel 
of the 81st regiment in 1796, and of the 66th 
on 24 Jan. 1797. 

Norton, who is described as a good and 
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amiable man, -was a great personal friend of 
the Duke of York, lie sat for Guildford in 
the parliaments of 1781-90,1796,1802,1806, 
1807-12, and took an active interest in all 
matters relating to Suirey, whoro the Gran! - 
ley estates are chiefly situate, His last regi¬ 
ment, the 66th (West Essex) foot, was raised 
to three strong battalions towards the close 
of the French war, chiefly by recruits from 
Surrey. lie died at tliefaiaily seat, Woncrsh, 
on 19 March 1818, aged 72. 

[Foster'sPeerage, under ‘Grantloy;' Mackin- 
non’s ColdsLreim Guards, vol. i.; Army Lists; 
Gent. Mag. 1818, pt. i. p. 172.] H. M. 0. 

NORTON, CHRISTIAN (fl. 1740-1760), 
engraver, studied painting in Paris under 
Francois Boucher, and on turning his hand 
to engraving, which he studied under Pierre 
Charles Canot [tj. v.], he engraved some of 
Boucher’s paint mgs. lie would appear to 
have accompanied Canot to England, wlioro 
he engraved some landscapes aftor Jean 
Pillamenl, ‘ Tho Tempest ’ aftor W. van de 
Velde, ‘ A Calm ’ aftor J. van Goyen, &c. 
He does not appear to lmva boon connected 
with George Norton, a studont at the aca¬ 
demy in St. Martin’s Lane, who in 1760 
gained a premium from the Society of Arts. 

[Dodd’s manuscript Hist, of British Engravers 
(Brit. Mus. Addit. MS. 33408); Redgrave's Diet, 
of Artists.] L. C. 

NORTON, FLETCHER, first Bakon 
Ghan till] it (1716-1780), eldusl son of Thomas 
Norton of Qranlloy, near ltipon, Yorkshire, 
by liis wife Elizabeth, dnughlur of William 
SoqeantBon of llanlith in Cravon, Yorkshire, 
was born at Orantloy on 28 Juno 1716. 
Richard Norton (14-88 P-1688) was his an- 
‘ccstor. lie was admitted a membor of the 
Middle Temple on 14. Nov, 1734, and was 
called to the bar on 6 July 3739. Though 
Norton is said to have gone for many years 
without a brief, he ultimately obtained a very 
large and lucrativepraoi ice, and was for many 
years leador of the northern circuit, and had 
the principal business in the court of king's 
bench. In 1764 he became a king’s counsel, 
was elected a bencher of his inn (3 May 1764), 
and subsequently became attorney-general for 
the county palatine of Lancaster, At tho 
general election in May 1764 Norton un¬ 
successfully contested tlio borough of Ap¬ 
pleby. Tho election, however, was declarod 
void (Journals of the House of Gammons, 
xxvii, 441), and at the fresh election in 
March 1766 ho was rotuvned to the House 
of Commons for that borough. lie was 
elected one of tho members for Wigan in 
the parliament of 17CL and was appointed 
solicitor-general on 26 Jan. 1762, being 


knighted on the Bame day. lie was creuw 
a D.C.L. of Oxford University on 20 
1762. In Michaelmas term 1703 Norton 
solicitor-general (tho office of attorney-gemf 
ral being then vacant), exhibited infon^ 
tions against Wilkes for publishing Tin j; 
of tho • North Briton ’ and the * Essay 0 ! 
Woman’ (IIowull, State Trials, 1818bri* 
1076, 1382). During one of the dabatea 
on the proceedings against Willtes, Norton 
4 indecently quoted a prosecution of perjury’ 
against Sir John Rushout, who 
that the prosecution had been instigated j» 
Norton himsolf for on oloctiou purpose and 
concluded by saying, ‘ It was oil owing to 
that honest gentleman l I hope I do not cull 
him out of his name I ’ (Walpole, Memmn 
of the Reign of George III, i. 326-7). On 
16 Dec. 1763 Norton became attorney-gene¬ 
ral. In the debate on the resolution declar¬ 
ing the illegality of goneral warrants in 
February 1764, Norton is reported to have 
said: 'if I was a judge I should pay no 
more regard to this resolution than to that 
of a drunken porter’ (ib. i. 374-6; see also 
Pari. Hist. xv. 1403). For this he was 
severely rebuked in ‘A Letter from Albe¬ 
marle Street to the Cocoa Tree [Club] on 
somo late Transactions,’ London, 1704,4to 
the authorship of which hos buon attributed 
to Lord Temple. Upon the death of Sir 
Thomas Clarke in November 1704, Norton 
appears to havo been named his successor at 
the rolls, but tho appointment was objected 
to by Lord-chancellor Northinglon, and Nor¬ 
ton remained attorney-general (Walpole, 
Memoirs of George III, li. 30-37). 

He took part in the prosecution of William, 
fourth lord Byron, for llio murder of William 
Chaworth, bafore tho House of Lords in 
April 1766 (IIowbli,, State Trials, xix. 
11B3), and_ was ono of tho counsel for the 
nppellant in the famous Dougins cause in 
1769 (Baton, Scotch Appeal Cases, ii. 178), 
II o was dismissod from tlio post of attomey- 
goneral on tho formation of Lhe Rockingham 
administration in July 1706. During the 
dobato on tho potition against tho Stamp 
Act in January 1766, Norton accused Pitt 
of sounding tho trumpet to rebellion, and 
declared: ‘lio has chilled my blood at the 
idua.’ To which Pitt replied: < The gentle¬ 
man says I have ohillod his blood j I shall 
be glad to moet him in any place with the 
same opinions, when his blood is warmer’ 
(Walpole, Memoirs of the Reign of 
George III, ii. 271- 2), At the general elec¬ 
tion in March 1708 Norton was returned for 
lhe borough of Guildford, which he con¬ 
tinued to represent until Ins olevation to the 
peerage. On 1 Fob. 1769 he defended Lord 
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Mansfield’s conduct on the Willies case 
(Oaiendish, Pari. Debates, i. 184-6, 138), 
and was appointed chief-justice in eyre of 
his majesty’s forests south of the Trent on the 
19th of the same month, and admitted to the 
privy council on 22 March following. In the 
debate on the petition against Colonel Lut- 
trell’s return for Middlesex in May 1769, 
Norton supported Dowdeswell’s motion de¬ 
claring Luttrell duly elected, and made a 
fierce onslaught on George Grenville ( Qren- 
lille Papers, vol. iii. p. cxxviii; Cavendish, 
Pari Debates, i. 481-3). On 22 Jan. 1770 
Norton, whose nomination was proposed by 
North, and seconded by Rigby, was elected 
speaker of the House of Commons in the 
place of Sir John Oust [q. v.] by a majority 
of 116 votes over the whig candidate, Tho¬ 
mas Townsend the younger ( Journals of the 
Souse qf Commons, xxxii. 613). On 16 Feb. 
following Norton had a violent altercation 
with Sir William Meredith. Norton’s words 
were ordered to be taken down by the clerk, 
bat the motion that they were ‘ disorderly, 
importing an improper reflection on a mem¬ 
ber of this house, and dangerous to the free¬ 
dom of debate in this house,' was negatived 
after a long and exciting discussion (Caven¬ 
dish, Pari. Debates, i. 458-CB). As speaker 
he signed the warrant committing Brass 
Crosby jh. v.] to the Tower on 26 March 
1771 (Howbee, State Trials, xix. 1188). 
During the debate in committee on the 
Royal Marriage Bill, Norton contended that 
the penalty of a prtomunire should he de¬ 
fined, a course which gave considerable 
offence to the court (Pari, Hist. xvii. 422-3, 
xxi. 260). On 11 Feb. 1774 he called the 
attention of the house to a letter written by 
John Horne (afterwards Home-Tooke) in 
that day’s ‘Public Advertiser/ accusing 
him of gross partiality in his conduct os 
speaker, whereupon it was unanimously re¬ 
solved that the letter was' a false, malicious, 
and scandalous libel, highly reflecting on the 
character of the speaker of tins house, to the 
dishonour of this house, and in violation of 
the privileges thereof’ (ib. xvii. 1000-16, 
stseq.) At the opening of the new parlia¬ 
ment on 20 Nov. 1774 Norton was unani¬ 
mously re-elected speaker (ib. xviii. 81). 
While presenting the bill for the better sup¬ 
port ox the king’s household (7 May 1777), 
Norton boldly declared that the commons 
‘have not only granted to yourmajesty a large 
present supply, but also a very great addi¬ 
tional revenue—great beyond example, great 
beyond your majesty’s highest expence” (id. 
xix. 213), This speech, which was ordered 
to be printed, created a great sensation. The 
court highly disapproved of it, and Noiton 


was accused of having used the word' wants > 
instead of ‘evpence.’ Rigby denounced it 
with great acrimony, but upon Fox’s motion 
a resolution was carried without a division 
that the speaker had expressed ‘with just 
and proper energy the zeal of this house for 
the support of the honour and dignity of 
the crown in circumstances of great publio 
charge’ (ib. pp. 224,227-34). On 14 May 
the court of common council voted the free¬ 
dom of the city to Norton ‘ for having de¬ 
clared in manly terms the real state of the 
Nation to his Majesty on the Throne.’ No 
entry of his admission appears in the cham¬ 
berlain’s books, but it is recorded that he 
declined to accept the gold box, which 
had also been voted to him (London’s Roll of 
Fame, 1884, p. 60). During the debate on 
Burke’s Establishment Bill (13 March 1780) 
Norton was called upon by Fox to give his 
opinion on the competency of the house to 
inquire into and control the civil list expen¬ 
diture. Norton in reply declared that ‘par¬ 
liament had an inherent right vested in it of 
controlling and regulating every branch of 
the publio expenditure, the civil list as well 
as the rest/ but that with regard to the civil 
list ‘ the necessity for retrenchment ought to 
he fully, clearly, and satisfactorily shown 
before parliament shall interfere/ adding that 
when ‘ the necessity was clearly mode out it 
was not only the right but the duty of parlia¬ 
ment to interpose, and no less the duty and 
interest of thecrown to acquiesce.’ He assmed 
Burke that he would give him every assist¬ 
ance in his power to carry the bill, and not 
only acknowledged that his office of chief 
'ustice in eyre was a sinecure, but that it 
was much in his opinion too profitable for 
the duties annexed to it/ and that the powers 
vested in the chief justice ‘were such as 
ought not to be executed.’ lie concluded 
this remarkable speech with a violent attack 
upon Lord North for thinking of appointing 
Wedderburn to the chief justiceship of the 
common pleas, a post which Norton himself 
was anxious to obtain (Pari. Hist. xxi. 258- 
269, 270-3). On 20 March, however, Nor¬ 
ton apologised to the house for having ‘ very 
imprudently gone into matters totally foreign 
to the subject undor consideration ’ (ib. pp. 
208-8). On 0 April he spoke in favour of 
Dunning's celebrated motion with respect to 
the influence of the crown (ib. pp, 355-9), 
and in May he denounced the bill for appoint¬ 
ing commissioners to examine the public ac¬ 
counts os a mere job for creating new place¬ 
men at the nomination of a minister (zb. pp. 
661-3). The king having determined that 
Norton should not be re-elected speaker, the 
ministers availed themselves of Norton’s had 
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health ns an excuse for not proposing him, 
Accordingly, at the meeting of the new par¬ 
liament on 81 Oct, 1780, Charles Wolfram 
Cornwall [q. v.l, the ministerial nominee, 
was elected to the chair by 208 votes against 
184 recorded in favour of Norton, who 
was proposed by Dunning and seconded by 
Thomas Townsend (ib. xxi. 793-807). On 
20 Nov. following tho thanks of the house 
were voted him for his conduct in the chair 
by 180 votes to 96 (ib. pp. 873-85), and 
were convoyed to him by the new speaker 
on 1 Feb. 1781 (ib. p, 1106). On 12 Doc. 
1781 Norton spoke in favour of Sir James 
Lowther’s motion for putting an end to the 
American war, and declared that ‘ it was his 
firm sentiment that until this was done 
not a single shilling should bo voted as a 
supply to his majesty’ (ib. xxii. 813-16). 
He supported Lord John Cavendish’s reso¬ 
lutions of censure against the ministry on 
8March 1782 (ib. p. 1144). ITo was croalod 
Baron Grantley of Markenfiold, Yorkshire, 
on 9 April 1782, and took liis seat in the 
House of Lords for tho first time on the 16th 
of the same month (Journals of Souse of 
Lords, xxvi. 482). Norton seems to have 
owed his peerage to the rivalry botwoon 
Bookingham and Skelburno. Tho latter ob¬ 
tained a peerage for Dunning without Book- 
inglmm’s knowledge, whereupon Bockiug- 
ham insisted tkat a similar honour should 
be conferred by the king upon Norton 
(Wuaxali, ii. 268-61). Though ho changed 
eides once more, he does not appear to liavo 
token much part in the debates of the nouso 
of Lords. lie opuosod Fox’s East India Bill 
in 1783, and votod. for J?itl’a East India Bill 
in 1784. ne was appointed a member of the 
privy council for the consideration of all 
matters relating to trade and foreign planta¬ 
tions on B March 1784, and again upon the 
reconstruction of the committee on 23 Aug, 
1780. He spoke for tke Inst time in the 
house on 19 March 1788, whon ho opposed 
the third reading of the East India Declara¬ 
tory Bill (Part. Sist. xxvii. 245-7). lie 
died at his house in Lincoln’s Inn Fiolds on 
1 Jan. 1789, aged 72, and was buried at 
Wonersh in Surrey on the 9th of tho same 
month. 

Norton was a shrewd, unprincipled man, 
of good abilities and offensive manners. His 
violent temper and lack of discretion un¬ 
fitted him for the post of speaker. Though 
by no means a learned lawyer, he was a bold 
and able pleader, and was remarkable alike 
for the clearness of his arguments and tho 
inaccuracy of liis statements, According to 
Lord Mansfield, Norton’s ‘ art wna very likely 
to mislead a judge and jury j and with him 


I found it more difficult to prevent 
being done than with any person wfc 

!84q, 1 .188). Walpole, who never tires of 
abusing Norton, even asserts that ‘it L. 
known that m private causes he took molv 
from both parties, and availed himself 
one or other of them of the lights thevTs 
communion! ed to him’ nw .— 


of George III\ i. 240), Junius made a violent 
attack upon Norton in Letter 39, quot -“ 
Bon Jonson’s description of the law™- 
‘ givos forked counsel’ (WooDfAin’s edition 
1814, 11 . 139-40). Okurehill satirises him 
in‘The Duellist’ (bln iii.) Mason unfe 
the psoudonym of ‘Malcolm Maciirwimr 
wrote an ‘ Ode to Sir Flotcher Norton ii 
imitation of Horace, Odo viii. Book iv,’which 
he published with ‘An Epistle to Dr Shnt 
heave ’ in 1777 (London, 4to). In the satires 
and caricatures of the day Norton was usually 
nicknamed ‘ Sir Bull-faco Double Fee ’ 1 

Norton married, on 21 May 1741, Grace 
oldest daughter of Sir William Ohapple kt’ 
a justice of the king’s bonck, by whom hi 
had five sons— viz.: (l) William, his majesty’s 
minister to the Swiss Cantons, who sue- 
cooded his fathor as second baron, and died 
on 12 Nov. 1822; (2) Fletcher, a laronof 
tho exchequer in Scotland, who died on 
19 June 1820; (3) Ohapple [q. v.];*(4) Ed¬ 
ward, a barrister-at-law, recorder and M.P 
for Carlisle, who died on 27 March 1786, sid 
(5) Thomas, who died an infant—and two 
daughters: Grace Troliorno, who died an in¬ 
fant, and Grace, who married, on 19 Nov, 
1799, John, third earl of Portsmouth, and died 
on 16 Nov. 1813. Norton’s widow died on 
30 Oot. 1803, agod 95. 

A portrait of Norton in liis speaker's robes, 
by Sir William Beockoy, belongs to Earl 
Grantloy. Tkoro is a wkolo-longtk caricature 
of him by Jamos Sayor. 

[W alpolo’s Memoirs of thoRoign of George III, 
1846; Walpole's Journal of tho Reign of 
George III, I860; Walpolo’s Bettors, 1867-9, 
vols. iv. v. vi. vii, viii.; Sir N, W. Wraxall's 
Hist, and Posthumous Memoirs, 1884, i, 248, 
267-01, ii. 268-01, v. 244-0; Grenville Papers, 
1862-3, ii. 07, iii. pp. oxxviii, 73, 881, 894, iv. 
221; Chatham Oorrespondonco, 1838-40, ii. 261, 
289, 362, iii. 396, iv, 68, 214; Political Memo¬ 
randa, of Francis, fifth Duke of Leods (Oamd. 
Soc, 1884), pp. 4, 34, 00, 136; Autobiography 
of Mrs. Piozzi, 1831, i, 338-0; Twiss's Life of 
Lord Chnnoellor Eldon, 1844, iii. 98-9, 137; 
Boswell’s Lifo of Johnson, oditod by G. B. Hill, 
ii. 01, 472; Mahon’s History of England, 1868, 
v. 62, 261, vi. 130-40, vii. 10-11, 13, 78, 144; 
Trevelyan's Early Hist, of Charles James Pox, 
1881, pp. 206, 330-7, 871, 376, 487,442, 489; 
Ferguson’s OumliorlaudandWoetmorlandM.P.’g, 
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1871, PP. 424-6, 468; Letters of Junius, 1807, 
pp, 46,69,186; Manning's Speakers of the House 
of Commons, 1861, pp. 446-66; Brayley and 
Britton's Hist, of Suirey, 1860, v. 120,124,147, 
149-61; Georgian Era, 1833, ii. 285-6 ; Gant. 
Mao'. 1789, pt. i. p. 87 J Annual Register, 1789, 
pp. t 241-2; Collins’s Peerage, 1812, vii. 661-8 ; 
Burke's Peerage, 1892, p. 616; Alumni Oson. 
1716 - 1886 , iii. 1030; Official Return of Lists of 
Members of Parliament, pt. ii.] G. F. R. B. 

NORTON, FRANCES, Lacy (1640- 

a authoress, horn in 1640, was the third 
ter of Ralph Freke of Hannington, 
Wiltshire, hy Cecilia, daughter of Sir Thomas 
Colepepper or Culpepper, of Ilollingbourne, 
Kent. About 1672 she married Sir George 
Norton, knight, of Abbots Leigh, Somerset. 
He had concealed Charles II in his house 
after the battle of Worcester. There were 
three children of the marriage, George and 
Elisabeth, who died young, and Grace, after¬ 
wards Lady Gethin [a. v.], a girl of uncommon 
accomplishments. Lady Norton soon ceased 
to live with her husband, who died on 26 April 
1716. On 28 April 1718 she married, at the 
Chapel Royal, Whitehall, Colonel Ambrose 
Norton, cousin german of her first husband. 
She was his third wife. lie died on 10 Sept. 
1728. On 24 Sept. 1724 she married at 
Somerset House Chapel, William Jones, esq. 
According to the ‘ Funeral Book of West¬ 
minster Abbey,’ she died on 20 Feb. 1730-1 
at the advanced oge of 90. On 9 March she 
waa buried in the abbey in the family tomb 
in the south aisle of the choir. 

In 1705 appeared two works hy Lady 
Norton, bound together in a small quarto 
volume, entitled respectively ‘ The Applause 
of Virtue, in four parts,’ and 'Memento Mori, 
or Meditations on Death.’ The hook was 
evidently inspired by the death of her daugh¬ 
ter Grace in 1897. It mainly consists of 
quotations on ethical subjects from ancient 
and modem writers. In the preface Lady 
Norton declares that she intended the essays 
for her ‘ melancholy divertisement,' without 
any idea of publication, The volume con¬ 
tains three title-pages and several quaint 
engravings. 

[Chester’s Registers of Westminster Abbey, 
p. 331; Collineon’s Somerset, iii, 168; Crisp’s 
Somersetshire Wills, 6th ser. p. 76 ; Hutchins’s 
Dorset, iv. 86.] E. L. 

NORTON, HUMPHREY (ft, 1666-1660), 
Quaker, was one of the earliest members of 
the Society of Friends. From September 
1666 to May 1666 he was living in London, 
acting as the society’s accredited agent for 
the assistance of friends travelling about and 
preaching. In March 1G64-6 ho was im- 

VOIi. xiv. 


prisoned at Durham (Crisp and Ms Corre- 
spondents,l&Q2, p. 43). He went to Ireland 
in June 1650, and preached in Leinster, 
Munster, and Oonnaught. In Galway he was 
taken violently from a meeting by a guard 
of soldiers, and driven from the city. At 
Wexford he was again seized while conduct¬ 
ing a peaceable meeting, and committed to 
gaol until tho next assizes. Here he wrote 
‘To all People that speakes of an outward 
Baptisms, Dippers, Sprinklers, and others. 
Also the Errors answered holden forth hy 
Thomas Larkham ... at Wexford he was 
then,’ &c., no place or date, 4to. George 
Keith [q. v.] says that lie saw in manuscript 
many papers which Norton had dispersed 
against baptism. Early in 1667 he returned 
from Ireland, and on 1 June embarked with 
ten other Friends for Boston, whence six of 
them had been expelled tho previous year. 
They sailed in the Woodhouse, owned and 
commanded hy Robert Fowler, a quaker of 
Bridlington Quay. Yorkshire, who wrote ‘A 
True Relation of the Voyage’ (Bownmr, Hist. 
qfFnends in America, i. 63-7). Norton landed 
about 12 Aug, 1057 at Rhode Island, and at 
once proceeded to the colony of Plymouth. 
Ho was arrested on a vague charge of being an 
extravagant person, 1 guilty of divers horred 
errors,’ and detained some time without ex¬ 
amination, Upon presenting a paper setting 
forth his purpose in coming, and requir¬ 
ing that he be ‘quicklypunished or cleared,’ 
he was brought before the magistrates, and 
the governor, Thomas Prince, commenced an 
attack on what he alleged to he quaker doc¬ 
trines, which Norton answered. Unable to 
convict him of any breach of tho law, the 
court on 0 Oct. 1067 sontencedhim to banish¬ 
ment, and he was conveyed by the under¬ 
marshal fifty miles towards Rhode Island 
(Plymouth Colony 1lecords, iii. 128). 

Towards tho close of the year lie passed 
over to Long Island, and, arriving in February 
at Southold, he was arrested and taken to 
Newhaven, Connecticut, whore he was im¬ 
prisoned for twenty-one days, heavily honed, 
and denied fire or candle. On 10 March 1658 
he was brought before the court at Newhaven 
and examined (Newhaven Records, 1063-66, 
p, 238), John Davenport, minister of the 
puritan church there, undertook to prove him 
guilty of heresy. On his attempting to reply, 
a large iron key was bound ovor his mouth. 
The trial lasted two days. Norton was then 
recommitted, and, after ten days, was sen¬ 
tenced to be whipped,branded with the letter 
n (for heretic) in his right hand, fined 107., 
and banished from Newhaven. 

Norton then returned to Rhode Island, 
where the local authorities wisely considered 



Norton 


6 S 8 


Norton 


that the quakers, if let alone, would not prove 
so aggressive. After some weeks, however, 
Norton returned with John Rous [q. v.] to 
Plymouth, to attend the general court for 
that colony and protest against the in¬ 
tolerant treatment of their sect. On arriv¬ 
ing there on 1 June 1668 they were arrested 
and imprisoned. Two days later they were 
brought up before the magistrates and ques¬ 
tioned as to their motive in coming. Both 
were recommitted to prison. 

Two days after they were again brought 
up and charged with heresy by Christopher 
Winter, a constable and surveyor, but a pub¬ 
lic disputation was denied ( Plymouth lie- 
cords, ni. ldO). The magistrates, failing to 
convict of heresy, decided to tender the oath 
of fidelity to the state. On their refusal to 
‘ take any oath at all,’ they weTe ordered to 
he flogged, Norton with twenty-three lashes, 
The flogging ended, they were liberated on 
10 June (lb. p. 149). 

About the end of June 1668 Norton and 
Rous wont to Boston, and wero warned to 
depart at once. Instead, they attended the 
weekly lecture of John Norton (1006-1608) 
[q. v.], who uttered strong invoctives against 
their Beet. On Humphrey Norton attempt¬ 
ing to reply at the close, he was haled before 
the magistrates, imprisoned three days, 
whipped, and returned to prison. On 16 July 
he wrote a letter to Governor John Enda- 
colt [q. v.] and John Norton (New England!a 
Ensigne, pp. 106-8). 

A fresh order that quakers in prison should 
be regularly flogged twice a weok was put in 
force from 18 July; but the public of Boston 
were growing disgusted with the cruelties 
practised in the name of religion, and they 
made a public subscription to pay the prison 
fees and forward the prisoners to Providence, 
Rhode Island. 

Norton appears to have gone to Barbados 
about January or February 1069. While on 
a voyage to England in April tho same year 
he wroto ‘New England’s Ensigne. . . . 
This being an Acoonnt of the Sufferings sus¬ 
tained by us in New England (with the 
Dutch), the most part of it in these two last 
years, 1667,1668. With a Lotter to John 
Indicot,and JohnNorton,Governor and Chief 
Priest of Boston j and another to the town 
of Boston. Also the several late Conditions 
of a Friend upon Road-Band, before, in, and 
after Distraction; with some Queeries unto all 
sorts of People who want that which we 
have, &o. Written at Sea, by us whom the 
Wicked in Scorn calls Quakors, in the second 
month of tho yeer 1669,’ London, 1669. He 
also took port in writing ‘ The Secret Workcs 
of a cruel People made manifest,’ &c,, Lon¬ 


don, 1669, 4to [see under Rous, Johit] and 
‘ Woe unto them are mighty to drink wine ' 
no place or date. 

The time of his death is uncertain, 

[Neal's Hist, of New England, i. 326: D ov i b . 
English in America, ii. 126 j Bowden’s Hist, of 
Friends in America, i. 66-135 ; Butty’s Friend 
in Ireland, ad. 1811, p. 86 ; Beam's'SnfferiL 
ii. 182, 187, 196, 106; Bishop’s New Cffi 
Judged, pp. 68 , 71, 72, 163, 179, 203; HoLil's 
Downings of the Gospel Day, 1376 , p 303 . 
Keith’s Arguments of the Quakers ... snd nv 
own . .. examined, 1698, pp. 86 -8; The 
Works of a Oruel People, London, 1650 ™> 2 
3, 9; Smith’s Oat. h. 241 ; Sworthmore MSS* 
and authorities given above.] O, F, s 

NORTON, JOHN (fi. I486), sixthprior 
of the Carthusian monastery of Mountgrnce 
wns the author of three works now extant 
in the Lincoln Cathedral MS. (A. 0.8). The 
first work is in sevon chapters, ‘ De Musics 
Monaehorum; ’ the second in nino, ‘The¬ 
saurus cordium amantium,’ of which part is 
lacking (f. 47 a); the third in eight, ‘JJevota 
Lomentacio,’ * cuvet finis ’ (f. 766). 

The volume begins with a letter from 
William Melton (d. 1628) [q. v.l to Meoher 
who copied out the work after Norton’s 
deaLh. Flecker's Christian name seems to 
have been Robert (f. 80 a), and he is probably 
idontioal with tho Robert Flocher, priest, who 
appears in the pension book of 81 Henry VIII 
(Mon. Angl. vi. 24). Melton says he has 
read the first work—Norton’s ‘De Musics 
Monacliorum/ a book which he thinks fitted 
forOurthusianstoroad. Itsseven chaptersaie 
occupied with discourses on idle words, prayer, 
and obedience. Flecker adds that this work 
was written while Norton was prootor of the 
Mount grace monastery. 

At the same time Norton wrote his second 
work, 1 Thosaurus cordium amantium.’ The 
introductory loLter, of which the beginning 
is lost, was written after Norton’s death, and 
addressed to Flecker by a doctor, no doubt 
Melton; it is in two parts, beginning f, 28 a, 

‘ de rofectione eterna,’ and ending f. 80 6. 
A request for information about tne ‘Liber 
Maguai Oonsolaoionis ’ follows, The writer 
remembers to have seen it, and recommends 
it for frequont reading. 

Norton’s third work, ‘Devota Lomentacio,’ 
is also introduced by a letter from William 
Melton. Tho prologuo records that on Tues¬ 
day before Whitsunday in the third year of 
John Norton’s entry into religion (1486) he 
liada vision immediately after mass while sit¬ 
ting in his coll. The Virgin Mary appeared to 
him, clothed in the dress of a Carthusian 
nun and surrounded by virgins in the same 
habit, and through kor he saw in the spirit 
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the realms of bliss. Then follows (f. 80 b) 
the 1 opusculum sive revelacio gloriosa ’ of 
the soul of a Carthusian monk who had 
attained to glory by his devotion to the 
Virgin and by his regular observance of tho 
rule of his order. The tract ends f. 85 b. 

[Manuscripts cited; Tanner’s Bibliotheca, 
e.v.] M- B. 

NORTON, Sin JOHN (<Z. 1634), soldier, 
was eldest son of Reginald Norton of 
Skeldwich, by Catherine, daughter of Ri¬ 
chard Dryland. He was a brave and ad¬ 
venturous captain, and on 11 July 1511 
sailed with Sir Edward Poynings and fifteen 
hundred men from Sandwich, going into 
the Low Countries to aid Margaret ofSavoy 
against the Duke of Guelders. In Guelder- 
land they‘ conquered alittle towne or tway ne,’ 
but failed to take Venloo. According to 
Hell, Norton distinguished himself in this 
expedition. Henry VHI soon recalled the 
little force, and Margaret gave all the men 
before they returned coats of colours which 
combined her livery with that of Henry. 
Young Charles (afterwards the Emperor 
Charles V) knighted several of the captains, 
and among them Norton. They reached 
Calais on their homeward journey on 26 Nov. 
1611. In 1622 Norton was sheriff of Rent, 
and in 1614 sheriff of Yorkshire. He held 
the office of knight of the body to Henry VHI. 

He went to Prance in 1614, and again in 
1682. In 1632 he was a commissioner to 
protect the coast, and in 1626 he took part 
m the great funeral of Sir Thomas Lovell. 

In 1528 the king gave him a lease of lands 
in the Isle of Thanet. He was often in the 
commission of the peace. He died 8 Eeb. 
1633-4, and was buried in the Northwood 
chancel of Milton Church in Kent (‘ Lotters 
and Papers, Henry VHI,’ v. 812, seems mis¬ 
dated). 

Norton married one of the two coheiresses 
of Roger de Northwood of Northwood in 
Milton, and left a son John, who was 
knighte d on 22 Feb. 1640-7, was present at 
Henry V ill’s funeral, and in 1661 went on 
an embassy to France. He married Alice, 
daughter of Edward Cobb of Cobb’s Place, 
Kent, and left a son Thomas (MetOalm, 
Knights, p. 94: Strtpd, Memorials, n, i. 

9,607, h. 828; Beebt, Kent Geneal. p. 158). 

Sir John also left a daughter Erideswide, 
who married William, son of Sir John 
Fyneux [q, t.J lord chief justice. 

[Letters and Papers, Hon, VIII, 1609-34 ; 
Hasted’a Kent, vol. i. p. xc, vol. id. pp. 626-6 ; 
Hall’s Ohron. pp. 623-4 ; Ghron. of Calais 
(Camd. Soc.), p. 8; Wiiothesley’s Chron. (Camd. 
Goo.) ii. 111.] W. A. J, A 


NORTON, JOHN (d. 1612), printer. [See 
under Nobton, William, 1627-1598.] 

NORTON, JOHN (1008-1668), divine, 
horn at Bishop Stortford, Hertfordshire, on 
9 May 1006, was son of William Norton, 
and come of ‘ honourable ancestors.’ He was 
educated under Alexander Strange, forty- 
six years vicar of Buntingford, and ‘ could 
betimes write good Latin with a more than 
common elegancy and invention’ (Mathbb, 
Maynalia, pt. iii. p. 32). At fourteen he 
entered Peterhouso, Cambridge, but, after 
graduating B.A. 1627, ‘ the ruin of his 
father's estate ’ compelled him to leave the 
university. He became tutor in the Stort¬ 
ford grammar school, and was appointed 
ourate there. The preaching of Jeremiah 
Dyke [q. v.] of Epping roused in him strong 
puritanic feeling. His dislike of ceremonies 
prevented his acceptance of a benefice offered 
by his uncle, and of a fellowship pressed 
upon him by Dr. Sibbes [q. v.l, master of 
Catharine Hall. He was chaplain for 
a time to Sir William Masham of Oates, 
High Laver, Essex, who afterwards wrote to 
Governor Endecott (29 March 1686) ‘his 
ahilyties are more than ordinary, and will he 
acceptable and profitable to your churches.’ 
He preached wherever opportunity offered 
until silenced for nonconformity, when he 
determined to go to America. 

In 1884 Norton married a ‘gentlewoman 
of good estate and good estoem ? ' and soon 
afterwards (in September) set sail with her 
from Harwich for New England. In Octo¬ 
ber 1085 they landed at Plymouth, New 
England, and Norton preached through the 
winter. He was soon ‘ called’ to Ipswich, 
although not formally ordained ‘ teacher,’ i.e. 
lecturer, until 20 Oot. 1688. His coadjutor 
was Nathaniel Word [q. v.] until February 
1687; Nathaniol Rogers [see under Rooms, 
John] succeeded Ward on 6 Nov. 1689. 
Two hundred acres of land were voted to 
Norton, In 1644 he was appointed by the 
New England divines to draw up an answer 
to the questions on church government sent 
by William Apollonius, pnBtor of Middle- 
burg, Holland, to the ministers of London. 
This work (finished in 1645), ‘ Responsio ad 
totam quEcstionum. syllogen,’ London, 1648, 
was the first Latin book composed in the 
colonies. It was praised by Goodwin, Nye, 
Professor Ilombeck of Leyden, and others. 
Fuller in his ‘ Church History’ says no book 
was ‘ more informative to me of those opi¬ 
nions.’ The ‘Introductory Epistle’ is by 
John Cotton (1686-1662), formerly vicar of 
Boston, Lincolnshire, and then pastor of the 
first church in Boston, Massachusetts. Nor- 

u v2 
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ton afterwords wrote, ‘ Abel being dead yet 
speaketh, or the Life and Doath of Mr. Jolm 
Cotton,’ Loudon, 1668; reprinted, with short 
memoir of the author by Enoch Pond, New 
York, 1842, 

In 1646 Norton wrote a Latin lettor to 
John Durio (1696-1680) [q. v.], which was 
translated and printed, with the last three 
sermons preached by Norton in 1064. There 
he Bet forth the view that, although he and his 
friends refused subscription totho hierarchy, 
they claimed fellowship with such churches 
as profess the gospel. A copy, with auto¬ 
graph signatures of Norton and forty-three 
other ministers, belongs to the American 
Antiquarian Society of Worcester, Massa¬ 
chusetts (MaoIiUKd). 

Inl040 Norton took a leading part in tho 
Cambridge synod, and in drawing up llie 
‘Platform of Church Discipline.’ On the 
death of Cotton in 1662 he was called to 
Boston. Rogers dying two yeara later, tho 
Ipswich church clamourod for Norton’s re¬ 
turn. lie was, however, installed teacher 
of tho Boston church, in conjunction with 
John Wilson, on 28 July 1066; on tho same 
day he marriadliis second wife, Mury Mason 
of Boston (d. January 1078), and was given 
2001. to huy a house. 

Norton was chief insligalor of the perse¬ 
cution of tlio Quakers in Now England [see 
under Ludhba, William]. Ho was request ud 
by the Massachusetts council on 19 Oct. 
1668 to write a ‘ tractate ’ against their 
heresies (Records, iv. 818); copies of his 
* Heart of Now England Rent ’ were ordered 
to be distributed on 28 May 1G69 (ib. p. 381), 
and a grant of five hundred acres of land, 
with the council’s thanks, was made him on 
12 Nov. of the same year (ib, p. 397). A 
royal mandamus for the suspension of tho 
penal laws against the quakers was issued 
at Whitehall on 9 Sept, 1661 (Sotybb, Ilist. 
of the Rise, &c., i. 363), and an order given 
lor tho release of ell in prison, On 11 Fob. 
1662 Norton and Simon Bradstreot sailed for 
England to obtain from the king a confirma¬ 
tion of thoir ohartor, which they feared was 
endangered by the unwarrantable severity 
which theyhadeinployodagainst the quakers. 
They had soveral interviews with Georgo 
Fox, and Norton denied that ho had taken 
part in the persecution at Boston. William 
Robinson’s father, a Cumberland man, appears 
to havo been anxious to prosecute tho doput i os 
for murder (Bishop, New (England Judged, 
p. 47), but was dissuaded by Fox ( Journal , 
Leeds ed. i. 649). Upon their return to 
Boston thoy wore coldly reooived, and Norton 
died suddenly six months later, on 6 April 
1068, after preaching at tho Sunday mornuig 


service. 


Ilis funeral sermon was preached 
by Richard Mathor at the Thursday lecture 
following. Some versos by Thomas Shep¬ 
herd on his death are in Nathaniel llartoks 
‘ New England’s Memorial,’ 6th ed„ Boston 
1866, p. 195. ’ 



, , „ «, lute¬ 

string, and gloves at hor funeral cost as 
much ns 73 1 . (Macluiu]). Norton’s brother 
William, living at Ipswich, Massachusetts 
was father of John Norton (I 86 I-I 7 W 
pastor of Hinghain, Massachusetts, author 
of some sermons and verses. 


Norton was a strong Calvinist, an effective 
preacher, and a ready, if unpolished, writer. 
Besides the books above mentioned, and 
some separate eormone, lie wrote: 1. 'A 
Briof and Excellent Treatise containing the 
Doctrine of Godlmuese,’ & 0 ., London, 1647, 

2, ‘Tho Sufferings of Christ,’ London, 1663! 

3. 1 Tho Orthodox Evangelist,’ &c., London' 

1064; another edition, London, 1067; re¬ 
printed Boston, 1861. 4. ‘The Heart of 
Now England ItenI,’ &c., London (12 Jan.), 
1669; Cambridge, Massachusetts, 1669. This 
violent attack upon tliu qualiors was an¬ 
swered by Francis Howgil and Edward Bur- 
rough [a- v.], by Humphrey Norton [q, v.T, 
and by Isaac Pennington (1016-1679) [q.vTl 
6. ‘Tlio Divine Offence/ &e. 0. ‘A.Cate¬ 

chism.’ 7. ‘ Of the State of the Blessed.’ 

lie loft in manuscript a ‘ Body of Divinity,’ 
which is presorvud among tho archives of 
tho Massachusetts Historical Society. 


[Palfroy’s Hist, of New England, vols. i. and 
ii. passim; Neal’s Hist, of Now England,ii. 332; 
dough's Hist, of Qualcom, i. 376 ; Brook's Puri- 
tuns, iii. 894, 419; Doylo’s English in America, 

ii. 144,176,179 ; Sprague's Annals of the Ame¬ 
rican Pulpit, Trinitarian Congregational, New 
York, 1867, i. 64-9, Unitarian, 1866, p. 1, 
Urwiolt’s Nonconformity in Hertfordshire, pp. 
613, G96-8, 768; Maclure’s Lives of the chief 
Fathers of Now England, Boston, 1870, ii, 176— 
248; J. B. Pelt’s Hist, of Ipswich, &o,, Cam¬ 
bridge, Massachusetts, 1834, pp. 221-6; and his 
Selections from Now England Bathers, No. 1, 
John Norton, Boston, 1861, p. 2; Smith’s Biblio¬ 
theca Anti-Quukoriura, p. 341 ; Hutchiusona 
Collection of Papons rolating to tho Colony of 
Massachusetts Bay, Boston, 1780, pp. 348-77; 
Bowden’s Hist, of Brieuds iu Amorica, voL i, pt. 

iii. pp. 241-3.] 0. F. 8. 


NORTON, JOHN (fl. 1674), a youthful 
prodigy, bom in London in 1002, made, st 
tho ago of twelve, a paraphraso translation 
of tho poems of Marcus AntoniusFlambmis. 
This was published ns ‘ The Scholar’s Vade 
Mocum, or the Serious Student’s Solid and 
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Silent Tutor/1674. Norton especially prided 
himself on the ' idiomatologio and pliilolog ic 
annotations/ which were extraordinary for 
so young a hoy. In an appendix he supplies 
instances of the different figures of speech 
from the hymns of Flaminms, and writes 
about them in Latin, He then devotes 168 
pages to a very ingenious and painstaking 
coflection of idioms, introducing some part 
of the Latin verb ‘ facere ’ and the English 
verb ‘to make.’ The ‘Scholar’s Vade Mecum ’ 
is dedicated to John Arnold, esq,, high sheriff 
of Monmouth, and to his wife. Congratu¬ 
latory verses are offered by four writers, 
in one of which Norton’s book is spoken of 
as ' meet for Milton’s pen and curious Stil- 
lingfleet.’ There is a portrait engraved by 
William Sherwin. 

There is in the British Museum a broad¬ 
side, written in the same year (1674), by 
JohnNorton, entitled' ThoKing’s [Charles II] 
Entertainment at Guild-hall, or London's 
Option in Fruition ’ [in verse]. 

[Scholar’sVade Mecum, 1874; Granger’s Biogr. 
Hist. iv. 98.] F. W-h. 

NORTON, JOHN BRUCE (1815-1883), 
advocate-general at Madras, bom in 1816, 
was tho eldest son of Sir John David Nor¬ 
ton, a puisne justice of the supreme court at 
Madras, who was knighted by patent on 
27 Jan. 1842, and died on his pa&Bage from 
Madras to Malacca on 24 Sept. 1843. He 
married in 1813 Helen Barrington, daughter 
of Major-general Bruc8 of the Indian ser¬ 
vice. John Bruce Norton was educated 
at Harrow, and playod at Lord’s cricket 
ground in the school eleven against Eton 
in two successive matohes. lie matriculated 
from Merton College, Oxford, on 13 Jan. 
1833, was a postmaster 1833-7, graduated 
B.A. 1838, was called to the bar at Lin¬ 
coln’s Inn on 17 Nov. 1841, and accompanied 
hisfathertoIndiainl842. Froml8d3to 1816 
he acted as sheriff of Madras, and was then 
appointed clerk of the crown in the supreme 
court of judicature. He held the office till 
17 Aug. 1862, when the court was abolished. 
He was also counsel for paupers 1847, govern¬ 
ment pleader 1 Feb. 1863, public prosecutor 
16 Aug. 1862, acting advocate-general 1862- 
1863, and advocate-general 2 June 1863; 
the last appointment carried with it a seat 
on the Legislative Council at Madras. He was 
likewise a senator of the Madras University, 
aprofessor of law, and, as president of Patche- 
apah’s Institution, he delivered a series of 
educational speeches, which were published 
separately. lie did some useful work on the 
tontine commission, and on the commission 
for the administration of trustees. Resign¬ 


ing the advocate-generalship in 1871, he 
returned to England, and in January 1873 
was named the first lecturer on law to In¬ 
dian students at the Temple, London, where 
he lectured on Hindu and Mohammedan 
law and on the laws in force in British 
India. He also held private classes. He 
died at II Penywem Road, Kensington, 
London, on 18 July 1883. 

"While in India he wrote a work entitled 
‘The Law of Evidence applicable to the 
OourtB of the East India Company explained 
in a Course of Lectures at the Madras Pre¬ 
sidency College, Madras/ 1868 (8th edit. 
1873); it is a well-known pass-book on 
Indian law. 

Norton was also author of the following, 
all published at Madras, except where Lon¬ 
don is specified: 1. ‘ Folia Opima. In verse. 
By J. B. N. of Merton College/1848. 2. 'The 
Administration of Justice in Southern India/ 
1858; answered by C. R.Baynes in ‘A Plea 
for the Madras Judges/ 1863. 3. ‘ A Letter 
to 0. R, Baynes, containing a Reply to his 
Plea.’ 1863; to which Baynes wrote ‘A Re¬ 
joinder/ 1868. 4. ‘A Reply to a Madras 

Civilian’s [Mr. Holloway’s] Defence of the 
Mofnssil Courts in India, London, 1863. 

6. ‘ A Letter on the Condition and Require¬ 
ments of the Presidency of Madras/ 1864, 
G. ‘ An Inaugural Lecture on the Study of 
the Law and General Jurisprudence/ 1866. 

7. ‘The Rebellion in India; how to prevent 

another/ 1857. 8. ‘ Speech of Mr. Norton 
at the Fourteenth Anniversary Meeting of 
the Patcheapha Moodeliar’s Institution in 
Madras/ 1867; other speeches were printed 
in 1803 and 1864. 9. ‘ AReport of the Case 
of Ramuchee Boye Sahiha versus the East 
India Company and. others, drawn up from 
Notes of Counsel/ 1868. 10. ‘Topics for 

India Statesmen/London, 1858. 11. ‘The 
Trades’ and Professions’ Licensing Bill for 
Indio. Speech delivered at Madras/ London, 
1859. 12, ‘ MemoriBs of Merton College. In 
verse/London, 1881; 2nd edit. Madras, 1866. 
18. ‘Nemesis/ a poem, 1861. 14. ‘ Topics -of 
Jurisprudence, or Aids to the Office of the 
Indian Judge/ London, 1862. 15. ‘ The Edu¬ 
cation Speech/ London, 1866; another edit, 
1870. 16. ‘A Selection of Leading Cases 

in the Hindu Law of Inheritance/ London, 
1870-1,2 vols. 

[Times, 16 July 1888, p. 10; Law Times, 
21 July 1883 p, 232, 28 July p. 249; Law 
Journal, 21 July 1888, p. 407.] G. O. B. 

NORTON, MATTHEW THOMAS 
(1732-1800), Dominican, bora in 1782 at 
Roundlmy, near Leeds, was converted to 
the Roman catholic faith during a visit to 
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Flanders, and was professed as a Dominican 
on 23 Oct. 1754, at tlie college of Bomliem 
(situate between Ghent and Antwerp),which 
had been founded by Philip Thomas Howard 
[q. v.] in 1667. Norton subsequently studied 
at the English college of St. Thomas Aquinas 
in Louvain, and was designed to servo 111 the 
island of Santa Cruz in the West Indies; 
but this assignation was prohibited by the 
master-general on 2 Doc, 1768, On 29 June 
1769 he left Bornhora for Aston Flamville 
in Leicestershire; on 9 Aug. in the same 
year he moved toSketchley, and in the spring 
of 1766 he removed the mission to Hinckley, 
near Leicester. In November 1767 he was 
elected prior of Bornhcm, and entirely re¬ 
built both the convent and the secular col¬ 
lege attached to it. He revisited Hinckley 
in March 1771, but was re-elected prior of 
Bornhcm in 1774, and was instituted rector 
of St. Thomas’s Oollogo, Louvain, on 17 Feb. 
1776. He was appointed vicar-provincial of 
Belgium, and held that office from 1774 to 
1778; aud he was granted tko degree ofD.D. 
by the university of Louvain in 1783. He 
returned to Hinckley in Oetobor 1780, built 
the Homan catholic chapel thoro in 1703, and 
Whence served Leiceslerfrom October 1783to 
August 1786. He also founded a mission at 
Coventry, ne died at Hinckley on 7 Aug, 
1800, and was buried in Aston Flamvillo 
churchyard; his epitaph is given at length 
by Nichols (Hist, and Antiq. of Leicester¬ 
shire, iv. 463). 

Norton won three medals offered by the 
Brussols Academy for dissertations respec¬ 
tively upon raising wool ( Les moyens _ de per- 
fectionner dam les Provinces Belqiqv.es la 
Laine des Moutons, 1777, 4to), upon the 
using of oxen as beasts of draught (VEmploi 
des Barufs dans nos Provinces, tant pour 
Pagriculture quo pour le transport des mar- 
clmndises sur les canaicr, &c. 1778, 4lo), and 
on raising bees (Les meilleurs moyens di lever 
les Abeilles darts nos Provinces, 1780, dto). 
He was a strong advocate of the use of oxen 
by farmers in preference to horses, and pur¬ 
posed writing a work in English upon this 
subject, in expansion of tho ‘Mfimoiro,’ 
which, together with the two othere men¬ 
tioned, was published by the Acadfimie 
Imperials des Sciences et Belles-Lettres do 
Bruxelles. 

[Palmer’s Obituary Notices of Friar Treachers 
of the English Province, 1884, p. 21, toguthor 
with some additional notes kindly supplied by 
the author; Nichols’s History and Antiquities of 
Leicestershire, iv. 478; Namur’s Bibliographic 
Acaddmique Beige, Liige, 1888, p. 22; Monk's 
General View of the Agriculture of tho County of 
Leicester, 1704.) T. S, 


NORTON, RICHARD (d. 1420), chief 
just ico of the court of common pleas, wub son 
of Adam Norton, whoso original name was 
Conyers, and who adopted the name of Nor 
ton on marrying the heiress of that family 
(Stothdb, Durham, vol. i. p. clxi). He an- 
peni's as an advocate in 1899, and was nro 
bably aserjeant-at-law before 1408, Ou4Jims 
1406 he was included in the commission an- 
I pointed for 1 he trial of all concerned in Arch¬ 
bishop Hoppe's rebellion; his name was, how- 
| ever, omittod from the fresh commission 
appointed two days later (Wyt,™ But 
Ilcnry IV, ii. 230-1). In 1406 he appears 
as a justice of assize for the county palatine 
of Durham (Surthes, vol. i. p. l V ii), ^ 
1408 he occurs as one of the king’s Serjeants. 
Immediately after the accession of Henry V 
1 Norton appoara as one of tho justices of tho 
court of common pleas, and on 26 June 1118 
was appointed chief justice (Cal. Pat. Bolls 
1 John to Edw. IV, pp. 200, 261). From No- 
vembor 1414 to Decomber 1.420 he appears 
regularly as a trier of petit ions in parliament 

S Bolls of Parliament, iv. 35 u-123 4), He 
iod on 20 Doo. 1420. Norton married 
Elizabeth, daughter of Sir John Tempest of 
Studley, by whom ho had soveral sons, the 
pedigree of whose descendants is given in 
Surtaos’s ‘ History of Durham,’ vol. t. p. clx- 
clxi. 

[Proceedings of Privy Council, i. 208, in. 33; 
Foss’s Judges of England, iv. 207-8; other 
authorities quoted.] C. L. K. 

NORTON, RICHARD (1488P-1688), 
rebel, known in the time of the northern 
rebollioix of ] 569 as ‘ Old Norton,’ is said 
to havo boon born in 1488. Ho was eldest 
son of John Norton of Norton Conyers, by 
his wifo Anno, dauglitor of William or 
Miles RadclylTe of Kylleston. His grand¬ 
father, Sir John Norton of Norton Conyers, 
was grandson of Sir Llichard Norton [q.v.1 
chiof justice of tho common picas, Richard 
Norton took part in the pilgrimage of grace, 
hut was pardonod (ef. Memorials of the Re¬ 
bellion, pp. 284-6), In 1546 and in 1666 he 
was one of tho council of the north. In 1666 
and 1667 ho was governor of Norham Castle, 
but appnrontlylost these offices on the acces¬ 
sion 01 Elizabeth. ne was, however, sheriff 
of Yorkshiro, 1608-9. On the breaking out 
of the rebellion of 1509 ho joined the in¬ 
surgents, and is described as ‘ an old gentle¬ 
man with a rovorond grey beard.’ His estates 
wore confiscated, and he was attainted. 
When all was over ho fled across the border, 
and was seen at Cavers by the traitor Con¬ 
stable, but rosisted his suggestions of coming 
to England and asking for ineroy. He soon 
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Went to Flanders, and, witli others of his 
family, was pensioned by Philip of Spain, his 
own allowance being eighteen crowns a 
month. John Story was said to have con¬ 
versed with him in Flanders in 1571 (‘Life,’ 
in Earl. Misc. vol. iii.) He afterwards seems 
to have lived in France, and Edmund Neville 
[q. v.] was accused of being in his house at 
Rouen. He died abroad, probably in Flan¬ 
ders, ou 9 April 1688. In the ‘Estate of the 
English Fugitives,’‘old Norton’is mentioned 
as one of those who are ‘ onely for want of 
things necessorie, and of pure povertie, con¬ 
sumed and dead ’ (Sadler State Papers, ii. 
242). A portrait is in possession of Lord 
Brantley, the present representative of the 
family. lie married Susanna, fifth daughter 
of Richard, second lord Latimer [q. v.]; and, 
secondly, Philippa, daughter of Robert 
Trappes of London, widow of Sir George 
Giftord. He left a very large family. 

The eldest son, Francis Norton of Bal- 
derslie, Lincolnshire, took part in the re¬ 
bellion of 1669, and fled with his father to 
Flanders in 1670. He carried on a corre¬ 
spondence with Leicester in 1672, but died 
in exile. His wife, Albreda or Aubrey 
Wimbush, had in June 1678 an allow¬ 
ance of one hundred marks a year from 
her husband’s lands. The second son, John 
Norton, of Ripon and Lazenby, Lincolnshire, 
was acoused of complicity in the rebellion in 
1572, but lived on in England. He married: 
first, Jane, daughter of Robert Morton of 
Bawtiyj secondly, Margaret, daughter of 
Christopher Readakaw. He has been identi¬ 
fied with John Norton who was executed on 
9 Aug. 1600for recusancy, together with one 
JohnTalbot. His wife (presumably his second 
wife) at that time was reprieved, as being 
with child. Another John Norton received 
a pardon in December 1601 for harbouring 
Thomas Palliser, a seminary priest. The 
third son, Edmund Norton or Clowbeek, 
Yorkshire, is supposed to have died in 1610. 
He was ancestor of Fletcher Norton, first 
Lord Brantley [q. v.] 

William Norton, tne fourth son, of Hart- 
forth, Yorkshire, took part in the rebellion, 
was arraigned atWestmmst er on 6 April 1870, 
was confined in the Tower, and presumably 
released on a composition, He appearsto 
have been befriended by the Earl of Warwick 
and Sir George Bowes. He married Anne, 
daughter of Mathew Boynton, The fifth 
son, George, although sentenced to death, 
was apparently not executed. The sixth Bon, 
Thomas, was not implicated, and must be 
distinguished from his uncle Thomas, who 
was executed at Tyburn in 1570. Christo¬ 
pher Norton (d. 1670), the seventh eon, 
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was a devoted adherent of Mary Queen of 
Scots, and, with other Yorkshire gentlemen, 
formed a plot to murder the regent Murray 
early in 1669. Having secured a position in 
the guard of Lord Scrope at Bolton, he 
planned her escape, and, though that soheme 
came to nothing, he had communicationswith 
her which probably guided the rebels later 
in the year, He was seen by a spy (Captain 
Shirley) at Raby in December, and is de¬ 
scribed by Sir Ralph Sadler aB ‘ one of tho 
principal workers ’ in the rebellion. When 
the rising failed he was taken at Carlisle in 
December 1669, and brought up to London. 
He confessed, and was executed at Tyburn 
early in 1670. Marmadulce Norton, the 
eighth son, pleaded guilty, and was pro¬ 
bably released on composition about 1672. 
He died at Stranton, Durham, in 1694, 
having married, first, Elizabeth, daughter of 
John ffiUingholl j and, secondly, Frances, 
daughter 01 Ralph Hedworth of Pokerly, 
widow of George Blakeston. The ninth son, 
Sampson, after taking part in the rebellion, 
died abroad before the end of 1694. He had 
married Bridget, daughter of Sir Ralph Bul- 
mor. There were two other eons, Richard 
and Henry, who both died in 1664. 

The story of the Nortons is utilised by 
Wordsworth in his ‘White Doe of Rylstone.’ 

[State Papers, v. 402-11; Fisher's Hist, of 
Musbam,p. 92; Notes and Queries, 2nd ser.viii. 
249, 837, 888; Ralph Royster Doyster, Pref. 
ed. Cooper (Shakespeare Soc.); SurteoB's Hist, 
of Durham, 1 , lxxiii, &c.; Whitaker's HiBt. of 
Craven, p. 623,&c.; Memorials of the Rebellion 
of 1600; Froude’s Hist, of Engl vol. ix.; Sadler 
Papers, vol. ii.; Letters and Papers, Henry Till 
xi. 700; Cal. of State Papers, Dom. 1647-80, 
p, 808, &c., Foreign, 1569-71.] W. A. J. A. 

NORTON, ROBERT (1640 P-1687 ?), 
divine, born about 1640, was educated at 
Cains College, Cambridge, and graduated 
B.A. 1668-9, M.A. 1668, and B.D. 1670. In 
1672, on the ooaurrence of a suit between a 
Dr. Willoughby, vicar of Aldborough, Suf¬ 
folk, and his parishioner tenant, Parker 
deprived Willoughby of the living, and pre¬ 
sented Norton in his place, as ‘ a learned man 
and a good preacher’ (SiBrrn, Parker, ii. 
167; Hraram, Fcedera, xv. 710). Four years 
later Norton was appointed town preacher 
to the commonalty of Ipswich, an ancient 
town lectureship connected with the cor¬ 
porate body, and exercised at the ohurch of 
St. Mary Tower. In 1686 an acrimonious 
dispute arose between him and William 
Negus [q. v.], who was apparently the second 
minister, and under Norton, It probably 
arose from Negus’s puritanical exception to 
Norton’s enjoyment of aplurality, and ended 
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in the latter’s retirement to his Aldboraugh 
vicarage, though, with a certificate from the 
commonalty of Ipswich attesting his good 
conversation and doctrine. Ills successor at 
Aldborougli, Robert Neavo, fellow of Pem¬ 
broke nail, Cambridge, was appointed on 
80 June 1687, from which date nothing 
further is heard of Norton. 

He wrote: ‘ Oortaino Godlie Homilios or 
Sormons upon the Prophets Abdias and 
Jonas, conteyning a most fruitefull Exposi¬ 
tion of the same, made by the excellent 
learned man Itodolph Q nail er of Tigure, and 
translated into English by llobort Norton, 
Minister of the Word in Suffolk,’ London, 
1673, two oditions; an epistle dedicatory Lo 
William Blcnncrhasset is signed by John 
Walker from Loiglilon. 

[Strypo’s Parkor; Cooper’s Athonca Gant,; 
T.innor’s 15ibl. Brit.-TIib.; Woddorspoon’s Me¬ 
morials of Ipswich, p. 366; Amob’s 'J'ypogr. 
Antiq. cd. Ilorhort, pp. 901, 973; Bymor’s 
Faklorn, xv.; Davy’s manuscript collodions for 
a History of Suffolk, Hrit. Mus. xxiv. 46, SI; 
Oolos MS. 60, f. 210; Lansdowno MR. 153, f. 84.] 

W. A. S. 

NORTON, ROBERT (<2.1036), engineer 
and gunner, was third son and fifth ohild of 
Thomas Norton (’1632-1684) [q. v.l, and of 
his second wife, Alice, daughter of Edmund 
Cranmer, brol her t o 1110 archbishop. In tho 
pedigree entered by Norton himself in the 
‘Visitation of llortfordshiro’ in 1634 (Hurl. 
Soc.p.80)ho is given as tho son of his father’s 
first wife, Margaret, daughter of Archbishop 
Cranmer; but, according to Mr. WaLers 
(Chesters of Chiaholay, p. 889), sho diud 
without issuo in 1608. lie studiod engineer¬ 
ing and gunnery undor John Remolds, mns- 
ter-gunnor of England, and through his 
influence was mado a gunner in the royal 
service. On 11 March 1024 he received tho 
grant of a gunner’s room in tho Towor, and 
on 26 Sept. 1027 I 10 was sont lo Plymouth 
in the oapaoitv of ougineor, to await tho 
arrival of tho Earl of Holland and to uocoin- 
pany him to tho Isle ofllliS, and in tho Bamo 
yoar ho was granted the post of engineer of 
the Towor of London for life. 

He married Anno, daughtor of Robert 
Hearo or liars, and by her had three sons 
and two daughter, lie died early in 1036, 
as his will, dated 28 Jan. 1034-6, was 
proved in P.O.O. on 19 Eeb. following. 

The following works are attributed to 
him : 1. ‘ A Mathomaticall Apoudix,’ Lon¬ 
don, 1004. 2. ‘Dismo, tho Art of Tenths, or 
Deoimall Aritlimet ike,’ London, 1008. 8 . ‘ Of 
the Art of Great Artillery,’ London, 1024. 
4, ‘ Tho Gunner, showing the whole practise 
of Artillorio,’ Loudon, 1028. lie supplied 


tables of interest and measurement, and in 
struotionB in decimal arithmetic to RnW 
Rocord’s 1 Ground of Arts,’ 1628. The • 61 m 
ner’s Dialogue,’ with the ‘ Art of Great Artil" 
levy,’ by Norton, was published in the 1643 
edition of W. Bourne’s ‘ Arte of Shootine’ 
Norton also published an English version of 
Camden’s 1 Annals,’ London, 1630; 3rd edit 
1036, in which he interpolated a panegyric 
on his father (p. 146), and was probablythe 
Robert Norton whose verses are printed 
at the beginning of Captain John Smith’s 
‘ Generali Ilistorio of Virginia,’ 1626. 

[Chostor Wators’s Cheaters of Chichelev nn 
393-4; Cal. State Papers, Dom. 8or. 1028-5 
p. 186,1627-8 pp. 368, 394; Ilorald and Qenon- 
lugist, iii. 278-80; Norton’s Works.] B. P. 
NORTON, Sir SAMPSON (d. 1617) 

surveyor of the ordnnnco and marshal of 
Tournay, was related to tho Norton fnmdy 
of Yorkshire, a mombor of which, a rebel of 
1669, was callod Sampson Norton. He was 
early engaged in the service of Edward IV, 
and was knighted in Brittany bv Lord 
Brooke about 1483, probably during the 
preparation for war causod by the English 
dislike of LIio Franco-Burgmidian alliance. 
In 1480 I 10 was custumor at Southampton, 
and 0 Aug. J4K0 was appointod a commis- 
sionor to inquire wliat wool and woolfels 
wore exported from Ohicliesler without the 
king's license. Tho same year he received 
the manor of Tarrant Lnunoeston in Dorset 
in tail male. Muclindo met him in Brittany 
in 1490. Ho was also sorj cant-portcr of 
Calais, and in office during tho affair of 
John Flamank and Sir Hugh Conway [see 
Nani'an, Sir Htouard]. In 1402 he was 
ono of those who received the French am¬ 
bassadors in connection with the Treaty of 
Elaplos, In 1494 be was prosont at the 
tournaments held when l’rincu Homy was 
oroatod a kniglit. On 10 April 1406 he 
bncamo conslablo of Mint Castle, and tho 
oliico was ronowod to him on 23 Jan. 1608- 
1609, In 1609 ho wos created chamberlain of 
North Wales, ne distinguished himself in 
Ileury VIH’s Frcucli wavs, holding, as he 
had hold under Ilonry VH, the office of sur¬ 
veyor of tho ordnance—an important position, 
involving tho control of a numhor of clerks 
and servants, lie may have been a yeoman 
of 1 ho guard in 1611. In 1612 he was taken 
prisoner at ArraB, and after some difficulty 
was set free. In February 1614-6 he waa 
marshal of Tournay, and was nearly killed 
in a mutiny of the soldiers, who wanted their 
pay. On 11 Sept. 161 Ohobocamo chamberlain 
of the exchequer. Norton died 8 Feb. 1616-17, 
and was buriod at All Saints, Fulham, where 
there was a monumont with an inscription, 



Norton 


Norton 


66s 


now defaced. He married an illegitimate 
daughter of Lord Zoucke. Another Samp- 
son Norton was a ■vintner in Calais in. 1628, 
and his house was assigned to the French 
for lodgings in 1632. 

[letters 4rc., Richard HI and Hen. VII, ed. 
Gairdner (Rolls Ser.), i. 231, 238, 404; Mater, 
for Hist, of Hen. VII, ed. Campbell (Rolls Sor.), 
i. 439, 624, li. 409, 632, 502; Memorials of 
Hen. VII, ed. Gairdner (Roils Sor.), pp. 376,382; 
Chron. of Calais (Camd. Soc.), Letters and Papers 
Hen. VIII, 1509-17; Kotos and Queries, 7th 
ser vhi. 9, 133, 216; Hutchins's Dorset.] 

W. A. 3. A, 

NORTON, SAMUEL (1348-1604 f), al¬ 
chemist, was the son of Sir George Norton of 
Abbots Leigh in Somerset (d. 1684), and was 
great-grandson of Thomas Norton (fl. 1477), 
of Bristol [q. v.l He studied for some time 
at St. John’s College, Cambridge, hut appears 
to have taken no degree. On the death of 
his father, in 1684, he succeeded to the 
estates. Early in 1686 he was in the com¬ 
mission of the peace for the county, but ap¬ 
parently suffered removal, for he was re¬ 
appointed in October 1680, on the recom¬ 
mendation of Godwin, bishop of Bath and 
Wells (Stkvpd, Annals, vol. iii. pt. ii. 

. 462). lie was sheriff of Somerset in 

689, and was appointed muster master of 
Somerset and Wiltshire on 30 June 1604. 

Norton was the author of several alche- 
mistic tracts, which were edited and pub¬ 
lished in Latin by Edmund Deane, at Frank¬ 
fort, in 4to, in 1030. The titles are: 1. ‘ Mer- 
curius Redivivus.’ 2. ‘Catholicon Physi- 
corum, seu modus eonflciendiTinoturom Phy- 
sicam et Alchymicam.’ 3. ' Venus Vitriolata, 
in Elixer eonversa.’ 4. ‘ Elixer, seu Medicine 
Vito seu modus confleiendi verum Aurum 
et Argentum Potabile.’ 6. 'Metamorphosis 
Lapidum ignobilium in Gemmas quasdam 
pretiosae,’ &c. 6. ‘SaturnusSaturatusDisso- 
lutus et CobIo restitutus, seu modus compo- 
nendi Lapidem Philosophicum tarn album 
quamrubeumeplumbo.’ 7. ‘AlchymimCom- 
plementum et Perfeotio.’ 8. 'Traotatulus de 
Antiquorum Scriptorum ConBiderationibus in 
Alchy mia.’ A German translation of the trea¬ 
tises was published in Nuremberg in 1667, in 
a work entitled 'Dreyfaches kermetisenos 
Kleeblat.’ Portions of theworkinmanuscript, 
brought together before Deane edited his 
volume under the title of ‘ Ramorum Arboris 
Philosopbioalis Libri tras,’ are in tha British 
Museum ( Sloans MS. 3667, ff. 17-21, 24-28, 
and 31-90), and the Bodleian Library (Ash- 
mol. JLS.1478, vi, ff.42-104). Norton was oc¬ 
cupied on the work in 1698 and 1699. Among 
the Ashmolean MSS. (1421[26]) is a work 
by Norton entitled ‘The Key of Alchimie,' 


writtenin 1678, when he was at St. John’s Col¬ 
lege, and it is dedicated to Queen Elizabeth; 
an abridgement is in the Ashmolean MS. 
(1424[38.8]). Inl674Norton translated Rip- 
lev’s * Bosome Books’ into English. Copies 
of it are in the British Museum (Sloane 
MSS. 2176, ff. 148-73, 3667, f. 134 et seq.) 

[Cooper's Athenas Cantabr. ii. 284; Cal. State 
Papers, Dom. Ser. 1547-80, p. 636, 1598-1601, 
pp 167, 414, 1603-10, p. 126; Lansdowne MB. 
157, f. 165] B.P. 

N ORTON, THOMAS (Jl. 1477), alchemist, 
waB a native of Bristol, and probably born 
in the family mansion built towards the dose 
of the fourteenth century, on the site of 
which now stands St. Peter’s Hospital (see 
William Wobcestbe, Itinerary, ed. Nas¬ 
mith, p. 207). His father was doubtless the 
Thomas Norton, bailiff of Bristol in 1392, 
sheriff in 1401, mayor in 1413, and the 
‘ mercator,’ who represented the borough of 
Bristol in the parliaments of 1399, 1402, 
1411,1413,1417,1420, and 1421. The al¬ 
chemist seems to have been returned for 
tlie borough in I486. According to Samuel 
Norton [q. vA Thomas Norton was a member 
of Edward IV’e privy chamber, was employed 
by the king on several embassies, and shared 
his troubles with him when he fled to Bur¬ 
gundy. The old house in Bristol remained 
m the possession of the family till 1680, 
when Sir George Norton, grandson of Thomas 
the alchemist, sold it to the NewLon family. 
The Nortons afterwards resided at Abbots 
Leigh in Somerset. 

Norton probably studied alchemy under 
Sir George Ripley [q. v.] At the age of 
twenty-eight he visited Ripley, and en¬ 
treated to be taught the art. Ripley, soon 
perceiving his ability and earnestness, agreed 
to make him his ‘heire unto this Arte.’ 
He became possessed of the secrets in forty 
days. Norton's zeal does not appear to 
have been rewarded. Twice, he says, he had 
succeeded in making the elixir of life only 
to have the treasure stolen from him; once 
by his awn servant, and again by a mer¬ 
chant’s wife of Bristol^ who is reported, with¬ 
out apparent foundation, to have been the 
wife of William Oanynges [q. v.] Fuller, 
without giving his authority, states that 
Norton died inl477,kavingfinancially ruined 
himself and those of his friends who trusted 
him. A Thomas Norton of Bristol in 1478 
made himself notioeable by acousing the 
mayor of high treason, and challenging him 
in the council-room to single combat. It 
may have been the alchemist, and the date of 
the writing of his 1 Ordinal ’ may have been 
mistaken for that of his death. It has been 



Norton 


666 


Norton 


suggested (Lucas, Seoularia , p. 126) that In "Walter Iladdon’s ‘ Poamnta ’ lg« 7 ~' 
the alchemist may also have been the Norton 82, are some vorsos ‘In librum AlchvmS 
who was master-mason ol tho church of St. Thom® Nortoni Bristoliensis.’ 

Mary Redclifle, and thus have come into [Bale’s Scriptorum Illustrium Sutnmari ■■ 
contact with Oauynges. 87; Pits, Do Illustribus Anglise SoimtorihT lU ' 

Of the same family woro Sir Sampson Nor- 806; Barrett’s Bristol, pp. 877-8; Lucas's 
ton [q. v.] and Samuol Norton the alchomist laria,pp. 124-6; Ashmole'aTkeatrum Ohemic™ 
[q. v.T, probably great-grandson to Thomas, passim; Ashmoloan MS. 072, f. 288; w a ; fo -i 
Norton was the author of a chemical tract Lives of Aleliymistical Philosophers, pp, 1353 , 
in English verse, called the ‘Ordinal of Hist MSS - Comm. 3rd Rep. p, i 8B| ath Broli’ 
Alohimy’ (both Bale and Pits call it ‘ Al- B. p. ’ 

chimiee Epitome’), which, though anony- NORTON,THOMAS(1682-1684) lawre 
mous, reveals its authorship in an ingenious and poet, born in London in 1632, was eldeat 
manner. The first word of the proem, the son by his first wife of Thomas Norton 1 
initial syllables of the first six chapters, and wealthy citizen who purchased from the 
the first line of chapter seven, put together, crown the manor of Shavpenhoe in Bedford- 
read ns follows: ‘ Tomas Norton of Briseto, shire, and died on 10 March 1682-3, The 
A parfet masler ye may him trowe.’ father married thrice. Ilis first wife won 

Norton’s belief in the value of experiment Elizabeth, daughter of Richard Merry of 
and proof was striking for his ago. On p. 22 Nortliall. Ilis second wife, who was hrousht 
of his ‘ Ordinal of Alchimy,’ he writes: up in Sir TliomaB More’s house, is said 8 to 

And blessod is ho that m.ikoth duo proofo, have practised necromancy, but, becominc 
For that is rooto of cunning mid roofo; insane, drowned herself in 1682. His third 

For by opinion is many a man wifo, who is frequently described in error as 

Deceived, which hereof little can. a wifo of his son, was Elizabeth Marshall 

• • • • ■ widow of Ralph Rntoliff of Hilchin Herb 

With duo proofo and with discreet aHsnya, fordshiro (cf. Watutis, Chesters of Chichi*, 
Wioo men may loam now things ovary day. fr. 302; Notes and Queries, 4th ser. iy. 23?’ 
The whole work is singularly fresh and Sari. MSS. 1234 f. 113,1647 f. 46 b). The 
bright, and in style of versification has been Norton family was closoly connected with 
compared to the works of Surroy and Wyatt, the Grocers 1 Company in London, to which 
(AsairAir, Schole Master, 1680, p. 63). Inter- tho son Thomas was in duo course admitted • 
spersad with raverontial remarks respecting but, although it is probable that he went to 
‘ tho subtilo science of holy alkiiny ’ arc naive Cambridge at tho company’s exponse, nothing 
practical instructions for the student. War- is known of his academic career. He is not 
ton (1 list, of English Poeti-y, 1871, iii. 131) idontical with the Thomas Norton who gia- 
pronounces Norton’s work to ho ‘ totally duatod B.A. from Pembroke College, 0am- 
devoid of overy poetical elegance.’ bridgo, in 1669 (cf. Arohceologia, xxxvi. 

Norton’s ‘ Ordinal ’ was publisliod in Latin 105 sq.) lie was, however, created MA.by 
in Michael Maior’s ‘ Tripus Aurous,’ Frank- tho university of Cambridge on 10 June 1670 
fort, 1618, and iu ‘Musteum Hermeticum/ as a twelvo-year student, and on 4 July 1676 
Frankfort, 1078 and 1749, and in J. J. Manget’s ho applied to the university of Oxford for 
‘ Bibliotheca Ohemica Curiosa,’ Geneva, 1702; incorporation, hut thoro is no record of his 
in German by David Maisner in ‘ Ohymischor admission. A brother Lucas is said to have 
Tractat,’ Frankfort, 1C25 (a translation from boon admitted to tho Inner Tomplo in 1688. 
the Latin translation); in English in Elias While a hoy Thomas entered the service 
Ashmolo’s ‘ Thentruin Oliomioum,’ London, of Protector Somerset as amanuensis, and 
1062. Manuscript copies in English arc in quickly proved himself a ripe soholar. He 
the Brit. Mus. (Harl. MS. 863 [4]; Sloane eagerly adopted tho views of the religious re- 
MSS. 1108, 2174; Addit. MSS. 1761[2], formers, and was only cightoon when he pub- 
1873, 2632 [1], 3680 [6]), in the Bodleian lished a translation of a Latin‘Letter which 
Library (Ashmolean Mfi. 67 (transcribed by Potor Martyr wrote to tho Duke of Somerset' 
John Doe [q.v.] in 1677), 1446, ii. i. (where on his release from the Tower in 1660. The 
the author is called Sir Thomas Norton), interest of the volume is increased by the fact 
1479,1490), in the library of Trinity College, that Martyr’s original Iettar is not extant [see 
Dublin, and in that of tho Marquis of Bath. ViKinaiii]. In 1666 Norton was admitted 
Norton was also tho author of a work, ‘ Do a student at the Inner Temple, and soon 
Transmutatione Motallorum’ and of ‘De afterwards ho married Margery, the third 
Lapide Philosophorum,’ in verse (Hist, MSS. daughter of Arolibishop Oranmer. He worked 
Comm. 1st Rop. p. 30), noillior of which seriously at his profession, and subsequently 
appears to have boon published. achieved success in it; hut, while keeping his 
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terms, he devoted much time to literature. 
Some verses which he wrote in early life 
attracted public notice, A sonnet by him 
appears in Dr. Turner’s ‘Preservative or 
Trnele against the Poyson of Pelagius,’ 1561. 
His poetic ‘ Epitaph of Moister Henrie Wil¬ 
liams’ was published in ‘ Songes andSonettes ’ 
of Surrey and others, published by Tottel in 
1657. This, like another poem which was 
first printed in Ellis’s 1 Specimens,’ 1805, ii. 
136, is preserved among the Cottonian MSS., 
Titus A. xxiv. Latin verses by Norton are 
appended to Humphrey’s *'Vita Juelli ’(1673). 
Jasper Heywood, in verses prefixed to his 
translation of 1 Thyestes,’ 1600, commended 
‘Norton’s Ditties,’ and described them as 
worthy rivals of sonnets bv Sir Thomas 
Sackville and Christopher Yelverton. 

His wife’s stepfather was Edward Whit¬ 
church [q. v.], the Oalvinistic printer, and 
Norton lived for a time under his roof. In 
November 1662 he sent to Calvin from Lon¬ 
don an account of the Protector Somerset 
(Letters relating to the Heformation, Porker 
Soc. p. 380). In 1669 the Swiss reformer 
published at Geneva the last corrected edit ion 
of his ‘ Institutions of the Christian Reli¬ 
gion,’ and this work Norton immediately 
translated into English at Whitchurch’s re¬ 
quest ‘for the commodity of the church of 
Christ,’ that ‘ so great a jewel might be made 
most beneficial, that is to say, applied to most 
common use.’ The translation was published 
in 1561, and passed through numerous edi¬ 
tions (1602,1574,1687,1699). 

But Norton had not wholly abandoned 
lighter studies, and in the same year (1661) 
he completed, with his friend Saclrville, the 
‘Tragedie of Gorboduc,’ which was his most 
ambitious excursion into secular literature 
[see below]. Very soon afterwards, twenty- 
eight of the psalms in Sternkold and Hop¬ 
kins’s version of the psalter in English metre, 
which was also published in 1661, were sub¬ 
scribed with his initials. Between 1667 and 
1670 his religious zeal displayed itself in 
many violently controversial tracts aimed at 
the pretensions of the Roman church, and in 
1670 he published a translation of Nowell’s 
1 Catechism,’ which became widely popular 
[see Nowell, Alexander], 

As early as 1668 Norton had been elected 
member of parliament for Gatton, and in 
1662 he sat for Berwick. In the latter par¬ 
liament he was appointed a member of the 
committee to consider the limitation of the 
succession, and read to the house the com¬ 
mittee’s report, which recommended the 
queen’s marriage (26 Jan. 1502-3). He had 
probably acted as chairman of the com¬ 
mittee (Notes and Queries, 2nd ser. x. 282), 


Meanwhile he was called to the bar, and 
his practice grow rapidly. On Lady day 1662 
he became standing counsel to the Stationers’ 
Company, and on 18 June 1681 solicitor to 
the Merchant Taylors’ Company. On 6 Feb. 

1570- 1 be was appointed to the newly 
established office of remembrancer of the 
city of London, bis functions being to keep 
the lord mayor informed of his public en¬ 
gagements, and to report to him the daily 
proceedings of parliament while in session. 
As remembrancer he was elected one of the 
members for the city of London, and took 
his seat in the third parliament of Elizabeth, 
which met 2 April 1671. 

Norton spoke frequently during the ses¬ 
sion, and proved himself, according to 
D’Ewes, ‘wise, bold, and eloquent.’ He 
mode an enlightened appeal to the houBe to 
pass the bill which proposed to relieve mem¬ 
bers of parliament of the obligation of resi¬ 
dence in their constituencies (Hallam, Hist. 
i. 266). He warmly supported, too, if he did 
not originate, the abortive demand of the 
puritans that Cranmer’s Oalvinistic project of 
ecclesiastical reform should receive the sanc¬ 
tion of parliament. Norton was the owner 
of the original manuscript of Cranmer's code 
of ecclesiastical laws, with Cranmer’s correc¬ 
tions in his own hand. It had doubtless 
reached him through his first wife, the arch¬ 
bishop’s daughter, and was the only remnant 
of the archbishop’s library which remained 
in the possession of his family. While the 
proposal affecting its contents was before 
parliament, Norton gave the manuscript to 
his friend John Foxe, the martyrologist. who 
at once printed it, with the approval of Arch¬ 
bishop Barker, under the title ‘ Reformatio 
Legum Ecclesiasticarum (1671);’ the docu¬ 
ment forms the eleventh volume of Foxe's 
papers now among the Harlsian MSS. in the 
British Museum. But Norton's viows went 
beyond those of Parker in the direction of 
Calvinism, and in October 1671 Parker openly 
rebuked him for urging Wkitgift, then master 
of Trinity College, Cambridge, to abstain 
from publishing his reply to the Cambridge 
Calvinists’ extravagant attack on episcopacy, 
wbiob they had issued under the title of ‘ An 
Admonition to Parliament.’ 

Norton was re-elected M.P. for the city of 
Loudon in the new parliament which met on 
8 March 1672, and again in 1580, when he 
strongly supported Sir Walter Mildmay's 
proposal to talcs active measures against the 
catholics. 

Norton’s activity and undoubted legal 
ability soon recommended him to the favour 
of the queen’s ministers. When, on 16 Jan. 

1571- 2, the Duke of Norfolk was tried for 
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his lifo, on account of his negotiations with 
Queen Mary Stuart, Norton, who had already 
published in 1609 a ‘Discourse touching tlto 
pretended Match betwene the Duke of Nor¬ 
folk and the Queens of Scottos,’ was ollicially 
appointed by the government to take notes 
of the trial. But he aspired to active om- 

a mont in the war of persecution on the 
olios which Queen Elizabeth’s advisors 
were organising, In order to procure infor¬ 
mation against the enemy he travelled to 
Rome in 1579, and his diary, containing an 
account of his journey until liis return to 
London on 18 March 1570-80, is still extant 
among Lord Calthorpe’s manuscripts (Hist. 
MSS. Comm, 2nd Rep, p. 40); it has not 
heon published. After his return from Romo 
he was sent to Guernsey, with Dr. John 
Hammond (August 1580), to investigate the 
islondors’ complaints against the governor, 
Sir Thomas Leighton, and subsequently, in 
January 1582-3, ho was momher of a com¬ 
mission to inquire into tho condition of Sark. 
But in January 1581 lie realised his ambition 
of becoming an official censor of the quoon’s 
catholic subjects, lie was appointed oy the 
Bishop of London licensor of the pirns, and 
lio was commissioned to draw up thn inter¬ 
rogatories to bo addressed to ITonry Howard 
[q. v.], afterwards earl of Northampton, then 
a prisoner in tbo Tower. Thooarl was charged 
with writing a book in support, of liis brothor, 
the Duke of Norfolk, who had already been 
exocut ed as a traitor and a catholic. On 
28 April following he conducted, under tor¬ 
ture, the examination of Alexander Brianh, 
seminary priest, and was credit od with l ho 
cruel boast, that lie liad stvotchod him on tho 
rack a foot longer than God liad made him. 
lie complained to WalHingham (27 March 
1582) that ho was consequently nicknamed 
‘ Rackmaslov-Gonoral,' and explained, not 
vory satisfactorily, that it was beforo, nud 
not aft or, the rack had been applied to Brinnl 
that he had used the remark attributed to 
him ( Cal. State Papers, Dom. 158L-90, ]). 
48). In July Norton subjected to like usage 
Thomas Myagli, an Irishman, who had al¬ 
ready suffered the milder torments of Sko- 
vinglon’s irons without admitting his guilt. 
Edmund Campion [q, v.], tho josuit, and other 
prisoners in the Tower wore handed ovor to 
receive similar mercies at Norton’s hands 
latov in tho year. 

But such services did not recommend his 
extreme religious opinions to the favour of 
the authorities, and in the spring of 1582 he 
was confined in his own liouso in the Guild¬ 
hall, London, for disrospeotful comments on 
tho English bishops, made in a conversation 
with John Hampton of Trinity College, 


Cambridge, afterwards archbishop 
He was soon released, and in 1583 he ma 
sided at the examination of more cathrj 
prisoners. lie seems to have been enmuwi 
m racking Francis Throgmorton. When tk 
Earl of Arundol was examined at Whitehall 
by the privy council, Norton activoly aided 
the prosecution; but the earl and his counts™ 
satisfactorily established their innocent 
Norton conducted the prosecution of Wil' 
liam Carter, who was executed 2 Jan. 1688-4 
for printing tlis * Treatise of Schism.’ But 
hiB dissatisfaction with the episcopal csta 
blishmont grew with his years, andatlenath 
involved him in a charge of treason and 
his own commit! al to llio Tower. WHe in 
tho Tower ho recommended to Wnlaingham 
an increased rigour in the treatment of 
catholics, and his suggestions seem to have 
prompted tho passngo through parliament of 
the sanguinary sf atut o which was adopted in 
1584. lie soon obtained his liberty by Wsl- 
singham’s influence; but his health was 
broken, and ho died at his house at Shar- 
ponhoo on 10 March 1583-4, lie was buried 
m tho neighbouring church of Streatley. 
On hiB death-bod ho made a nuncupative 
will, which was provod on 15 April 1584 
directing his wife’s brother and oxeoutorj 
ThonMB Cranmer, to dispose of his property 
for tho benoiit of his wile and children. 

After the death of his first wife, Margaret 
Cranmer, Norton marriod, bofore 1668, ber 
cousin Alice, daughter of Edmund Cranmer, 
archdeacon of Canterbury. Always a bigoted 
pro Instant, she at length foil a victim to re¬ 
ligious mania. In 1582 she was hopelessly 
insane, and at tho time of her husband's death 
waB living at. Olioslnmt, under the oars of 
hor oldest daughter, Ann, tho wife of Sir 
(doorgo Uoppin, M rs. Norton nover recovered 
hor roasoii, and was Bf ill at Oheslrant early 
iulG02, It is doubtfully slat od that she was 
afterwards removed to Bethlehem Hospital. 
Besides Anil, Norton loft a daughter Eliza¬ 
beth, married to Miles Ltnynsford, and three 
sous, Henry, Robert |"q. v.], and 'William. 

‘ li. N.,’ doubtless Norton s son Robert, tbs 
trauslatorof Camden’s ‘ Annals of Elizabeth,’ 
interpolated in tho third edition ofthotwork 
(1035, p. 254) a curious oulogy of his father. 
Tho panegyrist declares that ‘ his surpass¬ 
ing wisodomo, remarkable industry and dex¬ 
terity, singular piety, and approved fidelity 
to Ins l’rince and country ’ wore the theme 
of applause with Lord-lteopor Bacon, Lord- 
treasurer Burgliley, and ‘tho rest of tbs 
Quoon’s most honourable Privy Councollj’ 
while ‘ tho petty hoolcos ho wrolo correspond¬ 
ing with the times ’ lauded ‘ to tbo promot¬ 
ing of religion, the safety of his Prince and 
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good of his country,. . . and his sundry ex¬ 
cellent speeches in Parliament, -wherein he 
expressed himselfe in such sort to be a true 
and zealous Philopater,’gained him the title 
of'Master Norton, the Parliament man,’ 

His relentless persecution of Homan catho¬ 
lics obtained for him a different character 
among the friends of his victims. In a rare 
yolume published probably at Antwerp in 
1680, and entitled ' Descriptiones qutedam 
illius inhuman® et multiphcis persecutions 
quam in Anglia propter fidem sustinent 
catholici Ohristiani,’ the third plate repre¬ 
senting ‘Tormenta in carcenbug inflicta,’ 
supplies a caricature of Norton, The descrip¬ 
tive title of the portrait runs: ‘Nortouus 
archicamifex cum suis satellitibus, authori- 
tatem suam in Catliolicis laniandis immaniter 
exercet’ (Bbydges, Censura, vii. 76-6). 

Norton owes his place in literature to his 
joint authorship with Sackville of the earliest 
tragedyin English and in blank verse. Sack- 
ville’s admirers have on no intelligible ground 
contested Norton's claim to be the author of 
the greater part of the piece. Of‘ The Tra- 
gedie of Gorboduc,’ three acts (according to 
the published title-page) 1 were written by 
Thomas Norlone, and the two last by Thomas 
Sackuyle,’ and it was first performed ‘ by the 
Gentlemen of Thynner Temple' in their hall 
on Twelfth Night, 1660-1. The plot is drawn 
from Geoffrey of Monmouth’s ‘ History of 
Britain,' book ii. ckap. xvi., and relates the 
efforts of Gorboduc, king of Britain, to divide 
his dominions between his sons Ferrex and 
Porrex; a fierce quarrel ensues between the 
princes, which ends in their deaths and in the 
death of their father, and leaves the land a 
prey to civil war. The moral of the piece ‘ that 
a state knit in unity doth continue strong 
against all forco, hut being divided is easily 
destroyed,’ commended it to political circles, 
where great anxiety prevailed at the date 0 : 
its representation respecting the succession 
to the throne. Norton had himself called 
attention to the dangers of leaving the ques¬ 
tion unsottled in the House of Commons 


S Notes and Queries, 2nd ser. x. 261-3, by 
jeonard H. Courtney). The play follows 
the model of Seneca, and the tragic deeds in 
which the story abounds are mainly related 
in the speeches of messengers. Each act is 
preceded by a dumb show portraying the 
action that is to follow, and a chorus con¬ 
cludes the first four acts. Blank verse had 
first been introduced into English literature 
by Henry Howard, oarl of Surrey [q. v,] 
Nicholas Grimoald [q. v.], who, like Norton, 
contributed to Turner’s ‘Prerogative,’ ana 
was doubtless personally known to him, had 
practised it later. But Norton and Sack- 


ville were the first to employ it in the drama. 
They produced it with mechanical and mono¬ 
tonous regularity, and showed little sense of 
its adaptability to great artistic purposes. 

The play was repeated in the Inner Temple 
Hall by order of the queen and in her presence, 
on 18 Jan, 1660-1, and was held in high 
esteem till the close of her reign. Sir Philip 
Sidney, in his ‘ Apology for Poetry,’ com¬ 
mended its ‘ stately speeches and well-sound¬ 
ing phrases climbing to the height of Seneca 
his style, and as full of notable morality, 
which it doth most delightfully teach, and 
so obtain the very end of poesie , hut Sidney 
lamented the authors’ neglect of the unities 
of time and place. 

The play was first printed, withont the 
writer's consent, as ‘ The Tragedie of Gorbo¬ 
duc,’ on 22 Sept. 1665. The printer, William 
Griffith, obtained a copy 1 at Borne youngman’s 
hand, that lacked a little money and much 
discretion,’ while Sackville was out of Eng¬ 
land and Norton was out of London. The text 
was therefore ‘ exceedingly corrupted.’ Five 
years later an authorised but undated edition 
was undertaken by John Day, and appeared 
with the title, ‘ The Tragidie of Feerex and 
Porrex, set forth without Addition or Al¬ 
teration, but altogether as the sumo was 
shewed on Stage before the Queenes Maies- 
lie, about nine Yeares past.’ It was again 
reprinted in 1690 by Edward Allde, as an 
appendix to the ‘Serpent of Division ’—a 
prose tract on the wavs of Julius Caesar— 
attributed to John Lydgate. Separate issues 
have been edited by R. Dodsley, with a pre¬ 
face by Joseph Spence, in 1736; by W. D. 
Cooper, for the Shakespeare Society, in 1847 j 
and oy Mibs Toulmin Smitk in Vollmoller’s 
1 Engnscke Sprach- und Literaturdenkmale ’ 
in 1883. It also appears in Dodsley’s ' Old 
Plays ’ (1st ed. 1774, 2nd ed. 1780); Haw¬ 
kins’s ‘English Drama,’ 1773; ‘Ancient 
British Drama ’ (Edinburgh), 1810, and in 
the 1820 and 1869 editions of Sackville’s 
1 Works.’ 

Besides ‘Gorboduc’ and the translations 
from Peter Martyr, Calvin, and Alexander 
Nowell which have been already noticed, 
Norton was, according to Tanner, author of 
the anonymous ‘ Orations of Arsanes agavnst 
Philip, the treoherous king of Macedone, with 
a notable Example of God’s vengeance uppon 
a faithlesse Kyng, Queue, and her children,’ 
London, by J. Daye, n.d. [1670], 8vo. He 
was also responsible for the following tracts: 
1. ‘A Bull granted by the Pope to Dr. Harding 
and other, by reconcilement and assoylying 
of English Papistes, to undermyne Faith and 
Allsgeance to the Queue, With a true Declara¬ 
tion of the Intention and Frutes thereof, and 
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a Warning of Perils thereby imminent not 
to be neglected,’ London, 8vo, 1667. 2. ‘A 
Disclosing of the great Bull and certain 
Calves that he hath gotten, and specially 
tho Monster Bull that roared at my Lord 
Byshops Gate,’London, 8vo, 1687; reprinted 
in 1 Harleian Miscellany.’ 8. 1 An Addition 
Declarators to the Bulles, with a Searching 
of the Maze,’ London, 8vo, 1667. 4. ‘A 

Discourse touohing the pretondod Match 
betwene the Duke 01 Norfolke and the Queene 
of Scottes,’ 8vo, n.d. j also in Anderson’s 
‘ Collection,’ i. 21. 6, ‘ Epistle to tho Quenos 
Majestes poore deceyued Subjects of the 
North Oountrev, drawen into Rebellion by 
the Earles of Northumberland and West¬ 
morland,’ London, by Henrie Bynneman for 
Lucas Ilairison, 8vo, 1669. 6. ‘A Wam- 
yng agaynst the dangerous Practices of 
Papistes, and specially the Partoners of the 
late Rebellion. Gathered out of the com¬ 
mon Fcare and Speeclie of good Subjectes,’ 
London, 8vo, without dato or place, by John 
Day, 1669 and 1670; ‘ newly perused and 
encreased’ by J. Daye, London, 1676, 12mo. 
7. 1 Instructions to the Lord Mayor of Lon¬ 
don, 1674-6, whereby to govern himself and 
the City,’ together with a letter from Norton 
to Walsingham respecting the disorderly 
dealings of promoters, printed in Colliers 
‘ Illustrations of Old English Literature,’ 
1866, vol. iii. (of. Archaologia, xxxvi. 97, by 
Mt. J. P. OollieT). Ames doubtfully assigns 
to him ‘ An Aunswere to the Proclamation 
of the Rehellee ’ (London, n.d., by William 
Seres), in verse; and 1 XVI Bices at the 
Pope ’ (London, n.d., by William llowo) ; 
neither is known to he extant (cf, Typogr , 
Antiq. p. 1088). 

There exist in manuscript several papers by 
Norton on affairs of state. The chief is a 
politico-ecclesiastical treatise entitled: ’De¬ 
vices (a) touching tho Universities; (6) for 
keeping out the Jesuits and Seminarians from, 
infecting the Realm; («) Impediments touch¬ 
ing the Ministrie of the Church, and for 
displacing tho Unfitto and placing Fitte as 
yt may he by Lawe and for tho Livings of 
the Church and publishing of Doctrine j 
(d) touohing Simonio and Corrupt Dealings 
about the Livings of the Church; (e) of the 
vagabond Ministrio; (/) for the excroiso of 
Ministers ; (a) for dispersing of Doctrine 
throughout the Realm; (A) fbr Scolos and 
SeolemaiBters; (i) for establishing of true 
Religion in the Innes of Court and Ohancerie; 
(7c) for proceeding upon the Laws of Reli- 

g n; (l) for Courts and Offices in Lawe; 

) for Justice in the Country touching 
ligion ’ (Lansd. MS. 166, ff. 84 seq.) 
Norton’s speeches at the trial of William 


uarter are rendered into Latin in < Aquennn 
tani Concertatio Ecelesioo Catholic® > ™ 
1276-132; and he contributed in formation £ 
his friend Poxe’s ‘ Actes and Monument!, . 

[Chaster Waters’s Chesters of Ohiehekv' a 
388 sq.; O H. and T. Cooper's Athena, Cantab 
1 . 485 Bq.; W. D. Cooper’s Memoir in Shakes,™.™ 
Society’s edition of Gorboduc, 1847; Shaknad 
See, Papers, iv. 123; Archceologia, xxxvi ml 
by W. D. Cooper; Wood’s Athena, Omn 3‘ 
Bliss, i. 185, s. 7 . ‘Sternhold’; Tanner’s Bib) 
Brit.; Gorham’s Gleanings of tlio RoforiimHm,. 
Oal. State Papers, 1647-80, 1681-90, passm,.’ 
Hunter’s manuseript Oliorus Vatum inAfM;.' 
MS. 24488, f. 886 sq ; Strype’s Works; Lyson i 
Bedfordshire.] g ^ 


NORTON, WILLIAM (1627-1698') 
printer and publisher, born in 1627, was son 
of Andrew Norton of Bristol. He was one 
of the original freemen of the Stationers’ 
Company named in this charter granted by 
Philip and Mary in 1666, and was also one 
of the first six admitted into the livery of 
the company in 1661. His name is of’fre¬ 
quent occurrence in the early registers of the 
company, a liconse to print being issued to him 
in 1661, and fines being inflicted on him for 
various offoncos against U 10 rules, suoh as 
keeping his Bhop open on a Sunday. Norton 
resided at the King’s Arms in St, Paul’s 
Churchyard, and was a renter of the com¬ 
pany. He served tho company as collector 
in 1668-4, undor-wardon in 1669-70, upper- 
warden in 1673 and 1677, and master in 
1680,1680, and 1603. He was also treasurer 
of Christ’s Hospital. Tho earliest hook known 
to have boon published by him is Marten's 
translation ofBornardus’a ‘TlicTranquillitie 
of the Mindo ’ (1670). Other publications of 
his were Geoffrey Ponton’s ‘Acte of Confer¬ 
ence in Roligion ’ (1671) and translation 
of Guicciardini’s ‘Ilistorio’ (1679); Sir P, 
Bryan's translation of Guovara’s * A Looking 
Glasso for the Court’ (1676), two editions of 
noraoe (1674 and 1685), and an edition of 
the ‘Bishops’ Bible’ (1676). Norton died 
in London in 1698, during his tonure of the 
office of maslor of his company, and web 
buried in tho ohurch of fit. Faith under St. 


Paul’s Cathedral. In his will (P. 0.0.8, 
Dixy) ho loft soveral benefactions to tho 
Stationers’ Company, and was possessed of 
considerable properly in Kont and Shrop¬ 
shire. By his wife J oan, who was probably 
related to William and John Bonham, two 
of the original freemen of the Stationers’ 
Company, lie left an only son, Bonham Nor¬ 
ton (1666-1636), horn in 1666, who was also 
a freoman of the Stu,tiauars’ Company, and 
served various offices in tho company, being 
master in 1613, 1020, and 1629, He held 
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a patent for printing common-law books 
with Thomas wright, and became the king’s 
printer. He published a great number of 
books, was an alderman of London, and sub¬ 
sequently retired to live on his property at 
Church Stretton in Shropshire. He served 
as sheriff of Shropshire in 1811 (in which 
year he received a grant of arms), and mar¬ 
ried Jane, daughter of Thomas Owen of Con- 
dover, Shropshire, one of the judges of the 
court of common pleas. He died on 6 April 
1085 and was buried in St. Faith’s, near nis 
father. His widow erected a monument to 
their memory there, and another to her hus¬ 
band in Oondover Church. He left a son, 
Hoger Norton (d. 1661), also a printer and 
freeman of the Stationers’ Company. 

John Nobton (d. 1812), William Norton's 
nephew, was son of Richard Norton, a yeo¬ 
man of Billingsley, Shropshire, and served 
an apprenticeship as a printer to his unde 
William. He published many books from 
1590 to 1612, taking over in 1698 the shop 
known as the Queen’s Arms in St. Paul’s 
Churchyard, which had been in the occupa¬ 
tion of his cousin Bonham; but, although nis 
business as a bookseller and publisher was 
large, he often employed other printers to 
print for him. One of his chief undertakings 
was Gerard’s ‘ Herbal ’ in 1697. He became 
printer in Greek, Latin, and Hebrew to the 
queen, and in 1607 Sir Henry Savile com¬ 
missioned Mm to print Greek books at Eton. 
Savile’s edition or the Greek text of Chry¬ 
sostom's works he printed and published at 
Eton in eight volumes between 1610 and 
1612. He was master of the Stationers’ 
Company in 1607, 1610, and 1612, and an 
alderman of London. He died in 1812, being 
buried in St. Faith’s Chapel. He left 1000/. 
to the Stationers’ Company to he invested 
in land, the income to bo lent to poor mem¬ 
bers of the company. Lands were accord- 
ingly purchased in Wood Street, and the 
heavy rental is now largely applied to the 
maintenance of the Stationers’ School. 

John Norton, junior, who carried on a 
publishing business from 1621 to 1640, seems 
to have been a son of Bonham Norton. 

[Ames’s Typogr. Antiq. (Herbert); Arber’s 
Transcript of the Registers of the Stationers’ 
Company, esp, vol. v. p. Ixiii-lxiv; Timperley’s 
Encyclopaedia of Printing; Dugdale’s Hist, of 8t. 
Paul’s Cathedral, ed. Ellis, p. 88; Blakeway’s 
Sheriffs of Shropshire; Brown’s Somersetshire 
Wills.] L. C. 

NORWELL, WILLIAM ns (d. 1888), 
[See Nobthwhll.] 

NORWICH, first Eael of the second crea¬ 
tion. [See Gobotj, Geoboe, 1683 P-1668.] 


NORWICH, JOHN ee, BabonNobwioh 
( d , 1862), was the eldest of three sons of 
Walter de Norwich [q. v.] by his wife Ca¬ 
therine. Inheriting considerable estates ac¬ 
quired by his father in Norfolk and Suffolk, 
he obtained a royal license in 1334 for a 
weakly market and annual fair at Great Mas- 
singham in the former county (Bmmib'Iem), 
v. 622; Duueaeb, Baronage , it. 90). After 
taking part in the English invasion of Scot¬ 
land in the following year, he was appointed 
in April 1386, whan the French were expected 
upon the coast, admiral of the fleet from the 
Thames northwards (Hot. Scot. i. 442; 
Fcedera, ii. 943). By the beginning of 1838 
hewas serving abroad with his Norfolk neigh¬ 
bour, Oliver de Ingham [q. v.], the seneschal 
of Gascony, who, during a visit to England 
in March, obtained Norwich’s appointment 
as Ms lieutenant ( Fcedera , pp, 1012, 1023). 
His youngest brother, Roger, was also em¬ 
ployed in Guienno (ib. ii. 1022). Two years 
later, if the second text of Froissart (ed. 
Luce, ii. 216) may he trusted, Norwich was 
assisting in the defence of Thun l'Ev&jue, 
a French outpost which had been captured 
by the English and Hainaulters. Though 
his pay seems sometimes to have been in 
arrears, his services did not go without re¬ 
ward. A pension of fifty marks was granted 
to him in 1339, he was summoned to parlia¬ 
ment ob a baron in 1342, and next year re¬ 
ceived permission to make castles of his 
houses at Metingham, near Bungay in Suf¬ 
folk, and Blackworth, near Norwich, and 
Lyng, near East Dereham in Norfolk (Dra- 
ealb). 

In 1344 he was once more serving in 
France, and, returning to England, he 
went out again in the summer of the 
next year in the train of Henry, earl of 
Derby (who in a few weeks became Earl of 
Lancaster), the newly appointed lieutenant 
of Aquitaine (ib .; Fcedera, ill. 39). In 
Froissart's account of Lancaster's campaign 
of 1346 Norwich figures prominently in an 
episode which M. Luoe has shown to he un- 
historical. The Duke of Normandy, the son 
of the French king, brought a large army 
against Lancaster in the early months of 
this year, and Froissart (iii. Ill) says that, 
after taking a couple of towns near the 
Garonne, he laid siege to Angoul&ne, which 
was defended by ‘un escuyer qui s’appelloit 
Jehan deNoruwioh, apperlhomme durement’ 
(ib. p. 828). On Candlemas eve (1 Feb.) 
Norwich, finding further resistance impos¬ 
sible, is said to have obtained a day’s truce 
from the duke in honour of the Virgin’s 
festival, and sBized the opportunity to get 
away with the garrison and throw himself 
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into Aiguillou, at tlie confluanco of Lot and Nun, Not. Mmiast. Suffolk, xxxiii 1 r 
Uaronne,which thoenomypro&uullymvest od, was dissolved in 1535, whon its income stn a 
But the story will not bear scrutiny, An- nt just over 2007. 00 “ 

gouleme was far away from tho scene o. Norwich’s eldest and only son Walt# 
operations in the Garonne volloy, and its in- whoso wife was Margaret, daughter of s’ 
troduction is due to Froissart’s mmapprelion- Milos Stapleton, a Yorkshire knight bv tl 
sion of Jean le Bel’s 1 citS d’Agolenl,’ a fanoi heiress of Oliver do Ingham, had died m hi 
ful name for Agen in allusion t,o its fabled father’s lifetimo; and "Walter’s son at th' 3 
defence against Oharlomagno hy a Saracei timo fourteen years of age, succeeded h' 3 
of that name (it). Preface, xxiii. xxix). Bui grandfather, lie was given possession of hh 
although Agen (on the Garonne, oightooi estates in 1372, but died in January I 37 T 
miles above Aiguillon) was within tho field without having been summoned to parlin’ 
of the war, it did not stand a siego in the ment (Nicolas, Histone Peerage, p, 8(g. J 
spring of 13-10, and we are left to conjecture Duudald, Laronaye, ii. 91). As he left no 
on what occasion, If ever, Norwich executed issue, the barony became extinct; but the 
tho stratagem hero ascribed to him. At estates wont to his cousin, Catherine do 
Enstor 1317 ho appears to liavo been in Eng- Browse, daughter and heiress of his grand- 
land, and arranged an accord between tho father’s second brother,Thomas, who fought 
Bishop of Norwich and one Richard Spink at Ci'bcy, Sho, howovor, retired into annn- 
of that city, whom tho bishop claimed as hi 1 nery at Dartford in Kent, and in 1379 0 r 

bondman (Jlot. l'arl. ii. 193 ). But ill the 1380 William do Uffurd, second earl of Suf- 
courso of tlio year wo find him again in folk, son of tho first carl, byMavgaretNorwick 
Franco, whero his second brother, Thomas, wns declared to bo her next lieir. But she 
had fought, at Orficy tho yaur before (Duo- had alroady devolvod tho best part of her 
lur.n; Froissart, iii. 183). L 11 tho January estates upon trustees, wit lia view, no doubt 
parliament of J318 ho had a grievance. Tho to tho further endowmont of Norwiok’s col- 
holder of his manor of Bcnhall, near Sax- lego. 

niundham, had died without lioirs, and on |Kotuli Rurliaraontorum; BoLuli Sootim aad 
his wifa's death the estate would in tho Rymor’s BWom, edited for tho Record Com- 
ordinnry course escheat to Norwich as lord mission ;Tannor , sNut,iLiaMbnasLim,od,Nasmyth 
of tho foe. But lliu Icing had granted it by 1787; Dugdalu's Monasticon Anglicanum, ed! 
anticipation to Robert U fford, carl of But- Coley, Ellis, mid Bandincl, 1817-30, vi. 1459 ' 
folk, whose second wife was Norwich’s sistur 1‘108; Dtigclolo's Bm-oiugo; Nicolas’s Historic 
Margaret. If is petition was declared to bo Courage, od. Oourthopo, 1837; Blomcfiold and 
informal, and wo do not learn whether ho ob- Parkin’s Topographical Hist, of Norfolk, ed. 
tainod rodroas (Hot. Pari. ii. 198). llu was 1805 i woovor 811 unoria Monuments, p. 806.] 
again summonod to parliament in 13GO, and ^- T - 

died in 1302. NORWICH", RALPH nu (jl. 1250), 

Norwich founded a chantry or collogo of chancellor of Irolnnd, one of King JoWs 
eight priests and a master or wurdon in tho clerks, was sent to Ireland as the king’s 
parish churchof8t. Andrewatltavouingluim, messenger in May 1210, and having returned 
four and a half miles north-wust of Bocclcs, to England with a message from Geoffrey de 
Tho early history of this college is vury oon- Murisuo fq. V-], the justiciary, wns on the ao- 
fusedly told in P.lomoiicld’s ‘Norfolk’ and cession of Henry Tu detained by tho govem- 
Tannor’s ‘ Notit ia Monastioa;’ but, unless monl, in order that hu might give information 
they are mistaken, Norwich had taken some as to Irish affairs (Fa'dera, i. 175), and in 
steps towards its institution as oarly as 13'I3, December was forgiven a iloht to the orown 
and I ho first prior in Blomoliold’s list is placed of ono hundred shillings (Swehtmak, Calm- 
inl349,thoughthodofinitivochartci , ofibiin- darof Irish Document)), i, No. 737). He was 
dation hears dots at Tliorpo, near Norwich, soul, back to Ireland on tho king’s business 
25 .Tilly 1350 (Tanmuk, Not. Monast. Norfolk, 'n Fobruary 1217, and was employed there 
1.; Blomefieivd, v. 188, viii. 52). It was <11 exchequer affaire in 1218 (to, Nos, 761, 
founded ‘ for his own soul’s houlth, and that 829). Probably in 1219 lio was sent by the 
of Margaret, his wifo, for the honour of Uod, Bishop of Winchester and tho chief justi- 
ond his mother, St. Andrew tho apostle, anil nary [soo Buitan, TTunrnrr nn, A. 1243] on a 
all the saints,’ and dodicatod to tho Virgin nessugo to tlie Archbishop of York [see Grey 
Mary. In 1 .‘187 it was removod to tlio now >r Guay, "Waxtuh dh], whom he found at 
church at Norton Soupecors orSul)cross,lwo hereby, Yorkshire, and was paid two marks 
miles north of Rnveningham, A second and ’or his expenses (Jloyal Letters, Ilenry III, i. 
final translation to the chapel of tho Virgin in 1!)). IIo was this year sont back to Ireland 
Motinghom Onsllo was uffoc tod in 130-1 (Tan- with another messenger, ten marks being paid 
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to the two. Stormy weather delayed his re¬ 
turn to England in the spring of1220 {Close 
Holla, i. 407,418,420). When he came hack 
lie was granted a yearly salary of twenty 
marks until the king should bestow on him 
a benefice of greater value. He was employed 
in managing the duty on wool, and received 
the guardianship of the lands of certain great 
lords, hut those guardianships appear to have 
heen nominal, for in each case the lands seem 


Returning again to Ireland in September, he 
was engaged in exchequer business there in 
1291 , and oncoming hack to England received 
seven marks over and above the five marks 
usually allowed him for expenses. Inl224he 
received the rectory of Acle, Norfolk, and in 

1226 that of Brehull, Oxfordshire (Foss), and 
about this time was jointly with Elyas de 
Sunning a justice for the Jews (tb.) He held 
a canonry in St. Patrick’s Church, Dublin, in 

1227 ( Chartulary, St. Mary's Abbey, Dublin, 
i. 41; Cotton, Fasti Ecclesia Bibemicts, ii. 
192), and in 1229 received the custody of the 
bishopric of Emly, with instructions to use 
the revenues in the king’s interest in the dis¬ 
pute between the king and John, who claimed 
to he bishop-elect (Documents, i. Nos. 1689, 
1660,1092). In 1229 he was commissioned 
to advise tho archbishops and bishops of Ire¬ 
land with reference to the collection of the 
sixteenth levied on ecclesiastical benefices, 
and to bring the sum collected over to Eng¬ 
land. He accordingly brought two thousand 
marks to the king from Bichard de Burgh 
(Documents, Nos. 1899,1781). He was ap¬ 
pointed a justice of the king’s bench, and was 
one of the judges who heard the case between 
the burgesses and the prior of Dunstable 
(Annals of Dunstable, an. 1229). Notices of 
him as acting as justice in England occur 
until 1284 (Foss). In 1281 it was reported 
that he was dead, and his death is recorded 
under that year in the 1 Annals of Dunstable.' 
In order to protect his lands in Ireland from 
sequestration he obtained a writ from the 
king declaring that he was alive and well. 
In 1282 he attested the king’s statement of 
the proceedings taken against Hubert de 
Burgh, and in 1238 was one of the justices 
appointed to reoeive Hubert’s abjuration of 
the kingdom (Fatdera, i. 208,211). On 9 July 
1249 the king appointed him his chancellor 
in Ireland, with an allowance of sixty marks 
a year until a more liberal provision should 
be made for him ( Documents, i. Nos. 2998, 
3000). Geoffrey deOusack, bishop of Meath, 
had exercised his rights as bishop without 
having previously obtained the royal assent to 
his promotion, and Ealph, who had accepted a 
benefice from him in 1264, received thelrfng’s 

von. xrv. 


command to vacate it (i"5. ii. No, 362). The 
king having made over the lordship of Ire¬ 
land to his eldest son, Edward, in 12o6, Balph 
sent hack the seal of his office. Another 
chancellor was appointed shortly afterwards 
(if. Nos. 600,662). He was in this year elected 
archbishop of Dublin, and the election was 
approved by the king, but his proctors at the 
papal court are said to have played Mm false. 
Pope Alexander IV quashed the election, re¬ 
proved the eleotors for choosing a man of 
wholly secular life and engaged in the king’s 
business, and appointed Folk of Sanford, 
archdeacon of Middlesex, to the archbishopric 
bybull. Balph was a wittyman,of sumptuous 
habits, and from Ms youth more skilled in the 
affairs of the king’s court than in the learning 
of the schools (Matthew Paths, v. 660). 

[Foss’s Judges, ii. 438, leaves Ralph at 1234; 
Dugdale’a Ongines, p. 48, and Ohron. Survey; 
Sweotman's Documents,Ireland, i. Nos. 737, 761, 
820,022,072,1589,1860,1600,1781, 2908, 3000, 
ii. Nos. 852,600, 513 (Rolls Ser.); Royal Letters, 
Hon. IH, i. 80, 99, 108, ii. 135 (Rolls Ser.); 
Rymer’s Fmdera, 1.146, 208, 211 (Record ed.); 
Rot. Litt. Claus, i, 298, 343, 351, 407, 413, 420, 
423, 480, 481, 631, ii. 47, 62 (Record publ.); 
Ohartulories, St. Mary’s Abbey, Dublin, i. 41 
(Rolls Ser.); Ann. Dunstaplite, ap. Ann. Monast. 
ML 122,126 (Rolls Ser.); M. Paris’s Chron. Mai. 
V. 660 (Rolls Ser.); Ware’s Works, i. 821, od 
Harris.) W. H. 

NOEWIOH, BOBEBT (d. 16S6), judge, 
is said by Philipps (Grandeur of the Law, 
p, 66) to have belonged to the Norwiches of 
Brampton, NorthamptonsMre, but there is 
no authority fortMs statement (cf. Wotton, 
Baronetage, ii. 214; Baker and Brydoeb, 
Northamptonshire). In 1603 he was a mem¬ 
ber of Lincoln’s Inn, where he was reader 
in 1618, duplex reader in 1621, and subse¬ 
quently governor (Dttgdaee, Origines, p. 
269). In February 1617 he was pardoned 
for being party to a conveyance without 
license, and in November 1618 was on a 
commission tor sswers in Essex (Brewer, 
Letters and Papers, n. ii. 2876). In Fe¬ 
bruary 1619 he was granted by Agnes Mul¬ 
tan a shars in tho manor of Erlham, Norfolk, 
and in November 1620 was on a commission 
for gaol delivery at Colchester. Early in 
1621 he was called to the degree of the coif, 
and in July was commissioned to inquire 
into concealed lands in Essex and Hertford¬ 
shire. Next year he was on the commission 
of peace for Devon, and in 1628 was made 
king’s serjeant. From this timo his name is 
of frequent occurrence in the year-books, 
and he was constantly employed on legal 
commissions (cf. Letters and Papers, passim), 
He also received numerous grants in reward 

x x 
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for hia services, chiefly in Essex and Hert¬ 
fordshire, where he was in the habit of en¬ 
tertaining men of legal and other eminence. 
In 1529 Sir David Owen, natural son of 
Owen Tudor, bequeathed to him part of the 
manor of Wootton, Surrey. In July 1630 
ho was one of those commissioned to inquire 
into Wolsuy’s possessions, and, parhaps as a 
reward for zeal in this matter, he was on 

22 Nov. raised to the bench as justice of 
common pleas, whore he succeeded Sir Robert 
Brudenell as chief justice in the following 
January. He was not insensible to presents 
inliis judicial capacity; for a correspondent 
of Lady Lisle, writing of a ease which Nor¬ 
wich was about to try, declared, ‘ If you send 
Lord Norwich a flrlan of sturgeon, it will 
not be lost.’ He took part in the coronation 
of Anne Boloyn, and was denounced as ‘ false 
Norwyge ’ by a catholic partisan. He died 
early m 1636. His wife survived until 1668, 
whon she died of a fever (Maouhn, Diary ; 
Sekyeu, Ecol. Mem., ill. i. 498). 

[Lattors and Papers of Henry VIII, od. 
Brower and Gnirdnor, 1509-35, passim; Dng- 
dale’s Originos, pp. 47, 261, 269, Cliron. Sur. p. 
81, &c.; Ilymor’a Pcedovn, ed. 1746, vi. ii. 176 J 
Boas's Lives of the Judges, v. 226-6; Manning 
and Bray's Hist, of Surrey, ii. 149.] A. F. F. 

NORWICH, Sm WALTER nn(d. 1329), 
chief baron of the exchequer, was son of 
Geoffrey do Norwich, and perhaps a descend¬ 
ant of that Geoffrey do Norwich who in 
1214 foil under John’s displeasure (Matt. 
Pabis, ii. 637). A Geoffrey de Norwich 
‘olericus’ represented Norwich in parliament 

i. 22). ’Ihe first reference to Waltor de Nor¬ 
wich is as holding the manor of Stoke, Nor¬ 
folk, in 1297. lie was in the royal service 
in the exchequer; on 16 March 1308 he 
occurs as remembrancer; on 7 Aug. I 10 was 
placed on a commission of oyor and torminor 
in Suffolk; and on 24 Nov. as clorlc of the 
exchequer (Cal,Close ltolls, ])p. 67,131). On 
29 Aug. 1311 he was appointed a baron of 
the exchequer, but resigned this position on 

23 Oct. in order to act as lieutenant of the 
treasurer; on 3 March 1812 ho was reap- 

ointed a baron of the exchequer, and on 

March was mado chief baron. A weok 
later Norwich ceased to act as lieutenant 
of the treosuror, but on 17 May he was again 
directed to act, in that capacity while retain¬ 
ing his post as chief baron, and thus he con¬ 
tinued till 4 Oct. (Pari. Writs'). O 11 80 Sept., 
when sitting in London, Norwich refused 
to admit the now sheriffs, as ono of them 
was absent ( Citron. Edw. I and Edw, II. i. 
218). In Derumber 1818 he was appointed 
to supervise the collection of the twentieth 


and fifteenth in London (Puidera, ii qgg\ 
and in July 1314 was a justice of ov» 
and torminor in Norfolk and Suffolk rp„,i 
Writs, ii. 79). On 26 Sept, he was appointed 
treasurer, and two days later resigned Ms 
office as chief baron. Norwich resigned the 
trea6urersliip on 27 May 1317 through ill- 
ness; hut before long he resumed his p 03 t tt t 
the exchequer apparently as chief boron for 
ho is so styled ou 9 June 1320, though on some 
oecasionshe is referred to as baron simply. On 
22 Deo. 1317 ho was employed to inqinfeinto 
the petitions of certain cardinals (Fceiera 
ii, 349). In April 1318 Norwich, as one of 
the barons of the exchequer, was present at 
the council or parliament hold at Leicester 
to endeavour to effect a reconciliation be¬ 
tween the king and Thomas of Lancaster. 
I 11 May he was appointed to treat with Bo^ 
bert, count of Flanders, regarding the injury 
done to English merchants; and in November 
he was one of the justices for the trial of 
shuriffe and others for oppreB&ion in Norfolk 
and Suffolk. On 26 F'ob. 1319 lie sat os one of 
the barons of the exchequer at the Guildhall 
London (Chron. Edw. I. and Edw. II. 12851 
From 6 Nov. 1319 to 18 Fob. 1320 Norwich 
was onco more lieutonant for the treasurer; 
both in this yonr and in 1321 he appears as 
a justice for the counties of Esbox, Suffolk, 
and Norfolk. In 1321 ho was keeper of the 
treasury, and in July 1822, after the fall of 
Thomas of Lancaster, was one of the judges 
appointed for the trial of the two Eoger 
Mortimers of Ohirk and Wigmore. Norwich 
continuod in office during the reign of Ed¬ 
ward II; in the next reign he was reap¬ 
pointed ohiof baron on 2 Feb. 1327, in spite 
of his share in tlio condemnation of the Mor¬ 
timers, the sentence on whom was cancelled 
on 27 March 1327. Ho waB employed in 
May 1828 to inquire into the complaanta of 
tho weavers of Norwich, and in November 
to sottlo the differences betwoen the abhot 
and townsmen of St. Edmund's (Pat. Molls, 
Edw. Ill, 141, 297,353). Norwich died in 
1329, and was buried in Norwich CathedraL 
Dugdale says that Norwich was summoned 
to parliament as a baron in 1314, hut not 
at any other time. This is an error; for, 
though Norwich attended parliament in this 
and m other years as one of the herons of 
the exchequer, he was never summoned as 
a baron of parliament. Norwich married 
between 1296 and 1304 Catherine, daughter 
of John de Hedersottj and widow of Peter 
Brauncho. She survived her second hus¬ 
band, and was living in 1349. By her Nor¬ 
wich had three sons: John, who is sepa¬ 
rately noticed; Roger (d, 1372); and Thomas 
whose daughter, Catherine de Browse, was 
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in 1375 declared heiress to her cousin John, 
a great-grandson of Walter de Norwich. 
Walter de Norwich had also a daughter Mar¬ 
garet, who married, first, Sir Thomas Cailey; 
and, secondly, Robert Ufford, earl of Suffolk; 
her descendants by the second marriage were 
her father’s eventual heirs. The Norwich 
family had largo estates in Norfolk, Suffolk, 
Lincolnshire, and Hertfordshire. 

[Chronicles of Edward I and Edward XI 
(Rolls Sar.); Feedera, Record ed.; Cal, of Close 
Rolls Edward II, 1807-18, and Patent Rolls 
Edward ID, 1327-30 ; Palgravo's Pari. Writs, 
it. 1237-0; Madox Hist, of Exchequer, i. 75, ii. 
49 84 ; Blomcficld’s Hist, of Norfolk, iii. 70, iv. 
39, 164, T. 126,129,138, S22, vi.l37,viii. 52-3, 
65, ed. 1812; Dngdale’s Baronage, ii. 90-1; 
Foss’s Judges of England, iii. 469-71.] 

. d! L. K, 

NORWICH, WILLIAM o» (1298 P- 
1356), bishop of Norwich, [See BATEMAir.J 

NORWOLD, HUGH of (d . 1264), bishop 
of Ely. [See Nouthwold.] 

NORWOOD, RICHARD (1690 P-1676), 
teacher of mathematics and surveyor, born 
about 1690, was in 1616 sent out by the 
Bermuda Company to survey the islands of 
Bermuda, then newly settled. He was after¬ 
wards accused of having, in collusion with 
the governor, so managed that, after assign¬ 
ing the shares to all the Bettlers, eight shares 
of the best land remained over, for the per¬ 
sonal advantage of himself and the governor 
( 'Historyt of the Bermudaes, p. 104). His 
map was published in London in 1622, and. 
the same year he married, in London, Rachel, 
daughter of Francis Boughton of Sandwich. 
La 1023 he patented lands in Virginia, but 
it does not appear that he ever went there. 
He is said to have resided at that date in the 
Bermudas (Bbowit, ii. 968). He may have 
made several visits to the islands, but ac¬ 
cording to his own statements he was, for 
some years before 1630 and after, up to 1640, 
resident in London, near Tower IBU, in pur¬ 
suit of his colling as a teacher of mathe¬ 
matics. Between June 1033 and June 1636he 
personally measured, partly by chain and 
partly bypacing, thodistancebetweenLondon 
and York, making corrections foralltbe wind¬ 
ings of the way, as well as for tho ascents 
and descents. He als3, from observations of 
the sun’s altitude, computed the difference 
of latitude of the two places, and so calcu¬ 
lated the length of a degree of the meridian. 
Considering the roughness of his methods 
and the imperfections of his instruments, it 
is not surprising that his result was some 
600 yards too great; but, even so, it was the 
nearest approximation that had then been 


made in England. During the civil war he 
seems to have resided in Bermuda, where he 
had a government grant as schoolmaster, 
and where, in 1662, he conducted a second 
survey. He was in England in 1067, piobably 
only on a visit. He died at Bermuda in 
October 1676, aged about eigbty-five, and 
was bulled there. • 

His published works are; 1. ‘Trieono- 
metrie, or the Doctrine of Triangles, 4to, 
1631. 2. ‘ The Seaman’s Practice/ 4to, 1037. 
3. ‘ Fortification, or Architecture Military/ 
4to, 1639. 4. 1 Truth gloriously appearing/ 
4to, 1046. 6. ‘ Considerations tending to 

remove the Present Differences/ 4to, 1640, 
6. ‘Norwood’s Epitomy, being the Applica¬ 
tion of the Doctrine of Triangles/ 8vo, 1667. 
He had a son Matthew, who in 1072-4 com¬ 
manded a ship carrying stores to Bermuda. 

[The prefaces and dedications to his hooks give 
some indications of Norwood’s career. Other 
authorities ore Brown’s Genesis of the United 
States; Lefroy’s Memorials of the Discovery of 
the Bermudas, and Historye of the Bermudnos, 
ed. for the Hakluyt Soc.] J. K. L. 

NORWYCH, GEORGE (d. 1469), abbot 
of Westminster, succeeded to that office upon 
the resignation of Abbot Keyton, 1462 (not 
upon his death, as Stanley says. Memorials 
of Westminster, p. 331). By 1467 he had so 
thoroughly mismanaged the affairs of the con¬ 
vent that he was obliged to consent to the 
transference of his whole authority, spiritual 
as well as temporal, to a commission, con¬ 
sisting of the prior, Thomas Milling [q.v.], 
and several monks, and to live until lus debts 
should be paid in some other Benedictine 
house, with a chaplain and a few servants, 
on a pension of one hundred marks a year. 
The debts amounted to nearly three thou¬ 
sand four hundred marks, duo in part to the 
convent at large, in part to individual monks; 
and, in addition to extravagant expenditure, 
Norwych had sold the monastic woods and 
encumbered the revenue with promises of 
ensions. Moreover, if Ms other offences con 
s inferred from the restrictions laid by the 
commissioners upon his future action, he had 
heaped offices and money upon an unworthy 
monk, Thomas Ruston, had taken perquisites 
contrary to his oath, had interfered with 
justice, and presented to benefices before they 
fell vacant. 

He died in 1469, but his place of burial 
is unknown. 

[Widmore's Hist. 'Westminster Abbey, p. 116, 
ana Appendix vii. from the archives of the 
abbey; Neale’s Westminster Abbey,i. 90; Willis’s 
Hist, of Mitred Parliamentary Abbeys, i. 206.] 

E. G. P. 
x 1 2 
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NOTARY, JULIAN (Jl , 1498-1520), 
printer, was probably a Frenchman by birth, 
The statement, of Bagford, ‘ that he had seen 
of liis printing in France before he printed in 
England’ (Ameb, Typogr. Antiquities, ed. 
Herbert, i. 303), is behaved to be inaccurate. 
In 1498 Notary and Jean Barbier, a French¬ 
man, produced a ‘ Mtesnla secundum usum 
Sarum’ at King Street, "Westminster, for 
Wynkyn de Wordo. Joan Barbier printed 
several books at Paris in 1605 and 1606, and 
beoame ‘librairo jnr6' on 28 Feb. 1607. La- 
caille calls him ‘ un des plus habiles impri- 
meurs de son temps et tree estendu on son 
art ’ ( Histoire de I’lmprimene, 1689, p. 79). 
He printed at Paris down to 1611. A fac¬ 
simile of his marie is given by Brunet ( Manuel 
du lAbvaire , 1864, v. 1191). 

Notary henceforward printed alone. lie 
brought out at Westminster the ‘ Libor 
Festrvalis ’ (1499), taken from the 'Legimda 
Aurea; ’ ‘ Quatuor Sormones ’ (1490) in Eng¬ 
lish ; ‘ Hor® ad usum Sarum ’ (J 600) j and 
Chaucer’s ‘ Love and Oomplayntus betwono 
Mars and Venus ’ (no date). In ] 603 Notary 
was living,possibly in Pynson’s house, ‘ with¬ 
out Temple Bor, in St. Clement's parish, at 
the sign of the Three Kings,’ and there pro¬ 
duced ‘ The Golden Legend,’conlainingsome 
woodcuts used by Wynkyn de Wordo and 
some metal cuts. During the next six or 
seven years thero came from his press ‘ The 
‘ Crony de of Englond’ (1604), ‘ Scola Per¬ 
fections ’ (1607), and other works, about 
thirteen in number. In 1610 ho had a second 
shop in St. Paul’s Churchyard, at the sign of 
the Three Kings, ‘ bosyde my loi'de of Lon¬ 
don palaya.’ Ilia next dated books were the 
‘Oronicles of Englond’ (1616); two small 
grammatical treatises by "Whitlintoiij * Do 
Metris’and 'De Octo Partibus Orationis’ 
(1616), at the sign of St. Mark against St. 
Paul’s (copies of which are in the Cambridge 
University Library) j and the 1 Lyfeof Saynt 
Barbara ’ (1618), in St. Paul’s Churchyard, at 
the sign of the l'hroo Kings. Dr. II. Oskar 
Hommei'placeeaboutl518tkodttteof Notary's 
famous edition (the fifth) of ‘ The Kalender of 
Shepardes/ of which no perfect copy is known 
(The Academy, 20 Doc. 1890, p. 693). His 
last known productions are ‘ Tho Pnrlyamont 
of Deuylls ’ (1620) and 1 Life of Saynt Eras¬ 
mus’ (1620), also printed at tho Throe Kings. 
Herhort mentions two other lives of saints, 
hut furnishes no particulars. 

The date of Notary’s death is unknown, 
Specimens of his printing aro rare and few 
in number, nis name appears in about 
twenty-eight works. Ilia productions are 
not remarkable for beauty, except perhaps a 
* Book of Hours ’ (1603), of wluch the only 


copy known to be extant belongs to th» 
Duke oi Devonshire. Like other printers of 
lus time, Notary bound his own books and 
specimens of the original calf covers em in 
existonce, bearing stumped panels with tin 
royal arms (Petdea.ux, Historical Sketch of 
Bookbinding, 1893, pp. 18-19), Two of his 
devices arc reproduced by Dibdin, 


[Amos’s Typogr. Anliq. (Herbert), 1705 , 
303-7; tho same (Dibdin), 1812, ii. 674 _e 03 
Gordon Duff’s Eirly Printed Books, 189 a 
143-dfl ; Wanton's Ii 1 st. of English Poetry mw! 
litL), 1871,in. 166; Jlazlitt’s Handbook end Bi 
bliographioal Collections, 1867-89; TimperWs 
Encyelopmdia, 1842, pp. 220-7.] H. ft % 


NOTHELM (d. 739), tenth archbishop of 
Canterbury, a priest of London, and ap¬ 
parently not a monk, was a friend of Al- 
birnis [q. v.], abbot of St. Augustine’s, Canter¬ 
bury, who employed him to convey to Bede 
[q. v.], both by lotter and by word of mouth, 
information respecting the ecclesiastical his¬ 
tory of Kent. Nothehn visited Rome during 
tlio pontificate of Grogory II, and, with his 
pm mission, soarcbed the registers of the Re¬ 
man boo, and copied several fattens of Gregory 
tho Great and other popes, which, by thead- 
vico of Albinus, ho gave to Bede, that he 
might insert thorn in his ‘ Ecclesiastical His¬ 
tory.’ He is described aB'archpriest of the ca¬ 
thedral church of St. Paul’s, London' (Tnoiw, 
col. 1772). Archbishop Tntwin having 
died in 734, Nothelm was consecrated to the 
see of Canterbury in 736, tho archbishopric 
of York being re-established about that tune, 
and probably a little oarlier than Nothelm’s 
consecration by tho gift of a pall from Gre¬ 
gory III to Egbert (d. 766) [q. vj Nothelm 
received his pall from Gregory lllin 736, and 
then consecrated Cutliborl (d. 768) [q. v.], 
who succeeded him at Canterbury, to the 
suo of Hereford; llerowald to Sherborne, 
and Etliolfritli to Elrnham (Srar, Dumui. 
Opp. ii. 31, S2). He recoivod a letter from 
St. Boniface, tnon archbishop in Germany, 
asking for a copy of tholottor containing the 
questions sent by St. Augustine [q, v.] to 
Gregory aud the popo’s answers, together 
withNothelm’a opinion on the case of a man's 
marriago with tho widowed mother of his 
godson, and for information as to the date of 
Augustine’s landing m England (Ecdmai- 
tical Documents, iii, 336 sq.) Either in 788 
or 737 be hold a synod which was attended, 
by nine bishops, In 787 a division was 
mndo between tho Mercian and Mid-Anglion 
bishoprics by Hits consecration of Huitta to 
LicliJluld and Totlato Leicester. Nothehn 
witnessed a charter of Eadbort,kmg of Kent, 
in 738. lie died on 17 Oct. 789 (Slit. 
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Dtoelm. ; Eos. Hoy. i. 6; and see Bishop 
Stubbs’s Preface for the chronology of the 
‘Northern Chronicle;’ according to Eliiiiaoi, 
p. 312, in 740; in Floe. Wio. f. 64, in 741), 
and was buried in the abbey church of St. 
Augustine's, Canterbury. The works attri¬ 
buted to him by Leland, Bale, and Tanner 
are merely suppositions. He sent thirty 
questions to Bede on the Books of Kings, 
which Bede answered in a treatise addressed 
to him [see under Bede]. Wharton has 
printed a eulogy on him in ten lines from a 
manuscript in the Lambeth Library. 

[A life by Bishop Stubbs in Diet. Chr. Biogr. 
iii. 64,56; Haddan and Stubbs's Bed. Docs. ui. 
336-39; Hook’s Archbishops of Oant. i .206-16 ; 
Wright's Biogr. Brit. Lit. i. 291 j Wharton’s 
Anglia Sacra, ii. 71, where the eulogy is printed, 
on which see Hardy’s Oat. Mat. i. 468 (Soils 
Ser.); Bede’s Eccl. Hist. Pref. and Cont. ap. 
Mon. Hist. Brit. pp. 106, 107, 288; Sym. 
Dan elm , Hist. Begum, ap. Opp. ii. 31, 32 (Bolls 
Ser.); Kemble’s Codex Dipl. i. Nos. 82,86 (Engl. 
Hist. Soc.); Thorn's Chron. col. 1772, ed. Twys- 
den; Elmham’B Hist. Mon. S. Angustini, p. 812 
(Bolls Ser.); Flor.Wig. i, 64 (Engl Hist, floe,); 
Bog. Hot. i. 5 (Rolls Ser.); Leiand’s Soriptt. p. 
131; Bale’s Script, Brit. Cat. ii. 8, p. 100 ; Tan¬ 
ner’s Bibl. Brit. p. 562.] W. H. 

NOTT, GEORGE FREDERICK (1787- 
1841), divine and author, horn in 1767, was 
nephew of Dr. John Nott [q. v.J His father, 
Samuel Nott (1740-1793), who proceeded 
M.A. from Worcester College, Oxford, in 
1704, was appointed prebendary of Winches¬ 
ter (1770), rector of Houghton, Hampshire 
(1776), vicar of Blandford, Dorset, and chap¬ 
lain to the king. His mother, Augusta 
(d. 1813), was daughter of Pennell Hawkins, 
seqeant-surgeon to the king, and niece of Sir 
Cmsar Hawkins. George matriculated from 
Christ Church, Oxford, on 30 Oct. 1784, aged 
seventeen, and distinguished himself as a 
classical scholar. Graduating B. A. in 1788, 
he was elected a fellow of A11 Souls College, 
took holy ordors, and proceeded M, A. in 1792 
(B.D. in 1802, and D.D. in 1807). In 1801 
ne was proctor in the university, and in 1802 
he preached the Bampton lectures, his subject 
being 'Religious Enthusiasm.’ The success 
attending these sermons, which were pub¬ 
lished next year,brought him to the notico of 
the king, who appointed him sub-preceptor 
to Princess Charlotte of Wales. Muehclerical 
preferment foHowed. He became prebendary 
of Oolworth, Chichester, in 1802; perpetual 
curate of Stoke Canon, Devonshire, in 1807 ; 
vicar of Broadwinsor, Dorset, in 1808; 
fourth prebendary of Winchester in 1810; 
rector of Harrietsham and Woodehurch (in 
exchange for Broadwinsor) in 1813, and 


prebendary of Salisbury in 1814. lie spent 
much of his private means in restoring the 
rectory-houses and in building schools in the 
parishes over which he presided. As pre¬ 
bendary of Winchester, he superintended the 
repairs of the cathedral. On 6 Jan. 1817, 
while engaged on this work, he fell a dis¬ 
tance of thirty feet, and sustained severe in¬ 
juries to the head, from which he never 
wholly recovered. Subsequently he spent 
much time in Italy, and at Rome purchased 
many pictures by contemporary artists. He 
wrote Italian with ease and accuracy. In 
1825 he succeeded to the property of liis 
uncle John. He died at his houso in the 
Close at Winchester on 25 Oct. 1841. The 
Bale of his valuable library, consisting of 
12,500 volumes and many prints and pic¬ 
tures, took place at Winchester, and lasted 
thirteen days (11-25 Jan. 1842). Nott’s 
coins, gems, and bronzes were sold in April 
in London. 

Nott, like his unde, devoted much time to 
the study of sixteenth-century literature, and 
produced an exhaustive edition of the ‘ Works 
of Henry Howard, earl of Surrey, and of 
SirThomns Wyatt the elder’ (1816-16,in two 
largo 4to vols.) The illustrative essays and 
appendices embody the results of many re¬ 
searches nmong manuscripts and wide read¬ 
ing in early Italian poetry, while his biogra¬ 
phies of Henry Howard, earl of Surrey [q. v.], 
and of his son, Henry Howard, earl of North¬ 
ampton [q. v.J, despite their length and their 
noglect of many authorities since rendered 
accessible, supply muoh recondite informa¬ 
tion. But the text of the poems is not al¬ 
ways accurate, and Nott displays through¬ 
out a want 01 literary taste, lie unwar¬ 
rantably assumed that nearly all Surrey’s 
poems were addressed to the Lady Geraldine, 
and affixed to each a fanciful title based on 
that assumption (of. Bapst, Deux Oentils- 
hommes-pocies <1 la Cour de Henri VIII, 
1891, for advorse criticism of Nott’s' Life of 
Surrey’). 

Besides ths Bampton lectures noticed 
above and an occasional sermon, Nott also 
published some translations into Italian, and 
edited some Italian boobs. His Italian ver¬ 
sion of the English ‘Book of Common 
Prayer’(‘Libro delle Proghiere Communi’) 
appeared in 1831. In 1882 he printed, at 
Florence for the first time, with Italian in¬ 
troduction and notes, 'Fortunatus Siculus 
ossia l’Avventuroso Ciciliano di Busone 
da Gubbio: romanzo storico soritto nel 
MCCOXI.’ 

[Gont. Mag. 1842, i. 106-7, 299; Biogr. Diet, 
of Living Authors, 1816; Foster’s Index Eccle- 
siusticus, 1800-40. In the Brit. Mus. Cat. many 
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.English works by Uis undo uro ineorroctly as¬ 
signed to him; with thorn aro enumerated several 
Italian books, with manuscript notes by Nott, 
which were onco in Nott's library, but aro now 
in the Musoum.] S. L. 

NOTT, JOHN, M.D. (1751-1825), phy¬ 
sician and classical scholar, bom at Worcester 
on 24 Deo. 1761, was son of Samuel Nott. 
The latter was of German origin, held an 
appointment in Goorge Ill’s household, and 
was much liked by the king. John studied 
surgory in Birmingham, under the inst ruction 
of Edmund Hector, the schoolfellow and life¬ 
long friend of Dr. Johnson; in London under 
Sir 0 cesar Hawkins, with whose family he 
was connected; and at Paris. About 1775 he 
went to the Continent with an invalid gontlo- 
nmn, and stayod there for two years, whan 
ho roturnod to London. In 1783 ho travollod 
to China, as surgeon in an East India vessel, 
and during his absence of throe yoars loamt 
the Persian language. In a note to his edition 
of Decker’s ‘ Gulls Hornbook ’ ho speaks of 
having witnessed Chinese plays in the streets 
of Canton (p. 56, n. 2 ). 11 is lovo of travel was 
not yot exhausted, for soon after returning 10 
England ho accompanied his brother and his 
family on a journey abroad for their health, 
and did not return until 1788. Nott was 
still without a degree in medicine, and, on the 
advice of Dr. Warren, ho became an extra- 
licentiato of the College of Physicians inLon- 
don on 8 Oct. 1789. On the title-page of his 
treatise on the'Waters ofl’isa’ ho is described 
as M.D., but where he took tlmt degree is 
unknown. On Ike recommendation of Dr. 
Warren he attended the Duchess of Devon¬ 
shire and Lady Duncannon, as their physician, 
to the Continent, and continued in that posi¬ 
tion until 1793. He settled at length at the 
Hot Wells, Bristol,‘ the place of his predilec¬ 
tion,’ and, in spite of frequent offers of a bott or 
position, romnined there for the rest of his 
days. For the last eight years of his life Nott 
suffered from hemiplegia, and was confined 
tohishouso; but his mental faculties wore un¬ 
impaired, and he was always engrossed inlitp- 
rature. lie died in a boarding-house, Dowry 
Square, Clifton, Bristol, on 23 July 1825, and 
was buried in the old burial-ground at Clift on. 
Ho was well versed in medical science and in 
olaasical literature, and was celebrat ed for liis 
conversational skill. 

Nott was tho author of: 1. ‘Alonzo; or 
the Youthful Solitniro: atftlo’(anon.), 1772. 
2. 'Leonora; an Elegy on the Death of a 
Young Lady ’ (anon.), 1776. Slio was tho 
object of his yout hfulat taehmenl. 3. ‘ Kisses: 
being an English Translation in Vorau oftlio 
Basia of Joannes Secundus Nicolaius, with 
Latin Text and an Essay on his Life,’ 1775. 


4. ‘ Sonnot s and Ode, of Petrarch, tmnskta? 
(anon.), 1777 ; reprinted in January 1808 
as by tho translator of Catullus. 5 , ip»Jj 


consbting of Uriginal Pieces and Tran*’ 
tions,’ 1780. 0 . ‘ Heroic Epistle in vZ' 
from Vestris in London 


to_ 

Heinel in France’ (anon.), 1781, 7.1 p M ~ 
pertii Monobiblos, or that Rook of Properti™ 
called Oythnia, translated into English vn™>' 
1782. 8 . ‘ Select ()des from Hafiz, tranced 
into English versa,’ 1787 . 9. < Chemical Dis¬ 
sertation oti the Thermal Water of Pisa and 
on the neighbouring Spring of Asciano, with 
Analytical Papers [by Ilenri Struve] on the 
Sulphureous Water of Yverdun,’ 1793. This 
was the subhtance of an Italian treatise hv 
Giorgio Santi, professor of chemistry in Pisa 
University. Nott had passed two winters 
in that city. 10 . ‘ Of the Ilot-WellWateis 
near Bristol,’1793. 1 L. ‘ A Posologic Com- 
panion to the London Pharmacopoeia,’ 1793 . 
3rd ed. 1811. 12 . ‘Tho Poems of Cains 

Valerius CatulluB in English Verse, with the 
Latin text, versified and classical notes,’ 1794 
2 vols. 8 vo. 13. ‘ Belinda; or the Kisses 
of Bonofonius of Auvorgno,withLatra text’ 
1797. 14. ‘Tho Naturo of Things. The Pint 
Bonk of Lucretius, with Latin text,’1799. 
15. ‘ Odos of florace, with Latin text,' 1803, 
2 vols. 10 . ‘ Snpphn, all er a Greek Romance’ 
(anon.),1803. 17. ‘On the Tnfluonza at Bris¬ 
tol in the Spring of 1803,’ 1803. 18. ‘Select 
Poems from the ITosporidos of Herrick,with 
occasional remarks by J. N.’ [1810]. Ibis 
was crilioisad by Barron Fiold in the ‘ Quar¬ 
terly Roviuw’ for 1810. 19. ‘Songs and 

Ronnots of Henry Howard, cnrl of Surrey, 
SirThomasWyat t, and ot hors ’ [1812]. Afire 
at. tlio printer’s destroyed nearly the whole 
imp cession, and tlio work,which included only 
the text of tiio poems, and is to he distin¬ 
guished from t ho exhaust ivo edition of Surrey 
and Wyatt by Nott’s nephew, was not pub¬ 
lished. In two copies at the British Museum 
thorn are copious manuscript notes by Nott. 
20. ‘ Tho G nils 11 ornbook, by T. Decker, with 
notes of illustration by J. N.,’ 1812. Nott 
contributed to the ‘Gentleman's Magazine' 
and other journals, both literary and medical. 
At the time of his death ho had finished a 
complete translation of Petrarch, with notea, 
memoir, and ossay on his genius; and he con- 
lomplatod a poetic version of Silius Italicua. 
His nophow, exennt or and heir, was the Rev. 
Goorge Frederick Nott [q. v.] 

Nott’s verse renderings of the poemB of 
Catullus, Propertius, and of tho ‘Basia of 
Joannes Secundus Nicolaius,’are reprinted 
in Bohn’s Classical Library. 

Nott seoms to lmvo aided John Mathew 
Guteh[q,v.] in preparing a reprint of Witber'e 
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■works. The undertaking was not com¬ 
pleted, but a few imperfect copies were 
issued by Gutch in 1820, in 3 vols. (cf. 
proof-sheets of the reprint of the Juvenilia 
m Brit. Mns.) Charles Lamb possessed a 
copy of these 1 Selections from the Lyric and 
Satiric Poems of George Wither,’interleaved 
with manuscript notes by Nott. The notes 
irritated Lamb, who annotated them in turn 
with such comments as ‘ Thou damned fool I’ 
'Why not, NottP’ ‘ Obscure? to you, to 
others Not,’ and dismisses the * unhappy doc¬ 
tor ’ with this final note, ‘ 0 eloquent in 
abuse I Niggard whore thou shouldst praise, 
Most Negative Nott.’ Mr, Swinburne, into 
whose hands came this doubly annotated 
volume, details Lamb’s strictures upon Nott 
with gusto in a paper entitled ‘ Charles Lamb 
and George Wither ’ in the ‘ Nineteenth Cen¬ 
tury ’ (January1886). He characterises Nott, 
whose chief fault seems to have been a super¬ 
fluity of comment, ab 1 sciolist and pedant.’ 

[Gent. Mag. 1826, pt. ii. pp. 686-8 (from 
Bristol Journal); Notab and Queries, 1st ter, x. 
27, 6th ser. x. 204, 6th eer. x. 287 ; Munk’a Coll, 
of Phys. 2nd ed. ii. 397-8 j Bristol Gazette, 
28 July 1826.] W. P. C. 

NOTT, Sib THOMAS (1600-1681), 
royalist, horn on 11 (or 16) Dec. 1606, was 
eldest son of Eager Nott, a wealthy citizen 
of London, a younger son of the Notts of 
Kent ( Visitation of Gloucestershire , 1682-3, 
ed. Fenwick and Metcalfe, p. 126). Eoger 
Nott, who was churchwarden of Allhallows 
Staining in 1621-2, suffered much for his 
loyalty during the civil war ( Cal. of Com¬ 
mittee for Compounding ), But if the will 
(P. C.C. 363, Brent) of a family connection— 
Mrs. Elizabeth Parkins, formerly Sewster 
—may he credited, he acquired some of his 
property, notably that in Wiltshire, by fraud. 
He was buried at Richmond, Surrey, on 
24 Jan. 1670-1 (parish register; cf. his will 
in P. 0. C. 79, Eure). His son was placed 
in 1618 at Merchant Taylors’ School (Regis¬ 
ter, ed. Robinson, i. 96), whence he proceeded 
in 1622 to Pembroke College, Cambridge, 
graduating B.A. in 1626, M.A. in 1628. 
On 4 Sept. 1689 he was knighted at White¬ 
hall (MmOALi'n, Booh of Knights, p. 196), 
being then seated at Obdon, Worcestershire. 
In 1640 he bought the remainder of the 
crown lease of Twickenham Park, Middle¬ 
sex, of the Countess of Home, but sold it in 
1669, about which time he purchased a 
house at Richmond (Cobbuti, Twickenham, 
p. 280). The committee for advance of money 
assessed him on 4 Oct. 1643 at 260 1., and at 
20 01. on 17 Dec., for non-payment of which 
he was ordered to be brought up in custody 


011 14 Feb. 1646 (Cal. p. 256). On 17 Oct. 
1646 he petitioned to compound, pleading 
that he came in before 1 Dec. 1645, and ob¬ 
tained conditions from the county commit¬ 
tee, hut could not prosecute his composition 
by reason of his debts; he was subsequently 
fined 1,2671 (Cal. of Committee for Com¬ 
pounding, p. 1664.) He was again assessed at 
400Z. on 1 Jan. 1647, was threatened with 
sequestration for refusing to pay in August 
1649, and finally obtained his discharge in 
May 1660, on payment of 60 1. During the 
civil war Nott was in constant attendance 
on the king. In 1647 he assisted in the at¬ 
tempt to promote a rising for Charles in 
Glamorganshire (Cal. of State Papei-s, 1646- 
1847, p. 692). A royaliBt demonstration at 
Twickenham in August 1649 was apparently 
inspired by Lady Nott (ib. 1649-60, pp. 290, 
293); at any rate Nott disclaimed all know¬ 
ledge of it, and asked the council of state 
to compensate him for the damage done to 
his property (ib. 1660, pp. 120, 143). At the 
Restoration Nott became gentleman-usher of 
the privy chamber to the king (Ohambdb- 
IiATOE, Anglia Notitia, 1682, p, 162). On 
20 May 1G63 he was elected an original 
fellow of the Royal Bocioty, but was ex¬ 
pelled on 18 Nov. 1676 for non-payment of 
Mb subscription (Thomson, Hist, of Royal 
80 c., Appendix iv. p. xxii). He died about 
18 Dec. 1681, in St. Margaret, Westminster 
(Probate Act Book, P. 0. O., 1682, f. 34), 
and was buried at Richmond on the 22nd 
(parish register). His widow, Anne, daugh¬ 
ter of Sir Thomas Thynne, was buried near 
him on 17 Nov. 1694 (ib.) Li his will 
(P. O, C. 7, Cottle) he mentions three sons 
—Thomas (1638-1703), who was seated at 
Obden in 1682 Wash, Worcestershire, ii. 
450), Roger, and Edward—and two daugh¬ 
ters, Susan and Beatrice. 

His portrait was finely engraved in folio 
by R. White in 1678; it is now very rare 
(Evans, Cat. of Engraved Portraits, ii. 800). 
There is a copy of it by Richardson in 8vo. 

[Notes kindly supplied by J. Challenor C. 
Smith, esq.; Howard’s Miscellanea Genealogies, 
new ser, hi. 233; Granger’s Biogr. Hitt, of Engl. 
(2nd edit,), in. 415; Commons’ Journals, iv. 
519.] G. G. 


NOTT, Sib WILLIAM (1782-1846), 
major-general, commander of the army of 
Kandahar, second son of Charles Nott of 
Shobdon in Herefordshire, by his wife, a 
Miss Bailey of Seething, near Loddon in Nor¬ 
folk, waB born near Neath, Glamorganshire, 
on 20 Jan. 1782. His forefathers had for many 
generations been yeomen. At a school in 
Neath, where his father rented a farm, and 
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afterwards at tlie grammar school at Cow- 
bridge, Nott received an indifferent ele¬ 
mentary education. In 1794 his father re¬ 
moved to tlie town of Carmarthen, became 
the proprietor of the Ivy Bush inn, and 
entered on the business of a mail contractor, 
lie also retained a large farm, in the working 
of which he was assisted by his sons, 

In 1798 Nott was enrolled in a volunteer 
corps formed in Carmarthen, and this led him 
to aspire to a commission in the army. A 
Bengal cadetship was obtained for him, and 
he ombarked in 1800 for Calcutta in the East 
Indiaman Kent. Aftor much hardship, con¬ 
sequent upon the capture of the Kent by a 
French privateer and the transference of 
the passengers to a small Arab vessel, Nott 
Anally reached Calcutta; and on 28 Aug. 

1800 he was appointed an ensign, and posted 
to the Bengal European regiment at Bar- 
liampur. lie was soon afterwards transferred 
to the 20th native infantry, and on 21 Fab. 

1801 he was promoted lieutenant. 

In 1804 Nott was soloctod to command a 
detachment forming part of an expedition 
under Captain Hayes of the Bombay marine 
against tho tribes on tho west const of 
Sumatra. lie distinguished himself in the 
capture of Moko. For a supposed breach 
of discipline, Captain Robertson, who com¬ 
manded tlie Lord Castlerongh, in which Nott 
sailed, placed him under arrest and in strict 
confinement for four mouths, Robortson 
was a merchant captain who had boon raised 
to the command ol a 60-gun ship, and was 
quite unacquaintod with military duty. On 
reaching Calcutta Noll demanded a court- 
martial, which was granted, and he was 
honourably acquitted; while Captain Robert¬ 
son, by the orders of the Marquis "Wollesley, 
was censured and admonished. 

On 6 Oct. 1806 Nott married, and for some 
years led the quiet life of a soldier in can- 
lomnents. On 1 March 1811 he was ap¬ 
pointed superintendent of native pensions 
and paymasl or of family pensions at Barrack- 
pur. lie was promoted captain-lieutenant 
on 16 Juno 1814, and captain on 16 l)ec. 
following. 

In December 1822 Nott visited England 
with his wife and daughters, his sons having 
already gone home for their education, ne 
stayed during his furlough at Job's Well, 
Carmarthen, Ho was promoted major in 
1828, and regimental lieutenant-colonel on 
2 Oct. 1824, upon the augmentation of the 
army. On 26 Nov. 1826 he returned to 
Calcutta and took command of liis rogimont, 
the 20tli nativo infantry, at Barrackpiir. 
Nott was every inch a soldier, and, although 
he had been so long employed in a meroly somi- 


mihlary berth, he brought his regiment into 
so complete a state ot efficiency and died 
pline that demand was made for his serricnJ 
to effect similar results in other regiments 
He was first transferred to the command of 
the 48rd native infantry, and afterwards to 
that of the 16th grenadiers, from which he 
was again transferred to the 7lBt native in 
fantry at Mhow in Malwa. He then ex 
changed into the 38th native infantry at 
Benares, and on 1 Dec. 1829 he was promoted 
to be colonel in the army. 

Upon the outbreak of the first Afghan 
war in 1888, Nott was transferred to the 
command of the 42nd nativo infantry with 
a view to being placed in command of a 
brigade on active service. On 28 Juno 183d 
he was promoted major-general, and in Sep- 
t ember was appointed a brigadier-general 
of tho second class, to command the second 
brigade first division of the army of the Indus. 
Tho following month his wife died suddenly 
at Delhi. Nott was overwhelmed with grief 
lie sent his family to England.and proceeded 
to the rendezvous at Kamil in a state of 
the groat ost depression. 

After tho arrival of the troops atFerozpur 
Nott was, on 4 Doc., appointed temporarily 
to command tho division of Sir Willoughby 
Cotton, who had succeeded Sir Ilenry Fane 
in the command of tho Bongal troops. Tho 
Bengal column moved on 12 Doc. along the 
Satlaj towards tho Indus, and thence by 
the Solan Pass to Quotta. On 6 April 1889 
Sir John Keane [sue Kbame, Jonir, fat 
Lord Khane] and tlie Bombay column joined 
the Bengal force at Quetta, and Keane took 
command of the army, Nott resumed his 
brigade command, and, much to Ms regiet 
ana in spite of his protestations, he was left 
with his Brigade at Quetta in order to allow 
queen’s officers, although junior to himself 
as gonorols, to go on to Kabul. He was 
ordered to exorcise general superintendence 
and military contiol within the province of 
Sli&l. The force at Quetta was gradually 
strengthened, and by tho beginning of July 
1839 Nott had with him four regiments of 
infantry, a few troops of cavalry and hoise 
artillery, and a company of European ertil- 
lory, with a complement of engineers and 
sappers and minors. 

On 16 Oct. Nott was ordered to com¬ 
mand the troops at Quotta and Kandahar. 
Under instructions from Koano,lie advanced 
with half his brigade to Kandalior, wherehe 
arrived on IS Nov. In April 1840, under 
orders from Cotton, who had now succeeded 
Koune in chief command, Nott sent an ex¬ 
pedition, undor Cap Lai nW. Anderson, against 
tho Qhilzai8,whohad assembled in consider- 
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able force in tlio neighbourhood of Kaliit-i- 
Ghilzai, with the view of cutting; the com¬ 
munication between Kandahar and Kabul. 
The expedition was successful, and the Ghil- 
zais were defeated at Tazi. Cotton further 
sent a force from Kabul to meet Nott, and 
under his orders to endeavour to prevent any 
concentration of Ghilzais and to destroy the 
forts on the route. This was successfully 
accomplished, and the rebel chiefs either 
submitted or fled to the hills, and Nott re¬ 
mained in camp at Hiilan Robert settling 
the country. 

In July Nott left Captain Woodbura with 
a small force at Hulan Robart, and himself 
returned to Kandahar with tho main body. 
On the way he learned that Kalat was in 
rebellion. He at once proceeded to put the 
defences of Kandahar and Quetta in as good 
a state as he could; and on 9 Sept., in 
obedience to orders from Kabul, moved from 
Kandahar to Quetta, and on 25 Oct. arrived 
at Mastung. He then marched on Kalat; 
hut, on his approach, the enomy evacuated 
the fortress, and Nott entered it on 8 Nov. 
1840. Having placed Colonel Stacey in 
political charge at Kalat, Nott returned to 
Quetta, and on 18 Nov. marched to Kanda¬ 
har. He received the thanks of parliament 
and of the East India Company for his ser¬ 
vices. 

On 18 Feb. 1841 Major Rawlinson, the 
political agent at Kandahar, reported to Nott 
that political relations had been broken off 
with the Herat government. It was neces- 
sarv to crush the rebellion in Zamin Dawar, 
and despatch a force to the Halmand, to co¬ 
operate with the garrison of Girishk and to 
prevent Aklitar Khan from marching on 
Kandahar. Nott drew in troops from the 
Quetta district to Kandahar and sent a 
force to Girishk. Akhtor Khan submitted. 

On 28 June 1841 Nott was appointed to 
command the second infantry brigade in 
Afghanistan. Successful expeditions were 
sent out bv Nott in June to Girishk, and in 
Julvto Siltandarabad, on the right bank of 
the Halmand. InSoptember he himself com¬ 
manded a force against tho refractory chiefs 
of Zamin Dawar, Tiiln, and Derawat, and, 
having brought the chiefs to a souse of their 
duty, returned to Kandahar on 1 Nov. On 
8 Nov. 1841, in obedience to instructions from 
headquarters, ho sent Maclaren’s brigade back 
to India j but they had not proceeded far 
when tidings came from Kabul of the rising 
of the Afghans there. Nott recalled Mac¬ 
laren’s brigade, and, in obedience to orders 
received from Major-general Elphinstone, 
who hod succeeded Cotton in command of 
the force in Afghanistan in the previous 


March, sent the brigadetowardsKabul. Nott 
called in all the troops left at Derawat and 
Nish, and those encamped at Zamin Dawar. 
He strengthened the post at Girishk, and took 
precautions against any rising in and about 
Kandahar. Maclaren’s brigade was Boon com¬ 
pelled to return to Kandahar on account of 
the severity of the weather. 

On 18 Jan. 1842 the command was con¬ 
ferred upon Nott of all troops in Lower 
Afghanistan and Sind, as well iib the control 
of the political officers in those countries. On 
12 Jan. 1842 Softer Jang, Atta Muhammad, 
and others advanced within a short distance 
of Kandahar. Nott moved out of the city 
with five and a half regiments of infantry, 
the Shah’s 1st cavalry, a party of Skinner’s 
horse, and sixteen guns. After a march of 
four hours over a rough country he came in 
sight of the enemy, some fifteen thousand 
strong, drawn up in a formidable position 
on the right hank of the Argand-ab, with a 
morass on their flank, which made it difficult 
to get at them. Nott crossed the river and 
opened fire with his artillery, and in twenty 
minutes dispersed the enemy, who, owing to 
the protection afforded by the position, were 
enabled to effect a retreat with small loss. 
After this affair the camp of the Duranis 
became the nucleus of rebellion. 

On 81 Jan. 1842 Nott hoard of the mur¬ 
der of Macnaghten at Kabul. In February 
he was solicitous for the safety of Kalat-i- 
Ghilzai and the citadel of Ghazni. The 
enemy had captured the city of Ghazni in 
December 1841, and driven the garrison into 
the citadel. On 21 Feb. 1842 orders came 
to Kandahar from General Elphinstone at 
Kabul that the troops at Kandahar and 
Kalat-i-Ghilzai were to return to India. Nott 
decided that, Elphinstone having written 
under coercion, the Kabul convention was 
not binding on the officer in command at 
Kandahar, and that he would remain where 
he was, pending definite instructions from 
Calcutta. Sole, at Jalalabad, had received a 
similar letter from Kabul, and had replied in 
the same spirit. News of the fate of Elphin- 
stone’s army retiring from Kabul reached 
Nott immediately after, and he at once wrote 
to the government of Indio, pressing upon it 
the necessity of holding on both at Jalalabad 
and Kandahar with a view to advancing 
later upon Kabul and punishing the mur¬ 
derers of Macuaghten. He added that he 
would not himself budge without express 
instructions to do so. Nott now ordered all 
Afghans in Kandahar, some six thousand in 
number, to leave the city, and posted up a 
proclamation on 27 Feb. denouncing Safter 
Jang and hie Durani followers. In the be- 
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ginning of March the enemy, twelve thou¬ 
sand strong, having approached Kandahar, 
Nott marched out on the 7th with a strong 
column, drove them across the Tarnak and 
Avgand-ab rivers, and dispersed them, his 
want of cavalry alone saving the main body 
from destruction, But when Nott was some 
thirty miles from Kandahar tlio enemy made 
a flank march with a strong detachment 
upon Kandahar. Endeavouring to storm 
the city, they obtained possession of one of 
the gates; but they were repulsed with great 
loss by tho troops in garrison, under Major 
Lane, on 11 March 1842. 

On 16 March Colonel Palmer was com¬ 
pelled to make terms at Ghazni, Treachery 
followed, and, while many of his force wore 
killed and many sepoys made slaves, he and 
some of the officers were eventually carried 
off hy the Afghans as prisoners to Bamian. 
On 22 March Major-general (afterwards Sir) 
Itiohard England [q. v.] arrived with rein¬ 
forcements at One Ha. lie moved from 
Quetta on the 2filli, nnd, meeting with a ro- 
verse at Jlnikalisai, had to fall back again on 
Quotln. Nott was deeply concerned for the 
loss of Ghazni and tho "repulse of Qonoral 
England. But he was without money to pay 
liia troops—four months’ arrears of pay were 
due—and he was destitute of medicine and 
ammunition. Consequently he could not 
move. ITo sent stringent orders to England 
to bring his force at once 1 o Kandahar hy the 
Kojak Pass, and he sent a brigade of in¬ 
fantry, with horse artillery and cavalry, to 
the northern end of the pass, to insure the 
safety of the pass. England joined him in 
Kandahar early in May. Lord Ellenborough 
[see Law, Edwabi), Eaul on Ellotbouottoh], 
the new governor-general, who lmd arrived 
in February, was nt first in favour of a 
policy of retreat. He appointed Pollock to 
the chief command of the army in Afghan¬ 
istan, and directed him to relievo Sale at 
Jalalabad. At the same time lie corre¬ 
sponded freely with Nott, whom he allowed 
to maintain his position. 

"While a largo force had been despatched 
hy Nott to withdraw tho garrison of Knlat- 
i-Gliilziii, Akhlar Khan, tho Zainin Bawar 
chief, assembled three thousand man and 
joint'd the forco under Suiter Jang and Atta 
Mohammed on tho right bank of tho Ar- 
gand-ttb, Nott moved out with a part of his 
force, leaving General England to protect 
Kandahar. lie found (ho enomy on 20 May 
in possession of tho Baba Willi Pass and (he 
roads leading to tho camp. He atlackod 
them vigorously, carried all their positions 
in gallant style, nnd drove them in confusion 
and with great Iobs across the Argand-ah 


river. The governor-general, in an official 
despatch dated 26 June 1842, sent him Wv 
congratulations. ' 

On 22 July Nott received from the cover 
nor-general orders to withdrawfrom Afghan 
istan, with the permission to do so either bv 
the Quetta route or round by Ghazni, Kabul 
and Jalalabad. Nott did not hesitate. He 
determined to march with a small, compact 
and well-tried force upon Ghazni and Kabul’ 
and to send General England back to India 
by Quetta and Saklmr. General Pollock at 
once communicated with Nott, and it was 
arranged that, they should meet at Kabul 
On learning Nott’s decision, Lord Ellen- 
borough threw himeolf into the forward 
movement, and did all he could to assist it. 
lie directed Nott to bring away from Ghazni 
die club and mace of Malimud of Ghazni and 
tho gates of the temple of Somndt. 

By tho end of July Nott had completed 
his preparations. lie transferred the Sind 
command to General England, and saw hint 
start with his column for India on 8 Aug. 
Nott then moved slowly away from Kanda¬ 
har by short marches, aB he desired to give 
General England a fair start while he was 
within roach. On 30 Aug., as Nott ap- 

§ coached within forty miles of Ghazni, 
Iiamsh-iid-din, the Afghan governor, met 
him at Kdrahdgli, near Ghoain, with twelve 
thousand men. After a short hut spirited 
contest Nott completely dofeated tho enemy, 
capturing their guns, lonts, and ammunition, 
and dispersing them in every direction. 
Darkness alone prevented the complete de¬ 
struction of tho onemy’s infantry. Shamsh- 
ud-din fled to Ghazni. 

On 6 Sept. Nott was before Ghazni, and 
during the night commenced the construc¬ 
tion of bottoms on. tho hill to the north¬ 
east : but at daylight on tho 6th it whs 
found that the Afghans had evacuated the 
city, the walls and gates of which, with its 
citadel, were dostroyod so far as the means 
available and two days’ time would permit. 
Between three and four hundred sepoys, who 
had been sold into slavery when Palmer 
capitulated in March, wore recovered. Nott 
removed tho gates of Somndt from the tomb 
of Sultan Mahmud, hut the club and shield 
could not be found, A general older dated 
SO Sept, convoyed to Nott and Mb troops 
tlio thanks of tho govemor-gonoral for their 


services. 

Nott continued his march towards Kabul, 
and ns ho approached Beni-Badam and 
Mnidiin, ho found Shamsh-ud-din, Sultan 
Jan, and other Afghan chiefs, with an army 
of twelve thousand men, occupying a suc¬ 
cession of strong mountain positions directly 
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on Ms road. On 14 and 16 Sept. Nott's 
troops dislodged them, and they dispersed. 
Communications between Nott and Pollock 
were frequent and continuous. Pollock 
reached Kabul first, and when Nott arrived 
on 17 Sept, the British flag was flying from 
the heights of the Bala Ilissar, Nott en¬ 
camped a few miles from the city. The com¬ 
bined army remained at Kabul until 12 Oct., 
when it marched for India by way of Jala- 
latab. At Gandamak Nott received a letter 
from Lord Ellenfrorough transmitting a copy 
of the general order issued on 21 Sept., ac¬ 
knowledging the splendid services of the 
army. TMs order very handsomely compli¬ 
mented Nott on his own brilliant victories, 
and notified his appointment from 30 Nov. 
following to the office of resident at the court 
of Lucknow, with title of envoy to the Icing 
of Oude. ‘I rejoice,’ wrote Lord Ellen- 
horongh, ‘in the opportunity afforded to me 
by the vacancy of that office of marking the 
high sense I entertain of the value of your 
military services, and of making known to 
the army and people of India that the situa¬ 
tion of greatest dignity and emolument under 
the government is deemed by me to be the 
due reward of a successful general.’ Nott 
gratefully accepted the proffered honour. On 
28 Dec. the army reached the Sntlaj, over 
which a bridge of boat3 had been thrown, 
and the governor-general, the commander-in- 
chief, and their ataff, accompanied by several 
native chiefs, received the troops with every 
demonstration of honour. While being 
feasted and fffied at Eirozpur, Nott, by direc¬ 
tion of the governor-general, prepared a 
memorandum on the carriage or transport 
department, which displayed knowledge of 
the subject and common sense. Before leav¬ 
ing Firozpur Lord Ellenborougk presented 
Nott with a valuable sword in the namo of 
the British government. 

Nott now bade adieu to the army of Kan¬ 
dahar, and proceeded to Lucknow to take up 
his new appointment. Soon after he was 
installed at the court of the king of Oude, 
he was summoned to Agra by the governor- 
general to be invested with the order of the 
G.O.B. He arrived on 11 March, and the 
ceremony was performed amid great splen¬ 
dour. A day or two after Lord Ellcnhorough 
sent Nott the Kandahar and Kabul medals, 
begging that he would wear them on his 
entry to Lucknow. On 20 Feb. the thanks 
of both houses of parliament were voted to 
the generals and their armies for the * intre¬ 
pidity, skill, and perseverance displayed by 
them in the military operations in Afghanis¬ 
tan, and for their indefatigable zed and exer¬ 
tions throughout the late campaign.’ The 


vote was introduced into the Ilouse of Lords 
by the Duke of Wellington, who bore especial 
tribute to Nott’s merits; while in the House 
of Commons Sir Robert Peel warmly eulo¬ 
gised him. 1 During the whole of the time 
he was employed in these dangerous under¬ 
takings,’ Peel said, ‘ his gallant spirit never 
forsook Mm, and he dreamt of nothing hut 
vindicating his country’s honour.’ Lord 
Ellenborough, in Ms correspondence with the 
Duke of Wellington, expressed the opinion 
that Nott was superior to all the other 
generals. 

In June 1848 Nott married a second time. 
In October he had a recurrence of an illnesB 
which he had contracted in Afghanistan, and 
in the following year he was obliged to pro¬ 
ceed on leave to the Cape of Good Hope. 
After a few weeks at the Cape ho became 
so much worse that he was sent to England, 
whero he arrived in the summer of 1844. 
He received numerous invitations, but he 
was too ill even to go to Windsor, and he 
lived in retirement at Carmarthen. The 
court of directors of the East India Com¬ 
pany on 21 Aug. passed a resolution grant¬ 
ing an annuity of 1,000/. for life to Nott. 
In December the city of London bestowed 
upon him the freedom of the city. But the 
disease of the heart which affected him as¬ 
sumed on aggravated form, and, dying on 
1 Jan. 1846, he was buried on 6 Jan, in the 
churchyard of St, Peter’s, beside the grave of 
his father and mother. 

A full-length portrait of Nott, painted by 
T. Brigstocke, a Welsh artist, is in the town- 
hall of Carmarthen; another by the same 
artist is in the Oriental Club, London; and 
a third is in the town-hall of Calcutta. A 
portrait was also painted bvBenjaminRaw- 
linson Faulkner [q. v.] for Henry Wood, and 
presented by that gentleman to the military 
college at Addiscombe. A statue, by Davies, 
in bronze was also erected at Carmarthen by 
public subscription, to whioh the queen con¬ 
tributed 200/. and the East India Company 
10 01. In order to procure a proper site in 
Carmarthen, several houseB near the town- 
hall were pulled down and a square formed, 
which has been called ‘Nott Square.’ The 
bronze for the statue was made of guns cap¬ 
tured at the battle of Maharajpiir, and pre¬ 
sented by the East India Company. 

Nott married first, on 6 Oct. 1806, at Cal¬ 
cutta, Letitia, second daughter of Henry 
Swinhoe, Fourteen children were the issue 
of this marriage, but only five survived him. 
He married secondly, in June 1848, at 
Lucknow, Rosa Wilson, daughter of Captain 
Dore, of the 3rd Buffs. 

Nott Was a self-reliant man, who, when 
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the opportunity offered, showed a genius for 
war. He was imhued with, a strong sense 
of duty, and was a strict disciplinarian. 
Neverthelesshe was himself impatient of con¬ 
trol, and freely criticised the conduct of his 
superiors, with whom he was apt to disagree. 
Reserved in manner, he was intimate with 
few ; but to those fow he was a true friend. 

[India OfflceBecorrls; Despatches; Stocquoler's 
Memoir and Correspondence of Major-general 
Sir William Nott, G.O.B., with portraits, 1854, 
and Memorials of Afghanistan, Calcutta, 1843 ; 
Kayo’s History of the War in Afghanistan in 
1838-42, 1874; Lord Colchester’s History of 
tho Indian Administration of Lord JGUonborough, 
1874; Buist’s Outline of the Operations of the 
British Troops in Scinde and Afghanistan be¬ 
tween November 1838 and November 1841, with 
Remarks on the Policy of the War, Bombay, 
1843; Atkinson's Expedition into Afghanistan, 
1842; Abbot's Journal and Corresjiondence of 
Afghan War 1838-42, 1870; Byre’s Military 
Operations at Calral, 1841-2, &(•., 1843; Have¬ 
lock's Narrativo of tho War in Afghanistan in 
1838-0,1840; Hough’s Narrative of theExpodi- 
tion to Afghanistan in 1838-9 (March and Opera¬ 
tions of tho Army of tho Indus), 1841; Kennedy's 
Narrative of the Campaign of tho Army of idle 
Indus in 8ind and Kaubool in 1838-9, 1840; 
Outram’s Bough Notes of tho Campaign in 
Reindo and Afghanistan in 1838-0, See. 1840; 
Stacy's Narrative in tho Brnhoro Camp and with 
Goner.il Nott’s Army to and from Cabul, 8vo. 
Serainporo, 1814; Low's Afghan War, 1838-42, 
&c. 187B.J B. H, V. 

NOTTINGHAM, Earls ov. [See Mow- 
iuu.y, Thomas, first Earl of the second 
creation, 1366P-1890; Howard, Oitarlbs, 
first Bari, of the sixth creation, 1636-1624; 
Finch, IIendagr, first Earl of the sevonth 
crention, 1621-1682; Finch, Daniel, seoond 
Earl, 1047-1730; Finoh-Hatton, George 
William, fifth Earl, 1791-1863.] 

NOTTINGHAM, WILLIAM or (d. 
1261), Franciscan, entered the Minorite order 
in his youth. Ilia parents seem to have boon 
in a good position, hut even as a hoy he 
played at begging for the love of God with 
his comrades. Ilia brother, Augustine, also 
became a Franciscan, entered the service of 
Pope Innocont IV, and was made bishop of 
Laodicea. William seems to have attended 
Grosseteste’s lectures at Oxford. He acted as 
vicar of Haymo, the English provincial, in 
1239, and was himself elected fourth pro¬ 
vincial minister in 1240. He was an earnest 
studonl of tho scriptures, and developed the 
educational organisation of the order in 
England during his ministry by sending 
lecturers from the universities to all the 
larger convents. In 1244 he went to the 


Homan court, and obtained a papal letter to 
restrain the proselytising activity of the Do 
minioans. He probably attended the geae^ 
ral chapter at Genoa at the same time 8 and 
experienced the hard fare of the Franciscans 
in Rome. In 1240 the general, John of 
Parma, held a chapter at Oxford, and put to 
the vote the question of absolving (or de¬ 
posing) William of Nottingham; the friars 
voted unanimously that he should he con¬ 
firmed. He was absolved in the general 
chapter at Mete, 1261. It was probably 
hero that he carried a decree, ‘ almost against 
the whole chapter,’ in favom of rejecting 
Innocent IV’b 'Expositio Regal® ’ f 0I the 
earlier and more stringent ‘Expositio’ of 
Gregory IX. He wnR then sent to the pope 
on behalf of the order, hut at Genoa Sis 
socitts was smitten with the plague. Wil¬ 
liam remained by him to tend him, cauglit 
the infection, and died (about July 1251), 
Meanwhile the English friars, indignant at 
hie deposition, had unanimously re-elected 
him. 

William appears in the chronicle of his 
friend, Thomas of Eccleston [aeeEooLmrox, 
Thomas or], as a man of sound sense, con¬ 
siderable humour, and forco of character, 
hating crooked courses, a faithful friend to 
those in trouble, ‘ thinking nothing of in¬ 
curring the anger of the powerful for the 
sake of justice.’ Ho is not to do confused with 
his namesake, tho seventeenth provincial of 
tho English Franciscans, who flourished in 
1320. 

ilowrofo a commentary on the gospels, 
which ib mentioned by Eccleston, and was 
well known in the middlo ages. It follows 
the ‘ Unum ox Quatuor’ or * Concordia Evan- 
gelistarum ’ of Clement of Llantkony in 
its arrangement and divisions. The com¬ 
mentary (inc. prol. ‘ Da mihi intellectual’) 
is preserved in Royal MS. 4 Eli; Laud, 
Miscell. 106; Morton College, 166 and 157, 
and elsewhere. 

[Monumonta Frimeiseana, vol. i.; The Grey 
Friars in Oxford (Oxf. Hist. Soc.); Engl. Hint. 
Bev. vL 743 soq.] A. G. L. 

NOTTON or NORTON, WILLIAM db 
Ul. 1346-1363), judge, was probably one of 
the Nottons of Notton, Yorkshire, whose 
psdigreo is partially givon by Hunter (South 
Yorkshire, ii. 89i). In William’s time, how- 
over, tho manor had already passed into tho 
hands of the Darcys. In 1343 Notton re¬ 
ceived lands in Fishlake, Yorkshire, from 
John do Wingfield, a grant which the lung 
confirmed or extended m 1846. In the same 
year he appears as a icing’s sorjoant; he at¬ 
tained to somo prominence in thiB capacity, 
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and his arguments are of frequent occur¬ 
ence in the year-hooks of Edward HI. In 
1349 he was summoned to parliament (Dns- 
DAXiHi Chron. Series, p. 47). In 1352 he was 
wanted lands in Litlmgton, Cambridgeshire, 
and employed to inquire into the state of 
labourers, servants, and artisans in Surrey. 
In 1366 he was made a judge of the king's 
bench, and when on circuit in this and the 
following year was directed to remove the 
sheriffs of Oxfordshire and Northumberland. 
In 1358, being one of those who had passed 
judgment upon Thomas Lisle, bishop of Ely, 
for knowingly harbouring a murderer [see 
Lisle, Thomas], Notton was cited to answer 
for his conduct at the papal court at Avig¬ 
non; on his neglecting to appear, he was 
excommunicated. This did not, however, 
interfere with his judicial promotion; in 1369 
be was on the commission for the peace in 
Surrey, in 1361 he was a judge of assize, and 
in the same year was made chief justice of 
the king’s bench in Ireland (Cal. Hot. Pat. 
p. 162). Two years later he was one of the 
council of Edward Ill’s son Lionel, then 
lieutenant of Ulster; he died before 1872, as 
his name does not appear in the ‘ Patent ’ 
or 1 Close Rolls ’ for Ireland in that or any 
later year. 

Both Notton and his wife Isabella were 
benefactors of the priories of Bretton, York¬ 
shire, and Royston, Hertfordshire, to which 
they granted the manor of Oocken Hatoh, 
near Royston, formerly in the possession of 
John de Yere, earl of Oxford. Copies, of 
Notton’s seals are preserved in the British 
Museum, and his son’s aro given in MSS. 
26942-4. 

[Cal. Rot. Pat. p. 162; Bolls of Pari. ii. 4666; 
Cal. Inquis. post mortem, ii. 113, 168, 190; 
Kymar'sFcadera, Record e<3. passim j Abb. Rot. 
Origin, ii. 212; Dugdale’s Chronica Series; Add. 
MS. 5B43, ff. 244,247; Lascollos's Liber Muns- 
ram, i. iii. 6; Barnes's Edward HI, p. 661; 
Foss's Judges of England; Hunter's South York¬ 
shire, ii. 3B1; Manning and Bray's Hist, of 
Surrey, iii. 96; Index of Seals.] A. F, P. 

NOURSE, EDWARD (1701-1761), sur¬ 
geon, son of Edward Nourse, surgeon, of 
Oxford, and grandson of Edward Nourse of 
St. Michael’s on Oornhill, London, was bom 
in 1701 at Oxford, where his father had prac¬ 
tised from 1686. He was apprenticed to 
John Dobyns, one of the assistant surgeons 
to St. Bartholomew's Hospital, on 6 Deo. 
1717, and paid the sum of 1611. 5s. on ap¬ 
prenticeship. ne was examined for his 
diploma at the Barber-Surgeons’ Hall in 
Monkwell Street, London, 10 Dec. 1726, and 
received a diploma under the common seal 
of the company, Before this date the can¬ 


didates had always entertained the court of 
examiners at supper, but on this occasion 
Nourse gave each examiner, and there were 
more than twelve, half a guinea to buy two 
pairs of gloves instead of the supper; and 
this method of payment prevailed thence¬ 
forward. When Mr. Dobyns, his master, 
died, he was on 22 Jan. 1731 elected assistant 
surgeon to St. Bartholomew’s Hospital, where 
he was on the staff with John Frelce [q. v.l, 
and afterwards with his own pupil, Pcrcival 
Pott Jq. v.] He was elected surgeon to the 
hospital on 29 March 1745, and became the 
senior surgeon before his death. He was 
elected demonstrator of anatomy by tho 
Barber-Surgeons, 6 March 1781, and held 
office till 6 March 1734; and in 1728 was 
elected F.R.S. He was the first surgeon at 
St. Bartholomew’s Hospital who gave regular 
instruction in anatomy and surgery, and his 
only publication is a syllabus of his lectures, 
printed in 1729, and entitled 1 Syllabus tolom 
rem anatomicam complectens et prmlectioni- 
bus aptatus annuatim habendis; nuic accedit 
syllabus chirurgicus quo exhibentur opera- 
tiones quarum modus peragendarum demon- 
Btrandus.’ In these lectures he began with 
the general structure of the body, then treated 
of the bones in detail, then of the groat di¬ 
visions of the body, then of arteries, veins, 
and lymphatic glands; next of the urinary 
and generative organs, then of the muscles, 
of the brain and sense organs, of the spinal 
cord, of the arm and leg, of the uterus and 
festus, and concluded the course of twenty- 
three lectures by one ‘ de oeconomia animali.’ 
He died 13 May 1761. 

[Original Minute Books of St. Bartholomew’s 
Hospital; Records at Barbers’ Hall; Young’s 
Annals of the Barber-Surgeons, 1890, p, 376; 
Thomson’s History of the Royal Society, 1812; 
Foster’s Alumni Oxonionses, 1600-1714; 
Works,] N. M. 

NOURSE, TIMOTHY id. 1699), miscel¬ 
laneous writer, son of Walter Nourse ol 
Newent, Gloucestershire, by his wife Mary, 
daughter of Sir Edward Engeham of Gunaton 
Kent, was horn at Newent. Matriculating 
at University College, Oxford, on 28 March 
1665, he graduated B, A. on 19 Feb. 1667-8, 
was elected fellow of his college on 19 Jan. 
1658-9, and proceeded M.A. on 17 Dec. 1600. 
He entered holy orders, and became a noted 
preacher. An admirer of Dr. Robert South, 
he imitated him so successfully in his ser¬ 
mons and his action in the pulpit that South 
was sometimes accused of taking Nourse as 
his model. As bursar of his college for several 
years Nourse showed exceptional efficiency. 
He associated much with Roman catholic 
priests, and in 1672 became a convert to the 
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Roman catholic religion. Deprived of his 
fellowship (6 Jan, 1673), he retired to his 
estate at Newont, where he devoted himself 
to study and the pleasures of a country life. 
During an illness in London in October 1677 
he sent for Dr, Simon Patrick, minister of 
St. Paul’s, Oovent Gardon, and, acknow¬ 
ledging his error in embracing the Roman 
catholic faith, desired to receive the sacra¬ 
ment in accordance with the protostant 
form. Patrick thereupon told him ' that if 
his disease was not desperate he would do 
well to consider of what he would do, and 
he would come to him tho next day.’ On 
Patrick’s second visit ho found Nourse in the 
same mind, and accordingly administered the 
sacrament to him. But, recovering from his 
illness, Nourse ropented of what he had done, 
and returned to his former opinions. ITe 
suffered much on the outbreak of tho popish 
plot, and died on 21 July 1609 at Newcnt, 
where he was buried, and where there is a 
monument to his moniovy. lie married Lucy, 
daughter of Richard Ilurwood, prebendary 
of Gloucester. 

Nourse was a man, says Ifearno, 'of excel¬ 
lent parLs ... of great probity and eminent 
virtues,’ hut‘conceited’ (Wood). lie had 
a good collection of coins, consisting of 682 
separate pieces, which he bequeathed to the 
Bodleian Library,' in thankful remombronco 
of tho obligations ’ lie had to the university 
(Maobat, Annals of tho Bodleian, p. 168). 
He left to University Collego such of his 
books as wore wanting in tho college library, 
and 1207. in charitable bequests. 

Nourse published: 1. ‘A. Discourse upon 
the Nature and Faculties of Mon, in sovoral 
Essays, with some Considerations upon the 
Occurrences of Humane Life/ London, 8vo, 
1680, 1689, and 1697. 2. ‘ A. Discourse of 
Natural and Reveal’d Religion, in several 
Essays ; or tho Light of Nature a Guide to 
Divine Truth,’ London, 8vo, 1091. 8. ' Cam¬ 
pania Faelix, or a Discourse of tho Bonefits 
and Improvements of Husbandry . . . with 
some Considerations upon (1) Justices of 
the Peace and inferior Officers j (2) on Inns 
and Ale-houses j (8) on Servants and La¬ 
bourers; (4) on the Poor, to which are 
added two Essays of a Country House, and 
of tho Fuel of London,’ London, 8vo, 1700; 
2nd edit. 1706. Republished in 1708 with 
‘ The Oompleat Collier, by J. 0/ He is also 
said to have written a book, which does not 
appear to have been published, in answer to 
Daniel Whitby’s 1 Discourse concerning the 
Idolatry of the Church of Rome,’ London, 
8vo, 1674. 

[Letters of Humphry Pridoanx to John Ellis 
(Oamd. Soe.), p. 31; Wood’s Athouse Oxon, ed. 


BliHs pp lxii, lxix, lxrv, Ixx7iii7irr« 
WoodH History and Antiquities of the TTni 1 
of Oxford, it. ii. 880; Works of tt fi 
for March 1700, pp. 179-84; Wood’s InK 
Times, ed. Clark, ii. 39, 14 , 3l 226, 278 aso 
390, Hearne b Collections, ed. Doble (both m 
Oxford Hist. Soc.), i, 3, 40, 198, 287- jw 
brooko’s HiBtory of Gloucestershire, ii, 227 22 * • 
Rudder’s Gloucestershire, pp, 684, 565 -’k: ° ’ 
net’s Register and Chronicle, p. 698 • jjam 
son’s Agricultural Biography, p. 40 London'. 
Enoycl. of Agriculture, p. 1207; Foster’s 
Alumni Oxon.; Notes and Queries, 5th Ben ;;; 
228,363, 354, 377.] W.A.8H 

NOVELLO, VINCENT (1781-18611 
organist, musical composer, editor and 
arranger, was born at 240 Oxford Rp^ 
(now Oxford Street), London, on 0 Sent 
1781. His father, Giuseppe Novello, wm 
an Italian domiciled in England, and Ms 
mother was an Englishwoman. He re . 
cuived his first, if not his only, tuition in 
music from a friend and follow countrymen 
of Mb fathor named Qiiollici, the composer 
of a Bet of ‘Chansons Italionnes.’ When 
quite young lie was sent with his elder 
brotkor Francis to a school at Huitmille 
nouv Boulogne, which he left just as Franco 
was on the point of doclaring war against 
England in February 1703. On his return 
lie became a chorister at the chapel of the 
Sardinian embassy in Duke Street, Lincoln's 
Inn Fields, where Samuel Webbe was or¬ 
ganist. During this period, and after his voice 
broke, bo frequently acted as deputy at tke 
organ for Wobbe, and also for Danby, then 
organist of the Spanish ombassy chapel; 
and in 1797, when barely sixteon years of 
ago, he was elected organist of the Portu¬ 
guese embassy chapel in South Street, Gros- 
venor Square, in tho choir of which his 

five yoars, This post l'to retained until 1822, 
and was only onco absent from the organ 
bench during tho period. WMlo Novello was 
organist at the Portuguese chapel, GeorgelV, 
attracted by his skill, offered him a similar 
post at tho Brighton Pavilion, an offer 
which was docliueu on the score of numerous 
engagements which necessitated his constant 

E resonce in London. For twenty-seven years 
e held dassos for pianoforte playing at 
Campbell's school in Brunswick Square, and 
for twenfcy-fivo years at ITibbert’s at Clap¬ 
ton, in addition to teaching numerous private 
pupils, one of whom was Edward Holmes 
[ft. v.] 

In 1811 Novollo produced his first at¬ 
tempt in that branoh of art in which he 
made for himself a considerable reputation. 
It consisted of an arrangement of two folio 
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volumes of a ‘ Selection of Sacred Music as 
performed at tlie Royal Portuguese Chapel,’ 
and was dedicated to the Rev, Victor Fryer 
(2nd edit. 1826). In this work Novello dis¬ 
mayed much judgment, taste, learning, and 
industry. The expenses of engraving and 
printing the volumes were defrayed by him¬ 
self and this publishing experiment laid the 
foundation of the great publishing house of 
Novello & Co. 

jn Jgl2, during the time that the Italian 
Opera Company was performing at the Pan¬ 
theon, CataLani being prirna donna, Novello 
acted in the dual capacities of pianist and 
conductor, and in the following year, on the 
founding of the Philharmonic Society by 
J. B. Cramer, W. Dance, and P. A. Corn, 
Novello became one of the thirty original 
members; he also officiated as pianist for 
the society, and later as conductor. 

Novello was a constant reader of Shake¬ 
speare, and there still exists, in the posses¬ 
sion of his daughter, Mrs. Cowden-Olarke, 
the playbill of a private performance of 
'Henry VI,’ in which Novello, described as 
1 Mr. Howard,’ played the part of Sir John Fal- 
staff. Many celebrated figures in the worlds 
of art and lettors were constant frequenters 
of the house in Oxford Street, including 
Charles and Mary Lamb, Keats, Leigh Hunt, 
Shelley, Hozlitt, Domenico Dragonetti [q.v.l, 
Charles Cowden-Olarke, John Nyran [q. v.J, 
and Thomas Attwood [q. v.] There is a son¬ 
net written by Leigh Hunt in whioh Novello, 
Henry Robertson, and John Gattie are re¬ 
proved for failing to keep an engagement, and 
m the chapter on ‘ Ears’ in the ‘Essays of 
Elia ’ Lamb lias given an amusing description 
of the meetings at Novello’s house. From 
1820 to 1823 the Novellos lived at 8 Percy 
Street, Bedford Square, when they moved to 
Shacklewell Green, and later to 22 Bedford 
Street, Covent Garden, subsequently settling 
at 68 Great Queen Street, Lincoln’s Inn. In 
or about 1824 Novello was commissioned to 
examine and report on the colloction of musi¬ 
cal manuscripts in tho FitzwiUiam Museum 
at Cambridge, whioh led to his selection 
and publication of works by Oarissimi, Olari, 
Buononcini, Leo, Durante, Palestrina, and 
others. To this library he presented eight 
volumes of music which had been given to 
Mm by his friend Dragonetti prior to his 
departure for Italy, These volumes con- 
tamed motets by an anonymous and some by 
known composers; duos and trios by Stra- 
della, the title-page of whioh is apparently in 
the composer’s autograph; an oratorio, ‘Ban 
Giovanni Battista,’ also by Strodella; and 
a volume of verse anthems by Purcell, in the 
handwriting of one Starkey (Oxford, 1783) 


(Catalogue of Mum in the Fitzuiilliam Mu¬ 
seum, Cambridge, vols. 177-83, by J. A. 
Fuller-Maitlaud and A. H. Mann). 

After the festival at York in 1828 No¬ 
vello was permitted to copy some anthems by 
Purcell, the original manuscripts of which 
were in the York Minster Library. These 
manuscripts were shortly afterwards de¬ 
stroyed by fire, and but for the happy acci¬ 
dent of Novello having copied them their 
contents would have been irretrievably lost. 

In 1829 Novello and his wife went to 
Germany to present a sum of money which 
had been raised by subscription to Mozart’s 
sister, Mme. Sonnenberg, who was then in 
very straitened circumstances (cf. Life of 
Vinaent Novello, p. 26). In the same year the 
Novellos again moved, this time to 67 Frith 
Street, the house in which Joseph Alfred 
Novello, their eldest son, commenced busi¬ 
ness as a music publisher by issuing a con¬ 
tinuation of ‘ Purcell’s Sacred MuBic,’ begun 
byVincent Novello in December 1828. This 
was completed in seventy-two numbers in 
October 1832, and ‘ was the first collection of 
music which Vincent Novello had edited for 
the service of a church outside the pale in 
which he had been educated’ (cf. Short Mist, 
of Cheap Musk, p. 6). It was followed by a 
‘Life of Purcell’by Vincent Novello. Fre¬ 
quent were the evening reunions at Frith 
Street of the most celebrated musicians and 
writers of the day. Among Novello’s pub¬ 
lished compositions is a canon, four in two, 
written in commemoration of one of these 
evenings which the eomposerhad passed in the 
company of Malibran, de Beriot, Willman, 
Mendelssohn, and others. In 1832 the Man¬ 
chester prize for the best glee of a cheerful 
nature was awarded to Novello’s ‘ Old May 
Morning,’ the words of which wore written 
by C. Cowden-Olarke. In the same year the 
Philharmonic Society commissioned Novello 
to write a work to he produced by them, the 
result being a cantata, ‘ Rosalba,’ for six solo 
yoices, ohorus, and orchestra. It was first 
performed in 1834. 

On 2 Jan. 1838 the first meeting of the 
Ohoral Harmonists’ Society, promoted by 
Novello from a number of seceaers from the 
City of London Classical Harmonists, was 
held at the New London Hotel, Blackfriais. 
Novello was also one of the founders and co- 
conduetor with Griffin of the Classical Har¬ 
monists’ Society, which met at the Crown 
and Anchor Tavern iu the Strand, He was 
a member of the Royal Society of Musicians, 
and he played the viola at the Festivals of 
the Sons of the Clergy at St, Paul’s, in the 
orchestra which the forty youngest members 
of the society had to supply. 
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In 1834 lie was organist at the West- inspiration. He was deficient in the critT7 
minster Abbey festival, at which his dangh- faculty j and of the eighteen masses snM 
ter Olara sang some of the soprano music, to be by Mozart which he published no ] 
He ocoupiod a similar post at the first per- than seven have been declared by KockelT 
formanco in England of Beethoven’s Grand be either spurious or extremely doubtful* 
Mass in D in 1846. In a letter concerning As an organist he rose to emmenee at 
the former festival Charles Lamb says: ‘We time when skilful players were compara- 
heard the music in the abbey at Winchmore tively rare, and instruments vastly inferior 
Rill, and the notes were incomparably to what they now are. ' u 

soften’d by the distance. Novollo’s chro- In the British Museum Music Cataloaue 
matica were distinctly audible.’ In 1834 the twenty-five pages are devoted to Novello' 
Novellos went to live at 60 Dean Streot, works. Among theso are, in addition to the 
whence they removed, first to Bayswator, works mentionod: 1. 'A collection of Mo- 
and subsequently to Craven Hill. From tetts for the OfTertorv,’ &c., in 12 hooka 
1840 to 1848 Novello was organist of the 2. ‘ Twelve easy Masses,’ 3 y 0 i 8 fn\ 

Homan catholic chapel in Moorflelds. In 1816. 3. ‘ Tho Evening Service,’ 2 Vols' 
1848 Mrs.Novellowent to Romo for the bene- 18 books, 1822. 4. A collection of 

fit of her health, and later to Nice, where her masses by Haydn and Mozart found in the 
husband joined her in the following year, library of the Rev. 0.1. Latrobe. 6. ‘Par. 
There they lived in retirement until 25 July cell's Sacred Music,’ originally published in 
1854, when Mrs. Novello died of cholera. five large folio vols., 1829, but subsequently 
For some years prior to his own doatli reissued in 4 vols. by J. A. Novello. The 
"Vincent Novello sull'ered from periodical manuscript copy of this work was presented 
attacks of illness, thought to have originated by the editor to the British Museum, 
in his grief for the loss of his third soil, 0. Immense collections of hymn-tunes, kyries! 
Sydney. lie died at Nice 9Aug.l861, within anthems, &c., by various composers. 7, ‘ Qonl 
a month of completing his eightieth year. In vont Music/ for troblo voices, 2 vols,, 1834. 
1868 a memorial window, having for its sub- 8. A song, ‘Tho Infant's Prayer,’ is worthy of 
,ject St. Cecilia playing an organ, was placed mention because of tho enormous popularity 
in the north transept of Westminster Abbey, itonce enjoyed, one hundred thousand copies 
Novello was of medium height and some- of it having boon sold. 9. ‘ Studies in Ms- 
what stout. The best extant portrait is a drigalian Scoring,’ 8 hooks, London, 1841, 
life-size oil-painting bv his son Edward, 10. Editions of Haydn’s ‘ Seasons,’ ‘ Ores- 
which has been engraved by W. Humphreys, tion/ ‘Passione,’ &e.;of Handel's* JudnsMao- 
and belongod t.o Novello’s daughter, Mrs. caboous,’ with additional accompaniments j 
Cowden Clarke. of rnassos and other works by Beethoven, 

On 17 Aug. 1808 Novello married Mary Spohr, Wobor, Cherubini, &e. 11. Piano- 
SahillaHehl, whose father was German and forte arrangomonts of Spohr’s ‘Jessonda,’ 
whose mother English. By her he had eleven ‘Faust,’ ‘ Zemiro,’ &e.; Mozart’s ‘Idomeneo’ 
childron,of whom Mary Victoria [see Surra,] and ‘ Figaro.’ 12. Tliroo principalsetsof organ 
married Charloa Oowden-Olarke [q, v.], while works, 8 vols.; cathedral voluntaries, &c. 
Clara, born in 1818, married in 1848 Count [Authorities quoted in the text, Georgian Era 
Gigliueei, and died at Romo 12 Maroh 1908, (1888), iv. 629 ; Grove’s Diet, of Music; Atho- 
having enjoyed a vast reputation before her nreum,No. 1764(1861),p. 220; Gent.Mag. 1861, 
marriage ns a singer; the son Joseph Alfred pt. ii. p. 388 1 llist. of Cheap Music, London, 
was his father’s successor in the publishing 1887, pp. 8,0, 11, 23 ot soq.; Musical Timas ; 
house of Novello & Co. Hogarth’s Musical History, 1836 ; Diet, of 

Novello’s claim to a permanent place In hfusio, 1824; Mary Oowilen-Olarke's Life and 
the hiBtory of music in England is founded Labours of Vincent Novello; private souras.] 
rather upon tho excellence of his editions **• 

and arrangements of the works of othors NOWELL, NOWEL, or NOEL, ALEX- 
than upon his own compositions, By his ANDEE (1607 P-1602), dean of St. Paul’s, 
hi hours and publications ho improved public Bocond Bon of John Nowell, esq., and eldest 
taste. His artistio aim was high, but he sou of his father’s second marriage with 
committed somo errors of judgment—for Elizabeth, born Kay, of Rochdale, Lanca- 
example, the addition of extra voice-partB to shire, was bom in his father’s manor-house, 
such national monumonts as Wilbyo’s ma- Road Hall, Whalley, Lancashire, in 1607 
drigals. His original compositions testify to or 1608 (CntmTOlt, Life of Nowell, p. 4; ae- 
a considerable command over the iutrioacios cording to W [litakbh, History of Whalley, 
of counterpoint, but they are academic rather p. 460, in 1606: to Fuixdr, Worthies, i. 640, 
than the spontaneous utterings of genuine in 1610 \ to Wood, Athena, i. col. 710, in 



Nowell 689 Nowell 


1511). Laurence Nowell [q. v.], clean of Lich- 
geld was a younger brother. Ilaving re¬ 
ceived Ids early education at Middleton, 
Lancashire, he entered Brasenose College, 
Oxford, at the age of thirteen, and ie said to 
have been the chamber-follow of John Fore 
Tq.v.] the martyrologist. He was not ad- 
S'tteaB.A. until 1526, was that year elected 
fellow of his college, proceeded M.A. in 
1640 (Boase, Register, p. 183), and in 1541 
or 1642 gave public lectures in the univer¬ 
sity on Bodolph’s logic (Stripe, Annals, i.i. 
307). Ilaving taken orders he was in 1543 
appointed master of Westminster School, 
where he introduced the reading of Terence, 
and on one day of every week read St. Luke’s 
Gospel and the Acts of the Apostles in 
Greek with the elder scholars. He was ap¬ 
pointed a prebendary of Westminster in 
1661 (Ln Neve, Fasti, iii. 851), received a 
license to preach, and ‘ preachod in some of 
the notablest places and audiences in the 
realm’ (Stryte, u. e.) Whon Dr. John 
Redman [q. v.), master of Trinity College, 
Cambridge, waB dying, Nowell attended him, 
and after lus death published a little hook 
containing Redmans last utterances on 
matters of religious controversy. Although 
the book was subscribed by other divines 
as witnesses, Thomas Dorman [<j. v.l, a 
catholic divine, charged Nowell with false 
witness, wMoli Nowell strongly denied (ib. 
Memorials, II. i. 527 sq.) In the first par¬ 
liament of Queen Mary, wMch met on 5 Oct. 
2553, Nowell was returned as one of the 
members for Looe, Cornwall; but a com¬ 
mittee appointed to inquire into the validity 
of the return reported on the 18th that he, 
1 being prebendary at Westminster, and there¬ 
by having voioe in the convocation. houBe, 
oannot he a member of this house,’ and the 
election was accordingly annulled ( Commons' 
Journals, i. 27; Returns of Members, i. 381; 
BimimT, History qf the Reformation, iii. 611; 
Haiulsi, Constitutional History, i. 276). 
Nowell was a‘ dear lover and constant prac- 
tiser of angling’ (Compleat Angler, pt. i. 0 . i.) 
and it is said that Bishop Bonner, seeing 
him catch fish in the Thames, designed to 
catch him, but Francis Bowyer, merchant 
and afterwards sheriff of London, conveyed 
him abroad (Fuller, Worthies, i. 647). After 
residing for a time at Strasburg he went to 
Frankfort, where, being desirous of peace, he 
took a leading post in the attempt to com¬ 
pose the religious disputes of the exiles in 
1667. He subscribed the 1 new discipline,’ 
which was presbyterian in character, ana 
joined in defending it against the objections 
of Robert Horne (1619 P-1680) [q. v.j, after¬ 
wards bishop of Winchester, and others. 
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But he was not bigoted, and on the doatli of 
Mary was one of the joint writers of the 
letter that the exiles remaining at Frankfort 
sent to the Genevan divines declaring that 
they were ready in non-essentials to submit 
to authority ( Troubles at Frankfort, pp. 62, 
110,163; Stripe, Annals, 1. i. 203), _ 
Nowell returned to England, and in July 
was appointed on a commission to visit the 
dioceses of Oxford, Lincoln, Peterborough, 
and Lichfield. Cecil had included Ms name 
in a list of eminent divines who were to re¬ 
ceive preferment, and in Deoember he was 
made arohdeacon of Middlesex (Ln Neve, 
Fasti, ii. 330), and preached at the consecra¬ 
tion of four bishops, among them being Ed¬ 
mund Grindal [q. v.] of London, afterwards 
archbishop of Canterbury, who bad ap¬ 
pointed him his chaplain ( Life of Orindal, 
p. 49). In February 1660 he was collated 
to the rectory of Saltwood with Hythe, 
Rent, which he resigned the same year; was 
given a ennonry at Canterbury (Lb Neve, 
i. 537), and was appointed by the archbishop 
to visit that church (Life of Parker, i. 144); 
he received a cononry at Westminster in 
June, wMch he resigned the next year 
(Ndwoourt, Repertonum, i. 49), and in 
November was recommended by Queen Eli¬ 
zabeth 1 for Ms godly zeal, and special good 
learning, and other singular gifts and vir¬ 
tues ’ for election ns dean of St. Paul’s, was 
elected, and was collated to a prebend in 
that ohuroh (ib. pp. 47,216; Life of Orindal, 
p. 60), He was constantly appointed to 
preach at St. Paul’s Cross the ‘ Spital ser¬ 
mons,’ and before the queen, and bad no 
small Bbore in the restoration of the reformed 
religion. One of his sermons in 1561 raised 
some stir, for Dorman misrepresented a sen¬ 
tence in it os a threat of violence against 
papists (Annals, 1 . i. 362). After the fire 
at St. Paul’s in June he preached beforo the 
lord mayor and aldermen a sermon that led 
the city to take immediate steps to repair 
the damage. He was by this time married; 
for Archbishop Parker wrote that if the queen 
would have a ‘married minister’ for provost 
of Eton, there were none comparable to 
NowbII (Life of Parker , i. 208). But tbs 
queen chose a celibate divine, William Day 
(1529-1696) [q. v.] On 1 Jan. 1662 the 
dean placed a new and richly bound prayer- 
book, with pictures of the saints ana mar¬ 
tyrs, on the queen’s cushion in St. Paul’s, in¬ 
tending it for a new year’s gift, Elizabeth 
made the verger fetch her old book, and 
showed evident signs of anger. When the 
servioe was over she went at once into the 
vestry, told the dean that he had infringed 
her proclamation against ’ images, pictures, 
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and Romish relics/ and rebukedliim sharply 
(Annals, I. i. 403-10). Towards ill© end of 
the year Qrindal collated liim to the rectory 
of Great Iladham, Hertfordshire, which he 
found convenient, both because tko bishop 
had a house there, nnd because ho was able, 
when Grindal went to London or Fulham, 
to leave his wife with her children by her 
former husband in retirement tlioro, and ac¬ 
company andlive with thu bishop (Ciierton). 
At Hadkam, too, ho iisliod much in the Ash, 
and is said to liavo accidentally invented 
bottled ale; for ho unwittingly left, a bottlo 
of ale in the grass by the rivorsido, and was 
surprised a few days later to find its contents 
offervescent (Fuller, u.b.) 

In January 1603 Nowell preached a ser¬ 
mon at the opening of parliament, which 
has been printed from a manuscript at Cuius 
College, Cambridge. TTe said that, while no 
man ought, to bo punished for heretical opi¬ 
nions if ho kept them to himself, severe 
measures might ho adopted against those 
who ‘hitherto will not be reformed/ and 
that those ought to bo cut off who spread 
heresy, specially if it touched the queen’s 
majesty. This was taken by tlio Spanish 
d< 

;ho item 

(Froudd, History of England, c. xli., where 
De Quadra's interpretation is accepted, surely 
on insufficient grounds; see the extract from 
the sermon at the ond of iho chapter, and 
the sermon itself, edited by Currie). Nowoll 
also touched on the decay of tillage, and re¬ 
commended the marriago of the queen. lie 
was chosen prolocutor of the lower house of 
convocation. During the sessions he with 
Sampson, dean of Cltrisl Church, and Day, 

E rovost of Fiton, presented to the upper 
ouae a catechism which had been approved 
by the lower house, and a committee of four 
bishops was appoint od to examine it, and 
they appear to liavo been content ed with 
the approval that it had already received 
(Jacobson, Preface to Nowell's Catechism ; 
HnvLVir, History of the Information, p. 332; 
Burnet, Ilistanj of the Reformation, iii. 
616). This catechism was the work of 
Nowell (Annals, X. i. 474 j Cnurton treats 
the hook presented by the lower house and 
the book referred to the comm it) eo of bishops 
as probably distinct works, and both by 
Nowell, but this seems erroneous). Several 
alterations were made in it (ii, p. 626), and 
it was again presonted to the upper house, 
but the prorogation came before it received 
formal approval. Nowell had a fair copy 
made of it, and sent it to Cecil, at whoso in¬ 
stigation lie had written it, Cecil kept it 
for mors than a year, and returned it with 


io Nowell 

annotations (ib .; Life of Grindal, m, IrT 
139). In this synod, in which the Tiiirtv' 
lime articles wore passed, Nowell ioinej 
others of the lower house in a request that 
certain ceremonies, such as the use of cows 
and surplices, might ‘be taken away/end 
others, ns kneeling at the communion, miAt 
he made optional, and voted for six article, 
of n kindred purport (Amah, i. i. 600-B) 
Though the queen favoured Nowell on a£ 
count of his learning, ho fell into some dis¬ 
grace in 1504. 'When preaching a Lenten 
sermon before lier he spoke slightingly of 
the crucifix. On this she called aloud to 
him from her seat, ‘ To your text, Mr. Dean 
—leave that; wo have heard enough of that ’ 
Nowell was utterly dismayed, and was un¬ 
able to go on. Darker took liim home with 
him and comforted liim, and the next day 
Nowell wrote to Cecil defending his sormon 
in a manful letter (Wood ; Life of Parker 
i. 318, 310, iii. 94 j Froube, History of Em. 
land, o. xliii), It was thought doubtful in 
January 1606 whether lie was yet restored 
to favour. Ilo endeavoured to compose the 
dispute about vostmonts, and wrote apropo- 
sition cnllod by Parker ‘Mr. Nowel’s Paafi- 
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Nowell answered it, and carried on a con¬ 
troversy with him (Bee 'below), which was 
continued in 16G6 and 15G7. The Roman 
catholics being atrong in Lancashire,Nowell, 
himself a Lancashire man, wont thither in 
1608, preached indifferent places, ondbiought 
many to conformity (Annals, i, ii. 268). On 
returning to London no attended the death¬ 
bed of Roger Aschnm (1616-1668) [q. v.], 
and preached his funeral sermon. In Jnly 
1670, at the request of the two archbishops, 
he published Ins larger catechism in Latin 
(see below). 

The Duke of Norfolk [see Howard, Tho¬ 
mas III, fourth Duke or Norroix], then a 
prisoner in the Tower, was visited by Nowell 
m company with Foxo in January 1672. 
Nowoll visited him at other times, and at 
Easter gave the duke the communion, for 
which he afterwards requested Burgkleyto 
sond him an antedated authority. Norfolk 
requested that the dean might be with him 
at his end, and Nowell attended him at his 
execution on 2 June ( Cal, State Fapert, 
Dom. 1647-80, pp. 434,488-40,444; Sibtpb, 
Annals, It. ii, 401—5; Camden, Annalei, 
ii. 256). Liberally currying out the last 
request of liis brother Robert, attorney- 
general of the court of wards, who died in 
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1569, and had, like liimstdf, been brought up 
at Middleton school and Brasenose College, 
Nowell in 1579 endowed a free school at 
Middleton, to be called Queen Elizubeth's 
jchool, and to bo under the government 
of the principal and fellows of Brasenose, 
and further founded thirteen exhibitions at 
the college to be held by scholars from that 
school, or from the schools of Wkalley or 
Burnley, or in defect from any other school 
in the county. Moreover he put hoard floors 
in the lower rooms of the college, which had 
hitherto been unboarded. He was regarded 
as on authority on scholastic matters; revised 
the rules of the free school of the Skinners’ 
Company at Tonbridge, Kent, and of tho 
grammar school at Bangor, Carnarvonshire, 
and advised Parker with reference to the 
foundation of his grammar school at Roch¬ 
dale (Cinnt'row). He is said to have been a 
benefactor to St. Paul’s School (epitaph from 

{ late in Dtodam, History of St. Paul's ; D, 
.UPTON, Moderne Protestant Divines, p. 250), 
but the reference is probably to the school 
attached to the cathedral, not to Dean Colet’s 
school (LuptoN, Life of Colet, p. 169). He is 
also reckoned among the benefactors of Emma¬ 
nuel College, Cambridge, hut the nature of 
bis benefaction seems uncertain (Chtjhton). 

Sitting as a member of the ecclesiastical 
commission in 1578, he signed the warrant 
for the arrest of Thomas Cartwright (1636- 
1608) [q. v.], and in 1574 was a commis¬ 
sioner for the trial of John Peters and Henry 
Turwert, two Flemish anabaptists who were 
burnt as heretics (Fatdera, xv. 740, 741). 
His name was included in the new commis¬ 
sion for ecclesiastical causes of 1676 ( Life of 
Grindal, p. 310). When Parker was at the 
point of death in May 1676, Nowell wrote 
to Burghley recommending Grindal. then 
archbishop of York, for the see of Canter¬ 
bury ( Cal. State Papers u.s. p. 497). He 
also wrote to Burghley in 1678 begging him 
to take measures for the preservation of the 
college of Manchester, then in some danger 
from tho conduct of the warden {Annals, n, 
ii. 68). When the college was refounded in 
1578, Nowell’s nephew, John Wolton, after¬ 
wards bishop of Exetor, was constituted 
warden, and Nowell himself one of the four 
fellows. In 1680 he received from the crown 
a license of absence from. Ms deanery and 
rectory in order that he might visit the 
scholars of Brasenose and the school at Mid¬ 
dleton, being commanded to inquire into the 
state of religion in Lancashire, and to preach 
on Sundays and holy days wherever he might 
be (Oetteion). His success in making con¬ 
verts from Romanism is said to have been 
recognised by the inclusion of his name in a 


lie’ of tho«o who, if the jeauit plots against 
the queen succeeded, were to be put to death 
(Annals , 11 . ii 867). It was proposed that 
he should write an answer to the ‘ Decern 
Raliones’ of Edmund Campion [q, v.), the 
jesuit, but that work was undertaken by his 
nephew, William Whitaker. However, in 
August 1681, when Campion was in the 
Tower, Nowell, with Day, then dean of 
Windsor and afterwards bishop of Winches¬ 
ter, held a disputation with him, a report of 
which was afterwards published (see below), 
and in 1682 he was named by the Privy 
Council as one of those fit to he employed 
to hold conferences with papists {Life of 
Whitgift, i. 198). An agent from Geneva 
having come to England to solicit help for 
his fellow citizens, he was directed by the 
council in January 1688 to apply to Nowell 
with reference to raising a fund {Life of 
Grindal, p. 416). In this year also the 
council placed the dean on a commission for 
the reformation of abuses in printing (Cal. 
State Papers,Dom. 1681-90, p. 116). John 
Towneley (1628 P-1607), son of Nowell's 
mother by her second marriage with Charles 
Towneley, having been imprisoned at Man¬ 
chester tor recusancy, Nowell wrote to the 
council in March 1684 to beg that he might 
he sent to London, and that special ears 
might be taken of his health (jib. p. 168; 
CinmTOW). Thequeen having orderedBurgh- 
ley to acquaint Archbishop Whitgift of her 
desire that Daniel Rogers, a layman, should 
be appointed treasurer of St. Paul’s, Whit- 
gift imparted the matter to Nowell, who be¬ 
sides joining in a petition to the queen from 
the chapter against the appointment, and 
representing its illegality to Rogers, wrote 
to Burghley on 1 Jan. 1686 beseeching him 
to intercede with the queen that she would 
abstain from violating the statutes of the 
church (Life of Whitgift, i. 443-8, where the 
letter is given). His intercession was effec¬ 
tual, for the dignity was conferred on Richard 
Bancroft [q. 7 .], afterwards archbishop of 
Canterbury. In this letter Nowell spoke of 
the deanery as likely soon to be vacant ‘by 
his extreme age and much sickliness.’ So, 
too, in 1688 he requested the council that he 
might not be troubled further about some 
business as he was weak and sickly (Cal. 
State Papers, u.s.p. 489). In that yearhaving 
been collated to the first stall in St. Paul’s 
instead of the less valuable stall which he had 
previously held, he resigned the reotory of 
Hadham. He preached at St. Paul’s Cross 
on the defeat of the Armada before the 
lord mayor and aldermen on 20 Aug., and 
again when the Spanish flags were displayed 
on 8 Sept, In October the queen granted him 
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thu lira! canonry of “Windsor that should Jail Thomas 1 taJ clifl'e, t liird oavl of Sussex 11620“" 
vacant. No vacancy occurred until 1594, J583), by requesting lhat ho would p rea 'i' 
when Nowell was instullod (Ld Nuvn, in. their funeral Bermnns, lie was the almoner of 
308). Having beon included in I he new ee- Mildred, lady Bnrgldey, a very chnritabl 
clcsiastical commisaion, ho assisted in ICilO woman, and was chosen by her husband to 
at the examination of Ralph Griilin, dean of preach at her funeral. Resides his benefee- 
Lincoln, who was charged with preaching tions to Middleton School end Brasenose Col" 
ialso doctrine. II 0 was sent by the privy logo, ho gave liborally to the poor. In his 
council, togolher with Lancelot Andrewes private relations tie was affectionate and cate- 
[q. v.l, aft erwavds bishop of Winohustor, then ful for others, and engaged in long lawsuits to 
Jus chaplain,in 1/501 to confer with John Udal protect tho iziloreslR of his stepchildren the 
and others, then under sentence of death for 4 pooro orphans of Mr. Rlounte.’ In p e ’ tion 
sowing sedition, with a view to their pardon ho was slight j his face was thin and rather 
(Life of Whitgft, ii. 97). On 6 Sept. 1595 point od, his complexion delicate, andhiseye- 
liewns elected principal of Brasenose Oollugo, bright. Ileworoasmallboiu-dandmoustaclie 
but resigned in the following December, after (Holland, Heroioloi/ia, p. 217). He lived to 
having on 1 Oct, been created D.D. with ho the labt of tlie fathers of the English re- 
seniomy over all tho doctors of the univor- formation, and was a link between the days 
sity (Li) Nnvn, ii. 561; “Wood), Hcdiud on of Oanmur and tho days of Laud (Jacobson; 
18 Feb. 1001-2,liaving retained all his facul- Ojiueton). A portrait of Nowell engiaied 
ties to the last, and was buried in St. Mary's in Ohm-ton's 1 Life,’ and described by him n 5 
Chapel, behind tho high altar, in St. Raul's, tho 4 original picturo’ from lload. was in 1809 
By Lis will, of which an account is given by tho property of Dr. Slierson; it represents 
Guurton, it appears that ho was twico mar- Howell as wearing a broad-brimmed hst 
riod, tho first time to a widow, whoso name and has an inscription to the effect that 
soems to liavo boon Blount, with children ho died 13 Fob. lliOL, aged 96, with the 
who worn alivo in 1591; his second wife words 4 Fiscal or homimun,’ referring to his 
being “Elizabeth, widow of Thomas Bowyor, love of angling. There is a portrait with the 
grocer, of London. Sho survived Nowoll, saino inscription in the hall of BrasenoseCol¬ 
and died in 1011 or 1012, being buried at logo, and anothur in the BudleianLibrary,to 
Mundhnm, near Ohiclioster (monumontal which ho gave books (Wood, History mi 
inscr. and par. rog. at Mnndliain). Nowell Antiquities 1 of O.tford, II. ii. 922). Another 
had no children by oithor of his wives. portrait in Chetluim’s Library, Manchester, 
Nowell was a polished scholar, a weighty presented by tho Rov. James Illingworthin 
and successful proaclior, a skilful disputant, 1094, exhibits Nowell as wearing a skull-cap. 
and a learned theologian. Though tho cir- There are engravingR in Holland’s ‘Ileroo- 
cumstancos of his early life inclined him to login,’ by Clump for Brasenose College, in 
Calvinism in doctrine, and puritnuism in Uliurlon’s ‘Lifo, and of Nowell’s monument 
matters of ordor, he loyally complied with with efiigy by Hollar in Dugdale’s ‘History 
the ecclesiastical settlement of Elizabeth's of St. L'liul’s,’ ro-ongraved by Bash's forCkr- 
reign, and oven voluntarily showed his ap- ton’s hook (asto thohoadlesstrunkdiacovered 
proval of certain observances, such us tho in the crypt of tit. Raul's, and ongraved in 
hooping of holy days, that were disliked by Churlon’s 4 Lifo ’ as a fragment of Nowell's 
tho prosbyteriun party. Nor does I 10 appear monumental ofllgy,see Courr, John, deonof 
in any respect to have fallen short, of tho St. Paul's, and L ui’TON, Life of C’olet, p, 239), 
standard of the church of England either in Besides his oatoehisms noticed later, 
his toaoliing or his pruelico. At tho sumo Nowoll’s printed works aro: (l)Abookoon- 
lirne.he was always anxious to promote pence turning Redman’s buff judgment of several 
bothin the church and umong his noiglihoui's, points of religion. 1551 (not known; Memo- 
and was a great composer of privato quar- riahj ii. 527,628); (2) 1 An Homily ... con- 
rels. Muditativo, os hecamo a renowned corning tho Justice of God ... appoynted to 
angler,wiso in counsel, and grave in carriugo, bo road in tho time of sicknus,’ with Grindal’s 
he was hold in high ostoom by tho foremost form of prayer (not known; Aults, ed,Her- 
persous in church and state. Among men of borl ,p. 721 ; JJfe ofParicer, i. 261); (8) ‘Ee- 
Iettors bis reputut ion wns groat; manyhooks proole written by A, N. of a book entituled 
were dedicated to him (OnunxoN, suot. ix), 44 A Proofo of certain Artioles in Beligionde- 
and among other panegyrists Bamabo Qoogo niod by Master J owol, sot forth by Tho. Dor- 
[q.v.] addressod versos to him. Manytostilled man, B.D.,”' 1506, ft 0 ; (4) ‘ThoReproofeof 
to his piety by seokiug consolation from him M. Dorman's Proofo... continued,'1566,4to; 
when dying, and, as in the case of Frances, (5) ‘A Confutation as wol of M. Dorman’s 
sister 01 Sir Henry Sidney, and widow of last book ontit tiled u ,l Dufonco,”&c.. 
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of Dr. Saunder’s “ Causes of Transubstantia- 
tion,’” 1667,4to ; (6) 1 A True Report of tbe 
Disputation .. . held in tbe Tower of London 
with Edmund Campion, Jesuite,’ 31 Aug. 
1681, 1683, 4to (Nos. 3-0 in Brit. Mus.); 
(7) Sermon preached 11 Jan. 1663, ap. Cate¬ 
chism, ed. Corrie (Parker Soc.); (8) ‘ Carmina 
duo in obitum Buceri,’ ap. 1 Buceri Scripta 
Anglicana,’ p. 910 (reprinted in Orurtoh', 
life, p. 391); (9) ‘Carmen in mortem J, 
Juelli, at end of Lawrence Humphrey’s ‘ Life 
of Jewell,’ 1673; (10) Commendatory verses 
in Cooper's * Thesaurus,’ 1666, and in Pork- 
hurst’s ‘Juvenilia,’ 1673; (11) Letters 

printed in whole or part by Strype and Cliur- 
ton. There are manuscripts by Nowell in 
the Lansdowne MSS., British Museum, and 
at Corpus Ohristi College, Cambridge, and 
•Notes of his Sermons by a Hearer’ in the 
Bodleian. His manuscript theological com¬ 
mon-place book (fol.) is inChetham’s Library. 

Nowell published three catechisms which 
hold an important place in the religious his¬ 
tory of England. Some confusion has been 
made between them. In this attempt to 
exhibit their bibliography B. N. C. stands 
for Brasenose College, and when no place of 
publication is noted, supply London: (l)Tbe 
'Large Catechism.’was written by Nowell 
‘ at the request of some great persons in the 
church,’ not merely for the use of the young, 
but to be a fixed standard of doctrine m 
order to silence those who asserted that 
‘the Protestants had no principles ’ {Life 
qf Parker, i. 403). When Nowell sent the 
manuscript to Cecil in 1563, ho stated that it 
had been ‘ approved and allowed ’ by tbe 
clergy of convocation ( Annals , X. i. 626). In 
its compilation he appeal's to have been in¬ 
debted to the ‘ Short Catechism ’published by 
the king’s authority in 1663, ana to Calvin’s 
catechism. The catechism of 1663 has itself 
been ascribed to Nowell (Memorials, 11 . i. 690, 
ii. 26). but should be ascribed to John Poynet 
fq. v.J, bishop of Winchester (Baxd, Script, 
Brit, Cat. 8th cent. p. 92), Calvin's cate¬ 
chism is that referred to by Ohurton as H. Ste¬ 
phens’s; Stephens was,however, only respon¬ 
sible for the Greek translation (Jacobsox). 
Nowell’s larger catechism was appointed by 
the university of Oxford to he read in 1678, 
and the study of it was enjoined at Cam¬ 
bridge by Sir Christopher Hatton in 1689, 
and Bancroft (afterwards archbishop) when 
each was chancellor (Wood, Annals), Itwas 
written in Latin, and was translated into 
Greek by Nowell’s nephew, William Whit¬ 
aker [q. v.], and into English by Thomas 
Norton [q. v.] The original manuscript, 
with the counter-signatures of the two arch- 
Parker and Grindal, written by a 


copyist, but with the author’s corrections, 
is at Brasenose College, Oxford. It was 
published, with a dedication to the arch¬ 
bishops and bishops, under the title 1 Cato- 
ohismus, sive grima Institutio Disciplinaque 
Pistatis Christian ee,’ and has appeared in the 
following editions: (1) (a) 1670, 16 June, 
Reginald Wolf, 4to, contains no matter 
about confirmation, and has liBt of errata 
at end, in Bodl., Bolliol Coll., B. N. 0.; 
(|9) 1670, 10 June, reissue with confirma¬ 
tion matter, and without list of errata, 
Bodl. and Chatham’s; (2) ( 0 ) 1671, 80 May, 
Wolf, 4to, Bodl., B. N. O.; (ff) reissue same 
year, no further date, Bodl., B. N. C.; 
(8) 1572, Wolf, 4to, Bodl. and in 1844 the 
president of Mngd. IlaB, Oxf. (Jacobson); 
(4) 1673, Wolt, the first edition -with 
Whitaker's Greek text, Greek dedication to 
Cecil, and iambics to reader, 8vo, Brit. Mus., 
Bodl., B. N. C., elsewhere; (6) 1674, J. Day, 
4to, Bodl., B. N. 0.; (6) 1670, J. Day, 4to, 
B. N. 0.(7) 1677, J. Day, with a second 
Greek edition, 12mo (Lowndes). Strype 
(Annals , 1 . i. 626) notes an edition of 1678, 
but this is not known, and is held to be 
doubtful (but see AMns,ed. Herbert, p. 1653); 
(8) 1680, J. Day, 4to, Bodl., Magd. Coll. 
Oxf.; (9) 1690, 8vo (Lowndes); (10) 1608, 
8vo (Lowndes); (11,18)in Randolph’s'En¬ 
chiridion Theologicum,’ lBt ed. vol. ii. 1792, 
12mo, 2nd cd. vol. i. 1812, 8vr ; (12) 1796, 
Oxf., 8vo, edited by Dr. William Cleaver 
[q. v.], then bishop of Chester, for the use of 
undergraduates at B. N. C., and candidates 
for orders in the diocese of Chester; (14) In 
‘ Collectanea Theologica,’ 1816,12mo, edited 
by W. W ilson, for use at St. Bees; (15) with 
other matter in a catechism by Dr. Mill, Sib- 
pur, India, 1826, 8vo; (16) 1830,12mo, with 
Cleaver’s notes; (17,18) 1836, Oxf.,8vo, ed. 
William Jacobson [q. v.] with ‘Life of 
A. N.,’ 2nd ed. 1844,8vo. 

The English translation of the ‘Larger 
Catechism ’ with title ‘ A Catechisme or first 
Instruction and Learning of Christian Reli¬ 
gion, by T. Norton,’ was published: (1) 1670, 
J. Day, 4to, in Bodl., B. N. C.; (2) 1671, 
J. Day. 4to, Brit. Mus., Bodl., B. N. 0.; 
(8) 1673, J. Day, 4to, Brit. Mus., Bodl.; 
(4) 1676, J. Day, 4to, Brit. Mus., Bodl., (6) in 
‘ Fathers of the English Church,’ vol. viii. 
edited by Lsgh Richmond, 1807, 8vo; 
(6) 1848, by Prayer-book and Homily Soo., 
8yo ; (7) 1861, 12mo; (8) 1863, Cambridge, 
ed. Come, with sermon of 11 Jan. 1663, for 
PaTkar Soc., 8vo. Also in Welsh, 1809, 
Cleaver's edition, Dinbych, 12mo. 

In the preface to his larger catechism, 
Nowell declared his intention of bringing 
out an abridgment of it as soon as possible. 
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Accordingly in tlie same year lie published 
bis (2) ‘ Middle Catechism,’ with the title 
1 Christian si Pietalis primalnstitutio ad usiim 
Scholarum.’ It was dodicalod to the arch¬ 
bishops and bishops, is written in Latin, and 
was translated into Creole by “Whitaker, and 
into English by Norton. The frequent edi¬ 
tions oi the seventeenth century testify to 
the importance attached to it by the puritan 
divines; those that are known are: (I) 1670, 
4to, no copy traced (Lownd.es, Jaoodson) ; 

(2) 1676, John Day with Whitaker's Creek 
translation, 8 vo, in Brit, Mils., B. N. 0., 
Chatham, and imperfect, Trin. Coll. Oamb.; 

( 8 ) 1677, J. Day, with Greek translation, 
ovo, Brit. Mus., Bodl., B. N. 0.; (4) 1678, 

J. Day, with Grook translation, 16mo, Bodl., 

B. N. 0.; ( 6 ) 1681, J. Day, 12mo,Brit. Mus.; 

( 6 ) 1686, John Wolf for .Richard Day, 12mo, 

B. N. 0.; (7) 1696, John Wiiulet, 12mo, 
Bodl.; ( 8 ) 1698, J. Wiudet, 12mo, B. N. 0.; 

(9) 1610, 8 vo, Bodl.; ( 10 ) 1016,8vo, Bodl.; 
(11) 1626, 8 vo, Brit. Mus.; (12) 1626, Cam¬ 
bridge, 8 vo, Chatham; (13) 1030, 8 vo, Bril. 
Mus.; (14) 1633, Cambridge, 12mo, B. N, G.; 
(161 1686, Cambridge, 8 vo, Brit. _ Mus. j 
(16) 1688, ‘pro soeietato stationariorum,’ 
with Greek, 12mo, B. N. 0.; (17) 1673, with 
Greek, 12mo, Brit. Mus.; (18) 1687, with 
Greek, Bodl., Magd. Coll. Oxf.; (19) 1701, 

‘ pro aociet. stationar. with Greek, 12mo, I irit. 
Mus., B. N. 0.; (20) 1796, Oxford, edited 
by Dr. W. Oleaver, 8 vo; (21) 1817, edited 
by W. Wilson, for use at St. Bees, 12mo, 

Norton’s translation of tho ‘ Middle Cate¬ 
chism,’ with title ‘ A Oalochisme or Institu¬ 
tion of Christian Keligion to be learned of 
all youth next after the little catechisms »p- 
poynted hi the Booke of Common Prayer,’ 
has a special dedication by Nowell to the 
archbiBhopB and bishops. It was published: 

(1) 1572, John Day,12mo, Bodl., also a copy 
without dalo B. N. 0.; (2) 1677, J. Day, 8 yo, 
Bodl. 1 (3) 1670, J. Day, 8 vo, B. N. 0.; 

(4) 1688, J. Day, 8 vo, Bodl.; ( 6 ) 1609, 8 vo, 
Bodl.; (0) 1614, * for tho compunie of the 
stationers,’ 12mo, B. N. O.j (7) 1038, 8 vo, 
Brit. Mus., Bodl.; ( 8 ) 1716, an independent 
translation with title * The Elements of Chris¬ 
tian Pioty, being an Explanation of the Com¬ 
mandments,’ fee., 12mo (CiruBTON, pp. 198, 
194) ; (9) 1818, Bristol, in 1 Church of Eng¬ 
land Tracts,’ No, 30, bound in colleocod 
tracts, vol. in, 12mo; (10) 1861, by Pruyor- 
book and Homily Society, 8 vo. 

Nowell’s third or ' Small Catechism ’ is be¬ 
lieved by OUuvton to be referred to in tho 
king's lotlor prefixed to tho catechism of 
1658, as ‘ the other brief cateohism which we 
have already set forth.’ Ohurton does not 
consider it probable that those words rofor 
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to the catechism in the Book 
Prayer, hut his reason for this opinion 
not seem obvious. An examination of Nowell 
‘small’ catochism in the edition of I 671 
shows, as Ohurton himself, who had seen ■ 
later edition, points out in his app endix 
that it is in 110 way different from tlie church 
catechism save t hat after each, command- 
mont it has tho words ‘ miserere nostri ’ & c " 
that after the ‘ Duty to your neighbour’ are 
inserted several questions andanswersonthe 
duties of subjects, children, servants, parents 
iScc., and that the part on the sacraments 1 ,’ 
much longer. The ‘ small ’ cateohism has n 
preface signed A. N., and in Whitaker’s dedi¬ 
cation of the Greek version of the 1 middle' 
catechism to Nowell, 1676, he says that 
Nowell had composed threo catechisms, and 
that having already translated two he was 
now presenting the author with a translation 
of tho third. All throe catechisms are there¬ 
fore Iroatod by Whitaker and by Nowell 
himself as alike Nowell’s work. Isaak “Wal¬ 
ton, moreovor, spoakn of Nowell (circal653) 
as ‘ the good old man ’ who made 1 that good, 
plain, unporploxed catechism printed in our 
good old service-book.’ It seems clear then 
that Nowell was tho author of the first part 
of the church cal ecliism now in use, which 
was first published in tho prayer-book of 1649 
as part ol tho rile of confirmation, the later 
portion on tlio sacraments afterwards (1604) 
added, as is generally held, by Bishop Overall 
having boon induced aud otherwise altered 
from Nowell's ‘ small ’ catechism. Thissmoll 
catochism was translated like the two others, 
into Grook and English, and was published 
in Lut in with tho t itle ‘ Coteehismus parvus 
puoris priuium Lalino qui ediscatur, pro- 
poiLenduB iusoliolis:’ (1) 1672, not known 
(Ohtjuton) ; (2) 1674 (by John Day), on the 
back of tho titlu-pugc a woodcut of hoys at 
school, and a quotation from Isocratas, with 
Whitaker’s Greek version, 12mo, in Balfiol 
Ooll.; ( 8 ) 1578 (by J. Day, 8 vo), not traced 
(Anns, ed. Ilorbert and Dibdin, iv. 180 b,); 
(4) 1684, withWhitakor's Greek, 8 vo,Bodl.; 
( 6 ) 1619_, 12ino, B. N, 0.; ( 6 ) n.d. Latin only, 
part of title-page lorn away (by T. O.Loni, 
8 vo), Dalliof Ooll.; (7) 1633, with Greek, 
8 vo, Bodl.; ( 8 ) 1687, for the use of St. Paul's 
School, 8 vo (OitUBTON, App. viii.) Norton's 
English translation with titlo, ‘The Little 
Oatechismo:’ ( 1 ) 1677, 12mo, not traced 
(TANNim); (2) 1682, Ilichard Day, 12mo, 
Bodl.; ( 8 ) 1587, 8 vo, not traced (Tanhdb; 
Wood). 

[Ohurton's Lifo of Nowoll; Wood’s Athena 
Oxon. 1 . cole. 716-0 (Bliss) j Wood’s Hist, and 
Antiq. n. ii. 022, t)G4, m. 380, 383,369 (Gutch); 
Biog. Brit. v. 3267, Holland'* Ilorwologia, p, 
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217 • D. Lepton's Moderns Prot, Divines, p. 250; l 
Fullii's Worthies, i. 547 (Nichols), Fullor’s Oh. 1 
Hist. ii. 509, iv. 179, v. 256 (Bi'swei); Foxe's , 
Acts and Mon. vi. 267, 269, 272 (Townsend); | 
Troubles at Frankfort, pp. 62,116,163; Strype’a 
Annals, 1 . i- 153, 228, 247, 263, 297, 306-8, 
352, 401, 408-10, 473, 504, 625-8, ii. 113, 247- 
249, 258, a. i. 863, 419, ii. 357, 361, 481, lit. ii. 
27, Memorials, u. i. 627, 590, ii. 25, 277, in. i. 
230 Crunmer, p. 460, Grindal, pp. 49,188, 202, 
Parker 1 . 126, 193, 208, 318,843, 350, 11 .11,17, 
Whitgift, 1 . 198, 444, u. 97 (8vo edit.); Com¬ 
mons’ Journals, i. 27; Burnet’s Hist, of Befor- 
mation, n. 864, 407, in. 511, 615 (8vo edit) ; 
Beturn of Members, i. 881; Hnllam’s Const. Hist, 
i. 276 (ed. 1883); Boase’s Kegister of Univ. of 
Oxf p. 183 (Oxf. Hist. Soo.); Le Neve's Fasti, 
i. 63. ii. 330, 440, 449, iii. 361, 356, 398, 564 
(Hardy); Neucourt’s Bepertorium, i. 49, 54, 
82,216; Walton’s Compleat Angler, pt. i. c. i. 
pp. 40, 41 (ed. 1775); Camden’s Annales, ii. 255 
(Heame); Cal. of State Papers, Dom. 1547-80, 
pp. 382, 434, 438-40, 497, 1681-90, pp. 115, 
163, 489 (Lemon); Froude’a Hist, of Engknd, 
v. 283, vii. 80, 100, 256 (post 8vo edit.); Whit¬ 
aker’s Hist, of Whalley, p. 460; Welch’s Alumni 
Westmonest. pp. 2, 3; Lupton'e Life of Colet, 
pp. 136, 169, 239. For bibliography, chiefly in¬ 
formation received from Mr. Falconer Madan, of 
the Bodleian Library, who generously lent his 
valuable notes on the bibliography of the three 
catechisms for the purpose of thie article; also 
from Mr.W. T. Browne of Ohetham’s Library and 
from Mr. Evelyn Abbott, of Ball. Coll. Oxford; 
Jacobson’s Catechismus, Pref.; Lowndes's Bilil. 
Manual, vi. 1710 art. Nowell; Ames's Typogr. 
Antiq., ad. Herbert, pp. 611, 647, 854,866, 662, 
677, 938, 967, 1618, 1668 ; Dibdin's Ames, iv. 
129, 130; Tanner’s Bibl.Brit. pp. 662, 668.] 

W. H. 

NOWELL, INCREASE (1590-1865), 
New England settler, born in 1590, was one 
of the patentees mentioned in the charter of 
the governor and company of Massachusetts 
Bay. He was chosen an ‘ assistant ’ in 1829, 
and became a very active and efficient mem¬ 
ber of the company. In. 1680 he arrived in 
America in the Arbella with John Win- 
throp. He was appointed ruling elder of 
the church at Boston in August 1630, hut 
resigned that office in 1682 on becoming con¬ 
vinced of the impropriety of being a magis¬ 
trate and an elder at the same time, lie 
wasin consequence dismissed from theBoston 
pastorate, and became a founder of the church 
in Charlestown. He was a commissioner of 
military affairs in 1684. In 1037 he was 
one of those who refused to disclaim the 
charter, and for not appearing to answer for 
his conduct before the commissioners from 
England was outlawed (Fail, Seal. Hist, of 
NewSngland, i, 275). From 1644 until 1649 
he was secretary of Massachusetts colony. 


Ho died in poverty atBobtononl Nov. 1655. 
By his wife Parnell Gray (1603-1687) he 
had five sons and three (laughters. In re¬ 
cognition of his services the colony granted 
1,000 acres of land apiece, in Cocheco coun¬ 
try, New Hampshire, to his widow and son 
Samuel. 

His eldest surviving son, Samuel Nowell 
(1684-1688), bom at Boston on 12 Nov. 
1634, graduated at Harvard in 1653, and was 
chaplain under General Josiah Winelow in 
Philip's war. At the great Narraganset 
swamp fight in South Kingston, Rhode Is¬ 
land, on 19 Dec. 1676, he displayed remark¬ 
able bravery (Matheb, Magnolia, bk. vii. ch. 
6 , sect. 10). He was chosen assistant of the 
colony in May 1680, and in Oct. 1686 be¬ 
came treasurer. In 1688 he went to Eng¬ 
land on behalf of the old colonial charter, 
and died in London in September of that 
year. 

[Young's Chroniales of the First Planters, p. 
262, and elsewhere; Prince's Annals, p. 334; 
Winthrop's Hist, of New England (Savage); 
BudingLon’s First Church in Charlestown, pp. 
31, 190; Hutchinson’s Massachusetts Bay, 2nd 
edit., i. 17, 22; Felt’s Eccl. Hist, of New Eng¬ 
land, i. 159 ; Savage’s Genealog. Diet. iii. 295; 
Mass. Hist. Goo. Collections, 3rd Ser., i. 47.] 

G. G. 

NOWELL or NOWEL, LAURENCE 
(d. 1676), dean of Lichfield, a younger son 
of John Nowell, esq., of Read Hall, Whalley, 
Lancashire, bv his second wife, Elizabeth, 
born Kay, and brother of Alexander Nowell 
[q. v.l dean of St. Paul’s, entered Brase- 
nose College, Oxford, in 1536, and, desiring 
to study logic at Cambridge, migrated to 
that university, where he graduated B.A. 
in 1642, Returning to Oxford, he was in 
that year incorporated B.A., and proceeded 
M.A. in 1544. He is said at one period to 
have been a member of Christ Church (Tas- 
kbb) j hut this is extremely doubtful. In 1646 
he was appointed master of the grammar 
school at Sutton Coldfield, Warwickshire. 
Before long, however, articles were exhibited 
against him in chancery by the corporation 
of the town as patrons of the school for 
neglect of duty. Proceedings were stayed 
in February 1650 by an order from the privy 
counoil to the warden and fellowship of 
Sutton that he should not he removed from 
his place ‘unless they have found in him 
some notablo offence, in which behalf they 
were to make the lords privy thereto' (Acts 
of the Pricy Council, new ser. v. 226). On 
the accession of Queen Mary he took shelter 
with Sir John Parrot at Carew Castle, and 
after a time joined his brother Alexander in 
Germany. Having returned to England on 
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the queen's death, he was made archdeacon 
of I lerby in 1608, and received the deanery 
of Lichfield in March 1660, which ho hold 
along with his archdeaconry (Le Neve, 
Fasti, i. 666, 677). Cn the convocation of 
1603 ho voted with his brother Alexander 
for tho proposals for abrogating some church 
ceremonies and rendering others optional, 
and for tho six articles to the like effect, on 
which tho lower house divided (Stevie, 
Annals, I. i. 600-6). In that year he was 
tutor to Richard de Vere, earl of Oxford 
(1660-1004), and was installed prebendary 
of Chichester. He also held tho rectory of 
ITaughton and Drayton Basset, Stafford¬ 
shire, and in 1606 received a prebend in the 
church of York. He was accused in 1670 by 
Peter Morwont [q. v.], a prebondary of Lich¬ 
field, of having uttorod scandal about the 
queen and tho Karl of Loicest or, and answered 
the cliargo in writing (Cal. State Papon, Dom. 
1647-80, p. 893). In 1676 he bought a house 
anil estate at Sheldon, and soiuo land at 
ColeshiU, both in Warwickshire. He died 
in or about October 1670, and it is thought 
wae buried at Weston in Derbyshire. By 
his wife Mary, whoso former husband was 
named Glover, he loft two or more sons— 
Laurence, matriculated at Brasenose College, 
at tho ago of eighteen, in 1690 (Ouiuc, 
Register of the University of Oaford, II. ii 
180), and Thomas—and throe daughters. 
Ilo was a diligent antiquary, and learned in 
Anglo-Saxon, boing among tho first to re¬ 
vive tho study of tho language in England 
(CAMirair, Britannia, col. 0), and having as 
his pupil William Lambardo [a. v.], the 
editor of tho laws of tho Anglo-Saxons, 
with whom ho used to study when staying 
at one period in the chambers of his brother, 
ltohort Nowoll (d. 1609), attorney-general 
of tho court of wards, in Gray’s Iuu. 
Nowoll loft the following manuscripts s 
(1) ‘ Vocabularium Saxonicum,’ an Anglo- 
Saxon dictionary, which passod suocossivoly 
to Lambarde, Somnor, and Soldon, and is 
now in tho Bodleian Library, as is also a 
transcript of it made by Francis Junius 
(1689-1677) [q. v.j; (2) A collection con¬ 
taining perambulations of forosts and other 
matters (TnoKnsny, Mist, of Leeds, p. 531); 
(3) ‘ Oollectanoa ’ in MS. Cotton, Vitell, D. 
vh.j (4) 1 Excorpta qutodam Saxonica a.d. 
189-907’ (5) ‘ Excorpta, a.d. 1048-1079 j» 
and (0) ‘ Varioo luappro ohorogi'aphicra.IIihor- 
niio, Scolira, AngliupWalluo, 1 &c.—Nos. 4-0 
arc in MS. Cotton. Domit, xviii.; (7) ‘ Gust* 
opmeoporum Liudisfarnensium ot Dunolmon- 
sium ... ox Rymeono Dunolmonsi colloola,’ 
&c., in MS. Cotton. Vespas. A. v.; (8) a 
letter in Latin to Cecil, dated Juno 1608, 


stating that he was prepared to nmW^7~ 
of England, in MS. Usd. vi° 
to the charges of Peter Morwiu (see abovel 
(10) a letter to Archbibhop Parker. dat«i 
Juno 1667, on behalf of two nonconW 
mists, in Corpus Ohristi College Librarv 
A portrait of Nowell, with the insciintinn 
'Nowell, 1001,’ hut without painter’s name 
was bequeathed to Dulwich College hv 
Edward AUoyn, and is now in the Dulwich 
Gallery. 

[Churfcon’s Life of A. Nowoll, pp. 12, gg ™ 
283-8 ; Coopor’a Athena Cantabr. i, 367,’355. 
Wood’s Athunro Oxon. (Blies), i. 246;’Bio» 
Brit. v. 32601 La Nero’s Fasti (Hardv). i fief 
677, Hi. 100; Dugdalo’B Warwickshire,VsTo 
Tlioresby’s Leeds, p. 631; Cal. State P ftMra ' 
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NOWELL, RALPH (d. 1144 P), 
of Orkney. [Sec Rmur.] 

NOWELL, THOMAS (1730-1801), 
divino, bom in 1730, son of Cradock Nowell 
of Cardiff, Glamorganshire, entered at Oiiel 
Oollogo, Oxford, 26 April 1746, and matricu¬ 
lated 10 May, when his ago wus given as 
sixteon. Ilo graduated JB.A. 14 Feb. 1740- 
1760, and M.A. 1763. On 26 March 1747 
he was nominated by the Duke of Beaufoit 
to an exhibition at Oriel for natives of the 
counties of Gloucester, Monmouth, and Gla¬ 
morgan, and on 14 Nov. 1762 he became an 
exhibitioner on tho foundation of Bishop 
Robinson. Ilo was elected fellow of Ids 
college on 27 April 1763, and held it until he 
married. Ilo also filled tho college offioes 
of junior treasurer 1766-7, senior treasurer 
1707-8, and dean 1768-00,1763. In May 
1700 Nowoll was oleoled public orator; he 
was nominated by his college as junior prae¬ 
tor in 1701, and acted for many yews as 
secret ary to tho chancellor of the university. 
On the death of Dr, William King he was 
admitted principal (10 Jan. 1764) of St. 
Mary Hall, and procoodod B.D. 14 Jan. 
1704, D.D. 28 Jan, In 1771 ho was ap¬ 
pointed by Lord North—whoso attention had 
boon called by George III to the necessity 
of solnctiug ‘ a man of suilioiont abilities,' os 
such oilioos ‘ ought not to be given by favour, 
butnecordinglo merit’(Curtesy). ofGmrmlll 
and North, i, 02-3)—to the rogius professor¬ 
ship of modem history at Oxford, and he 
retained it, with tho priueipalship of tbs 
hall, until his death j but he resigned the 
post of public orator in 1776. ft is stated 
by Jam oh llurdis in llio ‘ Vindication of 
Magdalen College,’ which ho published about 
1800, that Nowoll reads ‘on certain days of 
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every week during term, giving without in¬ 
terruption both public and private lecture', 
in person for the most part, and by substitu¬ 
tion when his impaired health confines him 
at home.’ 

Nowell preached before the speaker and 
four other members of the House of Com¬ 
mons at St. Margaret’s, Westminster, on 
80 Jan. 1772, the usual sermon on King 
Charles. The speaker ‘highly disapproved 
of the Bermon, and did not conceal his senti¬ 
ments i’ another of the members thought 
that the ‘ offensive expressions ’ used in the 
pulpit would not bo printed; but the accus¬ 
tomed vote of thanks from the house was 
passed without any protest to the preacher 
on 31 Jan. ( Commons' Journals, xxxiii. 485- 
436). In the printed discourse George III 
was compared to CharlesI, the existinghouse 
was likened to the opponents of Charles, 
and the grievances of the subjects of both 
monarchs were declared illusory. Thomas 
Townshend suggested on 21 Feb. that the 
sermon should be burnt by the hands of 
the common hangman j hut Lord North re¬ 
minded the house of the vote of thanks, and 
carried a motion for tho order of the day. 
The matter was again brought up on 25 Feb., 
when the entry of thanks was expunged 
without a division, after an attempt to bring 
on the order of the day had been defeated, 
by 152 votes to forty-one (ii. xxxiii. 600, 
509). The king reported to Lord North that 
‘ the country gentlemen were at first hurt 
they were not supported in defending ’ Dr. 
Nowell ( Corresp. of George III and North, i. 
91-3). Gibbon remarked that the preacher’s 
bookseller ‘is much obliged to the Fight 
Honourable Tommy Townshend’ ( Miseell. 
Works, ii. 78), and Dr. Johnson, who dined 
with Boswell at Nowell’s ‘beautiful villa 
at Iffley’ on 11 June 1784, added, ‘Sir, 
the Court will he veTy much to blame if 
Nowell is not promoted.’ The party ‘ drank 
Church and King after dinner with true Tory 
cordiality ’ (Boawnxx, ed. Hill, ii. 152, iy. 
295-6). 

Nowell, however, received no furtherpre- 
fennent. He lived partly at St. Mary Hall, 
and partly ‘at his pretty house overlook¬ 
ing the lock at Illley,’ and died at his 
lodgings in St. MaTy Hall on 23 Sept. 1801, 
being described as seventy-three years old. 
Nowell married at St. Aldute’s, Oxford, on 
28 Feb. 1764, Sarah, daughter of Sir Thomas 
Munday, a well-known. Oxford upholsterer. 
Their son Thomas was buried in St. Aldate’s 
on 8 Jan. 1768 (Anthont Wood, Oxford 
City, ed. Peshall, p. 161). He esta¬ 
blished a fund for rebuilding the western 
side of the quadrangle at the hall; some 


portion was rebuilt, and an additional story 
was raised on the south side, ‘ but it was 
extremely plain and of a mean appearance ’ 
(Ingram, Oxford, vol. ii.) Under his will 
certain shares held by him in the Oxford 
Canal Navigation were left to found an 
exhibition at St. Mary Hall (Chadmdeb, 
Oxf oi d, ii. 451), 

Six students at St. Edmund nail, Oxford, 
the best known of whom was the Ilev. 
Erasmus Middleton [q. v.l, were expelled 
from the university on 11 March 1768 1 for 
praying and preaching in prohibited times 
and places.’ This proceeding was censured 
by ah' Richard Hill [q. v.] in ‘Pietas 
Oxoniensis, by a Master of Arts of the 
University of Oxford,’ 1768, and defended 
by Nowell in ‘ An Answer to a Pnmphlet 
entitled Pietas Oxoniensis,’ 1708; 2nd ed. 
with large additions, 1769. Hill retorted 
with a reply entitled ‘ Goliath Slain; ’ 
another writer, disguised as ‘No Methodist,’ 
issued * Strictures on an Answer to Pietas 
Oxoniensis by Thomas Nowell.’ Toplady, 
at first as Clems and then under his own 
name, vindicated ‘ The Church of England 
from the Charge of Arminianism in a 
Letter to Dr. Nowell; ’ and John Fellows, as 
‘Pbilonthropos,’ published ‘Grace Trium¬ 
phant : a Saered Poem, submitted to the 
Serious and Candid Perusal of Dr. Nowell,’ 
and others. This aftair provoked much ex¬ 
citement at the time (Boswuix, ed. Hill, 
ii, 187), and the titles of several more pam¬ 
phlets by Macgowan, Whitefield, and others, 
are given in ‘Notes and Queries,’ 3rd ser. ix. 
427, and Halkett andLaing’s ‘Dictionary of 
Anonymous Literature,’ pp. 679,1027,1037, 
1405, 1912, 2008. An anonymous disserta¬ 
tion ‘upon that Species of Writing called 
Humour when applied to sacred subjects,’ 
1760, is attributed to Nowell. 

[Foster's Alumni Oxon.; Gent. Hag. 1772 
p. 93, 1801 ptii. p_. 90S; Letters of flrbt Earl 
Malmesbury, 1870, i. 262-4; Walpole's Journals, 
1771-88, i. 26-8; Wood’s TJmv. of Oxford, ed. 
Gutcb,vol.ii pt.ii.p. 807,Wood's Oxford Colleges, 
ed. Gutcb, pp. 673-4, and App. p. 17S; Han¬ 
sard, xvii. 312-8; information from Hr. O. L. 
Shadwell, of Oriel Collego, Oxford.] W. P. O. 

NOWER or NOWERS, FRANCIS 
(d. 1670), herald-painter, belonged to a 
family long seated at Ashford and Pluckley 
in Kent. Nower was employed for many 
years in the ordinary avocation of an heraldio 
painter, especially during the time of the 
Commonwealth. In 1660 he edited the 
fourth edition of Guillim’s ‘Display of 
Heraldry ’ before the restoration of Charles 
n, after whioh event a new edition was 
issued, omitting certain additions under the 



Noye 698 Noye 


Commonwealth, Newer resided in Bartho¬ 
lomew Lane, near the Exchange, in London; 
in 1070a fire broke out there, in which Nower, 
with two of his children and two servants, 
perished. Administration of his effects was 
granted on 16 Aug. 1070 to _ his widow, 
Hester, who subsequently married Francis 
Turner. 

His wife llester was daughter of Isaac 
Bargrave,D.D., dean of Canterbury, by whom 
he was father of Beanprfi Nower (or Nowers), 
afterwards fellow of Christ’s College, Cam¬ 
bridge. 

[Streotflold’s ExeorpLa Oantiana j information 
from Mr.G. P. Nowors.] L. 0 . 

NOYE or NOT, WILLIAM (1677-1034), 
attorney-general to Charles Ij son of Edward 
Nove olOamanton,Mowgan-in-Pyder, Corn¬ 
wall, by Jane Crabbe, bis wife, was born in 
1677. He matriculated at Exeter College, 
Oxford, on 27 April 1693, and was admitted 
on24 Oct. 1694 a mernbor of Lincoln’s Tnn. 
Leaving the university without a degree, I 10 
was called to the bar in 1602, was aui tmm 
reader in 1022 , a bencher from 1018 until his 
doath, and trensurer in 1632. 

His rise in his profession was slow, and 
was not achieved without intense and unre¬ 
mitting application. ‘I moylo in law’ he 
early adopted as his anagram, and by such 
moyling he gradually acquired a knowledge, 
hofch intimate and extensive, of the abstrusor 
branches of the law. He thus attracted the 
notice of Bacon, by whom he was rooom- 
mended in 1614 for tho post of official law 
reporter, as one ‘ not overwrought with prac¬ 
tice and yet learned, and diligent, and con¬ 
versant in report s and records/ 

Noye ropresonted Grampound, Cornwall, 
in the first two parliaments of James I, 
1804-11 and 1614. In subsequent parlia¬ 
ments ho represented oflior constituonoios in 
the same county, vis. Helston in 1021 - 2 , 
Powey in 1023-4, St. Ives in 1626-0, and 
Helston in 1628-9. He took at first tho 
popular side, and led the attack on mono¬ 
polies with skill and spirit in 1620-1. As 
counsel for Sir Walter Earl, one of tho fivo 
knights committed forrofusingto contribute 
to the foroed loan of 1626,he argued, 22 Nov. 
L027, the insulficienoy of the return to their 
habeas corpus. On 10 April 1628 he replied 
to Atloruoy-general Heath in the argument 
on the liberty of the subject before tho House 
of Lords, and he afterwards in the commons 
proposed a habeas corpus act. lie also 
stoutly resisted, in the conforonoeof 28 May 
following, the olauso saving tbe royal pre¬ 
rogative appended by the lords to the Peti¬ 
tion of Bight. In tho debate on tonnage and 


poundage of 12 Feb. 1628-9, ho proposed the 
insertion in the grant of a clause exoressl* 
negativing the right of the Icing to W 
thoso contributions by virtue of his 
gativo. * 

It accordingly excited no little surra™ 
when, on 27 Oct. 1631, Noye was appZad 
attorney-general. On being offered tkeposthn 
is said to have bluntly nslced what hiswajes 
were to be, and to have hesitated untfiit 
was pressed upon him with importunity 
Once m office, the view he took of Mb duties 
is evincod by his witty translation of ‘At 
tornatus Domini llegis ’ as ‘ one that must 
serve the king’s turn.’ One of his first offi. 
cinl cores was to t alto order for the reveren¬ 
tial use of St. Paul’s Cathedral, which by 
the negligence of tho dean and chapter, had 
huen Bufl'ored to become a public tkoroujrh- 
foro (Documents illustrating the Hiatoruof 
St. Paul’s Cathedral, Camden Soo. p. 1811 , 
In tbe Star-chamber it fell to his lot to 
prosoouto two members of bis own inn, Henry 
Shorfisld and William Prynne [q. v.] Shef¬ 
field, to sliow his zeal for the glory of God 
had, in October 1629, defaced his image in a 
staiuod-glnss window in Sl.Edmund’sOhurch, 
Salisbury, of which city he was recorder. An 
information had been isstiod against him by 
Noyo’s predecessor, Attornoy-genorolHenth, 
but it did not como on for hearing until Fe¬ 
bruary 1032-8, when the crown case was 
stated by Noye with equal moderation and 
cogency, and Shoriield was let off with the 
comparatively light ponally of a fine of 6001 
and a public acknowledgment of error, In 
the autumn Noye was occupied with the 
revision of tlio ‘Declaration of Sports’ pre- 
para! ory to its reissue, and in the supervision 
of tho arrangement s for a g rand mosque which 
the loyal gout lemon of the Inns of Court had 
determined by way of protest against Prynne's 
recently published ‘ Ilistriomastix’ to pre¬ 
sent before the king and queen at Whitehall 
at the ensuing Candlemas. The pngeantwas 
foliowod by Prynne's trial in the Star- 
cliamber, 13-17 Feb. 1033-4, in tbe conduct 
of which Noye manifest od great zeal. On 
7 May following he was an unsympathetic 
spectator of Prynne’s sufferings in the West¬ 
minster pillory, and tlio puritans, not un¬ 
naturally, saw tho hand of God in a vesical 
lifomari'liago by which he was seized on his 
return home (A Divine Tragedy lately acted, 
1634, 4lo,p. 44), When Prynne’s ‘libellous’ 
letter to Laud brought him again into the 
Star-chamber, 18 Juno, Noye’s zeal outran 
his discretion. Denouncing PrynnB as post 
grace, he inovod to deprive him of the pri¬ 
vilege of attending divine service. Laud was 
shocked at so heathmiish a proposal, and at 


Noye 


699 


Noye 


his intercession Prynne -was remanded with¬ 
out further censure. Noye, however, was 
not to he baulked (cf. Winthrop Papers in 
Massachusetts Hist. Coll. 4th ser. vi. 414-19). 
At the beginning of the longvacation,when 
most of the Star-chamber lords were out of 
town, he contrived to get an order drawn 
up for Pryxme’s close confinement, and having 
thus secured his prey went down to Tun¬ 
bridge Wells to drink the waters. The waters 
failed to afford the relief he sought, and, 
tortured by the stone and weakened by fre¬ 
quent hesmorrhage, he soon retired to his 
house at New Brentford, where he died on 
Saturday, 9 Aug. 1684. He was buried on 
the following Monday in the chancel of the 
parish church. 

Nove was mourned by Laud as ‘ a dear 
friend’ and stout champion of the church. 
By the unscrupulous manner in which he 
had prostituted his vast learning and inge¬ 
nuity to the service of tyranny—the revival 
of the forest laws, the infamous soap mono¬ 
poly, the -writ of ship money, were his work 
—he had incurred much popular odium, and 
he was hardly cold in his grave when he was 
dissected in effigy on the London stage in a 
farce entitled ‘A Projector lately Dead,’ a 
1 hundred proclamations being found in his 
head, a bundle of moth-eaten records in liis 
mouth, and a barrel of soap in his belly’ (ib. 
p. 418). 

Though no orator, Noye was a lucid and 
effective speaker. As a lawyer he had in his 
day no superior. Prynne calls him 1 that 
great Gamaliel of the law,’ and among his 
pupils were Sir Orlando Bridgman, Sir John 
Maynard, and Sir Matthew Hale. Notwith¬ 
standing his early connection with the popu¬ 
lar party it is probable that he took from the 
first a somewhat high view of the royal pre¬ 
rogative, and entertained a cordial antipathy 
to the puritans. In 1626 he gave a noble 
stainecfglasB window to Lincolns Iim Chapel. 
He appears to have been a good scholar, and 
though, by the testimony of his contempo¬ 
raries, ‘passing humorous,’ or, as we should 
say, whimsical, and of a somewhal rough 
and cynical demeanour, was nevertheless a 
man of solid and sterling parts. ‘ His appre¬ 
hension,’ says Wood, ‘ was quick and dear, 
his judgment^ methodical and solid, his me¬ 
mory strong, his curiosity deep and searching, 
Mb temper patient and cautious.’ Clarendon 
imputes to him an inordinate vanity, and 
some colour is given to the charge by his 
epitaph, written by himself at the close of 
his statute book:— 

‘Hie jsceojudex Astnpse fldus alumnus, 

Quani, simul ac terris fugit, ad astro 
require, 


Non ego me—defunctus enim mihi vivo 
euporetes, 

Sed mocum doleo jure Britauua mori.’ 

On the other hand he left express injunctions 
that he should be buried without funeral 
pomp. 

Noye was painted by Cornelius Janssen 
and William Faithome the elder [q. v.] A 
copy of the picture by Janssen, presented by 
Davies Gilbert [q. v.], the historian of Corn¬ 
wall, hangs in the hall of Exeter College, 
Oxford There is an excellent engraving 
from the original in Charles Sandoe Gilbert’s 
‘ Historical Survey of Cornwall,’vol. i. facing 
p. 132 (cf. Clam: snow, Rebellion, ed. 1721, 
vol. i. facing p, 73). An engraving of the 
picture by Fatthorne forms the frontispiece 
to Noyes 'Compleat Lawyer,’ ed. 1674. 
Unless extremely flattered by both painters, 
Noye was a man of handsome and distin¬ 
guished appearance, to whom the epithet 
‘ amorphous ’ applied to him by Carlyle 
( Cromwell, Introduction, chap. iv. ad fin.) is 
singularly inappropriate. 

Nove married, 26 Nov. 1606, Sara, daugh¬ 
ter of Humphrey Yorlce of Phillack, near 
Redruth, Cornwall, by whom ho had issue 
two sons and a daughter. By his will, 
printed in 1 European Magazine,’ 1781, pp. 
835-6, he devised the hulk of his property, 
including an estate at Carnanton, Slawgan- 
in-Pvder, Cornwall, to his eldest son Ed¬ 
ward, whom, with grim humour, he enjoined 
to waste it, adding, ‘nec melius speravi.’ 
An estate at Warhstow in the same county 
went to his second son, Humphrey. The 
spendthrift heir was killed by a Captain 
Byron in a duel in France within two years 
of his father's death, and left no issue. Hum¬ 
phrey Noye(1614-1079), B.A. of Exeter Col¬ 
lege, Oxford, fought for the king during the 
civil war, was in the commission of the peace 
for Cornwall, and died in 1079, being buried 
at Mawgan-in-Pydar, and leaving by his wife 
Hester, daughter of Henry Sandys, and sister 
of Edwyn, last baron Sandys of The Vine, 
two sons, both of whom died without issue, 
and three daughters, of whom the second, 
Catherine, was the ancestress of Davies Gil¬ 
bert. Bridgeman, the third daughter, mar¬ 
ried, in 1685, John Willyams of ifoseworthy, 
and brought with her the Carnanton estates, 
which have remained in the hands of their 
posterity. 

From Noye’s papers were published after 
his death the following: 1, 1 A Treatise of the 
Prinoipall Grounds and Maximes of the Lawes 
of this Kingdoms. Very useful and commo¬ 
dious for all Studients and such others as 
desire the Knowledge and Understanding of 
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London, 1641, 1042, and 1600, 8vo, and 
167/, 12mo; later editions witli n bridged 
title-page and additions or notes, London 
1757, 1792, 1794, 1806, 1817, 12mo, 1821 
8vo, Richmond, Virginia, 1824, 8vo, Phila¬ 
delphia, 1845,8vo,and Albany, 1870, 2. ‘The 
Great Feast at tholnthronization of tho Re¬ 
verend Father in God George Neavill, Arch¬ 
bishop of Yorlre, Olmncollour of England in 
the sixt yoaro of Edward the Fourth. 
■Wherein is manifested tho groat prido and 
value glory of that prelate. The copy of 
this feast was found inrolled in tho Tower 
of London, and was taken out by Mr. Noy, 
Jlia Majesties lato Attorney-General,’ Lon¬ 
don, 1016, 4to (reprint in Leland’s ‘Collec¬ 
tanea,’ ed. 1770, vol. vi.) 8. ‘ Tho Oomploat 
Lawyer, or A Treatiso concerning Tenures 
and Estates in Lands of Inheritance for Life 
and for Yoarosj of Ghattols Roall and Per¬ 
sonal; and how any of them may bo con¬ 
voyed in a legal Forma by Fine, Recovery, 
Deod, or Word, as tho easo shall require,’ 
Loudon, 1061,8vo; later editions with some¬ 
what difloreut title-page, 1661,1666, 1670, 
1G71, 8vo. 4. ‘ Reports and Cases token in 
the time of Queen Elizabeth, King James, 
and King Charles . . . containing most ex¬ 
cellent Matter of Exceptions to all mannor 
of Declarations, Pleadings, and Demurrers, 
that thero is senreo one Action in a Proba¬ 
bility of being brought, hut here it is 
thoroughly examin’d and exactly layd,’Lon¬ 
don, 1056, 4to, 1609, folio (a work of no 
authority). 6. 1 A Trontiso of the Rights of 
tho Crown, declaring how tho King of Eng¬ 
land may support and incroaso his Annual 
Revonuo. Collected out of the Records in 
tho Tower, tho Parliament Rolls, and Closo 
Potitions, Anno x. Oar. Regis. 1634,’ Lon¬ 
don, 1716,8vo. Ho is also said to have lind 
1 a gri'alo hando in compilings and repiib- 
lislunge tho late declaration for pastimes on 
the Lords dayo’ (7 Vinthrop Papers in Mas¬ 
sachusetts Hist. Coll. 4th sor. vi. 414). 

Some of Noyo’s legal drafts arc printed in 
1 Tho Perfect Conveyancer: or, Several Se¬ 
lect and Choice Presidents suoh ns have not 
formerly been printed,’ London, 1066, 4to, 
His award adjusting a difference between 
Laud and the Bishop of Lincoln in regard to 
llioforniar’s right ofmetropolitioal visitation 
of tho diocese of the latter is in Wilkins’s 
‘ Concilia,’ iv. 488. A few of Noyo’s argu¬ 
ments, opinions, and othor miscellaneous re¬ 
mains, are preserved in various Hath MSS.; 
in Liuihd. MSS. 263 art. 20, 264 art. 2, 
486 art. 8; Cotton. MSS. Titus 13. viii. 
art, 08 (beingNoyo’s will in Latin); AddiU 
M8R. 6832 f. 2104, 0207 IF. 386, 12611; 
and in the Hargrave MRS.; the Tanner MSS. i 


“it “■ 

Tomple, 177 ; MS. Exotor Coll. Libr■ irq? 
91-114 ; MS. Queen’s Coll. Libr. 166 ■ Lmf’ 
beth MSS. 642 ff, 49-141, 948 f. 629.’ 

[Rushworth’s Ilist. Coll. pt. 11 . vol i D 24 1 
Burton's Diary, ii. 444».ot soq; Whiteiocke’, 
Mem.; Lords Jonrn. ill. 80G; CLbm in 
courts of Rtar-ehambor and High Comm™;,,! 
(Camd. Son.); D'Ewea's Autobiog. 1846 j, , 0| , 

ii. 79; Heylyn’s Oyprianus Anglicua, 1971 
301-2 ; Wnllington’s Hist. Notices, 1869 3 
04-77; Smith’s Obituary (Camd. Soal'n’o! 
Straffordo Lottora, i. 202 , 260 ; Epint. Hooli anffi ’ 
sect. vi. ep. xvii.; 0 ranger's Biogr. Hist. Enel’ 
2 nd edit. ii. 225; GilborL’s Cornwall ii 86 i«h 

iii. 143-6,161-0,161, 342; Pohvkelo’s Corn- 
will, iv. 9 t-rt ; Tiiogr. Rketchos in Cornwall 
(1831), i. 63 et seq.; Complete Parochial Hist 
of Cornwall (1870), iii. 288, 29 ff. I -145 267 
3JO, 361; Vivinn and Drake’s Visitation of 
Cornwall (Hurl. Sor.), pp, 168 a. 270 «, ; Boaso’s 
Reg. Exeter Coll. Oxf. 1879 ; Hurl. MS. 1079 
f. 1136; ITamnn L'EMiungo’s Eeign of Kins 
Charles, pp 136-8; Weldon’s Court of K™ 
Charles in Srorot History of the Court of 
•Tamos 1, ii. 39-40; Cobbett r s Stnto Trials, iii n 
168, 636, 602 ; Spodding's Bacon, xii. 86 , xiy' 
187; Proc. and Dob. llnuso of Commons in 1620 
and 1021 (Oxford, 1760), i. 03, 109-92,208, ii, 
62; Court nnd Timos of Clinrlos I, i. 291, ii, 
240; Poy toil’s Cut ant. IIouso of Stuart (1811), 
ii. 427; Dugdalo’s Orig. pp. 266, 284; Spit 
bury’s Lincoln’s Inn. p. 77; Isaao Disraeli's 
Commentaries on t hoLifoandBoign of CharlesI, 
1860, i. 387-90; ProcoofliiiRS ngainst William 
■Prynno (Camd. Sot-.); Wood’s Athoiim Oiton. 
(Bliss), iv. 681-3; Vomon’s Life of Heylvn 
(1082), pp. 43, 67, 66 ; Laud's Works (Anglo- 
OaLli. Libr.); Ancrdotos and Traditions (Camd, 
Soc,), p. 35; Faulkner’s HrouLford (1846), p, 148; 
Notos and Quorios, 2nd sor. vi. 399, vii. 86 ,3rd 
sor. viii. 466, 7th sor. vi. 297; Hist. MSS.Comm, 
3rd Rep. App. pp. 13, 191,4th Bop. App. p. 16, 
7th Bop. App. p. 420, 10th Bop, App. ii, 186, 
11th Rop. App. vii. 272; Sloane MS. 4223 
f. Ill; Addit. MS. 32093, f. 55; Massaohnsatts 
Historical Sorioly’s Oollortions, 4th sor. vi. pas¬ 
sim; Bonso and Courtney’s Bibliotheca Cornn- 
hiensiH and Boaso’s Colloet, Cornub.] J. M. B. 

HUGE, THOMAS (a!, 1017), translator, 
was in 1502 a follow of Pembroke Hall, 
Cambridge, Some time after 1563 he became 
roctor of Cloy, Norfolk; from 1675 to 1683 
lie was roctor of Bocclos, Suffolk; from 1578 
till his death, in 1017, lie was rector of 
Gazeley, Suffolk. From 1581 till 1683 be 
was rector of Oxburgh, Norfolk. In 1699 he 
was appointed reel or of West on-Market, 
Suffolk, Besides these preferments he held, 
from 21 Feb. 1684-5 till his death, the fourth 
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stall as prebend in Ely Cathedral. lie dipd 
8 Nov. lt>17, and was buried in Gazeley 
Ohmch. According to a rhyming epitaph 
in his tomb, his wife's name was Ann, and he 
was father of five sons and seven daughters. 

While at Cambridge Knee published ‘ The 
Ninth Trngt die of Lucius Amiens Seneca, 
called Octavia, translated out of Latino into 
English by T. N., Student in Cambridge. 
Imprinted at London by Henry Denham,’ 
ii, 3 . [1501 ], 4to. This was described in the 
dedication to the Earl of Leicester as ‘ the 
firstfrnits of my yong study.’ It was re¬ 
printed as tho ninth play in ‘Seneca his 
tenne Tragedies, translated into English,’ 
1681, 4to. Nuce was also author of fourteen 
Latin hexameters, and 172 lines of English 
verse prefixed to John Studley's translation 
of Seneca’s ‘Agamemnon,’ 1561, 8vo. 

[Hunter’s Chorus Vatum, vi. 119(Addit MS. 
24492); Cole’b MS. 1. 207 (Addil, MS. 5851; 
Tanner’s Bibliotheca, p. 854; Oorser’s Collec¬ 
tanea Anglo-Poetica, ix. 78 ; Wurton’s English 
Poetry, iv. 273 ; J. Benthnin’s Ely, p 2.31; 
Blomefield's Norfolk, vi. 43, 183; Suckling’s 
Suffolk, i. 21.] R. B. 

NTJGENT, Baron. [See Grenville, 
Georae Nuoent, 1788-1850.] 

NUGENT, Sib CHARLES EDMUND 
(1769 P-1844), admiral of the fleet .born about 
1769, reputed son of Lioulenont-colonel the 
Hon. Edmund Nugent, entered the navy 
in 1771 on hoard the Scorpion sloop, then 
commanded by Captain Elpliinstone, after¬ 
wards Lord Keith. The following year he 
joined the Trident, flagship of Sir Peter 
Denis, in the Mediterranean, and in 1776 
went out to North America in the Bristol, 
carrying the broad ponnant of Sir Peter 
Parker (1721-1811) [q. v.] At the at lock 
on Sullivan’s Island on 28 June 1776 he 
was an acting lieutenant of the Bristol, 
and in September, still as acting lieutenant, 
followed Parker to the Chalham. In the 
beginning of 1778 Parker went to Jamaica 
as communder-in-ohief, and on 20 May 1778 
promoted Nugent to the rank of commander, 
hie former promotion as lieutenant being still 
unconfirmed. His name first appears m tbe 
navy list as a commander. On 2 May 1779 
he was posted to the 28-gun frigai e Pomona, 
and in her took part in the reduction of Omoa 
(19-20 Oct. 1779), under the Hon. John 
LuttTell. Previous to the attack Nugent was 
sent in the Racehorse schooner to procure 
pilots in the Bay of Honduras, and, in at¬ 
tempting to laud at St. George’s Key, 
fell in among a number of aimed Spanish 
boats, and was captured. lie was stripped, 
handcuifed, and confined in a dungeon till 


the next day, when, on the arrival of the 
Pomona, which the J'noehoiv' had summoned 
to his assistance, the Spaniards made off', and 
Nugent and his boat’s crew released them¬ 
selves. He continued during the war on the 
Jamaica station, and returned to England 
with Parker in 1782. Ia 1783 he was re¬ 
turned to parliament as member for Buck¬ 
ingham, and during the following years was 
a steady though silent supporter of the go¬ 
vernment. In 1793 he was appointed to the 
Veteran, one of the fleet which went out to 
the West Indies under the command of Sir 
John Jervis, afterwards Earl of St. Vincent 
[n. v.] On the surrender of Guadeloupe 
Nugent was sent home with despatches,May 
1764, and in tho spring of 1795 was appointed 
to the Caesar, which he commanded in the 
Channel till his promotion to the rank of 
rear-admirnl on 20 Fell. 1797. He became 
vice-admiral on 1 Jan. 1801, and in 1805 was 
captain of the fleet off Brest under Corn¬ 
wallis. He had no further service, but wns 
promoted to be admiral on 28 April 1808, and 
admiral of the fleet on 24 April 1888. On 
12 March 1834 he received the grand cross 
of the Hanoverian order (G.C.IL), and died 
on 7 .Tan. 1844, aged 86. lie was married, 
and left issue one daughter. 

[Naval Chronicle, x. 441, with portrait; Mar¬ 
shall’s Roy. Nav. Biogr. i. 94 ; Gonl. Mag. 1844, 
ii. 89.] J.K.L. 

NUGENT, Sib OHRISTOPHER, four¬ 
teenth Babon Delvin (1644-1602), eldest 
Bon of Richard, thirteenth baron Delvin, and 
Elizabeth, daughter of Jenico, viscount Gor- 
manston, widow of Thomas Nangle, styled 
Boron of Navou, was born in 1644. Richard 
Nugent, twelfth Baron Delvin [q. v.], was 
his groat-gmndfather. Ha succeeded to the 
title on the death of his father, on 10 Due. 
1659, and during his minority was the ward 
of Thomas Ratoliffe, third earl of Sussex 
[q. v.], for whom he conceived a great friend¬ 
ship, He was matriculated a fellow-com- 
mouer of Glare Hall, Cambridge, on 12 May 
1603, and was presented to the queen when 
she visited the university in 1664; on com¬ 
ing of age, about November 1585, he repaired 
to Ireland, with letters of commendation 
from the queen to the lord deputy, Sir Henry 
Sidney, granting him the lease in reversion 
of the abbey of All Saints and the custody 
of Sleaught-William in the Anualy, co. Long¬ 
ford, os a reward for his good behaviour in 
England. As an undertaker in the planta¬ 
tion of Leix and Offaly, he had previously 
obtained, on 3 Feb. 160S-4, a grant of the 
castle and lands of Oorbetstown, alias Bally- 
corbet, in Oflbly (King’s County). In the 
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autumn 
himself 

wns knigHted at Drogheda by "Sir Henry confined iu the cast leT There was"T lowbvT 
Sidney. On 30 June 1667 he obtained, a lease 110 munition on Elizabeth’s part to oik]’ 
of the abbey of Inclimore iu the Annaly, and matters 1 0 extremities, aud, after some w eels' 
tho abbey of Fore in 00 . Westmeath, to detention, the deputies and their prineimls 
which was added on 7 Oet. tho lease of other wore released on expressing contrition fo 
lands in the same county. their conduct. But with Delvin, ‘ for that 

Nothing occurred for some time to disturb he has showed himself to be tile ehie&at 
the harmony of his relations with the govern- instrument in terrifying and dispersuadmo 
ment. But in July 1574 his refusal, in eon- the rest of the associates from yielding then 
junction with Lord Gormans!on, to sign the submission’ (ib. ii. 108), she was particu- 
proclamulion of rebellion against the Earl larly angry, and left it entirely to Sidney's 
of .Desmond laid his loyalty open to suspicion, discretion whether he should remain in nri- 
Ile groundod his refusal on the fact that he son for some time longer. Finally an ar- 
was not a privy councillor, and had not been rangement was arrived at between the go- 
made acquainted with tho reasons of the vornment and tho gentry of the Pale and 
proclamation. But the English privy council, to this result Delvin’s ‘ obstinacy 1 no doubt 
thinking that his objections savoured more coutributod. Ilis conduct does not seem to 
of ‘ a wilful partiality to an offender against have damaged him seriously; for in the 
her majesty than a willing readiness to her autumn of 1579 ho was entrusted with 
service’ (Cal. Carcw MS8. i. 490), sent pur- tho command of the forces of the Pale, and 
omptory orders for his submission. Fresh was reported to have done good service 
letters of oxplaual ion were proffered by him in defending tho northern marches against 
and Gormanston in February 1575, but,being the inroads of ’furlough Luineach O’Neil], 
deemed insufficient, tho two noblemen were IDs ‘ obstinate affection to popery. 1 however 
in May placed under restraint. They there- told greatly in Iuh disfavour, and it was as 
upon confessed their ‘fault,’ and Delvin much for this general reason as for any 
shortly afterwards appears to have recovered proof of his treason they possessed that the 
the good opinion of government; for on Irish government, in December 1680, com- 
15 Dec. Sir llunry Sidney wrote that ho ex- mitted him, along with his father-in-law 
pectad a speedy reformation of tho country, 1 a Govald Fitzgerald, olovonth oarl of Kildare 
great deal the rather through the good hope I [q. v.], to the castle on suspicion of being 
conceive of the service of my lord of Delvin, implicated in the rebellious project a of Via- 
whom I find active and of good discretion ’ count Bnltinglas. The higher officials, in- 
( 'ib . ii. 31) ; and in April 1078 Delvin enter- eluding Lord-deputy Grey, wore firmly con¬ 
tained Sidney while on progress, Before vinced of his treason; but with all their 
tho end of the year, howover, there sprang up olforts they were unable to establish their 
a controversy botwaen government aud the charge against him. Accordingly, after an 
gentry of tho Pale in regard to cess, in which imprisonment of eighteen months in Dublin 
Delvin played a principal port. Castle, ho and Kildare were sont fo England 

It had long been tho oustom of tho Irish in tho custody of Marshal Bagnal. 
government, in order to support tliB army, On 22 Juno 1682 Delvin was examined by 
to take up provisions, &c., at a eertuin flxod Lord-chancellor Mildmayand Gerard, master 
price. _ This custom, reasonable enough in of tho rolls. No fresh evidence of his treason 
its origin, had, owing to the currency re- was adducod, aud Wallop heard with alarm 
forms effected by Elizabeth, coupled with that it was iutandod to set him at liberty, 
the general rise iu prices, beoome particu- But, though not pormittod to return imme- 
larly irksome to the inhabitants of tho Pale, diululy to Ireland, ho was apparently allowed 
Their protests had, howover, obtained for a considerable amount of porsonal liberty, 
them no. relief, and accordingly, in 1576, at and in April 1585 ho was again in Ireland, 
the instigation chiefly of Delvin, they took sitting as a peer in the parliament that was 
up highor ground, denounood the custom as then hold. During tho course of the year 
unconstitutional, and appointod three of ho was again in England; hut after the 
their number to lay their grievances before death, 011 10 Nov. 1586, of the Earl of 
the quoen. Tho deputation rant with scant Kildare he was allowed to repair to Ireland, 
courtesy in England. Elizabeth was indig- ‘ in company of the young Karl of Kildare, 
nant at having her prerogative called m partly for execution of the will of the earl, 
question, and, aftor roundly abusing tho dopu- his father-in-law, partly to look into the 
ties for their impertinence, clapped them in ostafos of his own lands, from whence he 
the Fleet. In Ireland a similar course wus hath been so long absent ’ (Mokrut, Cal, 


of tho following year he distinguished pursued by Sir Henry Sidney, and in 
aerainst Shane O’Neill fa. v.l, and 1577 Delvin, Baltinaltto. and rui,-,.. 
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Patent Bolls, ii. 114). He carried letters of 
commendation to the loTd-deputy, Sir John 
Perrot; and the queen, ‘ the better to express 
her favour towards him,’ granted him a re¬ 
newal of the leases he held from the crown 
(ib. ii. 100). He was under obligations to 
return to England as soon as he had trans¬ 
acted his business. But during his absence 
many suits to his lands had arisen, and, 
owing to the hostility of Sir Robert Dillon, 
chief justice of the common pleas, and Ohief- 
baron Sir Lucas Dillon, his hereditary ene¬ 
mies, he found it difficult to put the law 
in motion. However, he seems to have 
returned to England in 1687, and, having 
succeeded in securing Biughley’s favour, 
he was allowed in October 1688 to return 
to Ireland. Lord-deputy Sir "William Fitz- 
william was not without his doubts as to 
the wisdom of this step. He hoped, 
he wrote to Burghley, that Delvin would 
‘throughly performs that honorable and 
good opynion it hath pleased y* Lp. to 
conceave of him, w ch no doubt he may very 
sufficiently do, and w 01 all do her ma t “ great 
service in action, both cyvill and martiall, 
if to the witt wherew th God hath indued 



him in his list of ‘ doubtful men in Ireland.’ 
One cause that told greatly in his disfavour 
was his extreme animosity against Ohief- 
justice Ddlon, whom, rightly or wrongly, he 
regarded as having done to death his kins¬ 
man Nicholas Nugent [q. v.] To Burghley, 
who warned him that he was regarded with 
suspicion, he protested his loyalty and readi¬ 
ness to quit allthat was dear to him in Ireland, 
and live in poverty in England, rather than 
that the queen should conceive the least 
thought of undutifulness in him. He led, 
he declared, an orderly life, avoiding dis¬ 
contented society, every term following 
the law in Dublin for the recovery of his 
lands, and serving the queen at the assizes 
in his own neighbourhood. The rest of his 
time he spent in books and building (Cal. 
State Papers, Ireland, Eliz, iv. 420). 

All this was probably quite true; but the 
extreme violence with whioh he prosecuted 
Chief-justice Dillon certainly afforded ground 
to Ms enemies to describe him as a discon¬ 
tented and seditious person, especially when, 
after the acquittal of Dillon, he charged the 
lord-deputy with having acted with undue 
partiality. However, iu 1698 he was ap¬ 
pointed leader of the forces of Westmeath 
at the general hosting on the hill of Tara, and 
during the disturbed period (1693-7) that 


preceded the rebellion of Hugh O'Neill, earl 
of Tyrone, he displayed great activity in 
his defence of the Pale, he was warmly com¬ 
mended for his zeal by Sir John Norris 

! q. v.] He obtained permission to visit Eng- 
and m 1697, and in consequence of bis re¬ 
cent ‘ chargeable and valouroiis ’ services, he 
was, on 7 Slay, ordered a grant of 80 much 
of the O'Farrells’ and O’Reillys' lands as 
amounted to an annual rent to the crown ol 
1001.; but, by reason of the disturbed state 
of the country, the warrant was never exe¬ 
cuted during his lifetime. On 20 May he 
was appointed a commissioner to inquire 
into abuses in the government of Ireland. 
On 17 March 1693 a commission (renewed 
on 8 July and 80 Oct.) was issued to him 
and Edward Nugent of the Disert to deliver 
the gaol of Mullingar by martial law, for 
' that the gaol is now very much peatered 
with a great number of prisoners, the most 
part whereof are poor men... and that there 
can be no sessions held whereby the prisoners 
might receive their trial by ordinary course 
of law’ ( [Cal. Fiants. Eliz. 6216, 6246, 
6266). On 7 Aug. 1609 he was granted 
the wardship of his grandson, Christopher 
Ohevers, with a condition that he should 
cause his word 1 to be maintained and educated 
in theEnglish religion, andin English apparel, 
in the college of the Holy Trinity, Dublin’ 
{ib. 0828); in November he was commissioned 
by tbe Earl of Ormonde to hold a parley 
with the Earl of Tyrone (cf. manuscripts in 
Cambridge University Library, Kit. 1.16, ff. 
426, 427). 

On the outbreak of Tyrone’s rebellion his 
attitude at first was one of loyalty, but the 
extreme severity with whioh his country 
was treated by Tyrone on his march into 
Munster, early in 1600, inducedhim to submit 
to him (Annals of the Four Masters, vi. 2147); 
and, though he does not appear to have ren¬ 
dered Mm any active sstviob, he was shortly 
afterwards arrested on suspicion of treason 
by Lord-deputy Mountjoy, and confined in 
Dublin Castle. He died in confinement be¬ 
fore Ms trial, apparently on 17 Aug. 1602, 
though by another account on 5 Sept, or 
1 Oct., and was buried at Castle Delvin on 
6 Oct. Delvin married Marie, daughter of 
Gerald Fitzgerald, eleventh earl of Kildare, 
who survived till 1 Oct. 1610. By her he 
had issue: Richard, created Earl of West¬ 
meath (1683-1642) [q. v.], Christopher of 
Oorbetstown, Gerald, Thomas, Gilbert, and 
William; also Mabel, who married, first, 
Murrough O’Brien, third baron IncMquin; 
secondly, John Fitzpatrick, second son of 
Florence, lord of Upper Ossory; Elizabeth, 
who married Gerald Fitzgerald, fourteenth 
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earl of Kildare; Mary, first wife of Anthony 
O’Dompsny, heir-apparent to Terence, first 
viscount Olanmalier; Eleanor, wife of Chris- 
tophor Oho vers of Macol own, eo, Month; 
Margaret, who married a Fitzgerald; Juliana, 
second wife of Sir Gornld Aylmer of Donade, 
co. Kildare. 

Galvin was the author of: 1. ‘ A Primer of 
the Irish Language, compiled at the request 
and for tha uso of Queen Elizabeth.' It is 
described by Mr. J. T. Gilbert ( Account of 
Facsimiles of National MSS. of Ireland, p. 
187) as a ‘small and ologantly written vo¬ 
lume,’ consisting of ' an address to the queen 
in English, an introductory statement in 
Latin, followed by the Irish alphabet, 1 Ho 
vowels, consouunts, and diphthongs, with 
words and phrases in Trish, Latin, and Eng¬ 
lish.’ 2. ‘A Plot for the Itofnrmntion of 
Ireland’ (presorvod in ‘ Si atoPupors,’ Ireland, 
Eliz. cviii. 31, and printed by Mr. IS. T. Gil¬ 
bert in ‘Account 0 i' National MSS. of Ire¬ 
land,’ pp. 189-95), which, 1,hough short, is 
not without interest, as expressing the views 
of what may he described ns the moderate or 
constitutional party in Iroland as distinct 
from officialdom on tlve one hand, and the 
mere Irisliry on the other. Ilo complains 
that the viceroy’s authority is too absolute; 
that the institution of presidents of provinces 
is unnecessary; that j ustice is not administ ered 
impart ially; that thopoople nrophmdered by a 
beggarly soldiery, who find it to their interest 
to create dissensions; that the princo’s word is 
pledged recklessly and broken shamelessly, 
and, above all, that there is no means of edtt- 
oat ion such as is furnished by a university pro¬ 
vided for the gentry, ‘ in mync opynion one of 
the clieifest causes of miseuoiC inthoreaime.’ 

[Lodgo’s Peerage, ed. Arphdidl, i. 233—7 ; 
Cooper's Athonio (Junlubr, ii. 331-3, and autho¬ 
rities there quoted; Cal. Stato Pupnrs, Ireland, 
liliz.; Cal. Carow MSS.; Motrin's Oal. Patent 
Eolls,Eliz.; Onl, Faults, Eliz.; Ammlsoftho Pour 
Masters, ed O’Donovon; Annals of Loch 06, od. 
IlouneHsy; Fynos Moryson's Itinerary; Stafford's 
Paoata Ilibornia; Qilbort’s Facsimiles of Na¬ 
tional MH8. of iroland, iv. 1 j Bagwell's Ireland 
undor tlio Tudors.] li. D, 

NUGENT, CHRISTOPH Git (d. 1731), 
soldier, wits the eldest son of Francis Nugent 
of Dardistown, co, Meath, and Rridgob, sistor 
ofWilliftm JDongan, creal ed Earl of Limerick 
in 1685. lie roprosont od the borough of Foro 
in the parliament of 1689, and was attached 
to the first troop of Irish horsegiiards in 
1091. After the capitulation of Limerick 
he elected to go to France, and arrived at 
Bvost on 3 Dec. 1091. He was given a com¬ 
mand in the army for the invasion of England 
in 1692, and afterwords served with the Irish 


hqrsegunrds in Flanders. In 1094hT^ 
with the army of Germany, under tlieD™ 
do Lorgos, and with the nrmy 0 f the Mru .11 
in 1696. On 26 May 1605 hi was Zg 
mestro-de-camp de cavalerie,’ and contin. 1,1 
with the army ot tlio Moselle in 1696-7 1 ] 
the disbandment, of tlio Irish horsea-nant, „ 
27 Feb. 1098, he was attached ns'StrT 
camp’to the reformed regiment of Sheldon’ 
He joined tlio army of Italy in July 1701 - 
fought under Villeroi at Chian on 1 Sent’ 
and under Vendome at Luzzara on 16 Am 
1702. Ill the following year he served with 
the army of Germany, and in Handera in 

1704. lie wor evented brigadier on 1 March 

1705, and, on tlio retirement of Colonel Shel¬ 
don, succeeded to the command of the reti! 
mont on 10 Jan, 1700. lie changed its name 
to that of Nugent, and commanded it at Ka- 
millies, Otldonnrdo, and Malplaquet. During 
the winter of 1711-12 ho was omployedabout 
Calais, was present at the battle of Dennin 
on 21 July 1712, and at the siege of Donay 
in rtoptombur. Tlio following yoav he was 
transferred 1 o the army of Germany, was 
present at the siogo of Landau (Jnue-Augast) 
at the defeat of General Vauhonnoon20Sept.' 
anil the capture of Freiburg im Breisgaum 
November. In 1714 lm served with the army 
of the Lower Mouso. But having in 1716 
accompanied the Old Pretender to Scotland 
without pormisaion, I 10 was, on the remon¬ 
strance of the British ambassador in Paris, 
deprived of his rngiment, which, however, 
was conferred on his son; and on 18Sept, 
1718 lm was promotod marfiolial-de-camp or 
major-general of horso. Ho died on 4 June 
1731. Ilo married Bridget, second daughter 
of Robert Barnewall, ninth lord Trimleston, 


by whom lio had 
him, 


one son, who succeeded 


[Piuard’s Chronologio Historiquo-Militaire,vii. 
12; O'Cftllaghan’s Hist, of tlio Irish Brigades, 
Ol.wgow, 1870; Lodge’s Peerage, e(l. Arohdall, 
i. 220; MncGoogheguu's Hist, of Ireland; Oane- 
flguo’s Louis NIV. | K. D. 

NUGENT, OlLlUSTOPriER (d. 1776), 
physician, was born in Iroland, and, after 
graduating M.D. in France, went into prac¬ 
tice, first m the south of Ireland, and after¬ 
wards at Bath, where ho had considerable 
buccoss. In 1758 ho published in London 
‘ An Essay on the Hydrophobia.’ Tha book 
begins with a cloar account of the suc¬ 
cessful treatment by him in June 1761 of a 
servant-maid who had hecu bitten by a mad 
turnspit dog in two places, and had true 
hydrophobia. He treated hor chiefly by 
powders of musk and cinnabar. In sixty- 
sovoa subsequent sections ho discusses with 
good sense the mental and physical aspects 
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of the disease, its resemblance in some points 
to hysteria, and the method of action of 
various proposed remedies. Edmund Burks 
■was his guest in 1766, and married his 
daughter Jane Mary early in 1757. Nugent 
himself was a Roman catholic j hut his wife 
(Pbiob, Life of Burke, p. 49) is stated to 
hare been a preshy terian, and to have brought 
up her daughter in that religion, Burke 
called his younger son Christopher, after his 
father-in-law. Earlyinl764Nugentremoved 
to London, and was one of the nine original 
members of the Literary Club (Boswell, 
Johnson , ii. 9-3). He was constant in his 
attendance (ib. ii. 129), and was present when 
Boswell was admitted. In the imaginary 
college at St. Andrews, discussed with John¬ 
son, he was to be professor of physic. He 
■was observant of the ordinances of lus church, 
and had an omelette on Friday at the club 
dinner, which is mentioned by Macaulay in a 
famous passage. One club day after Nugent's 
death Johnson exclaimed, 1 Ah 1 my poor 
friend, I shall never eat omelette with thee 
again’ (Mbs. Piozzi, Anecdotes, p. 122). 
IIis London house was at first in Queen Anne 
Street, and afterwards in Suffolk Street, 
Strand; and on 26 June 1706 he was ad¬ 
mitted a licentiate of the College of Physi¬ 
cians of London. In the same year he was 
elected F.R.S. He died 12 Oct. 1776. Burke 
was deeply attached to him; Johnson’s affec¬ 
tionate regard is shown by his lament at the 
club; and even Sir John Hawkins joined 
in the general liking for him (Hiwxnra, 
life of Johnson, 2nd edit. p. 416). _ Dr. Ben¬ 
jamin Hoadley [q. v.] was one of his medical 
friends ( Hydrophobia, p. 90). 

[Munk’a Coll, of Phya. ii. 268; Boswell's Life 
of Johnson, 7th ed. 1811; Prior's Memoir of 
Barko, London, 1824; Works.] N. M. 

NUGENT, Sib GEORGE (1767-1849), 
baronet, field-marshal, horn on 10 June 1767, 
was natural son of Lieutenant-colonel the 
lion. Edmund Nugent, 1st foot guards, who 
died unmarried in 1771, and was brother 
of Sir Charles Edmund Nugent [q. v.l The 
father was onlyson of Robert Craggs Nugent, 
viscount Olave, and aflerwards earl Nugent 
[see Nugent, Robert Crasgs], George was 
educated at the Charterhouse School and the 
Royal Military Academy, Woolwich, and on 
6 July 1778 was appointed ensign in the 80th 
foot, with which he served at Gibraltar from 
February 1774 to March 1776. He was em¬ 
ployed recruiting in England from March 
1776 to July 1777. In September 1777 he 
joined the 7th royal fusiliers at New York 
as lieutenant, served with it in the expedi¬ 
tion up the Hudson, and at the storming of 
yol. xiv. 


forts Montgomery and Clinton, afterwards 
accompanying the regiment to Philadelphia, 
where he did duty with it until the evacua¬ 
tion of the city in July 1778. Meanwhile, 
in April 1778, he had been promoted to cap¬ 
tain in the 67th fool. He served with the 
67th iu the Jerseys and Connecticut, obtain¬ 
ing a majority in the regiment on 3 May 
1782. When the 57th left New York for 
Halifax, N. S., at the end of 1783, Nugent 
came home, having been promoted to the 
lieutenant-colonelcy of the old 97th. That 
corps was disbanded before he joined it, and 
he was placed on lialf-pay. In 1787 he was 
brought into the 18th foot, in 1789 he wa3 
transferred to the 4tk dragoon guards, and 
in 1790, as captain and lieutenant-oolonol, 
to the Coldstream guards. From 1787 he 
was aide-de-camp to the lord-lieutenant of 
Ireland,GeorgeNugentGrenville (afterwards 
first Marquis of Buckingham) [q. v.l Nugent 
accompanied the guards to Holland in 1798, 
and was present at the siege of Valenciennes, 
the affair at Lincelles, the siege of Dunkirk, 
&c. Whenthearmy went into winterquarters 
Nugent returned home, and in the course 
of three months, aided by the Buckingham 
family interest, raised a corps of six hundred 
rank and file at Buckingham and Aylesbury, 
of wkioh he was appointed colonel on 18 Nov. 
1798. In oommand of this corps of ‘ Bucks 
volunteers’—the 86th light infantry of later 
years—he proceeded to Ireland, and in 1794 
to Waloheren, where he held the temporary 
rank of brigadier-general. Joiningthe Duke 
of York’s army on the Weal, he was ap¬ 
pointed to command a brigade; but Lord 
Oathcart [see Cathoabt, William Sohaw] 
having been appointed to command that part 
of the army, no officers of the rank of briga¬ 
dier-general were allowed to serve with it. 
Nugent then returned home, and was ap¬ 
pointed to the Irish staff. He had repre¬ 
sented the borough of Buckingham in par¬ 
liament since 1790, and in 1798 was returned 
for Buckingham again and for St. Mawes, 
having been appointed captain and keeper 
of St. Mawes Castle. He sat for Bucking¬ 
ham until the dissolution of the first parlia¬ 
ment of the United Kingdom in December 

1800. He became major-general on 1 May 
1796. ne held commands in the south of 
Ireland and afterwards at Belfast, com¬ 
manding the latter district during the whole 
period of the rebellion. He was adjutant- 
general in Ireland from July 1799 to Maroh 

1801, and represented Charleville, co. Cork, 
in the last Irish parliament. On 1 April 
1801 he was appointed lieutenant-governor 
and commander-in-chief in Jamaica, a post 
he held until 20 Feb. 1806, when he returned. 

z z 
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homo, having meanwhile attained lieutenant- 
general's rank on 26 Sept. 1808. On 26 May 
1806 lie was transferred from tUo 8 Ctli to 
the colonelcy of the 0 th royal regiment of 
foot, and, by patent dated 28 Nov. the same 
year, was created 11 baronet of the United 
Kingdom in recognition of his services. lLe 
was Hionibor for Aylesbury in the parliament 
of 1806-7. ilo commanded successively the 
Western and tlio Kent, military districts, re¬ 
signing the latter in Octobor 1800 , lie was 
commander-in-clucf in India in 18 LI— 1 S. 
lie became a full general on 4 Juno 1813, 
and in 1816 was made G.O.B. In 1819 ho 
was mado an honorary D.O.L. of l ho uni¬ 
versity of Oxford, and tlio same year was 
returned once more for Buckingham, which 
he continued to represent until the passing' 
of the Reform Bill in 1832. Ilo was mado 
a field-marshal on 9 Nov. 1840, and died at 
his seat, Waddmdun ITouso, Little Marlow, 
Berkshire, 011 II March 1849, aged 02 . He 
married at Belfast, on 16 Nov. 1797, Maria, 
seventh daughter of Oortliuidt Skiwior, ofc- 
torney-goneral of Now Jersoy, North Ame¬ 
rica, and by her had 1 liroo sons and two daugh¬ 
ters. She died in 1834. 

[Foster’s Burn mil ago; PhiUpparl’s Royal Mil, 
Oal. 1820; Offlciul List of Members of Parlia¬ 
ment.] II, M. 0. 

NUGENT, JOHN, fifth Eakt, 01 West¬ 
meath (1072-1764), born in 1072, was third 
son of Christopher Nugent, lord Dclvin, 
grandson of Richard, second earl of Wost- 
meatli [q. v.], and yonngur brother of Tho¬ 
mas, fourth earl [q. v.] Ilo was present as 
cadet in the liorseguards of James II at 
the battle of the Boyne and at Limerick. 
In 1091 ho withdrew, with tlio hulk of the 
Irish swordsmen, to France, and sowed as 
lieutenant to the ‘ mestro-de-camp ’ of the 
king’s regiment of Irish horse on t,ho coast 
and in Flanders till tlio peace of llyswick 
in 1097. lie was attached, as reformed cap¬ 
tain to Sheldon’s regimont in February L098, 
was present at tlio battle of Ohiuri in 1701, 
at the defence of Cremona and the battle 
of Luzzura in 1702. lie served with the 
army of Flandors in 1704, and, having on 
6 April 1706 obtainod his captain’s com¬ 
mission, fought undor tlio French standard 
at. Uaimllios in 1700, at Oudoiiurilu in 1708, 
and at Mulplaquet in 1709. In 1712 ho was 
present at the battle of Donain, and at the 
sieges of Donay and Quesnoy. TIo sorvod 
with the army of Germany in 1713 aud with 
that of the Lower Meuse in 1714, was pro¬ 
moted major of his regiment by brevet of 
8 Jan. 1720, and on 16 Fob. 1721 was ap¬ 
pointed ‘ mestre-do-eamp do cavalorie,’ Ilo 


served at tlio siego of Held in 1733 Z , v 
attack of the lines of Etlingeu and tile £ 
of Pbibppsburg m 1734, and at the affair 
Klanson in 1786. lie became lieutenant- 
colonel of Ins regimont on 23 May 1739 
obtained rank as brigadier on ] J fin jVm 
lie sewed in Westphalia under Marshal de 
Mn-illuboia m 1741, and on the frontiers of 
Bohemia m 1742, and in Lower Alsace unfa 
Marshal do Noailles m 1743. Ho was W 
voted marfichal-do-cnmp or nmior-mnnrai 

2 May 1744. He quit tSd the service S 

1748, and succeeded liis brother Thou™ 
as fifth Earl of Westmeath in 1762 but 
died in retirement at Nivelles in Brabant on 

3 July 1764. lie married 3J argaret, dautrh- 

ter ot Count Molza of the duchy of Modena 
in Italy, and was succoododby his son Thomas 
sixth Earl of Wostmeath, who conformed to 
the established religion, being the first pro- 
1 ostant peer of liis house. r 

[Pinard’s Clironologio Historiqno-Mlitaire 
vii. 208 ; 0'CuU.igliiui’s Irish Brigades, Glawov' 
1870, p. 600; Lodge’s Poomgo, od, ArcluLdJ. i! 
218 .] R p’ 


NUGENT, LAYALL, domra Hugest 
(1777-18G2), prince of the Iloly Roman Em¬ 
pire and Austrian hold-marshal, was born at 
Balliuaeor, co. Wicklow, 3 (30) Nov. 1777, 
Burke (Peerage 1 , 1802—' Foreign Titles') 
states that lie was elder son of John Nugent 
of Braeklin, co. Wostmeath, ami afterwards 
of Ballinacor (el. 1781), and liis wife Jane 
(el. 1820), daughter of Bryan McDonough, 
and that he went to Austria in 1789,having 
been adopted by an uncle, Oliver, donut 
Nugout, colonel in tlio Austrian army, who 
died in 1821. Austrian biographers describe 
Lavall Nugent, as son (probably meaning 
adopted sou) of Count Michael Antony Nu- 
gont, mast or of tlio ordnance and governor 
of Prague, who died in 1812 (ho is not men¬ 
tioned by Burke, but saoNeucDeutscheBiogr, 
under ‘ Nugent’). All that appeare certain 
about his early years is that on 1 Nov. 1793 
Nugent was appointeda cadet in the Austrian 
ongiuoer corps, with which he served aslieu- 
luimnl and captain to the ond of February 
1799. 1 l.o obtained his captaincy during the 
fighting round Mainz in April 1796. He 
repeatedly signalised himself by his coolness 
under lire, and served with distinction on the 
quart ermnsler-gonoral’s staff, to which he 
was transferred on 1 March 1799, and with 
which ho was present at the siege of Turin 
on 11-20 June, the investment of the castles 
of Serrodolla and Savona in August, and 
otlior operations in the Italian campaign of 
1799, and in the Marongo oampaign of 1800, 
lie won tho Maria Theresa cross, and was 
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promoted to major at Monte Croce, where the 
Austrians defeated the French on 10 April 
1S00. He obtained his lieutenant-colonelcy 
at Qaldiero, near Verona, where the French, 
under Massena, were defeated on 29-30 Oct. 
1805. He was appointed commandant of 
the 61st infantry regiment in 1807, and was 
tiansferred to the general staff at tho begin¬ 
ning of the campaign of 1809, through which 
he served. He was second plenipotentiary 
at the peace conference which preceded the 
marriage of Napoleon with the Archduchess 
Maria Louisa, but refused to sign the pro¬ 
posed conditions. While on the unemployed 
list of general officers he appears to have 
visited England. Writing to Lord Welling¬ 
ton on 12 Oct. 1812, Earl Bathurst, then 
secretary of state for war [see Bathurst, 
Biasnv. third Haul], states that Nugent was 
at the time in London, having bean sent from 
Sicily by Lord William Bentinck [see Bl’N- 
unck, Lonn William Cavendish] to repre¬ 
sent his views in respect of a descent on Italy. 
Nugent had been in England on the same 
errand in the summer of 1811, and had been 
thought very highly of by the Marquis Wel- 
lesley, then foreign secretary. Bathurst be¬ 
lieved that Nugent had been promised the 
rank of majoivgeneral in the British service 
by the prince-regent and the Marquis Wel¬ 
lesley. The ditliculties were explained to 
him, and he did not press the execution of 
the engagement. On his way back to Sicily 
early in ISIS Nugent went to Spain to pay 
his respects to Wellington, boing provided 
with letters of introduction by government. 
He preferred to appear in British uniform, 
but this was a mere habit de gout without 
official significance. He did not wish to 
figure as an Austrian general ( Wellington 
Suppl. Deep. vii. 466). Lord Liverpool wrote 
that Nugent was 'a very intelligent man, 
but more attached to an Italian operation 
than I am ’ (ib. p. 403). Wellington appears 
to have made Nugent, whose visit was most 
opportune, the bearer of his views to Vienna 
(ib. p. 516), and Liverpool wrote again that 
the British government ‘ are much pleased 
with your having done so’ (ib.) 

On 1 July 1818 Nugent was again placed 
on the active list of the Austrian army. He 
appears to have originated the idea of bring¬ 
ing the Croats into tho field, and opening 
up the Adriatic with the aid of the British 
cruisers. On 27 July Nugent wrote to 
Wellington from Prague, congratulut ing him 
on the victory at Vittorio, and slating that 
he was on the point of starting with five 
thousand light troops to raise the Croats 
(ib. viii, 182-3). On 11 Aug 1813 Austria 
declared war against France once more. 


Nugent began operations at Karlstadt, where 
he won back the troops of five districts to 
the Austrian standard. In a series of suc¬ 
cessful engagements he drove the French be¬ 
hind the Isongo, and speedily effected a junc¬ 
tion with Generals Staremberg and Folseis. 
He laid siege to Trieste, and blockaded the 
castle from 16 to 80 Oct. 1813, when it sur¬ 
rendered. Landing with the aid of the 
British naval squadron and marines in No¬ 
vember 1818 at Volturno, south of the Po 
and in rear of the French army, he was 
joined by a small contingent of British 
troops from Lissa, consisting of two com¬ 
panies of the 35th foot, two guns, and some 
detachments of Corsicans and Calabrians in 
British pay. He fortified Comachio, fought 
actions at Ferrara, Forli, and Ravenna, and 
completed the blockade of Venice in De¬ 
cember 1818. Early in 1814 Nugent, having 
been reinforced, took the offensive, defeated 
the French in sanguinary engagements at 
Reggio, Parma, and Piacenza, and ended the 
campaign at Marengo in Piedmont, on re¬ 
ceiving intelligence of the general peace. The 
British contingent, the only British troops 
that had marched right across Italy, joined 
Lord William Bentinck at Genoa. Lord Cas- 
tlereagk recommended that Murat’s claims 
to the kingdom of Naples ba submitted to 
Nugent (ib. ix. 485, 496). Nugent became 
lieutenant or lieutenant-general in the same 
year. In 1815 he was made an honorary 
K.O.B., hut excejpt in this capacity his name 
does not appear m any English army list as 
having held British military rank. 

Nugent entered Florence at the head of 
a division of Marshal Bianehi’s army on 
15 April 1815; he invested Rome at the 
beginning of May, which led to the adhe¬ 
sion of the pontiff to the European alli¬ 
ance. He was afterwards ordered to Sicily 
to confer with Lord William Bentinck. He 
commtmdedon Austrian division in the south 
of France later in the year, when a British 
force hold Marseilles (ib. x. 649, xii. 612). 
lie commanded the Austrian troops in Naples 
in 1816, in which year he was made a prince 
of the Holy Roman empire, and became 
colonel-proprietor of the 80th infantry regi¬ 
ment. With the emperor’s permission he 
commanded the Neapolitan army, with the 
rank of captain general, from 1817 to 1820, 
hut was dismissed when King Ferdinand 
accepted the new constitution at the time of 
General Pepe’s insurrection. In 1826 he 
was created a magnate of Hungary, a dignity 
conferring an hereditary seat in the upper 
house of the Hungarian Diet, In 1828 he 
was appointed to command a division at 
Venice, and superintended the erection of 
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the defences of Trieste and on the adjacent 
coast of Tetris, In 1880-40 ho was master 
of the ordnance, and commanding the troops 
in Lower Austria, the Tyrol, &o., and attained 
the rank of full general in 1888, I 11 1841- 
1842 ho commanded in the Banal and ad¬ 
joining districts, and in 1848-8 again in. 
Lower Austria. 

At tho timo of the revolt in Lombardy in 
1848 he was appointed to command tlio re¬ 
serve of the army in Italy, which ho resigned 
on tho ground of ill-liealth, hut immediately 
afterwards organised a roserve corps, with 
which ho moved nn the right flank of the 
Austrians into Hungary, where tho revolu¬ 
tion broke out on 11 Sept, By his judicious 
arrangements ho ofleeted tho capitulation of 
Esaigg on 14 Fob. 18 L9, and afterwards held 
Peterwaraden in check, so ns to secure the 
navigation of the Danube and the imperial 
magazines on it. IJo organised a second 
resorvo corps in Sfyria, and marched with 
Prince Windiscligratz's urmy against Oomorn. 
With tho raising of tho siege of .Oomorn 
in July 1849, when tho corps under liia 
command was driven back towards Sorvia, 
Nugonl’s services in the field camo Lo a close. 
Ho became a field-marshal in Novombor1849. 
His last service was at the ago of eighty- 
two, when he was present as a voluuteer on 
the field of Solforino on 24 Juno 1859. 

Nugent, who held numberless foreign 
orders, died at Dosiljevo, near Karlstodt, 
Croatia, on 21 Aug. 1862, in the words of 
the kaiser ‘den alteston, victor-problon imd 
uneruiiidhchen Soldaton dor k, k, Armeo.’ 

lie married, in 1816, Jane, duchess of 
Itiario Sforza, only child and heir of Raphael, 
duke of Jliario Sforza, by his wifo Beatrix, 
third daughter und co-ueirosB of Francis 
Xavier, prince of Poland and Saxony, second 
son of Augustus III, king of Poland, and 
Maria Josephine of Austria, eldest daughler 
of Joseph I, emperor of (Jermany. He had, 
with other children, Albert, eventually 
prince and count, who distinguished him¬ 
self ns an Austrian staff-officer at the cap¬ 
ture of Aero iu 1841. 

[Burko's Poorago, J882,unclar‘Foreign '[bios’ 
—‘Nugent,’and 1802, under 'WestmeathNuuo 
Doutscbo Biogr. under ‘ Nugont/amlauthoritios 
givon nt the ond; Mon of tho iioign, pp. 080-1 ; 
Ann. Registers under da tos.] II. M, 0. 

NUGENT, NICHOLAS (d. 1582), chief 
justice of the oornmon bench in Ireland, 
was the fifth son of Sir Christopher Nugent, 
and uncle of Christopher Nugent, fourteenth 
Baron Dolvin [op v.j He was eduoalod for 
the legal profession, and his name first occurs 
in a commission for determining tho title to 
certain lands in Ireland on 19 Nov. 1564 


(Cal.lKanU, Eliz. p. 684). He obtain^ 
gran t during pleasure of the office jf 
oipul or chief solicitor to the crown 
Luke Dillon, on 5 Dan. lRftn r.-n mo.’ Tlw 
on SO June 1507 he was placed o°n "a com 1 * 
mission for inquiring into tkecausee ofcertnm 
constantly recurring differences between 
Thomas Butler, tenth earl of Ormondefa T 1 
and Gerald Fitzgerald, fifteenth earloHw! 
mond [q. v.l lie was appointed a commia 
aioner lor tho government of Oonnauvht 
24 July 1500; for ehiring tho Annalv nn 
4 Fob. 1570; and for rating oertSfia 
Westmeath into iilow-hinds on 8 March in 
the same year (ib. 1092, 1417, 1486, 14931 
On 18 Oct. 1570 ho was created secondbaron 

of the exchequer (ib. 1695); but he offended 
the government by taking part in the agita¬ 
tion against cobs in 1577-8, was for soma 
timo imprisoned in Dublin Castle, and was 
doprived of his oltico by the lord-deputy Sir 
Henry Sidney (Cal. Carew MSS ii. 103 
183, 856). On Sidney’s retirement he was 
successfully recommended by the lord chan¬ 
cellor, Sir William Gerard [q. v.j, for the 
office of chief justice of the common pleas 
ns ‘Bobor, learned, and of good ability ’ W 
State (Papers , Ireland, Eliz. ii. 172). The 
appointment, highly gratifying to the gentry 
of the Palo, was not relished by the higher 
officials in Dublin. Wallop, who, it was Slid, 
nover believed on Irishman was telling the 
truth unless charging another with treason, 
asserted that the appointment was a job for 
which Gerard had received 100/. (ib. ii. 279). 
Tho fact that ho was a Homan catholic, end 
uncle of William Nugent [q. v.l and hie 
scorcoly loss obnoxious brother Christopher, 
four! couth lord Delvin, was sufficient to con¬ 
demn him in tho general opinion. He was 
arrested on tho information of John Cusach 
of Alliston-roud, co. Month, a double-faced 
1 rail or, who had played a conspicuous partin 
WilliamNunont’s rebellion; and on 28 Jan. 
1682 he and Edward Cusack, son and heir 
of Sir Thomas Ousaclc fq. v.j, wero committed 
to tlio castlo (ib. ii. 346). They were tried 
before a special commission at Trim on 
4 April, Tho only witness against Nugent 
was tlio aforementioned John Cusack, who 
had already obtained a pardon forblssharein 
tho rebellion, by whom ho wos charged with 
boing privy to william Nugent’s rebellion, 
and with planning the assassination of Sir 
Robert ana Sir Lucas Dillon. Nugent ob¬ 
jected that the evidence of one witness—his 
personal enemy—was insufficient. But his 
objection being overruled^ ho denied the 
truth of Cusack’s accusation, ‘ shewing y* 
woolcnes and unliklikood of eueriep’te by 
probable collections and circustances w* 1 
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great leminge, couradge, and temperancieto 
his owns great comendation and satisfaction 
of most of his audience’ (Narrative of an 
Eye-witness, Sloans MS. 4793, f. 180). 
The lord deputy, Arthur Grey, fourteenth 
Lord Grey de Wilton [q. v.], "who ‘ sate vpon 
the benche to see justice more equallie mynis- 
tered' (State Papers, Ireland, Eliz, xci, 22), 
addressed the jury, and 1 praid God, like an 
vpright judge and a noble gentleman, to puts 
in y* juries harts to do as they ought, p’testing 
v* he had rather M r N. wears found trew than 
otherwise’ (Narrative, Sloane MS. 4798, f. 
180). Thereupon the jury retired, and it soon 
appearing that they were in favour of an ac¬ 
quittal, Sir Robert and Sir LucasDillon com¬ 
pelled them by menaces to alter their verdict. 
Judgment followed, and two days later, on 
Easter eve, 6 April, Nugent was hanged, 1 to 
iv ch death he went resolully and patiently, 
protesteingey'sith he was not found trew, ns 
he said he ought to have ben, he had no long¬ 
ings to liue in infamie ’ (ii, !. 182). ILs 
death, and the mannor of liis trial, caused a 
profound sensation, and there is little reason 
to doubt that the popular opinion attributing 
his death to the private malice of Sir Robert 
Dillon was well founded. After his death his 
widow Ellen, daughter of Sir John Plunket, 
chief justice of the king's bench, succeeded, 
notwithstanding the remonstrances of "Wal¬ 
lop, in obtaining a reversal of his attainder; 
and on 27 Aug. 1684 the queen granted his 
estate to her for life, with remainder to her 
son Richard. 

Riohabd Nugent (Jl. 1604), son of the 
above, is said by Lodge (Peerage, ed. Arch- 
daU, i. 281) to have succeeded his mother on 
9 Nov. 1616. He received a good education, 
and was apparently the author of ‘ Ric: Nu¬ 
gent’s Cynthia, containing Direfull Sonnets, 
Madrigalla, and passionate intercourses, de¬ 
scribing his repudiate affections, expressed in 
Loues own Language,’ London, 1604, wrongly 
ascribed (Hunter, M8. Chorus Vatvm, vi. 
120) to Richard Nugent, fifteenth baron 
Delvm and first earl of "Westmeath [q. v.] 
The grounds for attributing it to Nugent 
are: ( 1 ) the sonnets bear traces of having 
been written long before they were pub¬ 
lished, and, as the Earl of Westmeath was 
only twenty-one when they were published, 
it m not likely they were written by him; 
( 2 ) the dedication is to 'the Rt. lion, the 
Lady of Trymleston,’ whom we cau hardly be 
wrongin conjecturing to be Catherine Nugent, 
wife of Peter Bamewall, sixth lord Trim- 
leston, who was old enough to be the mother 
of the Earl of Westmeath j ( 8 ) one of the 
‘passionate intercourses ’ is addressed in 
familiar language to ‘ Cosin Maister Richard 


Nugent of Donower,’who died in 1616, about 
sixty yoars of age, and was therefore, as the 
verses require, Nugent’s contemporary, It 
is uncerta: n when he died. lie married Anne 
Bath, daughter of Christopher Bath of Rath- 
feigh, co. Meath, and left issue Christopher. 

[Lodge's Peerage, ed. Archdall, i. 231; Cal. 
State Papers, Ireland, Eliz.; Cal. Carow MSS.; 
Kilkenny Archteol. Soc. Proceedings, 1866, p. 
341; Cal. Plants, Eliz.; Sloane MS. 4783, ff. 
127-40; Addit. MS. 24492.] R. D. 

NUGENT, Sir RICHARD, tenth Baron 
Dnr/ra (d. 1460?), lord-deputy of Ireland, 
was eldest son of Sir William Nugent, 
who was sheriff of Meath in 1401 and 
and was much employed in Irish 
government, Sir "William was descended 
from Christopher Nugent of Bolrath, third 
brother of Sir Gilbert de Nugent, who had 
accompanied Hugh de Lacy [q. v.J to Ire¬ 
land in 1171, Sir Gilbert had received from 
de Lacy after 1172 the barony of Delvin; 
but, as Sir Gilbert’s sons died before him, the 
barony devolved on hie brother Richard, 
whose only child and heiress carried the title 
about 1180 to her husband, one John or Pitz- 
John. The marriage in 1407 of Sir William 
Nugent (father of the subject of this notice 
and the collateral descendant of Sir Gilbert, 
first lord of Delvin) to the sole heiress of 
John Pitz.Tolm le Tuit, eighth baron Delvin 
since the creation of the title, restored that 
title to the Nugent family, and Sir William 
succeeded his father-in-law as ninth baron 
Delvin. But genealogists often regarded Sir 
William’s peerage as a fresh, creation, and 
described him as first baron of a new line. 
About 1416 Sir William died, and his son 
Richard thereupon became, according to the 
more commonly accepted enumeration, tenth 
Baron Delvin. In 1416 the tenth baron ap¬ 
pended his signature to the memorial sent to 
Henry V by the leaders of the Anglo-Irish 
settlers, entreating the king to support with 
larger funds Sir John Talbot (afterwards Earl 
ofShrewshury),thelord-Iieutenantof Ireland, 
in his efforts to protect Ireland from rebellion 
and disease. The memorial is preserved 
among the Lansdowne manuscripts. Delvin 
waB sheriff of Meath in 1424, endlong distin¬ 
guished him self os a leader in the wars against 
the native Irish. In 1422 he had a grant of 
104. a year from Henry VI for services per¬ 
formed during the reign of his predecessor; 
in 1427 a further grant of 204. for the capture 
of O’Conor, who, with Hubert Tyrrell, had 
robbed and spoiled his majesty’s subjects near 
Mullingar; and in 1428 he received an order, 
dated at Trim, to receive twenty marks out 
of the exchequer, as a recompense for ‘ having 
impoverished his fortune in the king’s wars. 


1402, 

local 
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In 1444 lio was appointed lord-deputy of 
Ireland under James, oarl of OrmondD ; and 
in 1449, previously to entering upon office in 
Ireland, Richard, duke of Yurk, Ihp new 
viceroy, again appointed f ho Baron of Dolvin 
as his deputy. As deputy, ho convened par¬ 
liaments at Dublin and Drogheda in 1449. 
In 1462 he was appoint od soneeclinl of hi oath; 
ho died beforo 1476. He married Catherine, 
daughter and heiress of Thomas Drake of 
Carlanstown, co. Month, and had issue throe 
sons. Ilis eldest son, James, died beforo his 
father; James’s son Christopher (d. 1493) be¬ 
came oloventh Baron Delvm, and father of 
Richard Nugent, twelfth baron Delvin [q.v.] 

[Pedigree of the Nugont Family by D’Alton; 
Historical Sketch of the Nugent Family, 1858, 
printedbyJ.C.Lyons; Brake's Peovngo, Lodge’s 
Peerage of Ireland, continusil by Arolid.itl, s.v. 
Westmeath, i. 216; Oilhort’s History of tiio Vieo- 
toys of Ireland. J W. W. W. 

NUGENT, RTOIIARD, twolfth Bahon 
Dulviit (d. 1638 P), was sou and successor to 
Christopher, eleventh baron, by Elizabeth or 
Anne, daughtor of Robort Preston, first vis¬ 
count Gormnnston [see under Nuiibut, Sir 
RtOlIAHD, d. 1400 P] lie succeeded his lather 
ns twelfth Baron Dolvin in 1493. lie had 
summonses to the Irish parliament in 1480, 
1490,1493, and 1408. But in 1498, when 
the parliament was summoned to meet at 
Castto Dormott on 28 Aug,, Lord Dolvin 
noglocted 1 o appear, and was fined 40s. for 
non-itttondance. Ilis loyalty to tho English 
crown was Very strict, and ho was constitut od. 
on 26 Juno 1490, by the lords justices and 
council, commander and londer-iu-chiof of 
all tho forces destinod for the defence of Dub¬ 
lin, Meath, Kildare, and Louth from the 
attacks of tho native Irish. In 1604, when 
Gerold, eighth earl of lvild are, the lord-deputy, 
marched against the lord of Olanricarde, who 
had fornlod a confederacy of several Irish 
chiofs in opposition to the royal authority, 
Delvin accompanied tho earl. At a council 
of war held by the lord-deputy within 
twenty miles east of Knooktough, whore a 
battle was to be fought, Dolvin promised 
'to God and to the prince’ that ho would 
‘ he the first that shall throw the first spear 
among the Irish in this battle.’ ‘ According, 
a little before the joining of the battle (in 
which ho commanded tho horse), ho spurrod 
his horse, and throw a small spear among 
tho Irish, with which he oliauoecl to kill one 
of the Burkes, and retired’ (Lodob). Tho 
battle of Knocktough, or Onoc Tuagb, re¬ 
sulted in a decisive victory for Kildare and 
his companions. In 1606 Delvin was en¬ 
trusted with tho custody of the manors of 
Bolgard and Fours. In 1616 the lord-deputy 


appointed him a justice of the peaoTb 
Meath, and seven years later he joined th 
council, no signed the letter addressed 
by tho council of Ireland to Wolsev m, 
28 Fob. 1022, thanking him for the care 
he was taking of Ireland, and begging that 
five or six ships might bo sent to keep the 
sea betwixt them and the Scots, os they wen, 
afraid that, in oonsequonco of the departur„ 
of tlio Earl of Surrey and the king's army 
tho Irish robols would rocoive help from Scot¬ 
land, and prove too strong. When in 1524 
an indenture was drawn up between tho W 
and the Eurl of ICildare, the earl promised 
not to 1 procure, stir, nor maintain any war 
ugaiust tho Earl of Ormond, the Baron of 
Dolvin, nor Sir William D’Arcy’ (Statu 
Papers, Ireland). In 1627 Delvin, on the 
departure of Kildare from Ireland, was nomi¬ 
nated lord-dpputy, and for a time conducted 
the government with success. But in 1628 
Archbishop Inge and Lord-chief-justice Ber- 
niingham rcporLod to Wolsey that Ike vice- 
deputy had not the power to defend the 
English from tho raids of the native Irish; 
hut, not withstand ing thisinability,tbepeople 
wore far more charged and oppressed by him 
than tlioy had boon under tho Earl of Kildare. 
They nscribed Dolvin’s weakness to the fact 
that ho was not possessed of any great lands of 
his own, Tho writers mention that the council 
had divers times advised tho vice-deputy to 
bowaro especially of tho Irish chief, Briau 
O’Connor \jl. 1620-1660) [q, y.], and to pay 
him tho subsidy that lie ana his predecessors 
had long received rather than to run into fur¬ 
ther danger of war. Despite this advice, when 
in 1628 the Irish chief was preying on the 
borders of tho Palo, the vice-deputy ordered a 
yearly rout duo to him out of certain lands 
m M eath to be withhold. This procedure led 
to a conference on 12 May, at the castle of 
Rath in in that county, belonging to Sir Wil¬ 
liam D'Arcy, when, by stratagem, the vice- 
deputy was soizod and dotained a close pri¬ 
soner at O’Couor’s house. Mauv of the vice- 
deputy’s men were slain, wounded, and made 
prisoners in ondoavouring to resouohimi On 
16 May the council of Ireland reported the 
misfortuno to Wolsey. Walter Wellesley 
of Dangan Castle and Sir Walter Delahyde 
of Moydaro wore subsequently deputed to 
expostulate with O’Conor, and to procure 
Delvin’s liberation; but all arguments proved 
ineffectual. Another lord-deputy was ap- 

E ointed to administer tho government, and 
iord Delvin remained in confinement until 
O'Conor’s pension was restored to him, by 
order of tho government, on the following 
26 Fob. 

Delvin was again goVetnor of Ireland for 
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pio-iht weeks in June, July, and August 1634, 
during the absence in England ol the Earl 
,,f Kildare. When in 1635 Thomas Fitz- 
, jgjaid, tenth earl of Kildare, ‘ Silken Thomas,' 
riirewoff his allegianoe to the English crown, 
Delvin was nominated by Lord-deputy Slcef- 
fington (IS March 1635) to take charge, 
with others, of the garrisons at Trim, Kenles 
(Kells?), Navan, and Westmeath. Delvin 
signed the letter to Ilenry VIII, dated from 
the tamp (27 Aug. 1536), giving an account 
of the final surrender of O'Conor and Fitz¬ 
Gerald. On 21 May 158G Lord Leonard Grey, 
writing to Cromwell, described the lord- 
treasurer and the Baron of Delvin ‘ as the 
best captains of the Englisliry, except the 
Earl of Ossory, who cannot take such pains 
as they’ (Letters and Papers of Henry VIII, 
Foreign and Dorn.), and Delvin on this 
account was refused a license to visit the 
king in England on business of his own. 
In 158G Robert Cowley, in sending to Crom¬ 
well a scheme for the ‘readopliug’ of the 
king’s dominion in Ireland, recommended 
that, should all the native Irish join O'Conor, 
Delvin and his son, with six hundred men, 
should be entrusted with winning Ath- 
lone, and making war on O’Melaghlyn, 
McGogliegon, and others (£6.) In August 
1536 Lord James Butler wrote to Crom¬ 
well, reporting that Delvin had foiled to 
come to the hosting in Limerick. In October 
1638 Delvin received a reward of 2G(. 13*. id. 
for his military services. When in June 
1637 a new expedition was decreed against 
the rebel O’Conor, the army was met at the 
king's manor of Bathworo by Delvin, who 
accompanied the deputy on the march to 
O’Conor’s country, and advised the invasion 
of the countries of Omulmoy, MoGoghegan, 
and O'Melagklyn, adherents of O’Oonor. 
Subsequently Delvin attacked O’Conor, and 
besieged and razed the strong castle of Don- 
gan (ib.) In 1637 Robert Cowley informed 
Cromwell that Delvin and his sons were the 
most worthy for their truth, powor, and 
ability of any in the land to protect the 
marches of the English Pale. In December 
Delvin accompanied the deputy in pursuit 
of the traitor Brian O’Connor, through 
McGoghegan’s country to Offaly. 

But Delvin woe held by some competent 
observers to bo in part personally responsible 
for the grievances which led to the dissatis¬ 
faction of the native Irish. He permitted 
the ‘ taking of coyne and livery,’ which was 
declared to he the root of all disorders in 
Ireland. He probably died when on an ex¬ 
edition against O’Oonor early in February 
338. St. Leger, in writing to Wriothesley 
on 10 Feb., sayB ‘the Baron of Delvin, who 


was one of the best marchers of this country, 
is departed to God’ (State Papers). It was 
stated that the scandalous words of Lord 
Leonard Grey, the deputy in the camp, and 
the ‘ reproacheoushundeling of the late Baron 
of Delvin, was a great causo of the death of 
the said baron.' Grey called Delvin a traitor, 
and constrained the king's subjects to pass 
over a great water * overttowen/ wheie their 
horses did swim, whereof divers took their 
death (ib.) In June 1638 Aylmer and Alen, 
in their articles of accusation against Lord 
Leonard Grey, assert that, in the hosting 
against O’Conor, Grey took horses from Delvin 
and others, and gave them to their Irish 
enemies. From Lord Delvm’s will, set out 
in the inquisition taken in 1638, it appeara 
that Drakestown formed part of the estates 
of the family. Archdall states that Delvin 
was of great age at the time of his death, 
and that his services to his country are briefly 
summed up in this distich: 

In patria natus, patriee prod esse laboro, 
viribus in castris conailiisque domi. 

By his wife Isabella, daughter of Thomas 
FitzGerald, son of Thomas, seventh earl of 
Kildare, he left two sons. From Sir Christo¬ 
pher, the elder, descended the Nugents, earls 
of Westmeath (through Christopher, four¬ 
teenth baron Delvin [a. v.]), the Nugents of 
Coolamber, oo. Longford, the Nugents of 
Ballina, and the Nugents of Farrenconnell, 
oo, Cavan; from his younger son, Sir Thomas 
of Carlanstown, Robert, earl Nugent [q. v.] 
(ancestor in the female line to the Dukes of 
Buckingham, who were Earls Nugent in the 
peerage of Ireland) derived descent. 

[Historical Sketch of tho Nugent Family, 
1853, printed by J. 0. Lyons; Burlto’s Peerage; 
Lodgo’s Peerage, ed. Archdall, i. 227-8; Pedi¬ 
gree of the Nugent Family by D'Alton; Cal. of 
State Papers, Ireland, 1609-78; Letters and 
Pnpers of Henry VIII j Gilbert's Viceroys of 
Ireland.) W.W. W. 

NUGENT, Sib RICHARD, fifteenth 
Babon Delves, first Eabl op Wesulbath 
(1683-1042), eldest son of Christopher, four¬ 
teenth boron Delvin [q. v.l, and Marie, 
daughter of Gerald Fitzgerald, eleventh earl 
of Kildare, was born in 1583. His father 
had died while labouring under a charge of 
treasonable correspondence with the Earl 
of Tyrone, but his death was regarded as 
sufficient atonement for his offence, and 
Nugent was allowed to succeed to the title 
without opposition. A grant of lands made 
to his father in 1697, but which had hitherto 
remained unexecuted, was, on 10 Aug. 1603, 
also confirmed to him and his mother, and 
on 29 Sept, he was knighted by Lord-deputy 
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Mountjoy in Christ Church, Dublin, at the 
same time that Rory O'Donnell [q. v.] tv as 
created Earl of Tyrconnel. 

The grant of lands thus confirmed by 
James I was attended with disastrous con¬ 
sequences for Delvin j for having, at the re¬ 
quest of certain of the O’Forrells, taken up 
some of their lands in co. Longford, supposed 
toliavebeenforfeitedtothe crown, audhaving 
gone to considerable expense in respect to 
them, it was found that the lands in question 
did not after all belong to the crown. At the 
instigation of Sir Francis Shaen,who claimed 
to be an O’Farrell himself, petitions were 
accordingly presented for the revocation of 
Delviti’a grant, and, there being no quoation 
that the lands had been passed under mis¬ 
information, pressure was brought to bear 
on him to surrender bia patent. This lie 
was unwilling to do, having, as he said, 
spent 3,000/. over the business. But he 
was roundly told by Salisbury tlmt_ the 
O’Farrells were os good subjects as either 
he or his father had been, and that hie 
patent must be surrendered. Exasperated 
at bis ill-luck, Delvin listened to tlio voice 
of the tempter, and in the summer of 1006 
entered into a conspiracy to overthrow the 

g overnment, lie soon had occasion to regret 
is rashnees, hut, fearing lest ‘ he Bhould 
thereby dishonour himself and do harm to 
his kinswoman, the Lady Tyrconnel, and 
make his friends bis enemies,’ he refrained 
from revealing tho plot to the government. 
Not so Christopher St. Lawrence, lord 
Ilowth [q. v.] Ilowtli’s revelations, impli¬ 
cating Delvin among others, found, how¬ 
ever, no credence till the flight of tho Earls 
of Tyrone and Tyrconnel, in September 
1007, placed them in a new light. It woe 
then lelt highly desirable to get as much in¬ 
formation as possible, and Ilowth having 
suggested Delvin os intimately acquainted 
with the details of the plot, he was inveigled 
to Dublin and arrested, Ilis confession on 
6 Nov. confirmed Howtk’s statement, and 
having admitted his own Bliare in the plot, 
he was forthwith committed to the oastle 
by Chichester. 

But his confinement was of short duration, 
for within a fortnight of his commitment he 
managed, ‘ by practice of some of his servants 
and negligence or corruption of liis keeper,’ to 
effect his esoape out of the castle and to reach 
Gloughoughter, co. Cavan, in safety. From 
Qougkougkterhe wrote to Chichester, apolo¬ 
gising for liis ‘ unexpected departure,’ protest¬ 
ing ‘Tie did it not so muoh for the safety of 
his life ns to prevent the certain ruin of his 
estate, which would of force happen if he had 
been sent for England,’ and ‘praying forgive¬ 


ness of his untimely fault, which was only m 
thought, notin act, and occasioned by tfe 
subtlety of another, who entrapped him a 
youth.’ Chichester, for answer, gave him 
five days in which to submit himself. An 
ticipating eome such answer, Delvin lad 
meanwhile taken refuge among the Cam 
mountains, where he defied all the efforts of 
Sir Richard Wingfield to capture him. His 
castle of Gloughoughter was taken and also 
hie little Bon, and he himself * enforced as 
a wood-kerne in mantle and trouses to 
shift for himself.’ Still there was a dan ger 
in allowing him to remain at large in the 
event of the return of the northern earls and 
Ohiehester thought it ‘ not amiss to promise 
him his life ’ as an inducement to submit 
No conditions were, indeed, offered him, but 
hints were dropped that he should not fare 
worse for an unconditional surrender. Seeing 
that this concession was the utmost he 
could expect, and regarding the rebellion of 
Sir Caliir O’Dogkerty [q. v.] as a favourable 
opportunity, he unexpectedly, on 5 May 
1008, presented himself before tbe council 
‘and, in presence of a great number of 
people, humbly submitted himself to his 
majesty without word or promise of pardon.’ 
lie was assured of liis pardon; but, in order 
that James might satisfy himself ns to his 
sincerity, he wae required to go to England 
for it. Owing to his oxtyeme poverty he 
would have found some difficultyin obeying 
the king’s oommand had not Chichester lent 
him the necessary money for his journey. 
At court he fared better than be could have 
hoped. Ilis misconduct was entirely over¬ 
looked, and ordore were given for the restitu¬ 
tion of his property, together with a grant 
of certain lands in lieu of those he had been 
obliged to surrender. 

Ho returned to Ireland in November 1608, 
and for some time caused tho government no 
troublo. Ilis refusal to bo reconciled to Lord 
Howlh was a point in liis favour, and Chi¬ 
chester was of opinion that only the fear of 
scandal prevented his conformity in religion. 
In lOISj howover, lie again incurred the dis¬ 
pleasure of govornmonl by the part he played 
in parliament, and, with other recusant lords, 
he was, in January 1614, summoned to Eng¬ 
land to answer for his conduct. lie subse¬ 
quently recovered the king’s favour, and on 
4 Sept. 1621 he was advanced to the dignity 
of Earl of Westmeath. Aftor that event he 
seems to have spent a considerable portion 
of his time in England. In October 1027 he 
was despatched on an urgent message to the 
Duke of Buckingham at llh 6 , to announce 
tho arrival of a roliof force under Lord Hol¬ 
land, In May 1628 he acted as one of the 



Nugent 713 Nugent 


aienta of the Irish oatholio nobility to the 
king and council in the matter of the Graces, 
ana again in 1633. He -was present at the 
opening of the Irish parliament on 14 July 
1634; baton 17 Feb. 1685 he obtained per¬ 
mission to travel for one year with six 
servants, 601 in money, and his trunlca of 
apparel. On the outbreak of the rebellion 
of 1641 he declined to co-operate with the 
catholic nobility and gentry of the Pale, his 
refusal being ascribed to the influence of 
Thomas Deas, titular bishop of Meath. 
His action did much to weaken the rebels, 
who, after trying persuasion in vain, endea¬ 
voured, with equal unsuccess, to intimidate 
him. He was, however, compelled to quit 
his house at Clonyn about February 1642, 
and was being esoorted to Dublin when he 
was attacked by the rebels near Athboy. 
He was in an infirm state of health, being, 
it is said, blind and palsy-stricken, and did 
not long survive the injuries ha then re¬ 
ceived. 

He married Jane, daughter of Christopher 
Plunket, ninth lord Kileen, by whom he had 
two daughters, Bridget and Mary, who both 
died unmarried, and five sons, viz.: 1, Chris¬ 
topher, lord Delvin, who married the Lady 
Anne, eldest daughter of Randal MacDon- 
nell, earl of Antrim [q. v.], and, dying before 
his father, was buried at Clonyn on 10 July 
1626, ana had issue an only son Richard, 
second earl of Westmeath [q. v.]; 2, Francis 
Nugent of Tobber, who engaged in the rebel¬ 
lion and was present at the siege of Dro¬ 
gheda in 1641-2, but died without issue j 
3, John Nugent of Drumeng, who married 
Catherine, daughter of James Dillon of 
BaUymuley, co. Longford; 4, Laurence, who 
died (unmarried) in France; 6, Colonel 
Ignatius Nugont, who commanded a regi¬ 
ment in the French service, and died in 
1870. 

^ 'a Peerage, ed. Archdall, i, 237-41; 
3 Papers, Ireland, James I, passim; 
Meehan's Earls of Tyrone and Tyrconnel; Kick's 
Repertory of Patent Bolls; Cal. State Papers, 
Pom. 1627. 1634-6 ; Gilbert’s Contemporary 
Hist, of Affaire in Ireland (Irish Awhseol. Soc,), 
i. 86; Hist, of the Confederation, ii. 26 2-8 J 

B. D. 


NUGENT, RICHARD, second Eahi 
os Westmeath (d. 1684), was the only son 
of Christopher Nugent, and grandson of 
Bichard Nugent, first earl of Westmeath, 
whom he succeeded in 1042, He was in 
England at the time of his graudfather’s 
death, but, returning to Ireland, he took his 
seat in parliament on 16 April 1044, By 
warrant of the Earl of Ormonde, on 24 July 
1646, he raised a troop of horse and a regi¬ 


ment of foot for the king’s service; but, being 
shortly afterwards constrained to take the 
oath of association, he laboured to effect a 
reconciliation between the council and the 
nuncio. He was taken prisoner at the battle 
of Dangan Rill on 7 Aug. 1647, but subse¬ 
quently was exchanged for the Earl of Mont¬ 
gomery. He took the oath of association to 
the confederates directed against the nuncio 
on 27 June 1048, was appointed a commis¬ 
sioner to treat with Ormonde for the settle¬ 
ment of a peace on 18 Oct., was created a 
field-marshal by the supreme council on 
81 Jan. 1049, and was one of the council of 
war that voted for the defence of Drogheda 
on 23 Aug. After Ormonde’s withdrawal to 
France he co-operated with the Earl of Olan- 
ricarde, and in 1660 was appointed general 
of all the forces in Leinster. Owing to liis 
moderation he incurred the censure of the 
extreme party. ‘ A man,’says the author of 
the 1 Aphorisinical Discovery,’ ‘that never 
gathered an army into the field since he was 
appointed general, nor any party did stick 
uuto himself that did act worth Qd .; rather 
worked all the moans possible for faction, 
dispersion, rent, and division.’ He was 
blamed for not taking proper measures for the 
defence of Einagh, for not relieving Bnllyna- 
o&Tgy,co. Cavan, and for not supporting Owen 
Eoe O’Neill [q.v.] He submitted to the com¬ 
missioners of the parliament on 12 May 
1652, on conditions known as the Articles of 
Kilkenny. He was excluded from pardon 
for life and estate by the Act for Settling 
Ireland on 12 Aug.; hut, by virtue of the 
Articles of IGlkonny, permission was grant ed 
him to raise Boldiers for the service of Spain. 
On 18 April 1053 he obtained an order to 
enjoy such parts of his estate qb lay waste 
and undisposed of, and on 16 Nov. the order 
was extended to tho enjoymont of a full third 
of liia estate, Having raised his regiment for 
the Spanish service, he obtained a pass per¬ 
mitting him to transport himself and two 
servants, with travelling arms and neces¬ 
saries, into Flanders, ana to return without 
let or molestation, provided he gave notice 
of his arrival to the governor 01 the place 
where ho should first land. He appears to 
have taken advantage of this permission; but 
on the apprehension of frosh disturbances in 
the summer of 16B9 he was, with other 
leading royalists, placed under arrest. He 
recovered his liberty and his estates at the 
Restoration, hut seems to have taken no 
further interest in politios, In 1080 he re¬ 
built the chapel of Fore, to he a place of 
burial for himself and his posterity, and, 
dying in 1084, was interred there. _ 

He married Mary, daughter of Sir Thomas 
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Nugent of Hoyrath, by whom lie bad issue, 
besides two sons who died in infancy: 

(1) Christopher, lord Delvin, who married 
Mary, eldest daughter of Richard Butler of 
Kilcash, co. Tipperary, and, predeceasing his 
father, left issue by her: Richard, thirdearl 
of Wes tmeatb, who diod in holy orders in 1714, 
Thomas, fourth earl of Westmoath [q. v.], 
and John, fifth earl of Weslmeath [q. v.J; 

(2) Thomas, oreoted baron Nugent of Hivers- 
town [q. v.]; (3) Joseph, a captain in the ser¬ 
vice of .France; (4) William, M.P. for co. 
Westmoath in 1080, and killed at Oavan in 
1690; ( 6 ) Mary, who married Henry, second 
viscount ICingslaud: (0) Anne, who married, 
first, Lucas, sixth viscount Dillon, and, se¬ 
condly, Sir William Talbot of Cartowu, co, 
Meath; (7) Alison, who married llenry Dow- 
dall of Browns town, co. Meath; ( 8 ) Elisa¬ 
beth, who died young; (9) J ane, who married 
Alexander MacDonell, called Macgregor of 
Dromersnaw, co. Leitrim. 

[Lotlgo's Poorngo, ed. A relit lull, i. 211-3; 
Carte's Lifts of Ormonde, i. too, 505, ii. 5, 80, 
157; Gilbert’s Hist, of the Confederation, iv, 
357, v. 280, vi. 80, 282, 289, vii. 133, 211, 319; 
Contemporary Hist, of Affairs in Irtslanil (Irish 
Archisolog. Soc.), ed. Gilbert,passim; Common¬ 
wealth Suite Papers (P. R. O. Dublin); Lud- 
Iow'b Memoirs, ed. O.H. Firth; "Wood-Martin’s 
Hist, of Sligo; Plus's Hist, of Westmeath in 
Vallancey's Collectanea ] R. D. 

NUGENT, ROBERT, Eath, Nugekt 
( 1702-1788), who afterwards assumed t ho sur¬ 
name of Cruoas, politician and poet, born in 
1702, was the sou of Michael Nugent of 
Carlanslown, co. Westmeath, by his wife 
Mary, youngest daughter of Robert Bo rue- 
wall, ninth baron Tnmleston. His property 
at the outset produced about 1,600/. a year, 
hut on his death he was considered 011 c of tho 
millionaires of the day, both in personalty and 
inroalestate; and this accossioninwoall li was 
caused by his skill in marrying rieli widows, 
a talent so marked that Horace Walpole in¬ 
vented the word ‘Nugentize’ to describe tho 
adventurers who endeavoured to imituto his 
good fortune. Among tho pamphlets in tho 
BritishMuseum is ‘TheUnnatural Father, or 
the Persecuted Son, being a candid narrative 
of the... sufferings of Robert Nugent, jun., by 
the means and procurement of his own father ’ 

S , and the writer, then a prisoner in the 
p rison, allegod that he was a son of Nu¬ 
gent ‘"by his first cousin, Miss Glare Nugent, 
daughter of a gentleman in Ireland of 2,600/. 
per annum,’ and that he was bornin the parish 
of St. George, Ilanover Square, in 1780, This 
was, no doubt, an illegitimate son, whose 
pertinacity in urging his claims on Nugent 
•must often have caused trouble to the father. 


His first, recognised marriage was to Emilia 
second daughter of Peter, fourth earl of Pm’ 
gal, whom lie married ou 14 July 1730 „ J 
lost in childbed 011 10 Aug. 1731. The chad 
Liout.-col. Edmund Nugent, whose two eons’ 
Charles Edmund and George, are noticed 
separately,survived his mother, but diedmanv 
years before his lather. His second marristro 

(23 March 1730 - 7 ) was to Anne, a daughter 
of James Or.iggs, the postmaster-general and 
a sister of James Graggs, the secretary of state 
[q. v.], who divided with her two sisters the 
proporty both of her father and brother. Her 
first husband was John Newsham of Ohads- 
liunt in Warwickshire, by whom she had an 
only soil, and hov second marriage was to 

John Knight. Sovoral letters addressed by 

Tope to her during the earlier period of her 
life are in Pope's 1 Works,’ix. (Letters,vol.iv 1 
pp. 435-59 (1880). John Knight, her only 
sou by her second husband, died in June 
1727, and her husband thereupon bequeathed 
all his cstatos to hor, and at his decease on 
2 Oot. 1733 she became possessed of all hm 
property. By his marriage to this fat and 
ugly dame (whoso name he assumed in ad¬ 
dition to his own) Nugent became the owner 
of the parish of Gosfield in Essex, of a seat 
in parliament for St. Mawos in Cornwall, 
and about 100 , 000 /. besides; but she brought 
him neither happiness nor the children 
which he desired, ne amused himself by 
forming an extensive park at Gosfield, ana 
the taste shown in tho setting of the woods 
and ornamental water is highly praised 
by Arthur Young. A visit which Horace 
Walpole made to this house in 1748 is de¬ 
scribed in his 1 Correspondence ’ (ii. 118-20). 
Ilis second wife died in 1766, aged 69, and 
was buried in Gosfield Church, where an in¬ 
scription to Nugent himself was also subse¬ 
quently placod, Nugent sat for his borough 
of St. I ilawos from 1741 to 1764, and was re- 
oleoted at tho gBnoral dissolution in thatyear, 
but preferred to sit for the city of Bristol, 
which had also re tinned him, and to sucure the 
return of a relative for his Cornish borough. 
Tho voters of Bristol remained faithful to him 
until the dissolution of 1774, when even the 
arguments of Dean Tucker in * A Review of 
Lord "Vis. Clare’s Conduct as Representative 
of Bristol,’ which praised Nugent's zeal to 
advance the interests of the poor in legisla¬ 
tion, his anxiety to serve the interests of his 
constituents in parliament, and his liberality 
in promoting from his own purse improve¬ 
ments in the oily, could not effect his re-elec¬ 
tion. > In 1774 he returned to St. Mawes, 
and for it he sat until he retired in June 1784, 
his intorost in the borough being supreme 
then and afterwards, although his son did 
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not obtain the post of governor of the castle 
of St, Mawes, which Nugent applied, for to 
C4eorge Grenville in 1761 in a remarkable 
letter printed in the ‘ Granville Papers,’ ii. 
452-4. AsNugent owned a borough in Corn¬ 
wall a county where the Prince of Wales, 
the unhappy son of George II, was ever 
scheming to advance his parliamentary in¬ 
fluence, and as the prince lacked money, 
while the rollicking Irishman was wealthy, 
they soon became fust friends. Nugent was 
made controller of the princo’s household in 
1747, and waa always nominated to high 
office in his royal master’s imaginary admi¬ 
nistrations, in return for which favours the 
needy prince condescended to borrow from 
him large sums of monoy. Theso debts wore 
never repaid, but they were liquidated hy 
George 111 in ‘plaoes, pons ions, and peer¬ 
ages'. On the princes doolh ho made his 
peace with the Pelham administration, and 
was created a lord of the treasury (6 April 
1764). This office he retained until 1759, 
and he owed his continuance in his place in 
Pitt’s administration of 1750 to the influence 
of Lord Grenville. Prom 1760 to 1766 he 
was one of the vice-treasurers for Ireland ; 
from 1766 to 1708 he held the post of pre¬ 
sident of tho hoard of trado, and from the 
latter year until 1782 ho was ngain ono of 
Ireland’s vice-treasurers. This exhausts his 
lists of places, but he was raised to the Irish 
peerage as Viscount Cloro and Baron Nugent 
in 1700, and promoted to thB further dignity 
of Earl Nugent in tho same peerage in 1776, 
being indebted for his places and his peerages 
to the king's remembranco of tho money 
lent to the Trinoe of Wales, and to his un¬ 
broken support of every ministry in turn. 
Nugent's third wife (1757) wob Elizabeth, 
daughter of Henry Drax of Oharborough in 
Dorset, and relict of Augustus, fourth earl of 
Berkeley, with whom he secured, as he did 
with his second wife, a large fortune, and 
foiled to obtain happiness in married life. She 
outlived him, but they had been separated 
for some years, and he disowned the sooond 
of the two daughters whom sho bore after 
their marriage. His lost act in politics was 
an attempt in 1784, unfortunately a failure, 
to bring about a Union between Pitt and Fox, 
and in that year he retired from parliament¬ 
ary life, where his wit and humour had made 
him a popular figure. He died at the house 
of General O'Donnel, Rutland Square, Dublin, 
13 Oct. 1786, when the title and real estate 
of about 14,0001. per annum passed to the 
Marquess of Buckingham, who, on marrying 
(16 April 1776) Mary Elizabeth, his elder 
daughter, assumed by royal permission the 
suroamesof Nugent and Temple, and obtained 


the privilege of signing Nugent before all 
titles whatsoever. The personal property 
(200,0001.) was bequeathed to two relatives. 
Nugent was brought up as a Roman catholic, 
turned protester!, and, last stago of all, died 
in tho bosom of the church which he had 
abandoned and ridiculed. Popular doubt as 
to the religion which he professed gave tho 
sting to Oswald’s retort to him, ‘ What species 
of Christianity do you claim to belong to ? ’ 

Nugent was endowed with a vigorous con¬ 
stitution and athletic frame, a stentorian 
voice, and a wonderful flow of spirits. IBs 
speeches in parliament, delivered as they 
were in a rich Irish brogue, often hovered on 
the borders of farce, but his unflagging wit 
usually carried him happily through liis diffi¬ 
culties. As for convictions in politics he 
had none; from tho first ho laid himself out 
for the highest bidder, and as his knowledge 
was inconsiderable and his opinions changed 
with expediency, ha was opon to the censure 
of Lord George Saokvillo, who dubbed him 
‘the most uninformed man of his rank in 
England,’ adding that nobody could depend 
upon his attachment (Hist. MSS. Comm. 9th 
Rep. pt. iii. p. 19). 

Nugent’sodoto William Pulteney obtained 
great feme throughout tho last century. It 
described tho poet’s passage from the creed 
of Roman Catholicism to ft purer faith, and 
the belief whioh dwelt in his mind afterwards. 
Two quotations from it, the opening lines and 
a portion of tho seventh stanza, became 
almost proverbial in literature. The first 
runs— 

Eomote from liberty and truth, 

By fortune’s crime, my early yonth 
Drank error's poison'd springe; 

and the second assorts—■ 

Though Cato liv’d, though Tully spoke, 

Though Brutus dealt tho godlike stroke, 
Yet perish’d fated Borne. 

Horace Walpole called this ode a glorious 
poom, but Gray, in a more critical spirit, 
writes to the owner of Strawberry Hill: ‘ Mr. 
Nugent sure did not write his own ode,’ 
and the latest editor of Gray’s works adds 
that * Earl Nugent was suspected of paying 
Mallet to write his best ode, that addressed 
to Pulteney, his later and obviously unaided 
efforts being cont emptible.’ Many poems by 
Nugent, and this piece among them, are in 
‘ Dodsley’s Collection/ ii. 166, &c,, and in the 
‘New Foundling Hospital for Wit/a cafcar 
logue of which is given in ‘ Walpole’s Royal 
and Noble Authors’ (Park's ed.) v. 288-91. 
The ode was published separately and anony¬ 
mously in 1739, and was included in the 
same year in two anonymous editions of his 
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‘Odes and Epistles,’ most of -which.lauded 
the talents and aims of the 1 patriots’ in op¬ 
position to Sir Robert "Walpole. Nugent 
wrote in 1774 an anonymous poem, entitled 
‘ Faith,’ which has been described as a si range 
attempt to depose the Epicurean doctrine for 
that of the Trinity. A present to the queen, 
as a new-year's gift for 1775, of some ‘ Irish 
stuff’ manufactured in his native land, and 
of a set of loyal verses, produced in return an 
anonymous poem, ‘ The Genius of Ireland, a 
New Year’s Gift to Lord Clare,’ and drew 
from the wits the jest that the queen had 
thanked him for both his ‘pieces of stuff.’ 
An anonymous tract, with the title of * An 
Inquiry into the Origin and Consequences of 
the Influence of the Crown over Parliament ’ 
(1780), is sometimes attributed to Nugent, 
but with slight probabil it y. An ‘ Epistl o_ to 
"Robert Nugent, with a picture of Dr. Swift, 
by William Dunkin, D.D.,’ is reproduced in 
1 Swift’s Works ’ (1883, ed. xv. 218-21), but 
his name is more intimately associat ed with 
another literary genius. On the publication 
of the ‘ Traveller ’ tlio acquaintance of Gold¬ 
smith was eagerly sought hy Nugent, and 
they lived ever after on terms of close friend¬ 
ship. Goldsmith visited him at Gosfield in 
1771, and at his house of 11 North Parade, 
Bath, and ombalmed for all time the name 
of the jovial Irish peer in the charming lines, 
‘The Ilaunch of Venison, a poetical epistle 
to Lord Glare,' as an acknowledgment for a 
present of venison from Gosfield Parle. The 
character of Nugent is tersely summed up 
hy Glover in the words ‘a jovial and volup¬ 
tuous Irishman, who had left Popery for the 
Protestant religion, money, and wido ws ’ (Me¬ 
moirs, 1818, p. 47). 

Two portraits were painted by Gains¬ 
borough : one is tho property of the corpora¬ 
tion of Bristol; the other, which formerly 
hung over the mantelpiece in the dining¬ 
room at Stowe, was, at tho sale iu 1848, pur¬ 
chased hy Field-marshal Sir George Nugent 



[Gent, Mag. 1788, pt. ii. 938 J Albemarle's 
Buckingham, 1 . 77-8 j Horace Walpole's Letters 
(Cunningham), passim; Gray’s Works (cd. 
1884), u, 220; Wright's Essox, ii, 1-12; Mo- 
rant’s Essex, ii, 382; Wraxoll’s Memoirs (1834 
ed.), i. 88—96, iit 305; Walpole'sLost Ten Years 
of George II, vol. i. 381; Ilist. MSS, Comm, 8th 
Hep. pp. 199-200 ; Peach’s Houses of Bath, i. 27, 
02,151; Grosvenor Gallery, Gainsborough Exhib. 
Catalogue, 1865, pp. 22, 68, 92; Lord Chester¬ 
field's Loiters (Mahon), v. 448; Southey's 
Later Poets, iii. 290-6,] W. P, O. 


NUGENT, THOMAS, titular Babox op 
Rivukstoit (d. 1716), chief justice of W 
land, was tbs second son of Richard, second 
earl of Westmeath [q. v.], by his wife ff 
daughter of Sir Thomas Nugent, bart of 
Moyrath. He was bred to the law, but was 
undistinguished until after the accession of 
James II, when he was made one of his coun 
sel in September 1086. During the follow¬ 
ing winter he was in communication with the 
lord-lieutenant, Henry Hyde, second earl of 
Clarendon [q. v.], who treated him as a re¬ 
presentative of the Irish Roman catholics 
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Clarendon, ‘ hut no lawyer, and so will do no 
harm upon the account of his learning’ (ft. 
p. 356), On taking Mb seat he had a wrangle 
with another judge about precedence; ‘as 
brisk as if it had been between two women ’ 
(t‘6. p. 806). In May he was admitted to 
the privy council, and lu October 1687 be¬ 
came lord chief justice. Ills court was oc¬ 
cupied in reversing the outlawries which 
pressod on his own co-religionists, and gene¬ 
rally in depressing the protestants (Else, 
chap. iii. seo. iii. p. 0). One of 1 ub first acts 
waB to present the lord-lieutenant with a list 
of Bhoriffs, in which partiality was more re- 

g irded than competence. ‘ I am sure,’ says 
lorondon, ' several of them, even of those 
who are styled protestants, are men in no 
way qualified for such offices of trust’ (Cor- 
respondenae, ii. 86), An act of Henry VII, 
forbidding thelieeping of guns withoutlicense 
of government, was revived ond interpreted 
so as to deprive the protestants of tkeirarms, 
and thus leave them at the mercy of the 
rapparoos, for catholics were not diearmed. 


ii iigumiDuiu 111 »» no uxaunuu LU JfUODCOa WOUJJUUBj 

though a fine of 201. was the highest penalty 
proscribed by the aofc (Enra.cn. iii. sect.iu. 
pp. 6,12, nud seot„ viii. p. 19). He declared that 
robbery of the prolestant b was unfortunately 
necessary for the furtherance of King James’s 
policy (ii. sect, x, p. 4). Clarendon records 
some instances of judicial partiality in Nu¬ 
gent, but he showed humanity in Ashton's 
case ( Correspondence, i. 89), 

Early in 1088 Tyrconnel sent Nugent to 
England with Oliiof-baron Rice [q. v.], to 
concert measures for the repeal of the Aot of 
Settlement (Kins, ch. iii. seot. xii.p. 2). They 
were received in mock state by the London 
mob, who escorted them with potatoes fixed 
on sticks, amid cries of ‘ Make room for the 
Irish ambassadors’ (ib. sect. xii. p. 2; Dit- 
kympot, pt. i. bk. iv.) They returned to 
Iroland in April without having been able 
to porsuade James to let Tyrconnel hold 
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n parliament (Clarendon Correspondence, u. 

Nugeat’s demeanour outlie benoli was not 
dignified, and wo are told that in a charge 
to the Dublin grand jury he expressed a hope 
that William’s follower a would soon be ‘hung 
up all over England’ in ‘ bunches like a rope 
of onions’ (Istgram, Two Pages of Irish His¬ 
tory, !>• 48). He was holding tho assizes at 
Cork when James landed at Kmsale in March 
1088-9, and ordered the Bandon people who 
had declared for William HI to be indicted 
for high treason (Bdnuutt, p. 214). Nugent 
was all for severity, but General Justin Mac- 
Carthy [q. v.l overawed him into respecting 
the capitulation (ib.) Nugent was specially 
consulted by James at his landing, Avaux 
and Melfort being present (Journal in Mac- 
phebsor, i. 174). 

In the parliament which met on 7 May 
1689 Nugent, being called by writ on the 
opening day to the barony of Riverston, sat 
as a peer, and on the 13th introduced a bill 
for the repeal of the Aols of Settlement and 
Explanation [see Naqi.ii, Sin Richard]. lie 
took an active part in the Houso of Lords, 
and frequently presided. In July he was 
made a commissioner of the empty Irish 
treasury, and the commission was renewed 
in 1090, a few days before the bttttlo of the 
Boyne. Nugent was at Limerick during or 
soon after William’s abortive siege, andacted 
as secretary in Nagle’s absence from Septem¬ 
ber till the following January, lie was ac¬ 
cused by the Irish ofholding secret, and from 
their point of view treasonable, communica¬ 
tion with the Williamites, and even of a plot 
to surrender Limerick (Ma caries JExaidium, p. 
102 j Jao. Narr. p. 272). But this may only 
have arisen from the fact that ho was a per¬ 
sonal adherent of Tyrconnel, who did not 
wish to defend Limerick. At the capitulation 
he had a pass from Ginkel to go to his lands. 

Nugent was outlawed as a rebel, but his 
lands remained in the family; he died in 
1716, having married in 1080 Marianna, 
daughter of Henry, visoount Kingsland, and 
leaving issue two sons and several daughters. 
The Earl of Westmeath is his lineal de¬ 
scendant. Ilia title of Rivorston, though 
void in law, was homo by his descendants 
until it merged in the earldom of Westmeath. 
There is a full-length portrait of him in his 
robes bv Lely, in the hall at Pallas, co. Gal¬ 
way, along with Ginkel’s autograph letter 
and other of his papers. 

[Authorities as for Sir Richard Nagle [q. v.l; 
Sir John Dalrympls’s Memoirs; Macphorson’s 
Original Papers; Bennett’s Ilia t, of Bandon ,1882, 
Buiko's Peerage, s. v, ‘Westmeath;’ iuformo- 
Uon from the Earl of Westmeath,] R, B-l, 


NUGENT, THOMAS, fourth Earl of 
WnsTJiJBATtt (1660-1762), born in 1666, was 
the second son of Christopher, lord Delvin, 
eldest son of Richard Nugent, second earl of 
Westmeath [q. v.l His mother was Mary, 
eldestdaughterof Richard Butler,esq., of En¬ 
cash, co. Tipperary, and niece of James, first 
dukeof Ormonde. According to Lodge, hehad 
a pension of 1601. in tho reign of Charles II. 
lie married in 1084, and after travelling for a 
few yearB returned to Iroland, and was given 
the command of one of Tyrconnel’s regiments 
of horse. In the parliament held by Jamee II 
at Dublin in 1089 Nugent was called to the 
Houso of Peers, although he was under age 
and hia elder brother Richard was still alive. 
The latter, who succeeded his grandfather as 
third earl in 1684, had entered a religious 
house iu France, and died there in April 1714. 

Nugent served with King James’s army 
at the Boyne and at the sieges of Limerick. 
His name is chiefly connected with these 
siBges. Story mentions him as one of those 
officers who left the horse camp outside 
Limeriolc on 26 Sept. 1691 during the cessa¬ 
tion of hostilities, and dined with Ginkell 
while on their way into tho city. On the 
following day he was sent into the English 
camp as one of the hostages for the obser¬ 
vance of the articles of the capitulation. 

IIo was present, though not as a member 
of the court-martial, at the trial of Colonel 
Simon Luttrell for bis conduct during the 
sioge, and not only urged his acquittal in 
spite of the efforts of Tyrconnel to procure 
a condemnation, but exculpated him from 
the charge of having allowed the British 
troops to throw a bridge over the Shannon, 
the real blame of which be threw upon 
Brigadier Clifford, who was in command at 
the spot in question, while Luttrell was in 
Limerick Castle (Maoanee Ewidium, ed. 
O'Callaghau, p. 484; of. Harris). On 
2 Deo. 1697 Viscount Massareene reported 
from the committee appointed to inspect the 
journals that ‘ Thomas, earl of Westmeath, 
was indicted and outlawed 11 May 8 Wil¬ 
liam and Mary (1091), but hath since re¬ 
versed his outlawry’ (Journals of the House 
of Lords, i. 676). 

Westmeath died, aged 96, on 13 June 
1762 (Lond. Mag. and Monthly C/iron. 1762, 
p. 331). By liis wife Margaret (<?. 1700), 
only daughter of Sir John Bellew, lord Bel¬ 
low, he had two sons and nine daughters. 
Two only of the latter survivod him. The 
elder son, Christopher, lord Delvin,, having 
died unmarried at Bath on 17 April 1752, 
and the younger being previously deceased, 
the title passed to John Nugent, his father’s 
younger brother, who is noticed separately. 
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[Peerage of Ireland, 1768, vol. i.; Lodge's 
Peerage of Ireland, 1789, i. 247 ; Burke's Peer¬ 
age, 1893, Lodgu’s Poerage of Ireland, cd. 
Arobdnll, vol, i.j Story’s Impartial History of 
the Wars of Irelrad, i. 98, ii. 229-30; Harris’s 
Life of William III, p. 343, and Appendix, p. 
lxii; D'Alton's Illustration of tho Army of King 
Jamos, pp. 33, 358, 734 (containing, under the 
heading ‘ Ool. the Eurl of Westmeath,' particu¬ 
lars of all the cliiof membors of tiro_ Nugent 
family); Webb's Compendium of Irish Bio¬ 
graphy.] Q.LnG.N. 

NUGENT, TELOMAS, LL.D, (1700"‘- 
1772), miscellaneous writer, was born in Ire¬ 
land about 1700, but spent the greater part 
of his life in London, He was a competent 
scholar and an able and industrious man of 
letters. In 1766 he received from the univer¬ 
sity of Aberdeen the honorary degree of 
LL.D., and in 1767 was made a follow of 
the Society of Antiquaries. IIo died at his 
rooms in Gray’s Inn on 37 April 1772. lie 
has been confounded with Johnson's friend 
and Burba's father-in-law, Dr. Christopher 
Nugent (ri. 1776) [q. v.] 

Nugent’s original ivories are: I. 'The His¬ 
tory of Vondalia: containing the Anoient and 
Present State of the Country of Mecblenhurg, 
its Devolutions under the Venedi and the 
Saxons, with, tho Succession and Memorable 
Actions of its Sovereigns,’ London, 1706-78, 
3 vols. 4to. 2. ‘A New Pocket Dictionary of 
tho French and English Lang cages,’ London, 
1767,4to (frequent ly reprint ed and redacted). 
8. ‘ Travels through Germany, with a Parti¬ 
cular Account of the Courts of Mecklenburg: 
in a Series of Letters to a Friend,’ London, 

1768.2 vols. 8vo (German translation, Berlin, 

1781.2 vols. 8vo). 4. ‘ The Grand Tour, or a 
Journey through theNothorlands, Germany, 
Italy, and France,’ London, 1778,3 vols. 12mo. 

Nugent edited in 1746 1 Kf/3pror SqjSmov 
Hiva£. CebotisThebnniTabula, 1 ’London,8vo. 
He also oxaculed many translations, eliiatly 
from the French, tliB most important being; 
(1) ‘ The Now System, or Proposals for a 
General Peace upon a solid and lasting Foun¬ 
dation j with a Prefatory Discourse by the 
Translator on the horrid Consequence of the 
present Wicked and Unnatural .Rebellion,’ 
London, 1746,8yo; (2) JeanBaptiste Dubos’s 
‘ Critical Reflections on Poetry, Painting, and 
Music,’ London, 1748, 8 vols. 8vo j (81 Bur- 
lamaqui’s ‘ Principles of Natural Law/Lon¬ 
don, 1748,8vo j (4) Burlamaqui’s ‘ Principles 
of Politic Law/ London, 1762,8vo; reprinted 
with the preceding, London, 1763, 2 vols. 
8vo; (6) Montesquieu’s ‘Spirit of Laws/ 
London, 1762, 2 vols. 8vo; later editions, 
1766, 12mo, 1766, 8vo, 1708, 8vo, 1778, 
12mo; (6) Voltaire's ‘Essay on Universal 


History: the Manners and Spirit of Nation, 
from the Reign of Charlemaign to th H 1 / 
of Lewis XIV,’ Dublin, 1769, 4 vols 8ro • 

(7) llouBsoau’s ‘ Emilius, or an Essay on 
Education,’ London, 1763, 2 vols. g T0 . 

(8) Grosley’s ‘New Observations on Italv’ 
London, 1760, 2 vols. 8vo; (9) 1 Tour to 
London, or New Observations on England 
and its Inhabitants/ London, 1772,2 vols 
8vo; (10) Benvenuto Cellini’s 1 Autobio¬ 
graphy/ London, 1771, 2 vols. 8vo; last edi¬ 
tion, 1812, 12mo; (11) Totze's ‘Present 
State of Europe/ London, 1770, 3vols.8vo- 
( 12 )Isla’s ‘ History of the Famous Preached 

Friar, Gerund de Oainpazas, otherwise Gerund 
Zotes/ London, 1772,2 vols. 8vo, and 12mo 
nis translations of tho Port Royal Greek 
and Latin grammars wero for a time very 
popular. 

[GonL. Mag. 1772, p. 247 ; Bibl. To™ 
Brit. vol. x.; Lilt of Soc. of Antiq.; Ohalmora’i 
Biogr. Biat.; Wobb's Compendium. of Irish Bio¬ 
graphy; Nichols's Lit. Anecd.iii, 6fi0,andllluitr. 
Lit. v. 777, 780; Allibouo’s Diet. Brit, and 
Amor. Authors; Lowndes's Bibl. Man.] 

J. M. B. 

NUGENT, WILLIAM (£, 1625), Irish 
rebel, brothor of Christopher, fourteenth 
baron Delvin [q. v.], was the younger son of 
Richard Nugent, thirteonth baron Bslvin, 
from whom he inherit cd the manor and castle 
of the llosse in co. Meath, lie first acquired 
notoriety in December 1673 by his forcible 
abduolion and marriage of Janet Marward, 
heiress and titular baroness of Skryne, and 
ward of his unole, Nicholas Nugent [q, v.l 
He was for a short time in May 1676 placed 
under restraint on suspicion of being impli¬ 
cated in the refusal of his brother, Lord 
Dolvin, to sign the proclamation of rebellion 
against the Kjtfl of Desmond. On 10 April 
1677 ho and his wife had livery granted them 
of tho lands of the lato Baron of Skryne, 
valued at 1307. Ba. a year. lie was suspeoted 
of sympathising with the rebellion of Vis¬ 
count Baltinglas, but, eluded capture by tak¬ 
ing refuge with Turlough Luineack O'Neill 
[q. v.], who refused to surrender him. Re 
was excluded by name from the general 
pardon offered the adherents of Lord Balt- 
inglas, ami by the unwise soverity of Lord 
Grey lie was driven to take up arms On kis 
own account. With the assistance of the 
O’Oonors and Kavanaghs, ho created con¬ 
siderable disturbance on the borders of the 
Pale; but tho rising, though violent, was 
shortlived. Nugonl himself was soon re¬ 
duced 1 0 the most abject misery. lie was 
exposed without covering to the inclomenoy 
of the wintor season. Ilia friends were 
afraid to communioate with 1 him, and though 



Nugent 7 J 9 Nunna 


his wife, out of 'tlie dutiful lore of a wife to 
a husband iu that extremity,’ managed to 
send him some shirts, she was found out, 
and punished with a year's imprisonment. 
Finally, in January 1682, with the assist once 
0 f Turlough Luin'ench, he escaped to Scot¬ 
land, and from there made his way through 
France to Home. 

He at first mot with a chilling reception; 
but when the scheme of a Spanish invasion of 
England began to take deficit a shape, ho was 
frequently consulted by the Cardinal of Como 
ana Giacmno Buoneompngno, nephew of 
Gregory XIII, as to the prospects of a general 
insurrection in Ireland. About Easter 1684 
he was ordered to Paris, where lie had audi¬ 
ence with Archbishop Beaton and the Duke 
of Guise, by whom he was sent, 1 in company 
of certain Scottish lairds and household ser¬ 
vants of the king of Scots,’ with letters iu 
cipher to James VI and the Master of Gray. 
Later in the summer ho made his way hack 
to Ulster, disguised as a friar. Information 
reached Parrot in September that he was 
harboured by Maguire and O’Rourke, but 
that otherwise he had not met with much 
support. Parrot hoped to bo shortly in pos¬ 
session of his head; but November drew to a 
close without having realised his object, and 
he finally consent ed to offer him a pardon. 
The offer was accepted, and in December 
Nugent formally submitted. 

Meanwhile liis wife had, on the interces¬ 
sion of the Earl of Ormonde, been restorod to 
herpossessions, and Nugent, though figuring 
inFitzwilliam’s list of discontented persons, 
quietlyrecovored his old position and influ¬ 
ence. He had never forgiven Sir Iiobert Dillon 
for the pertinacity with which ho had prose¬ 
cuted his fumily, and in the summer of 1691 
he formally accused him of maladministra¬ 
tion of justice. Ilis case was a strong one, 
and, it was generally admitted, contained 
strong presumptive evidence of Dillon’sguilt. 
The Irish government was in an awkward fix, 
for though, asWilbraliam said, there was little 
doubt that Sir Iiobert Dillon had boeu guilty 
of inferior mimes dishonourable to a judge, ‘ it 
was no policy 1 hat such against whom lie had 
donsservice for lior mnjestyshould be coun¬ 
tenanced to wrest anything hardly against 
him unless it was capital.’ This was also Fitz¬ 
william’s opinion; and so it happened that, 
while commissioners were appointed to try 
the charges against Dillon, obstacles of one 
sort and another were constantly arising. In 
November 1693 llie foregone conclusion was 
arrived at, and Dillon was pronounced inno¬ 
cent of all the accusations laid to his charge. 
The rest of Nugent's lifo was uneventful. On 
SI Oct. 1606 Jamos I consented to restore 


him to liis blood and inheritance. A bill 
for the purpose was transmitted to the privy 
council in 1613, but, being found unfit to pass, 
it was not returned. Nugent died on 30 Juno 
1625. By Ins wife, Janet Marward, he had 
three sons: Iiobert, who died on 1 May 1616; 
Christopher, who died unmarried; audJames, 
marshal of the army of the confederates and 
governor of Finagli, by whose rebellion the 
family estate was finally forfeited. 

[Lodge’s Peerage, ed. Arehdall, i. 232 j Cal. 
State P.ip -re, Ireland, Eliz. and James I, passim ; 
Cal. threw MSS.; 0,il. Plants, Eliz.; Gray 
Papers (U.innnlync Olnb), p. 30; Repertory of 
Inquisitions, Meath, Charles I, No. 80.] R. D. 

NUNN, MARIANNE (1778-1847), 
hymn-writer, daughter of John Nunn of 
Colchester, was born 17 May 1778, She 
wrote several sacred pieces, but ie remem¬ 
bered solely by Ihehymn, ‘One there is above 
all others, 0 liow He loves.’ This is a ver¬ 
sion adapted to a Welsh air of Newton’s 
hymn beginning with the same line, and 
it has since undergone several changes at 
various hands. Tho original is printed in 
her brother’s (Rev. J. Nunn) ‘ Psalms and 
Hymns,’ 1817, which contains other pieces 
of hers. She died unmarried in 1847. A 
younger brotkor, Wiixiam Notts’ (1786- 
1840), wrote severel hymns, two of which, 
1 0 could we touch the snored lyre ’ and 
‘The Gospel comes ordained of God,’ are in 
occasional use. 

[Julian’s Diet. Hymnology; Horder's Hymn 
LoveriMiUor’sSingersandSongs, 1886.] J. O.H. 

NUNNA or NUN (J. 710), king of the 
South-Saxons, joined his kinsman, Ine or 
Ini [q. v.], king of the West-Snxons, in his 
victorious war with Gerent, Icing of British 
Dyvimint, in 710 (Anfflo-Sa.von Chrort. sub. 
an.; Etiielwhaud, ii. c. 12). He first appears 
as confirming a charter or Nothelm [q. v.], 
king of tlio South-Saxons, in 692, where he 
is described as also king of Sussex; to the 
charter the names ofWattus,king, Ooenred, 
king of the West-Saxons, and Ine are also 
appended (Codex Dipl. No, 996). lie was 
no doubt nn tetholing of the house of Ccawlin, 
and reigned in Sussex, which, since tho inva¬ 
sion of Otedwalla (669 P-680) [q. v.] f had 
been under Wost-Saxon supremacy. The three 
charters of Nunna given in the ‘ Monastiaon' 
and by ICemhlo (t'6. Nos, 099, 1000,1001) 
from the register of the dean and chapter 
of Chichester are of doubtful authority. In 
tho first, dated 714, Nunna grants land to 
the monks of the isle of Selsoy, whore he 
desires to he buried j the second, dated 726, 
is a grant to Eadhert, bishop of Selsey, and 
the third a grant of land at Pipering to a 
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1 servant of God' named Berhtfrith, on con¬ 
dition that prayer should be offered there 
continually for the donor. 

[Anglo-Saxon Ohron. an. 710 (Rolls Sor.) ; 
Ethehvo.ird, ii. c. 12 (Mon. Hist. Brit. p. 607); 
Hor. Wig. an. 710 (Engl. Hist. Soc.); Komblo’s 
Codex Dipl, Nos. 095, 090, 1000, 1001 (Engl. 
Hist. Soc. v. 30, 41, 43); Dugdale's Monssticon, 
vi. 1162,1163; Somerset Archied, Soc.'n Proo. 
1872, xvin. ii. 25, 26, 33, 46.1 W. H. 

NUNNELEY, THOMAS (1809-1870), 
surgeon, horn at Market Harboroughin March 
1809, was son of JohnNunneley,agontlsmnn 
of property in Leicestershire, who claimed do- 
scent from a Shropshire family. He was edu¬ 
cated privately, and was apprenticed to a 
medical man in Wellingborough, Northamp¬ 
tonshire. He aftorwards entered as a student 
at Guy's Hospital, where he became inti¬ 
mately acquainted with Sir Astley Pa 3 ton 
Cooper [q. v.], and served as surgical dresser 
to Mr. Key. He was admitted a licentiate 
of the Society of Apothocarios on 12 July 
1832, in the same year obtained the member¬ 
ship of the Royal College of Surgeons of Eng¬ 
land, and in 1843 he was electod a fellow 
honoris causd, As soon as he had obtained 
his license to practise, lie went to Parte to in¬ 
crease his professional knowledge. He ap¬ 
plied unsuccessfully for the office of house- 
surgeon to the Leeds General Infirmary on 
his return to England; hut finding that an 
opportunity for practioe offered itself in the 
town, he settled there, and was soon after¬ 
wards appointed surgeon to the Eye and Ear 
Hospital, a post he occupied for twenty years 
with eminent success. In the Leeds school 
of medicine Iib lectured on anatomy and 
physiology, and later on surgery, until 1800. 
He was appointed surgeon to the Leeds Gene¬ 
ral Infirmary in 1864. For some years he was 
an active momber of the Leeds town council. 
He died on 1 June 1870. 

Nunneley was a surgeon who operated with 
equal ability, judgment, and stall, and is 
further remaricable as being one of the 
earliest surgeons outside London to devote 
himself to the special study of ophthalmic 
surgery in its scientific aspects. lie was clear, 
vigorous, and logical as a writer, and of de¬ 
cisive charaotor. These qualities mado him 
a valuable professional witness in favour of 
William Palmer (1826-1886) [q, v.],who was 
convicted of poisoning J, P, Cook by strychnia 
in 1856, and against William Dove, who 
poisoned his wife with the same drug in the 
course of that same year. 

Nunneley’s chief work was ‘The Organs 
of Vision, their Anatomy and Physiology,’ 
London, 1868, Bvo. The book at the timo it 
was published was of great value, but its sale 


was spoilt by adverse criticism in professional 
journals, which appears to have been due to 
personal animosity. Nunneley also pub 

fished: 1 . 'An Essay on Erysipelas,’ published* 

in 1831, and reissued in 1841. 2 . ‘ Anatomist 
Tables/ London, 1838,12mo. 3.' On W 
tliosiaand Anoosthetio Substances eennrnll,.' 
Worcester, 1849, 8 vo. 

TIis portrait nppoars in ‘ Photographs of 
eminent Medical Men/ London, 1807, fi, 33 
[Obituary notice by Dr. George Burrows, the 
president, in the Proceedings oftheRoyalMedical 
and Chirurgical Society, vi. 354; Medical Times 
and Gazette, 1870, i. 648; information fromTb 
J. A. Nunneley.] D'A P 


NUTHALL, THOMAS (d. 1776), poli¬ 
tician and public official, was a native of 
the county of Norfolk. He became a solici¬ 
tor, and held the appointments of registrar 
of warrants in the excise office (1740), and 
receiver-general for hackney coaches ( 1749 ), 
From a letter written by him from Crosbv 
Squaro, London, on 30 May 1749, to Lord 
Townshend, it appears that he transacted tbit 
peer’s legal business. He was also solicitor 
to the East India Company; on the retire¬ 
ment in July 1766 of Philip Carteret Webb 
ho was appointed solicitor to the treasury; 
and he succeeded Wobb in 1766, when Lord 
Northington ceased to bo lord chancellor, in 
the post of secrotary of bankrupts. Nuthall 
had been for many years intinmt ely acquainted 
withPitt, whoso marriage settlements belied 
drawn up in 1764, and he attributed his pro¬ 
motions to the friendship of Pitt, his ‘ great 
benefactor and patron,’ lie added that ho 
would resign his offices when called upon to 
‘ do anything that I can even surmise to bo 
repugnant to your generous and constitu¬ 
tional principles.’ Many letters to and from 
him arc in tho ‘ Chatham Correspondence 
(ii, 160 ot soq.); he was addressed ns ‘dear 
Nnthall/ and he was tho medium of the com¬ 
munications with Lord Rockingham in Fe¬ 
bruary 1700 for the restoration of Pitt to 
power. In 1772, however, in consequence of 
sorao errors in their privato business,probably 
duo to the multiplication of his official duties, 
Nuthall fell under tho cousure of that states¬ 
man and of Lord Ternplo, tho latter of whom, 
when writing to Pitt, dubbed him ‘ that face¬ 
tious man of business in so many depart¬ 
ments, Mr. Thomas Nuthall, whoso fellow is 
not easily to ho met with; witness your mar¬ 
riage-settlements not witnessed/ 

Nuthall seems to have been in partner¬ 
ship with a solicitor called Skirrow at Lin¬ 
coln’s Inn in 1766. In the same year, as 
ranger of Enfield Chase, he devised a plan 
for saving its oak-woods for the construe- 
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don of the navy ■which, met with the com¬ 
mendation of Pitt; hut an act was passed in 
1777 for dividing the chase, and it was dis¬ 
afforested. On returning from Bath he was 
attacked on Hounslow Heath by a single 
highwayman, who fired into the carriage, 
but no one was injured. Nuthall returned 
the Are, and the man hastily decamped. 
At the inn at Hounslow he wrote a descrip¬ 
tion of the fellow to Sir John Fielding, and 
j bad scarce closed his letter when ha sud¬ 
denly expired,’ 7 March 1776. He had 
marned in 1767 the relict of Hambleton 
Costance of Bingland, in Norfolk. A pas¬ 
sage in Horace Walpole's ‘Letters,’ 27 Oct. 
1776, shows that his widow received a pen¬ 
sion from the state. 

Nuthall’s portrait, by Gainsborough, was 
exhibited at the Royal Academy in 1771, 
and ]us signature is reproduced in plate xiv. 
of facsimiles of autographs in the ‘Chatham 
Correspondence,’ vol. ii. Numerous letters 
and references to him are in the ‘ Home 
Office Papers,' 1760-72. 

[Gent. Mag. 1740 p. 93, 1749 p. 189, 1767 
p. 631,1766 p. 348,1766 p. 381, 1776 p. 148 ; 
Nichols's Lit. Anecdotos, iv. 338 ; Chatham 
Correspondonco, ii. 160, 326, 397; Grenville 
Papers, i. 128, iv. 637-46; Fulohor's Gnius- 
torough, ed. 1866, p. 186.] W. P. C. 

NUTT, JOSEPH (1700-1776), surveyor 
of highways, son of Hobart and. Sarah Nutt 
of Hinckley, Leicestershire, was baptised 
there on 2 Oct. 1700 (parish reg.) lie was 
educated at the free grammar school, Hinck¬ 
ley, and afterwards apprenticed to Jokn 
Parr, an apothecary m the same town. 
After studying in the London hospitals ho 
settled in his native town, whore he became 
successful and popular, frequently doctoring 
the poor for nothing. Having been chosen 
cue of the surveyors of highways for Hinck¬ 
ley parish, he turned his attention to the 
roads, and introduced a systom of periodi¬ 
cally flooding them. The track thus Became 
firm and substantial for saddle and pack 
horses, the latter then much used for trans¬ 
porting pit-coal from llio mines, and the 
land on oithor side was also enriched. 

Nutt's procedure was resisted, and ho him¬ 
self subjected to ridicule; hut his opinion as 
a land valuer was sought by others, ospaci- 
ally by Sir Dudley Rydor, attorney-genornl 
(1787-1764). John Dyer [q.v.], Iho poet, 
was on familiar terms with Nutt, and cele¬ 
brated in his poem of 1 The Fleeoe ’ the utili¬ 
tarian talents of the ‘Sweet ninckloan 
swain whom rude obscurity severely clasps ’ 
(editiou of 1762, p. 27). 

Nutt died at Iliucltley on 16 Oot. 1776, 
and was buried in the churchyard, 
von. xiv. 


By his will he left six oak-trees to build, 
within forty years of his death, a new mais 
ket-place for Hinckley, with a school and 
town-hall above it. 

[Chalmers’s Biographical Dictionary, xxiii. 
273-4; Nichol’s Hist, and Antiq. of Hinckley 
in the Bibl. Topogr. Brit. vii. 187-8.) 

0. F. S. 

NUTTALL, .TOSIAH (1771-1849), na- 
turalint, son of a handloom weaver, was born 
at Haywood, Lancashire, in 1771. Early in 
life ho became a collector of birds, a olose 
observer of nature, and in time on expert 
taxidermist. For some years ho was engaged 
in the museum of Mr. Bullock of Liverpool, 
and subsequently at the Royal Institution 
in the same town. He realised sufficient 
means to purchase property in his native 
village, where he retired with a good col¬ 
lection of British and foreign birds. Here he 
turned his attention to literary pursuits, and 
in 1846 published an epic poem in ten cantos, 
entitled ‘ Belshazzar, a Wild Rhapsody and 
Incoherent Remonstrance, abruptly written 
on seeing Haydon’s celebrated Picture of 
Belshazzar's Foast,' a work as curious in itself 
as in its title. He died unmarried at Hey- 
wood on 0 Sopt. 1819, aged 78. 

[Manchester Guardian, 16 Sept. 1849.) 

NUTTALL THOMAS (1786-1869), na¬ 
turalist,son of Jonas Nuttall, printer, Black¬ 
burn, Lancashire, was bom at Long Preston, 
Settle, Yorkshire, on 6 Jan. 1786, while his 
mother was on a visit. He was educated at 
Blackburn, and brought up there os a printer, 
lie early took up the study of botany, particu¬ 
larly fclio flora of his native hills. In March 
1807 he went to the United Statos, and after¬ 
wards dovoted his life to scientiflo pursuits. 
Asa Gray, writing in 1844, says that ‘from 
that time[1808] to the present no botanist has 
visited so largo a portion of the United States, 
or made such an amount of observations in 
Hold and forest. Probably few naturalists 
have ever excelled him in aptitude for such 
observations, in quickness of eye, tact in dis¬ 
crimination, and tenacity of memory.’ He 
visited nearly all tho states of the union, 
and made more discoveries than any other 
explorer of the botany of North Amerioa. 
In 1811, along with Bradbury, he ascended 
tho Missouri sixteen hundred miles above its 
mouth. Iu 1819 he made the then dangerous 
ascent of tho Arkansas to the Great Salt 
River. In 1834 he succeeded in crossing 
tho Rocky Mountains by the rood along the 
sources of the Platte, and explored the ter¬ 
ritory of the Oregon and of Upper California. 
He also visited the Sandwich Islands. From 
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1822 to 1834 ho was professor of natural 
history in Harvard University, and curator 
of the botanic gardens in connection with 
the university. He returned to England in 
1842, living at Nutgrove, near St. Helens, 
Lancashire, an estate which was left to him 
on condition that he should reside upon it. 
There he had an extensive garden and col¬ 
lection of living plants. He died of pro¬ 
longed chronic bronchitis at Nutgrove on 
10 8ept. 1869. A portrait was published in 
1826 by Fisher. 

He was tho author of many important con¬ 
tributions to American scientific journals, as 
well ns of the following works; 1. ‘ Genera 
of North American Plants and a Catalogue 
of the Species to the year 1817,’ Philadelphia, 
1818,2 vols, 12mo. 2 . 1 Geological Sketch of 
the valley of the Mississippi.’ 3. ' Jour¬ 
nal of Travels into the Arkansas Territory,’ 
Philadelphia, 1821, 8vo. 4, ' Introduction 
to Systematic and Physiological Botany,’ 
Boston, 1827, 8vo. 6. ‘Manual of the Orni¬ 
thology of the United Slates and of Canada,’ 
pt. i. Land Birds, Cambridge, Massachusetts, 
1832,12mo, pt. ii. W ater Birds, Boston, 1834, 
12mo, A new edition, rovisad by Montague 
Chamberlain,has recently been issued (1894) 
under the auspices of the Nuttall Ornitho¬ 
logical Club, Cambridge, Massachusetts. 
6. 'North American Sylva: Trees not de¬ 
scribed by F. A. Miohaux,’ Philadelphia, 
1842-9, 8 vols. 8vo. 

[Asa Gray’s .Sciontitle Papers, 1889, ii. 76ot 
passim; Appleton's Cyclop, of American Bio¬ 
graphy, iv. 647; Allibone’s Diet, of EngJ, Lit. 
ii. 1446; J. Windsor’s Flora Oravononsis, 1878, 
p. 1; BoyalSoc. Cat. of Scientific Papers, iv. 060 
(list of twenty-seven papers); Cat- of Boston 
AthenteumLibrary; Gent.Mag, ii. I860, p, 668; 
Brackmbridge’s Viows of Louisiana, 1814, pp. 
239-40; The Harvard Book, 1876, ii. 314; 
Whittle's Blackburn, 1854, p. 194; Britton and 
Boulgar’a Index at Botanists, 1898.] 0. W. S. 

NUTTALL, THOMAS (1828-1800),lieu¬ 
tenant-general, Indian army, born in London 
on 7 Oct. 1828, was son of George It. Nuttall, 
M,D.,some years one of tho physicians of the 
Westminster dispensary, His mother was 
daughter of Mr. Mansfield of Midm&r Castle, 
Aberdeenshire. He was sent to a private 
school at Aberdeen, but his charactor is said 
to have been formed chiefly by liis mother, a 
good and clever woman, Sailing for India 
as an infantry cadet on 12 Aug, 1846, he was 
posted as ensign in the 29th Bombay native 
infantry from that data; became lieutenant 
in the regiment on 26 June 1847, and onptoin 
on 28 Nov. 1866. As a subaltern ho held for 
a short timo the post of quartermaster, also 
nf commandant and staff officor of a detached 


wing, and was for nearly five yearn 
December 1801 to November 1830 adfow 
of his regiment. As captain of the regimental 
light company, he was detached with the liahr 
battalion of the army in the Persian exiiedl 
tion of 1867 (modal and clasp). ll e retimed 
to Bombay m May that year, and in August 
rejoined his regiment at Belgaum. I) u *-„. r 
tho mutiny and after, from 9 Nov. 1857 to 
26 Maroh 1861, he was detached on special 
police duly against disaffected Bkeels cad 
Cool ies in the Nassick districts. He organised 
and disciplined a corps of one of the wildest 
and hitherto most neglected tribes of the 
Deccan, the coolies of the Western Ghats 
which did excellent service, and was engaged 
in many skirmishes. The assistant collector 
at Nassick re.portod that the disporsion of the 
Bhcol rebels and the prompt suppression of 
the Point rebellion were duo to NnttaH'e 
exertions. The commissioner of police simi¬ 
larly reported, on 21 Nov. 1859, that'Captain 
Nuttall and his mon have marched incredible 
distances, borne hardships, privationa, and 
exposure to an extent that has seldom been 
paralleled, ono continuous exertion for mare 
than two years without coasing, most of the 
time in bivouno.’ On five occasions during 
this servico Nuttall recoivcd the commenda¬ 
tion of government, From June 1880 to 
August 1806 he held the position of super¬ 
intendent of police successively at Fairs, 
Sholnpur, and Kulladgi, having in the mean- 
timo been transferred to the Bombay staff 
corps (June 1866). He was promoted major 
in tho same year, In September 1866 he 
proceeded on sick furlough to England, and 
returned to India in April 1807, when lie re¬ 
sumed his police duties at Kulladgi, and in 
October woe appointed second in command 
of the land transport of the Abyssinian re- 

S edition, with which lie did good service at 
loumeylee (mentioned in despatches; brevet 
of lioutonant-oolouol and medal and clasp). 
From August 1808 to February 1871 he did 
duty with the 26th Bombay native infantry, 
and from April 1871 to April 1876 with the 
22nd native infantry in the grades of second 
in command and oommandant, during a por¬ 
tion of which time (from 8 May to SO Oct. 
1871) he was in temporary command of the 
Neemuch brigade. He became lieutenant 
oolonol on 2 Aug. 1871, and brevet-colonel 
on 3 Dec. 1878. On 6 April 1876 he became 
acting commandant, and on 26 Jon. 1877 
commandant of the Bind frontier force, with 
heodquartors at Jaoobalmd. On 20 Nov. 
1878 he wae appointed brigadier-general in 
the Affghan expeditionary force, and com* 
manded his brigade in the Pisheen Valley 
and at the occupation of Kandahar. After 
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tlie departure of Sir Mioboel Biddulpli and 
Lieut enan t-general Sir D. Stewart lie com¬ 
manded the brigade of all arms left for tire 
occupation of Kandahar, After the second 
division of the army was broken up he com¬ 
manded a brigade left at Vitaki till 17 May, 
TPhenit also was broken up, and he returned 
to his post on the Upper Sind frontier. When 
the Anglian war entered it s second phase, Nut- 
tall was appointed brigadier-general of the 
cavalry brigade formed at Kandahar ill May 
1880, and commanded it in the action at 
Girishk, on the Helmund, on 14 July 1880, 
in the cavalry affair of 23rd, and in the dis¬ 
astrous battle of Moiwand on 27 July, where 
he led the cavalry charge, which attempted 
to retrieve the fortunes of the day at the 
end of the battle, and covered the retreat to 
Kandahar, which was reached about 4,30 p.ir. 
next day. He was in the sortie of 16 Aug. 
from Kandahar (mentioned in despatches}, 
commanded the east face of the city during 
the defenco (mentioned in despatches), and 
took part in the battle of Kandahar and 
pursuit of the AfTghan army on 1 Sept. 1880 
(medal and clasps). Tie became a major- 
general in 1885, and lieutenant-gonoral in 
1887. He died at Insch, Aberdeenshire, on 
30 Aug. 1890. 

Nuttall wub a very active and energetic 
officer, popular alike with officers and men, 
Europeans and natives. He was one of the 
best riders and swordsmen in the Indian 
army, a frequent competitor at, as well as 
patron of, contests in skill at arms, and a 
renowned sbikarry wilh kogspear and rifle. 

He married, at 'Camberwell, London, on 
7 Feb. 1867, Caroline Latimer Elliot, daugh¬ 
ter of Dr. Elliot, of Denmark Hill, by whom 
he left a son. 

[Indian Official Records and Dospatebos, in¬ 
cluding Affghan Blue Book; Indian Army Lists, 
&c.; Archibald Forbes’s Affghan Wars, London, 
1892, chan. viii.; information supplied by Nut- 
tail’s brother, Major-general J. M. Nuttall, C.B., 
Indian Army, retired list,) II. M, O. 

NUTTALL,WILLIAM (A 1840), author, 
son of John Nuttall, master fuller, born at 
Rochdale, Lancashire, kept a school in that 
town for many years, lie married three 
times, the last time unhappily. About 1828 
he removed to Oldham, out poverty and 
distress overtook him, and he committed 
suioide in 1840. He was buried in Oldham 
churnhyard. He wrote: 1, ‘Le Voyageur, 
or the Genuine History of Okarlos Manley,’ 
1806. 2,‘Rochdale,aFVagment,withNotss, 
intended os on Introduction to the History 
of Rochdale,’ 1810, It is in doggerel verse, 
and is curious as the first attempt at a history 
.of tbs town. The manuscript af his intended 
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history of Rochdale was utilised by Baines 
in his ‘ nistory of Lancashire.’ 

[Papers of the Manchester Literary Club, 1880 
(paper by H. Fishwiek) j TV. Robertson's Oldand 
New Rochdale, p. 102, Fishwiek’s Lancashire 
Library.) Q. W. S. 

NUTTER, WILLIAM (1769 P-1802), 
engraver and draughtsman, was born about 
1769 and became a pupil of John Raphael 
Smith; he praotised exclusively in the stipple 
manner of Bartolozzi, and exeouted many 
good plates after the loading English artists of 
ids time, a large proportion being from minia¬ 
tures by Samuel Shelley. Nutter’s works, 
which aro dated from ] 780 to 1800, include 
‘ The Ale House Door ’ and ‘ Coming from 
Market,’ after Singleton; ‘Celia overheard 
by Young Delvile, after Stotkard; ‘ Satur¬ 
day Evening,’ and ‘ Sunday Morning,' after 
Biggj ‘The Moralist,’ after J. R. Smith; 
‘ Burial of General Fraser,’ after J. Graham, 
and portraits of Princess Mary, after Ram- 
berg; Captain Ooram, after Hogarth ; Lady 
Beauchamp, after Reynolds; Mrs. Hartley, 
after Reynolds; Martha Gunn, after Russell; 
and Lady E. Foster, Samuel Berdmore, and 
Nathaniel OliBimcy after Shelley. Nutter 
■exhibited some allegorical designs at the 
Royal Academy in 1782 and 1788. He died 
at liis residence in Somors Townj 14 March 
1802, in his 44 th year, and was buried in the 
graveyard of Whitefield’s Tabernacle, Tot¬ 
tenham Court Road. 

[Redgrave’s Diet, of Artists ; Dodd’a Collec¬ 
tions in British Museum, Addit. MS. 33403; 
Gant, Mag. 1802, pt, i. p. 288.} F. M. O’D. 

NUTTING, JOSEPH (ft. 1700), engra¬ 
ver, worked in London at the bnd of the 
seventeenth and beginning of the eighteenth 
century. His plates, which are not nume¬ 
rous, nud have become scarce, are chiefly por¬ 
traits engraved in a neat, laboured style, 
resembling that of R. Whits, The best are: 
Mary Oapell, duchess of Beaufort, after R, 
Welker; Sir Edmund Berry Godfrey; John 
Locke, after Brownover; Thomas Greonhill, 
after Murray, prefixed to hie ‘Art of Em¬ 
balming,’ 3706; Aaron Hill, the poet, 1706; 
Sir Bartholomew Shower; Sir John Cheke-; 
James Bonnell; the Rev. Matthew Mead; 
William Elder, the engraver; and the family 
of Rawlinson of Gark, five ovale on one plate. 
Nutting engraved about 1690 ‘ A New Pro¬ 
spect of tbeNorth Side of the Qity of Lon¬ 
don, with New Bedlam and Moore Fields,’ a 
large work in three sheets, and ft few ftwwr 
topographical plates. 

[Redgrave's Diet of Artist* 1 Dodd’s Collec¬ 
tions in British Museum, Addit, MS. 8340 ?•] 

J, M. 9’Dt 
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STYE, JOHN (d. 1688), theological wri¬ 
ter, was the second son of Philip Nye [q. v.] 
He is probably the John Nye who, on 4 Jan. 
1647, was ‘approved on his former examina¬ 
tion’ by the Westminster assembly. On 
23 Peb. 1654 (being already married, and the 
father of two sons) he matriculated from 
Magdalen College, Oxford, and obtained his 
B.A. degree the same day. In 1654 he 
was a student of the Middle Temple, and 


ing commissioner. At the Restoration he 
conformed, and obtained the vicarage of 
-Great Ohisnall, Essex, in 1661. Calamy says 
he woe ejected from Settingham, Cambridge¬ 
shire: there seems no such place;‘ ejected ’ 
would simply mean that he ceded some se¬ 
questered living. He was living at Cam¬ 
bridge in March 1662. On 27 Aug. 1802 he 
obtained the rectory of Quendan, Essox, va¬ 
cant by the nonconformity of Abraham Olyf- 
ford, afterwords M.D. (d. 1676). In 1674 he 
obtained also the adjacent vicarage of Hick- 
ling, Essex. He died in 1688. He married 
the second daughter of Stephen Marshall 


another son, John (fi. 1662T), was admitted 
pensioner of Magdalene College, Cambridge, 
on 27 March 1666, in his fifteenth year, and 
graduated B.A. in 1670. 

He published: 1. ‘Mr. Anthony Sadler 
examined,’ &o., 1664, 4to (anon.; but as- 


dry,' &c., 1078,12mo (preface dated 1 Quen- 
don, 26 Oct. 1675; ’ it is a reconciliation of 
the genealogies of our Lord, and a defence of 
the inerrancy of scripture, against Socinus). 

[Cnlumy’s Account, 1718, p. 119; Hustler's 
Grad. Cantabr. 1823; David’s Evang. Noncon¬ 
formity inEssex, 1863, pp. 285, 444 sq.; Mitoholl 
and Smithera’a Minutes of the Westminster 
Assembly, 1874, p. 318; Minutes of Manchester 
Presbyterian Clasais (Chatham Soe,), 1891, iii. 
301; Foster’s Alumni Oxon. 1891, iii. 1083; 
will of Stephon Marshall at Someieut Houso; 
extract from Admission Book of Magdalene Col¬ 
lege, Cambridge, pBr F. Pattrlck, esq,] A G. 

NYE, NATHANIEL {ft. 1648), writer 
on gunnery, born in 1824, was author of 
(1) 1 A New Almanack for 1643,’ on the title- 
page of which he desorihos himself os ‘ ma¬ 
thematician and practitioner of astronomy ’ 
and of (2) ‘The Art of Gunnery, whorein is 
described the trua way to make all sorts of 
gunpowder, gun-match [sio], the art of shoot¬ 
ing in great and small ordnance, excellent 


ways to take. Heights, Depths, Distance, 
accessible or inaccessible, either single 2 
divers distances at one operation: to draw 
the Map or Plot of any dity, Town, Castle 
or other fortified place,’2 parts, 1647 8vo 
The author is styled Master gunner of the 
city of Worcester. On the title-pa™ it ; a 
stated that the book is ‘ for the help of all 
such, gunners and others, that have charge 
of artillery, and are not well versed in 
arithmetic and geometry;’ all the rule, 
and directions 'being framed both with 
and without tho help of arithmetic.’ 'The 
Art of Gunnery’ is dedicated, with a 
quaint preface, to the Earl of Lindsey 
lord great-chamberlain of England. In a 
second preface, addressed to the reader 
Nye writes: 'Whatsoever thou findest in 
my Piroworks I do protest to thee that I 
have made and still do make practice of 
them myself; having by experience found 
them the best of all others that ever I hays 
road of: or that are taught by Bate, Babing- 
t on, Norton, Tartaglia, or Malthas.’ Several 
illustrations and plans are given. ‘The 
true Efligies of Nathaniel Nyo,’ aged 20, 
drawn and ongraved by nollar and prefixed 
to tho edition of 1647, is formed by Evans 
' fine and scarce.’ An edition of 1670 is 
in the library of Sion College. Nye also 
published an almanack for 1642 and two 
others for 1645. 

[Nyo's Works; Granger’s Biogr. Hist, of 
Engl md, ii. 338-9; Evans's Cat. Engr. Por¬ 
traits ; Notos and Queries, 6th ser. xii. 384, 
8 th ser. vii. 102.] G. Ln. G. N, 

NYE, PHILIP (1696 P-1072), indepen¬ 
dent divino, probably oldost son of Henry Nye 
(d. 1646), roctor of Ulaphnm, Sussex, was bom 
about 1596. Tho Nye family seat was Hayes, 
near Slinfold, Sussex. On 21 July 1616, aged 
about nineteen, he was entered a commoner 
of Brasenose College, Oxford. He removed 
on 28th June 1016 to Magdalen Hall, and 
graduated B.A. 24 April 1619, M.A. 9 May 
1622. In 1020 he began to preaoh, but his 
first ouro is unknown ; he was licensed to 
tho perpetual curacy of Allhallows, Staining, 
on 9 Oct. 1027 (Nowootjbt), and in 1630 he 
was at St. Michael’s, Cornhill (Wood). . By 
1688 his nonconformity had got him into 
trouble, and he withdrew to Holland, where 
he remained,principally at Arnhem, till 1640, 
Early in that year he returned to England with 
John Canne [q.v.l, landing at null. Online 
roachod Bristol by Easlor (6 April 1040), 
which fixes tho time of Nve’s return. Bax¬ 
ter states that Nye held a disouesion (in Staf¬ 
fordshire) with John Ball (1685-1640) [q.v,] 
On the presentation of Edward Montagu 
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lie became vicar of Kimbolton, Huntingclon- 
sbire where he organised an independent 
church. According to Edwards, lie was 
much in Yorkshire, spreading his indepen¬ 
dent opinions especially at Hull. At Kim¬ 
bolton (apparently) on 22 July 1648 seven 
persons^ belonging 1 to Hull formed themselves 
into an independent church for that town. 

He was summoned (12 June 1648) to the 
Westminster assembly of divines, having 
Lad, according to Calarny, a considerable 
hand in selecting them (his father was on 
the list, but did not attend), and was sent to 
Scotland (20 July) as one of the assembly's 
commissioners with Stephon Marshall [q. v.] 
His locum tenens at Kimbolton appears to 
Lave been Robert Luddington (1680-1068), 
who on Nye’s return became pastor of the 
Hull independent church. On 20 Aim. he 
preached in the Grey Friars Church, Edin¬ 
burgh, but ‘ did not please. His voice was 
clamorous. ... He read much out of Ilia 
paper book. All his sermon was on ... a 
spiritual life ... upon a knowledge of God, 
as God, without the scripture, without grace, 
without Christ’ (Baillie). He returned 
(30 Aug.) before Marshall. On 26 Sept, lie 
delivered an ‘exhortation’ at St. Margaret’s, 
Westminster, preliminary to the taking of 
the ‘league and covenant’ [see Henderson, 
Alexander, 1588 P-1046], by the houses of 
parliament and the assembly. Nye showed 
that the covenant in upholding ‘the ex¬ 
ample of the best reformed churches ’ did not 
bind to the adoption of the Scottish model. 
He received the rectory of Acton, Middlesox, 
on the sequestration (30 Sept.) of Daniel 
Eeatley [q. v.] John Vicars [q. vj says he 
was offered a royal chaplaincy in December 
if he would abandon the covenant and agree 
to moderate episcopacy. 

In the proceedings of the assembly, Nye 
took a decided part with the ‘ dissenting 
brethren,’ of whom Dr. Thomas Goodwin 
[q. v.], ‘ vulgo vocatus Dr. Nine Caps,’ was the 
leader. TI 10 rift began early, for on 20 Nov. 
1648 the Scottish commissioners found the 
assembly in ‘ sharp debate ’ on a proposition, 
bytenoreleveuinaopondonts,that every con¬ 
gregation should have its ‘doctor’ as well 
as its ‘pastor,’ This was compromised by 
agreeing that ‘where two ministers can be 
had,' their functions should be thus distin¬ 
guished, The thoroughgoing independents 
were four, Goodwin, Nye, William Bridge 
[a. v.], and Sydraeli Simpson [a. v.] With 
them was Jeremiah Burroughes [q, v.], who, 
however, was content to abide by the paro¬ 
chial system, as against ‘gathered churches.’ 
These issued the ‘ Apologeticall Narration ’ 


(1648), William Carter (1605-1668) joined 
them in signing the ‘dissent’ (9 Dec. 1644) 
from the assembly's propositions on church 
government; the published 1 Reasons ’ (1648) 
for dissent were signed also by William 
Grcenhill [q, v.] That bo small a party 
proved so serious a trouble to the assembly 
is inexplicable till it is remembered that the 
strict autonomy of ‘ particular churches ’ was 
the basis of the English presbyterianism of 
Thomas Cartwright (1686-1608) [q. v.] and 
William Bradshaw (1671-1618) [q. v.j, while 
the ‘ presbyterian government dependent,’ 
dofended (1646) by John Baetwick, M.D. 
[q. v.]. in opposition to tke * presbyterian 
government independent,’ waB nn exotic 
novelty, No differences of doctiine or wor¬ 
ship dnided the ‘ dissenting brethren ’ lrom 
the presbyteriane. In January 1614 attempts 
were made by Sir Thomas Ogle [q. v.] to 
attach Nye to tlio royalist side. lie was 
urged to go to Oxford, and again promised 
a royal chaplaincy, Nye wroto the preface 
to the ‘ Directory ’ (1644), a very able docu¬ 
ment. In harmony with the freedom from, 
‘set forms' which it advocated, Nye success¬ 
fully opposed the exclusive authorisation of 
any psalm-book, and the obligation of sitting 
to the table at communion, lie was for ‘ uni¬ 
formity, but only in institutions’ ( Minutes , 
20 Nov. 1644). His party was most at issue 
with the assembly on the question of the 
liberty to be given to ‘ tender ’ (religiously 
affect od) consciences. Goodwin and Nye had 
a robust belief in the ultimate victory of 
good sense; they proposed to treat fanati¬ 
cisms as follies, not as crimes, and to tolerate 
all peaceable preaohers. 

During the progress of the assembly Nye 
was a frequent preacher, holding, according 
to Edwards, besides his Acton rectory, four 
lectureships at Westminster nnd others in 
London. Jlis lecture at the abbey was worth 
607. a year. He was with Maishall in 1647 
ns one of the chaplains to the commissioners 
in treaty with the king in the Isle of Wight; 
on theiailure (28 Doc,) of the treaty lie got 
up a London petition against further per¬ 
sonal treaty with Charles. What view he 
took of the fate of Charles does not appear, 
lie-was one of the miuistors who proffered 
their religious services to tho king on the 
morning of his execution. In April 1649 he 
was sent in vain, with Marshall and others, 
to persuade the secluded members to resume 
their places in parliament, 

The turn of the tide for the independents 
came in 1663. Cromwell appointed ‘ triers ’ 
(20 March 1664) and ‘expurgates’ (28 Aug.) 
for admitting nnd dismissing clergy; Nye was 
on both commissions. His examination of 
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Anthony Sadler (3 July 1664) has often been diligence of 1072, he ministered to an hidT 
quoted from Sadler's account, but this should pendent church in Cutlers’ Ilall, Cloak Lnn-' 
be compared with the pamphlet in reply [see Queen Street, of which he was ‘doctor”’ 
Ntra, John, d. 1088], The ‘instrument of the pastor being John Loder (d. 30 DJ 
government’ had proposed to tolerate all 1878), who had been his assistant at St. Bat 
Christians; the pornament which met Sop- tholomew’s, Exchange. ” J,iC " 

tember 1664 interpreted this to mean all Nye died at ‘ Broinpton in the parish 0 f 
who held the‘ fundamentals.’ Nye was put Kensington,’ in September 1672, anil -was 
on a committee to delino ‘fundamentals;’ buried in St. Micliaol’s, Oomhill,on 27Seat 
their plans wero upset by Baxter; Lhoy drew I Lis wife, Jndith, survived him, and probably 
up and printed (1661, 4to) a list of sixteen died in 1660, After her death, his eldest son. 
‘ principles of faith,’ but the document was Henry, appliod (2 Dot. 1060) for letters of 
shelved on the dissolution of parliament administration to his father’s estate which 
(22 Jan. 1666). Some time in 1664 Nye were granted on 13 Oct. 1081; he subse- 
received the rectory of St. Bartholomew, quently edited some of his father’s papers 
Exchange, vacant by the sequestration of John (il. 1688), the second son, is separately 
John Grant, D.D.; he was succeeded at noticed, ltupert,tho third son, matriculated 
Acton by Thomas Elford, an independent, from Magdalen College, Oxford, on 26 Oct. 
In 1650 Baxter approached Nyo with a view 105!), and died in 1060. Judith, his daughter 
to terms of accommodation with indepuu- was buried in 1670 at Kensington, ’ 
dents; the irreducible difference was in re- Oalamy describes Nye as ‘a man of iwcom- 

gard to ordination. Nye took part in tho man dept h.’ 11 0 and his fellow independents 
Savoy conference of October 1658, when tho Johnfloodwin [q, v.],and l’uter Wlerry [q, v.l' 
Westminster confession was raised in tho wore themost original minds among tuelater 
independent sense, and signed the remark- puritans. His literary remains, ephemeral 
able preface to the ‘declaration of faith and pamphlets, am suggestive of thesubtlopoweis 
order’ (1669) written by John Owon, D.D. which impressed his contemporaries. lie was 
(1610-1683) [q. Vjl It seems clear that at reckoned a schemer; Lilly, against whoso as- 
the Wallingford House meetings, early in trology he had proaohed, calls him ‘ jesuiti- 
1669, he acted in the republican interest. IIo cal.’ IIowo said ho was a man who must be 
strongly opposed the measure reimposing the consulted, or ho would know what was going 
covenant on 6 March LOGO. on, and ‘ if ho disliked, would hinder it.’ But 

At the Restoration he lost his preferments, ho had no vulgar ambitions; he sought no 
and narrowly escaped exclusion from tho iu- personal popularity; tho accusation of en- 
demnity, on condition of never again holding riching himself is groundless. Butler has 
civil or ecclesiastical ollice. lie printed an made morry with his ‘ thanksgiving beard;’ 
exculpatory pamphlet, addressed to tho Gon- ho ‘ did wear a tail upon his throat.’ He 
vention parliament; m this ho says he had hold tho curious view that, at sermons, the 
been a preacher forty years, and was now in poacher should woar his hat, the audience 
tho sixty-flfth year of his ago. In January being uncovered; at sacraments the minister 
1661 ho signed tho * declaration of tho minis- should bo bareheaded and tho communioimts 
ters of congregational churches ’ against the covered. 

rising of the Fifth-monarchy men under Ho published: 1, ‘ Letter from Scotland,’ 
Vennor. Ilia papers connected with tho &c., 1648,4to (written by Nyo, signed also 
commission of 1 triers’ wore ordered (7 Jan. by Marshall). 2. ‘ Exhortation to fcheTak- 
1662) to be deposited in Juxou’s cure at Lam- ing of tho Solemn Longue and Covenant,’ 
hath. On tho appearance of Charles II’s nbor- Sc,, 10-13 [1041], 4to; Boveml reprints (that 
tive declaration of indulgence (20 Doc. 1002), of' 1060, 4to, called ‘second edition,’wus 
Nye and other independents waited 011 tho brought out by opponents in consequence of 
king. Nye fell hack 011 Bradshaw’s doelrino No. 3). 3. ‘ Beames of former Light, dis- 
of the royal supremacy in church and state, covering how evil it is to impose... Formes,’ 
and upheld the king's prerogative of dis- Sc., 1000, 4to; another edition, 1360, 8vo. 
pensing with ecclesiastical laws, IIo went Posthumous woro: 4. ‘Tlio Cnso of Philip 
to Baxter (2 Jan, 1003), urging him to Nyo, Minister, humbly toudorod to the con- 
take the lead in an address ol‘tlmnks; but siuerution of the Parliament,’ So. [1680], 
Baxter had burned his fingers, and would 4 to. 5. ‘Sormon at the Eleolion of the 
‘meddlono movo in such matters;’ all his Lord Mayor/ &o., 1061, 4to, 6. ‘Case of 
party objocted to any toleration that would groat anil present Uso,’ &c,, 1077, 8vo. 
include papists. Nye left London. In 1060, 7, ‘ Tho Lawfulness of tho Oath -of Supre- 
however, after the fire, he returned and innoy,’ &e,; appended are ‘Vindication of 
preached in open conventicles. On the iu- Dissenters,’ Sc., and ‘ Some Aouount of ... 
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Ecclesiastical Courts,' &c., 1683, 4to; re¬ 
printed under the title, ‘Tlio King’s Autho¬ 
rity in Dispensing with Ecclesiastical Laws 
Asserted and Vindicated,’ &c., 1687, 4to, 
riitli dedication Lo James II by Ilenry Nye, 
liis eldest son. Wood mentions a ‘ Sermon,’ 
1669, ito, and ‘ something about catechising.’ 
Besides publications, already mentioned, in 
which he took part, he had a' hand with Tho¬ 
mas Goodwin and Samuel ILutlib [q. v.J, in 
‘An Epistolary Discourse about Toleration,’ 
1644,4to. "With Goodwin he edited Sihs’a 
‘Bowels Opened,’ 1041, 4to, and Cotton’s 
‘ Keys of the Kingdom of I leaven,’ 1044,4lo. 
Extracts from bin writings are in ‘ The Law¬ 
fulness of Hearing the .. . Ministers of the 
Church of England : proved by Philip Nye 
and John Robinson,’ &c., 1083,4to. Calamy 
says‘ he had a compleat history of the old 
puritan dissenters in manuscript, which was 
burnt at Alderman Clarkson’s in the Eire of 
London;’ Wilson’s inference that Nye was 
the author of this history is gratuitous. 

[Edwards’s Anttipolngiiv, 1014, pp. 217, 224, 
243; Wood’s AUionu) Oxen. (Bliss), iii. 963 sq., 
1138; Wood's Fusti (Bliss), i, 380,4U6;Roliquiiu 
Baxteriiiuee, 1090, i. 103, ii. 188 sq,, 197 sq., 
430, iii. 19, 40; Warwick’s Mmnoiis, 1703, 
p. 312; Calamy's Account, 1713, pp. 29 sq.; 
Calamy’s Continuation, 1727, ii. 28 sip; Wal¬ 
ker’s Sufferings of the Clergy, 1714, ii. 108,170; 
Butler's Hudibras (lleroical Episllo), and But¬ 
ler’s Remains (Thyer), 1760, 1 . 177; Wdsoa’s 
Dissenting Churches of London, 1810, iii. 70 sq.; 
Neal’s Hist, of tho Puritans (Toulmin), 1 822, iv. 
416; Baillie'a Lutlorn, 1841-2; Ilaubury’s His¬ 
torical Memorials, 1814, vols. ii. iii.; Records 
of Eroaduiond, Bristol (Ilousurd Kuollys Hoc,), 
1847, p. 18; Livthlmry's Hint, of Convocation, 
1853, p. 300; Waddingtun’s Surrey Congrega¬ 
tional Hist. 1806, pp. 46 sq.; Stoughton’s Clmrrh 
of tho Civil Wars, 1807, i. 305, 489; MiftU’s 
Congregationalism in Yorkshire, 1868, pp. 288 
sq.(ef. tho 'addenda’); Mitchell and Strutlirrs’s 
Minutes of Westminster Assembly, 1871; Gur- 
diuer'B Hist, of tha Great Civil War, 188G, i. 
275, 312 sq. iii. 640 ; Pastor's Alumni Oxen. 
1891, iii. 1083; Halo’s Old Church Roll of 
Dagger Lane, Hull, iu Yorkshire County Maga¬ 
zine, 1893; Kensington Parish Register; tho 
parish registerufOlupknru, Sussex, does not begin 
till 1691 ; application for administration (Philip 
Nye) and will of John Nye at Somerset House.] 

A, G. 

NYE, STEPHEN (1048 P-1710), theolo¬ 
gical writer, older sou of JokuNyo (d. 1U88) 
jfp vj, was born, about 1648. lie was edu¬ 
cated at a private school in Cambridge, and 
admitted as a sizar at Magdalene College on 
11 March 1062 ; he graduated B.A.in ItiOo. 
Ou 26 March1070 he was instituted to the rec¬ 
tory of Little llormead, Hertfordshire, a poor 


living with a tiny church dedicated to St. 
Nicholas, and a parish of about one hundred 
inhabitants. Nye read the service, and 
preached ‘ once every Lord’s day,’ and had 
1 an opportunity very seldom lackiug of sup¬ 
plying also some neighbouring cure.’ 

Nye had formed an intimate acquaintance 
with Thomas Eirrnin [q. v.], and was thus 
led to take an important part in the current 
controversies on the Trinity. His personal 
iuiluonce in modifying Eirmm’s opinions was 
considerable ( Explication , 1715, pp. 181 seq.) 
He induced him (and Henry Iledworth, his 
follower) to abandon the crude anthropo¬ 
morphism of John Biddle (properly Bidle) 
[q. v.l, and brought him to a position which 
Nye identified with the teaching of St. Augus¬ 
tine, hut which others regardud as Sakullian. 
N> e wrote sevoral tracts, some of which were 
published at Eirmm’s expense, ne was very 
anxious to preserve his anonymity, and in¬ 
dignantly repudiated in 1701, in reply to 
Peter Allix, D.D. [q. v.], the authorship of 
a particular tract, ‘The Judgment of the 
Eal hers,’ &c., 1695, 4to, by one Smulbroke. 
There is no reasonable doubt that lie was the 
writer of the tract in which tho term uni- 
tariuu is first introduced inlo English lite¬ 
rature, ‘A Brief History of tho Unitarians, 
called also Soeiuians. Iiii'our Letters, written 
to a Friend,* &c., 1087, small 8vo; enlarged 
edition, 1691, 4to. The ‘friend’ is Eirrnin; 
an appended letter by ‘ a person of excellent 
learning and worth’ is by Hodworth. A 
'Defence,’ 1601, ito, of the ‘Brief History,’ 
by another hand, is ascribed by Nyo to Allix. 
Other tracts, probably by Nye, are enume¬ 
rated below. His acknowledged publications 
are those of a clear and able writer. 

Iu 1712 he drew up a manuscript account 
of tho globe and tithes of Little Hormead, 
about which there had been disputes. Ho 
describes liis health as interfering withregular 
performance of duty. Ilo died at Little 
llormead on 0 Jan. 1719, and was buried 
‘ in woollen only ’ on 10 Jan. His wife Mary 
was buried at Little Hormead on 14 Jan. 
1714. An only child, Stephen, was baptised 
on 15 Eeb. 1090. 

In addition to the * Brief History,’ tho 
anonymous tracts which may with safety be 
ascribed to Nye aro; 1. 1 A Letter of Resolu¬ 
tion coneoming tho Doctrines of (he Trinity,’ 
Sea, [1091P], 4to. 2 . 1 The Trinitarian Scheme 
of Religion,’ &c., 1602, 4lo. 3. ‘ An Accu¬ 
rate Examination. . . occasioned by a Book 
of Mr. L. Milbouin,’ &c,, 1092,4to (addressed 
tu Eirmin, in reply to ‘ Mysteries (in Reli¬ 
gion) Vindicated,’ &c., 1692, 8vo, by Luke 
Milbourne [q. v.]) 4. 1 Reflections on Two 
Discourses... by Monsieur Lainoth,’ Sec., 
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3693,4to (addressed to J. S, i.e. John Smith 
[q. vj, clockmaker and theological writer). 
o. 1 Considerations on the Explications of 
the Doctrine of the Trinity. By Dr. Wallis,’ 
&c., 1698, 4to (addressed to 1 a person of 
quality’). 6. 1 Considerations on the Expli¬ 
cations of the Doctrine of the Trinity. Oc¬ 
casioned by Four Sermons,’ &o.,_ 1094, 4to 
(addressed to Hedworth). Published with 
his name, either on the title-page, or in. the 
body of the work, were: 7. ‘ A. Discourse 
concerning Natural and Revealed Eoligion/ 
&c., 1696,8vo. (Some copies have an ‘ Epistle 
Dedicatory’ to Brook Bridges; this was can¬ 
celled, and a new title-page substituted, same 
date); reprinted Glasgow, 1762,12mo. 8. ‘An 
Historical Account and Defence of the Canon 
of the New Testament,' &c,. 1700, 8vo (a 
letter, dated 29 Sept. 1099, in reply to To- 
land’s ‘Amyntor,’ 1099), 0. ‘The System 
of Grace and Free-will,’ &c., 1700, 8vo (a 
visitation Sormon). 10. ‘The Doctriuo of 
the Holy Trinity/ &c., 1701, Bvo (iu roply 1 o 
Allix and to the ‘ Bilibra Vorifatis/ 1700, 
ascribed to Willem Hendrik Vorst). 11. ‘In¬ 
stitutions concerning the Holy Trinity,’ &c., 
1708, 8vo (regarded by himself as his most 
mature work). 12. ‘ The Explication of the 
Articles of the Divine Unity/ &c., 171G, 8vo. 
Criticises the views of Samuel Clarke (1076- 
1729) [q.v.] An ‘Examination’ of these 
articles was printed by John Jackson (1080- 
1703) [q. v.] in 1716. 

[Grad. Oantabr. 1828; Clutterbuck’sHertford. 
1827, iii. 423; Wiillaro's Antitrinitariun Biog, 
1850, i. 313, 831, 371 soq.; Urmck's Noncon¬ 
formity in Herts, 1884, p. 763 ; Extract from Ad¬ 
mission Book of Magdalena Coll. Cambridge, par 
1 ? . Pattrick, osq.; oxlruots from tho registers of 
Little Hormend; copies of the so-culled ‘Uni¬ 
tarian Tracts,’ with contemporary annotations, 
-<ome by Nye himself; Njo’s works.] A G. 


‘ A Trve andFearefvll Vexation of one Als\ 
ander Nyndge: Being most Horribly Tor' 
mented with the Demll, from tho 20 dav of 
January to the 23 of July. At Lyermgawell 
m Suffocke: with his Prayer after lug 
liuorance. Written by His Owns Brother 
Edward Nyndge, Master of Arts, with the 
Names of the \Yitnessos that were at Ins 
Vexation. Imprinted at London for W g 
and are to bee sold by Edward Wriirlii 
Christ-Ohurch Gate, 1616.’ 8 

[Works mentioned.] O. F. g 

NYREN, JOHN (1704-1887), cricket 
chronicler, bon of Richard Nyren by his wife 
Frances, worn Ponnyoud, of Sliiidon, in 
Sussex, was bom at llntnbledon, in Hamp¬ 
shire, on 16 Deo. 1704. The Nyrcns were 
of Scottish descent, their real name being 
Nairne, Thoy wore Roman catholics and 
Jacobites,and were implicatedintheriaings of 
1716 and 1746. When tho Stuart cause was 
lost they emigrated southward, and for pru¬ 
dential reasons changed their name. Ricliud 
Nyren, a yeoman, who learned his cricket 
at Slindon under Richard Newland, wus 
founder and captain of llie famous Hamhle- 
don Club, which gavo laws to English cricket 
from 1760 until its dissolution in 1791. He 
is also sLated to have kept tho Bat and Ball 
Inn at Uamblodon, and was guardian of 
the ground on Broad Halfpenny ‘where 
tho Hamblcdonians wero wont to conquer 
England.’ 

Nyren waseducatodhy a jesuit who taught 
him a little Latin, ‘but/ he says, ‘Iwas a 
bolter hand at the fiddlo.’ According to his 
own account of his early lifu, he interested 
himself in cricket at an early age, ‘being 
since 1778 a sort of farmer's pony to my 
native elub of Hamblcdon.’ It appears that 
he was a loft-handed batsman of average 


NYNDGE, ALEXANDER (fl. 1073), 
demoniac, was apparently son of William 
Nyndgo, and brother of Sir Thomas Nyndge, 
of Herringswoll, Suffolk, whero he was bom 
about 1666-1667. Between January and 
July 1678 he was the subject of epileptic or 
hysterical attacks, and a narrative of his 
behaviour, which was attributed to demonia¬ 
cal possession, was published, with curious 
woodcuts, by his brother aud eye-witnesses. 
The title runs: ‘A Books Declaringo the 
FearfullVexasion of one Alexander Nyndge: 
Boynge moste Homblye Tormented wvth an 
euyll Spirit, The xx. daie of Januune. In 
the yere of our Lords 1678. At Lyerings- 
well in Suffolke, Imprinted at London in 
Fleetestreate, beneath the Conduits, at the 
Sygne of St. Jhon Euangelysto by Thomas 
Oolwell, b.l., no date.’ It was reprinted as 


ability, and a fine fluid at point and middle 
wicket. Ilia last appearance in a cricket 
match was in 1817, but ho watched the pio- 
gross of tho game until his death, ‘with the 
growing solicitude of an ancionl conserva¬ 
tive to whom the smallest innovationmeant 
ruin.’ 

In 1791 Nyren married Oleoplia Copp, 
with whom ho obtained a moderate fortune, 
audthoroupon lefthisnativevillage. Helived 
at Portsoa until 1790, then at Bromley, Kent, 
where he carried onbusinessasaoalioo-printer, 
and subsequently at Battorsoa, London. A 
delightful companion by reason of his geni¬ 
ality and sunny humour, ho was also an ac¬ 
complished musician, and liis interest iu 
musio secured him tho warm intimacy of the 
Novollos aud thoir oircle, including Leigh 
Hunt, Malibran, the Cowdon-Clarkes, aod 
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Charles Lamb. In Ills ‘London Journal' for edition appeared in 1898, with an introduc- 
9 July 1881 Leigh Hunt prints a letter from tion by Mr. Charles Wkibley. 

JS T yren describing a cricket match. He speaks The style is often slipshod, but this is more 

ofthe writer as ‘ his old, or rather his ever than atoned for by the interest of the sub- 
young friend,’ while of the letter he says ject, the grave sincerity of Nyren’s enthu- 
. (jjgje is a right handling of it, with relish- siasm, and the frequency of the graphic 
ing hits.’ _ touches. In its pages Tom Walker, of ‘ the 

Nvreu’s securest title to fame, however, scrag of mutton frame and wilted applejohn 
is of course the book published in 1888, and face, with 1 skm like the rind of an old oak/ 
entitled ‘ The Young Cricketer's Tutor, com- theheresiarchwhoinventedround-armhowl- 
prising full directions for playing the ele- ing; John Small, who once okarmed a vicious 
gant and manly game of cricket, with a com- bull with his fiddle ; George Lear, the long- 
plete version of its laws and regulations, stop, ‘ as sure of the ball as if he had been a 
byJoknNyren; a Player in the celebrated Old sand-bank;’ Tom Suetev, sweetest of tenors; 
Hambledon Club and in the Mary-le-Bone Harris, ‘the best bowler who ever livad;’ 
dub. To which is added The Cricketers of William Beldkam, alias Silver Billy, equally 
mv Time, or Itecollections of the most famous the best bat, who reached the patnaichal age 
Old Players. The whole collected and edited of 96—these and the rest live again, and 
by Charles Cowden Clarke/ London, 8vo. people once more Broad Halfpenny and 
Prefixed ie a ‘ View of the Mary-le-Bone Windmill Down. 

Club’s Cricket Ground.’ Tko work, which Nyron died at Bromley on 30 June 1837, 
was dedicated to William Ward, the chain- and was buried in Broiniey churohyard. By 
pion cricketer of his day, seems to have his wife, who predeceased him, he left five 
originated in Nyron's admiration for Vincent children, of whom a daughter, Mary A. 
Novello [q. v.] the muBician, at whose house Nyren (1790-1844), became superior lady 
he was a frequent visitor. There he used to abbess of the English convent at Bruges, 
talkmusic with Novello and cricket with No- A portrait by a granddaughter is extant, 
vello’a son-in-law, Charles Oowden-Olavke, JonN Nriunr (fl. 1830), author of ‘ Tables 
who, like himself, was an enthusiast about of the Duties, Bounties, and Drawbacks 
the game. Clarke jotted down, with but of Customs/ 1830, 12mo, with whom the 
little addition of his own, tho animated crieketoris confused in the‘Catalogue’of the 
phrases in which his friend related the ex- British Museum Library, was a first cousin, 
ploits of the Hamhledonians, and the result [Lillywhite's Cricket Scores and Biographies, 
was thlB prose epic of cricket, which passed 1882; E. V. Luoae’s Tlie Hambledon Men, 1007; 
to a fourth edition in 1840. It was re- Blackwood's Mag. Jon. 1882, Gent. Mag. 1838 
printed, with Lillywhite’s ‘ Cricket Scores ’ ii. 41 , 236,1837 ii. 213; private information.] 
and Denison’s ‘ Sketches/ in 1888, A new J. AV. A. 


0 

OAKELEY, Sib OHABLES, first the offices of judge-advocato-general and 
Babomet (1761-1826), governor of Madras, translator. These duties he discharged with 
secondsonofWilliamOakeley,M,A.,ofBal- diligence and commendation till November 
lid College, Oxford, rector of Forton, Staf- 1780, when he was compelled to resign them 
fordshire, Dy his wife Christian, daughter of in consequence of ill-hoalth. 

Sir Patrick Strakan, was born at Fortou on When Lord Macartney, in the summer of 
27 Feb. 1751, After being educated at 1781, had succeeded in obtaining from the 
Shrewsbury school, he obtained, through his nabob of Arcot an assignment of his revenues 
father's friend, Lady Olive, a nomination to to defray the expenses of the war in the Oor- 
a writership on the East India Company’s nalic, a committee, called the committee 
Madras establishment, received his appoint- of assigned revenue, was appointed to super- 
ment in October 1760, and arrived at his intend the collection of the revenues and to 
station on 6 June 1767. For fivo or six apply them. Of this committee Oakeley was 
years he was assistant to the secretary to made president. He began his duties in 
the civil department; was then, in January January 1782. In spite of the hostility of 
1778, promoted to succeed Mr. Goodlad in the nabob’s servants and subjects, and of the 
the secretaryship; and in May 1777 was re- great extent of Ilyder All’s oonquests in the 
moved to the corresponding post in tho mili- territories of the nabob, the board succeeded 
tary and political department, combined with in raising the Arcot contribution to the war 
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fund from ono and a quarter pagodas to nearly 
forty-l’our pagodas j and, while greatly for¬ 
warding the di Hi cult task of feeding the 
army, secured a considerable surplus, which 
■was handed over to the nabob on the conclu¬ 
sion of the war in March 1784. For these 
services the commit ten was publicly thanked 
by the governor-general and the council of 
Bengal; and even Burke, in liis speech on 
the nabob of Arcot’s debts, spoke of its ser¬ 
vices in high terms. 

The ability which Oakeley had displayed 
in theso a (lairs led to his appointment in 
April 1786 by Kir Archibald Campbell to 
the presidency of Lhe new board of revenue 
of Madras, This oilioo, however, he was 
compelled by family affairs to resign onvly 
in 1788, and in February 1789 be sailed for 
Europe on board tho Manship. 

Having been two-and-twonfy years in 
India, and being still some distanco in point 
of seniority from membership of council, 
he had littlo expcctal ion or desire of fur¬ 
ther service. Pitt and Duiulas, however, to 
whom Sir Archibald Oampboll had recom¬ 
mended him, pressed him to return, and, the 
court of directors having in 1789 placed on 
record its high appreciation of his sorvicua, 
he was ajmointed in April 1790 to succeed 
General Medows as governor of Madras, and 
was also gazetlud a baronot on 5 June. It 
wus expected that the transfer of General 
Medo ws to the governor-generalship of Bengal 
would take place forthwith, and Oakeley was 
accordingly sworn iu as governor. But when 
the nows arrived of the outbreak of fresh 
hostilities with Tippoo Sahib, the vacation 
of the governorship by Medows was neces¬ 
sarily postponed, and Oakeley was placed 
second m council at Madras, till tho course of 
tho war should render it possible for Gonaral 
Medows to bo transferred. Arriving iu 
Madras on 1C Oct. 1790, ha found General 
Medows in tho field, and therefore assumed, 
in his absence, charge of the civil adminis¬ 
tration of Madras, a task rendered doubly 
difficult l>y the great and constant needs ol' 
tho array, aud the extreme financial embar¬ 
rassment of the company’'s Madras exelieq ner. 
As this was largely duo to want of public 
conffdenco in the government, Oalroley, in- 
stcad of borrowing from Bengal or Europe, 
proceeded to improve tho administration of 
Madras. lie retrenched expenses, enforced 
a more efficient, collection of revenue, caused 
rupees, which formerly had been mere bul¬ 
lion and were converted into pagodus at. great 
cost of time and money, to circulate us cur¬ 
rency at less than tlioir market value, and 
exacted a subsidy of tun lacs per annum from 
the rajah of 'l'ravancore, on whoso account 


the war had been commenced. But perW, 
tho measure which most tended to reaturv 
public crodit was the resumption of cash 
payments for all army and public obligation” 
which had previously buen made only i n A’ 
case of tho most pressing debts. The 0 nlv 
exception which lie made was in the case of 
his own official salary, which remained un¬ 
paid till the close of the war, though he bad 
meantime to borrow money at twelve per 
cent, for his own private expenses. ^ 
These measures were taken only lust 
time. Un 20 May 1791 Lord Cornwallis 
was compelled, in suite of victory in tie 
fluid, to retire from Seringapatam,'destroy¬ 
ing his battering train for want of the means 
ol' transport. Heavy requisitions wore con¬ 
sequently made on tho Madras government 
for draught cattle, stores, mid funds. Fortu¬ 
nately, Uakeley’s reforms lmd enabled the 
presidency revenue to meet so large n por¬ 
tion of the expenses of tho war that the 
supplies from Bengal aud from England bad 
accumulated to nearly a million sterling, and 
tho company’s twelve-per-cent. bonds', re¬ 
cently at a discount,, Intel gone to a premium. 
The requisitions of Lord Cornwallis were 
theroforo prompLly anil amply met. Oake¬ 
ley pourod into the field of operations money, 
gram, and oaltlu. Lord Cornwallis wrote to 
him several letters (/•.//, 0 July and 4 Aug. 
1791, and 1 Jan. and 81 May 1792) recog¬ 
nising tho valueof this assist nnce; and the pre¬ 
sidency of Bengal benolited greatly by the 
ability of Madras to boar so largo a part of 
the burden. On the conclusion of the war 
in March 1792 General Medows quitted 
Madras, and Oakeley entered on the full 
authority of governor. 1 le at onco attacked 
tho question of converting tho company’s 
flouting debt. Step by step he converted 
tho twoivo-por-cunt. war dobt into eight-per¬ 
cent. bonds or paid it off’, and aftenvardsthe 
whole of the eighl-por-cont. dobt, incurred 
chiefly before the war, was paid off or con¬ 
verted into six-per-cent, obligations, which, 
iu spile of the reduction of interest, speedily 
wont to a premium. Accordingly, when the 
news reached India, in J ana 1793, of the out¬ 
break of war with (franco, a fully equipped 
army was promptly despatched against Pon¬ 
dicherry, and live lacs of pagodas remitted 
to Bengal without disturbance to the go¬ 
vernment credit. Tho Pondicherry expedi¬ 
tion was planned and directed by the Madras 
government, and had been, in fact, under¬ 
taken on (bikoloy’s own responsibility some 
weeks in advance of instruct ions from home, 
and as soon as the nows of the outbreak of 
war arrived overland. It was successfully 
completed by the fall of Pondicherry in 
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August 1793. On 7 Sept. 1701 Oakeley 
handed over the government to Lord Ho¬ 
bart and, returning to England, received, on 
5 Aug. 1795, the thanks of the court of direc¬ 
tors for his eminont services. 

Always much attached to the county of 
his birth, he settled at the Abbey, Shrews¬ 
bury near the residence of his father, who 
was now rector of Holy Cross, Shrewsbury, 
and lived there till in 1610 he removed to 
the Palace, Lichfield. A seat in parliament 
had been ofieredhimhy Sir William Pnlteney 
during his first visit to England in 1780, but 
the oner wus declined. Shortly after his 
final return he was sounded as to his willing¬ 
ness to accept the governor-generalship, but 
this he was equally unwilling to accept. lie 
corresponded with Dundas on Indian affairs 
from time to time, but for the most part 
occupied himself with classical studies and 
the education of his sons. At the time of 
the expected invasion by Bonaparte he com¬ 
manded a volunteer regiment of foot raised 
in Shrewsbury. His Inst years wore marked 
by unaffected piety and open-banded bene¬ 
volence, and tho administration of local 
charities owed much to his care. Having 
been acquainted with the educational work 
in Madras of Dr. Andrew Bell [q. v.], ho 
assisted warmly in tho establishment ol tho 
National Society’s schools on Bell’s system 
in Shrewsbury and Lichfield. He died at 
the Palace, Lichfield, on 7 Sept. 18:20, and 
was buried privately at Fovtun. There is 
a monument to his memory by Ohantroy in 
Lichfield Cathedral. lie married, on 10 Got. 
1777, Helena, only daughter of Robert Beat- 
son of Kili'ie, Fifeskire, a woman of groat 
energy and artistic talent. By her he had 
eleven children, ton of whom survived him, 
Of these, two sons, Sir Herbert and Frederick 
Oakeley, ore separately noticed; a third son, 
Henry, became a judge of the supreme court, 
Calcutta, and preueceasedkis father on 2 May 
1820. 

[Autobiographical Account of the Services of 
Sir Charles Oakeley, edited by his son, Sir Ilor- 
beit, 1830, privatoly printed; Cornwallis Cor- 
resp. cd. 1860, ii. 170, 220; Gent, Mag, 1820, 
pt. ii. p. 371-1 J. A, It. 

OAKELEY, FREDERICK (1802-1880), 
tractarian, youngest child of Sir Charles Ouke- 
ley,barl. [q.v.j, formerly governor of Madras, 
was bom on G Sept. 1802 at the Abbey House, 
Shrewsbury, from which, in 1810, his family 
removed to the bishop's palace, Lichfield. 
Hl-health prevented his leaving home for 
school, hut in his fifteenth year he was sent 
to a private tutor, Charles Sumner, after¬ 
wards bishop of Winchester [q, v.] In June 
1820 he matriculated from Christ Church, 


Oxford. Though shyness and depression of 
spirits somewhat hindered his success in the 
schools, he gained a second class in litem 
kumaniores in 1821. After graduating B.A. 
he worked in real earnest, and won the chan¬ 
cellor’s Lathi and English prize essays in 
182G and 1827 respectively, and the Eilerton 
theological prize, also in 1827. In this latter 
year he was ordained, and was elected to a 
chaplain fellowship at Balliol. In 1830 ho 
became tutor and catechetical lecturer at 
Balliol, and a prebendary of Lichfield on 
Bishop Ryder's appointment. In 1831 ho 
was select preacher, and in 1835 one of the 
public examiners to the university. The 
Bishop of London (Dr. Blomtteld) appointed 
him Whitehall preacher in 1837, when he 
resignod his tutorship at Balliol, but he re¬ 
tained his fellowship till ko joined the church 
of Homo. 

Diming his residence at Balliol as chaplain- 
fellow (from 1827) Oakeley became connected 
with the tractarian movoment. Partly ow¬ 
ing to tho influence of his brother-follow, 
William George Ward [q.v.], he had grown 
dissatisfied with the evangelicalism which lie 
had at first, accepted, and in the preface to 
his first volume of Whitehall Sermons(1837) 
he avowed himself a member of the new 
Uxford school. In 1831) he became incum¬ 
bent of Margaret Obapel, the predecessor of 
All Saints, Margaret Street, and Oxford 
ceased to be bis home. 

Perhaps the most interesting years of 
Oalteley's life were the Bix that he passed as 
minister of Margaret Chapel (1839-J 5), where 
he became, according to a friend’s description, 
the 1 introducer of that form of worship which 
is now called ritualism.' lie was supported 
by prominent men, among the friends of Mnr- 

S irot Chapel being Mr. Sergeant Bellasis, 
!r. Berestord-Hope, and Mr. Gladstone. 
The lattor wrote of Oalteley’s services that 
they were the most devotional he had ever 
attended. Oakeley, like his friend Newman, 
had an intense inherited love of music, and 
paid much attention to the work of his choir. 

Tho year 18dD was a turning-point in 
Oakeley’s life, As a fellow of Balliol he had 
joined in the election to a fellowship there 
of his lifelong friend and pupil, Archibald 
Campbell Tait, the future primate; but 
his mind was disturbed by Tait’s aotion in 
signing, with three others, the first protest 
against ‘ Tract XC.’ Tho agitation against 
the famous tract led Oakeley, like Word, to 
despair of his church and university; and in 
two pamphlets, published separately at the 
time both in London and Oxford, he asserted 
a claim * to hold, as distinct from teaching, 
all Roman doctrine.’ For this avowal he 
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was cited before the court of arches by the Staflfordienais; Wilfrid Ward's W. G. Ward 
Bishop of London. His license was with- the Oathohc Revival; private information.] 
drawn, and he was suspended from all cleri- 0. It. B, 

cal duty in the province of Canterbury until OAKELEY, Sib HERBERT, third 
he had'retracted his errors’(July 1845). baronet (1791-1845), archdeacon of Qol 
In September 1845 he joined Newman's Chester, third son of Sir Charles Oakeley 
community atLittlomore, and on 29 Oqt. was first baronet [q. v.J, was bom at Madras on 
received into the Roman communion in the ID Feb. 1791. Iiis parents brought him to 
little chapel in St. Clement's over Magdalen Englaud in 1794, and, after some years at 
Bridge. On 81 Oct. he was confirmed at Bir- Westminster School, he was entered at Christ 
mingham by Bishop Wiseman. From January Church, Oxford. Inl810hetooka'first-clas3in 
1846 to August 1818 ha was a theological litem himaniorea, graduated B.A. on 23 Feb. 
student in the seminary of the London, dis- 1811, and obtaineda senior studentship. At 
triot, St. Edmund’s College, Ware. In the the installations! Lord Grenville as chan- 
summer of 1848 he joined tho staff of St. cfilloronG Julyintkesameyear,herecited in 
George’s, Southwark; on 22 Jan. 1850 he the Sheldoninn Theatre, with excellent effect 
took charge of St. John’s, Islington; in 1852, a congratulatory ode of his own composition! 
on the establishment of tho now hiorarchy lie proceeded M.A. on 4 Nov. 1813, Having 
under Wiseman os cardinal-archbishop, he been ordained, he became in 1814 domestic 
was creat eel a canon of the Wostminster dio- chaplain to Dr. Ilowley, then Bishop of Lon- 
ccse, and held this office for nearly thirty don, to whom lie owod his subsequentprefer- 
years, till his death at tho end of January ment, and resided with the bishop for twelve 
‘1880. years, until his marriage. _ lie was presented 

Of Oakeley's forty-two published works by Bishop Ilowley to the vicarage of Ealing in 
the more important before his secession wore 1822, ana to the prebcndnl stall of Wenlock’s 
his volume of ‘Whitehall (Jhapel Sermons,' Barn in St. Paul's Cathedral. On 5 June 
1837: ‘Laudos Diuruoa; the Psalter and 1826kewasmamodatSt.Margarot’BOhurch, 
Canticles in the Morning mid Evening Ser- Westminster, to Atholl ICeturah Murray, 
vices. Bet and pointed to llie Gregorian Tonos daughter of Rov. Lord Charles Murray Ayns- 
by Richard Redhead,’ with a preface by ley, and niece of John, fourth duke of Atholl, 
Oakeley on antiplional chanting, 1848, and a and then took up liis residence at Ealing, 
number of articles contributed to the ‘ British By the death of his elder brother, Charles, 
Critic.’ After his conversion he brought out without male issue, after having held the 
many books in support of the oommunion title only three years, lie succeeded in 1880 
he had joined, especially 1 The Ceremonies to the baronetcy. In 1834IIowloy, now Arcli- 
of the Mass,’ 1856, a standard work at Rome, bishop of Canterbury, presented him to the 
where it was translated into Italian by Lo- valuable rootorv of Booking in Essex, aliving 
renzo Sautarelli, and published by authority; held by Lady Oakeley’s father in kor child- 
‘Tho Church of the Bible,’ 1857; ‘Lyra hood, and whioh then carried with it the right 
Liturgica,’ 1865; ‘Historical Notes on the of jurisdiction, under the title of deanand 
Tractarian Movement,’ 1805; ‘ Tho Priost to as commissary of tho Archbishop of Conter- 
the Mission,’1871; ‘The Yoioe of Creation,’ bury, over the Essex and Suffolk parishes, 
1876. _ Ho was a constant contributor to the whioh waro oxtra-dioeosan and constituted 
‘Dublin Review’ and the ‘Month,’ and to the archbishop’s peculiar. This jurisdiction 
Cardinal Manning’s ‘Essays on Religious was abolished shortly aftor Sir Herbert’s 
Suhjects’(18G3)hecontributed'T!iePositiou death. Both at Ealing and at Becking, 
of a Catholic Minority iu a Roman Catholic Oakeley was one of tho first to carry out 
Country.' The last article he wrote was one the now general system of parochial orgo- 
in‘Time’(March 1880), on ‘Personal Reool- nisation, by means of district visitors, week- 
lections of Oxford from 1820 to 1845 ’ (re- day services, Sunday-schools, &o. Unfortu- 
printed in MisB Couch’s Reminiscenoat of O c- natoly, Booking contained many noncon- 
ford, 1892, Oxf, nist. Soc.) Ills ‘ Youtk- formists, with whom he engaged in painM 
ful Martyrs of Rome,’ a verso drama in five disputes about churoli rates; but none the 
acts (1856), was adapted from Cardinal less he was hold in general esteem. In 1841 
Wiseman’s ‘ Fahiola.’ ho succeeded Arohaoacon Lyall in the arch- 

[Fobter’s Alumni Oson. 1716-1888; T. Muz- doacoury of Colchester; and when the bishop- 
ley's Reminiscences, passim; Newman's Letters, r ^ c °f Gibraltar was founded in 1842, it was 
ed, Mo/luy; Liddon’s Life of Pusoy; j. B. offered to him and declined. On 26 Jan. 1844 
Modty'b Correspondence ; Church's Oxford his wife died, and ho was so muoh affected 
Movement; E. G. K. Browne’s Annals of the bv her lass that he died also iu London on 
Tractarian Movement, i, 83; Simms’s Bibliotheca 27 March 1845, loaving four sons, of whom 
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the eldest) Charles William, succeeded to the 
title • and the second, Sir Herbert (1880- 
1903), was at one timo professor of music in 
the uni versityof Edinburgh; and three daugh- 
ters. He published little, but he was an 
eloquent speaker in public, and wrote for 
private circulation numerous short poems, 
and a memoir of his father. 

[Notes of the Life of Sir Herbert Oakeley, by 
his L daughter, the Hon. Mrs. Francis Drum¬ 
mond, privately printed, 1892; information from 
Sir Herbert Oakeley; Foster’s Alumni Oxon,; 
Alumni Westmonasterienses.] J, A, H. 

OAKES, Sib HILDEBRAND (1754- 
1829), baronet, lieutenant-general, elder son 
of Lieutenant-colonel Hildebrand Oakes, late 
of tke 33rd foot {d. 1707), and bis wife Sarah 
(d. 1776), daughter of Henry Cornelison of 
Braxted Lodge, Essex, was horn at Exeter 
on 19 Jan. 1754. On 28 Dec. 1787 he was 
appointed ensign in the 33rd foot (now Duka 
of Wellington's regiment), in which he be¬ 
come lieutenant in April 177 L, and ooptain on 
8 Aug. 1776. lie accompanied his regiment 
to America with the reinforcements under 
Lord Cornwallis [see Cornwallis, Oil arles, 
first Marquis] in December 1775, and 
served throughout the succeeding campaigns 
until the capitulation at Yorktown, Virginia, 
on 17 Oct. 1781. lie returned homo with 
his regiment in May 1781. In May 1786 he 
was aide-do-cnmp to Major-general Bruco on 
the Irish staff, became a brevet major on 
18 Nov. 1790, and major 66lli foot on 13 Sept. 
1791. He joined that regiment at St. Vin¬ 
cent, West Indies, in 1702, embarked with 
it for Gibraltar, and commanded it in that 
garrison until the arrival of the lieutenant- 
colonel in February 1794. On 1 March 1794 
he was appointed brevet lieutenant-colonel 
and aide-de-camp to Lieulenaiit-genoral the 
Hon. Sir Charles Steuart in Corsica, and in 
May quartermnBter-general in Corsica, whioh 
appointment was extended to the Mediterra¬ 
nean generally in June. On 12 Nov. 1795 he bo- 
came lieutenant-colonel 06th, and exchanged 
to the 20th Cameramans, retaining his staff 
appointment in Corsica until June 1796. In 
December 1797 he was quartermaster-gene¬ 
ral to the troops seut to Portugal under Sir 
Charles Steuart, became brevet colonol on 
1 Jan. 1798, and commanded abrignde at the 
reduction of Minorca in that year. In August 
1800 he left England on appointment to the 
staff of the army in the Mediterranean under 
Sir Ralph Aberororaby, and served with it 
throughout the campaign in Egypt in 1801 
as brigadier-general and second in command 
of the reserve under General Moore [aeo 
Moore, Sir John, 1701-1809]. He was 


wounded in the action of 21 March 1801, 
when Ahercromby fell. He returned home 
from Egypt in March 1802. In October 1802 
he was appointed brigadier-general at Malta, 
and on 10 Nov. 1804 lieutenant-governor and 
commandant at Portsmouth. On 1 Jan. 180n 
he became a major-general, and in June of 
the same year was appointed one of the com¬ 
missioners of military engineering, whose re¬ 
ports appear in ‘ Parliamentary Papers,’ 1800- 
1807. On 11 July 1808 he was appointed 
major-general and quartermaster-general in 
the Mediterranean, whence he returned home 
with tbo troops from Sicily under Sir John 
Moore in Dec. 1807. In March 1808 he wu3 
appointed to command the troops in Malta. 
He received the local rank of lieutenant- 
general in Malta on 80 April 1810, and in 
May that year was made civil and military 
commissioner in the island, a position lie 
hold until the arrival of his successor, Sir 
Thomas Maitland [q. v.], in Oct. 1818, when 
Oakes returned home in very broken health, 
and on 2 Ndv. 1813 was oreated a baronet in 
recognition of his services. Ho had attained 
the rank of lieutenant-general on 4 Jan. 1811. 
The outbreak of the plague in Malta, which 
swept off some five thousand persons, and 
was stamped out by the sterner measures of 
his successor,occurredduringOakes’sgovern- 
mont in 1813. Sir Robert Wilson, who 
visited Oakes at Malta in 1812, wrote of him: 
‘ Although but sixty, he is not far from his 
journey’s end. Whenever his voyage ter¬ 
minates, England will lose one of her 
bravest soldiers, and the world an exoellent 
man ’ ([Private Diary of Sir JR. T. Wilson, 
i. 68). Oakes was appointed lieutenant-gene¬ 
ral of tlio ordnance in 1814, a post lie re¬ 
tained until his death. Ho was made a G.O.B. 
on 20 May 1820. ne was appointed colonel 
1st garrison battalion on 23 Nov. 1803, was 
transferred to the 3rd West India on 24 April 
1800, and succeeded to the colonelcy of the 
62nd light infantry on 25 Jan. 1800, at the 
death of Sir J olin Moore, He was one of 
the commissioneis of Obelsea Hospital and 
of the Royal Military College, and amember 
of theconsolidaterl board. Ho died at Here¬ 
ford Street, Mayfair, London, 9 Sopt. 1822, 
aged 64, and unmarried. 

Sir Ilmrasr Oakes (1760-1827). baronet, 
lieutenant-general East India Company’s 
service, younger brother of the above, horn 
11 July 1766, received an Indian cadetship 
on 8 Fob. 1776, and was appointed a second 
lieutenant in the Bombay army on 18 May 
1776. He served two campaigns in Guzerat 
in 1776-6, iu tlio expedition to Poonali in 
1778, and at the sieges of Tellicherry, Onore, 
Bangalore, and Beanore in 1780-1. II e was 
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adjutant-general of tlie force, under General John Bishop in the school attached toliT 
Mathews, that surrendered at Bednore Liverpool Mechanics’Institution. Hisearhev 
(Nagur) on 28 April 1783, and was carried works were fruit-pieces. These he exhibited 
off prisoner hy Tippoo Sultaun (cf. Mill, in 1839 and the following years at the Liver. 
Sint, of India , ad, Wilson, iv. 267-0). pool Academy, of wlnchhe became a member' 
When Tippoo released the prisoners in 1784, and afterwards honorary secretary for Bereral 
Oakes was appointed by the Madras govern- years. 

meat captain-commandant of a battalion of About 1813 Oakes began painting wi 
sepoys (10 June 1784), and, when the scapes from nature, and in 1847 the first 
battalion was disbanded, returned to Bombay picture exhibited by him in London, 'Kant 
to command the grenadiers of the 2nd Bom- xrangeon, Carnarvonshire,’ appeared at the 

bay Europeans, whence he was transferred British Institution, and was followed in 1818 

to the 12th Bombay native infantry in by ‘ On the Ttiver Greta, Keswick,’ at the 
September 1788, and took the hold with Royal Academy. Ifo continued to send pic- 
that corps in 1700, serving first as quarter- lures, chiefly of Welsh mountain, moorland 
master-general,and afterwards ascommissarv and coast scenery, to these exhibitions as 
of supplies. lie was with his battalion at. well as to tko Society of British Artists 
the sieges of Cauanore and Seringapatam in Dudley Gallery, Portland Gallery, and else! 
1790, was detached with a separate force to where, and in 1850 came to reside in Lon- 
Kolnpore in Malabar, and was afterwards don. lie painted also in water-colours, amt 
with the troops under Major Cappage in in 1874 was olected an associate of the In- 
Ootoher 1791. In 1792 ho was appointed slit tile of Paint ors in Water-Colours, but 
deputyadjutaiil-generaloftheBmnbay army, resigned this position in 1875. Be was 
receivedtliestyleofadjiitimt-gencrnlinl706, elected an associate of tko Royal Academy 
and returned homo on sick furlough in 1788, in 1876, and an honorary member of tho 
having attained the rank of major on 0 May Royal Scott ish Academy in 1888. Duimg 
1796, and lieutenant-colonel oh 8 Jan. 1708. the lost six years of liih life ill-healthgreatl? 
lie went out again in 1802, and was appoint od ini orferod with tho practice of 1 ub art. Hi) 
colonel of the 7th Bombay native infantry, still, kowevBr, exhibited annually at the 
hut was compelled to return home through Royal Academy, where a picture entitled 
ill-healtk. He went to India once more in ‘The Warren’ nppeared tlio year after his 
1807 as military auditor-general at Bombay, death. Among liis best works were‘A 
but was again obliged to return home, lie Carnarvonshire Glen,’ ' A Solitary Pool,’ 
became a major-general on 26 July 1810, a 1 Glen Derry,’ ' Malldraotli Sands,’ 1 Aberffraw 
lieutenanfc-gonoral on 4 June 1814, and sue- Bay/'Marchlyn Mawr,’ ‘Linn of Muick,’ 
needed hie brother ns sooond barouol in 1822. ‘ Diiunotlar Castle,’ ‘ The Bass Rock,’ 'The 

ILemy Oakes married, on 9 Doc. 1792, Fallow Field,’ 1 Tho Border Oountrie,’'The 
Dorothea, daughter of General George Bowles Dee Sands/ ond 'Dirty Weather on tlie East 
of Mount Prospect, eo. Cork, hy wham ho Const.’ 

had four sons and three daughters. She died Oakes died at his residence, Leam House, 
on 24 May 1887. Oakes, whose constitution Addison Road, Kensington, on 8 July 1887, 
had been completely undermined in India, and was buried in Brompton cemetery. The 
was euhjeot to fils of insanity, in one of which South Kensingt on Musoum has an oilpaint- 
he destroyed himself. His death took place ing by him entitled ‘ Disturbed,’ an eflect of 
at his residence at Mitcham, Surrey, on early spring twilight, ‘A North Devon 
1 Nov. 1827. Glen ’ is in tlio Walker Art Gallery, Liver- 

[Burte’s Baronetage, under ‘Oakes;’ Gent, pool, and * Early_Spring ’ in the Glasgow 
Mag. 17B7 i. 251 (Lieutonnnt-colonol Oakes), Corporation galleries. 

1822 pt. ii, p. 373 (Sir Hildebrand Oakes), [Times, 13 July 1387; Athonasum, 1887, ii. 
1827 pt ii. p. 500; PhHippart’s Roy. Mil, Cal. 80; Bryan’s Diet, of Painters and Engravers, 
1820, ii. 101-2; War Office Oorrosp, in Public od. Grams and Armstrong, 1886-0, 11.768; 
RocorJ Offlaa relating to Corsica, Portugal, Exhibition Catalogues of the Royal Academy, 
Malta.&c.; Mill’s Hist, of India, od. "Wilson, vols, British Institution (Living Artists), Society of 
iv. ond v, for particulars of campaigns in which British Artists, ond Liverpool Academy, 1830- 
Henry Oakes was omployed.] II. M. C. 1888.] R. E. G. 

OAKES, JOHN WRIGHT (1820-1887), OAKES, URIAN (1031 P-1081), New 
landscape-painter, was born on 9 Jnly 1820, England divine, born in England in 1031 or 
ot_ Sproston House, near Middlewich, Obe- 1632, went out when a child with his father 
shiro, which had been in the possession of to Massachusetts. He graduated at Har- 
his family for. several generations, ne was Yard College in 1049, and ‘when a lad of 
educated in Liverpool, and studied art under small Btature published a little parcel of 
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astronomical calculations with this appro¬ 
priate verse in the title-page— 

PiiTam parra decent, sad iuest sua gratia parvis 

(Caiamt and Palmes, ii. 280). While in 
America he married Ruth, daughter of a 
well-known nonconformist minister, William 
Ames. Oakes returned to England during 
the time of the Commonwealth, and obtained 
the living of Titclifield, Thence he was 
ejected in 1662. His wife died in 1609. 
Two years later a deputation sent over to 
England to find a minister for the vacant 
church of Cambridge in Massachusetts chose 
Oakes. He commenced his pasloral labours 
m November 1071, and soon after ho became 
one of the governors of Harvard College. 
That body was in difficulties owing to the 
general dissatisfaction of the students with 
their president, Leonard Hoar [q.v,] The 
like feeling wns in some measure shared and 
countenanced by certain of the governors, 
among them Oalces. H o and other of his col¬ 
leagues resigned, and, in spite ofthoentroaties 
of the general court of overseers, would not 
withdraw their resignation till Hoar himself 
vacated the presidency on 16 March 1075. 
The vacancy thus created was filled by the 
appointment of Oakes. lie, however, would 
only accept it provisionally j hut after dis¬ 
charging the duties of the office for four years, 
he in 1679 consented to accept the full ap¬ 
pointment inform, and held it t ill Ins death on 
26 July 1681. Calamy states t hat Oaltos was 
noted for ‘ the uncommon sweetness of his 
temper,’ and in New England ho was greatly 
beloved by his eongrogat ion and popular with 
all who came in contact with him. 

His extant writings are three sermons—• 
two preached at the annual election of the 
artillery company in 1072 and 1076, and the 
third at the election of representatives in 1678 
—and a monody in English verso (Cambridge, 
1677) on the death of Thomas Shepard, mini s- 
ter of the church in Charlestown. Mr. Tyler 
describes Oakes’s one surviving effort in poel ry 
as ‘not without some mechanical defects ; 
binned also by some patches of tho prevail¬ 
ing theological jargon, yet upon the whole 
affluent, stately, pathetic; beautiful and 
strong with the strength of true imaginative 
vision.’ The praise may he somewhat exag¬ 
gerated. The stateliness becomes at times 
cumbrous ; the pathos is marred by (draining 
after antithesis. Yet, on the whole, Oakes’s 
power, dignity, and directness raise him far 
above the contemporary verse-writers of New 
England. 

Oakes stands out far more conspicuously 
above his contemporaries by the merits of 
his prose. In eubstanoe his sermons wholly 


break through the formalities of Calvinism; 
they are intensely human, alike in their 
treatment of moral problems and their ap¬ 
plication of scriptural precedents. The 
preacher is throughout a vigorous moralist, 
full of public spirit. The style is epigram¬ 
matic, yet free from conceits or forced anti¬ 
thesis, and capable of rising into real dignity 
aud eloquence. The purity and elegance of 
his Latin are proved by a specimen preserved 
in Cotton’s ‘ Magnalia.’ Urian’B brother 

Thomas Oakes (1Q4L1719), speaker of 
the Massachusetts Ilouse of Representatives, 
born in Cambridge, Massachusetts, on 18 June 
1644, was graduated at Harvard in 1062, 
subsequently studied medicine m London, 
and obtained some eminence as a physician, 
lie was elected a representative after the ro- 
volut ion and the expulsion of Sir Edmund 
Andros in 1089, and was chosen speaker. In 
the following year he was chosen assistant. 
In that year he went to England with Elislia 
Cooke to represent the interests of the colo¬ 
nists in the matter of a new charter. He 
was again chosen speaker to the House of 
Representatives in 1706. He died at East- 
liaven in Massachusetts on 16 .Tnly 1719, 
leaving two sons (IIuToinsaoir, History of 
Masmchuwth). 

[S.tviigo’s Oonealnpicat Diet, of Now England; 
Cotton Mather’s Magnolia; Tyler's History of 
American Liroraturr; Holmes’s History of Cam¬ 
bridge; Poiroe’s Hist, of Harvard University, 
pp. 44-6; Appleton’s Cyclop of American Biogr. 
lr, 648; Hutchinson’s History of Massachusetts.] 

J. A. D. 

OAKLEY, EDWARD (Jl. 1782), archi¬ 
tect, was probably a native of Carmarthen¬ 
shire. He stated in 1730 that he had been 
a government civil servant abroad, where he 
had ‘ long contemplated a famous republic ’ 
{Mag. Architect. pt. ii. Pref.) Before 1726 
he was residing in the town of Carmarthen, 
where he hold Ike position of provincial 
senior grand warden of the freemasons’ lodge. 
In 1726 he was one of the wardens of a 
lodge meeting at tho Three Compasses (or 
Carpenters' Arms) in Silver Street, Goldon 
Square, London, and there on 81 Deo. 1728, 
as master of the lodge, he delivered a speech, 
principally concerned with architecture. At 
the time lie was desenbod as an architect. In 
1780 ho was residing ‘over against Tom’s 
Coffee Ilouse, in St. Martin’s Lane.’ In 
1782 he designed the greenhouses and hot¬ 
houses for the Botanic Garden at Chelsea; 
the first stone was laid by Sir Hans Sloane 
on 12 Aug. 1782, and they were completed 
in 1784, Elevations, plans, and sections, 
drawn by Oakley, and engraved by B. Cole, 
are in the King’s Library, British Museum, 
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Oakley published: 1. ‘The Magazine of 
Architecture, Perspective, and Sculpture,’ 
Westminster, 1730, fol. A second edition 
was appearing in parts in 1732 (London Mag. 
1782, p. 494). 2. 1 Every Man a Compleat 
Builder; or Easy Buies and Proportions for 
drawing and working the several Parts_ of 
Architecture,'London, 1728,1763 (by which 
year lie was no longer living), 1774. Inl766 
ho published three designs for Blaclrfriars 
Bridge (MAiTLA2fn, London, 1766, p. 1892). 

[Diet, of Architecture; Antient Constitutions 
of the Frae-Miwons, 1731, pt, ii. p. 26; Lane's 
Masonic Lodges, pp. 4-6; Field and Semple’s 
Botanic Garden at Oheleea, pp. 63-4 j informa¬ 
tion from John Lane, esq., of Torquay.] 13. P. 

OAKLEY, JOHN (1884-1890), doan of 
Manchester, son of John Oakley, estate and 
land agent, of Blackheath, Kent, was bom 
nt Frindsbury, near Rochester, Kent, on 
28 Oct. 1884, and educated first at Rochester 
Cathedral school, and afterwards at Hereford 
grammar school. At Iloroford he won a 
Somorset scholarship, and, going to Oxford in 
1862, entered Braaenose Collego. lie had ob¬ 
tained an exhibition tenable at that college 
from Rochester Cathedral school. He was 
president of the Oxford Union in 1856. His 
lather intended him for a civil ongineer, and 
forsomesliort time he worked in an engineer's 
office at Chatham; hut his own leanings were 
strongly townrds the church. In 1867 he 
graduated B. A., and in the following year was 
ordained dencon, his first curacy being at 
St. Luke’s, Berwick Street, Soho, London, 
under the Rev. Harry Jones. Ho took 
priest’s orders and proceeded M.A, in 1869. 
Ho was afterwards enrate at St. James's, 
Piccadilly, and actod with great zeal as secre¬ 
tary to the London diocesan board of edu¬ 
cation, and as a promoter of the lay helpers’ 
association. In 1867 he was appointed vicar 
of St. Saviour's, Hoxlon, wliion post he held 
until 1881. For over twenty years he was 
one of the most zealous andacti vo of the clorgy 
of the metropolis. TIo was a decided high 
churchman, hut his ritual gave little offence. 
In many things ho was a disciple of Froderiok 
Denison Maurice. [q, v.], of whom ho onco 
wrote an interesting estimate in the ‘ Man¬ 
chester Guardian.’ His views hi politics and 
social questions were essentially liberal. His 
courage was unfailing when he behoved that 
ho had a righteous causo, and, though he 
always valued tlio good will and sympathy of 
friends, ho was utterly indifi'eront to the scoffs 
of those who resented his incursions into 
new paths. "With the working man he had 
genuine sympathy, and he was not a little 
proud of the compliment of a costermonger 


who called him ‘the poor bloke’s par.™. 
He acted as chairman of several imports,,1 
conferences between members of trade uniaas 
and others both in London and elsewhere 
and some action which he took on behalf of 
the men in a great gas-workers’ strike 
Manchester was typically generous. Some 
of his acts and utterances were deemed in- 
discreet, and caused distress to his friends • 
but they are amoug the incidents of his career 
which are most honourable to his memory 
In 1866 he was offered the bishopric of 
Nelson, New Zealand; in 1876 be declined 
the living of Tewkesbury, and in 1880 that 
of Ramsgate, which was offered to him hy 
Arohbishop Tait. In 1881 ho accepted the 
deanery of Carlisle at the hands of Mr. Glad¬ 
stone. Bofore leaving London he received 
an address and valuable testimonial from a 
large number of clergy and laity. He re¬ 
mained at Oarlislo for only about two years, 
but the time was long enough for him tomake 
his mark there Both inside and outside the 
cathedral. In Novembor 1888 bo was ap¬ 
pointed dean of Manchester. It was a time 
of peculiar local difficulty, on account of 
vexatious logal disputes between the cathe¬ 
dral chapter and the Manchester rectors, and 
of the proseoution of the Rev, S. F, Green, 
whoso cause he espoused in opposition to 
Bishop Fraser. Here, as in London and 
Carlisle, overy movement that promised to 
elevate tho condition of the working olasses 
had liis hearty support. In education gene¬ 
rally he took great interest; he wnsagovemor 
of tho V ictoria TJ ni versity and of tho grammar 
school, ns woll as one of the Ilulme trustees. 


lie constantly altonded and read papersatthe 
church congresses, and was a prolific contri¬ 
butor to tho press. Among other articles in 
the ‘ Manchester Guardian,’ written under 
the mm do gurn-o of ‘ Vicosimus,’ was a long 
memoir of his friend, Ilonry Nutcomhe 
Oxonham [q, v.], and an admirablo series of 
papers on Dean Burgon’s‘Lives of Twelve 
Good Mon,’ 1888-0. Besides many separate 
sermons and papers, he published 1 The Chris¬ 
tian Aspect and Application of tho Deca¬ 
logue.’ 1806, and 'The Conscience Clause: 
its History,’ 1806. 

Oakley was of a commanding figure, and 
his fine countenance impressed all who met 
him. He was one of the most approachable 
of men. 

He diod, after a tedious illness, atDogamyy, 
near Llandudno, North Wales, on 10 June 
1890,. and was buried at Ohiselliurst, Kent. 
A stained glass window was erected by public 
subscription to his memory in the south aisle 
of Manchester Cathedral. He married, on 
21 Jan. 1861, Clara, daughter of Joseph 
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PhelpS) of the island of Madeira and had a 
large family. 

Ifluardian, 18 June 1890, p. 973; Manchester 
Hmrlian, 14 Not. 1883, 11 and 16 June 1890; 
ri cft ith Journal (Manchester), June 1887, with 
nortmit; London Figaro, 24 Nor. 1888; in¬ 
formation supplied by Mr. F. P. Oakley of Man¬ 
chester.] 0 . w. s. 


OAKLEY, OCTAVIUS (1800-1867), 
water-colour painter, born in Bermondsey, 
London, on 27 April 1800, was the son of a 
London wool merchant, Ho was educated 
at the school of Dr. Nicholas at, Ealing, and 
wasintended for the medical profession, This 
design was frustrated by the embarrassed 
state of his father’s affairs, and he was placed 
with a cloth manufacturer near Leeds. There 
he drew portraits of his acquaintances in 
pencil, and by degrees his practice increased 
so much that he left business and embarked 
un a professional career. About 1825 he 
settled in Derby, where ho painted portraits 
in water-colours, and was patronised hy the 
Duke of D evonsliire and other noblemon of the 
neighbourhood. He removed to Leamington 
in 1836, and about 1841 he came to London. 
In 1842 he was elected an associate, and in 
1844 a member, of the Society of Painters in 
Water-Colours, where he exhibited hi all 210 
drawings of rustic figures, landscapes, and 
groups of gipsies, which earned for him the 
sobriquet of ‘ Gipsy Oakley.’ Meanwhile ho 
continued to send occasional portraits in 
water-colours to the Royal Academy, where 
he exhibited from 1826 until 1860. 

Oakley died at 7 Chepstow Villas, Bays- 
water, London, on 1 March 1867, and was 
buried in Highgate cemetery. His remain¬ 
ing works were Bold at Ohristio’s in March 
1869. Drawings by him of * Primrose 
Gatherers ’ and ' Buy my Spring Flowers ’ 
orein the South Kensington Museum. Ilia 
youngest daughter Isabel married Paul Jacob 
Naftel [q. v.], the water-colour pointer, 

[Art Journal, 1807, p. 115; Bryan’s Diet, 
of Paintara and Engravers, ad, Graves and 
Armstrong, 1886-89, ii. 220; Rogct’s History 
of ths Old Wator-Oolour Society, 1891, ii. 268- 
271; Royal Academy Exhibition Catalogues, 
1826-60; Exhibition Catalogues of the Society 
of Painters in Water-Colours, 1842-67.] 

B JS O' 

OAKMAN, JOHN (1748 P-1768), engra¬ 
ver andauthor, was born at nendon in Middle¬ 
sex about 1748, He was at first apprenticed 
to the map-engraver, Emanuel Bowen [see 
under Bowen, Thomas], but left him in con¬ 
sequence of an intrigue with his daughter, 
whom he afterwards married. Oalnnan next 
kept a shop for the sals of carioatures and 
similar prints, and, having some literary 
TOE. XIV, 


facility, made money by writing several 
worthless and disreputable novels, such aa 
‘The Life and Adventures of Benjamin 
Brass,’London, 1766, 12mo;‘Tlie History 
of Sir Edward Haunch,’ &c. A book called 
' The Adventures of William Williams, an 
African Prince,’ whom Oakman met in 
Liverpool gaol, had some success through its 
attack on slavery as au institution. Oakman 
had a considerable gift for song-writing, and 
wroto many popular songs for Vauxhall, Ber¬ 
mondsey Spa, &o. He also wrote burlettas 
for tho performances at Astley’s Theatre and 
elsewhere. Besides these occupations, he 
engraved on wood illustrations for children’s 
books and cheap literature. After a some¬ 
what vagrant life, Oakman died in distress 
at his sister’s house in King Street, West¬ 
minster, in October 1793. 

[Gent. Mug. 1793, ii. 1080; Redgrave’s Diet, of 
Artists.] L. C. 

OASLAND or OSLAND, HENRY 
(1026-1708), ejected minister, the son of 
‘Edward Oaland and Elisabeth his wife,’ 
was born at Sock in Worcestershire in 1025, 
and was baptised there on 1 May (Parish Re¬ 
gister). His parents were well-to-do peoplo, 
and Oasland, after having been educated at tho 
grammar school at Bowdley, entered Trinity 
College, Cambridge, about 1044. The in¬ 
fluence of Dr. Thomas Hill (d. 1663) [q, v.l, 
who was master of Trinity College, gave his 
thoughts a religious turn, and ho experienced 
a bittor feeling of remorse for having in earlier 
life engaged in dancing and sports on the 
Sabbath. 

In 1048, when on a visit to his parents at 
Rock, he preached in the locality with great 
success. He graduated B.A. at Cambridge 
in 1049, and M.A. in 1063. In 1660 he 
temporarily officiated at Sheriff Halos in Staf¬ 
fordshire, while the incumbent went to Lon¬ 
don to be ordained by tho assembly. He 
had already, on 1 Jan. 1049-50, taken part 
in Bowdley Okapel in n disputation between 
JolmTombes, vicar of Bewaley, and Richard 
Baxter on the subjoct of infant baptism 
(Baxter, Infant Membership). Soon after¬ 
words Tombes left Bewdley, and Oasland, 
after a first refusal, accepted the pastorate 
there in 1050. Ho always adapted his ser¬ 
mons to the requirements and capaoilics of 
his hearers, ondhis church wob Boon crowded. 
In 1061 he went to London, and was ordained 
hy the presbyterion ministers S. Olarke and 
Simeon Ashe at Bartholomew’s Exchange. 

In 1801 he was arrested on suspicion of 
beingconoemed in a plot of the presbyterians 
against the government, which is known 
both as Pakington’s plot and Baxter’s plot. 

8 B 
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A man named Cliurm, who owed a grudge to 
Oosland, claimed to have accidentally found 
a lotteT mentioning Oasluud'e complicity, 
which had been dropped from the pack of a 
Scottish pedlar, and was addressed to Sir 
John Pakington [q. v.] Oaslnnd was kept 
in close confinement at the George Inn in 
Worcester till 9 April 1069, when his fol¬ 
low-prisoner, Andrew Yarrcnton, Yavranton, 
or Yarrington [q. v.], on examination by the 
lord-lieutenant, satislied him of his own and 
of Oasland's innocence (Yauiuuton', i'uil 
Discovery, passim). 

Oasland was much associated with Bax¬ 
ter, who appreciated his fluency in tho pulpit. 
In August 1G62 Oasland was ejected from 
his living in Bewdley by the Act of Uni¬ 
formity, and removed to Staffordshire, where 
ho preachod privately. lie had many re¬ 
markable escapes from arrost, but the respect 
with whioh ho was universally regarded oil on 
prompted even mon of opposite opinions to 
shelter him. lie was cited by tho court of 
Lichfield, but discharged by the declaration 
for Liberty of 1685. Aft er t ho Toleration Act 
of 1688 he preached regularly till 3 Oct. 1763, 
when he was taken ill. He died on the 19th. 

Baxter described Oasland as ‘ the most, 
lively, fervent, moving preacher in all the 
county, of an honest, upright life,’ and not 
carried ‘too far from conformity.’ His 
generosity to the poor was groat, and he had 
u peculiar talent for winning the love and 
confidence of children. 

Oasland marriod, in 1600, a daughter of 
Mr. Maxwell, hanker and mercer, of Be wdley, 
by whom he had several children. Edward, 
his eldest son, was presbyterian minister at 
Bewdley, and died in January 1752, at which 
time he was possessed of a farm at llook 
and a house at Bewdley. 

Oasland published: 1. ‘The Christian's 
Daily Walk’ (under the initials O. N.), 
London, n.d. (P1060). 2. ‘The Dead Pas¬ 
tor yet speaketh,' London, 1662 (Kliximr, 
Register, p. 748); tho substance of two 
sermons preached at Bewdley, and printed 
without his knowledge. 

[Oasland’s Autobiography, and Life by his sen, 
in Bewdley Parish Magazine, March 1878, and 
following numbers; Sylvester’s ileliq. Bax- 
terianiB, pt. i. pp. 00, 96, pt. ii. p. 083, pt. iii. 
p. 0]; Burton's Hist, of Bewdley, pp, 23-4, 49 ; 
Pahner's Nonconformist’s Memorial, iii. 383-7 ; 
Cal. State Papers, 1661-2, pp. 143, 140; assis¬ 
tance from the Bov. E, Winninglon Ingram of 
Bewdley; Cambr. Univ. Beg,perthoEegiatrury; 
Notes and Queries, 8 th son. vii. 102.] B. P. 

OASTLER, RICHARD (1789-1861), 
‘ the factory king,’ tho youngest of tho eight 
children of Robert Oastler of Leeds, was 


bom in St. Peter’s Square in that town 
20 Dee. 1789. Ilia mother, a daughter of 
Joseph Sourr of Leeds, died in 1828. y, 
father, originally a linen merchant at Tkirsk 
soltlod at Loods, and became steward of the 
Fixby estates, Huddersfield, tho property of 
the Thornhills of liiddlcsworth, Norlolh 
Dismheriled by Ins father for kia methodism 
the older Oastler was one of the earliest ad¬ 
herents of John Wesley, who frequently 
stayed at his house on his visits to Yorkshire 
On Wesley’s last visit he is said to have 
taken Richard (lustier, thou a child, in bis 
arms and blessed him. 


Educated at tho Moravian school at Ful- 
nols, where Henry Btomlmuer was bis tutor 
Llichard Oastler wisbud to become a barrister: 
but his father articled him to Charles Watson" 
architect, at Wakolield. Compelled by weak¬ 
ness of sight to ubundoii this profession after 
lour years, ho became a commission agent 
and by his industry acuumuluted considerable 
wealth. But lie lost evoryllilngml820, Ris 
father dying in July of that year, Thomas 
Thornhill, the absenteo owner of h’ixby, ap¬ 
pointed him to tho stewardship, at u salary of 
3002. a year. Oastler romovod from Leeds to 
Jj’ixby Hall on 5 Jan. 1821, and devoted him¬ 
self to his now duties. Tho estate contained 
at that timo nearly one thousand tenants, 
many of them occupying very sniull tenures; 
but tlio annual legal expenses of OastleA 
mamigoinout wore not nioro than 52. (Fleet 
Papers, vol, i. No. 26, p. 203), 

Dustier was at this time well known in 
the West Riding. Ho liiul burn since 1807 
an advocate of tlio abolition of slavery in 
tlio West Indies. Ho also supported Queen 
Cnrollno and opposed Roman catholic eman¬ 
cipation, WJulo ho was on u visit in 1830 
to Joliu Wood of Horton Hall, aftorwavdsof 
Theddon Grango, Hampshire, an extensile 
manufacturer of Bradford, who had intro¬ 
duced many reforms into his own factory, 
liis host told him (29 Sept.) of tho evils of 
children’s employment in tlio Bradford dis¬ 
trict, and exacted from him a promise to 
devote himself to their romuval. ‘I bad 
lived for many years,’ wrote Oastler, ‘in tlio 
very heart of tlio factory districts; 1 had been 
on terms of intimacy and of friendship with 
many factory masters, und I had all the while 
fancied that J'aolorios wore blessings to the 
poor ’ [ib, vol. i. No. 13, p, 104). AftcrWood’s 
disclosure lio on t ho same day (29Sept.) wrote 
a letter to tho ‘Leeds Mercury f entitled 
‘ Yorkshire Slavery,’ in which he described 
what ho had heard, Oastlor's statements 
wore met with denial and criticism; bathe 
est ablislved their truth, and won the gratitude 
of working men. lie indicated the policy 
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bf which parliament might bo inducerl to 
protect the i'uctory hands in a letter in the 
1 p^eeds Intelligence! ’ (20 Oct. 1881) entitled 
i gi^ery in Yorkshire,’ and addressed ‘ to the 
■« orking classes of tho West Biding.’ ‘ Use 
our influence,’ he wrote, 1 to prevent any man 
eingreturned who will not distinctly and un¬ 
equivocally pledge himself to support a“ Ten- 
Ilours-a-day and a Time-book Bill.” ’ About 
the same time he formed tho ‘ Fivby Hall Com¬ 
pact ’ with the working men of Huddersfield, 
by which they agreed to work together, witli- 
outregard to parties in politics or sectsinreli¬ 
gion, for tho reduction of the hours of labour, 
(jastler was also in constant correspondence 
with Michael Thomas Sadler [q.v.], the p ji lia- 
mentary leader of the movement. The in¬ 
troduction of Sadlor’s bill for regulating the 
labour of children and young persons in 
nulla and factories was followed by nume¬ 
rous meetings, at which O.isller advocated 
the cliims of the children, lie was ex¬ 
amined at length by tho select committee on 
Sadler's bill, lie took the chief part in or¬ 
ganising a great meeting on 21 April 1832, 
when thousands of working people from all 
parts of the clothing districts joined in a 
1 pilgrimage of mercy ’ to York m favour of 
the bill. At Bradford, at Munches ter, and 
Other places, Oastler, snwutimes in company 
with Sadler, was received with enthusiasm. 
His opponents nicknamed him ‘king,’ a title 
which ho took to himself, and by which he 
soon became known throughout Lancashire 
and Yorkshire. 

On 28 Feb. 1833 Oastler addressed an im¬ 
pel taut meutingat the City of London Tavern, 
convened by tho London society for the im¬ 
provement of tho factory children. This 
vvus the first meeting hold in London in 1 
connection with the movement, and the first 
under the parliamentary leadership of Lord 
Ashley. After the dofeat of Lord Ashloy's 
hill and the passing of tho mild government 
measure generally known as Lord Althorp's 
Act, Oastler continued to write and spuuk 
in favour of a ton-hours day. In the sum¬ 
mer of 188G ha published a socles of letters 
on that and similar subjects In some of the 
most popular unstamped periodicals of the 
day, in order that he might impress his tiows 
on a class otherwise beyond his reach. 
Poulett Thomson's hill to repeal 1 the thir¬ 
teen-year-old clause,’ thus making twelve, 
eara the age-limit for those employed eight 
ours a day, caused a fresh outburst of ex¬ 
citement, during which Oastler went Horn 
one town to another addressing meetings. 
At a meeting organised by the Blackburn 
short time committee (16 Sept. 1836) ho 
taxed the magistrates, who were there, with 


their refusal to enforce the Factory Acts, 
threatening to toaoh the children to 'apply 
their grandmothers’ old knitting-needles to 
the spindles’ if they again refused to listen 
to their complaints. This threat naturally 
provoked severs criticism; and Oastler, in 
order to make his position clear, published a 
pamphlet, 1 The Law and the Needle,’ in 
which he justified himself, on the ground 
that, if the magistrates refused to put thu 
law into eveeution for the protection of 
children, there was no remedy but an appeal 
to force. 

Meanwhile Oastler’s views on the new 
poor law, a subject inseparably connected in 
his mind with the ton-hours agitation, were 
involving him in eeriouB ditliculties. lie 
believed th.it tlio powers with which parlia¬ 
ment had invested tho poor-law commis¬ 
sioners for the supply of tho factory districts 
with labourers from tho agricultural coun¬ 
ties would load to the diminution of wages 
and the deterioration of the working classes. 
He also objected to the now poor law on the 
ground that it severed the connection be¬ 
tween the ratepayers and their dependents, 
and sapped the parochiulsystem, when, in 
accordance with his views, ho resisted the 
commissioners in the township of Fishy, 
Fnmkland Lewis, on their behalf, asked 
Thornhill to assist, them in enforcing the law. 
Thornhill hud hitherto regarded Oastlor’s 
ublic work with approval. IIo had intro- 
ucod Oastler to several statesmen, among 
them the Duke of Wellington, with whom 
Oas tier carried on a long correspondence. But 
Thornhill would not countenanco Oastlor’s 
opposition to tho poor-law commissioners, 
and ultimately discharged him (28 May 
1838). 

Oastler removed to Bromplon, and was 
supported by the gifts of anonymous friends 
in Lancashire and Yorkshire. But when ho 
left Thornhill’s service he owed him 2,000/., 
and Thornhill took proceeding's at law to re¬ 
cover it. The case was tried in tho court of 
common pleas before Lord-ohief-justico Tin- 
dal and a speciul jury on 10 July 1840, when 
judgment was given against Uastler; but 
there was no imputation on his character. 
Unable to pay tho debt, Oastler was on 
9 Doc. 1840 sent to the Fleet Prison, and 
there he remained far more than three years. 

During his imprisonment Oastler was not 
inactive. He published on 2 Jon. 1841 the 
first number of ‘The Fleet Papers; being 
Letters to Thomas Thornhill Esquire of 
Riddlesworth . , . from Richard Oastler 
his prisoner in the Fleet. With occasional 
Communications from Friends.’ By means of 
Ikeso papers, Which appeared weekly, and in 
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which Oastler pleaded the cause of the fac¬ 
tory workers, denounced the new poor law 
and defended the com laws,_ ho exercised 
great influence on public opinion. ‘ Oastler 
Committees’ were formed at Manchester and 
other places in order to assist him, and ‘ Oast¬ 
ler Festivals,’ the proceeds of which were for¬ 
warded to him, were arranged by working 
men. In 1842 an * Oastlor Liberation Fund ’ 
was started. At the end of 1848 the fund 
amounted to 2,600/. Some of Oastler's friends 
guaranteed the remaining sum necessary to 
effect his release, and in February 1844 he was 
set at liberty. He made a public entry into 
Huddersfield on 20 Fob. From that timeunt il 
1847 he continued to agitato for a ton-hours 
day; but with the passing of Lord Ashley’s 
Act his public career practically terminated. 
He edited a weekly newspaper called ‘ The 
Home,’which ho commenced on 3 May 1851, 
and discontinued in June 1866. He died at 
Harrogate on 22 Aug. 1801, and was buried 
in Kirks (all churcliyaid. 

Oastler was a churchman, a tory, and a 
protectionist. Ono of his objections to the 
new poor law was that it would proye fatal 
to the interests of tho church and the 
landed proprietors, and that the repeal of the 
oom laws would inevitably follow its enact¬ 
ment. lie defined his tory ism to the Duke 
of Wellington as ‘a place for everything, 
and everything in its place.’ _ne hated 
'Liberal philosophy,’ and was bitterly op¬ 
posed to the whig manufacturers. Violent 
in his denunciations, and unfair to his oppo¬ 
nents, he hoe boen called the Danton of the 
factory movement. He was a powerfully 
built man, over six feet in height, and had 
a commanding presence. Hie voice was 
‘stentorian in its power and yet flexible, 
with a flow of language rapid and abundant ’ 
(Thoilopu). There is a portrait of him by 
J.H.Hlidge, engraved by William Barnard, 
published at Leeds, 1882; another portrait 
by W. P. Frith, engraved by Edward Mor¬ 
ton (‘ Life and Opinions,’ &c.) ; an engraving, 
‘ Richard Oastler in his Cell ’ ( ! Floot Papers,’ 
vol. i. No. 12) j an engraving in [Spence's] 
'Eminent Men of Leeds; ’ a steel engraving 
by J. Passcl White, after B. Garsido, given 
with the‘ Northern Star ’ about 1888 j and a 
bronze statue byj. Bemie Philip at Bradford, 
unveiled by Lord Shaftesbury on 16 May 
1809. A stained-glass window was erected 
to his memory in 1804 in St. Stephen’s 
Church, Kirkstoll. 

Oastler married Mary, daughter of Thomas 
and Mary Tatham of Nottingham, on 10 Oot. 
1816. Born on 24 May 1798, she was a 
woman of great natural ability and roligious 
feeling, She died at Headiugloy,neor Leeds, 


on 12 Juno 1846, 
Oastler’s two cl 


Guildford, Surrey. 

Oastler was a constant contributor to 
newspapers and other periodicals, and lie 
published many pamphlets concerning the 
factory agitation. A volume of his ‘Speeches' 
was published in 1860. He also, in con- 
junction with the Rev. J, R, Stephens, edited 
the ‘Ashton Chronicle,’ a weekly journal, 
His last tract, on Convocation, annenmi 
shortly before his death, 11 

[Skotch of the Life and Opinions of Richard 
Oastler (Hobson: Leeds, 1838); Taylor’s Bio¬ 
graphic Leodicnsis, pp. 499-603 (mainly founded 
on tho obituary notice of OaBtlor in tho Leeds 
Moreury), Supplomont, p. 071; Yorkshire Anso - 
doto\ p, 09 ; (Sponco’b] Eminent Mon of Leeds 
pp. 63-9; Life of Edward Bainos, p. 86; Beau¬ 
mont's Memoir of Mary Tatham, pp. 187 , 169, 
206; Hoddor’s Life of tho Earl of Shaftesbury 

i. 214-16, 301, ii. 189, 211 , tii. 219; Trollops’s 
Wlmt I remombur, ii. 11, 12,13; Bull’s Lecture 
on tho Carper and Character of Bichard Oastler 
Esq. (Loods Inlolligoncor, 7 Fob. 1803); Ash¬ 
ton’s Floot Prison; Chnmliois's Book of Bays, 

ii. 244; Von Honor’s English Factory Legisla¬ 
tion, passim; Alfrod's (i.o, Snnuiol Itydd’s) His¬ 
tory of tho Factory Movement, pnssim; Beport 
from tho CommitLee on tho Bill to Eognlate the 
Labour of Ohildron in tho Mills and Factories 
of tho United Kingdom, 1832, pp. 464-03; 
Times, 11 July 1840; Floot Papors, passim, 
The Homo, pnssim ; Leeds Intelligencer, 24 and 
81 Aug., 1 Deo. 1801; Gent. Mag. 1801, ii. 449, 
464, 089; Ann. Bog. 1801, p. 470; 
Mercury, Weekly Supplement, 8 Sept. 1894; 
and information kindly supplied by Mrs. Earle, 
daughter of tho lato Bov. J. B. Stephens, High- 
ompton, Devonshire; tho Bov. John Fickford, 
rector of Nowbouvne, Suffolk; CharlosW. Sutton, 
esq., Manchester, and others.] W. A. S. H. 

OATES, FRANCIS(1840-1876), traveller 
and naturalist, second son of Edward Oates of 
Meanwoodside, Yorkshire, hv Susan, daugh¬ 
ter of Edward Graoo of Builoy, in the same 
county, was born at Meanwoodside on 6 April 
1840. Ho matriculated from ChriBt Church, 
Oxford, on 9 Fob. 1801, but took no degree, 
owing to bad health. For some years nom 
1804 he was on invalid. In 1871 he travelled 
in Control America, where he made a collec¬ 
tion of birds and insects. On his return in 
1872 ho was elected a follow of the Royal 
Geographical Society. On 6 March 1878,ac¬ 
companied hv his brother, W. E. Oates, he 
sailed from Southampton for Natal with the 
intention of making a journey to the Zam¬ 
besi, and, if possible, to some of the unex¬ 
plored country to the northward, for the 
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purpose of acquiring a knowledge of the 
natural features of the country and of study¬ 
ing its fauna. Leaving Maritzburg on 16 May 
1873, he spent some time in the Matabele 
country north of the Limpopo river. Three 
attempts to proceed were frustrated by the 
weather and the opposition of the natives. 
Finally, starting on 8 Nov. 1874, he arrived 
on the banks of the Zambesi on SI Dec., 
and succeeded in amassing large collections 
of objects of natural history. lie was one 
of the first white men who had seen the 
Victoria Falls in full flood; but no entries 
are found in his journal after his arrival 
there. The unhealthy season came on, and 
Oates contracted a fever. After an illness 
of twelve days, ho died when near the Ma- 
kalalta kraal, about oighty miles north of the 
Tati river, on 6 Feb. 1876, and was buried on 
the following morning. Dr. Bradshaw, who 
happened to be in the neighbourhood, 
attended him, and saw to the safety of his 
collections. Oates’s journals were odited 
and published by his brother, Charles George 
Oates, in 1881, under the title of ‘Matabele 
Laud and the Victoria Falls: a Naturalist’s 
Vandering in the Interior of South Africa.’ 
A second and enlarged edition appeared in 
1889, with appendicos by experts on the 
natural history collections. 

[Journal of the Koynl Geographical Society, 
1875, vol. xlv. p. clii; Memoir (pp. xix-xlii) in 
Matabelo Land, 1889, with portrait; Foster’s 
Pedigrees of Families of Yorkshire, 1874; Times, 
26 May 1875, p. 10.] G. 0. B. 

OATES, TITUS (1640-1706), perjurer, 
the son of Samuel Oates (1610-1683), rector 
of JIarsham in Norfolk, was horn at Oakham 
in 1649. His father, the descendant of a 
family of Norwich ribbon-weavers, loft the 
ostahiisliedohurcli,and gained some notoriety 
as a ‘dipper’or anabaptist in East Anglia 
in 1646. In 1049 he appears to have been 
chaplain to Colonel Pride's rogiment, but he 
was expelled from that post by Monde in 
1654 for stirring up sedition in the army. In 
1606 he received a living in the church, 
that of All Saints, Hastings, hut he was ex¬ 
pelled for improper practices in 1674. He 
is stated by Wood to have died on 6 Feb. 
1083 (Life and Times, iii. 80; cf. Addit. MS, 
6800,f. 288). Accordmgto Oates’s own testi¬ 
mony when appealing for the payment of 
the arrears of his pension in 1897, his aged 
mother, whose name is unknown, was living 
in that year. He also seems to havo had 
a brother named Samuel (Trial of Thomas 
Knox and John Lane, 1679). 

Titus was entered at Merchant Taylors’ 
School in June 1666, but was expellod in 
the courso of his flrst year, and it waB from 


Sedlescombe school, near Hastings, that he 
passed, in 1067, as a poor scholar, to Gonville 
and Caras College, Cambridge. Early in 
1609 he had to migrate to St. John’s Col¬ 
lege, wherehiafather, nowa zealous Anglican, 
having baptised him, sought an Arminian 
tutor for him. His choice fell upon Dr. 
Thomas Watson [q. v.], who left this note 
concerning his pupil (now preserved in the 
Baker MSS. at St. John’s): ‘ He was 
a great dunce, ran into debt; and, being 
sent away for want of money, never took a 
degree ’ (Mayor, St, John’s College Register ; 
of. Wilson, Memorabilia Cantabngiana, 1803, 
p. 69). Nevertheless, after some failures, 
Oates contrived to ‘slip into orders’in the 
established church, being instituted to the 
vicarage of Bobbing in Kent on 7 March 
1673, on the presentation of George Moore 
(Reg, Sheldon. Archiep, Cantuar. f. 634). In 
1074 he left Bobbing, with a license for non¬ 
residence, and went as a curate to hisfathar 
at All Saints, Hastings. There, within a few 
months of his arrival, he was a party to a 
very disgraceful charge, tramped up byhim- 
soli'and liis father, against a certain William 
Parker, a local schoolmaster. The indiot- 
ment wa3 quashed, Oates was arrested in an 
action for 1,0007. damages, and thrown into 
prison, while his father was ejectod from his 
living (Woon, Life and Times, Oxf. Hist. 
Soc. li. 417). Titus was removed to Dover 
prison, and it was probably in connection 
with this oaso that, in 1676, a crown-office 
writ was issued to the corporation of Dover 
to remove to the king’s benok an indictment 
of perjury preferred, by Francis Norwood 
against Oates (see Sussex Archceological 
Trans, xiv. 80). Before the case came on 
Oates managed to escape fromDover gaol, and 
he hid in London for a few weeks, at the end 
of which period he obtained a berth as chap¬ 
lain on board a king’s ship, and appears to 
have madothe yoyage to Tangier. Within a 
few months, however, ho was expellod the 
navy. Criminal though he was, he next 
found means of obt aining the post of chaplain 
to the protestants in the Duke of Norfolk's 
household. At Arundel he came into con¬ 
tact with a number of papists, and it is pro¬ 
bable that there he first oouoeivedtbe plan of 
worming himself into secret counsels which 
he might hotray for hie personal profit to the 
government. Circumstances favoured such 
a design. In the winter of 1676, being once 
more in London and in a destitute condition, 
Oates encountered Israel Tongo [q. v.], reotor 
of St. Mary Staining, and formerly vicar of 
Plucldey in Kent. Oates had probably made 
bis acquaintance during bis brief residence 
in the neighbouring parish of Bobbing. 
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Tonga was now devoting all bis energies to 
the production of diatribes against the jesuits, 
whom he suspected of plotting an English 
version of the massacre of St, Bartholomew. 
In return &t food and shelter Oates readily 
joined him in his literary labours, and for a 
short period lodged in the Barbican, whore 
Tfongewaetkan living in Sir Richard Barber's 
house (State Trials, vii. 1821), ‘the more 
conveniently to diseourso with the doctor 
about their common purpose.’ In 1877, under 
Tonga’s directions, Oates began ‘ The Cabi¬ 
net of Jesuits Secrets opened, 1 a somewhat 
colourless account of the supposed methods 
adopted by tbe order for obtaining legacies, 
said to be translated from the Italian; it 
was issued, 1 completed by a person of quality,’ 
in 1879. But the acquisition of such an ally 
as Oates enabled Tonge to greatly onlargo 
the 'sphere of his activities. Convinced that 
a jesuit plot was in progress, Tenge’s object 
was to ‘make the people jealous of popery.’ 
That once ('fleetcd, he convinced Oates that 
Ikoir fortunes would be made. The books 
producod little effect; a more potent stimu¬ 
lus to public opinion was needed. Oates 
proved an instrument absolutely devoid of 
scruples. lie set himself laboriously to 
learn the secrets of the jesuits, haunied the 
Pheasant coffee-house in Ilolborn and other 
favourite resorts of the catholics, with whom 
he last no opportunity of ingratiating him¬ 
self. In April 1077 he formally professed 
reconciliation with the church of Rome. He 
picked up acquaintance with Whitbread, 
Weltering, and others of the fathers at Somer¬ 
set House, where Charles’s queen-consort 
had her private chapel, and eagerly sought 
admission among the jesuits. Consequent ly 
he embmepd with much satisfaction an offer 


Rep. App. ii. 08; cf. Bagford Ballads, ii 
667). lie returned to Tonge with very httle 
information; his patron deemed it indispen¬ 
sable that he should increase it; eo on 10 Dec 
1677 he obtained admission as a ‘younger 
student’ (though ho wasnow twenty-eight u 0 
the English seminary at St. Omer. Ilckepta 
fooling thero until 23 June 1678, when an 
inevitablo expulsion precipitated ins dis¬ 
closures (Florus Angh^Bamricus, Lfem, 
1685). lie returned to Tonge, who was then 
lodging in the house of one Lambert, a bell- 
founder in Vauxhall, and the pair managed 
to involve in their schemes one Christopher 
Kirkby, n Lancashire gentleman, whose* in¬ 
terest in chemist ry had introduced him to the 
notice of Charles II. 

The fictitious details of the ‘popish plot’ 
were fabricated during the six weeht, that 
followed Oates’s return. With a view to 
starting it upon its career, Kirkby was in¬ 
structed by his companions to npprhe the 
king of a pretended secret design upon liis 
life, as Charles was wnlkingwith Ilia spaniels 
in St. James’s JPnrlc on 12 Aug. 1678. Ivirkby 
was backed up by a paper giving details, 
which was prepared by Oates, and was sub¬ 
mitted to Drill by by Tonga (Eaciukd). Oates 
himself did not appear in tlio matter until 
6 Sept. 1078, when, in company with Tonge, 
he visited Sir Edmund Berry OJodtrey [q. v.]. 
a well-known justice of the peace, and de¬ 
posed to the truth of a long written narra- 
tivo, giving pnrficulnrs of a comprehensive 
plot against tlio life of Charles II, and the 
substitution of a Roman catholic ministry 
for that in existence, willi the Duke ofYork 
as king. The original narrative consisted of 
forty-ihioe articles or clauses; but, by 
assiduous labour in the course of the next 


of admission to a college of the society abroad, three weeks, Oates managed to raise this 
He embarked in the Downs in the spring of number to eighty-one. Ho knew just enough 
1677, and entered the Jesuit Colegio do los about tho personnel of tlio josuits in London 
Ingles.es at Valladolid on 7 Juno in that to fit the chief actors in his plot with names, 
year. In about, five months, however, his but the majority of the details wore palpabh 
scandalous behaviour procured his summary invented, and tho narrative loomed with 
nnd ignominious expulsion. In memory of absurdities. The drift of his so-called rsvela- 
liis sojourn in Spam, Oates subsequently tion was to tho effect that, tlio jesuits had 
styled himself D.D. of Salamanca; hut this been appointed by Pope Innocent XI (a 
assumption had no foundation in fact, and pontiff whoso policy was in reality rather 
was justly ridiculed by Dryden, Tom Brown, I directed against the losttite and all extremists 
Sir Roger L’Estrange, nnd others. Oates within tho church) to supreme power in 
also stated ut_ a later date that he had been England. Tho ‘Blaok Bastard,’ as they colled 
sent to Madrid as jesuit emissary, to treat the king, was a condemned heretic, and wa9 
with the general of the order, Paulus de to be put to death. Peru la Chaise had lodged 
Oliva, concerning the conspiracy agaiust Eng- 10,0001. in London for any one who would 
land; hut in 1879 the muleteer who con- do tho deed, and this sum was augmented 
ducted Oates to and from Valladolid woe by 10,0001. promised by the jesuits in Spain, 
found, nnd Ms testimony conclusively proved and 6,0001. by the prior of the Benedictines at 
that Oates could not have visited either Sain- theSavoy. T’hree schemes were represented as 
tnanca or Madrid (Ilist. MSS, Comm. 11th actually on foot. Sir George Wakenum, the 
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aueen’s physician, liad bsen paid 8,0007. down, 
mearnest of 15,0007., to poison the king. Four 
Irish ruffians had been hired by Dr. Fogarty 
to stab the king at Windsor; and, thirdly, 
two jesuits, named Grove and Pickering, 
were to be paid 1,6007. to shoot the king 
with silver bullets. The assassination of the 
]j n[ , was to be followed by that of his 
councillors, by a French invasion of Iioland, 
and a general massacre of protestants, after 
which the Duke of York was to bs ottered the 
crown and a jesuit government established 
(Oates, True Narrative of the Horrid Plot). 
This had all been settled, according to Oatos, 
at a 1 general consult ’ held by the jesuits on 
24April 1678, at the White 1 Torse tavern in 
Fleet Street; and he stated that he had re¬ 
ceived a patont from the genoral of the order 
to be of the ‘consult.’ It was true that the 
usual triennial congregation of the society 
of Jesus was held in London on that day, 
but it was not hold at the White Horse 
tavern; anditwasquitcimpossible that Oatos, 
not being a member of the order, could have 
been admitted 1 o it ( Rbresuy, Memoirs, 1875, 
p, 825; Concerningtha Congregation (if Jesuits 
. . . which Mr. Oates calls a Consult , 1679, 
4to; cf. Ceahkb, Ltfe of James II, 1816). 

The result of his inflammatory disclosures, 
however, fully justified Oates's calculations. 
On 28 Sopt. ho was summoned boforo tbe 
privy council, and repealed his story to them, 
with many embellishments mid with extra¬ 
ordinary volubility and assurance. Ilia story 
leaked out into tlio town, and its extra¬ 
vagance commended it to the bigoted cre¬ 
dulity of the mob. At the council-board 
the only sceptic was the king, who det eotod 
the informer in several glaring misstate¬ 
ments (ib. 1816, i. 620). To tho majority, 
any inconsistencies in Oates’s talo seomod 
more than counterbalanced by the mass of 
circumstantial, and often quite irrelevant., 
detail which he had woven with no little in¬ 
genuity into his narrative. IIo hnddoubtloss 
while living among tho Homan catholics 
pioked up many little facts which they and 
their friends would have preferred to conceal. 
Thus Symon Patrick relates how, in the early 
days of tho plot, a certain Father Dupuis 
was brought before Oatos, who looked 
earnestly upon him and said: * This is Fallior 
du Puis, who was to write the king's life 
after they killed him. Now Dupuis had a 
good Latin pen, and when tlioy Rearched him 
they found an almanac in his pocket .which 
set down every day that year what pranks 
the king had played—that such a night he 
was drunk, how he had this or that, woman, 
and what discourse ha had against religion ’ 
(Account of Patriot's life, 1839, p. 90). The 


E ossession of a few such facts, com billed with 
is inventive audacity, rendered Oates for a 
brief period almost, omnipotent in the capital. 
The night following his examination by the 
council he spent in going about London 
making arrests, followed by pursuivants 
bearing torches. A number of the persons 
whom he denounced, including Wall email, 
Grove, Pickering, and Fogarthy, were 
promptly committed to Newgate. Oates was 
next assigned lodgings in Whitehall, with a 
guard for his better security, and a monthly 
salary of 407. 

In October 1678 Sir EdmundBerry Godfrey 
[q. v.] was found dead under mysterious cir- 
I cumstances, and the catholics were popularly 
credited with having murdered him by way 
of revenging themselves on him for taking 
Oates's depositions. It is possible that Oatos 
was himself responsible for Godfrey’s assas¬ 
sination. At any rote, the incident com¬ 
pletely assured Oates’s success. A panic 
followed, and the proscription of tho priests 
and other Roman catholics against whom 
Oates had testified was loudly demanded by 
the public. 1 People’s passions,’ wrote Roger 
North, ‘ would not allow them to attend to 
any reason or deliberation on tho matter’ 
( Hrumen, 1740, p. 177; Stephens, Cat. of 
haleru'. Prints ana Drawings, i. 032 sq.) 

In the meantime, on 21 Oct., the House of 
Commons had assembled and callod Oates 
before them. On 31 Oct. tho commons re¬ 
solved, nomine contrarlicente , ‘ that upon tbe 
evidence that bath already appeared, this 
IIouso is of opinion that there is and hath 
been a damnable and hellish ploL contriv’d 
and carried on by Popish recusants forossassi- 
nating and murdering tho king, for sub¬ 
verting tho government and rooting out and 
destroying the Protestant religion.’ With 
this volo tho IIouso of Lords concurred. A 
general fast day was appointed for 13 Nov. 
The popish recusants wore ordered out of 
London, andaproclaraationwas subsequent ly 
issued offering a Toward of 207. to any one 
who should discover and apprehend a Romish 
priest or jesuit (Hist. MSS. Comm. 11th 
Rep. App. i. 17). Naturally, among tho lower 
classes (see Oaeamt, Life , 1829, i, 83), every¬ 
thing that Oatos affirmed, as Evelyn remarked, 
was now ‘ taken for gospel.’ Before October 
was out warrants wero sealed for tho appre¬ 
hension of trwonty-six additional person?, in¬ 
cluding tlio oatholic Lords Powis, Stafford, 
Petra, Bellasis, and Arundel. Early in No¬ 
vember a scoundrel named William Bedloe 
[q. v.j came forward to corroborate pateB’s 
depositions. The first prisoner to he triod was 
Edward Ooleman [q. v.], who had been one of 
the earliest to bo .arrested as a prime mover 
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of the plot, and lio was indicted at the king's 
bench on 27 Nov, for compassing the death of 
the king, Oates was the chief witness. The 
jury convicted Coleman, and he was executed 
on 8 Dec. A proclamation issued on the day 
of the trial promising pardon to the evidence 
and a reward of 200L for further disclosures 
evoked a crop of tortuous and mendacious tes¬ 
timony against the catholics; but no serious 
rival to Oates and Bedloo was forthcoming. 
That Oates was peijuring himself was moro 
transparent at the next trial, that of Ire¬ 
land, Grove, and Pickering, on 17 Dec. 1678. 
He swore that he had seen Ireland at the 
White Horse on 24 April, and in Fleet 
Street again in August, when he had heaid 
him discussing, with the other prisoners, the 
assassination not only of the king, but of the 
Duke of Buckingham and the Earl of Shaftes¬ 
bury. It was proved by abundant evidence 
that on the first of these dates Oates himself 
was at St. Omer, and that on the second 
Ireland was in Staffordshire. Scroggs, in 
summing up, treated the jury to a violont 
harangue against papist**, and the throe men 
were executed on 3 Feb. 1070. 

In February 1079 Oates’s position was so 
well established that he confidently submitted 
to the commons a hill of 6781. 12a. Od. for 
expenses incurred in bringing the truth to 
light, and the amount was paid over and 
nbove his weehly salary. Among tlieso 
fictitious expenses he had the effrontery to 
include the item 60 1. for a manuscript of 1 he 
Alexandrian version of the Septuagint which 
he said he gave to the jesuits at St. Omer 
(L'Esteawge, Bvinf History, p. 180; cf. 
Lingaed, Hist, of England, vol. ix. App.) 
Oates still further raised himself in tho esti¬ 
mation of the house by some damaging state¬ 
ments concerning Dauby, and another re¬ 
solution was passed oxpressing their confi¬ 
dence in theplot and its discoverer. In April 
1C70 was published, by order of the House 
of Lords, his ‘True Narrative of the Horrid 
Plot and Conspiracy of the Popish Party 
against the Life of his Sacred Majosty, tho 
Government and tho Protestant Religion, 
with alist or suchNoblomon, Gentlemen, and 
others, as were the Conspirators; and the 
Head Officers, both civil and military, that 
were to effect it,’ London, fol. It occupies 
sixty-eight pages, but Oates calls it bis short 
narrative or * minutes ’ of tho plot pending 
his ‘journal,’ in which the whole hellish 
mystery was to he laid open. He complains 
of unauthorised issues of the narrative, and, 
indeed, since he furnished tho model by his 
depositions before Godfrey, as many as twenty 
different narrativos of the plot had found 
their way into circulation. In June his old 
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evidence was repeated against Whitbread" 
narcourt, Fenwick, Gawen, and Turner and 
the respectable Roman catholic lawyer Ri¬ 
chard Langhorne [q. v.], all of whom wer." 
oxectitcd. On 18 July followed the impor¬ 
tant trial of Sir George Wakeman; hi 8 con¬ 
demnation would have involved that of tht 
queen, whom Oates had the audacity to 
accuse before the council of being privy to tk» 
design to kill the king. But here Oates had 
overshot the mark (see Batjford Ballads 
ii. 692). Although he was supported b\’ 
Bedloe, Jennison, and Dugdale, he lost hu 
presence of mind under a searching inter¬ 
rogatory to which the prisoner submitted 
him, and asked leave to retire on the scor- 
of feeling unwell, Scroggs, in summing up, 
disparaged the evidence, and Walteman wa* 
declared not guilty. The acquittal was ,i 
severe blow to Oates and to the prosperity 
of his plot. Immediately afterwards Titus 
edited two scurrilous little books, ‘ The 
Pope's Warehouse; nr the Merchandise of the 
Whore of Romo,’ London, 1079, 4to, 'pub¬ 
lished for tho common good,’ and dedicated 
to tho Earl of Shaftesbury; and ‘ TIib Witch 
of Endor; or the Witchcrafts of the Roman 
Jezebel, in which you lmvo an account of 
tho Exorcisms or Conjurations of the Pa¬ 
pists, ns they be set forth in their Agenda, 
Benedictionals, Manuals, Missals, Journals, 
Portassos.. ,, Proposed and offered to the 
consideration of all sober Protestants,’ Lon¬ 
don, 1679, fol. In October 1679 he paid a 
visit to Oxford, whero ho was fdted by the 
townspeople and entertained by Lord Love¬ 
lace [seo Lovelace. Joiin, third Babox 
L oVBLA.on], though tho vice-olmncellor had 
tho strength of mind to refuse him the degree 
of D.D. IIo returned to London before the 
end of tho month, accused a number of the 
officers of the court by name to the king, and 
witnessed with satisfaction (26 Nov!) the 
conviotion of two of his dlscnrdod servants, 
Knox and Lane, for attempting to defame 
his character. In January 1080, in con¬ 
junction with Bedloe, he sought to avenge 
himself on Scroggs for Walceman’s acquittal 
by exhibiting against him before the king and 
council thirteen articles respecting his pub¬ 
lic and privale life (Hatton, Gormpon- 
denoe, Oamd. Soo, i. 220), Scroggs defended 
himself in person, and completely turned the 
tables upon his opponents. 

The drooping oredit of the plot was some¬ 
what rovived by Dangorfield’s pretended dis¬ 
closure of the meal-tub plot and by Bedloe’s 
dying affirmation of the tru 111 of the plot and 
the complicity of the Dulse of York. Never¬ 
theless, Lord Oastlemaine, who was brought 
to trial in Juno 1080, was acquitted. Oates 
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would doubtless have sought in rain for 
further victim's had not the new parliament, 
which met on 21 Oct, 1080, been from the 
first ‘filled and heated with fears and appre¬ 
hensions of Popery Plots and Conspiracies.’ 
A proclamation was promptly issuod to en¬ 
courage the ‘ fuller discovery of tlm horrid 
and execrable Popish Plot.’ Informers multi¬ 
plied anew, and Oates’s popularity was in¬ 
creased by the currency given to several 
pretended plots against his life. A Portu¬ 
guese Jew, Francisco de Feria, swore that 
a proposal to murder Oates, Bedloo, and 
Shaftesbury had been made to him by the 
Portuguese ambassador, Gasper de Abreu de 
Frittas. About the same time Simpson, son 
of Israel Tonge, was committed to Newgate 
for endeavouring to defame Oates, a crime 
to which he said he had been incited by Sir 
Roger L’Estrango (Hist. MSS. Comm. 11th 
Piep. App. ii. pp. 246-9). On SO Nov. Oates 
bore false witness against Lord Stafford al his 
trial; and the death in tho following month 
of Israel Tonge, who had for some time past 
Ven increasingly jealous and suspicious of 
his old pupil, removed a possible danger from 
Ins path. At a dinner given by Alderman 
Wilcox in the city in tbo summer of 1680 
much scandal had boen caused by Oates and 
Tonge openly disputing their respective 
claims to the proprietorship of the plot, and 
their whig friends had some diiliculty in 
explaining away tho rovolations that re¬ 
sulted. 

Oates had now arrived at tho highest 
point of his fortunes, lie mado constant 
and seldom unsuccossful domands upon tho 
privy purse (see Aokekman, Secret Service 
Money, Camden Soc., passim). * lie walked 
about with his guards,’ says Itoger North 
(Emmcn), 1 assigned for fear of tho Papists 
murdering him,.,, IIo put on an episcopal 
garb (except the lawn sleovcs), sillt gown 
and cassock, groat hat, satin hatband and 
rose, long scarf, and was called or blusphe- 
mously called liimsolf tho saviour of the 
nation. Whoever he pointod at was taken 
up and committed; so many pooplo got out 
of his way ns from a blast, and glad they 
could prove their last two years’ conversa¬ 
tion.’ Parliament mado tho Dulco of Mon¬ 
mouth responsible for tho safety of his par¬ 
son, tho lord chamberlain for his lodging, 
the lord treasurer for his diet and necessaries, 

1 Three servants wore at his beck and call, 
and every morning two or three gontlemon 
waited upon him to dross him, and contended 
for the honour of holding the basin for him 
to wash’ (Sitwell, Tho Firat Whig, p. 44). 
The Archbishop of Canterbury, from whom 
he received ‘ several kindnesses ’ at Lambeth, 


recommended him for promotion in the 
church, and Shaftesbury encouraged him to 
expect, if not to demand, a bishopric. Sir 
John Heresby relates how, dining with him¬ 
self and the Bishop of Ely in December 
16S0, Oates reflected upon tho Duke of York 
and upon the queen-dowager in such an 
outrageous manner as to disgust the most 
extreme partisan present. Yet no one dared 
to contradict him for fear of being made 
party to tho plot, and when Reresby himself 
at length ventured to intervene, Oates left, 
the room in some heat, to the dismay of 
several present (Memoirs, p. 196). 

From the commencement of 1681, how¬ 
ever, the perjurer’s luck changed. In Fe¬ 
bruary 1081 o priest named Atwood whom 
he had denounced was reprieved after con¬ 
viction by the king. Tho condemnation 
and death of Fitzliairis and of Archbishop 
Plunket in the summer of thiB year proved a 
last ciFort on the port of thoso whoso intorcst 
it was to sustain tho vitality of the plot. 
The credulity of tho better part of the nation 
was exhausted, but not before Oates had 
directly or indirectly contrived the judicial 
murder ol' some thirty-five men. 

In August 1081 he charged with libel a 
former scholar mid usher of Merchant Taylors’, 
Isaac Backhouse, mauler of Wolverhampton 
grammar Bchool, on the ground that Back¬ 
house had called after him in St. James’s 
Park, 1 There goes Oates, that peij ured rogue,’ 
hut the action was allowed to fall to the 
ground (Clodb, Titus Oates and Merchant 
Taylors'). In January 1G82 some ridiculous 
charges which ho brought against Adam 
Elliott [q. v.] wore not only disproved, but 
Oates was cast in 20/. damages in an action for 
defamation of character with which Elliott 
relaliatod. In April of tho same year liis 
pension was reduced to 21, a week, and in 
August liis ouomios were strong enough to 
forbid him to come to court and to withdraw 
his pension altogether (Ilatton Correspond¬ 
ence, ii. 7). IIo took refugo in the city ( amid 
tho taunts of tho court pamphleteers, u the 
van of whom was Sir Itoger L’Estrange. In 
his 1 IIuo and Dry after Dr. O.’ L’Estrango 
doscribodTitus as drinking 1 ho toarsof widows 
and orphans, and in tlio samo year Oates was 
ridiculed on tho stago as ‘ Dr. Panchy, an 
ignorant railing fellow,’ in Crowno’s ‘ Oity 
Politiquos.’ It was significant of the dis¬ 
repute into which he felt himself to be falling 
that in June 1682 ho did not venture to give 
evidence against Kearney (one of tho ‘four 
Irish ruffians’ who were to have beaten the 
king to death), On 28 Feb. 1684 he had the 
assurance to petition the king and Sir Lcoline 
Jenkins against ‘the scandalous pamphlets 



Oates 


746 


Oates 


of Sir Roger L’Estrange,’ and demanded 
pecuniary reparation. Ten weeks later, on 
10 May, Oates was suddenly arrested at the 
Amsterdam coffee-house, in an action of 
mmdalum magnatum, for calling the Duke 
of Yorlc a traitor. About the same time 
two of his men, Dalby and Nicholson, were 
convicted at nisi prius for seditious words 
against Charles it, and both stood in the 

& . Oates himself, after a brief trial 
Jeffreys, was east in damages to the 
amount of 300.000/,, and in default was 
thrown into the King's Bench prison, where 
he was loaded with heavy irons. 

James II succeeded to his brother in Fe¬ 
bruary, and on 8May 1686 Oates was put upon 
his trial for perjury. Thero were two indict¬ 
ments : first, that Oates had falsely sworn to 
a consult of jeeuits held at the "Wliito Horse 
tavern on 24 April 1078, at which the liing’s 
deathwasdecidedupon; secondly, Lhat he had 
falsely sworn that "William Ireland was in 
London between 8 and 12 Aug. in the same 
year. Oates defended himselfwilhoonsidm'- 
nble ability,butt liings naturally wont against 
him now that the evidence of Roman catholics 
was regarded with attention. Jeffreys, now 
lord chief justice, summed up with great 
weight, of eloquence against his favovirite 
witness of former days. ‘ Ho has deserved 
much more punishmenthe concluded, ‘ than 
t he laws of this land can inflict.’ The prisoner 
was found guilty upon both indictments, aud 
nine days later Jeffreys deputed Sir Fran¬ 
cis Wythens [q. v.l to pronomtco sentence. 
Oates was to pay a heavy fine, In he stripped 
of his canonical habits, to stand in the pillory 
annually at certain specified places and times, 
to be whipped upon "Wednesday, 20 May, 
from Aldgate to Newgate, and upon Friday, 
22 May, from Newgato to Tyburn, and to 
bo committed close prisoner for tho rest of 
his life (Cobbett, State Trials, x. 200; cf, 
Bbamsiow, Autobiography, p 304). The 

S ng was duly inflicted with * a whip of 
ongs ’ bv Ketch aud his assist ants. That 
Oates should have been enabled to outlive it 
seemed a miracle to his still numerous sym¬ 
pathisers (cf. AmunAii be la Pit via, Diary, 
Surtees Soc. p. 9). Edmund Galamy wit¬ 
nessed the second flogging, which tho king, 
in spit e of much entreaty, had refused to remit, 
when the victim’s back, miserably swelled 
with tho first whipping, looked bb if ho 
had been flayed {Life, x. 120; Ellis, Cor¬ 
respondence, i. 340). After his scourginge 
his troubles were by no means at an end. 
‘Becauso,’ he wrote with ironical bitterness 
in his ‘Account of the lato King James’ 

K , ‘through thegreat mercy of Almighty 
upporting me, and the extraordinary 


Gave and Skill of aj 11 dicious chyrurgeon 
lived vour cruelty ... you sent someof your 

Out-throat Crew w kdst j wa3 Weak J 

Bed to pull off those Plast era applied to erne 
my Back, and m yourmost gracious name they 
threatened with all Courtesie and Humamtv 
to destroy me.’ The name, address, and 
charges of the ‘j uchcions chyrurgeon Waive,, 
at the end of the book, and iterated reference 
is made to him in Oates’s later writings He 
was doubtless paid for the advertisement. 

In 1688 it. was plausibly rumoured that 
Oates was dead. Notices, however, appear 
from time to time in the newspapers, to the 
effect that ho stood in the pillory at the Royal 
Exchange and elsewhere in accordance with 
the terms of his sent once. In August 1688 he 
begot a boat ard son of a bedmaker in the 
King’s Bench prison ("Wood, Life and Times) 
and msued anolhereoarse pamphlet on ‘popisll 
pranks,’ entitled ‘.Sound Advice to Roman 
Catholics, especially the Residue of poor se¬ 
duced and deluded Papists in England who 
obstinately slmt both eyes and cars against 
tlie clearest Light, of the Gospel of Christ.’ 

Oatrs’s hopes revived as the protestant 
current gathered strength under the auspices 
of the Prince of Orange. Snrotti, the Venetian 
ambassador, wrote to the signory that when 
Oates stood on the pillory the people would 
not permit any to inflict the least hart upon 
him. Soon after tlio landing of William of 
Orange I 10 omorged from prison, and was 
received by tho new king early in 1089. On 
81 March he petitioned I he House of Lords 
for redress and a reversal of his sentence, 
and, after some deliberation, the judges pro¬ 
nounced his sentence 1 o have been erroneous, 
cruel, and illegal {Hist. MSS. Comm. 12tli 
Rep. App. vi. 76-84), Pint while this de¬ 
cision was pending Oates had unadvisedly 
sent in a petition for n reversal of sentence 
to the commons, an act which provoked the 
upper house into committing him to the 
Mai'slialsea for breach of pri vilegc. The com¬ 
mons regarded this in tho light, of an outrage, 
and tho two houses were on the verge of 
n serious quarrel when Hie prorogation of 
20 Aug. 1689 set Oates at liberty. Shortly 
afterwards tho king, at the request of the 
lowor houso, granted the paxjurer a pension 
of 6/. a woelc. 

His testimonyromaining invalid in acourt 
of law, Oatos had to reconcile himself hence¬ 
forth to a private career j but from the easier 
patronage that ho extended in 1691 to Wil¬ 
liam Fuller [tp v.j tlio impostor, who boarded 
for a timo with Oates and his friend, John 
Tutdiin, in Axe Yard, \Vestminster ( it is 
evident, that he was still interested in the 
fabrication of plots. Oates lent Fuller money 
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tm the security of a Jacobite plot, which the 
latter was prepared to divulge; but this fair 
prospect was ruined, in Oates’s estimation, 
tw Fuller’s cowardly scruples (The whole Life 
of William Fuller, 1708, p, 628). An. ad- 
Canta^eous marriage became his next object, 
and on 18 Aug. 1693 Oates was married to 
i widow named Margaret Wells, a Muggle- 
tanian, with a jointure of 2,000/. (Lttttrell, 
Brief Historical Relation, iii. 105). The 
event provoked some lively pasquinades, one 
by Thomas Browu being the cause of the 
satirist’s commitment to prison by order of 
the council (ib. iii. 178; Bnowx, The Sala¬ 
am. Wedding). Ills wife’s money proved 
inadequate to the needs of Oates, who had 
contracted extravagant tastes and habi¬ 
tually lived beyond his income. In 1698, 
moreover, his annuity had been suspended 
at the instance of Queen Mary, who was 
greatly incensed at the atrocious libels upon 
the character of hor father to which Oates 
had given currency. Upon Mary's death, 
however, Oates’s powers of coarse invoctive 
were fully displayed in his elaborate ‘E/mia 
BmriXiirij; ortho Picture of the Into King 
James drawn to the Life. In which it is 
made manifest that the wliolo Course of his 
Life hath to this day boon a continued Con¬ 
spiracy against the Prot cstimtlleligioii, Laws, 
and Liberties of the Throe Kingdoms. In n 
Letter to Himself. And humbly dedicated 
to the King's Most Excellent Majesty, Wil¬ 
liam the Third, our Deliverer and J test orer 
part i, (three editions), 1096, 4lo; part ii., 
1697; part iii., 1697; part, iv., 1697. The 
pecuniary reward for his labour was probably 
small. Early in 1697 he wrote a piteous ap- 
pealtothe king for the payment of his debts 
and the restitution of his pension, mention¬ 
ing that he had no clothes worthy to appear 
before his majosly in person. ‘ The doctor,' 
as he was still styled by advanced whigs, 
retained a certain influence, and on 15 July 
1698 the treasury granted him 600/, to pay 
liisdebts, and 30*0/. per nnnum, to date from 
Lndv day 1098, during his own and his wife's 
lifetime, out of the post-oflico revenues (C<r/. 
of Treasury Papers, 1097-1702, p. 116). De¬ 
liverance from pecuniary embarrassments 
enabled Oates to obtain, what ho had long 
coveted, admission into the sect of baptists; 
his craving for publicity doubtless obtained 
satisfaction in the pulpit of tho Wnpping 
chapel, where he frequently ofllcinled. lie 
was, however, foiled inadLscreditablointrigue 
for wringing a legacy from a wealthy dovoteo, 
aud in 1701 he was expelled from the soot 
as ‘a disorderly person and a hypocrite’ 
(Oeobby, IHst. of the Baptists, 1788, ill. 106, 
182), He returned, to his old lodging in 


Axe Yard, and resumed his favourite occupa¬ 
tion of attending the sittings of the courts 
in Westminster Hall. In July 1702 he in¬ 
voluntarily attended the quarter sessions, and 
narrowly oscapod imprisonment for assault- 
J ing the eccentric Eleanor James [q. v.], who 
had questioned his right to appear, as was 
j his practice, in canonical garb {An Arcnunt 
of the Proceedings against Dr. Titus Oates 
I at the Quarter Sessions held in Westminster 
Hall on 2 July 1702). lie died in Axe 
Yard on 12 July 1705 (LuTmiu,, v. 672). 
Roger North says of Oates, with substantial 
justice: ‘ He was a man of an ill cut, very 
short neck, nnd liis visage and features were 
most particular. His month was the centre 
of his face, and a compass there would sweep 
his nose, forehead, and chin within the peri¬ 
meter. ... In a word, he was n most con¬ 
summate cheat .blasphemer, vicious, perjured, 
impudent, and saucy, fonl-month’d wretch, 
and, were it not for the Truth of History and 
the great Emotions in the Public ho was tho 
cause of, not fit to bs remembered.’ 

Oates's idiosyncrasies might bo fairly de¬ 
duced from tho character of his associates— 
mon such as A nron Smith (his legal adviser), 
Qoodonough, Rums«y, Ooilodge, Rmnbold, 
Nolthrop, West,Bedr<)P, Tntchin, and Fuller. 
These men ho enter! ninod in his chambers at 
Whitehall, and sought to eclipse in abuso of 
tho royal family at their common head¬ 
quarters, tho Green Ribbon Club, which, 
from 1879 onwards, hold its meetings at the 
King's Hoad in Chancery-lane End (Smith, 
Intrigues cf the Popish'Plot ; cf. Sitwull, 
The First Whig, p. 49). Among all these 
scnundrols Oates was distinguished for the 
effrontery of his demeanour no less than by 
the superior villany of liis private life. lie 
was an adopt in all the arts of arrogance and 
bluster, buUboughvulnble of speech, he spoke 
with a strange, broad aaeont aud a nasal 
drawl, liis fondnoss for foul language was 
such that in the presence of superiors he is 
said to have missed no opportunity of nar¬ 
rating tho blasphemies of others (Nobtji, 
liramen-, Cahamy, Life, i, 120). 

Lord-keeper North oneo heard Oat es preach 
at St. Dunston’s, and much admired his thea¬ 
trical behaviour in the pulpit. A certain 
dramatic talent, combined witn the unrivalled 
assurance of his manner, had probably more 
to do with tlm success of his fabrication than 
any real cleverness on his part. He certainly 
exhibited some astuteness in the early stages 
of the_plot; but, as his inventions grew more 
compheateu, his memory was not good enough 
to save him from self-coutradiction. Sueh 
a career was only possible at a time when 
party fooling ragod in politics and religion. 



748 


Oates 


O’Beirne 


with the virulence of a disease, The indis¬ 
cretion of the Duke of York, the bigotry of 
the mob, the violence of Shaftesbury and his 
partisans, and the pusillanimity of Charles, 
all co-operated with the incautious display or 
activity made by the papists in England to 
sustain the imposture ot which Oates was 
the mouthpiece. 

Of the numerous portraits of Oates the 
best is that drawn and engraved ad vivum 
by It. White, with the inscription _ 1 Titus 
Oates. Anagramma Testis ovat,’ which was 
probably executed in 1879. (The fine example 
in the British Museum print-room is repro¬ 
duced in ‘ Twolve Bad Mon,’ ed. Seccombe, 
p. 95.) A very similar portrait is that en- 

E 'aved by K. Tompson after Thomas Ilawker. 

1 1685 portraits of him in tho pillory, or as 
‘ Oats well thresh't,’ became tho fashion, and 
there are several Dutch prints of him, in ono 
of which ho is represented in the pillory, 
surrounded by the heads of seven of his 
victims, whilo undernoath is a representation 
of his flogging, with inscriptions in Dutch 
and in French. In the ‘Archivist’ for Juno 
1894 is a facsimile of a typical letter ■written 
by Oates. 

[For the early period of Oates’s life, Isaac 
MUles’s Life, Mayor’s St. John's Coll. Register, 
Wood’s Life and Times, the Floras Anglo-Ba- 
varicus (nBoman catholic account of the plot in 
Latin published at Li&go), the Douse of Lords 
MSS., now being published by the Historical 
MSS. Commission, and certain collectanea in the 
sixth sories of Notes and Queries, and in the 
dent. Mag. for 1849 have provad of specinl 
value. For the oentral portion of his life tho 
State Trials are supplemented by Eoger North's 
Examon and LivoB of the Norths, and by tho 
histories of Burnet, Eachard, Repin, Ralph, 
Dallam, Lingard, and Macaulay, and tho samo 
period is illustrated by tho Narratives of the 
Plot by Oates and others j by tho numerous pam¬ 
phlets catalogued under Oatos, Popish Plot, and 
L'Estrange, Roger, in tho British Museum 
(especially L’Estrauge'e Brief History of tlio 
Times, 1887. and William Smith’s Intrigues 
of the Popish Plot laid Open, 1G8S); by 
the Roxburghe and Bagford Ballads, ed. Ebs- 
worth; and by Stephens's valuable Oat. of Prints 
and Drawings (satirical) in the British Musoum. 
Mr. Willis Bund's Selection from the State Trials 
recently published contains a number of excel¬ 
lent comments upon the character of Oates’s 
evidence. Oates’s career also forms the subjoct 
of a short artiolo in Blackwood’s Mag. for 
February 1889, and of a longer essay by the 
present writer in Lives of Twelve Bad Men, od. 
Seccombe, 1894, with bibliography. The writor 
is indebted to Sir George Sitwell, "bart, M.P., for 
some valuable notes on Oates’s career, forming 
part of the materials for his 1 The First Whig ’ 
(Scarborough, 1894). See also Luttrell’s Brief His¬ 


torical Relation of State Affairs, free.- 
Martyrology, 1705; Tuke’s Memoires of <W 
frey, 1882; H. Care’s Hist, of the Plot - Hi* 
l of King Hillers, 1719; Evelyn’s Diary jReresbrt 
Memoirs, ed. Cartwright; Rochester, Fam.lL 
[Letters, 1714, 160; Aubrey’s Lives; Hatton 
Correspondence, Camden Soc.; Sidney’s fliarv 
od. Blenoowe, 1843; Thomas Brown’s Collector]' 
Works, 1720; Crowno’s Works, 1873, vol ij 
Calnmy’s Account, 1829 ; Dryden’s Works ’ 
Crosby’s Hist, of the Baptists; Heamo’s Col¬ 
lectanea, ed. Doblo, Challoner’s Memoirs of Mis¬ 
sionary Priests; Foley’s Records of Soc of 
Jesus; Lemon’s Cat. ot Broadsides; Pmkorton 
and G rubor’s Medalhc Hist of England; Smith’s 
British Mezzotinto Portraits, Stoughton's Hist 
of Religion in England; Pike’s Dial, of Crime 
Oampboll's Lord Chancellors; Thornbury and 
Walford’a Old and New London; Wheatley and 
Cunningham’s London Past and Present; and 
tho following articles: Ruilce, Wtinut; Cole¬ 
man, Edwabd ; DANGBrtnnTD, Thomas; God- 
ntEV, Sm Edmund Bobby ; Ibeland, William 
L'Esrn anoe, Sm Room; Pbance, Miles; Tomi^ 
Isbadl.] T. 8. 

0 ATLANDS, 11ENRY oe. [SeeHrirar 
Dued or Gloughstee, 1C89-1G60.] ’ 

O’BEIRNE, TIIOMAS LEWIS (1748?- 
1823), divine and pamjililoteer, born at Fai- 
nngh, co. Longford, about 1748, received his 
first education at the diocesan school of Ar- 
dagh. His father, a Roman catholic farmer, 
then sent him wilh his brother John to St. 
Omer to complete his training for the priest¬ 
hood. John remained in the patornal creed, 
but Thomas adopted protostant viows; audit 
is said t hat i ho two brothers, wit h their oppo¬ 
site forms of belief, afterwards ministered in 
the same Irish parish. In 1776 O’Beimewas 
appointed chaplain in tho fleet under Lord 
Howe. Whilo with the fleet in America he 
preached a striking discourse at St. Paul’s, 
New York, the only church which was pre¬ 
served from the flames during the calamitous 
fire of September 1770. On his return to 
England, when tho conduct of the brother 
Howe was condemned. O'Boirno vindicated 
their proceedings in ’A Candid and Iin- 

E '' tl Narrative of the Transactions of the 
under Lord Howe. By an Officer 
then serving in the Floet, 1779.’ About 
this time lie became acquainted with some 
of tho whig loaders, and wrote in their in¬ 
terest in the journals of the day. George 
Oroly,in tho ‘ Personal History of George IV,' 
l, 156, &c., attributes the connection to a 
chanco mooting of O’Beimo with the Duke 
of Portland and Fox in a country inn. In 
the early months of 1780 he contributed to 
a daily newspaper a series of articles as ‘ a 
country gentleman ’ against Lord North. 
Tho first six wore reprinted in & pamphlet, 
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* j o n abstract of the others was inserted in 
Con’s * Anecdotes,’ iii. 53-107,116-22 (of. 
Vision, iii* 108-16). 

' ^ this time tlie pen of O’Beirne was 
never idle. He supported the cause of the 
whigs in three anonymous pamphlets: (1) ‘ A 
Short History of the Last Session of Parlia¬ 
ment ’1780 ; (2) ‘ Considerations on the Late 
Disturbances, by a Consistent Whig,’ 1780; 

S ' Considerations on the Principles of Naval 
icipline and Courts-martial, in which the 
Doctrines of the Ilouse of CommonB and 
the Conduct of the Courts-martial on Ad¬ 
miral Keppel and Sir Hugh Palliser are 
compared,’ 1781. For the theatre of Drury 
Lane he adapted from the French play of the 
1 DissipateuT;’ by Destouches, a comedy en¬ 
titled 'The Generous Impostor,’ which was 
acted at Drury Lano for seven nights from 
•22 Nov. 1780, and printed in 1781 with a 
dedication to the whig beauties, Mrs, Greville 
and Mrs. Crewe (Gnsnar, English Stage, vl. 
177-8). Ho assistod the beautiful Duchess 
of Devonshire in translating and adapting 
for the English stage two dramas from the 
French j but they met with no success. lie 
was also the author of au ‘ Ode ’ to Lord 
Northampton, and of some of the minor con¬ 
tributions to the ‘ Kolliad,’ tho chief of which 
was the fourteenth ‘Probationary Ode.’ 

In 1782 O’Deirno attended the Duke of 
Portland, the vicoroy of Ireland, as chap¬ 
lain and private secretary, and lio held the 
post of private secretary to tho duke in 
1783, when that statesman hocame the first 
lord of the treasury. On his last day of 
office the duke gave him two valuable liv¬ 
ings, one in Northumberland and the other 
in Cumberland, both of which he resigned 
in 1791, on obtaining from tho Archbishop 
of Tuam, through the ducal interest, tho 
rich benefices of Templo-Mioliael and Mobill, 
The degree of B.D. was conforred upon him 
from Trinity College, Cambridge, in 1783; 
bat there is no information about him in the 
college hooks, although, according to Hose’s 
'Biographical Dictionary,’ ho dwelt thore 
for some time under the tutorship of Wat- 
uon, afterwards bishop of LlandafT. He is 
said to havo hold the college living of Gran- 
don, and to have received from tho lord 
chancellor the Toctory of West Doeping in 
Lincolnshire. 

On tho defeat of tho Portland ministry 
O’Beinae withdrew to France, and dwelt for 
a rime at Aubigny, the Duke of Richmond’s 
seat. But in 1785 he again rushed into Eng¬ 
lish politics, with an anonymous pamphlet 
called ‘AGloam of Comfort to this Distracted. 
Empire, in despite of Faction, Violence, 
and Cunning,’ When Pitt attempted to 


establish a commercial system with Ireland, 
a pamphlet on ‘The Proposed System of 
Trade with Ireland Explained,’ which was 
attributed to George Pose, was answered by 
O’Bairne in ‘ A Reply to the Treasury Pam¬ 
phlet,’ 1785. Ilia whig friends did not foi'- 
get his services, and in December 1794 he 
accompanied Lord Fitzwilliam to Ireland as 
his first chaplain and private secretary, being 
rewarded by the bishopric of Ossory, to 
which he was consecrated, at Christ Church, 
Dublin, on 1 Feb. 1796. When Fitzwilliam 
censed to he the lord-lieutenant of Ireland, 
his conduct was defended byO’Beirne in tho 
Irish Ilouse of Peers in a spooch which was 
highly applauded. By patent datod 18 Dec. 
1798 he was translated to the see of Meath, 
and remained thore until his death, lie 
made an admirable prelate, appointing to 
vacant benefices on the ground of merit, en¬ 
forcing personal residence, aiding in the re¬ 
vival of the office of rural deans, and insisting 
upon the stricter examination of candidates 
for ordination (Ma.ni, History of Church of 
Ireland, ii. 736-41), Numerous letters to 
and from him in the earlier volumes of the 
‘ Castlereagh Correspondence’ mainly relate 
to projects for more closely uniting the 
churches of England and Ireland, or for con¬ 
trolling tho education of the Roman catholic 
clergy. 

Tho bishop died at Lee House, Ardbracoan, 
Navan, on 17 Feb. 1823, agod 75, and was 
buried in Ardbraccan churchyard, in the 
same vault with Bishop Pococke (Cooan, 
Meath Diocese , ii. 259). During his epi¬ 
scopacy of Meath fifty-seven churches and 
sovonty-two glebe-houses were built. He 
married, at 8t. Margaret's, Westminster, on 
1 Nov. 1788, Jane, only surviving child of 
the Hon, Francis Stuart, third son of the 
seventh Earl of Moray, and had issue one 
son and two daughters. 

Very high praise is given by Edward 
Mangin [o, v.] in 1 Piozziana,’ pp. 187-9, to 
tho bishop’s stylo of preaching,both for matter 
andmannor. Ills voice was of exquisitemodu- 
lation, and the effect was heightened by a 
‘ pale and penetrating face, with long flow¬ 
ing snow-whito locks. O’Bcirne’s poem on 
‘ The Crucifixion,’ 1776, did not augment Iris 
reputation. lie also issued many single 
sermons, addresses, and episcopal charges. 
Three volumes of his collected sermons were 
published—the first in 1799, the second in 
1818, and the last in 1821. So long as his 
vigour lasted the bishop oonrinued the issue 
of controversial tracts, Among them were: 
1. 1 A Letter to Dr. Troy, titular Archbishop 
of Dublin, on the Coronation of Bonaparte 
by Pope Pius the Seventh/1805, which was 
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signed Melanchtkon. 2. ‘A Letter from an 
Irish Dignitary to an English Clergyman on 
the subject of Tithes in Iroland ’ (anon.), 
Itl07 ; reprinted 1822. 3. A letter to Canning 
on his proposed motion lor catholic emancipa- 
tion (anon.), 1812. 4. 1 A Letter to the Earl 
of Fingal, by the Author of the Letter to 
Mr. Cunning’ (anon.), 1813. 

[Gent. Mug. 1783 pt. ii. p. 978, 1822 pt. i. p. 
471, 1823 pt, L p. 2761 Cotton's Fasti Heel. 
Hib. ii. 288-0, iii. 123-4, v, 159; Cornwallis 
Correspondence, ii. 417-18; Nil hole’s Illustr. of 
lit. vn. 66; Cogan’s Meath Diocese, iii. 365-7 ; 
Nichols's Lit. Anecd. ix, 129-30 ; Webb’s Irish 
Biography; Beloe’s Sexagenarian, ii. 170-4; 
Notes and Queries, 1st tor. ii. 242, iii. 130-1; 
Almon’s Anecdotes, i. 95-100; Halkott and 
Laing’s Anon, Literature, i. 484, 487, 1001, 
1010, 1356, 1304, 2369; Georgian lira, i. 616— 
518.] W. P. 0. 

O’BRAEIN, TiailEAENAC II (d.1088), 
IriBh annalist, belonged to a _ Connaught 
family which produced before him an abbot 
of C'loninacnoise, Donnchadh, who died in 
967, and after him Dormot, ooarb of St. 
Cominan (d. 1170); Gillu Isa, ptior of Ui 
Maine (d. 1187); Stephen, erenach of Mayo 
(d. 1231); Tipraide, eoarb of St. Comman 
(d. 1232); and QillananaoinU, erenach ol‘ 
Roscommon (d. 1234); hut which does not 
seem to have been a literary clan. lie bocnme 
abbot of Clouniacnoise, and is therefore callod 
camharba Cbiamiu, courb or successor of St. 
Ciarivn (51G-549) [<j. v.], and was also abbot of 
Roscommon or courb of St. Comman. Clon- 
macnoise, of which considerable ruins remain, 
stands on flat ground close to the loft bank 
of the Shannon, and had produced several 
learned men before liis time. lie there wrote 
annals in which Irish events are synchronised 
with those of Europe from the earliest times 
to his own day. These wero afterwards con¬ 
tinued by Augustin MaeGradoigh [q. v.] 
There is a copy of these annals, written in 
the time of the contemporaries of the original 
author, in the Bodleian Library, which also 
contains an ancient fragment. Throe oopies 
exist in the Itoyal Irish Academy, and one 
in Trinity College, Dublin. The British 
Museum has two inferior copies. The annals 
ate in Latin, and the critical discernment of 
the author has often been praised, because 
lie dates accurate history in Ireland from the 
founding of Emliain Mocha, oo. Armagh, in 
B.c. 289. He quotes Binds, as woll as Jo¬ 
sephus, Eusebius, and Ososius, and gives in 
Irish part of a poem by Maelmura [q, v.] 
He died in 1088, and wits buried at Clon- 
umonoise. Dr. O'Conor printed a text of 
Tigheamach in his ‘Reruin Hibernioarum 
Soriptoros,’ but the iuacouracies are so nume¬ 


rous that in quoting Tigheamach a referaiT 
to one of the manuscripts is necessary. 1 

[Anmil,i RioghuchU Eire,urn, etl. 0’Donn„... 
vol. ii. Dublin, 1851; O’Conor's Romm H,u°' 
nicamni Script otob; Manuscripts m BodleLn 
Library, Raivlmson, Nob. 188, 502, O'CurmV 
Lectures on Mimnsoript Materials of \nr,Ll 
Irish History, Dublin, 1873; FamimiU “f 
National MS. of Ireland, vol, i.] N 

O'BRIEN, BARNABAS, sixth Eam, m 
Thomonh (d. 1657), was the second sou of 
Dtmough O’Brien, fourth earl of Thomond 
[q.v.], by his second wife, Elizabeth, fount, 
daughter ol Gerald Fitzgerald, eleventh sail 
of Kildare [q. v.J His elder brother, Henrv 
fifth earl of Thomond, who succeeded to the 
earldom on his father’s death in 1624 was a 
strenuous adherent of tho government’in Ire¬ 
land, was warmly commended by Straflord 
for hiB loyalty, and died without male issue 
in 1639. Barnabas enterocl the Irish parlia¬ 
ment in 1C 13 as member for Coleraine. In 
| 1634 he was returned for Clare as colleague 
i of his unde, Daniel O’Brien, afterwards 
first Yisconnt Clare fq. v.J; hut, being com- 
pollod to ro to England for a time, a writ 
was issued for a l'resh election. In 1639 be 
Buccoeded Ills brother us sixth oarl, and 
applied for tho governorship of Clare, wbich 
Strall'ord refused him on the ground tbat 
his conduct dillerod entirely Irom that of 
bis bi-other, and that ho deserved nothing. 
Nevortheloss ho was lord-lieutenant of Okie 
in 1010 1. When the Irish rebellion broke 
out he ut tempted to maintain neutrality, in 
spite of the support given by lus kinsmen 
to the confederation (CIautu, Ormonde, ii. 
140), and did not sign the oath of association 
in 1(511, lie lived quietly on his lands in 
Clare, and was in frequent oommnnicfttiou 
with Ormonde. In L014 the council of the 
confederation forbade TJiomond’s agents to 
collect his rents, and evun formed a scheme 
for seizing his chief stronghold at Bunratty, 
which his undo, Sir Daniel O’Brien, was 
appointed to carry out. Thereupon Tbo- 
rnond, finding that no troops were forth¬ 
coming wherewith to defend Bunratty Castle, 
entered into negotiations with ths parlia¬ 
mentarians, in spile of Glamorgan’s remon¬ 
strances, At the instigation of his kinsman, 
Morough O’Brien, first oarl of Inohiquin 
[q. v.], ho admitted n parliamentary garrison 
to the eastlo, and went to Hvb in England 
(Bloody Newes from Ireland, 1646, up, 4-6; 
Lon cm, Desid. Cur. Ilib. ii. 198-4,822). 

Thomond soon joined the king at Oxford, 
and received, on 8 May 1640, a patent cresting 
him Marquis of Billing in Northamptonshhe 
(BakbB, Northamptonshire, i, 20-1), But 
the patent never passed under the great seal. 
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Tferyearslater be petitioned parliament 
for the recovery of 2,000/. which had been 
BC ized in Bunratty, pleading that his real 

ta tc was in the hands of the Irish rebels, 
and that he had spent 16,000/. on the par¬ 
liamentary cause. His petition was granted, 
and ho apparently gave no cause Tor sus¬ 
picion to the Commonwealth or protectorate, 
for his son’s request, on 15 Doc. 1057, for 
the governorship of Thomond wus favourably 
received by Ileury Cromwell (Tiiukloe, vi. 
681). He died in November 1657, and his 
will, dated 1 July 1657, in which he left 

some bequests to GreatBillmg,was proved in 
England on 6 Feb., and in Ireland on 28 April 
in the same year. Lodge (ed, Arolidall, ii. 
67) maintains that Thomond wus of strict 
loyalty, religion, and honour, and that his 
lands were tnkon from him during tlm re¬ 
bellion through the unnatural conduct of 
his nearest relations; it was also believed 
that he gave up Bunvatty at Ormonde’s in- 
stigation(GinDnnT, Contomp. /list.of Affairs 
in Ireland, i. 105-0). 

Thomond married Mary, youngest daugh¬ 
ter of Sir George Former and widow of 
James, lord Sanquhar, by whom he had one 
son, Ilonry, his successor (1021-1001), who 
matriculated from Exeter College, Oxford, 
on 19 Aug. I6;l6, ugod 15, became governor 
of Clare, and died at Billing on 2 May 1001; 
and onedaughter, Penelope, m arriod to Henry 
jlordaunt, Becond carl of Peterborough [q. vi] 

[Authorities quoted; Lodge’s Poerngo, od. 
Archdall, ii 37, Ac.; Collins's Peorngo of Eng¬ 
land, passim; Cal. State Papers, Uom. Sov. 
1015-7, pp. 213, 429 ; Cal. Proc. of Committee 
for Advance of Money, pp. 031, 947; Morrill’s 
Clobo and Patent Itolla, Ireland, iii. 41; Claren¬ 
don State Papers, ed. Maeray, iti. 881; Gilbert's 
Contemporary History of Affairs in Ireland 
and Hist, of the Confederation, passim (in the 
index to tho latter he is confused with his brother 
Henry, fifth earl); Oarto’s Ormonde, passim; 
LmIIoVb Memoirs, ed. Firth, i. 18 ; Cox’s Hi¬ 
bernia Anglicann, passim; 'Whitelocke’s Memo¬ 
rials, pp, 201, 420; Commons' Journals, vi. 270, 
415; Official Kefurns of Members of Farl.; 
Bwyor's Diocese of Killaloe, pp. 196, 200, 220, 
267; O'Donoghue's Hisl. Memoirs of ths O'Brl one, 
passim; Carlyle's Oliver Cromwell, ii. 147; 
Meehan’s Confederation of Kilkenny; Strafford 
Papers, ii. 98, 113, &e.; Narratives illustrative 
of the Contests in Ireland (Onmd. Soo.), passim; 
Kinuceim’s Embassy in Ireland, tranal, Hughes, 
pp. 160,160, 160; O. G. Walpolo’s Kingdom of 
Ireland, p, 241 j Gastlehaven'a Memoirs, ed. 
1753, p, 74.] A. F. P, 

O’BRIEN, BRIAN RUADH (d. 1270), 
king of Thomond, was second son of Con- 
chobhar O’Brien [q. v,] On his father's deal h 
in 1267 he waB inaugurated chief of the 


Dal Cais, or king of Thomond, on Mngls 
Adhair; and when Sioda MacNeiil MacCon- 
mara proclaimed his title, not one of the 
assembled chiefs of the septs spoko in oppo¬ 
sition, lie demolished Castle Connell on 
the Shannon in 1261. lie went to war with 
tho English in 1270, and captured llie castle 
of Clare, co. Clare, and in 1272 slew one ol 
the lords justices. In 1276 Sioda MacCon- 
mara, who had proclaimed him lung, km 
against him in the interest of Turlougk 
O Brian, son of Tadhg ol' Caoluisce O’Brien, 
and in alliance with the O’Dcas, by whom 
Turlougk had been fostered. They marched, 
to Olonroad in such force that Brian llundk, 
with his sons and household, fled across the 
Shannon to the enntred of Omullod. There 
he raised his subordinate chiefs, and, with 
his son Donogk, entered into alliance with 
tho English of Munster under De Olaie. He 
agreed to give De Clare all Lholande between 
Athsollus and Limerick in return for Ins 
alliance. The trysting-plaoe was Limerick, 
and thonce Brian Ruadh, with the men of 
Cuanaoh and of Omullod and De Clare, with 
tho Qeruldines and the Butlers, marched by 
night, reaching Olonroad before sunrise, hut 
failed to capture Turlough, ns he v as absent 
on a visit to Tadhg Buidli and Iluuidkri 
MncMatligliamhna m Corcnvuskin, Brian 
ltimilh occupied Olonroad, which his fatliei- 
had fortified, and thither came to support 
him MAtlighamhain MacDoinhnaill Connack- 
tach O’Brien, with hie sons and fighting men, 
and the O’Gradys and O’lloichtrs. Brian 
attacked tho OlDens and O’Griobhthas, and 
then marched to Quin, co. Clare, to attack 
Clnncullou and MacConmara, who retired 
into tho woods of Eclitgke. De Clare had 
meantime built the castle, of which the ruiue 
remain, at Bunratty, co. Clare, while Tur¬ 
lough O'Brien collected on army. Brian 
Ruadh O'Brien and De Clare marolied to 
meet him at Moygressan, but were defeated 
by Turlough after a long and obstinate battle, 
and rotreated in disorder to Bunratty, Pa trick 
Fitzmaurico, De Clare’s brother-in-law, was 
slain, and De Clare’s wife incited her hus¬ 
band against Brian as the cause of this loss. 
Her father, FiUmaui'ice of Kerry, was in the 
castle, and, by wav of satisfaction to them, 
De Clave, mortified and enraged by his de¬ 
feat, hanged Brian Ruadh O’Brien there and 
then ( Gaithreim ), lie was succeeded as 
chief of the Dal Oais and king of Thomond 
by his nephew, Turlough O'Brien (A 1306), 
son ol' Tadhg of Caoluisce, grandson of Con- 
ckobhar O'Brien j the history of Turlbgh's 
, wars with Do Clare is related In the ‘Oaith- 
■ reim Thoirdhealbhaigh’ of Mngratli, That 
| work was doubtless composed eontempora- 
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namely with the war, as lias bean shown were sot apart by order of Louis XIV ouTl 
for the first time by H. II. O’Grady in'the the emoluments of the position, for the main 
edition of the ‘ Caithraim ’ which has been tenaneeof the young viscount, Thelatter wJ 

published by the Cambridge University been enrolled a captain in the French serrir 

press. during his father’s lifetime, but did not com! 

[Annala Rioghaolita Eirsann, ed. O’Donovnn, mence liis. active military career until 17lg" 
vol.iii,; CaithreimTkoirdhealbliaigh of Magrath, when he joined the French army in Spain’ 
ed. S. H. O’Grady, kindly lent by the editor.] In 1716 he paid a visit to England and was 

N. M. presented to George I, who offered to proem! 

O’BRIEN, CHARLES, fifth Viscount him the reversion of the title and estates of 
OlAED (d. 1706), was the son of Daniel, third his relative, the Earl of Thomond, provided 
viscount [see under O’Beidn, Daniel, first that he would enter the English service and 
Viscount Clabc], by Philadelphia, daugh- would change his religion; but with these 
ter of Francis Leonard, lord Dacre. As the conditions O’Brien refused to comply. H e 
■Honourable Charles O’Brien he commanded returned to France, excited the nrTmi™>; nn 
a regiment of foot in James II’s army in Ire- of George II by his conduct at Dettinren 
land during 1689 and 1090, and in 1691 took and bore a distinguished part in the French 
over a cavalry regiment and served at the victories at Fontenoy, whore the behaviour 
second siege of Limerick. On leaving Ireland of the Irish brigade turned the fortune of 
for France in 1692 he was promoted captain the day, and at Roucoux and Laffeldt. II,, 
of the gardes du corps, and was subse- was created a marshal of France on 24 Feb 
quently attached to the Queen of England’s 1767, and was known as Mnrdclml Thomond 
dragons-it-pied, of which he became coloneL having assumed the title of Comte de 
on the death otFrancis O’Carrol at tlie battle Thomond upon the death of Ilenry, eighth 
of Marsaglia on 4 Oct. 1693, Ilis brother earl of Thomond, in 1741. IIodied atMont- 
Daniel, the fourth viscount, was mortally pellier, during his tenuro of the command- 
wounded on the same occasion, and he sue- iu-oliiof of tho province of Languedoc oa 
ceoded to the title. On 8 April 1690 he 9 Sept. 1701. By bis wife, Marie Genevieve 
became colonel of Ihe Clare regiment, so Louise Gaulhior de Chiflrovillo, he left a son 
named in honour of his family, and served at Charles, colonel of the Clare rogiment, who 
Valenza and on the Meuse during the cam- died at Paris, without issue, on 29 Dec. 1774. 
pniens of 1696 and 1697. On the outbreak [Burke's Extinct I>oornge. p. 407; G. E. C.’s 
of the war of the Spanish succession he joined Peerage, b. v. Olaro ; O’Hart’s Irish’ Pedigree's, 
the army of Germany, was promoted brigadier- 1887, i. 187-8; Wobb’a Compendium of Irish 
general on 2 April 1703, and took a distin- Biogr.p.36G; O'CaUnglmn’s Irish Brigades in the 
guished part in the rout of the imperialists Sorvioe of Franco, pp. 38-14, O’Oonor's Military 
at Hochstadt on 20 Sept. 1703. Promoted nislory of the Irish Ration, pp. 290,316; D’.U- 
jnaior-general early in 1704, lio commanded ton's King James's Irish Army List, p. 315; 
the three Irish regiments of Clare, Lee, and O’Donoglrao’BnistoncalMemoirsoftlioO'Biiens, 
Dorrington at Blenheim, out his way out of PI 1, *•] T. S. 

the village of Oberklau, and escaped with O'BRIEN, CONOIIOBHAR (d. 1267), 
his three regiments, in admirable order, to king of Thomond, called ‘ na siudoine,’ from 
the Rhine (Sevin de Quincy, Hist. Mili- the name of the wood near Beladugga, co. 
taira, iv. 280). He was created marOchal- Olaro, whore he was slain (Maohath, Caith- 
de-enmp on 2 Oot. 1704, joined tho army of min), was sou of Donogh Cairbreoh O'Brien 
Flanders, and was, eighteen months later, r q. v.j, and succeeded his father in 1242. In 
mortally wounded at Kamillies on 28 May 267"lio had some suoccssos against the Eng- 
1706. A monument to his memory waB lish, and in 1268 sent his Bon Tadhg to 
erected by his widow in the church of the Caoluisce on Lough Erne to treat with Brian 
Holy Cross at Louvain. O'Neill. In tho ‘Annals of Olonmacnoise' 

O’Brien married Charlotte, eldest daughter and in tho ‘Annals of Ulster’ it is stated 
of the Hon. nonry Bulkeley; Lady Clare re- that tho result was that it was agreed that 
married Colonel Daniel O'Mnhony [q. v.] at Brian O’Neill should ho king of Ireland, and 
St. Germains in 1712.. O’Brien left a daugli- that the O’Briens, O’Connors, and O’Kellys 
ter, Laura, who married the Comte de Bre- gave him hostagos. In tho'Caithreim Thoir- 
teuil; and a son, Qiiaeles O'Beidn, sixth dhealbhaigh,’ however, a better account is 
viscountClaro(1699-1761),bornon27Harch givon of this mooting, and the date is fixed 
1099. The command of tho Clare regiment six years earlier, Tadhg O’Brien, says the 
devolved upon its lieutenant-colonel, a kins- author of the ‘ Caithreim,’ Bent a hundred 
man of the Clare family, the gallant Murrough horses to O’Neill as a present and sign of 
O’Brien, but six thousand livres per annum his father Oonehobhar’s supremacy. O’Neill 
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sent them back, with two hundred others, 
with grand trappings, in token of his own 
Mmremacy, and so the meeting broke up. 
jjfcer the death of his son Tadhg in 1248 
O’Brien seldom appeared in public, and at¬ 
tended no feasts. Ilis subjects refused to pay 
his royal rents and dues, lie then made n 
muster of Olanculleu under Sioda. Ha.cNai.lL 
MacConmara, and of Oiuel Domhnaill under 
ineshs O’Grady, and they, with his sou 
Brian Ruadh, marched into the cantred of 
O’Blood and carried off captives and spoil 
nom Birr, King’s County, to Knookany, co. 
Limerick, andfrom the Eoghanacht of Cashel, 
co. Tipperary, to ICillaloe, oo. Clare. These 
they brought to Oonchobhar at Clonrond, 
where he had made a permanent camp with 
earthworks. Conchobnar himself, with the 
O’Deas and O’Cuinns^ under Donnchadh 
O'Dea, and O’llaichir with his force, marched 
to O’Locblainn’s country, co, Clare. Con- 
chobhar Carrach O’Lochlaiiin met this army 
at Belaclugga, and defeated and slew Cou- 
chobhar O’Brien. This wns in 1207. He 
was buried in the monastery of East Burren, 
now the abbey of Corcomroe (O’Grady’s 
translation of Caithreim ). His tomb and 
fill-length effigy wearing a crown are still 
to be seen in tho abbey. O'Brien married 
Ifdr, daughter of MacConmarn, and had 
three sons: Tadhg, who diod in 1248; Brian 
Ruadh [q.v.], king of Thomond; and Seoiniu. 
His son Seomin n,nd his daughter, who was 
married to Ruoidhri O’Gradv, wave killed 
by Murtough O’Brien; but Murtough. was 
soon after killed, and Brian Ruadh became 
lord of Thomond and chief of the Dal Cais. 


[Annals Rioglmchtn Eiroaun, od. O'Donovan, 
vol. Hi,; Annals of Ulbter, od. MaeGarthy (Rolls 
Ser.); Annals of Loch 04, ed. Hennossy; manu¬ 
script text of Oailhroim Thoirdhoalbhaigh.with 
translation and notes, and extract from Historical 
Book of the O'Muleonry'a MS. kept to 3608, 
kindly lent by S. H. O’Gratly, osq.] N. M. 


O'BRIEN, CONOR (d, 1539), prinoo of 
Thomond, was eldest son of l’urlougli O’Brien 
(d. 1628) by bis wife Raglinailt, daughter of 
John MaonamaTa, chief of Claneullen. The 
‘Four Masters ’ say of Tiu-lough that * he, of 
all the Irish in Leath Mogha, had spent the 
longest time in [acts of] nobility and hospi¬ 
tality, the worthy heir ot Brian Boroimho in 
maintaining war against the English’ (An¬ 
nals, v. 1398). Conor succeeded to the 
throne in 1628, when lus brother Donogh was 
nominated tanist. Donogh, ‘a man of hospi¬ 
tality and nobleness,’ died, however, in 1631, 
and gave place to a third brother, Murrough 
O’Brien, first earl of Thomond [q. v.l A 
fourth brother, Teige, was killed in 1623, 
vol., siv. 
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when fighting against the Earl of Ormonde 
at the ford of Camus on the river Suir. 

Donor O’Brien became prince of Thomond 
at a very critical period. To check the pre- 

n derance of the Earl of Kildare, the Butlers 
been supported by the English court. In 
the intrigues which ensued Kildare got the 
better of his enemies, and became deputy in¬ 
stead of Butler in 1624. O’Brien’s family was 
divided within itself in the long-continued 
struggles between the two great rival houses. 
Conor had married, for his first wife, Ana- 
bella de Burgh, daughter of the MacWilliam, 
and by her had a son Donogh, On the death 
of his first wife he married Ellen, daughter 
of James FitzJohn Fitzgerald [q. v.l, four¬ 
teenth earl of Desmond, by whom lie had 
five sons. The Geraldines, who were akin 
to O’Brien’s second wife, formed an alli¬ 
ance with Conor O’Brien and the sons of 
his second marriage. The Butlers, on the 
other hand, gained the adherence of Donogh, 
O'Brien’s oldest son hy his first wife, and this 
connection wbb strengthened by a marriage 
between Donogh and Helen Butler, daugh¬ 
ter of the Earl of Ossory. When the 
Geraldines weio ravaging the lands of the 
Butlers in 1631, Conor, who was allied 
with the attacking party, wrote a lettor to 
tho Emperor Oharlos V, dated 21 July 1631, 
in which he asked help, and offered to sub¬ 
mit to his authority (Letters and Papers of 
Henry VIII, vii. 999). A battle took place 
at Jorpoint, in which Donogh O’Brien, on 
the side of the Butlers, was wounded ; but 
the arrival of Skeffington with reinforce¬ 
ments, and the capture of Maynooth in 
1535, caused the Geraldines to lose ground. 
Thomas Fitzgerald, tenth earl of Kildaro 
[a. v.], surrendered the samo year. But the 
O’Briens, with the exception of Donogh, still 
continued rebellious, though Conor made 
promises of good behaviour (of. State Papers, 
li, 287). In 1686 Lord Leonard Grey, the new 
lord-deputy, advanced, under Donogh’s guid¬ 
ance, against Conor, and captured O’Brien’s 
Bridgo over tho Shannon. For six months 
early in 1637 Conor kept safely in Thomond 
Gerald FitzGerald, eleventh earl of Kildare 
[q, v.], whom the English government were 
anxious to capture. The earl afterwards 
escaped, by aidof the O’Donnells, into France. 
An expedition of 1687 resulted in O’Brien’s 
making peace for a year, by a solemn agree¬ 
ment entered into at Limerick. He died in 
1689, and was succeeded by hik brother 
Murrough (d, 1661) [q. v.] 

Conor O’Brien was the last independent 
prince in Thomond. His son Donogh by his 
first wife, by virtue of the limitation of the 
peerage granted to his uncle Murrough, 

3o 
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became in 1551 second Earl of Thomond. 
From 1848 to 1661 lie was Baron Ibrickan, 
this title having been given him at the 
pacification of 1643. He was father of 
Donor O’Brienj third 1 earl of Thomond [ij.v.] 

By his second wife Conor had Donald, i’or- 
logh, Teige, Murrdugh [q. v.J and Mortogh. 

[O'Donoghue's Hist. Mem. of the O’Brious, 
chaps. xi.xii j The Four Masters, ed. 0‘Donovnn, 
vol. ii.; Bagwell’S Ireland under the Tudors, 
vol. i.; Sllate Papers, i, 001, ii. and iii. passim; 
Cal. Stats Papers, Irish Sor. 1607—78 ; Carew 
MSS. 1009—74.] W. A. J. A. 

O’BRIEN, CONOB, third Earn os Tuo- 
ttoND (1684P-1681), called Groibleach, or the 
‘long-nailed,’ eldest son of Donogh O’Brien, 
second barl of Thomond [see under O’Bbien, 
Mtmnonan, first Eabi, of Thomond], and 
Helen Butler, youngest danghter of Piers, 
eighth earl of Ormonde,succeeded to the earl¬ 
dom on the death of liis father in April 1553. 
His right was challenged by his uncle Don¬ 
nell, who was formally inaugurated O'Brien 
and chief of the Dal Oaie. Obligod lo sur¬ 
render Olouroad, the usual residence of the 
O’Briens, Conor retired to tho castle of Doon- 
mulviliill, on the borders of Galway, where 
lie was besieged by Donnell, but relieved by 
his kinsman Thomas, tenth earl of Ormonde. 
Subsequently Donnell petitioned for official 
recognition as chief or Thomond, and St. 
LegSr, though unable to grant his request, 
promised to write to the queen in his favour. 
Matters oontinued in this uncertain state till 
the summer of 1608, when the Earl of Sussex, 
having marched to Limerick with a large 
army, causodDonnelland Toige andDonong h, 
sonsofMuTrough,firfltearlofThomond[q.v.], 
to be proclaimed traitors, and Conor to bo re¬ 
instated in his possessions {Gal, Canto MSS. 
i. 270). Donnell took rofuge with Maguire 
in Fermanagh, and Teige and Donough 
found a powerful protector in the Earl of 
Desmond. Peace prevniledfor a brief season, 
and Conor won Sussex’s approbation for his 
good execution of justice, But in 1569 
Teige and Donough returned to Inchiqulu, 
and nut merely defied Donor’s efforts to oust 
them, but, with the assistance of the Earl of 
Desmond, actually inflicted a sharp defeat 
on him and his ally, tho Earl of Clanrieardo, 
at Spancel Hill. Toige was shortly after¬ 
wards arrested by Lord-justice FitzwiUiam, 
and confined in Dublin Castle; but early in 
1662 he managed to eSoape, and, being joined 
by Donnell; they opposed a formidable army 
to the Earl of Tkomandi With the help of 
some ordhonoe lent him by Sussex, Tho- 
mond 1 succeeded in wresting Ballyally and 
Ballyoarky from thorn ; ana'eventually, in, 
April 1665, after reducing the oountry to a 
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wilderness, Dounoll consented to sarremhv 
his claim to the lordship of Thomond on 
condition of receiving Oorcomroe. War 
broke ortt again in the following year* but 
the resources of the combatants were m 
haustod,and Sidney, when ho visited Limerick 
in April 1667, described it as utterly im¬ 
poverished owing to the Earl of Thomond’. 

‘ insufficiency to go Torn.’ 

The suspicion with which he was regarded 
made him discontented, and on 8 July 1509 
lio entered into league with the 4 arch-rebel ’ 
James Fitzmaurice Fitzgerald {d, 1679) fa. 7 ] 
In Fobruarv 1670 he attacked the president 
of Connaught, Sir Edward Fitton [q. y.] & t 
Ennis, and compellod him to seek refhge in 
Galway. A strong force under the Earl 
of Ormonde was immediately despatched 
against him, and a few weoks later he sub¬ 
mitted unconditionally. But being‘seized 
with sorrow and regret for kavmg sur¬ 
rendered liU towns anil prisoners,’ and deter¬ 
mined never to ‘submit himself to the law, 
or to the mercy of 1 lie council of Ireland,’ he 
iled in tho beginning of June to France 
There ho introduced himself on 18 July to 
Sir Ilonry Norris, baron Norris of Byoote 
[q. V.], tho English ambassador, and, after 
protesting his loyalty, begged him to inter¬ 
cede with tho quoon for Ins pardon. Norris, 
who thought him a 1 barbarous man,’ want¬ 
ing ‘neither vainglory or deceitfulness, and 
yet in his talk very simple,’ soon became 
aware that ho wns intriguing with the 
Fronch court, and urged Elizabeth to coax 
him home at any prico. Elizabeth, though 
slie spoka of him as a ‘person of small 
value’ and declined to pardon him before¬ 
hand, was sufllcionlly alivo to his powBt 
to do misohiof, and promised If he returned 
to give his grievances a favourable hearing, 
But Thomond showed'no disposition to leave 
Paris, and Norris whs forced to lend Mm a 
kundrod crowns and make endless prbmises 
boforo ho would eonsonl to take his departure. 

no returned to Ireland in December, and, 
haying made publio confession of his treason 
to Sir Ifoiuy Sidney, ho wus pardoned* Sub¬ 
sequently , 1 in April 1671, he made surrender 
of all his landsto the quoen. He obtamedper- 
mission to go to England to solicit their re¬ 
storation, but, owing to the rebellion of the 
Earl of Olanricarde’s sons, his presence was 
required in Ireland. He won the approval of 
the lord-doputy and council, and warrant was 
apparently given in JUue 1578 for the restore* 
lion of his lands. In December 1676 he 
went to Cork in'order to show his respect 1 to 
tho lord-deputy, Sir Henry Sidney, whom he 
attended to Limerick and Galway, whither 
the'principal mon of Thomond repaired to 
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jjjjj!, < And Aiding that the mutuall Hurtea 
.avenges donne betwixt the Earle and 
Tefge MaeMurrough was one great CawsB 
of the ftuyne of the Country/ Sidney ‘ bounds 
theim by Bondss, in great somines/ to sur¬ 
render their lands, and to submit to the ap¬ 
pointment of Donnell, oreated Sir Donnell 
O'Brien, as sheriff of/the newly constituted 
county of Clare. This arrangement, though 
acquiesced in, was naturally displeasing to 
Thomond, and he was reputed to have said 
that he repented ever ‘ condescending to the 
queen's mercy.’ The arrangement did not 
pat an end to the disputes between him and 
Teige, and in 1677 Sup William Drury was 
compelled to place the county under martial 
government. Thomond thereupon repaired 
to England, and on 7 Oct. warrant was is¬ 
sued for a now patent containing the full 
effect of his former patent, with remainder 
to liisson Donough, baron of Ibriokan. lie 
returned to Ireland about Christmas; but 
before his arrival, according to the ‘Four 
Masters,’ ‘ the marshal bad imposed a severe 
burden 1 ondiis people, so that they were ob¬ 
liged to become tributary to the sovereign, 
end pay a sum of l en pounds for every barony, 
and thia was tlio first tributo ever paid by 
the Dal Oais.’ Thomond, however, seems to 
have lived on good terms with the new presi¬ 
dent of Connaught, Sir Nicholas Alalby. Ho 
died, apparently, in January 1681, and was 
succeeded by hie eldest son, Donougli, baron 
of Ibrickan and fourth earl of Thomond [q, v.] 

Conor O'Brien, married, first, Elian or 
Eveleen, daughter of Donald MaoConnno 
MacCarthy Mor and widow of James Fitz- 
iobn Fitzgerald, fourteenth earl of Desmond 
[q. v.]; she died in 1600, and was bnriod in 
Muckross Abbey; socondly, Una, daughter of 
Turlough Mac-i-Brien-Ara, by whom ho had 
issue three eons—viz.: Donough, his heir 
[q. v.]j Teige, and Danial, oreated first Vis¬ 
count Clare [q. v.]—ana throe daughters. 
Honora, first wife of Thomas Fitzmaurioo, 
eighteenth lord Kerry fq. v,]; Margaret, 
second wife of James Bailor, second lord 
Dunboyne; and Mary, wife of Turlough Hoe 
MacMahon of Coroovaskin. 

[O'Donoglme's Hist. Memoir of the O'Briens, 
DuLlm, I860; Annuls of tho Four Masters, ed. 
O’Donovan j Cnl. Slate Papors, Ireland, od, 
Hamilton; Cal. Carow MSS.; Onl. State Papers, 
Foreign, 1670 ; Irish genealogies in Bari. MS. 
M25; Bagz-eU’s Ireland under tho Tudors 1 

It. D. 

O’BRIEN, DANIEL, first Viscount 
Clare (1677 P-1668), colled of Moyarta and 
Carrigaholt, third son of Conor O’Brien, third 
earl of Thomond [q. v.], was probably born 
about 1877; his eldest brother, Donough, 


fourth earl of Thomond, and hia nephew 
Barnabas, sixth earl of Thomond, are sepa- 
rately noticed. In 1698 Daniel was left toi 
defend his brother’s estates in Clare while 
Thomond was in England; Tyrone's victory 
at the Yellow Ford was followed by the 
spread of the rebellion into Clare, and Daniel's 
second brother, Teige O’Brien, entered into 
oomm unination with the rebels. Daniel was 
attacked in the ensfie of Ibrickan, on wlueh 
a treacherous assault was made onl Feb 
1699. The castle surrendered, and O’Brien 
was wounded and made prisoner; after a 
week's confinement at Dunbeg he was re¬ 
leased, and, on the return of.bis 1 1 Jest brother, 
Thomond, the rebels were defeated. O’Brien 
subsequently sorved under bis brother during 
the remainder of the war; in 1600 Thomond 
took him to Elizabeth’s court, wliqre he,was 
well received, and granted various lands in 
consideration of his wound and ear vices. He 
was knighted, not, as O’Donoghue states, by 
Elizabeth, but on 1 July 1604 at Lexlipp. 

O’Brien now tooki opposite sides to Tho¬ 
mond, becoming an ardent catholic, while 
his brother was a proteslont; in 1618, boing 
then member for co. Clare, he played n pro¬ 
minent part in the scenes attending the elec¬ 
tion of a speaker ill the Dish House of 
Commons. lie was summoned to England 
to answer for his conduct, and was charged 
with having forcibly held Evernrd in. the 
chair; Thomond hiul gone toEngland as agent 
for the protestante, and O’Brion won dis¬ 
missed willi a reprimand. In November 1631 
he was again elected member for co. Clare, 
not in conjunction with, but in place of, his 
nephew Barnabas, who after his election in 
Juno hailgone to England ( OfficialItetums, 
p, 008; of, O’DoNoauun, Hist. Memoir of tho 
O'Briens ); ho is also saidito have served on 
the committee of grievances. His conduct 
was evidently obnoxious to'the lard-deputy, 
for an information was laid against him for 
his notion in parliament; this eubtequontly 
afforded the House of Commons an opportu¬ 
nity of vindicating its right of free speech. 

In 1641 O’Brien joined the confederation 
of Kilkenny, which ho vigorously supported 
during the war; he was a member of the 
supreme council, and took an nctive share in 
its proceedings (of. GroBUHT, History,of the 
Confederation-, Oauth Ormonde, passim). In 
November 1611 bB played a vigorous parkin 
the siege of Ballyully Castle; co, Clare (Tht 
Siege of Ballyalrj Castle, Oamdeu'Soc. pp. 1A, 
18). In 1646 he waamppointed/toiseize his 
nephew’s castle of Buurafcty; ai scheme, which 
was frustrated by its surrender to the parlia¬ 
mentarians (Lodoe, Dmiftii'flto Curiosa Jtl- 
berniaa, ii, 190-8). He was fighting in. Glare 

So2 
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in 1649, bub in 1661 the last of his castles 
surrendered, and O’Brien fled abroad to 
Charles II. He returned with Charles in 
1660, and was mentioned in the king's de¬ 
claration as one of the objects of his especial 
favour. In return for his own and his chil¬ 
dren’s services, he was, by a patent dated 
11 July 1668, created Viscount Clare. He 
died in 1668, when his age cannot have been 
much less than eigbtv-five. He married 
Catherine, third daughter of Gerald Fitz¬ 
gerald, sixteenth earl of Desmond. By her 
be had four sons—Donough, who predeceased 
him; Connor, his successor as second vis¬ 
count; Murrough, and Toige—and seven 
daughters, of whom Margaret married Hugh, 
only son and heir of Philip O’Reilly. 

Daniel O’Brien, third ‘Viscount Olaee 
(d. 1690), son of Connor, second viscount, by 
bis wife Honora, daughter of Daniel O’Brien 
of Duagh, eo. Kerry, followed Charles II into 
axile, and Ms services axe said to have been 
mainly instrumental in procuring the vis¬ 
county for his grandfather. He was lord- 
lieutenant of Olaro under James II, member 
of the Irish privy oouncil, and sat among the 
peers in 1689. He raised, in James’s service, 
a regiment of dragoons, called after Mm the 
Clare dragoons, and two regiments of infantry, 
ne died m 1690; Ms son Charles, fifth vis¬ 
count, ib separately noticed (of. O’Oallachan, 
Irish Brigades, pp. 26-27; D’Alton, Irish 
Army Lists of James II, p, 814; Memoirs 
of Ireland, pp. 107, 121,126). 

[Cal. State Papers, Ireland; Carow MSS.; 
Morrin’s Cal. Close and Patent Rolls, Elizabeth 
and Charles I, passim; Cox's Hibernia Anglicana, 
n. 23, 4ce.; Stafford's Pacata Hibernia; O'Sulli- 
van-Bcaro’s Hist. Oatholicee Hib. pp. 248-5, 
&c.; Narratives illustrative of the Contests in 
Ireland, 1041 and 1600 (Camden Soe.), passim; 
lodge’s Peerage, ed. Arcbdall, ii. 32-3; Gilbert’s 
Hist, of the Confederation and Contemporary 
Hist, of Affairs, passim ; Carte's Ormonde ; 
Meehan's Confederation of Kilkenny j Bngwoll's 
Ireland under the Tudors, vol, iii.; 0'Donoghue’s 
Historical Memoir of the O'Briens j Addit. MSS. 
20712 fol. 27, 20713, 20717; Hist. MSS. Comm. 
13th Rep. App. v. 248; Collins’s Letters mid 
Memorials of State; Metcalfe’s Book of Knights.] 

A. F. P. 

O’BRIEN, DOMHNALL (A 1194), king 
of Munster, son of Turlogh O'Briou (1009- 
1086) [q, v.], first appears in the chronicles 
in 1168, when he slow Maelruanaidh O’Cear- 
bhaiU, a cMef whose territory was in the 
present county of Tipperary. He became 
Sing of Munster in 1168. Ho put out the 
eves of his kinsman Brian O’Brien of Sieve 
Bloom in 1169, and made war on Roderic 
O’Connor [q. v.j In 1174 he met the Nor- 


O’Brien 

mans in battle at Thurles, co. Tipperarv 
defeated them, and in 1176 streng:k„J^ U 
power at homo by putting out the "eyes 7f 
Dermot O’Brien and of Math ghamha in 
O’Brien at Caislon Hi Ckonaing.now Castle 
Connell, oo. Limerick, but was nevertheless 
driven out of Thomond by Roderic O’Connor 
in the same year. In 1176 he drove the 
English out of Limerick, and in 1186, when 
John was in Ireland, again defeated then 
when they made an expedition from Ard- 
finnan on the Suir to plunder Thomond" In 
1188 he aided the Connaughtmen under 
Oonchobhar Moenmhoighe O’Connor in the 
defeat of John de Conroy in the Curlew 
mountains. In 1193 the English invaded 
Clare, and he in return ravaged their pos¬ 
sessions in Ossorv, Though often fighting 
against the English, he submitted to Henry II 
al Oaskol in 1171, and part of his territory 
was granted during Ms life to Philip 
Braose. lie died in 1194; and the duo- 
niclers, who elsewhere only describe his 
wars, blindings, and plunderings, comme¬ 
morate Mm as ‘ a beaming lamp in peace 
and war, and the brilliant star of the hos¬ 
pitality and valour of llie Munstermen.' Hi 3 
son Donogh Ouirbrecli is separately noticed, 

[Annala Rlogliaclitn Eiroaun, ed. O'Donovan, 
vols. ii. and iii. Dublin, 1861 ; Annals of Ulster, 
ed. MacCnrLliy, vol. ii., Annals of Loch C4, ed. 
Hennessy, vol. i., Giraldus Cambronsia, to!, v. 
(all in the Rolls Sor.)] N, M. 

O’BRIEN, DONAT IIENCHY (1786- 
1867), rear-admiral, was born in Ireland in 
March 1786, and entered the navy in 1796, 
on board the Ovoryssol of 04 guns, in which, 
notwithstanding his extreme youth, he was 
actively employed on boat service, and m 
1709 was put in command of a hoy laden 
with stone, to bo sunk at the entrance of 
Ooreo harbour so as to block in three of the 
enemy’s line-of-battle ships. In a sudden 
squall the hoy sank in the wrong place at 
the wrong time, nnd O’Brien and liis few 
men were with difficulty rescued. Ha passed 
Ms examination in February 1803, and a 
year later was master’s mato of the Hussar 
frigate, when she was wrecked on the Saints 
(Ilo do Soin), 8 Fob. 1804. O’Brien was sent 
as n prisoner of war to Verdun, where he re¬ 
mained for three years. He then commenced, 
a series of attempts to escape. Two of these 
ended in failure, after he had sustained the 
most severe hardships from cold, wet, and 
hunger. A third attempt proved successful, 
and in Novomber 1808 he, with two com¬ 
panions, reached Trieste, and finally got on 
board the Amphion, from which he was sent to 
Malta. There lie joined tho Ocean, the flagship 
of Lord Collingwood, The latter promoted 
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jjjuj gg March 1809, to he lieutenant of the 
Warrior, in which he assisted at the reduc¬ 
tion of the Ionian Islands. In March 1810 
he was appointed to the Amphion, and was 
still inher in the action off Lissaon IS March 
1811 [sea Ilosm, Sib WnxiAM]. In No¬ 
vember 1811 he followed Hoste to the Bac¬ 
chante, and, after repeatedly distinguishing 
himself in the arduous and dashing service 
of the frigates or their boats, was promoted 
to becommander, 22 Jan, 1818. From 1818 
to 1821 he commanded the Slaney on the 
South-American station, which then in¬ 
cluded the West Coast. On 5 March 1821 
he was promoted to post rank, though the 
news did not reach him for somB months. 
In October he was relieved in the Slaney, 
and returned to England. He had no further 
service, but was promoted to be rear-admiral 
on the reserved list on 8 March 1852. lie 
died on 18 May 1857. He had married in 
1825 Hannah, youngest daughter of John 
Walmsley of Castle Mere in Lancashire, and 
by her had a largo family. 

In 1814 O’Brien published ‘The Narrative 
of Captain O’Brien, R.N., containing an Ac¬ 
count of his Shipwreck, Captivity, and Escape 
horn France; ’ and, in 1889, 1 My Adventures 
duringthe late War, comprising a Narrative 
of Shipwreck, Captivity, Escapes from French 
Prisons, &c., from 1804 to 1827,’2 vols. 8vo, 
witk an engraved portrait, which can scarcely 
have been flattoring. In conjunction, to some 
extent, with the similar nnrrat ives by Edward 
Boys [1786-1806) [q.v.] and Henry Ashworth 
(1786-1811) [q.v.JJ it formed the groundwork 
of tkecelebrated episode in Marryat’s 'Peter 
Simple.’ 

[Marshall’s Roy. Nav. Biogr. viii. (Suppl, 
pt.iv.)281; O’Byrno’s Nav. Biogr. Diet.; Gont. 
Mag. 1867, ii. 742.] J. K. L, 

O’BRIEN, DONOGII OAIREREOII (d. 
1242), king of Thomond, called in Irish Donn- 
chadhCairbrechUaBriain, was son of Domli- 
nall O’Brien [q. v.], king of Munster, and in 
1208hetrayedhis brother MurtoghtotheEng- 
lish of Limerick, and sucooodsd him as king of 
Thomond. In 1210 ho ravaged southern Con¬ 
naught, together with the English of Munster 
under Geoffrey de Marisco [q. v.l and again 
invaded Connaught in 122o. In1286 he re¬ 
pelled with partial success anEnglish invasion 
of Thomona. lie married Sadlibh, daughter 
of O’Oenneidigh, who died in 1240, and he hud 
two sons: Turlogh, who died in 1242, the same 
year as Mb father; and Conohobhar [q.v.l, who 
succeeded him as king of Thomond. He had 
one daughter, Finnguala, who married Toir- 
dhealbhach O’Connor, and died in 1886. He 
is described in the clironiclos at his death os 


‘tur ordain agus oireachais deiseirt Ereann * 
(' tower of splendour and supremacy of the 
south of Ireland’). He showed his respect for 
literature hy protecting Muiredhach O’Daly 
[q. v.], and Ms regal'd for religion by founding 
a Franciscan abbey near Ennis, co. Clare. 

[Annala Rioghachta Eireann, cd. O'Donovan, 
vol. iii. Dublin, 1861 j Annals of Loch CA, ed. 
Honnessy (Bolls Ser.); Annals of Ulster, ed. 
MacCarthy (Bolls Ser.) j Lewis's Topogr. Diet, 
of Ireland, vol. i. London, I860.] N. M. 

O’BRIEN, DONOUGH (d. 1004), king of 
Munster, called hy Irish writers Donnchadh 
MacBnam, since he was mac, son, and not wa, 
grandson, of Brian (920-1014) [q.v.], king 
of Ireland, from whom the O'Briens (in Irish. 
Hi Briain)taketheirpatronymic. nis mother 
was Dubhchobhlaigh, daughter of the chief 
of the Sil Muireadhaigh. She died in 1008, 
and he was her youngest son, and was old 
enough to lead a foray into Desmond in 
1018, and to carry off captive Domhnall, son 
of Duhhdahhoroann, ancestor of the O’Do- 
noghues. In 1019 he lost the upper part of 
his right hand in a single combat, and'the 
same sword-cut ako wounded liis head. 
In 1020 ho obtained hostages in acknow¬ 
ledgment of supremacy from Meath, Ossory, 
Leinster, and the Dano9 of the seaports 
(Annals of Clonmacnoise), but in 1027 he 
was defeated in Ossory. ne burnt Ferns, 
co. Wexford, in 1041, and in 1044 some of 
Ms men plundered Clonmacnoise. He made 
reparation by giving a grant of freedom from 
all dues to that church for ever and an im¬ 
mediate gift of forty cows. In 1064 (Annals 
of Inisfallen) he plundered Month and the 
country north of Dublin known as Fingall, 
p.nd in 1067 made wax on Ms kinsman 
Maolruanaidh O’Fogarta in Eliogarty, co. 
Tipperary, and killed him, Dermot Mac 
Maelnombo, king of Ui Ceinnseallaigh in 
Leinster, attacked him at Mount Grudin the 
glen of Ahorlftgh, co. Tipperary, routed Ms 
army, and took much plunder from him. In 
1064 he was deposed, went on pilgrimage to 
Rome, and there died in the same year in 
the monastery of St. Stephen. 

{ Annala Rioghachta Eireann, ed. O’Donovan, 

, ii., Dublin, 1861, and the notes contain 
extracts from tho Annals of Clonmacnoise and 
of Inisfallen; Annals of UlstBr, vol. il. ed. 
MaoOarthy (Bolls Ser.); O'Flahorfcy’s Ogygia, 
London, 1686.] N. Iff, 

O'BREEN, DONOUGH, Baron or 
Idrickan and fourth Earl or Thomond (d. 
1624), called the ‘great’ earl of Thomond, 
was the eldest son of Conor O'Brien, third 
earl of Thomond [q. y.J and his second wife, 
Una, daughter of Tnrlough Mao-i-Brien-Ara. 
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Donough was brought upatElisabeth’scourt. driven out of Clare and tlie neighbouring 
There he was residing in 1577, when he was country, and the loyalists had their stromr- 
■mentioned! as Baron of Ibrickan in the new holds restored to them. During the rest of 
patent granted on 7 Oot. to his father. On 1599 Thomond accompanied Essex on hit 
hit father's death in 1581 lie succeeded him as progress through Munster, hut left him at 
fourth earl. of Thomond; by 1682 he had re- Dungarvan end returned to Limerick, beinv 
turned to Ireland, and, though some suspicion appointed governor of Clare on 15 Aug. and 
(Beemstohave been entertained of his loyalty, made i a member of the privy cquncil on 
ihe was assiduous in his attendance upon the 22 Sept. 

lord-.deputyinl583nndl584. Ilia main object During 1600 Thomond was constantly 

was ta obtain an acknowledgment that the occupied in tlio war. In April he waswith 
county of Clare, where his possessions were Sir George Carew, and .narrowly escaped 
situated, was part of Munster, and thus to capture with tho Earl of Ormonde • his 
free itfrom the jurisdiction of the Connaught .prompt and vigorous action saved Carew’s 
government, under which it had been placed life and enabled them both to cut their way 
previous to his father’s deal h (Bagwell, Ire- through their enemies, though Thomond was 
lutlcl under the Tudors, iii. 127); hut it was wounded (SxAEPOnnj Paoata Hibernia). He 
many years before he succeeded. In 1584 was present at an encounter with Florence 
he was one of the commissioners who esta- MacOarthy ItBagh [q. v.], and assisted at his 
blished the agreement that tanistry and tho submission in May. In June he was corn- 
law of partible succession should be abolished mending in Clare and opposing O’Donnell’s 
in Connaught, and a tax of ten shillings a raids. lie entertained the lord-deputy at 
quarter be paid on land. Next year heat- Bunratty and marched out to oppose Tyrone’s 
tended ‘the parliament held at Dublin in progress southwards, hut no battle was 
April. In 1689 he was active in subduing fought, and Tyrone returned without hasing 
'the rebellious Irisliry in the mountains; and even suen an enemy. Next year, afterhold- 
wlien Tyrono’s rebellion broke out in 1695, ing an nBsisQ at Limeriok in February, at 
be played a considerable part in its suppros- which sixteen men were hanged, Thomond 
■sion. In command of a large force, ho passed again went to England, probably with the 
thdErne in July and invaded O’Donnell’s object of obtaining tho governorship of Oon- 
Country, hut retreated in August when a naught and of securing ithe union of Clare 
trace was signed. In tho following Sep- with Munster, lie delayed there lon°ur 
teinber he was detached by Sir William than was desired, and his return .with reV 
‘Rueaell [q.v.], with flvo companies of foot forcenients was eagerly looked forward to by 
and 1 146 horso, for the defence of Newry. the besiegers at 'Kinsale. At length he set 
'In 1597 he served in Lord Burgh’s campaign, out by Bristol, and, landing at Castlehaven 
but early next year proceeded to England, on ll'Nov, 1601, proceeded to Kinsale, where 
arriving in London on 19 Jan. 1698; there ho took a prominent part in the siege. After 
he remained during the greater part of the ithcBuvvonaerofKinsaleliepvoceadedthTongh 
year, and produced a favourable impression. Munster, established himself in Beta Island, 
Meanwhile Tyrone’s victory at the Yellow and was. in command at ithe siege of Diui- 
Ford.was followed by the spread of disaffec- boy, and hanged ilfty-oight of the survivors, 
tion into Thomond's countiy. Teige O'Brien, Till Juno 1602 he was constantly with 
'Thomond’s next brother, entered into. com- the army. lie them again visited England, 
munication with Tyrone’s son, and joinod and, as a-recompense for his services; his xe- 
the rebels. In 1699 O’Donnell invaded quest for the transfer of Glare wasgranted, 
Glare, ravaging the country, capturing most though the lord-deputy and privy council 
of the castles, and making a prisonor of of [Ireland were opposed to the measure. 
Thomond’s youngest brother, Daniel O'Brien ilcreturnad in October. Asia further re- 
[q. v.], afterwords first. Viscount Glare, who ward tho queen ordered that his name should 
had been left to defend it. Thomond returned be always placed next to those > of the lord- 
from England, and after spending three deputy and chiof-justiee in commissions of 
months .with his kinsman, the Earl of Or- oyer and terminer and gaol delivery. On 
monde, in collecting forces, he invaded Olaro 80 July 1004 he was appointed constable 
to revenge bis brother's imprisonment and. of Oarlow, aud on 6'May 1606 he became 
recoverhispossessions. He procured ordnance president of Munster, In 1618 he strongly 
from Limerick, and laid siege to such castles upheld Die protoslant .party in opposition to 
os resisted, capturing them after a few days’ the recusants in the disputes about tbs 
fighting; at Dunbeg, which surrenderedim- speaker of the Irish House of Commons; 
mediately, he hanged tho garrison in couples and on 17 May 1019 ho was reappointed 
on trees. The invaders were completely govoruor of Glare. lie became one of the 
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sureties for Florence MacCarthy Reagli, who 
had been imprisoned since his surrender in 
1600 and who dedicated to Thomond his 
work on the antiquity and history of Ire¬ 
land. He died on 6 Sept. 1024, and was 
buried in Limorick Cathedral, whero a fine 
monument, with an inscription, was erected 
to his memory. 

Thomond was one of the most influential 
and vigorous of the Irish loyalists; and, 
though his devotion and motives were some¬ 
times suspected, Carew wrote that 1 his ser¬ 
vices hath proceeded out of a true nobleness 
of mind and from no groat encouragement 
received ’ from the court. IIo married, first, 
Ellen, daughter of Maurice Roche, viscount 
Fermoy, who died in 1097 j by her he had 
one daughter, married to Cormac, son and 
heir of Lord Muskorry. His socond wife, 
who died on 12 Jan. 1617, was Elizabeth, 
fourth daughter of Gerald, eleventh earl of 
Kildare; by her he had Henry, fifth earl, 
and Barnabas, sixth earl of Thomond, who 
is separately noticed. Thomond's socond 
brother, Teige, was long imprisoned in 
Limerick oniaccounL of his .rebellion, hut 
was released oniprotestinghis loyalty; after 
another imprisonment he joined in O’Don- 
noll’s second invasion of Clare in 1699, and 
was killed during Thomond's pursuit of the 
rebels. Daniel, the third brother, is sepa¬ 
rately noticed. 

[Cal. State Papers, Ireland, passim j Carew 
MSS. passim; Morrin’s Cal. of Close and Patent 
Bolls; Annals of the FouriMaslors, vola. v. and 
vi.; Stafford’s Pacata Hiborni a, throughout; Cox’s 
Hibernia Anglicanu; Chamberlain’s Letters 
(Camden SocJ; Lodge's Peerage, ed. Archdall, 
ii, 35, &e. ; Brady’s .Records of Cork, Cloyne, 
and Ross; Gibson’s HlBt. of Cork; Lenihiin's 
Limerick, paBsim; MacCarthy’s Life and Letters 
of Florence MacCarthy Rough; Camden's Annals; 
O’Donoghue’B Memoirs of the O'Briens; Hardi- 
rann'sHist. of Galway, p. 01; Collins’s Letters 
and Memorials; Bagwell’s Ireland under the 
Tudors, iii.; Gardiner's Hist, of England, i. 370 ; 
Holes and Queries, 1st sor. ix 125,32S, xii. 307.1 

A. F. P. 

O’BRIEN, EDWARD (1808-1840), au¬ 
thor, third son of Sir Edward O'Brien, bark, 
of Dromoland, co. Clare, und younger brother 
of "William Smith O’Brien [q. v.], was bom in 
1808. He wns educated at Trinity College, 
Cambridge, whonco he graduntocl B.A, ,in 
1829, and Mi A. in 1882; and he was subse¬ 
quently called l to the Irish bar. .He died at 
WhitMrk vicarage, Yorkshire, the .residence 
of his brother-in-law, the Rov. A. Martineau, 
on 19 May 1840, his early death being due to 
a fever caught in consequence of exertions on 
helialf of various Dublin charities. His post¬ 
humous work, described by those who knew 


O'Brien as a portrait of himself, depictB a, 
lawyer of ideal holiness. It was entitled 
‘The Lawyer: his Character and Rule of 
Holy Life, after the monner of George 
Herbert’s Country Parson’ (London, Picker¬ 
ing, 1842, 8 vo; Philadelphia, 1848), The 
author writes without effort in the language 
of Herbert and of Hooker, and with a sim¬ 
plicity of purpose no less characteristic of a 
bygone age. Ignoring to a large extent any 
notion of a conflict between the worldly 
practice of a modern lawyer and the altru¬ 
istic sentiments of the New Testament, the 
writer lingers over his conception of the 
lawyer frequenting the temple of God, medi¬ 
tating, ‘like Isaac of old, upou divine things, 
or communing with a friend as he walks, 
after the manner of the disciples journeying 
to EmmauSj seeking out the poor and assist¬ 
ing the minis! er m catechising the poor 
children of his parish.’ The treatise con¬ 
cludes with a beautifully written ‘ Lawyer’s 
Prayer.' The text, no less than the noteb, 
evidences wide reading and a pure taste. 
The book was highly eulogised by Sir Aubrey 
de Vore, and there is an able appreciation of 
it in the ‘Dublin University.Magazine ’ (xxi. 
42-61). 

[Gent. Mag. 1810, pt. ii. p. 222, Graduati 
Contabr.; AUibone’sDiet, of EnglibhLiterature; 
introduction to 'The Lawyer.] T. S. 


O’BRIEN, HENRY (1808-1836), anti¬ 
quary, bom in 1808, was a native of co. 
Kerry, lie was educated at Trinity Oolloge, 
DubBn, where ho graduated B.A. in 1831. 
In 1832 he wrote a dissertation on the 
‘Round Towers of Ireland’ for the prize 
offered by the Royal Irish Aoademy. He 
did not gain tho prize, but was awarded a 
small gratuity. In 1883 he published a 
translation of Villanueva’s ‘Phoenician Ire¬ 
land ’ ( 8 vo), with on introduction and notes, 
which were ridiculed as fanciful in the ‘ Gen¬ 
tleman's Magazine,’ 1888 (pt..ii, pp. 340 f.), 
In 1884 he published ‘ The,Round Towers 
of Ireland; or the Mysteries of Freemasonry, 
of Sahaism, and of Budhism. [sio] for the 
first time Unveiled,’ London, 8 vo. The ob¬ 
ject of this work (which was the prize essay 
enlarged) was to show that the round towers 
are Buddhistic remains. The book was con¬ 
demned as wild and extravagant in the 
‘ Gentleman’s Magazine’ for March 1884 (p. 
290; of. ib. October, pp. 306 f.), and in tlie 
‘ Edinburgh Review ’ for April 1834 (vol. lix. 
pp, 14601) The Edinburgh ra viewer was Tom 
Moore (Moobd, Diary, vii. 81). O’Brien,.in 
a correspondence, accused Moore of appro¬ 
priating his discoveries in his ‘History of 
Ireland,’ Father Prout, a warm friend and 
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reckless admirer of O'Brien’s ingenuity, also 
retaliated on Moore in Ms ‘Rehques,’. 

O'Brien 'was at one time tutor in the 
family of the master of the rolls, and was 
for some years a regular reader at the British. 
Museum. He was a man of excitabla tem¬ 
perament, who imagined himself the author 
of profound discoveries. lie tallied of com¬ 
piling in six months a dictionary of Celtic, 
a subject of which ho then knew nothing, 
lie announced, but never published, ‘The 
Pyramids of Egypt for the first time un¬ 
veiled.’ He died on 28 June 1886, aged 27, 
being found dead in his bed in the house or 
a friend, The Hermitage, at Hanwell, Mid¬ 
dlesex. He was buried in Hanwell church¬ 
yard. A. fanciful sketch of him. lying on 
his death-bed (by Maclise) appears in Father 
Prout’s‘ Beliques.’ 

[Gent. Mag. 1886 pt. ii. p. 663; Father 
Prout’s Beliquoa, 1850.] W. W. 

O'BRIEN, JAMES, third Marquis oi? 
Thomond and seventh Earl ob InoHTQTrtN 
(1760-1866), admiral, born in 1709, was 
second son of Edward O’Brien, captain in tho 
army (<2.1801). Ills mother was Mary Car- 
rick, and his uncle, Murrough O'Brien, was 
first Marquis of Thomond. As a captain’s 
servant, he entered the navy on 17 April 1783 
on board the Hebe, stationed in the Channel. 
From 1786 to 1789 he was a midshipman in 
tho l’pgasus and Andromeda frigates, both 
commanded by the Duko of Clarence, under 
whom he also servod with the Channel fleet 
in the Valiant in 1790, As a lieutenant ho 
joined, in succession, on the home station, the 
London (08), the Artois (88), and the Bruns¬ 
wick (74). In the latter ship ho waspresentin 
Cornwallis's celebrated retroat, 16 and 17 June 
1796. On 5 Deo. 1796 he was promoted to 
the command of the CMlders sloop. From 
1800 to 1804 ho commanded the Emerald 
on the West India station, where, on 24 Juno 
1803, he made a prize of the L’Eufuul Pro¬ 
digue, a French national schooner of 16 guns, 
and in the spring of 1804 distinguished him¬ 
self in forwarding the supplies at the capture 
of Surinam, as well as by defeating a proj act od 
expedition by the enemy against Antigua. 
In February 1808 he was advanced to tho 
same preoedenoy as if his fathor had suc¬ 
ceeded to the marquisate of Thomond, and 
was henceforth known as Lord James O’Brion. 
From September 1818 till November 1816 
he served in the Channel in the Warspito 
(74). lie became a rear-admiral in 1826, a 
vice-admiral 1837, a full admiral 13 May 
1847, and an admiral of the red in 1863, 
On the accession of William IV, he was 
made a lord of the bedchamber, aud nomi¬ 


nated G.O.H. on 13 May 1881, He sue 
ceeded his brother, William O'Brien 
21 Aug. 1846 as the third Marquis of Tho¬ 
mond. He died at Ms residence, near Bath 
on 3 July 1866, and was buried in the cata¬ 
combs of St. Saviour’s Church, Walcot, Bath 
on 10 July, lie married, first, on 26 Nor’ 
1800, Eliza Bridgman, second daughter of 
James Willyams of Carnanton, Cornwall 
(she died on 14 Fob. 1802); secondly m 
1806, while in the West Indies, Jane, daugh¬ 
ter of Thomas Ottley, and widow of Valen¬ 
tine Home Ilorsford of Antigua (she died 
on 8 Sept. 1848); and, thirdly, oh 5 J M 
1847, at Bath, Anne, sister of Sir C. Vf. 
Flint, and. widow of Rear-admiral Fane 
The marquis leaving no issue, the marquisate 
of Thomond and the earldom of Inehiquia 
bnoaine extinct; but the barony of Inck- 
nuin devolved to the heir male, Sir Lucius 
O’Brien, hart., who becamo thirteenth Baron 
Iuohiqum on 3 July 1866. 

[Gont. Mag. 1866, pi. ii. p. 193 ; Haidwicke’s 
Annual Biography, I860, pp. 38-0; Coiajneb 
Complete Poorage, 1802, iv. 317; Butko's Dor¬ 
mant and Extinct Peerages, I860, p, 407. 
O’Byrno’s Navel Biogr. Diet. 1849, p. 1171.] 

G.0.B 

O’BRIEN, JAMES [BRONTEREE] 

S 806-1804), chartist, was born in 1806. 

is father, who was ‘an extensive wine 
and spirit merchant, as well as a tobacco 
manufacturer, in the county of Longford' 
(Qajoiacui), failed in business during James’s 
early boyhood, and ho was educated at the 
Edguwort list own school wliich had been pro¬ 
moted by Richard Lovell Edgeworth [q. v] 
Tip was, however, able to proceed to Dublin 
University, where ho graduated B.A.inl829. 
IIu thou went to London, and onlered as a 
law student at Gray’s Inn. Here he almost 
at onoo became acquainted with Henry 
Hunt |q, v.] and William Oobhett [q. t.] 
In ] 831 Ilenry Hetherington [q. v.j started 
tho unstamped ‘Poor Man’s Guardian,’and 
O’Brien became practically the real, though 
Ilolhoringlon was the nominal, editor. He 
also wrote in Iletlierington’s ‘Poor Man’s 
Conservative,’ O'Brien used to sign his 
articles ‘ Bronl erro,’ and afterwards called 
himself James Brontorre O’Brien. Ha seems 
at first to have adopted many of Cohhett’s 
opinions on tho national debt, currency, &c., 
but aftorwards to have steadily developed 
idoas of his own. He read widely in the 
literature of the French revolution, publish¬ 
ing in 1886 a translation, with notes, of 
Buonarotti’s ‘History of Babeuf’s Con¬ 
spiracy,’ and in 1887 tho first volume of a 
eulogistic ‘Life of Robespierre.’ By this time 
hie own opinions were strongly revolutionary 



O’Brien 761 O’Brien 


and socialistic, although he never adopted 
the name of socialist. He started in 1837 
i -g r0 nterre’s National Reformer,’ which soon 
died, and in 1838 ‘The Operative,’ which 
came to an end in July 1839. 

From the beginning of the chartist move¬ 
ment O’Brien was one of the most prominent 
figures in it. lie was a delegate to the meet¬ 
ing in Palace Yard (17 Sept. 1838) which 
opened the campaign in London. lie was 
the best-informed man among the chartists at 
that time, and was generally known, after a 
nicknomegiven by Feargus O’Connor [q.v.], as 
the ‘ schoolmaster.' When the ‘ chartist con¬ 
vention ' met in the spring of 1839, he repre¬ 
sented the chartists of Manchester and other 
places. In the earlier months of the con¬ 
vention he constantly advocated ‘ physical 
force.’ On 8 May 1839, for instance, in pre¬ 
senting a draft ‘ Address to the People, he 
stated that ‘it was his intention to tell the 
people to arm without sajing so in so many 
words.’ Throughout 1839 he contributed vio¬ 
lent articles which he signed to the ‘Northern 
Star.' But as the convention went on, and 
particularly aft or a tour as * missionary ’ in 
various parts of the country, he gave more 
moderate advice. On 10 July 1839 lie carried 
in the convention a resolution against the 
proposed ‘ sacred month,’ or general strike, 
and it was on his motion that the convention 
dissolved itself (0 Sept. 1839). In conse¬ 
quence of the ‘Nevvport rising’ (November 
1839), a number of trials for sedition toolcplace 
in the spring of 1840. O'Brien was acquitted 
(February 1840) at Newcastle on a charge 
of conspiracy, hut found guilty at Liverpool 
(April 1840) of seditious speaking. He was 
sentenced to eighteen months' imprisonment. 
Towards the end of his imprisonment both 
he and Feavgua O’Oonnor found means of 
communicating with tlio newspapers, and 
carried on a controversy as to the chartist 
policy at the genoral election, O’Oonnor ad¬ 
vocating and O’Brien condemning an active 
alliance with the tory party. 

Koleased in Soptembor 1811, O’Brien 
shortly afterwards cegan a series of bitter 
personal quarrels with Feargus O’Oonnor, 
whom ho afterwards callod the ‘ Dictator,’ 
and who called him the ‘ Starved Vipor.’ 
During the chartist struggle against the 
anti-corn law league he argued that free- 
trade would lower prices, and so incroase 
the proportion which the landlords, holders 
of consols, &c.,were ablo to appropriate from 
the national product. These views he ex¬ 
pounded at enormous length in the ‘ British 
Statesman,’ of which he was editor (June- 
December 1842). He opposed Feargus 
O’Connor’s land scheme from the beginning. 


In 1845 he was editor of the 1 National Re¬ 
former,’ in which he advocated ‘symbolic 
money ’ and ‘ banks of credit accessible to all 
classes ’ (Gammase, p. 280). 

When the chartist convention met on 
4 April 1848, O’Brien was one of the dele¬ 
gates, and spoke strongly against physical 
force. He was, however, completely out of 
touch with the other delegates, and on 
9 April withdrew. 

After the fiasco of chartism in 1818, 
O'Brien was for a short time editor of 
‘Reynolds’sNewspaper,'hut mainly lived by 
lecturing at the John Street Institute, and 
at the Eclectic Institute, Denmark Street, 
Soho, on his ' scheme of social reform,’ i.e. 
land nationalisation, the payment of the na¬ 
tional debt by the owners of property, Btate 
industrial loans, and ajinbolic currency. 
Between 1856 and 1859 he published odes 
to Lord Palmerston and Napoleon Bona¬ 
parte, and an elegy on Robespierre, ne was 
for the latter part of liis life extremely poor, 
andhis hooks were on several occasions seized 
for debt. In February 1862 Charles Brad- 
laugh lectured for the ‘Bronterre O’Brien 
Testimonial Fund.’ 

lie died on 23 Dec. 1804. In 1886 a few 
of his disciples published a series of his news¬ 
paper articles in hook form, under the title 
of ‘ The Rise, Progress, and Phases of Human 
Slavery.’ 

Bronterre O’Brien was the only prominent 
chartist who Bliowed himself in any way an 
original thinker. But his literary work, 
though sometimes eloquent, was always 
rambling and inaccurate, and he was a 
rancorous and impracticable politician. Ho 
had, however, a great power of attracting 
and proserving the affection of his personal 
followers, several of whom, though poor 
themselves, used to contributo regularly to 
his support in his later yoars. ne was mai> 
ried, and had four children. 

[Gammage’s nisi, of Chartism, 1854 ; Novth- 
oru Star, 1837—48 ; Oharlor, 1839; TUco MSS. 
in Brit. Mm] G. TV. 

O'BRIEN, JAMES THOMAS (1792- 
1874), bishop of Ossory, Ferns, and Leigh- 
lin, born at New Ross, co, Wexford, in Sep¬ 
tember 1792, was son of Michael Burke 
O’Brien, a corporation officor, with the title 
of deputy sovereign of New Ross, who died 
in 18*20. Ilis mother, Dorothy, was daughter 
of Thomas Kougk, The fatnor, who came 
originally from Glare, was descended, although 
himself a protestant, from a Roman catholic 
branch of the great O’Brien family, which 
had been deprived of its property by the 
penal laws; he was well educated, but more 
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imprudent than provident. The son was 
educated, at the endowed school of New 
Ross, and entered Trinity Collage, Dublin, 
as a pensioner in November 1810. A. portion 
of the cost of his education was defrayed by 
the borough of Now Ross; in September 
1826 he rofundpd the amount—110J.—and 
was voted the freedom of the borough and a 
■raid box, O’Brien obtained a scholarship 
at Trinity College in 1818, graduated B.A., 
and took the gold modal in 1815. He was 
especially distinguished in mathematics, in 
1820 obtained a fellowship, and taking holy 
orders, was created D.D. in 1830. lie was 
one of the six Dublin University preachers 
from 1828 till 1812, and became Archbishop 
Ring’s lecturer in 1833, when the divinity 
school in the university was thoroughly re- 
organised. . . , 

O'Brien maintained through life strongly 
evangelical views. lie was well road in the 
work's of the reformers and their opponents, 
and in those of Bishop Butler and the Deist s. 

Cn 1829 and 1830 his university sermons on 
the reformation doctrine of justification by 
faith became, when published m 1833, a 
standard work. As Arclibiskop King a lectu¬ 
rer, he lectured on‘The Evidences of Reli¬ 
gion, with a special reference to bcopticai 
and Infidel Attempts to invalidate them, 
and the Socinisn Controversy.’ Resigning 
his fellowship in 1838, he became vicar of 
Clonderhorka, ltuphoe, but. removed in 183/ 
to the vicarage of Arboe, Armagh, wluoh he 
hold till 1841. On9Nov. 1841 he wnsnomi- 
nated dean of Cork, and instituted on 5 Jan. 
1842. On 9 March in tho same year lie was 
rained ky the prime minister, Sir Robert 
Peel, to the bishopric of the uuited diocesos 
of Ossory, Ferns, and Leighlin. _ . 

O’Brien was a daily worshipper in his 
cathedral, but he seldom preached or spoke 
except at the meetings of the church educa¬ 
tion society, of which he was an native cham- 
pion. Naturally opposed to tlio Oxford move- 
ment, ho did what lie could to stem its ad¬ 
vance in sermons and writings bolween 1840 
and 1860, In 1850 appeared his '-Tracta- 
riauism: its present State, and theonly Safe¬ 
guard against it.’ To the disestablishment of 
the Irish ohurch O’Brien opposed a well-sus¬ 
tained resistance, and Archbishop Trench 
acknowledged muoh aid from hie advice m 
the course of the struggle. When disesta¬ 
blishment camo, O’Brieu helped to reorganise 
the church, and moderated the seal of Ms 
evangelical friends in their elfoitB to revise 
the prayer-book i n accordance with t heir own 
predilections. O’Brien died at 49 Uiurloe 
{Square, London, 12 Dec. 1874, and was buried 
in the ohurohyard of St. Canice’s Cathedral, 


Kilkenny. On 19 Dec. Archbishop Trench 
described him, when addressing the dergyof 
the diocese assembled to elect a successor in 
the see, os a fit representative of the ideal 
uvtip reTpuyav os, i.e. the philosopher’s four¬ 
square man, able to resist attack from what¬ 
ever quarter made, and his successor, Dr. 
Robert Gregg, in liis primary charge, spoke of 
O’Brien’s'unvnryin£consistency,oalmjudgc- 
ment, and chastened self-restraint.' Ilia per¬ 
sonal appearance was dignified and imposing. 

lie murriodin 1836 Ellen, second daughter 
of Edward Pennefftthcr, lord chief justice of 
Ireland, by whom he had eight Bans and five 
daughters. 

O’Brien’s chief work, 1 An Attempt to ex¬ 
plain the Doctrine of Justification by Faith 
only, in Ten Sermons,’ 1838, was long popular; 
2nd ed. 1862, 3rd od. 1868,4th ed, 1877, and 
fitli ed. 1886. Ilia primary and second charges, 
1812 and 1845, published in London, and 
directed in great part againBt Tractarianism, 
each went to two or tlirco editions, and the 



of our Biassed Lord,’ which wore re-pub¬ 
lished in 1873 with n ‘ Plea from the Bible 
and the Biblo alone for the Doctrine of 
Baptismal Regeneration.’ 

Among other works woro : 1. ‘Tho Expe¬ 
diency ol rest oring at this Time to the Ohurch 
her Synodical Powers considered,’ 1843. 2, 
‘Tho Ohurch in Ireland: ourDuty in regaidto 
its Defonco,’ 1880. 8. ‘The Ouse of the Esta¬ 
blished Church i n Ireland,’ with app.,1867-8; 
3rd ed. 1888. 4. ‘ The Disestablishment and 
Disnndowmentof tkelriskBranck of IhoBin- 
tod Ohurch considered,’ 1880; three editions. 

[Private information; Carroll’s Memoir of 
3. T. O’Brien, D.D., 1875, with portrait, eome- 
whot hostile; Novvinan’s Justification, 1898, 
nrof, i lllastr.,London Nows, 1875, lxvi.23 ;Men 
of the Timo, 1872, .p. 727; Webb's Compendium 
of Irish Biography, 1873, p. 371 ; Cotton e Fasti, 
1847, i. 199. ii- 290-1.] G. C. B. 

O’BRIEN,' JOHN (rf. 1767), Irish catholio 
prelate, was vicaiygoncral of the united dio¬ 
ceses of Cork, Oloynej and Ross. In audience 
of 10 Dee. 1747 Pope Benedict XIV approved 
the separation of Qork and Oloyue, which 
had boon hold in union since 1429, and the 

appointment of O’Brien to the .bishopric of 

Cloyuo and Ross. Hie brief was dated 10 .Tan. 
1747-8. He died, according to Brady, m 
1787, when he was succeeded, in Uia see By 
Matthew MaoKcnna (Episcopal SmemWh 

ii.99). Martinstates,however,thatOBnea 

was bishop of Cloyne and RoBs from 1748to 
^TO him is generally attributed, though oa 
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B f »n« what doubtful authority, the authorship 
of ‘Focaloir Gaoidhilge-Sax-Bh6arla, or an 
Irish-English Dictionary. Whereof the Irish 
part hath been compiled not only from various 
Irish vocabularies, particularly that of Mr. 
Edvard Lhuvd, hut also from a great variety 
of the best Irish manuscripts now extant, 
especially those that have been composed 
from the ninth and tenth centuries down to 
the sixteenth, besides those of the lives of 
St. Patrick and St. Brigit, written in the 
sixth and seventh centuries’ (anon.), Paris, 
17C8,4to; and again Dublin,1832,8vo, edited 
bv Robert Daly, with the assistance of Michael 
licGinty. In the library of Trinity College, 
Dublin, there is a copy of the first edition, 
with manuscript notes by Peter O’Conuell; 
and another copy, with marginal notes chiefly 
in the handwriting of Maurice O’Govmon and 
Charles Vallancoy, is preserved in the British 
Museum (EgertonMS. 87). The ‘Dictionary’ 
is chiefly compiled from the vocabularies of 
Michael O’Clery [q. v.], Richard Plunkett 
[q. v.], and Edmund Lliuyd [q. v,], hut wants 
thousands of words still existing in the written 
and living language. The prefaco to the work 
is a learned discourse on the antiquity of the 
Ibemo-Celticlauguageand its affinity to othur 
tongues, and the remarks which precede each 
letter Of the alphabet are valuable. Much 
curious genealogical and historical informa¬ 
tion is scattered through tko work. 

The bishop edited 1 Monil n Pasloralia et 
Statute Ecelesiaatiea, pro unilis Diceceaibus 
CloynenaietRosaensi. Inquibuaete. Leota, 
acceptata, ot promulgate in Oonvontibus Olori 
Ssecularis et Regularis utriusquo Dicecesis, 
habitis Anno Domini 1705,’ sine looo, 1769, 
16mo, pp. 96 (of. Majitin, Privately Printed 
Boolm, 2nd ed. p. 66C). 

He also wrote 1 A Orilico -Historical 
Dissertation concerning the Antiont Irish 
Laws, or National Customs, called Gavel- 
Hind, end Thonistry, or Senior Government,’ 
2parts, Dublin, 1774-6,8vo, forming numbers 
3 and 4 of Vallancey’s Oollectonoa de Rebus 
Hiberuiois.' O'Brion’s dissertation was pub¬ 
lished by Vallaucey ns if he were himself the 
author of it (of. O'Dostovan, Irish Qrammv, 
Introd. p. mil n). 

[O’Curry’s Cat. of Irish MSS. in Brit. Mus. 
p. 73; O’Reilly’s Irish Writers, p. 232; James 
Scurry's Review of Irish Grammurs and Dic¬ 
tionaries, p, 82, in vol. xv. of Transactions of 
Royal'Irish Acad.; Oat. of Library of Trinity 
College, Dublin; Vallanooy's Grammar of the 
Iberno-Ccllio or Irish Language, 1773 , p. 3.] 

T. C. 

O’BRIEN, Sut LUCIUS HENRY 
(d, 1795), Irish politician, a member of a 
younger branch of the O’Driwis, earls of 


Thomond and of Inchiquin, was the eldest 
son of Sir Edward O’Brien (d. 1765), second 
baronet of Dromoland, co, Clare, who repre¬ 
sented Clare in the Irish House of Commons 
for thirty years, by hie wife Marv, daughter 
of Hugh Hiokman of Eenloe. lie entered 
parliament in 1763 as member for Ennis 
borough, and in the same year signalised 
himself by a remarkable speech describing 
the condition of the country, which is largely 
quoted by Mr. Leeky (Ilistoiy of Enulcmd., 
iv, 320). lie formed a friendship with Charles 
Lucas (1713-1771) [q. v.], the Irish patriot, 
and soon became a prominent member of 
the popular party. ‘ By means of a rational 
understanding and very extensive and ac¬ 
curate commercial information he acquired 
a considerable degree of public reputation, 
though his language was bad—bis address 
miserable and bis figure and action unmean¬ 
ing and whimsical—yet, as his matter was 
generally good, his reasoning sound, and his 
conduct frequently spirited and independent, 
he was attended towith respect, and in return 
always conveyed considerable information’ 
(Babiunoton, Historic Memoirs, i. 213-14). 

In 1765 he succeeded his father as third 
baronet of Dromoland; in March of the 
following year he was placed at the head of 
a committee to prepare and introduce a bill 
making the judges’ offices tenable guamdiu 
sc bene yesserint, and not as heretofore in 
Ireland during the king’s pleasure. The bill 
was passed, but did not receive the assent of 
the English privy council until 1782. In 
1708 O’Brien contested his father’s seat, co. 
Clare, at the cost of 2,0007 (Charlemont 
Papers, i. 119); he was elected, and repre¬ 
sented the county until 1776, when he was 
returned for Ennis. Hugh Dillon Massy, 
however, one of the members for Claro, being 
unseated, O’Brien was returned in bis stead, 
and chose to sit for the county, ne now 
busied himsolf with endeavours to remove 
tho restrictions on trade between England 
and Ireland, and made frequent speeches on 
the subjoct in parliament in opposition to the 
government; but his speeches lacked lucidity, 
and'his audience were said to be seldom the 
wiser for them. He visited England in 
1778-9 in pursuance of the same object. Jn 
the some year he reported to the lord 
lieutenant on the state of cm Clare, and was 
one of the first to urge tho arming of the 
militia to meet the expected invasion of Ire¬ 
land. Following the lead of Charlemont, he 
headed the volunteer movement in Clare, and 
took an active part in the agitation for Irish 
legislative independence. In 1780 lie led the 
opposition to the government in the matter 
of tho import, duties between Portugal 
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and Ireland, and in 1782 ha supported 
Grattan's motion for an address to the king 
in favour of legislative independence. 

In spite of his advocacy of the popular 
cause, O’Brien was defeated at Clare in 1788 
by an unknown man (si. i. 110); he was, 
however, returned for Tuam, which he repre¬ 
sented until 1790. In 1787 ho was sworn a 
privy councillor, and appointed clerk of the 
crown and hanaper in the high court of 
chancery. lie took a prominent part in the 
debates on Pitt's proposals for removing the 
restrictions on Irish trade, and also on tho 
regency question of 1788, In 1700 ho was 
returned for Ennis, and he represented it 
until his death. In 1791 he moved a reso¬ 
lution for the more satisfactory trying of 
election petitions, andhis last recorded speech 
in parliament was made in March oi the 
same year on the subject of India trade. 
Arthur Young [q. v.] acknowledges his in¬ 
debtedness to UBvion, at whose house ho 
stayed, and who was indefatigable in pro¬ 
curing materinlsfor Young’s 1 Tour in Ireland 
O’Brien died on 16 Jan. 1795 at Dromoland. 

lie married, on 26 May 1768, Niehola, 
daughter of Robert French of Monivoa Castle, 
co. Galway. By her he had six daughters and 
five sons, of whom the eldest, Edward, suc¬ 
ceeded him, and became the fathor of Wil¬ 
liam Smith O’Brien [q, v.], and of Edward 
O’Brien [q. v,] 

[Becky’s Hist, of England, vol. iv. passim; 
Sir Jonah Barrington's Historic Mmnoirs, passim; 
Oharlemont Papers in nist. MSS. Comm. Hop, 
Appendix; O’Donoghna’s Hist. Mom. of tho 
O’Briens, pp. 805-447; Lodpo’s Poorago, ed. 
Archdall, li. 45; LnscolLes’s Libor Mnnornm 
Hibern.; O’Hart's Irish Podigroes, ud, 1887, i. 
170; Cent, Mag. 1706, i. 170; Burke's Peerago 
and Baronetage; Official Eeturns of Members of 
Pari,; Webb’s Compendium of Irish Biograjdiy.] 

O’BRIEN, MATTHEW (1814-1866), 
mathematician, was born at Ennis in 1814, 
the son of Matthew O’Brien, M.D. lie 
entered Gonville and Oaius Oollogo, Cam¬ 
bridge, as a scholar in 1834, and graduated 
third wrangler in the mathematical tripos of 
1838 (M.A. 1841). He became junior iellow 
of his college in 1840, but resigned his fel¬ 
lowship in the f ollowin g year, lie was mode¬ 
rator in the mathematical tripos for 1848 and 
1841. He was lecturer in practical astro¬ 
nomy in the Royal Military Acadomy, Wool¬ 
wich, from 10 Jan. 1849 till his death, and 
professor of natural philosophy and astro¬ 
nomy in King's College, London, from 
8 March 1844 to 17 Aug, 1864. IIo died 
in Petit M6nage, Jersey, on 22 Aug. 1866. 

He was the author of two elementary text¬ 


books—on ‘Differential Calculus’ (184277^ 
on ‘ Plane Co-ordinate Geometry’ (18141 T 
the former of these he makes exclusive use of 
the method of limits. n 6 published 1 Sob 
tions to the Senate-House Problems for 1844 
‘Lectures on Natural Philosophy,’ trivlTi 


‘ A 'T “—"^'’ugiapnicaiBcience’ 
(1862). He also wrote some tracts onmathe 
mabeal questions connected with astronomy 
in which he claimed a certain latitude in tie 
symbolic uso of divergent scries. 

[O’Brion’s Works; information kindly sop. 
plied by Dr. Vonn; (font. Mag. 1856, ii. 6611 

C. P 


O'BRIEN, MURROUGII, first Eabi, or 
Tiiomoitd and first Bauds' Isomnuis (d 
1651), lineal descendant of Brian (Boroimhej 
[q. v.], king of Ireland, was third or fourth 
Bon of Turlough O’Brien, lord of Tkomond 
(d. 1628), and Eaglmailt, daughter of John 
MacNamara. On the death of his brother 
Conor O’Brien [q. v.], in 1539, he succeeded’ 
by custom of tanistry to tlie lordship of 
Thomond and tlie chieftainship of the Dal 
Cais. Conor had made a vain endoavour to 
divert the succession to his children by Ms 
socond wife, Ellon, sister of James Fitzjohn 
Fitzgerald, fourteenth earl of Desmond, and 
there had been, in consequence, much dis¬ 
sension between the brothers. 

O'Brien’s first slop on attaining the chief¬ 
tainship was to join Con O’Neill [q.v.Jand 
Manus O’Donnoll [a, v.] in a confederacy 
against tho English government. Their 
scheme, however, was frustrated by the vigi¬ 
lance of Sir William Brercton; and on tlie 
arrival shortly aft erwards of Sir Anthony St. 
Legev as viceroy, O’Brien expressed a wish to 
parley with him. Early in 1641 O'Brien met 
tho lord-deputy at Limerick. Conditions of 
peace and submission were propounded to 
him; but, as those included tlie restriction of 
his authority to the west of the Shannon, 
and other stipulations affecting his clan 
as well as himself, he asked time for de¬ 
liberation. IIo mado, however, no difficulty 
about acknowledging Ilenry YIII as his sove¬ 
reign or renouncing the supremacy of the 
pope, and was represented in the parliament 
which in that year conferred on Henry the 
title of king of Ireland. On the adjournment 
of the parliament to Limerick on 16 Peh. 
1542, he repaired thither. The recent sub¬ 
mission of Con O’Neill in December 1641 
oxercised a profound effect upon him, and he 
not only consented to the curtailment of his 
authority to the west of tho Shannon, but 
expressed his intention of personally renew- 
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mg bis submission to Henry, promising for 
himself and his followers to live and die his 
i true) faithful, and obedient servants.’ He 
appeared to St. Leger 1 a very sobre man, 
and very like to contynewe your Majesties 
trewe subjects;’ and Henry, gratified by 
his submission, expressed his intention of 
conferring on him some title of honour, 
together with a grant of all the suppressed 
religious houses in his country. 

g^iere was some difficulty in reconciling 
the Irish succession by tanistry with that of 
primogeniture; but it was finally concluded 
that O’Brien himself should be created Earl 
of Thomond for life, the title to revert after 
his death, not to his eldest sou, who was 
created Baron of Inchiquin,but to his nephew 
Donough, created at the same time Baron of 

tag" problem clearly demonstrated 5lcnry’s 
intention to proceed in the reconquest of Ire¬ 
land by conciliatory methods, if possible; he 
hoped that time would bring with it a prac¬ 
tical reconciliation of the laws and customs 
of the two countries. On the adjournment of 
the parliament to Trim (12 to 21 June 1612), 
O’Brien repaired thither with his nephew 
Donough, ‘ both honestly accompanied and 

S lled,’ and attended the lord-deputy to 
l, where he remained for three or four 
days. At his own request he was included 
in the commission for the suppression of the 
religious houses in Thomond, and in tho 
following year visited England. Owing to 
the general dearth of money in Ireland, St. 
Leger was obliged to lend him, for his journey, 
1001. in harp-groats, i.e. in ponce. He arrived 
at court, accompanied by Ulio de Burgh, first 
earl of Clanricarde.in June 1643, andfhaving 
venewod his submission, he was, on Sunday, 
1 July, created Earl of Thomond. Tho ex¬ 
penses of his installation were defrayed by 
Henry, who also, for his ‘ bolter satisfaction,’ 
granted him a house and lauds in Dublin for 
his entertainment during his attendance on 
parliament. 

After a brief sojourn in London O'Brien 
returned to Ireland. The honours conferred 
upon him were followed by beneficial results. 
He had, of course, his quarrels with his neigh¬ 
bours, the Burkes and Munster Geraldines, 
and more than once his attitude threatened 
the general peace. But ho hod a sincere 
regard for St. Leger, and a word from him 
was sufficient to control him. lie accom- 
anied St, Leger to the water's edge at his 
eparture in April 1646, and was one of those 
who welcomed him on his return in 1660. 
He died in the following year and wns suc¬ 
ceeded hy his nephew Donough, who sur¬ 
rendered his patent, and wns granted a new 


one on 7 Nov. 1662, conferring the title on 
him and the heirs mole of his body. He did 
not long enjoy the honour, being killed in 
April 1663 by his brother Donnell, called Sir 
Donnell, who had married hiscousin,a daugh- 
torof Murrough O’Brien. The earldom passed 
to Conor O'Brien, third earl [q. v.], Donogh’s 
eldest son, by Helen Butlov, youngest daugh¬ 
ter of Piers, eighth earl of Ormonde. 

[O’Donoghue’B Historical Memoirs of the 
O'Briens; State Papers, Ireland, Hen. VIII 
(printed); Annals of tho Pour Masters, cd. 
O'Donovan; Ware’s Romm Hibernicaruin An- 
nales; Annals of Loch C4, ed. Hennessy; Lodge's 
Peerage, ed. Arehdnll, vol. ii.] R. D. 

O’BRIEN, MURROUGH, first Earl of 
iNOiiiQinN and sixth Baron Inokiqtjin 
(1614-1674), known in Irish tradition as 
Murchadh na atoithean, or ' of the conflagra¬ 
tions,’ was eldest son of Dermod, fifth baron 
of Incliiquin, by Ellen, eldest daughter of Sir 
Edmond Fitzgerald of Oloyne. His grand¬ 
father and namesake was killed in July 
1697 at tho passage of the Erne, fighting for 
Quean Elizabeth. An inquisition taken after 
the death of hta father implies that Incliiquin 
was bom in September 1614. Ilis wardship 
wns given to Patrick Fitzmnurice, and tho cus- 
1 ody of his property to Sir William St. Leger 
fq. v.], lord president of MunBter, whose 
daughter he married. He had a special livery 
of his lands in 1636, and afterwards went to 
si tidy war in the Spanish service in Italy. He 
returned in 1689, and prudently yielded to 
Wentworth’s high-handed scheme for the 
colonisation of Clare. In a letter to Went¬ 
worth Charles took notice of this, and 
directed that he should not ‘in course of 
plantation have the fourth part of his lands 
in that county taken from him as from the 
othertlie natives there’ (Lodge). On2 April 
1640 he was made vice-president of Munster, 
and sat as a peer in the parliament which 
Strafford held that year. 

The great Irish rebellion began on 23 Oct. 
1641, and in December Incliiquin accompanied 
the president in an expedition against the 
Leinster rebels who were harassing Water¬ 
ford and Tipperary. All the prisoners taken in 
a fight near Oarrick-on-Suir wore executed 
by martial law (Carte, Ormonde, i. 264). 
In April 1642, during the siege of Cork by 
Muskerry with four thousand men, Inchi- 
quin, ‘ one of the young and noble-spirited 
commanders,’ led a sally of two troops of 
horse and three hundred musketeers, which 
broke up the Irish camp for a time. Mus- 
korry left baggage and provisions behind, 
and inehiquin was able to ship guns and to 
take two castles on the west side of Cork 
harbour which had annoyed the navigation 
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(LismoM Tapers, v, 44; Hist. MSS. Comm. 
5th llep. p. 346). St. Leger died on 2 July, 
and Inchiquin beoarne the legal governor of 
Munster, as he announced to the lords jus¬ 
tices before the end of the month (CJaiitE/ 
letter 95). Dai id, first earl of Barrymore, 
was associated with him in the civil govern¬ 
ment, but died on Michaelmas day. Alex¬ 
ander, lord Forbes, with Hugh Peters [q. v.] 
as his chaplain, landed at Kinsale early, in 
July with forces provided by udventurura in 
■England; but he paid no altenLionto Inclii- 
quin’s request for help, and ho effected 
nothing. On 20 Aug. Inchiquin, accompanied 
by Barrymore, Kinalmeaky, and Braghill 

S gee Botlh, lioann; Bahon Bnoainr.i, and 
irst Eabe or Grubby], with only two thou¬ 
sand foot and four hundred horse, overthrow 
General Barry at Liscarrol with seven thou¬ 
sand foot and fifteen hundred horse; but lie 
lacked moans to improve his victory, though 
seven hundred arc 6tud to have fallen on one 
side and only twelve on Ilia other, lie was 
himself wounded in the head and hand. 

llichard Boyle, Qrst earl of Cork fq.v.J 
and his sons did much to preserve the 
counties of Cork and Waterford, and Inehi- 
qnin co-oparatad with thorn, hut not cor¬ 
dially. Tho difficulty was to support an army 
on any terms. In November 1012 Inchiquin 
seized all the tobacco m tho hands of the 
patentees at Cork, Yougkal, and ICinsalo 
(flirimi, Hist, of Cork, i. 142; I 'ou;,hal Council- 
Book, p. 223), and no compensation was 
paid until after the Jlestoralion. Tho cattle 
and corn in Hie districts under lus control 
ware taken of course. The king had no 
money to give, and the parliament had neither 
time to attend to Ireland nor money to 
entrust to unsafe hands. Inchiquin gave a 
commission to the commandant at Youghal as 
early as 20 July 1012to execute martial law 
there upon both soldiers and civilians, and 
his dealings with tlie town are recorded in 
the ‘ Council Dook.’ Tlio raw material of 
soldiers was abundant, for fight ing was now 
the only industry; but thcro were no means 
of paying them, Yet the parliament sent 
mon to Ireland without arms, for no purpose, 
wrote Inchiquin to Ormonde, ‘unless it he 
to plot that these men shall with jawbonos 
kill so many rebels’ (C.UU' 1 ),letter 118). At 
the end of May 1643 he took tho Hold with 
four thousand foot and four hnndred horse, 
hut could only threaton Kilmallock, ‘for 
wantof provisions and monoy for the officers,’ 
and ho begged Cork to lend or borrow 3001. 
for victualling Youghal (Smith, ii. 142). 
While threatening ICinsalo himself, he sent 
one detachment as far as Tralee, who 
had to subsist on a country then in Irish 


hands. Another smaH force was sent t 
Forrnoy, but suffered o crushing de“ 10 
Castlelyons on 4 June from a body 
under Castlehaven, who had been 
sent by tho Kilkenny confederation 
haven, Memoirs, p. 40). 

Muskerry threatened the county of Water 
ford, and Inchiquin, according to his own 
account, intrigued with him until he was in 
a position to fight. The Irish leader offered 
to sparo Youghal and its district if Oapno 
qum and Lismoro surrendered at once ■ other 
wise he would burn both places. By’ a ma¬ 
ture of threats and promises Inchiquin in¬ 
duced him to say that he would ‘withdrawif 
Cappoquiu mid Lismore wore not taken by a 
certain day. Untllthat. dal elnidpassedhe was 
nob to he att acked. Inchiquin had so garri¬ 
soned Cappoquin as to mako it safe f or a 
much longer time, and Cork’s castle of Lis- 
more was also well prepared. The situation 
was maintained with lit! le sincerity on either 
side until Cork liirasolf landed with orders 
from Oharlos to promote a truce. Active 
hostilities ceased, and Muskerry, who had 
been outwitted, tried to he oven with Inohi- 
quin by telling thu king that lie designed to 
betray tho two towns to tho Irish—a state¬ 
ment without foundation. ‘If ever,’ he 
wrote to an officer who had been present 
during Iho whole period, ‘I did anythiiwto¬ 
wards tho defence of Munster against the 
Irish, this was what I had causo to brae of’ 
(Caki-e, letters 300, 317). 

Tho cessation of arms for a year, which 
Qrmomlo, at tho king’s command,conoluded 
with the confederates on 15 Sept. 1643, was 
formally approved by Inchiquin in a docu¬ 
ment which ho signed along with Clan- 
ricarde and many other porsons of distinc¬ 
tion (f b. 172), hut ho did not think it really 
favourable to the causo of the Irish pro- 
tostmits. The immediate result was that a 
great part of the forco under his orders was 
scut to serve tho king in England, two regi¬ 
ments being assigned t o Hop! on in Sussex Qb. 
232) and the rest soatterod under various 
leaders. Eight hundred of Inchinuin’s mon, 
described ns ‘ native Lrisli rebels, landed at 
Woymout h,undorhis brother Henry(Wnm- 
r.oOKE, Memorials, p. 80, whom the brothers 
are confounded), and somo wore hanged as 
such, though their old general was by that 
Lirno serving the parliament (ib, p. 95). His 
own regimont of horse wont over before the 
cessation, and was present before Gloucester 
in August and September, but did little except 
plunder tho country (Somers Tracts, v. 836). 

Inchiquin went to Oxford early in Fe¬ 
bruary 1013-4, his main object being to get 
the king’s commission as president of Mun- 


leai near 
of horse 
specially 
(Castle. 



O’Brien 


O’Brien 767 


<,ter but a formal promise bad already been 
riven to Jerome, earl of Portland, who re¬ 
ceived a patent for life on 1 March. Or¬ 
monde was against slighting a man who had 
done great service in Ireland for the sake of 
one who had done nothing 1 at all; but his 
advice was negloetod, and Incliiquin was 
dismissed with fair words. He had a warrant 
from the king for an earldom, but this he 
forbore to use. He left Oxford after a stay 
of about a fortnight, apparently in tolerable 
humour, but it was soon known in Ireland 
that he cnme discontented from court (Caete, 
letters 289, 258). What he saw at Ox¬ 
ford was not likely to raise his estimate 
of the king’s power; and in any ease the par¬ 
liament were masters of the sea, and the 
only people who could help the protostants 
of Munster. A visit to Dublin on his way 
did not change his opinion, and in July ho 
and his officers urged tho king, in a formal 
address, to make poaee with his parliament. 
At the same time they called upon the 
houses to furnish supplies for prosecuting 
the war against tho Irish (Oabte, i. 613; 
RrsEWOETH, Hist. Collections, v. 918). In 
November 1042 Incliiquin had told Ormonde 
that he was no roundhead, and in August 1045 
he assured his brother-in-law, Michael Boyle 

S . v.], the future pvimato and chancellor, 
at he would waive all dopendenco on the 
parliament if ho could see safety for the pro- 
testants by any other means (Oabtd, letter 
107) j and betweon these datos ho made 
many appeals to Ormondo not to desert the 
protestants for an Irish allianoo, exposing 
the' apparent pvacl ice of the Irish papists to 
Bxtirpate the protestant religion, which I 
am aide to demonstrate and convince them 
of, if it were to any purpose to aocuso them 
of anything’ (Clarendon State Papers, ii. 
168,170,173). In June 1044 he was going 
to England, but Ormondo advised him to 
wait until he had cleared himself from Mus¬ 
ketry’s charges about the Cappoquin busi¬ 
ness (Clarendon Cal. i. 250). During the 
next few weeks he edged away both from 
the conMerate catholics and from Ormonde, 
and on 25 Aug. 1644 he informed the latter 
that a parliamentary ship had reached 
Youghal, that the town had embraced that 
cause, and that he should have to do the 
same j and he entreated him to put himself 
at the head of the protest ant interest (ii,; 
Youghal Council-Bool;, p, 247). In August 
Inchiquin expelled nearly all tho Homan 
catholics from Cork, Youghal, and Kinsale ( 
and they were allowed to take only as much 
property as they could carry on their persons. 
‘All the Irish inhabitants’ aro the words 
used by this chief of tho O’Brions (Clarendon 


State Papers, ii. 171 ; Rushwouth, v. 290; 
Gilbert, Confederation and War , ii. 235). 

The English parliament made Inchiquin 
president of Munster, and he continued to 
act without reference to Portland or to Or¬ 
monde, who was the king’s lord-lieutenant. 
Receiving no supplies from England, he 
managed to keep tho garrisons together, and, 
although he had opposed the general armi¬ 
stice, was forced to make a truce with the 
Irish in the winter of 1644-5. The siege of 
Duncannon Fort, which Lord Esmond held 
for the parliament, was nevertheless pro¬ 
ceeded with; and at its surrender, on 18 March 
1615-6, it was found that Esmond hod been 
acting under Inehiquin’s directions, although 
the fort is not in Munster (j b. iv. 186). The 
truco expired 10 April 1645, and Oastloliaven 
at once invaded Munster with six thousand 
men, reducing most of the dotached strong¬ 
holds easily, capturing Inchiquin’s brother 
Henry, and ravaging the country to the walla 
of Cork. Incliiquin was active, but too weals 
to do much; and on 10 April Cnstlehaven 
came before Youghal, which was valiantly 
defended by Broghill. The latter took the 
offensive oarly in May with his cavalry, and 
won a battle noar (Wlulyons. Incliiquin 
sent in many supplies by sea from Cork, in 
which ho had the help of Vice-admiral 
Ciwthpr’s squadron; a larger convoy was 
sent by the parliament after Nasoby, and in 
Sept ember Broghill, who had been to England 
fox help, finally relieved the placo. At tho 
end of tho year Inchiquin induced his kins¬ 
man, Barnabas O'Brien, sixLhearl of Thomond 
[q. v.], to admit parliamentary troops into 
Bunratty Castlo, near Limerick, hut it was 
retaken in the following July (Rmrcorar, 
Embasmj in Inland, p. 191). 

On 5 Jan. 1645-6 tho English House of 
Commons voted that Ireland should he 
governed by a single person, and on the 21st 
that that person should baPliilip Sidney,lord 
Lisle [q, v.], who had already seen service 
in tli&t country (Ruskwoetb, vi, 248). Or¬ 
monde's treaty with the confederate catholics, 
to which Inchiquin was no party, was rati¬ 
fied on 29 July, hut was denouncod by 
Rinuccini and tho clergy adhering to him. 
It had, however, the effect of checking active 
warfare in Munster. Lisle did not land at 
Cork until March 1640-7 ( Whttelooice, p, 
289), when he brought money, arms, and a 
considerable body of men. lie did little or 
nothing, and, his appointment expiring in 
April, inchiquin produced his own commis¬ 
sion under the great seal of England, and 
declined to acknowledge any other. 1 The 
officers of the army pronounced in their old 
leader’s favour and amusing details of tho 
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proceedings are given by Ballings (GlLnmiT, 
Confederation and Wat', iv, 19). Broghill 
opposed Inchiquin, but Admiral Orowther 
took his part, and Lisle was not sorry to get 
away on any terms. Inchiquin remained 1 in 
entire possession of the command, and in 
greater reputation than ho was beforo ’ (Cia- 
biisdos, Hitt. bk. xi. § 2). IIo reported to 
parliament in person on 7 May, and received 
the thanks of the House of Commons 
(Whitulooke, p. 213). 

Inchiquin now proceeded to reconquer 
the districts which Castlohnven had overrun, 
Cappoquin and Dromaua, against which he 
had cherished designs since 16-12 (Litmore 
Papers, v. Ill), were easily taken. There 
was a little fighting at Uungarvan, and. 
twenty English redcoats, who had deserted 
to the Irish, were hanged; but on Llio wholo 
Incliiquin’s men thought him too lenient 
(Rushwoeth, vi. 480). This was early in 
May, and he took the field again at mid¬ 
summer. On 12 Aug. he roportod toLen- 
tliall that he had token many ensiles and 
vast quantities of cattle. A detachment 
crossed tho Shannon, and B unrat ty was 
burned by its garrison, though it had taken 
the confederate catholics much pains to win. 
1 We stormed and burned tho abbey of Adare, 
held by the rebels, where four friars were 
burned and three took prisoners’ (ib. vii. 
788). On 12 Sept, he attacked the rock of 
Onshel, tlio strong position of which hod 
tempted many persons of both sexes to take 
refuge upon it, with their valuables. Failing 
to make a breach with his guns, Inchiquin 
piled up turf against the wall of the en¬ 
closure and set fire to it. It was tho dry 
season, and the heat disabled the defendors, 
who wore crowded within a narrow space. 
Tho rock wa3 carried by assault, and no 
quarterwas given to any one. About thirty 
priests and friars were among the slain. 
According to Ludlow ( Memoirs , i. 92) throe 
thousand were slaughtered, ‘ the priests being 
taken even from under the altar/ According 
to Father Sail, who was a native of Oasliel, 
Inchiquin donned tho arcliiepiscopal mitre 
(MtJEritY, Cromwell in Ireland, App, p, 6). 

At tho boginning of November, fearing a 
juncture between the Munster chief and tho 
victorious Michael Jones [q. v.], the con¬ 
federate catholics sent Taafe into the county 
of Cork with six thousand foot and twolvo 
hundred horse. Inchiquin at once returned 
from Tipperary, leaving a garrison in Onhir, 
and came up with the invader at tho hill of 
Knocknanuss, about three miles oast of 
Kanturk. In a curious lotter (MnniiAir, 
Confed, of Kilkenny, p, 202) he'offered to 
forego all advantage of ground, trusting to 


the goodness of his cause, and to fitrkt 
the open, although his force was inferior 
No answer wasgiven, and Inchiquin attacked 
with complete success on 18 November 
Taafe lost two-thirds of his men and nearly 
all his arms, while the victor had only abont 
150 killed. Inchiquin received the thanks 
of parliament, and was voted l,000t. to buy 
horses; but he was nlready distrusted (Hush 
WORTH, vii. 800, 910 ; Confederation and 
War, vii. 350; ItlNcocntl, p. 335; Warrot 
Ireland, p. 72). J 

For a, time Inchiquin was master of the 
south of Ireland, and no one dared meet him 
in the field. At tho beginning of February 
1647-8 he took Garrick with a small force 
threatened Waterford, and levied contribu¬ 
tions to the walls of Kilkenny (Rdjtjocihi 
pp. 367-78). IIo returned to Cork at the 
end of the month, and porsuaded his officers 
to sign a remonstrance to the IIousb of Com¬ 
mons as to its neglect of the Munster army 
(RtrsHWOBTii, vii. 1041). This was received 
27 March, and it was at Aral decided to send 
throo members to confer wiLli the discon¬ 
tented general; but on 14 April came news 
that he had actually declared for the kino (, 4 . 
vii. 1060; Rnruccisri, p. 380). The three mem¬ 
bers wore recalled, all commissions made to 
Inchiquin rcvolcod, and officers and Boldiers 
forbidden to obey him. IIo managed to keep 
liis army together, while insisting on the 
necessity for Ormonde’s return to Ireland, 
and evon sent an officer to Edinburgh with 
a proposal for joining tho Scots with six 
thousand mou (Thurloe State Papers, i. 93). 
Cork, Kinsale, Youglial, Baltimore, Castle- 
haven, Orooklwiven, and Uungarvan were in 
his hands, and ho so forliflod these harbours 
that no parliamentary ship could anchor in 
any ono of them (Oabtd, letter 576). In 
spite of liinuccini, he concluded a truce with 
the confederate catholics on 22 May, and Or¬ 
monde oonvorted this into a peaoe m the fol¬ 
lowing January. Owen Roe O’Neill [q. v.] 
advanced in July ns far as Nenagh,his object 
being to reach Kerry, whoso mountains were 
suited to his peculiar laotios, and whose un- 
guardod inlets would give him the means of 
communicating with tho continent; but In¬ 
chiquin, whose operations are detailed by 
Beltings (Confederation and War, vol. vi.), 
forced lum hack to Ulster, Ormonde, who 
was still the legal lord-lieutenant, landed at 
Cork on 30 Sept., and ho and Inchiquin 
thencoforth worked together, Clanricarde and 
Preston siding with them as against the 
nuncio and the hated Ulster general. 

Tho Munster army had besn buoyed up 
with the hopes of pay at Ormonde's arrival, 
but he had only thirty pistoles, and some of 
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the "disappointed cavalry left their colours 
withaviewto joining either Jones or O’Neill. 
Inchiquin quelled the mutiny -with great 
akill and courage; aud Ormonde could only 
promise that the Icing would pay all arrears 
aa soon as he could. In January 1048-0 
Rupert’s fleot was on the Munster coast, and 
Inchiquin saw Maurice at Kinsale about the 
contemplated visit of the Prince of Wales 
to Ireland ( 16 . vii. 237). He was still fearful 
lest a royalist government of his province 
should lead to the oppression of the English 
race, who would with good cause despair • of 
over having any justice against an Irishman 
for anything delivered him on trust ’ (ib. p, 
247). The conclusion of the peace between 
Ormonde and the confederate catholics, the 
execution of the king, and the flight of 
Rinuccini followed close upon each other at 
the beginning of 1019. O’Neill, acting in 
concert wiih the hulk of the priests, refused 
to accept the peace, while 5[onro and his 
Scots made professions of royalism. Inchi¬ 
quin received a commission from Ormonde 
as lieutenont-general, made himself master 
of Drogheda, and prepared to bosiege Dun¬ 
dalk. Georgo Monck, first duke of Albe¬ 
marle [q. v.], was governor of this town, and 
he had just concluded an armistico for threo 
months with O’Neill. On 1 July Inchiquin 
captured the convoy of ammunition which 
Monck sent to O’NoilTs assistance, and tho 
garrison ol‘ Dundalk thou compelled their 
leader to surrender (Oaedineh, Hist, Com¬ 
monwealth, i. 110). After this Newry, Trim, 
and the neighbouring strongholds were soon 
taken, and Inchiquin returned to the royalist 
camp near Dublin. Ormonde, who now 
seemed to have Ireland almost at his feet, 
sent him with a large force of horse to Mun¬ 
ster, where lie was now lord-president by 
Charles It's aomiuission, and where Crom¬ 
well was expected to land. Ho was thus 
absent from tho fatal battle of Rath-mines, 
fought on 2 Aug. 1010, after which most of 
his old soldiois joined the parliamentarians 
under Jones. 

Oromwell landed on 18 Aug., and stormed 
Drogheda on 12 Hopt. It was evident that 
nothing could resist him, aud the Munster 
garrisons, who had protest ant sympathies, 
began to fall away from Inchiquin (jb. i. 1 Cl). 
A conspiracy of certain officers to seize his 
person was frustrated, and I 10 gainod admis- 

at Wexford Inchiquin returned to Leinster 
at the end of October, and on i Nov. was 
at the head of some three thousand men, 
chiefly horse, and he advanced through the 
hills from Carlow to attack about half that 
aumber of English soldiers who had been 
VOL. nv. 


left sick in Dublin. The Oromwellians, many 
of whom had but imperfectly recovered, had 
a hard fight on the snore at G-lascarrick, be¬ 
tween Arkluw and Wexford; but their left 
was covered by the sea, and they succeeded 
in heating off their assailants (Ltjdlow, i. 267 j 
Caeth; Oarltlii, Cromwell, letter 109). At 
this moment Munster revolted from Inchi¬ 
quin. Blake's blockade having been tempo¬ 
rarily raised by bad weather, Rupert escaped 
from the Irish const, and on 13 Nov. Crom¬ 
well wrote that Cork and Youghnl had sub¬ 
mitted. The other port towns followed suit, 
and Broghill succeeded to moat of Inchiquin’s 
influence in Munster (Report on Carte Papers, 
pp. 189-4G). The English or protestant in¬ 
habitants of Cork, ‘ out of a bciibo of the 
good service and tender care of tho Lord 
incliiquin over them,’ asked Cromwell to see 
his estate scorned to him and hie heira; hut to 
this tliB victor 1 forbore to mako any answer' 
(Yoiiqhal Council Pooh, p. 281). On 24 Nov. 
Inchiquin, at the head of a force consisting 
chiefly of Ulster Irish, made an attempt upon 
Carrick-on-Snir, but wns repulsed with great 
loss (OablvijH, letter 110). lie then re¬ 
tired westward, and obtained possesion of 
Kilmalloek,hut had only some four hundred 
men with him (WltlMLOi'icn, p. 430), On 
19 Dec. ho wroto to Ormonde concerning 
the Clonmacnoine bishops: ‘I am. already 
condemned among them; and I boliovo your 
Excellency haa but a short reprieve, for they 
caunot trust you unless yon go to nines’ 
( Clarendon State Papers, ii. G0S). In January 
1049-60 he withdrew into Kerry, and raised 
some forces there, with which he returned to 
the neighbourhood of Kilmallock about tho 
beginning of March (Wtixtdlookd, pp. 439, 
445). Ilonry Oromwoll joined Broghill, and 
dofeatod these new levies—which consisted 
chiefly of Englishmen—towards the end of 
the month; and Inchiquin, after plundering 
most of tho county Limoriclc, crossed the 
Shannon into Glaro * with more cows than 
horses ’ (ib. p. 448). 

Neither Ormonde nor Inchiquin had now 
much to do in Ireland, and neither hence¬ 
forth appearod to tho east of the Shannon, 
The Roman catliolio hierarchy had met in 
December 1049 at Olonnmcnoiso; but they 
could never work cordially with a protestant 
chief like Ormonde, and their object was to 
obtain the protection of some foreign prince. 
In thBir declaration made at Jamestown on 
12 Aug. 10GO, they absurdly accused Inchi¬ 
quin of betraying Munster, and charged both 
him and Ormonde with spending their time 
west of the Shannon ‘in piny, pleasure, and 
great mommonl,.’ They had no army, and 
the walled towns refused to admit them, so 
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it is not easy to say wlmt tlioy could liavo 
done. Ormonde was told tliat lie was dis¬ 
trusted solely on account of Ms relations 
with Inchiquiu, wliile the latter was assured 
that he alone, as of the ‘ most ancient Irish 
blood/ could fill O’Neill’s place in thepopular 
esteem.’ Clarendon ( Ilist . of Rebellion in Ire¬ 
land, p. 106) not unfairly sums up the case 
by saying that ‘ when these two lords had 
communicated each to other (as tlioy quickly 
did) the excellont addresses which had been 
made to them, and agreed together how to 
draw on and encourage the proposers, that 
they might discover as much of their purposes 
as possible, they easily found their design 
was to bo rid of them noth.’ The ohoice of 
Emer MacMalion [q. v.], bishop of Ologker, 
as O'Neill’s successor naturally brought dis¬ 
aster, and Ormonde, accompanied by Inchi- 
quin and some forty other officers, left Ire! and, 
and, after tlirco weeks’ tossing, landed safely 
at Perros (Juirec, in Brittany, 

Charles II was at this lime in Iloliaud, 
and Inckiquin was called upon to defend 
himself against many charges brought by Sir 
Lewis Dyve [q. v.], but soon withdrawn as 
without foundation (Clarendon Cal. ii. 622). 
Charles investigated tho mat ter at, Paris after 
his eBoape fromW oroester, and on 2 April 1662 
wrote himself to Incliiquin to declare his con¬ 
fidence in him (ii. p. 091). On 11 May he was 
made one of the royal counoil, 1 of whose com¬ 
pany,’ Hyde wrote/1 am glad; who is, in trut h, 
a gallant gentleman of good parts and groat 
industry, and a temper fit to struggle with 
the affairs on all sides that wo are to cont end 
with' ( Clarendon State Papart, iii. 07), But 
neither Henrietta Maria, Jormyn, nor Wilmot 
liked the new appointment. In 1658 Inohi- 
quin sought tho command of all Trisli soldiers 
m Prance j but this was opposed by the Irish 
clergy, who lold iha nuncio that he was a 
‘ murderer of priosts, Mara, and such like' 
(Thvrloe State Papers, i. 662) j hut lie had 
either ono or two regiments under him (ib, 
i. 690, ii. 86). In May 1664 he received 
the earldom which lie hud spurned ten years 
before ( Clarendon Cal, ii. 3876), At this 
time the exiled king’s council consisted of 
eleven persons, divided into two parties. The 
majority consisted of Ormonde, Rochester, 
Percy, Incliiquin, Taafe, and Hyae,who con¬ 
trolled the whole policy. Henrietta Maria, 
tho Duke of York, Kuport, the Duke of 
Buckingham, and Jermynwere tho minority 
(Thvrloe State Papers, ii. 610). In October 
Incliiquin shipped his regiment from Mar¬ 
seilles, and it was destroyed in Guise’s hare¬ 
brained expedition to Naples (ib. ii. 679, iii. 
39). lie himself went to Catalonia, where 
be became governor of the districts which 
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still adhered to Prance, and occupiedldmseif 
with some success in soducing Irish soldier 
from tho Spanish to the French service. He 
was hack at Paris early in 1656, Charies IT 
being then resident at Cologne. Inckiquin 
remained at Paris, or near it, till the summer 
of 1650, and was moro or less engaged in the 
Sexby plot. A Colonel Clancy, from his 
name probably a native of Clare, was em¬ 
ployed by him as a secret agent in London 
[ib. iy. 704, 760), and Henry Cromwell had 
information that Incliiquin himself was to 
command in Ireland (ii. v. 477). Charles H 
who was now at Bruges, wished Incliiquin 
and his Irish soldiers to he at hand, and 
Ilyde favoured all Spanish designs ( Claren¬ 
don Cal. iii. 586, 59G). Incliiquin was in 
Catalonia during the autumn of 1066, but at 
Paris again in tho Bummer of 1367’ (ib. p, 
819). By this time he had joined the church 
of Rome, his wife remaining a etaunch pro- 
testant, and there wore great bickerings. 
The 1 English envoy Lockhart says the lady 
was persecuted, and that he had given her a 
pass to England without consulting the Pro¬ 
tector’s government, for fear of Hie French 
protobtauts, who wore witnesses of her suf¬ 
ferings ( Thurloe State Papers, vi. 386). The 
great question was as to the custody of her 
young son ; Lord O’Brien, Henrietta Mariaand 
(hecatholicpartyfavouringlncMqum'sclaim, 
and the protestants taking the other side. 
Lockhart’s diplomacy triumphed, and In- 
ohiquin, who lmd violently carried the boy 
off from the English embassy, was ordered to 
restore him on pain of being banished from 
France and losing all his commissions and 
allowances (ib. p. 081). lie was in Catalonia 
during the autumn of 1667, but returned to 
Paris in tho following January, having been 
sent for expressly about his son’s business 
(ib. p. 782). In April 1668 this, son, about 
whom there had been so much dispute, was 
among his father’s friends in Ireland; but 
Ilcnry Oromwoll sent Mm away with a 
caution only (ib. vii. 60). 

Inchiquin’s own letters during 1668 and 
1060 are in a hopeless strain (ib, vol. vii.), 
and he sought employment in any attempt 
which might bo mnde on England. But 
Ormonde had been prejudiced against him, 
and probably his change of religion was fatal 
to Ms influence amongtheprotestantroyalists 
(Clarendon State Papers, iii. 416). The 
negotiations which led to the peace of the 
Pyrenees destroyed his chances in Catalonia; 
but Mazarin connived at Ms going with 
Count Sohomberg to help the Portuguese, 
and ho started for Lisbon in the autumn of 
1669. On 10-20 Fob. 1669-60 it was known 
at Paris that he and his son had been taken 



O’Brien 771 O’Brien 


at sea by the Algerines (Cal. State Papers, 
Bom.) The English council wrote on his 
behalf to the pasha, and by 23 Aug. lie was 
m England) but his son. remained in Africa 
.13 a hostage. The House ofC'ommons specially 

recommended the case of both father and son 
to the king, and on 10 Nov. a warrant was 
granted to export 7,600 dollars for ransom 
fib. ; Kenott, Register, p. 170). Lady In- 
chiquin petitioned for her husband’s release 
m August, but during the same month Sir 
Donougk O’Brien wrote that she had no 
mind to see any of his relations ‘for his 
being a papist’ (.Dromoland MS.) Inchiquin 
went to Paris soon after, and returned with 
Henrietta Maria, of whose household ho 
bpcame high steward (ib.) During 1661 
be signed the declaration of allegiance to 
Charles II by Irish catholic nobility and 
gentry, notwithstanding any papal sentence 
or dispensation (Somers Tracts, vii. 614). 
He was generally inattendance on the queen- 
mother, either in London or Paris, and on 
23 June 1662 it is noted that ‘this famous 
soldier in Ireland ’ sailed as general-in-chief 
of the expeditionary force sent hy Charles 
to help the Portuguese; that he landed at 
Lisbon on 31 July with two thousand foot 
and 60 ine troops of horse, nnd that ho made 
a short speeoh to his man (Rennet, p. 710). 
The Spaniards avoided a battle, and allowed 
the strangers to waste thomsolves by long 
marches and by indulgence in fin it. Inolii- 
quin returned to England in 1603, and seems 
soon to have gone to Ireland. 

Inohiquin’s military career was now dosed, 
and the presidency of Munster, which he 
had so much coveted, was denied to him on 
account of his religion, and given to the 
astute Broghill, now Earl of Orrery. But 
■when the latter went to England in June 
1664 he made hie old rival vice-president, 
and they romained friends afterwords. In- 
ehiquin seems to have lived quietly in Ire¬ 
land during the grcalerport ofhis remaining 
years. In 1660 he was made a magistrate 
for Glare j butRostallon,onOork harbour, be¬ 
came the favourite residence of his family. 
Henrietta Maria finally departed into Prance 
in 1666, and whon she was gone he had little 
to draw him to London, when Orrery was 
impeaohed in 1668, the third article against 
Mm was that he had unjustly used his pre¬ 
sidential power to secure iBostellon for In- 
chiquin, whose eldest son) had married his 
daughter Margarot. As the impeachment 
was dropped, it is hard (to say how far 
Orrery’s defence was good. Part of it was 
that Fitzgerald of Oloyne, tflie other claimant, 
was a ‘known notorious' papist, and the 
house a stronghold near this sea ’ (Moreiod). 


The Capuchin Phre Gamache, who wrote 
during Xnchiquin’s life, says his banishment, 
imprisonment, and other troubles wero a 
judgment for his offences against the church; 
1 and now he continues his penitence with a 
Dutch wife, who is furious against the 
catholic religion, and keeps her husband in 
a state of continual penance.’ Her mother 
was a native of Dort. By a will made in 
1673 Inehiquin left a legacy to the Francis¬ 
cans and for other pious uses, nnd he died on 
9 Sept, 1074. By his own desire he was 
buried in Limerick Cathedral, probably in 
the O’Brien tomb still extant there. The 
commandant gave full military honours, and 
salutos were fired at his funeral, but there is 
no inscription or other record. To judge from 
his portraits, of which there are two at Dro- 
moland, Inchinuin must have been a hand¬ 
some man, His widow (Elizabeth, daugh¬ 
ter of Sir William St. Leger [q. v.]) survived 
him till 1686, leaving directions for her burial 
in the church which her father had built at 
Doneraile. Inohiquin’s eldest son William, 
the second earl, is separately noticed. He 
left two other sons and four daughters. 

In the Cromwellian Aot of Settlement, 
12 Aug. 1662, Incliiquin was excepted by 
name from pardon for life or estate. A pri¬ 
vate act was passed in September 1660 which 
restored him to all his honours and lands in 
Ireland (Rennet, p. 266), and this was 
confirmed by the Aot of Settlement in 1662. 
An estate of about sixty thousand acres in 
Clare, Limerick, Tipperary, and Cork was 
thus secured; 8,0004 was given him out of 
the treasury, in consideration of his Iobsos and 
sufferings. Ho was compensated at the rate 
of 104 a day for his arrears as general in 
Munster beforo 6 June 1649, and recoived 
several other more or less lucrative grants. 

[Oarto’s Life of the Duke of Ormonde, es¬ 
pecially appendix of letters in vol. iii.; Russell 
and Prsndorgnst's Report on Carte MSS. in 82nd 
Hop, of Doputy-Koopor of Public Records; Cla¬ 
rendon's Hist. of the Rebellion; Clarendon State 
Papors, Cal. of ClarendonStatoPaperB; Thurloe 
State Papers; Cob of State Papers, Dorn.; 
Council-Books of Youghal and Kinsnlo, ed. Caul¬ 
field; Lismore Papers, od. Grosart, 2nd ser.; 
Rmhworth’s Collections; Rinucdni’e Embassy in 
Ireland, Engl, tronsl.; Whitelocke’sMemorials; 
Confederation and War in Ireland, and Con¬ 
temporary Hist, of Affairs in Ireland, ed. Gil¬ 
bert; Warr of Ireland, ed, E. H., Dublin, 1878; 
Orrery State Papers and Life, by Monaco; 
Oastlehaven’s Memoirs, ed, 1816; Meehan’s Con¬ 
federation of Kilkenny; Carlyle’s Cromwell; 
Walsh’s Hist, of the Remonstrance ; Kennet’s 
Register and Ohroniole; Somers Tracts, vols. v. 
andvi. ; Lodge’s Irish Peerage, ed. Archdall, vol. 
ii. and vi.; Biogvaphie TJniverselle, art. 1 Schom- 
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berg;’ Murpliy’s Cromwell in Ireland; Smith’s 
]Iist. of Cork; Lcmhan's Hist, of Limerick; Pima 
Oyprion da Gnmnalies's narrative iu Court and 
Times of Charles 1,1848, vol. ii. Lord Inchiquin 
lias many manuscripts at Dromolnnd, eo. Clara, 
including transcripts from the Crosbie Papers, 
■which relate chiefly to Kerry during tho days of 
Inehiquin’s power in Munstor.] R. B-n. 

O’BRIEN, MURTOUH (d. 1119), king 
of Munster, called in Irish Muircliearlach 
mor UaBriain, was son of Turlough O’Brien 
[q. v.], king of Munster, and Dearbliforgkaill 
(d. 1098), daughter of Tadhg MacQiollapha- 
traicc. He first appears in the cltromclBS 
as riglidhamhna Mumhan, royal heir of 
Munster, in 1075, when he fought a battle 
at Ardmonaim, near Ardee, oo. Louth, with 
the Oirghialla, the people of that region, 
and was defeated with much slaughlor. In 
1084 O’Rourke and other Oonnaughtmen 
invaded Leinster, and were met by foroes 
from Leinster, Ossory, and Munster, under 
Murtogk, at Monecronoelt, co. Kildare, on 
29 Oct., and, after severe lighting, were de¬ 
feated. In 1087 he defeated the Leinator- 
men near Howtk, co. Dublin, but in the 
following year he was himself defeated, in 
his own counliy ; by Roderic O’Connor, 
and soon after Limerick was burnt. He 
sailed up the Shannon in the spring, and 
ravaged tho shores of Lough Ree, hut was 
defeated near Athlane on his way home. 
He invaded Meath in 1090, and fought its 
king, at Moylena, King’s County, with ill 
Buocess, hut was able later in tiie year to 
make a foray to Athboy, co. Meath. He 
plundered Clonmacnoieo and attacked Con¬ 
naught in 1092, and made another expedi¬ 
tion into Connaught in 1063, and another, 
with no success, in 1094 In the same year 
he made two expeditions into Meath. His 
lather having died in 1086, he was now king 
of Munster, and in 1096 rebuilt Oeauncorndk, 
the royal residence of the chief of the Dal 
Oais. In 1097—long known as ‘ bliadkuin ua 
ccn<5 bfionn’(year of the fine nuts), from the 
abundance of the hazel nuts—he made a war¬ 
like expedition to Louth, but the archbishop 
of Armagh interposed and made peaoo. In 
1098 he made asecond uneuacessful northern 
march, and also ravaged Magk Dairbhre in 
Meath. He attempted the invasion of Ulster 
by way of Assaroe, co. Donegal, iu 1100, 
hut failed. At the same time he tried to 
persuade the Danes to attack Derry from the 
sea. In 1101, howovor, he crossed the Erno 
at Assaroe, and, marching rapidly north, cap¬ 
tured Ailech, tho residence of the northern 
kings. lie ruined it in revenge for the sack 
of Oeanncoradh by Domhr.aU O’Lochlainn 
[q. v.], king of Ailech, and ordered, snys an 


old verse, each soldier to carry off a ow 
from it. Many of the stones of Ailech ere 
heavy, and even before the late restoration 
a grual many, in spile of the king's order re 
mainod in their places. Fie than crossed’the 
Ban at Camus Maeosquin, took hostages of 
Ulidia, or Lessor Ulster ; and completed the 
circuit of Ireland in six weeks, returning 
from the north by the famous ancient mad 
called Slighe Midhluachra, which led from 
Ulster to Tara. This expedition was long 
known as ‘an aldighedh timchill’ (the cir¬ 
cuitous hosting). He granted the Iiock of 
Cashel and the town round it, which up to 
this lime had boen tho royal residence of the 
kings of Munster, to the church in the same 
year. The ancient stone-roofed cathedral 
which now stands on the rock, was built 
ratlior less than forty years after this event, 
lie plundered MaghMurl heimline, co. Louth 
in 1104, Meath in HOG, Breifne in 1109, and 
Oloninacnoise for tho second time in HU, 
Ill 1113 he fought for Donnchadh, king of 
Ulidia, against the Cinel Eoghoin, (knel 
Conaill, and tho Oirghialla, but was defeated, 
lie fell ill in 1114, became greatly ema¬ 
ciated, and seemed so dovoid of strength that 
Dermol O’Brien assumed the kingship of 
Munster; but in 1115 Murtogli took him 
prisoner and mode an expedition into Leinster, 
lie died, probably of pulmonary consump¬ 
tion, which began m ] 114, on 10 March 1119, 
and was buried in the church of Killaloe. 

His wife’s nnmo was Dubhchobhlaigh,and 
she diod in 1086. His daughter Mor (d. 1187) 
married Murchadh O’Maelsechlahm. 

i Annala Ringlmelit a Eire,inn, ed. O'Donovan, 
ii,; Annals of Ulster (Rollb Ser.), ed. Mao- 
C.irtiiy, vol. ii.; Oolgun’s Act a Sanctorum Hibar- 
nire, Louvain, 1016; Ann. LoeliOA (Rolls Sor.); 
Ordnance Survey of the County of Londonderry, 
Dublin, 1B37.1 N. M. 

O’BRIEN, PATRICK (1761 P-1800), tee 
Irish giant. [See Cot-tor.] 

O’BRIEN, PAUL (1750 P-1820), pro¬ 
fessor of Irish at Maynooth, was born near 
Moynalty, co. Meath, about 1760. He was 
a great-grandnopLiow of Turlough O’Carolan 
[q. v.] the harpiir, and great-grandson of 
William O’Briei i, a poet, of oo. Clare, who 
married a daugkijor of Betagh, the owner of 
Moynalty, and wlhose poems in Irish on the 
exile of John andi William Betagh to Prance 
in 1720 are still ,-emembered in the district. 
Ilia father was a [well-to-do farmer. Iuthe 
district of Meath, in whioh his boyhood was 
spent, Irish literature flourished, so that 
during the last century, within a circuit of 
ten miles round Moynalty, eight Irish poets, 
three English points, and several excellent 
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Irish scribes were to be found, and he thus 
early formed a taste for Irish verso. After 
school education he was ordained priest, and 
in July 1802 he was appointed to the pro¬ 
fessorship of the Irish language which Mr. 
Keenan nad founded at St. Patriot's Col¬ 
lege, Maynooth. The endowment was only 
gO/. a year. The professor became an active 
member of the Gaelic Society of Dublin, 
and when the first and only volume of its 
transactions appeared in 1808, he wrote for 
it an introductory address of seventeen four- 
line stanzas of Irish verse. In 1809 he pub¬ 
lished a ‘Practical Grammar of the Irish Lan¬ 
guage,’ of which the manuscript had been 
completed and sent to H. Fitzpatrick, the 
publisher, in 1806 (Fitzpatrick's advertise¬ 
ment). Seven si anzas of Irish verse by the 
professor are prefixed, in which Fodhia or 
Ireland is mado to incite her children to the 
study of their ancient speech. It is curious 
that, though a native of Meath, he speaks of 
Tara as the chief place of Leinster as Eainliam 
was of Ulster and Cruachan of Connaught, an 
error of scholarship; for in Irish literature 
Tara, the capital of all Ireland, always appears 
as the enemy of Leinster, and never as part of 
it. John O’Donovan (Irish Grammar, Pre¬ 
face) speaks of O’Brien’s work as the worst 
of Irish grammars, hut it has some interest 
as illustrating tho dialect of Meath. It was 
intended for the clerical students of Mny- 
nooth, and this is probably the reason that 
the author only gives two examples from 
the poetic literature af tho seventeenth and 
eighteenth centuries, with which he was so 
well acquainted that he couldropontagroaler 
part of the works of O’Carolan, Catbaoir 
MacOabe [q.v.l, Drian O’Clary (1780), Colin 
MacSeagham (1726), Brian O’Reilly (1726), 
John O'Neill (1722), Fiackra MacBrady 
[a. v.l, Jamos MaoCuairt [q. v.], William 
MacCortain [q. v.], William O’Ciai'uin (17 GO), 
and Maurice O’Dugan (1600). He was gene¬ 
rous to other scholars, and gave Edward 
O’Beilly [q. v.l much valuable information, 
and wrote an introductory poem in Irish for 
Ms 1 Irish-English Dictionary.’ IIo con¬ 
tinued to bo Irish professor at Maynoolh till 
his death, on 20 May 1820. 

[O'Reilly’s Chronological Account of Irish 
Writers, Dublin, 1820, and Irish-English. Dic¬ 
tionary, Dublin, 1821; Andersen’s Hislorioal 
Sketches of the Nativo Irish and their Descen¬ 
dants, Edinburgh, 1830, pp. 100, 126; Transac¬ 
tions of the Gneiio Society of Dublin, 1808, 
vol. i.; O'Donovan's Grammar of tho Irish 
Language, Dublin, 1846, p. lxi.] N. M, 

O’BRIEN, TERENCE or TOIIiDHEL- 
BILAUII (d, 1160). bishop ol’ Killaloe, 
second son of the lord of Thomoud, was ap¬ 


pointed bishop of Killaloe by papal provision, 
apparently in succession to James O’Ghone- 
lan, or O’Oonghnlain, who held the see in 
1441. He was treacherously slain at Ennis in 
1460 bvBriaa-an-Ohobhlaigh O'Brien (Brian 
of the Fleet), one of his own kinsmen. 

[Ann, of the Four Masters, iv. 1006, od. O’Do¬ 
novan ; Ware’s Works, i. 694, od. Harris ; Cot¬ 
ton’s Fasti Eccl. Ilibsrn. i. 400.] W. H. 


O’BRIEN, TERENCE ALBERT (1600- 
1651), bishop of Emly, was horn at Limerick. 
Reputed to be of ancient family, he was 
educalod mainly by his uncle, Maurice 
O'Brien, prior of the Limerick Dominicans. 
In 1020 O’Brien, who had been received into 
the order, was sent to Toledo, where he lived 
eight years, and was ordained priest. He then 
returned to Limerick, and was elected prior 
there, having first filled that office at Lorrhn 
in Tipperary. In 1648, when the confederate 
oatholics had established their government 
at Kilkenny, O'Brien was elected provincial 
of the Irish Dominicans at a chapter hold 
there. He was one of two representatives 
of his province in the general chapter held 
at Rome oarly in 1614 (Hibernia Dominicana, 
p. 115). lie had a spocial letter of recom- 
dation from the supieme council of the con¬ 
federation (GlLMlItt’, Conjederatim and War, 
ii. 99). From Rome O’Brien went to Lisbon, 
whence lie was recalled tolreland by a report 
that he had been made Bishop of Emly, but 
his preferment was delayed by the death of 
Urban VIII on 29 July 1644. As provincial 
of tho Dominicans, he signed tho protest, 
dated at Kilkenny 0 Feb. 1646-6, against 
the peace with Ormonde, but resigned not 
long afterwards, for Gregory O’Forrall was 
provincial in August following (Hibernia 
jDominiaana, p. 069), 

On 81 Doc. 1646, the Nuncio Rinuccini, in 
a letter to Cardinal Pampliili, recommended 
O’Brien for the episcopate as ‘ a man of pru- 
denco and sagacity, who has been in Italy, 
and is so expert in the management of 
church revenues that happy results might 
be expected from his care.’ 

Rinuccini again recommended O’Brien on 
11 Aug. 1640, and on 11 March 1047 (n.s.) 
ho was appointed by papal provision to 
the see of Emly (Bbady). While [nchiquin 
harried his diocese, the confederate catho¬ 
lics fought among themselves, and it was to 
Rinuccini’s party that O’Brien attached kim- 
self. He was at or near Kilkenny dur¬ 
ing a great part of 1648, and was one of five 
bishops who on 9 May 1648 wrote to the 
pope recommending that Tliaddeus or Tadhg 
O’Olory, prior of St. Patrick’s Purgatory, 
should bo made bishop of Derry (Spieilegium 
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Ossonense, i. 807), O'Brien was among tlie 
bishops who on 30 Aug. pronounced it 'a 
deadly sin against the law of God and of liis 
church ’ to obey or proclaim the truce with 
Inoliiquin (Confederationand War, vi. 270). 
He supported the excommunication and in¬ 
terdict fulminated byBinucc.ini against those 
who did not agree with him, or who refused 
to obey him. Towards the end of the year 
O’Brien went to join the nuncio, who had 
retired to Galway, but, learning at Oran- 
more that he had sailed, turned aside to 
his own diocose. He attunded the great as¬ 
sembly of bishops who met at Olonmaonoise 
in December 1649, and on 10 Feb. following 
wrote to some great man to say that they 
were united against the common onemy, 
thoughwithout retracting individual opinions 

(Spidlegium Oisoriense, i. 881). O’Brien was 
one of tho prolatos who signed the declara¬ 
tion of Jamestown on 12 Aug. I860, releas¬ 
ing the people from their allegiance to Or¬ 
monde as lord-lieutenant, and excommuni¬ 
cating those who persisted in following him, 
and later in the same month he was one 
of the committee who repeated this excom¬ 
munication at Galway. Ormonde left Ire¬ 
land in December, leaving Olanricarde as 
doputy, O’Brien was one of thoso who at 
this time invited Charles, duke of Lorraine, to 
Ireland. The dulio reported this invitation 
to the pope (ib. ii. 84) on 11 Feb. 1651 
(N.S.), and sont some supplies to Galwny, 
hut he never came himsolf, and the negotia¬ 
tions had no real effect. 

The diocese of Emly had long been over¬ 
run by the parliamentarians, and O'Brien 
wrote from Galway on 29 March (ib. i. 867) 
that tho Irish cause was lost cast of tho 
Shannon, and that the enemy commanded 
the sea. Ho went to Limerick before tbe 
memorable siege, which began 2 Juno 1061, 
exhorted the people to resist, and helpod 
to prevent them from accepting the com¬ 
paratively favourable terms at first offered 
by Ireton. lie devoted himsolf to the suf¬ 
ferers from a malignant fever which raged 
among the besieged, and was found in the 
hospital when Xreton's soldiors entered on 
29 Oct. lie was one of those exoeptod by 
name from pardon in tho articles of capitu¬ 
lation, on the ground that ho had opposed 
surrender when tliore was no hope of relief, 
and that he had been ‘ an original incendiary 
of the rebellion, or a prime engager thcroin ’ 
(Contemporary Jlist. iii. 267). Ho was 
hanged on the 81st, and his head impaled 
over St. John’s gate. By those of his own 
creed in Ireland, O'Brien has always been 
regarded as a martyr. In the aets of the 
Dominican chapter-general held at Home in 


1666, it is asserted, with little probability 
that he rofused a bribe of forty thousand 
aurei otlbred to him to quit Limeriek before 
its investment (Hibernia Hominieana, p.488) 
It is stated on the same authority, aiid lias 
been often repeated, that be foretold speedv 
divine vengeance on the conqueror, and that 
Ireton, who diod of fever within a month 
bitterly regretted his execution, and cast the 
blame upon the council of war. Ireton was 
hardly tho man to shirk responsibility, even 
in the delirium of fever, and neither his own 
despatch nor Ludlow’s gives any hint of the 
kind. 

[Do Buvgo’s Hibemio Dominicnnaj Kinuc- 
oim’s Bmbusay in Iroland, English Trans.- 
Cardinal Moran’s Bpicilogium Obsoriense; Con¬ 
temporary nut. of Wur in Maud, and HU. o t 
Confederation and War in Ireland, ed. Gilbert- 
Olanricarde's Memoirs, 1744, Ludlow’s Memoirs^ 
1761, vol. i.; O’D.ily’s G-or.ililinos, translated 
by Meehan; Brady's Episcopal Succession; 
Lonihau’s Hiat. of Limoriclc. The biography of 
Bishop O’Brion in Myles O’Reilly’s Memorials 
is domed from an article signed M. (f Cardinal 
Moron) in Duffy’s Hibernian Magazine for April 
1864.] E. IU. 

O’BELESr, TUELOUGH (1009-1086), 
king of Munster, called in Irish Toirdliealbh- 
airii Ua Briuiii, won nephew of Donnchadh 
O’Brien, son of Brian (920-1014) [q, v.], king 
of Irolnnd. IIis name is pronounced Trel- 
lach in his own country, that of the Dal Cais, 
a great part of which is the present county 
of Clare, liis father was Tadbg, son of Brian 
Boroimlie. lie was born in 1009, and fostered 
or educated by Maolruanaidh O’Bilraighe, 
lord of Ui Oairbro in tbe plain of Limerick, 
who died in HOB. nis first recorded act was 
the slaying or O’Donnacain, lord of Aradh- 
tire, near Lough Derg of tho Shannon, in 
1081. After this ho was porhaps honished, 
for in 1054 ho plundered Glare with on 
army of Connaught,mon, and in 1056 won 
aboltlo over his kinsman Murcluidlunsceitk 
gliin' (short shield), in which 400 men and 
fifteen chiefs were slain. IIis accession as 
chief of tho Dul Cnis is dated from 1056 by 
soma writers, but his sway was at first not 
undisputed; and O’FiaherLy’s dato, 1064 
(Ot/yyia, p, 437), is certainly oorroot. He 
defeated Murchadh for the second timo in 
1003. In 1067 ho made war on Connaught 
and on tho Deisi, oo. Waterford, and on the 
deatli of Murchadh beoamu king of Mun- 
st or. lie cnrriud off the head of Conchobkar 
O’Maulsecblaiim and two rings of gold on the 
niglil oi'Qood Friday 1073fi'omCloumacnoise. 
According to an old story, a mouse emerged 
from the dried head and ran into Turlougji’s 
garments, and was supposed to have oairied 
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the disease which, attacked him, and in which 
his hair and beard fell off. He returned the 
head, with an offering of gold. He marched 
to Aides, co. Louth, to attack the Oirgliialla 
and the people of Ulidia, in 107S, but met 
■with no success. In 1077 he led his troops 
against the Ui Oeinnseallaigh of Leinster, 
and captured Domknall the Fat, them chief. 
In 1080 he marched to Dublin and took 
hostages from the city. He plundered the 
district known os Muintir Eolais, co. Leitrim, 
in 1086, and captured its chief, Muireadh- 
ach MacDuibh. Turlough had long been ill, 
since his robbery from Olonmacnoise in 1078, 
say the chronicles, and died, after much suf¬ 
fering and intense penance for his sins, at 
Ceonncoradh, co. Glare, 14 July 1086. Arch¬ 
bishop Lanfranc wrote to himinl074as ‘ mag- 
nifico Hibernire regi Terdelvaco ’ (TJsiihb, 
ap, 37); hut his only claim to the title of king 
of Ireland was his descent from Brian, whose 
title was purely one of conquest, and not 
of hereditary right. He married Gormlaith, 
daughter of O’Fogarlaigh, a chief of the dis¬ 
trict in Ormond called EiloUi Fhogartaigh, 
now Eliogarty, co. Tipporary, hut who was 
a descendant of Eochaidh Balldearg, king of 
Thomond in the fifth century, and therefore 
belonged, like her husband, to the Dnl Oais, 
the greatest tribe of North Munster. lie had 
two sons: Murtogli [q. v.l, who succeeded 
him asking ofMunsler; andTadhg, who died 
in July 1086, and left sons who fought with. 
Murtogh till peace was made between them 
in 1091. 

[Aimak Bioghaclita Eireann, od, O’Douovan, 
vol. ii. Dublin, 1861; Annals of Ulster, od. 
MaoCarthy, vol. ii; Animln of Loeli C4, ed. Uon- 
nessy (Bolls Sar.) ; OTlahort/s Ogygia, Lou¬ 
don, 1686; Ussher’s Epistolarum Hibernicurum 
Sylloga.] N. M. 

O’BRIEN, WILLIAM, second Eajsi. op 
I ucHiaimr (1638 P-1092), born about 1638, 
was the son of Murrougli O’Brien, sixth baron 
and first earl of Inchiquin [q. v.] Brought up 
in London at the house of Sir Philip Poroival, 
his father’s friend, he was a companion to his 
guardian’s son, afterwards Sir John Percival. 
0n7April J.U68 Henry Cromwell,protector in 
Ireland,informed Thurlou that Lord O’Brien, 
as Inchiquin’s son was called in his fathor’s 
lifetime, had come to him in Ireland without 
pass or permission. But most of his early life 
was spent with his father in foreign military 
service in France or Spain. In February 
1669-60 he accompanied the earl on his 
way to Lisbon with a French force, destined 
to assist the Portuguese against Spain. 
Almost within sight of Lisbon, the vossel 
in which tho earl and his son were sail¬ 
ing was attacked by an Algerine corsair, 


under the Turkish flag. In the consequent 
encounter O'Brien lost an eye, and, together 
with the earl, he was carried into Algiers. 
Tho council of state in England made a de¬ 
mand on the dey of Algiers for their release. 
O’Brien at once returned to England, but 
his son remained as o hostage. Early in 
1074 he was appointed captain-general of 
his majesty's forces in Africa, and governor 
and vice-admiral of the royal citadel of 
Tangier (ceded by the Portuguese as a part 
of the marriage portion of Catherine of Brn- 
gonza). Ho held the post for six years. He 
was gazetted colonel ofthe Tan gier (or queen’s 
own) regiment of foot on 6 March 1674, and 
was sworn of his majesty’s privy council. He 
succeeded to the title as second Earl of Inchi- 
quin at his father’s death on 9 Sept. 1674. 

Lord Inchiquin welcomed the Prince of 
Orange in 1688, and in 1089 ho and his eldest 
son, William (afterwards third earl), were 
attainted by the Irish parliament of King 
James II, and their estates sequestrated. 
Joined by his relatives of the Boyle family, 
he thereupon headed a large body of the 
protestants of Munster to oppose the pro¬ 
gress of the catholics. He was, however, bo 
ill sustained by the government in England 
that his troopB were dispersed by tho supe¬ 
rior forces of Major-general Macartliy, and, 
along with his son, he was obliged to take 
refuge in England. He was present at the 
battlo of the Boyne, accompanied King Wil¬ 
liam III to Dublin, and subsequently appears 
to have passed some time in co. Cork with 
Captain Patrick Bellow (nephewto Mathew, 
first lord Bellow of Duleek), afterwards 
portreeve of Castle Martyr, co. Cork. 

After the revolution in 1689-90 he was ap¬ 
pointed governor of Jamaica. On his arrival 
an assembly was immediately summoned; 
its first act was to offer him a hill abrogat¬ 
ing the lows passed in the late reign of 
tyranny and terror. lie was overwhelmed 
with addresses and congratulations upon the 
victory of William HE But when disous- 
sions arose in the assembly reBpeoting a bill 
for the defence of the island, he intemperately 
rejected the congratulatory address of the 
house to himself and ‘ threw it to them 
with some contempt.’ When war was de¬ 
clared by England against France, French 
oruisers committed continual depredations 
on the seaside plantations, and a largo sum 
was raised by Inchiquin for the relief of the 
sufferers, Subsequently the runaway negroes 
grew troublesome; they came down from the 
woods, robbed the neighbouring settlements, 
and committed atrocious cruelties. The 
anxieties of his position, increased by his own 
want of tact, ruined his health, and sixteen 
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months after his arrival he died (in January 
1891-2) at St, Jngo de la Vega. lie was 
buried there, in the parish church, 

lie married, first, Lady Margaret Boyle, 
third daughter of ltoger, first carl of Orrery 
[a. v.], by his wife, Lady Margaret Howard, 
third daughter of Thoophilus, second earl of 
Suffolk, and had by her three sons—William 
(his successor); Ilenry, who died an infant; 
and .Tames, who died unmarried on his return 
from Jamaica; a daughter Margaret also died 
unmarried. His second wife was Elizabeth, 
youngest daughter and coheiress of George 
Brydges, lord Chandos, and relict of Edward, 
third lord Herbert of Cberbury [see under 
Herbert, Edward, first Lord Hhrbdrt 
or OiiERUtmr]; but by her—who married, 
thirdly, Charles, lord Howard of Escriclc, and 
died in Eebruaiy 1717—ho had 110 issue. 

[Cal. Stale Pnpois, Dorn. 1869-00 ; Lodge's 
Peerage, od, Arohdall, 11 .67, O'Dunoglnio’s His¬ 
torical Memoir of the O’Briens; Burke’s Peerage, 
1802 ; Heath’s Chronicle, p. 410; Bridges's An¬ 
nuls of Jamaica, 1 . 800.] TV. TV. TV. 

O’BRIEN, WILLIAM (d. 1815), actor 
and dramatist, the son of a fencing master, 
was distantly connected with the O’BrieuB, 
viscounts Glare, and appoare, though this is 
not certain, in early life to have shared the 
ostracism of his family, who woro warm ad¬ 
herents of the Stuarts [sec O’Brien, Daniel, 
first Viscount Clare ; Q’HiiriaN, Charles, 
sixth Viscount Clare]. After losing Wood¬ 
ward, Garrick, who had, it must ho supposed, 
seen O’Brien act in Ireland, engaged him for 
Brury Lane, wlioro ho appeared on 3 Oct,. 

1768 as Brazen in the ‘Recruiting Officer.’ 
Lucio in ‘ Measure for Measure,’ Poly dare in 
the ‘ Orphan,’ Jack Meggot,the Eino Gentle¬ 
man, in 1 Lethe,’ Brisk in tho ‘ Double 
Dealer,'Witwoud Tom in ‘ Conscious Lovers,’ 
Laertes, Lord Foppingtou in tho ‘Careless 
Husband,’ were among the parts ho took in 
his first season, in which also he was the 
original Felix in the ‘ llout,’ and Young 
Clackit in Garrick's ‘Guardian.’ On 31 Uct. 

1769 he was the first Lovol in ‘ nigh Life 
below Stairs.' Subsequently ho played an 
original part in ‘ Momuge a la Mode,’ and 
added to Ms repertory Witling in tho ' Re¬ 
fusal,’ Camploy in the ‘ Funeral,’ Fribblo in 
‘Miss in her Toons,’ Slondor in the ‘ Morry 
Wives of Windsor,’ Numps in the 1 Tender 
Husband,’ and Lord George Brilliant in 
the ‘Lady’s Last Stake.’ On 31 Jan. 1701 
he was the original Edgar in ‘ Edgar and 
Emmeline,' in which he was excellent. Later 
lie played Lord Trinket in tho ‘Jealous 
Wito,’ and Archar in the ‘Beaux’ Strata¬ 
gem.’ Boverloy in 1 All in the Wrong,’Wild¬ 
ing in the ‘ Citizen,’ Olerimoul in the ‘ Old 
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Maid,’Marplot in t he' Busybody,’ Gniderim 
in ‘ Cymbal me , 1 Sir Harry TVildair “the 
1 Constant Couple,’ Clodio in ‘ Love make- 
a Man,’ and Felix in tho ‘Wonder’ foh 
lowed m tho succeeding season, in which' 
on 10 Feb. 1702, he was tho original Bel- 
mour in Whitehead’s ‘ School for Lovers! 
Tn 1702-3 ho was Valentine in ‘ Two Gentle¬ 
men of Verona,’ tlio first Sir Harry Flutter 
in Mrs. Sheridan’s ‘ Discovery,’ Lothario in 
the ‘Fair Penitent,’ and Master Johnnvin 
the ‘ Schoolboy.’ In 1703-4 he plaretl 
Tattle in ‘ Love for Love,’ Sir Andrew Ague- 
cheek, C 0 I 0110 I Tamper, an original part in Col- 
man’s ‘Deuce is in him ’ Prince of Wales in 
‘King Ileniy IV,’pi. i.,Ranger in the ‘Sus¬ 
picious Husband,’ 1 lenedick, Maiden in ‘Tun¬ 
bridge Walks,’ Lovemoro in the ' Way to 
keep him,’and Squire Richard in the ‘ Pro¬ 
voked Husband.’ This, 3 April 1764, is the 
last part to which his mime appears. Like 
Woodward, O'Brien was harlequin. After 
his marriage, in 170!, at which time he had 
a cottage 111 Dunstable, ho retired from the 
stago. In the ‘ Dialogue in the Shades ’Mrs. 
Cibber says to Mrs. Woffington: ‘The only 
performers of any eminence that havB made 
their appearance since your departure are 
O’Brien and Powell. The first was a very 
promisingeomudinn iuWoodward’s walk,and 
wus much caivshod by the nobility; hut this 
apparent good fort uiiuw ah liisruin, for having 
married a young lady of family without her 
relations’ knowledge, ho wub obliged to trans¬ 
port, himself to America, where he is now 
doing puniuicu for his redemption ’ (Qnsxsr, 
v. 49-60). The ‘ Dramatic ConBor ’ speaks of 
him as the host Mercnlio after Woodward, 
lie probably playod tlio part during an en¬ 
gagement ho fulfilled at tho Crow Street 
Theatre, Dublin, in the summor of 1763. 

After lie eeusod to be an actor ho wroto for 
Oovout Garden ‘ Oi-obb Purposes,’ 8 vo, 1772, 
an adaptation in two acts of Liitout’s ‘Trois 
Fr&rosliivoux,’ and 'Tiio Duol,’ 8vo,1773,«i 
adaptation of 1 Le Philosopho sans le savoir’ 
of Sedaine. Tho latter piece had less success 
than it merited; tho former was more than 
once repeated, having been given in Batb so 
late as 1821. 

Meanwhile O'Brien had settled for a while 
in America, whore ho appears to have hold 
an appointment under Sir Henry Moore, 
governor of tho province of New York. On 
Sir Iiouiy’s death in 1709 he went to Quebec. 
In May 1708 ho was guzottod secretory and 
provost-muster-gouoral of tho islands of Ber¬ 
muda, By tho interest of Lord Holiest®, 
O'Brien was subsequently appointed receiver- 
general ol’Dorsol, He died at StiusfordHouse 
on 2 Sept. 1816, and was buried in Stinsford 
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Church where there are monuments to him 
and his wife. O'Brien had a good and gentle¬ 
manly hearing, easy manners, grace, and 
elegance, and in the conduct of the sword 
was unnpproached. Horace "Walpole wrote : 
'Cibber and O’Brien were what Garrick could 
never reach—coxcombs and men of fashion ’ 
(Letters, ed. Cunningham, iv. 220). Upon 
retiring, he sought to hide the tact that he 
had been on the stage. 

O'Brien married, 7 April 1764, at St. Paul’s 
Church, Covent Garden, without her father’s 
knowledge, Lady Susau Sarah Louisa (1744- 
1827), eldest daughter of Stephen Fox- 
Strangways, first earl of Ilchcster, and niece 
of Henry Fox, first lord Holland [q. v. ] Wal¬ 
pole mentions a rumour that they were to be 
transported to the Ohio and granted forty 
thousand acres of land (ib. pp. 226,262, 284). 
Lady Susan O’Brien died on 9 Aug. 1827, 
aged 88, and was buried with her husband 
(Htjtohinb, Dorset, ii. 667). 

[Genest’s Account of the English Stage; Tato 
■Wilkinson’s Memoirs; Davies’s Life of Garrick. 
Tate Wilkinson and Davies, though referring to 
him, do not mention his name. Doran’s Annals 
of the English Stage, ed. Lowe; Victor's Hist, ot 
the Theatres; BiogiuphillDramatica; Gent. Mag. 
1816, pt. ii. p. 285 ; Notes mid Queries, 8tli ser. 
v.72,152, 279; Wolpoh’s Letters, ed. Cunning¬ 
ham, passim; Lichtenstain’s Holland House, ii. 

n iim, Tko m image certificate of O'Brien and 
y Susan or Susanna Eox-Strangwuys has 
been consulted.] J. K. 

O’BRIEN, WILLIAM SMITH (1808- 
1864), Irish nationalist, born at Dromoland, 
co. Clara, on 17 Oct. 1808, was the second 
son of Sir Edward O’Brien, hart., a descen¬ 
dant of the ancient earls of Tliomoud, by 
his wife Charlotte, oldost daughter and co¬ 
heiress of William Smith of Cahimoylo, 
co. Limerick. His grandfather. Sir Lucius 
O’Brien, and his younger brother, Edward, 
ore separately noticed. He was educated ut 
Harrow and Trinity College, Cambridge, 
whore he graduated B.A. in 1826 as William 
O’Brien. He assumed the additional name 
of Smith on the death of his mat enial grand¬ 
father, William Smith of Cahirmoylo, whose 
estates in Limerick lie inherited. At a by- 
election in April 1828 he was returned to the 
House of Commons, as a supporter of Sir 
Hobart Peel, for the borough of Ennis, which 
he continued to represent until April 1831. 
Ha appears to have addressed the house for 
the first time on 8 June 1828, when he spoke 
in favour of a paper currency (Pari. Debates, 
2nd ser, six. 1014). In the following mouth 
he declared his approval of Homan catholic 
emancipation, and uvowed himself a member 
of the catholic association (ib. 2nd scr. xix. 


1613-14). During the debate on the intro¬ 
duction of the Bill for the suppression of 
that association in February 1829, he ex¬ 
pressed his ‘ concurrence in any act which 
would put an and to the ascendancy of a 
faction which already revelled in the antici¬ 
pated triumph of a civil war ’ (ib. 2nd ser. 
xx. 212). In the same year he opposed 
O'Connell’s second candidature for Clare, 
and fought a duel with Thomas Steele, 
O’Oonnefl's ‘ head pacificator ’ (Cusack, 
The Liberator: his Life and Times, 1872, 
pp. 578-6), In 1880 he published a pam¬ 
phlet entitled ‘Considerations relative to 
the Henewal of the East India Company^ 
Charter’ (London, 8vo); and in May of this 
ear spoke against O’Connell's Manhood 
ufirage Bill and defended the borough sys¬ 
tem (Pari. Debates, 2nd ser. xxiv. 1234-5). 
On 8 Fob. 1831 O’Brien brought in a biH for 
the relief of the aged and helpless poor of 
Ireland (ib. 3rd ser, ii. 246), hut failed to 
carry it through the house. He was absent 
unpaired from the division on the second 
reading of tho first Reform BiH, but voted 
with the government against General Gas¬ 
coigne’s amendment on 19 April 1831. At 
tho general election in January 1835 O’Brien 
was returned for the county of Limerick. 
In the following March ho again brought 
the question of the Irish poor laws before 
tho houBe (ib. 3rd sor. xxvi. 1206-11, 1230- 
1281), and seconded Sir Richard Musgrave’s 
motion for leave to bring in a hill tor the 
relief of the poor in Ireland (ib. 3rd scr. xxvii. 
208). In May he seconded the introduction 
of Mr. Wyse’s bill for the establishment of 
a board of national education, and the ad¬ 
vancement of elementary education in Ire¬ 
land (ib. 3rd bci. xxvii. 1228). On 8 March 
1830 ho supported the Irish Municipal Re¬ 
form Bill (ib. 3rd sor. xxxii. 1-7), and on 
6 July, at O’Connell’s suggestion, withdrew 
liis resolutions ‘ expressive of regret expe¬ 
rienced by the house at the conduct of the 
Ilouse of Lords in rejecting’ that biH (ib. 
3rd ser. 3rd sor. xxxiv. 1282). His own bill 
for the relief of the poor iu Ireland was read 
a second time on 11 May 1836, but was sub¬ 
sequently shelved (ib. 3rd ser. xxxiii. 888- 
834). On 28 April 1837 he supported the 
Boooud roading of the Irish Poor Low Bill, 
which he considered capable, after a few 
modifications iu committee, ‘of being ren¬ 
dered a most efficient and useful enactment’ 
(ib, 3rd ser. xxxviii. 392-402). Although a 
protestant, O’Brien expressed his opinion 
that the principal objection to the Maynooth 
grant was that it was so smnH, and advo- 
oaled the payment of the Roman catholio 
clergy by the state (ib, 3rd ser. xxxviii-1628). 



O’Brien 778 O’Brien 

On 6 March 1839 he brought in a bill for (he present prevailing in Ireland, with aviewm 
registration of voters in Ireland (ib. 3rd ser. the rodrobS of grievances and to the esta- 
xlv. 1280). During the prolonged debate on blishmont of a systom of just and impartial 
Mr. 0. P. Villiers’s motion inthuaame month, government in that part of the United King- 
O'Brien expressed his opinion that he ‘ did dom.’ In a long and forciblo speech, O’Bnen 
not see that any advantage would rosult fiom made a full and tomperato statement of the 
the repeal of the corn laws sufficient to Irish claims. While arraigning ‘ the British 
counterbalance the sacrifice of the agneul- government, and the lliitish parliament for 
lural interest’(fA. 3rd ser. xlvi. 809-11); and having misgoverned ’ Ireland, he confessed 
on 6 May, much to O’Connell’s disgust, ho that ho began to doubt whether ‘the abstract 
voted with Sir Robert Peel against the opinions which I have formed in favour of 
Jamaica Government Bill (ib, 3rd ser. xlvii. an union, such as seems never about to be 
971; Correspondence of Daniel O'Connell , realised, aro consistent with the duty which 
edited by W. J. Fitzpatrick, 1888, ii. 177, I owe to the country possessing the Cist 
188-4). In this year a paper written by claim upon my devotion ’ (Pari. Debates, 3rd 
O’Brien, on‘Education in Ireland,’was pub- sor. lxx. £130-77). O’Brion’8 motion,though 
lished by the Central Society of Education supported by ‘ young England,’ was rejected 
(third publication, pp. 140-83, London,8vo). after five nights’ debate by a majority of 
On 4 Eeb. 1S40 O’Bnen seconded a motion seventy-nine. 

for tbe appointment of a select committee to Despairing of obtaining relief from par- 
inquire into the causes of discontent among liumenl, and incensed at tbe prosecution of 
the working classes (Pari. Debates, 3rd ser. O’Connell, O’Brien formally joined tlieRe- 
li. 1234-6), and on S June he moved a reso- ponl Association on 20 Oct. 1843, and ‘im- 
lution in favour of free emigration to the mediately became by common consent the se- 
colonies (ib. 3rd ser. liv. 832 07). In JFo- cond nmn in the movement ’ (Durov, Thomas 
biliary IS 11 he supported the second reading Davis, 1890, p. 188). During O’Connell’s 
of the Parliamentary Voters (Ireland) Bill (ib. confinement in Richmond penitentiary the 
3rd sor. lvi. 807-9), and on 6 April strongly leadership of tlio association was entrusted 
advocated the appointment of a minister to O’Brion, who vowed not to taste wme or 
of public instruction (ib. 3rd sor. lvii. 942-8). any intoxicating liquor until thB union was 
During tlio debate on the address in repealed (Draa, Yount/ Ireland, 1880, p. 
August 1811 O’Brien warmly defended the 481). In (ho federal controversy O’Biien 
whig ministry, and declared that it was ‘ the avowed his preference for repeal ‘as morn 
first government that had mado an approach easily attainable, and more useful when 
towards governing Ireland upon the prin- attained, than any fodural constitution which 
ciples upon which alone she could now be could bo devisod’ (ib. p. 692). Though 
governed' (ib. 3rd eer. lix. 290-3). On he endeavoured to mainliiin a complete neu- 
23 March 1813 he moved for the appoint- Irahty butween tlio two sections of the Irish 
mant of a select committee to inquu'o into parly, ho pronounced in favour of mixed edu- 
the manner in which tho not for the relief of cation, in spite of O'Connell’s denunciations 
the poor in Ireland (1 & 2 Viet. c. 50) hud of the 1 godless colleges.’ lie also opposed 
boon carried into operation, hut was defeat od O’OoiineU. in tlio matter of tho whig alliance, 
by a majority of eighty-five (Pari. Debates, declaring that his motto was ‘ Repeal and no 
3rd ser. Ixvii. 1347-09, 1406). On 30 May compromise.’ In tho spring of 1810 O’Brien 
he opposed tho second rending of the Anns appears to havo made somo approaches to 
Bill, and threatened 'to divide not only on Lord George Bontinok, who assured him that 
everystageof thehill, but upon every clauso’ ho would cordially assent to a temporary 
(ib. 3rd ser. box. 1118-20). On tho re- suspension of tho corn laws during tho Irish 
moval of O’Oonnoll and other prominent re- famine if desired by the Irish members 
poolers from tho list of magistrates by the (Pari. Debates, 3rd ser. lxxxv. 080-92; see 
Irish lord chancellor, O’Biien resigned his DThbahli, Lord George JJentinek, a Political 
seat on the bench as a protest against such Biography, 1861, pp. 130-14). In conse- 
an arbitrary act, He was, however, re- quonco of his refusal to servo on a railway 
appointed a justico of the peace in 1810 at committee of whioh he had boen appointed 
the special request of tbe magistrates of a raembor, amotion declaring O'Brien‘guilty 
Limerick (Dotpi’T, Four Years of Irish His- of a oonfumpt of this bouse’ was carried by 
torg, 1883,pp. 331-2). Stillauavowedoppo- 133 to IS votes on 28 April 1840 (Pari 
nont to repeal, O'Brien, on 4 July 1843, as Debates, Srd sor. lxxxv. 1162-92), and on the 
a final effort to obtain j ustice for his country, 30th he was committed t o tho custody of the 
moved that tho house should take into con- sei'jeunt-at-arms (ib, Srd ser. lxxxv. 1192-8, 
sideration ‘ tho causes of tho discontent at i 1290-6,1300, 1351-2). While in custody 
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he was permitted by tbe bouse to attend and 
rive evidence before a committee of the 
House of Lords on tbe operation of tbe Irish 
poor law (ib. 3rd ser. lxxxv. 1388-4), and on 
05 May tbe order for bis discharge waa unani¬ 
mously made (ib. 3rd ser. lxxxvi. 1198-1201). 
O’Brien’s reasons for declining to serve on 
the railway committee appear to have been 
hia desire that ‘ none but tbe representatives 
of the Irish nation should legislate for Ire¬ 
land,’and that they should not ‘intermeddle 
with the affairs of England or Scotland, 
except so far as they may be connected with 
the interests of Ireland or with the general 
policy of the empire’ (ib. 3rd ser. lxxxv. 1158). 
f On 27 July 1846 the final rupture between 
the young Icelanders and the followers of 
O'Connell took place on the question of the 
peace resolutions, and O'Brien, followed by 
Duffy, Meagher, Mitchel, and their adhe¬ 
rents, seceded from Conciliation Ilall. At 
O'Brien’s suggestion special papers on the 
public wants and interests of Ireland were 
from time to time published in the ‘ Nation,’ 
to which he contributed several lotters ad¬ 
vocating the establishment of model farms 
and agricultural schools, the colonisation 
of waste lands, and a national system of 
railways (Dotty, Four Tears of Irish 
History, pp. 318-17, 332-3). Soon after¬ 
wards O’Brien, aided by Duffy and other 
prominent seceders from tbe Repeal Asso¬ 
ciation, founded the Irish Confederation, the 
first meeting of which took place on 13 Jon. 
1847. On the 19th of that month O’Brien 
drew the attention of the House of Com¬ 
mons to the stale of distress in Ireland (Pari. 
Debates, 3rd ser. lxxxix. 76-84), and on 
18 March moved a resolution in favour of 
imposing a tax upon the estates of Irish ab¬ 
sentee proprietors, which was defeated by 70 
to 19 votes (ib. 3rd ser. xci. 159-06,186). 
He took part in the conference which was 
held on 4 May in the vain attempt to recon¬ 
cile the differences between the Confedera¬ 
tion and the Repeal Association. In Novem¬ 
ber O’Brien, accompanied by a strong depu¬ 
tation from the Confederation, visited the 
north of Ireland, where he made a favourable 
impression. On 13 Dec. he spoke against 
the third reading of tbe Crime and Outrage 
Bill (ib. 3rd ser. xcv. 976-9, 090). Towards 
the dose of this year ho published ‘ Repro¬ 
ductive Employment; or a Sories of Lett ers to 
the Landed Proprietors of Ireland, with a pre¬ 
liminary letter to Lord John Russell’ (Dublin, 
8 vo). At the meeting of the confederation 
early in 1848 O’Brien carried his series of ten 
resolutions, the keynote of which was ‘that 
this confedaration'was established to attain 
an Irish parliament by the combination of 


classes, and by the force of opinion exercised 
in constitutional operations, and that no 
means of a contrary character can he recom¬ 
mended or promoted through its organisation 
while its present fundamental rules remain 
unaltered ’ (Dotty, Four Tears of Irish His¬ 
tory, pp. 511-12 n.) These resolutions were 
aimed at Mitchel, who had declared in favour 
of a more violent policy, hut who wub de¬ 
feated bv a majority of 129 votes. The com¬ 
bined effects of tne French revolution of 
1848andthepressureof the Irish famine, how¬ 
ever, accelerated the course of events, and 
on 15 March O'Brien addressed a great meet¬ 
ing of the confederates in the music-hall in 
Abbey Street, Dublin, when he urged the 
formation of a national guard, and added 
that ‘ he had recently deprecated the advice 
that the people ought to he trained in mili¬ 
tary knowledge; hut the circumstances were 
entirely altered, and he now thought that 
the attention of intelligent young men should 
be turned to such questions as how strong 
places can be captured and weak ones de¬ 
fended’ (ib. pp. 661-2). Accompanied by 
Meagher and llolywood, O’Brien went to 
Paris to present a congratulatory address 
from the Confederation to the newly formed 
French republic. They were received by 
Lamartine, whose refusal to interfere with 
the internal affairs of the British empire was 
a great disappointment to the deputation, the 
main object of which was to awaken sym¬ 
pathy for Ireland in France. Returning 
through London, O’Brien made his last 
BpeBoh in the House of Commons on 10 April 
1848 (the day of the great chartist demon¬ 
stration), during the debate on the second 
reading of the Treason-Felony Bill. He 
warned the government that if the Irish 
claims for a separate legislature were refused 
‘ during the present year, you will have to 
encounter the chance of a republic in Ire¬ 
land.’ Amid a chorus of groans and hisses, 
he denied the charge of being a traitor to the 
crown, though, he added, ‘ if it is treason to 
profess disloyalty 1 o (his house and to the 
government of Iroland by thB parliament of 
Great Britain—if that be treason, I avow 
the treason j’ he boldly confessed that he 
had been ‘ instrumental in asking his country¬ 
men to arm ’ (Pari. Debates, 3rd ser. xoviii. 
78-80, 82, 102). On 29 April O’Brien met 
Mitchel at the confederate soirfie at Limerick, 
an evont burlesqued by Thackeray in his 
amusing * Battle of Limerick.’ 

The government had now resolved to pro- 
OBBd against the leaders of the Confederation. 
On 15 May O’Brien was tried before Lord 
chief-justice Blnckburae and a special jury 
in the court of queen's bench, Dublin, for his 
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speech at the meeting of tile Irish Confede¬ 
ration on the previous 16 March. He was 
defended by Isaac Butt, and the jury, being 
unable to agree, were discharged on the fol¬ 
lowing morning without returning a verdict. 

Meanwhile (29 March) Mitchel had boon 
sentenced to transportation. The confederat e 
chiefs, who were fiercely denounced for their 
procrastination by some of their more violont 
followers, were thus compelled to take some 
decisive course. August was fixed as the date 
of a proposed insurrection, but no prepara¬ 
tions were made, and O’Brien was still unable 
to abandon his delusive hope that support 
would be forthcoming from the Irish landed 
gentry. Meanwhile Lord Clarendon took im¬ 
mediate measures for the suppression of any 
disturbance, and Duffy, Martin, and others 
were arrested. O’Brien visited tlic south of 
Ireland for the purpose of organising that 
part of the country, and on his return i o Dub¬ 
lin a war directory of five was appointed 

S 21 July), consisting of Dillon, Meagher, 
VGorman, McGee,and Devin Reilly,O’Brien’s 
name being omitted from the list by his own 
desire. On the following morning O’Brien 
started for "Wexford in order to continue his 
tour of inspection. The same day the news 
reached Dublin that the suspension of the 
Habeas Corpus Act had been resolved on by 
the government, and Dillon, Meagher, ana 
McGee joined O’Brien at Bullynakill. On 
hearing the news O’Brien agreed that they 
must fight, and ut Euniscorthy (23 July) ho 
announced his intention, though warned by 
tbe prioBt that the people were not prepared 
for war. Failing to raise Kilkenny, Carrick, 
or Oasbel, O’Brien determined to fall back 
upontberural districts, and on the 25th pro¬ 
ceeded to Mullinahone, whore the chapel hell 
was rung. A number of peasants armed with 
pikes answered his appeal, and some barri¬ 
cades were orectad. There were, however, 
no provisions, and most of those who had 
joined the movement returned home on being 
told by O’Brien that they would have to 
procure food for themselves, ‘ as ho had no 
means of doing so, and did not mean to offer 
violence to any one’s porson or property’ 
(Fitzotrald, Personal Recollections of the 
Insurrection at Battingarry, 1861,pp, 18-14). 
The succeeding three days were spent by 
O’Brien in endeavouring to gather adherents. 

On the 20th he attacked a body of polioo, 
numberingforty-six men,under the command 
of Sub-inspector Tront, who defended thorn- 
selves in a house on Boulali Common, near 
Bollingarry. The scene of the encounter 
was known as widow McOormack’s 1 cabbage 
garden.’ The attack failed, and the half¬ 
armed mob of disorganised peasants fiod. 
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With this pitiable incident the abortive k 
snrrection terminated. O’Brien, for whose 
capture a reward of COO/, had been offered 
successfully concealed himself from the 
police for several days. Tired of hiding 
he determined to go straight home, and on 
6 Aug. was arrested at the railway sta tion 
at Thurles by nulme, a guard in the em¬ 
ployment of the railway company. O’Brien 
was sent by special train to Dublin the same 
day, and lodged in KiLmamham gaol. He 
was tried at Clonmel by a special commis¬ 
sion, consisting of Lord chief-justice Black¬ 
burns, Lord chief-justice Doherty, and Mr 
Justice Moore, on 28 Sopt. 1848. Hem 
defended by James Whiteside (afterwards 
lord chief-justice of the queen’s bench) and 
Francis Alexander Fitzgerald (afterwards a 
baron of the exchequer). The trial lasted 
ninu days, and on 7 Oct. he was found guilty 
of high treason, the verdict of the jury being 
aocompanied by a unanimous recommenda¬ 
tion that his life should be spared. On the 
9lhhewas sentenced by Blackburns to he 
hanged, drawn, and quartered. The writ of 
error, which was subsequently brought on 
purely technical grounds, wns decided against 
O’Brian on 10 Jan. 1849 by tlio Irish court 
of queen’s bench, whose judgment was con¬ 
firmed by tho House of Lords on 11 May 
following (Clark and Finnju.lt, Mouse of 
Lords Cases, 1861, ii. 465-96). On the 
motion of Lord John Russell the House of 
Commons on 18 May ordered the speaker to 
issue a writ for a now election for the county 
of Limerick ‘ in the room of William Smith 
O’Brien, adjudged guilty of high treason’ 
[Bari Debates, 3rd hot. ov. 607-70), On the 
intimation to O’Brinn that the queen had 
been advised to commute the sentence of 
death into transportation for life, ho declared 
that lie preferred death to transportation, 
and insisted that the government bad no 
power to force him to accept the commuta¬ 
tion of the sontence. Accordingly on ‘act 
to remove doubts concerning the transporta¬ 
tion of offenders under judgment of death, to 
whom mercy mny be extended in Ireland ’ 
(12 & 13 "Viet. c. 27), wns rapidly passed 
through botli houses, and received the royal 
assent on 26 June. On 29 July following 
O'Brien was sent on board the Swift from 
Kingstown to Tasmania. On reaching Ilobart 
Town lie refused a ticket-of-leave, which hud 
been necoptod by his companions in exile. 
Ho was accordingly confined on Maria Island, 
from which ho made an ineffectual attempt 
to osrnpe, and was subsequently removed to 
Fort Arthur. Owing to ‘ the statement made 
and repoated soveral times at long intervals 
by Lord Palmerston in the House of Com- 
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^ns/it was generally supposed that O’Bi ien 
disapproved of the plan adopted by John 
alitohel in escaping from Tasmania. This, 
however, is not the case, as O'Brien at a 
public dinner given to him at Melbourne in 
1864 expressed his entire approval of the 
manner of Mitchel’s escape, and asserted that 
his only reason for not adopting it himself 
was that he was not prepared to take a step 
which would have rendered it, impossible for 
him to return to Ireland (MoCabthy, His¬ 
tory of our own Times, 1880, vol. iv. p, vi). 

Hia health having broken down, O’Brien 
was induced to acoept a ticket-of-leave, 
and, having given his parole, was allowed 
to reside in the district of New Norfolk, 
whence he subsequently removed to Avoca. 
There he remainod until a pardon was 
granted to him (26 Feb. 1864) on con¬ 
dition that he should not sut his foot in the 
United Kingdom. In 1864 he came to 
Europe, and settled at Brussels with his 
family. Here he completed his ‘Principles 
of Government, or Meditations in Exile’ 
(Dublin, 1860, 8vo, 2 vols.), the groaier part 
of which had been written hy him in Tas¬ 
mania. Receiving an unconditional pardon 
in May 18C6, O’Brien returned to Ireland in 
July of that yoar. Though he took no fur¬ 
ther aotive part in politics, he irequuntly 
contributed letters to the ‘ Nation’ on Irish 
topics. In 1869 ho made a voyage to Ame¬ 
rica, and upon his ref urn in November of 
that year ho delivered two lectures on Ms 
American tour in the hall of the Mechanics' 
Institute, Dublin. In 1803 he visited Poland. 
A letter written hy him, dated 1 May 1863, 
was published in Paris under the title of 
‘Du veritable Oaractere de l’Insurrection 
Polonaise de 1803’ (8vo), and on 1 July 
1808 he gave a lecture at the Rotunda, Dub¬ 
lin, for the benefit of the Polish relief fund. 
Early in 1864 he visited England for the 
sake of his health. He died at the Pen- 
rhyn Arms, Bangor^ on 18 June 1864, aged 
60. The arrival of his body at Dublin on 
23 June was the scone of a great nat ionalist 
demonstration, and he was buried in Rath- 
ronan churchyard, oo. Limerick, on tho fol¬ 
lowing day. 

O’Brien, who was inordinately proud of 
his descontfrom the famous Brian Boroimhe, 
was a truthful, kind-hearted, vain man, of 
good abilities, and a great capacity for work. 
Though grave and frigid in his demeanour, 
and devoid of humour and eloquenoe, his 
chivalrous devotion to Ireland ana the trans¬ 
parent integrity of his motives secured Mm 
the enthusiastic attachment of the people. 
The growth of his political views was 
curiously gradual. ( He advanced,’ says Sir 
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C. G. Duffy, 'slowly and tentatively, but he 
never made a backward step. An opinion 
which he accepted became part of Me being, 
as inseparable from Mm as a function of Ms 
nature’ (Four Tears of Irish History , p. 
647)._ Destitute of judgment and foresight, 
and incapable of prompt decision, O’Brien 
was singularly unfitted for the part of a 
re volutionary leader. In order to avoid for¬ 
feiture, O'Brien, previously to the insurrec¬ 
tion in 1848, conveyed Ms property to trus¬ 
tees for the benefit of his family. On his 
return to Ireland he instituted a clmnoery 
suit against the trustees, but a compromise 
was ultimately arrived at on O’Brien’s formal 
resignation of his position as a landed pro- 
rietor in consideration of an annuity of 
,0001. His eldest brother Lucius succeeded 
his father as the fifth baronet in March 1837, 
and in July 1856 became thirteenth Boron 
Inohiquin on the death of his kinsman, 
James, tMrd marquis of Thomond, his right 
to the barony being confirmed by the com¬ 
mittee of privileges of the Hoime of Lords 
on 11 April 1802. The surviving brothers 
and sisterB of Lord Inohiquin (with the ex¬ 
ception of William Smith O’Brien) were by 
royal license dated 12 Sept. 1802 granted 
the style and procodence of the younger 
children of a baron. 

O’Brien married, on 19 Sept. 1832, Lucy 
Caroline, eldest daughter of Joseph Oabbott 
of High Park, co. Limerick, by whom he had 
five sons and two daughters. His wife died 
on 18 JunB 1801. The voluminous corre¬ 
spondence addressed to O’Brien, to wMch 
Sir C. Gt. Dully was given access when 
wiling his ‘ Young Ireland,’ is in the pos¬ 
session of Mr. Edward William O’Brien at 
Cahirmoyle. A statue of O’Brien by Thomas 
Farrell, R.H.A., was erected in 1870 at the 
end of Westmorland Street, Dublin, close 
to O'Connell Bridgo. The only painting of 
O’Brien is a small miniature in the posses¬ 
sion of Mr, E. W, O’Brien. 

[Besides tlie authorities quoted in the text the 
following, among others, have been consnltod: 
Walpole’s Hist, of England, 1880-6, vols. iii. 
and iv.; Dillon’s Life of John Mitchel, 1888 j 
Mitebel's Jail Journal, 1 SOB; llitehol's Hist, of 
Ireland, 1869, ii. 802-460; Sullivan’s New Ire¬ 
land, 1878, pp. 1-103; Sullivan’s Speeohes from 
the Dock, 1887, pp, 110-37; Doheny’s Felon’s 
Track, 1867; Leekys Lenders of Public Opinion 
in Trolnnd, 1871, pp. 814-16; Webb’s Compen¬ 
dium of Irish Biogr. 1878, pp. 368-71; Wills’s 
Irish Nation, 1876, iv. 44-8; Read's Cabinet 
of Irish Lit. 1880, iii. 276-9; Hodges's Re¬ 
port of the Trial of William Smith O’Brien for 
High Treason, 1849; Times for 18, 20, 21, 24, 
27 June 1864; Freeman’s Journal for 20, 23, 
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24, 215 June 1864; Nation for 18 and 25 Juno 
1864; Annual Beg. 1848, ehron. pp. 03-6, 884- 
373, 380-446, 1864 pt. ii. pp. 100-201 ; Gonl. 
M.ig. 1864, pt. ii. pp 250-2 ; Burke’s Peerage, 
1803, pp. 761-2 ; Postal’s Peerage, 1883, pp. 
886—8 , Graduati Oantabr. 1881, p. 386 ; Welch's 
Harrow School Begistor, 1804, p. 41 ; Notes and 
Queries, 8th ser. iii 388 , Official Boturn of 
Lists of Members of Parliament, pt. ii. pp. 312, 
325, 362, 377, 396, 411 ; Brit. Mm OatJ 

G. F. E. B. 

O’BROLOHAIN, FLAIBHERTACII 
(d. 1175), first bishop of Horry, belonged to 
a family which producod several learned men 
and distinguished ecclesiastics from the 
twelfth to the thirteenth century. They 
were descended from Suibhne Hoann, king 
of Ireland from 616 to 628, and their clan 
was called Cinel Fcarndhaicli, from the king’s 

f randfather Fearadhooh, who was fourth in 
escent from Eoghan, son of Niall Naighial- 
laoh, so that they were one of the branches of 
the OinelEoghain. ElaibhertaohO'Brolcliain 
wnsabboL of Derry in 1160, and as such was 
the chief of the Columhanohurchos inlreland, 
and entitled Oomharha Olioluim Chille, or 
successor of Oolumba. Derry bad been burned 
in 1149, and in 1160 he made a visitation of 
Oinel Eoghain, obtaining grants from file 
whole territory—a gold ring, his horse and 
outfit from Mnircheartach O'Lochlainn [q. v.] 
as king of Ireland, and twenty cows as king 
of Ailocb; a horae from every chief, which 
would have given him about fifty from the 
Oinel Eoghain; a cow from every two biatachs, 
or great fanners; a cow from every three 
saerthacha, or free tenants; and a cow from 
every four diomhains, or men of small means. 
In 1168 he attended an ecoleeiastioal convo¬ 
cation at Brie Mie Taidhg in Ui Laeghaire, 
a district of Meath, at which a papal legate 
was present; and it was resolved that he 
Bhouldkave ‘a chair like every other bishop.’ 
This is generally considered the foundation 
of the bishopric as distinct from the abbacy 
of Derry. After the synod he visited the 
territory of Ui EachdkaonOobkn, now Iveagh, 
eo. Down, and Dal Oairbre, the site of which 
has not before been determined, but which 
is no donht the same as Dalriada, the part 
of Antrim north of the mountain Slemish, 
called after Oairbre Riada, eon of Oonaire II, 
king of Ireland. Flaibkortaok thus visited 
the two parts of Ulidia, or Lesser Ulster, and 
obtained from its king, O'Duinnsleibhe, a 
horse, five cows, and a ‘ screaball’—probably 
a payment in some kind of coin—an onneo of 
gold from the king’s wife, a horse from eaoh 
chief, and a sheep from each hearth. In 
1161 ho freed the churches and communities 
of Durrow, Kells, Swords, Lambay, Moone, 


Skrecn (co. Meath), Columbkille7^~r7„ 
ford), kilcolumb, Columbkille V°o Sf 
kenny), Ardcolum, and Mornington, fWS 
dues to tbo kings and chiefs of Meath»«,{ 
Leinster, and visited Ossory. He puiilj 
down more than eighty houses whichatoS 
adjacent to the cathedral of Derry, and built 
round it an enclosure of masonry oallS 
Oaisil an uvlair, the stone close of tL ful 
in 1162; and in 1163 built a limefaW 
Derry seventy feet square in twenty days This 
was probably in preparation for rebuildimr 
his cathodral, which he did in 1164 with 
the aid of Muirokeartach O’Lochlainn. He 
made it eighty feet long, a vast extent com¬ 
pared with the very small churches then com¬ 
mon in Ireland; but, as it is recorded to have 
been finished in forty daya, it cannot have 
been an elaborate structure. In the same 
year (Annals of Ulster) Augustin, chief 
priest of Iona; Dubkeidke, lector there- 
MacGilladuibh, head of the hermitoge- and 
MacForcolloigk, head of the association 
called the Fellowship of Gtod, and others 
came to ask him to accept the vacant abbacy 
of Iona. Tho Cinel Eoghain, Muircheartach 
O'liochlainn, and Gilla-Mac-Liag, coarb of 
Patrick, all opposed his leaving thnm W( i 
ho did not go. He died at Derry in 1175 
and was succeeded in the abbaoy of Derry 
by Gilla MacLiog O’Branain, of a family 
which furnished several abbots tD Derry. 
Other important members of the learned 
family of O’Brolchain are: 

Maelbrighdo O'Bvolchain (d. 1020), who is 
called in the ‘ Annals ’ prioinhskaor or arch- 
wrigkt of Ireland. 

Maelisa O’Brolcliain (d. 1086), who lived 
for the first part of his life in Inishowen, 
co. Donegal, at Bothchonais, where an old 
graveyard and a very ancient stone cross, 
with an ox carved on its base, still indicate 
his placo of residence. He afterwards mi- 

f rated to Lismore, co. Waterford, and there 
uilt a dertkeack or oratory. He is described 
in the ‘Annals’ as loomed in literature(flli- 
dhecht) in both languages, i.e. in Irish and 
Latin, lie died on 10 Jan. 1086. Colgan 
states that he possessed some manuscripts 
in the handwriting of Maelisa O’Brolchnin. 

Mnelcolnim O’Brolelmin (d. 1122), bishop 
of Armagh. 

Maelbrighte O’Brolchain (i, 1140), bishop 
of Armagh. 

Maolbriglite Mao an tSair O’Brolchain 
(d. 1197), bishop of Kildare. 

Domhnoll O’Brolchain (d. 1202), prior of 
Iona. He built part of the existing cathe¬ 
dral at Iona, and on the capital of the south¬ 
east column, under tho tower, close to the 
angle between the south transept and choir, 
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are the remains of an inscription, which was 
perfect m 1844, ‘ Donnldus Obrolcban fecit 
hoe opus, ’hut has since been defaced, and now 
almws only some fragments of letters at the 
humming and end. Hediadon27 Aprill202. 

flann O’Brolcliain (A. 1219), abbot of 
Derry, was elected coarb of St. Columbain 
1219 , He was elected bytlie Cinel Eoghain, 
and the community of Derry opposed him. 
Aedh O'Neill put him into office, but the com¬ 
munity of Derry soon after expelled him and 
elected another abbot. 

fAnnalaEioghachtaEireann, ed. O’Donoyan, 
vofc. ii. and iii,; Annals of Ulster, ed M'Carthy, 
vol. ii. Bolls Ser.; Annals of Loch 04, ed. Hen- 
nes'sy, yol. i. Bolls Ser. j Eeeves’s Antiquities of 
Down, Connor, and Dromoro; Eeeves’s Life of 
St.Columba, writtonby Adamnan, Dnblin, 1857 i 
Col gun’s Acta Sanctorum Hibernia.] N. M. 

O'BEUADAIR, DAVID (J. 1060-1094), 
Irish poet, was born in Limerick, and had 
already begun to write verses in 1660. He 
knew little English, hut was learned in Dish 
literature and history, and wrote the difficult 
metre known as Dan direch correctly. He 
■was a Jacobite, and warmly attached to the 
old families of Munster. He detosted the 
English nation and language and the pro¬ 
tested religion. His writings supply the 
best existing evidence of the feelings of the 
Irish-speaking gentry and men of letters in 
Munster in the latter half of the seventeenth 
century. Nearly all his poems refer to 
events of his own time, ana are of a high 
order of literary merit. Large fragments 
have been printed and translated by Standish 
Hayes O’Grady in tho ‘ Catalogue of Irish 
Manuscripts’ in the British Museum^ and 
some small extracts by John O’Daly in his 
edition of Ormonde’s ‘Panygyric.’ Over 
twenty of his poems are extant, and their 
approximate chronological order is: (1) of 
fifty stanzas, about 1662, 1 Orecht do dhail 
me am orrthach galair ’ f 1 A wound that has 
reduced me to the condition of a vessel of 
disease ’), on the laying down of their arms 
by the Irish. (2) Epitlialamium, in prose 
and verse, on the marriage of Oliver Stephen 
to Eleonora, daughter of John FitzRedmond 
Burke of Oahirmoylo, co. Limerick, be¬ 
ginning ‘Ouirfed oluoin ar chvobaing ghel- 
ghall’ (‘Upon a couple of white English 
I will attempt a hit or cajolery’), written in 
December 1074; he had liimself attended the 
wedding, having heard of it when near 
Youglml. (8) A political poem on Ireland’s 
ills from 1641 to 1684, of twenty-six stanzas 
and a ceangal or summary. (4) Advico to a 
trooper named Jamos O'Eichtbighern, going 
to serve under Tyrconnel, full of scorn for 
the English, written on 18 Oct, 1086, and 


beginning. ‘A thruipfkir mas musgailt o’n 
mbaile t’dilgeas’ (• Oh trooper, if thy desire he 
to rouse out from home! ’) j this waB perhaps 
1 he most popular of his poems. (6) 1 Oaith- 
rfiim an dare King Sdmua ’ (‘ Triumphs of the 
second King James’), written in October1686. 
(0) Address to John Keating, chief justice 
of the common pleaB in Ireland in 1688. 

e On the taking of their horses and arms 
m the protestants, beginning ‘Indit an 
mhagaidhse i naitreabaibh gall do bha ’ (‘ In 
place of the derisive mirth which prevailed 
in the homes of protestants’), written 
26 Feb. 1088. (8) ‘ Na dronga sin d’iompuig 
mil re creaeaibh Eorpa ’ (‘ Those people that 
have turned their back on all the rest of 
Europe’); in praise of James II and dis¬ 
praise of William III, written on 24 Dec. 
1688. (9) Address of welcome to Sir James 
Cotter, M.P., on hie return from England. 

2 Answer to a poem in praise of James, 
i of Ormonde, entitled ‘FreagrnDhaibhi 
ui Bruadair ar an lainbhrdig sin ’ (“Answer of 
David O’Bruadair to that out-and-out lie ’). 
(11) On Sarsfield’s destruction of tbe siege- 
train brought against Limerick atBallineety, 
composed for the Earl of Lucan at tho time, 
1090, beginning ‘ A rl na cruinne donghne 
isi is gach ni uirre ata ddnta ’ (‘ Oh king of 
the globe that madest it and all things on it 
that are created 1 ’); the poem is of eighteen 
stanzas and a ceangal. One of the two copies 
in the British Museum is a transcript of the 
jaet’s original manusoript (Add. MS. 29614, 
ol. 4Si). (12) 1 Longer langnr Eirenn ’ (‘ De¬ 
land’s hurly-burly ’), a poem of forty stanzas 
and a ceangal, written in 1691. The writer 
laments the dissensions of the Dish, and 
praises Sarsfield’s party. The ceangal de¬ 
clares the poet’s disappointment and poverty. 
(13) Short poem on the exile of the native 
gentry after tho Riege of Limerick. (14) Short 
poem ridiculing those who, to he m the 
fashion, tried to speak English, ‘ NI chanaid 
glfir aoht gdsta gairbhbli&la’ (‘They utter 
not a sound but the mere ghost or rough 
English ’). (16) On people who had become 
protestants after the surrender of Limerick, 
‘Gidh ainbfiosach feannaire nar fhiar a 
ghliin’ (‘ How much soever this or that ex¬ 
tortioner that has not bent his knee’), 
written in October 1092. (16) A lament of 
forty-two verses for the loss of the poet’s 
ancient patrons among the gentry, and the 


l 



take a pleasant journeytotlieMacCarthys’). 
(17) A wish for a second Brian Boroimhe 
[see Bkiait, 920-1014], ‘Is mairg nach 
fiadaid triatka ckloinne Eibhir: Aithris ar 
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riaghail Bhriain mhic Chmnfiide’ (‘ Woo is 
me that the leaders of the children of Ebcr 
cannot reproduce the rule of Brian, sou of 
Oenneitc 1 ’). (18) Address to our Lady, 
1 Eist in'osnadh a Mhuire mhdr ’ (■' Hoar 
my groaning, oh great Mary I’), of twenty- 
one stanzas and a ceangal. (19) Epithala- 
mium for the marriage of Dominic Roche 
and Una Bourke of Cahirmoylo, in which 
the poet states that, much as he loves good 
drink, he is obliged to pass it by whona pre¬ 
vious conversation in English is necessary, 
so little has he the power ‘ mo theanga do 
chuibhriughadh dochiun an ghaillbhoarla do 
labhairt’ (‘ to fetter my tongue towards 
speaking the foreign language’). (20) Ad¬ 
dress to Irolaud, under the namB of ‘ Silo 
nr Chorbain,’ as if she were a lady who had 
married and left off being bountiful to the 
poets. (21) A poem on the passion, in 
twenty-four vorses, ‘ Adhraim ilia a thaidh- 
bhse ar grii I ’ (‘I adore thee, oh price of our 
blood I ’) (22) A longer poem on tho samo 
subject, ‘ Go bruth a mhoic rug Muire 
miorbhuileach ’ (‘ For over is the Son that 
Mary miraculously bore’). (23) ‘Do bhi 
duine eigin roimh an rS si ’ (‘ Tliero was a 
certain man before this time ’). 

He made a transcript of the * Loabhor 
Irse ’ of the literary family of O’Maolconaivo, 
which is in the library of Trinity College, 
Dublin. 

[S. H. O’Grady’a Catalogue of the Irish MSS. 
in the British Museum, in which largo parts of 
Beveral poems are printed; Manuscripts in tho 
British Museum (Addit. 29614, writlon by John 
O’Murchadha of Eaheenngh, co. Cork, horn in 
1700, contains many of these poonis; Egorton 
164 contains others); O’Boilly in the Transactions 
of the Iberno-Ooltic Soeioty, 1829 ; O’Daly’H Ite- 
liaues of Irish Jacobite Poetry, Dublin, 1849.] 

n. M. 

O'BEY AH, WILLIAM (1778-1808), 
founder of the Bible Ohristinn soot, claimed, 
descent from one of Oliver Oromwull’s Irish 
officers who settled at Boconnock, Cornwall, 
on tho Restoration, probably the Colonel 
William Bryan, orBrayna, from Ireland who 
was employed in the pacification of the high¬ 
lands of Scotland in 1064, and afterwards, 
with the rank of lieutenant -general, com¬ 
manded tho forces in Jamaica (Gal. State 
Papers, Dorn, 1664, and 1067-9; Wiiith- 
M0KB, Mem. p. 692; Thurloe State Papers, 
ii. 406). 

After the settlement of the family in 
Cornwall the name was spelt indifferently 
Bryan or Bryant, and William O'Bryan was 
the first to rest ore tho Irish orthography, lie 
was the second son of a substantial yeoman 
who owned several farms in tho coterminous 


parishes of Lnxulyan.Lanivet, andLaniverv 
Cornwall, by Thomasine, daughter of John’ 
Lawry of Luxulyan, and was bom at Wunwcn 
Luxulviin, on fi Fob. 1778. Both his parents 
wore church people, but had joined the Metho- 
dist Society before their marriage. His ma" 
tornal grandmother was a Quakeress. F rom 
the first on extremely religious lad, O’Bryan 
was much impressod by the preachingof John 
Wesley, and studied his 1 Christian Pattern' 
Other favourito books wore Law’s ' Serinn. 
Call,’ Baxter’s ‘ Saints’ Ecst,’ and Bimynn’s 
‘Holy War.’ His actual conversion took 
plnoo on 5 Nov. 1796, and he at once began 
to preach, and for some timo laboured with 
marked succoss in East Cornwall and West 
Devon. Differences with tho methodists in 
regard to matters of discipline led to his ex¬ 
pulsion from their society in November 1810 , 

He continued his labours, however, and gra¬ 
dually formed a littlo sect of his own, which 
was formally constituted in 1810 under the 
designation of Arminian Bible Christians. 
The toneU of tho Brynnitos—aa there sec¬ 
taries were popularly called—did not mate¬ 
rially differ from thoso of the Arminian Me¬ 
thodists. 

U’Brynn was a mnn of immense Zealand 
some power, but liis methods of church 
government wore felt by Iris adherents to be 
unduly autocratic, and in 1829 the major 
part of thorn seccdod and formed themselves 
into a separata society under Uib name of 
Bible Christians. Tho omission of the term 
Arminian, liowover, denoted no modification 
of doctrine, and tho new society continued 
to cherish tho memory of its founder. Its 
members now number more than thirty 
thousand. Tn 1831 O’Bryan emigrated to 
America, wlioro lie preached much, but failed 
to found a church. During his kter years 
lie resided at Brooklyn, New York, blit 
frequently visited England. He died at 
Brooklyn 0118 Jan, 1808. 

O’Bryan married on 9 July 1803Catherine, 
daughter of William Cowlin, farmer, of Por- 
vanzabuloo, Cornwall, n woman of strong un- 
dovstonding and fervent piety, bv whom he 
was assisted in his work. Sue died at 
Brooklyn in March 1800. 

O’Bryan published the following works: 
1. ‘ Tho Rules of Society, or a Guide to con¬ 
duct for thoso who dosiro to be Arminian 
Bible Christians, with a Preface stating 
the Causes of Separation betwoen William 
O’Bryan and tlio People called Methodists,' 
2ml ad., Launceston, 1812,12mo. 2, ‘ A Col- 
loci ion of Ilymns for 1 ho Use of the People 
called Arminian Biblo Christians ’ (based 
upon theWesloynu hymn-book), Devon, Stoke 
Damorel, 1826, 12mo. 8 , ‘ Travels in the 
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United Status of America,’ London, 1836, 
12mo. 

[Stevenson's Jubilee Memorial of Incidents in 
the Bise and Progress of the Bible Christian Con¬ 
nexion. 1866 1 Bible Christian Magazine, 1868; 
Thorne’s William O'Bryan, 1888; Haymnn's 
History of the Methodist Revival of the Last 
Century in its Halations to North Devon, 1885, 
Digest of the Eules and Eegulations of the 
People denominated Bible Christians, 1838; 
Allen’s Liskeard, p. 106 ; Complete Parochial 
History of Cornwall, 1870, iii. 195; Boose and 
Courtney's Bibl. Cornub,; London Quarterly 
Review, .Tilly 1887.] d. M. E. 

O’BRYEN, DENNIS (1766-1832), drct- 
matist and political pamphleteer, horn in Ire¬ 
land in 1766, became a surgeon, but relin¬ 
quished the practice of his profession and 
settled in London, where he distinguished 
himself as a zealous political partisan of 
Pox, with whom he was on terms of great 
intimacy. The work which first brought him. 
into notice was an ironical ‘ Defence of the 
Earl of Shelburne from the Reproaches of 
his numerous Enemies, in a Letter to Sir 
George Seville, barl., to which is added a 
Postscript addressed to the Earl of Stair're¬ 
lative to his pamphlet on tho state of the 
nubliedebt,London, 1782,8vo; 2nd cd. 1783. 
lie next wrote ‘ A Friend in Need is a Friend 
indeed,’ a three-act comedy performed at the 
Ilaymarket Tliaatro on 6 July 1783,but not 
printed. The cast included Palmer, Edwin, 
Parsons, Baddeley, and Mrs. Inclibald. This 
play, which in some respects resembled Gold¬ 
smith's * Good-natured Man,’ was acted sight 
times, but did not meet with a very cordial 
reception, and it gave riso to a nowspaper 
controversy between tho author and Column, 
the manager of the tlioatre (Baxeb, Jiiogr. 
Dramaticu, 1812, i. 646, ii. 262; Qenest, 
vi. 281). 

In 1784 he published another ironical work, 
entitled ‘A Gleam of Comfort to this dis¬ 
tracted Empire, demonstrating tlio Fairness 
and Eeasonableuess of National Confidence 
in the present Ministry'—moaning the minis¬ 
try of Pitt. About the same time ho pub¬ 
lished two papers, called ‘The Iteasoner,’ 
which subsequently appeared in several com¬ 
pilations, the first being attributed by the 
compiler to Lord Erskino, and the second to 
Sheridan. In 1786 he printed ‘ A Viow of tho 
Commercial Treaty with France,’ negotiated 
by'William Eden, afterwards Lord Auckland 
[q. v.] This was followed by ‘ Lines written 
at Twickenham,’ 1788, in which year, imme¬ 
diately upon tho king’s illness, he published 
anonymously ‘ The Prospect before us, being 
a Series of Papers upon tlio great Question 
[i.e. of the regency] which now agitates the 

YOi, XIV. 


Public Mind.’ This was reproduced under 
the title of 1 The Eegency Question,’ with a 
new preface, in consequenco of t he discussions 
caused by the return of his majesty’s malady 
in 1810. In 1796 he published ‘TJtrum 
Ilorum P The Government or the Country? ’ 
which rapidly passed through three editions. 

Upon the change of ministry in 1800 he 
succeeded to the lucrative sinecure of deputy 
paymaster-general, and in the same year he 
was appointed by Fox to the patent office of 
marshal of the admiralty at the Cape of 
Good Hope, worth, it was said, 4,0007. per 
annum. He died at Margate on 13 Aug. 
1832. ITe had resided in London in Craven 
Street, Strand. Ilis political correspondence 
was sold by auction a year or two after his 
death. 

[Addit. MS. 12099; Biogr. Diet, of Living 
Anthers, 1818, p. 265 ; Gent, Mng. 1832, ii. 189, 
1836,5,48; LitoraryGazotto ODoc. 1834,p.820; 
Lit. Momoirs of Living Authors, ii. 87; Heuss’s 
Register of Authora, ii. 147, Snppl. p, 293; 
Watkins's Memoirs of Shoridan, ii. 348.] T. O. 

O’BRYEN, EDWARD (1764 P-1808), 
rear-admiral, born about 1761, after serving 
for nearly five years in tho TEoIiih in the Me¬ 
diterranean, and for upwards of thrae in the 
Prudont in the East Indies with Sir John 
Clerko, passed liis examination on 0 Aug. 
1776, being then, according to his certificate, 
more than twenty-one, lie was promoted to 
be lieutenant on II April 1778. In 1779-80 
ho was sorving in the Amhusoade frigate 
attached to the Channel fleet, and early in 
1781 went out to the West Indies in the 
Monsieur, from which ho was appointed to 
the Actroon, on the Jamaica station. On 
17 March 1783 he -vvaspromoted to the com¬ 
mand of tho Jamaica sloop, and on 6 Aug. 
1783 was posted to tho Resistance of & 
guns, which, in tho following year, he 
brought home and paid off. For the next 
eleven years he seems to have remained on 
half-pay, and in Juno 1796 was appointed 
to tho Windsor Castle, which he joined in 
tho Mediterranean and brought to England 
in the following year, with the flag of Rear- 
admiral Man on board. In April 1797 he 
was appointed to tho Nassau, but it Booms 
doubtful if he ever joined her. In July he 
joined tho Monarch as flag-captain of Vice- 
admiral Onslow, and had a very distin¬ 
guished part in the battle of Oamperdown 
on 11 Oct. Sir William Ilotham [q, v.] 
noted that * soon after the action a noblemnn 
very unkindly insinuated to the king that 
it was a lucky tiling for Sir Richard Onslow 
that he had O’Bryen for his captain. Ilis 
Majesty differed, and told his lordship they 
were equally brave men.’ The circumstance 
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was reported to O’Bryea, who declared em¬ 
phatically ‘ from the time in which the 
enemy appeared to the hour at which the ac¬ 
tion endodjSir Richard Onslow was his own 
captain.’ From 1801 to 1803 O’Bryen com¬ 
manded the Kent in the Mediterranean, In 
May 1803 he was invalided. lie had no fur¬ 
ther service; was promoted to he rear-admiral 
on 9 Nov. 1805, and died on 18 Doc. 1808, 

[Official documents in the Public Eecord 
Office; Gont. Mog. 1809, i. 87.] J. K. L. 

O’BYRNE, FIAGH Mac HUGH (1644 P- 
1697), in Irish Fiacha mac Aodha na Broin, 
chief of tho sept of the O'Byrnes of Wicklow, 
called Qabhal-Raghnaill, born about 1644, 
was tho lineal descendant of Oathaeir Mor, 
Icing of Ireland in tho second century. lie 
was a man of great ambition and considerable 
ability, but, as Sponsor remarked, be derived 
his importance chiefly from thu wild and in¬ 
accessible nature of his country and its 
proximity to the metropolis. After the death 
in 1680 of Dunking, son of Edmund, tho 
last inaugurated O’Byrne, he was generally 
recognised as chief of the O’Byrnes; but lus 
authority was always moro or loss disputed 
by members of the senior branch, and it is 
probable that their jealousy of him ulti¬ 
mately led to his ruin. Ho is first mentioned 
in connection with the escape of Sir Ed¬ 
mund Butler from Dublin Gastlo in Septem¬ 
ber 1609, at which time he was apparently 
about twenty-five years of age. Two years 
later, in April 157he combined with ltory 
Oge O’More [q. v.] m an attack on tho Pale. 
But he first became notorious owing to his 
implication in the murder, in May 1672, of 
Robert Browne of Mulcranan in co, Wexford, 
For his share in this outrage he was prose¬ 
cuted by Captain Francis Agard, sonosohal 
of Wicklow, and, though he himself managed 
to escape, his brother and two of his prin¬ 
cipal followers were killed. Owing, however, 
to the unaottlod stato of tho country, the 
lord-deputy, Sir William Fitzwilliam, was 
afraid to pursue an extreme course with him, 
and, with the assistance of Agard and the 
Earl of JKildare, he was in good hopo of in¬ 
ducing Fiagh to surrender tho real murderers 
of Browne as ‘ the price of his own redemp¬ 
tion.’ But his purpose was frustrated by the 
officious zeal of the seneschal of Wexford, 
Nicholas White, ‘ and his frindea thundring 
abroade (in advauncement of their owno 
credit) the Q[ueon’s] Indignacon and reso- 
lucon never to pardon any the partakers of 
Brownes muTtlier,’ Filzwilliam was unable 
to retrieve White’s blunder, and Fiagh, being 
confined to his own territory, revenged him¬ 
self by plundering the farmors in Wexford 


and the Paie. On 26 Aug. he invaded Wei 
ford with three or four hundred follower' 
and having fired a number of villages in' 
eluding that of Nicholas Devereux ctf linn 
brody, and having defeated the seneschal who 
tried to intercept him, he retired in safetv 
with his plunder to his fastness in Gls n - 
malure. In February 1673 government 
granted him a pardon. Later in the year his 
sister married Itory Oge O’More; and Fiagh 
as he was returning from the wedding m 
Leix through Kildare, was attacked by the 
sheriff of that county, Maurice Fitzjames 
of Ballyshannon; hut the sheriff, 1 bob" 
traitorously forsaken of his men, was taken 
prisoner and ledd away into the glennes of 
Uowlranyll.’ At first Fiagh refused to sur¬ 
render him unless ‘ he would condescend to 
pay 8001. ransom and he sworn never to 
seek revenge for his taking,’ but he ultimately 
consented ‘ for a consideration ’ to give him 
up to Captain Agard. 

For soveral Rubsoquent years Fiagh ceased 
to cause tho government any trouble. After 
tho doath of his hvothor-in-law Rory Oge 
in July 1578, Borne anxiety was felt lest lie 
should bo tempted 1 o rovengo liis death; hut, 
by tho good offices of Sir Henry Ilarington, 
he was induced to submit formally to Sir 
William Drury in Christ Church, Dublin, on 
21 Sept. In professing his wish to live as 
became a loyal subject, he complained, not 
without somo show of reason, that he Led 
been driven into rebellious courses by the 
violence of his neighbours, who bed killed 
his uncle and were seeking his own destruc¬ 
tion. A few days lator he renewed his sub¬ 
mission at. Oastledsnnot. ‘ FfeaghM’Hughe,’ 
wroto Drury to Burgliley at the time, ‘psj 
tho most doubt od man of LeinBter after the 
death of Iiorie Ogo.’ 

For smno timo Fiagh faithfully observed 
his promise ; but in April 1580 Captain Mas- 
terson ? seneschal of Wexford, killed a num- 
bor of the Kavanaglis, some of whom were 
near allied to him, and Fiagh swore to be 
rovonged. II aving become reconciled to his 
nnciont enemy, Gerald Owon O’Byme, ‘by 
theh'e solempo oathe,by thoiro baghall’ (i.e. 
orozior), he invaded Wexford, ‘the most 
ayvell and englishe country of all the 
Iioalme,’ and utterly wasted it. He dis¬ 
claimed any other motive for his conduct 
than personal hostility to Masterson: but, 
feeling probably that such excuse would sot 
servo him at Dublin, be declined to justify 
himself before the council, and shortly after¬ 
wards threw in his lot with Viscount Baltin- 
glas. In August he defeated, in a memo¬ 
rable encounter in Glenmalure, a strong force 
under the command of the deputy, Arthur, 
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fourteenth lord Grey de Wilton [q. v.] In 
September he plundered and burnt Rathmore 
and Tassagord in the Pale, but was over¬ 
taken and defeated by Lieutenant Francis 
Acham. On 19 Oct. be burnt Rathooole, a 
prosperous village ten miles from Lublin, 
and the inhabitants of the suburbs trembled 
for their safety. During the winter he was 
held in check by a garrison stationed at 
Wicklow under Sir William Stanley. An 
attempt to dislodge the garrison on 12 Jan. 
1681 failed, and a few days later Grey re¬ 
ported that he and Baltinglas * woulde wil- 
liuglye seeke peace, if they knewe what way e 
to begynne that it mighte not bee refused.’ 
On 4 April Stanley and Captain Russell 
attempted to surprise Fiagh in his own 
country, but they found hum on the alert, 
and were compelled, after burning his house 
of Bullinacor and lulling a few churls, to 
retire. Towards the end of June Grey made 
a fresh attempt in person to capture him, 
•every day hunting the glinnes,’ so that 
Fiagh, finding himself ‘ thus emestly foliow o d 
and the garrisons planted so Deere in his 
bosome,’ was compelled to sue for pence, 
‘but his letters so avrogante, ns thougha he 
woulde hatie yt nono otherwise, hut to haue 
therle of Desmonde, and all other his con¬ 
federate contained in yt as well as him self, 
and required, that in effects, all the rebolls 
of Leinster might dapende vppon him, and 
vse whate religion he listed.’ To these terms 
Grey refused to listen; but want of victuals 
compelling him to retire, and Fiogli shortly 
afterwards renewing his offer of submission 
to Sir Henry Ilarington, he consented, mainly 
in order to detach him from Baltinglas, to 
grant him a pardon. In December Fiagh 
gave offence by hanging a certain Captain 
Garrat, an ex-rebol, who had received a 
pardon on condition of giving information as 
to the part taken by the Earl of Kildare in 
the rebellion of Lord Baltinglas, and it was 
seriously proposed to hang Fiagli’s pledges 
in retaliation. Eventually more moderate 
counsels prevailed, and Ibr several years 
Fiagh caused little anxiety to government, 
In June 1684 he presented himself before Sir 
John Perrot [q. v.j at Dublin, and consented 
to put in substantial pledgos for his loyalty. 
The master of the rolls, Sir Nicholas White, 
after completing the circuit of Wicklow, 
visited him in August at Ballinaoor, ‘where 
Laws never approched,’ and reported favour¬ 
ably of him. A month or two later a number 
of cattle were lifted in the Pale, and 1 carried 
with a pipe to tho mountain.’ Fiagh at 
once restored the cattle and surrendered the 
thieves to Perrot. Early in 1686 some of 
his pledges escaped out ot Dublin Castle, but 


Fiagli appeared before the lord-deputy, 
decently clothed in English apparel, ana, 
having exonerated himself and consented to 
put in fresh pledges, was granted a new 
pardon. Still there were not wanting cir¬ 
cumstances that went to show that he was 
merely biding his time, and Sir Henry 
Wallop, who regarded all Irishmen with 
suspicion, thought it would be a good thing 
if he could be cut off. Perrot was much of 
Wallop’s opinion, and offered, if permission 
were granted him, to have his head or drive 
him into the sea, and settle his country so 
that it should no longer be the gall of 
Leinster. Wallop, however, was obliged to 
admit (hat he had dono little damage of late 
years, and that the worst that could he alleged 
against him was a propensity to harbour 
rebels. In July 1688 he renewed his sub¬ 
mission to Perrot’s successor, Sir William 
Filzwillinm [q.v.] But he continued to be 
regarded with suspicion. His very existence 
so near the capital wub looked upon as a 
standing menace to the public peace, and it 
was evident that nothing but a plausible 
excuse was wanted to induce government to 
malm a fresh effort to suppress him. On 
18 March 1694 his son-in-law, WalterReagh 
Fitzgerald, and three of his sons attacked 
and burnt the house of Sir Piers Fitzjames 
Fitzgerald, sheriff of Kildare, at Ardree, 
near Athy, after Sir Piers had expelled 
Walter Reagh from Kildare. Sir Piers him¬ 
self, his wife, two of his sisters, his daughter, 
and one gentlewoman perished in the fire. 
For this outrage government held Fiagh re¬ 
sponsible, though he disclaimed all participa¬ 
tion in it, and begged Burghley to intercede 
with the queen for his pardon. But Fitz- 
williara was too ill and probably too wary 
to attack him in person, and left hie punish¬ 
ment to his successor, Sir William Russell. 

In January 1596 Russell captured and 
garrisoned Ballinaoor, and made active pre¬ 
parations for hunting Fiagh out of his den. 
I-Ie was proclaimed a traitor, and a reward 
of 1501, offered for his capture and 1001. for 
his head. After the capture and execution 
of Walter Reagh in April, a eampwas formed 
at Money, halfway between Tullow and 
Shillelagh, which the lord-deputy made his 
headquarters for several weeks. A number 
of Fiogh’s relations, including his wifeRose, 
fell into his hands; but Fiagh, though he 
had one or two hairbreadth escapes, con¬ 
tinued to elude his pursuers. On 80 May 
he was surprised by Captain Streete’s com¬ 
pany, but, though severely wounded and op¬ 
pressed with age and sickness, he managed 
to escape. It seemed as if every effort to 
capture him was doomed to fail. He offered 

3 b 2 
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to submit and to put in Owny Mae Rory 
Oge O’More aa a pledge. Tie actually sur¬ 
rendered his son Turlough, and in November 
presented himself before tho deputy in coun¬ 
cil, and upon his knees exhibited his sub¬ 
mission and petition to be received to licr 
majesty’s mercy. The Irish government 
referred his case to tho privy council, and 
meanwhile renewed his protection from 
lime to time. In April 150(5 he appealed to 
Burghley to mediate with the queen for his 
forgiveness and restoration to hie chiefry. 
His petition was granted, but before the 
patent for his restoration arrivod he had en¬ 
tered into a close alliance with Hugh O’Neill, 
carl of Tyrone. In September he recaptured 
Bnllinacor, and thouglito attack him would, 
in the general opinion, lead to a rupture with 
Tyrone, Russell, after some hesii at ion, del o r- 
mined to make the attempt. Before tho end 
of tho month a new fort was erected at 
Rathdrum, and, despite the protests of Ty¬ 
rone, who insisted that Sir John Norris had 
passed his word for liis pardon, Piagk was 
hotly prosecuted during the winter. In 
February 1697 lie was roporLed to he ready 
to submit to any conditions, but Russell bail 
made up his mind to capture him at all 
hazards, and capture him he eventually did. 
On Sunday, 8 May, he was surprised by ‘ one 
Milborne, sergeant to Oaptam Lee,’ and 
his captor wob compelled by the fury of tho 
soldiers to strike off his head. On his way 
back to Dublin the inhabitants greeted Rus¬ 
sell 1 with great joy and gladness, and be¬ 
stowed many blessings on him for perform¬ 
ing so good a doed, and delivering them 
from their long oppressions.’ 

Fiagh’s head and quarters wore for somo 
time exposed over the gate of Dublin Oastle. 
Four months later one Lane presented what 
purported to be his hoad to Cecil, but he was 
told that head-money had already bean paid 
in Ireland. The head was given to a lad to 
bury, but instead of doing so ho stuck it in 
a tree in Enfield Chase, wliero it was found 
by two boys looking for tlioir cattle. 

Fiagh was twice married. By his first 
wife he had three sonB —Turlough, who ap¬ 
pears to havo beon hanged in 1690 for his 
share in the attack on Sir Piers Fitzjamcs 
Fitzgerald j Phelim, who succeeded his 
father; and Redmond—and one daughter, 
who was married to Walter Reagl i Fitzg ora Id, 
Fiagli's second wife was Rose, daughter of 
Turlough O'Toole, who, after being sentenced 
to he burnt as a traitor, was pardoned by 1 lie 
queon on promising to do service against her 
stepson. Two of her sisters were married 
to her stepsons Phelim and Redmond. 

Fiagh’s death did not, ns had been expect cd, 


lead to the settlement of Wicklow On 
1 the outbreak of Tyrone’s rebellion in 1688 
Phelim and Redmond immediately took ua 
I arms, theformerinWicklow, tkelatterjoininff 
■ the carl in Ulster. On 29 May 1699 PheLm 
routed a Btrong force under Sir Henry Unr 
ington between Eallmacor and Ratkdrnm' 
but was shortly afterwards defeated by the 
Earl of Essex in the neighbourhood of Ark. 
low. During that winter and the following 
year he crentod great havoc in the Pale and 
m December 1000 Mountjoy made a deter, 
mined effort to suppress’ lum. Stealthily 
crossing the snow-covered mountains of 
Wicklow from tho west, he unexpectedly 
appeared with a strong force before Ballina- 
cor, nt the head of GHenmalure, on Christmas 
ove. Pliolim saved himself by escaping 
naked out of a bade window, but his wife 
and son were captured. The deputy re¬ 
mained in tliencighbourhood for three weeks 
and Phelim, ‘ to vent his anger, daily offered 
alight skirmishes upon advantage, but Lis 
heart was nothing eased therewith, being 
continually beaten.’ He eventually sub¬ 
mitted, and on 10 May 1001 Mountjoy gave 
warrant 1o pass a pardon for Mm and his 
followers. 

It was ovidcntly the intention of govern¬ 
ment to restore him to his chiefry, and in 
1618 ho represented co. Wicklow in parlia¬ 
ment. But in 1C28 a scheme was set on 
foot by Lord-deputy Falkland to establish a 
plantation in his country. The design did 
not meet with the approval of the commis¬ 
sioners for Irish affairs, who suggested that 
tho lands belonging to tho O’Bymes as a 
elan should he allotted to them individually 
at profilablo rents. Their suggestion, kow- 
ovor, was not actod upon, and two years 
labor Falkland announcod that he had dis¬ 
covered a formidable conspiracy against the 
stale, in whiok two of Plielim’s sons were 
implicit! cd. He again suggested the advis¬ 
ability of planting tho O'Byrnes’ territory, 
and again the commissioners for Irish affairs 
stood bol ween him and the O’Byrnas, advis¬ 
ing, 1 as the host course to reduce that bar¬ 
barous country to some good settlement,' 
that a grant should bo made to Phelim of all 
the lands claimod by Mm, on condition that 
ho in turn mode a grant in freehold of two 
hundred aores to each of Ms younger sons. 
Tho suggestion of the commissioners was 
again ignored by Falkland, who on 27 Aug. 
1028 announced that Pkolim and five of his 
sons had been indicted on a charge of con¬ 
spiracy, that a true bill had been found 
against, them by a Wicklow jury, and that, 
ponding tlioir trial, they bad been committed 
to Dublin Oastle. But Phelim had power* 
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ful friends at court, and a committee of tlie 
Irish privy council was appointed to inves¬ 
tigate the matter impartially. In the end, 
Pkelim was found innocent of the charges pre¬ 
ferred against him, and he and his sons were 
restored to their liberty. It is uncertain when 
he died. He married Una Ni Tuathail, called 
in English Winifred O’Toole, and by her, who 
died of grief in consequence of his arrest in 
1628, he had eight sons and one daughter. 

[Annals of the Four Musters, ed. O'Donovan, 
t. 1746, vi. 2017 j State Papers, Ireland, Eliz., 
and Chas. I; O’Byrne'sHistorical Eominisopncas 
of the O’Byrnos, London, 1843; O’Toole’s The 
O’Tooles, anciently lords of Foworseourt, eto, 
Dublin; Spenser's View of the Present State 
of Ireland; Gilbert's Account of the National 
MSS. of Ireland, p. 218; Moryson’s Itinerary, pt. 
ii. 1/ks. i. andii.; O'Sullivan-Bearo’s Eistonm 
Catholic® Ibernim Compendium; Bagwell's Ire¬ 
land under the Tudors; Gardiner’s Hist, of 
England, viii. 20-0; Hickson’s Ireland in tho 
Seventeenth Century; Gilbert’s Hist, of the Irish 
Confederation; Carlo's Life of Ormonde, i. 86; 
Hari. MS. 14215; Lo.iLliar Branaeh, or Book of 
the O'Bj i nes, in Trinity Ooll. Dubl., MS. H. i. 14, 
containing several poems in celebration of Fiagh 
JIacHugli; andBrit.Mus. M.S. Eg. 170.] R. D. 

O’OAHAN or O’KANE, Sib DONNELL 
BALLAGH or ‘the freckled’ (d. 1017P), 
in Irish Domlmall na Catliain, Irish chieftain, 
was eldest son of Boxy O'Cahan, who died on 
14 April 1608, when Donnell succeeded to 
his possessions in Ulster. Those were very 
extensive, and were situated chiefly round 
Dungivsn, eo. Londonderry. The O’Oahan 
was Tyrone’s principal vassal or'uriaght/ and 
had the privilege of inaugurating each suc¬ 
cessor to tho O’Neill. Bofare the end of 1698 
O'Cahan was in rebellion under Tyrone, in 
command of Bixtyhorseandsixtyfoot; during 
the next four years O'Oahou, with his brother 
Rory, was actively opposing Sir Henry Doc- 
wra [q. v.J in Ulster, and more than once his 
lands were ravagod (of. Baowum,, Ireland 
wider the Tudors, iii. 862, &c.) After the 
siege of Kiusale he saw that the struggle was 
hopeless, and thinking, no doubt, that a timely 
return to allegiance would enable him to 
secure substantial advantages at Tyrone’s 

S mse,hegavo in his submission to Docwra 
suffered forfeiture of one-third of his 
lands. From that time he served on the 
English side, furnishing a force of 60 horse 
and 160 foot at his own expense. The lord 
deputy, Mountioy, promisod in return that 
O’Oahan should hold his lands direct from 
the crown; but bofore tbs promise was car¬ 
ried out Tyrone submitted, and received a 
fresh giant of all his lands. He now at¬ 
tempted to revongo himsolf on O’Oaban for 
his desertion, and demanded O’Oahan’s sub¬ 


mission, two hundred cows, and the promise 
of an annual rent; as a pledge for its fulfil¬ 
ment lie took possession of a large district 
belonging to O’Cahan. On the other hand, 
O'Cahan maintained that as soon as he had 
performed oertain services due to the O’Neill, 
he was as much lord of his own land as any 
English freeholder; hut knowing thatTyrone 
was supported by Mountjoy, he submitted 
for the time, and signed an agreement with¬ 
drawing all claims to independence. 

In 1606 George Montgomery, bishop of 
Derry, instigated O’Cahan to proceed at law 
against Tyrone, who was attempting further 
aggressions, and had driven off all the cattle 
he could find in O’Oahan’s district. The 
government were now inclined to support 
Tyrone’s chief vassals, who might prove a 
check upon his power, and O'Cahan felt suie 
of a favourable hearing; his request for tho 
services of Sir John Davis [q. v.J attorney- 
general, was granted, and in May he laid his 
case before the deputy and privy council. At 
the tiial Tyrone behaved with violence, and 
snatched from O’Cahan’s hands the paper from 
which he was reading; an order was made 
that two-thirds of the lundB should remain 
in O’Cahon’s possession, while Tyrone should 
hold tho remaining third until the question 
was decided; shoitly afterwards Tyrone fled. 

O’Cahan was knighted on 20 June 1607, 
and in the same year was a commissioner to 
administer justice in Ulst er in place of Tyrone 
and Tyrconnell; but the removal of Tyrone 
gradually lad to O’Oohan’s assumption of a 
position of hostility to the government. Ho 
had territorial disputes with Montgomery, 
who hnd supported him against Tyrone, 
because he thought O’Cahan would he a less 
powerful neighbour; and Iris refusal to sub¬ 
mit to the crown officers until a force had 
been despatched to compel him lent colour 
to Chichester’s suspicion that O’Cahan was 
implicated in O'Dogherty’s designs [see 
O'DoanEETT, Sie Oahie]. His brothers 
actually joined in the subsequent rising, but 
O’Cahan took no part in it, as he had at his 
own request been placed m confinement at 
Dublin Castle. After five months’imprison¬ 
ment Chichester asked leave to release him, 
but this was refused, and O'Cahan remained 
in Dublin Castle till June 1609, when he was 
indicted on six charges of treason. The failure 
of the government, however, to obtain a ver¬ 
dict against Sir Neill O’Donnell induced 
them to postpone O’Cahan’s trial, and he was 
sent to London and imprisoned in the Tower, 
Here, in spite of his petitions and complaints 
ofthoillepalityoftbeproceedingjheremained, 
attended by his wife, until his death, which 
apparently took place in 1617. 
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O’Cahan married, firstly, a daughter of the 
Earl of Tyrone; licr repudiation uy O’Calian 
was one of Tyrone’s complaints against lnm 
(IteLL,Macdonnella of Antrim,-p, 219). Mary, 
daughter of Hugh MacManus O’Donnoll, is 
said to have been a second wife of O'Cahan j 
but her matrimonial relations were very com¬ 
plicated. She is said to have hoen the wifo in 
O’Cahan’s lifetime of two other men, one of 
whom was Teigo O’Rourke (Oox, Ili/iernia 
Avt/lictma, ii. 82). O'Oahan was succeeded by 
Rory, a younger son, according to O'Hart's 
‘Irish Pedigrees,’ 1887, i. 624-6 (of. Ulster 
Journal of Arclmology , iv. 140-6, whore 
Rory is confused with his father). 

[O’Cttlmn's case is dealt with in groat detail 
in the Cal. State Papers, Ireland, 1608-14, and 
notices of him are contained in the profaces to 
theso volnmes; see also Gardiner's Hist, of Eng¬ 
land, chap. x. throughout; Carew MRS. passim; 
Annuls of Pour Mnsttrs, s. a. 1698 ; Dockwra’s 
Narration in Ooltio Society's Miscolluny ; O'Sul- 
livan-Beare’s Hist. Cath. Hib. Compendium; 
Pynes Moiyson's Itinorary, pt. ii. pp. 226, 230, 
&c.; Stafford’s Hibernia Fac&ta; Cox’s Hibernia 
Anglicana; Carte’s Ormonde, i. 26, 43; Wal¬ 
pole’s Kingdom of Ireland, passim; Meehan’s 
Bate of the Earl of Tyrone, passim; Hill's Mac- 
donnella of Antrim and Montgomery MSS. 
passim; Miss Hickson's Ireland in the 17th 
Cent. i. 2, &c.; Bagwell’s Ireland under the 
Tudors, vol. iii,] A. P. P. 

O’CALLAGHAN, EDMUND BAILEY 
(1797-1880), historian, youngest son in a 
large family, was born in Iroland on 28 Feb. 
1797, and there carefully educated. About 
1820 he went for two years to Paris to study 
medicine. In 1823 he emigrated to Canada, 
and completed his student’s career at Quebec, 
where he was admitted to practise in 1827. 
His wit and genial manner, combined with an 
earnest character and skill in his profession, 
soon attracted friends and brought him prac¬ 
tice, and about 1830 he removed to Mont real. 

O'Callaghau early took part in political 
life i in Quebec he had joined in organising 
the Society of the Friends of Ireland. At 
Montreal he took an active part at political 
meetings,andwrotopoliticalarticles. Inl834 
he became editor of tlio ‘Vindicator,’the organ 
of the Canadian ‘patriots;’ and in 1836 was 
olected for Yamaska, in the assembly of Uppor 
Canada, where he posed as one of the leaders 
of the revolutionary party, dressed in Cana¬ 
dian homespun, as their fashion was, in order 
to encourage home industries. On 0 Nov. 
1836 the ofh.ee of his paper was attacked and 
wrecked by members of the tory Doric Club. 
In Ootober 1837 the revolutionary party met 
at Riohelieu River to dolarmine then' final 
course of action, and O’Callaghan supported 


Papineau m condemning the resort to arms 
When the crisis came, however, he took the 
field with others, and wne in the action E t 
St. Donis on 23 Nov. On the failure of the 
rising ho fled with Papineau to the States, 
and on 29 Nov. 1837 a reward was offered 
for Ins apprehension as a traitor. 

O’Caliaghan found such a congenial home 
in New York that, when liis companions re¬ 
turned t o Canada under amnesty, he remained 
in the Staios, removing to Albany, where he 
practised ns a doctor, and also edited the 
'Northern Light,’ an industrial journal. Hk 
interest in one of the current questions in- 
ducod him to study the records of the State 
of New York, and, struck by the richness oi 
the material buried thore, lie was led to hi¬ 
ves! igat e the old Dutch records. In 1846 he 
published the first volume of liis 1 History 
of NewNetlierland, or New York under the 
Dutch,’ The work marked an epoch in the 
historical research of tlio United States; it 
was the first real history of New York State. 
Yet O’Callaghan lost money over the fat 
volume, which ho made up only by publish¬ 
ing the second himself in 1849. One of the 
immediate resnltB of this work was J. It. 
Broadhead’s mission to consult ths archives 
of the chief European states for illustrations 
of Iho New York history. O’Callaghau was 
requested to edit tho results of these labours, 
and eleven quarto volumes of ‘ State Be- 
cords, or Documentary History of the State 
of New York,’ 3849-61, with a full index, 
are a monument of his oaro and ability. It 
was while preparing this work that he called 
public attention to the valuo of the ‘Jesuit 
Relations,’ which he issued in 1847. 

For somo years O’Callaghan was attached 
to tho ofllco of the secretary of Btate, and 
edited the old colonial archives. In 1870 
ho wab induced, much against his will, to 
remove to New York, and undertake the 
translation and nrrangoment of the municipal 
archives; but the corporation treated him 
badly, first cramping aim for money, and 
afterwards declining to continuo the work. 
After 1877 ho was, owing to an acoident, con¬ 
fined to his house, No. 051 Lexington Avenue, 
New York. He died on 20 May 1880. 

O’Callaghau wus a Roman catholic and a 
member of tho Catholic Union of Now York. 
Roligious and earnest, he was a donor to St. 
Mary’s Church at Albany. In 1840 he was 
made honorary M.D, by the university of 
St. Louis, and later LL.D. by St. John’s Col¬ 
lege, Fordham, Massachusetts. 

[Notice by John G. Shoa in Mag. of American 
Hist. 1880, vol. ii.; Dominion (Canada) Ann, 
Register, 1880; M. Garneau’bllistoiredu Canada, 
iv. 272.] O. A. H. 
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O’dALLAGHAN, JOHN CORNELIUS 
(1805-1883)j Irish historical writer, eon of 
John O’Callaghan, who was one of the first 
catholics admitted to the profession of at¬ 
torney in Iroland after the partial relaxation 
of the penal laws in 1793, was horn at Dub¬ 
lin in 1803. He was educated at the jesuit 
school of Clongoweswood, co. Kildare, and 
afterwards at a private school at Blauchards- 
town, near Dublin, and was called to the 
Irish bar in 1829, hut, preferring a literary 
life, did not practise. He contributed to a 
weekly newspaper, published inDublinfrom 
1830 to 1883, called ‘ The Comet,’ which ad¬ 
vocated the disestablishment of the protes- 
tant church in Ireland, and which counted 
O’Connell among its contributors. When the 
i Comet ’ ceased he wrote for the ‘ Irish 
Monthly Magazine,’ and his contributions to 
these two journals were oollected, and were, 
with other writings of his, published under 
the title of ‘ The Green Book; or Gleanings 
from the Writing Desk of a Literary Agitator ’ 
(Dublin, 1840, 8vo). When the well-known 
■Nation’ newspaper was started in 1842 as 
the organ of the paity afterwards known as 
the Young Ireland party, O’Callaghan joined 
the staff, and its first number contained ‘The 
Exterminator’s Song,' written by him, and 
subsequently rapublislied in the ‘ Spirit of 
the Nation/a collection of the poetry of the 
‘ Young Irelanders.’ 

It is, however, os an historical writer that 
O’CaUaghanlias acquired fame. Ilis first prin¬ 
cipal work of the kind was his edition of the 
‘Maoarim Excidium; or the Destruction of 
Cyprus,’ the secret history of tho revolution 
in. Ireland from 1688 to 1691, written by 
Colonel Charles O’Kelly [q. v.L an officer of 
James H’s army. On this work, which was 
published in 1816 (Dublin, 4to) } O’Callaghan 
spent four or five years, and his notes to it 
are most valuable. About twenty-three 
years after this he published his greatest 
work, his ‘ History of the Irish Brigades in 
the Service of Franca, from the Revolution in 
Great Britain and Ireland under James II to 
the Revolution in France under Louis XVI' 
(Glasgow, 1869, 8vo), on which he spent 
‘morethan twenty-five years’ research and 
labour,’but for which he could not find a 
publisher in Dublin. Though very diffuse in 
style, and in some respects unscholarly (both 
index and references being very incomplete), 
this history displays the most careful research, 
and must always be considered a standard 
work. The ground that it breaks is, more¬ 
over, practically now, the previous work by 
Matthew O’Connor [q. v.] being little more 
than an essay which was left unfinished 
owing to O’Connor’s death, 


Though by nature a student, O’Calloghan 
took a keen interest in politics, and was a 
strong admirer and supporter of O’Connell j 
it was he, with John Hogan [q. v.], the 
sculptor, who placed a crown on C/Connell’s 
head at one of the well-known ‘monster’ 
meetings of O’Connell’s supporters held at 
the Hill of Tara, the ancient crowning-place 
of the kings of Ireland. 

O'Callaghan died in Dublin on 24 April 
1883, in his seventy-seventh year. 

Sir Charles Gavan Duffy, in his ‘ Young 
Ireland,’ describes him as a tall and strong 
man, 1 speaking a dialect compounded ap¬ 
parently in equal parts of Johnson and 
Cobbett, in a voice too loud for social inter¬ 
course. “ I love,” he would say, “ not the 
entremets of literature, but the strong meat 
and drink of sedition; ’’ or “ I make a daily 
meal on the smokod careaBS of Irish history. 

[Freeman’s Journal, 25 April 1883; Irieh 
Monthly, vol. xvii.; Duffy’s Young Ireland; 
Lecture by Dr. More Madden on (/Callaghan, 
given in Dublin in Fobruary 1892; Froeman’B 
Journal, o Feb. 1892.] P. L. N. 

O’CALLAGHAN, Sin ROBERT WIL¬ 
LIAM (1777-1840), general, second son of 
Cornelius O’Callaghan, first baron Lismore, 
and Frances, second daughter of Mr. Speaker 
Ponsonhy, was bom in October 1777. Hewas 
descended ‘from one of the very few native 
families that have been dignified by the 
peerage of Ireland.’ He was appointed en¬ 
sign in the 128th regiment of foot 29 Nov. 

1794, and was transferred as lieutenant to 
the 80th light dragoons 6 Dec. 1794, in 
which regiment he became captain 31 Jan. 

1795. He was transferred to the 22nd 
light dragoons 19 April 1796. TheBe three 
corps were all subsequently disbanded. He 
was appointed major to the 40th regiment 
of foot 17 Feb. 1803, and became lieutenant- 
colonel in the 39th regiment of foot 16 July 
1803. In March 1806 he embarked in com¬ 
mand of the first battalion of the 39th regi¬ 
ment, which had been selected to form port 
of the expedition destined for the Mediter¬ 
ranean undor Lieutenant-general Sir James 
Craig, and subsequently proceeded from 
Malta to Naples with the flank companies. 
When those companies returned to Malta in 
February 1806, he remained in SicEy, and at 
the battle of Maids (4 July 1806) he com¬ 
manded a grenadier battalion, receiving, 
after the victory a gold medal. At the end of 
August 1811 he went with the first battalion 
of me 30th regiment from Sicily to join tho 
army in tho Peninsula. He was advanced 
to the brevet rank of colonel. At tha battle of 
Vittoria(21 June 1813) he was placed in tem¬ 
porary command of the brigade, and his con- 
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duct was specially noticed in Wellington’s 
despatches (vi. C41), lie also commanded tho 
brigade during the actions in the Pyrenees in 
Juiy 1818, and waspresunt at the jiassageof the 
Nivelle and Nive. Ills conduct in command 
of the first battalion of the 89th regiment at 
Garris (18 Feb. 1814) was again mentioned 
in Wellington’s despatches (vii. S24), lie 
was present at the victory of Orthes (27 Feb. 
] 814), and received a cross with two clasps 
for Maida, Vittoria, Pyrenees, Nivolle, Nive, 
and Orthes. ne was promoted to the ranlc of 
major-general 4 Juno 1814, and was created 
a K.C.B. 2 Jan. 1815. He was appointed to 
the staff of the army in Flanders 26 Juno 
1816, and to the staff of the army in Franco 
22 April 1818. He commanded tho troops 
in North Britain from 16 Junel826 to 22 July 
1830. ne was gazetted colonel of the 97th 
regiment 7 Sept. 1829, and was promoted to 
the rank of lieutenant-general 22 July 1830. 
He was appointed to command the army at 
Madras 4 Oct. 1880, and was made colonol of 
the 39th regiment 4 March 1833. In tho 
spring of 1886, on the dopaituro of Lord 
William Bontinck for England, he held for 
some months command o f tho troops in India, 
and was in command at Madrus till October 
1886. He was created G.O.B. 19 July 1838. 
lie died unmarried in London on 9 Juno 
1840. 

[Napier’s Peninsular War; Gannon’s Histori¬ 
cal Itocords of tho 38th Roginiout of Foot, Army 
Lists.) B, II, 8. 

O'OAB.AN.GILLA-ak-CIIOIMIIDED n 
(d. 1180), archbishop of Armagh, who is 
called Gilbert by Roger Iloveden and else¬ 
where (Cottom, Fasti), a name which has 
no relation to Gilla-au-Choimhdodh (sor- 
vant ol' tho Lord), was in 1167 wilnoss of 
the charter granted to tho abbey of Nowry 
by Muircheartaoh O'Lodilaiun [q. v.] The 
two chief northern bishops were then often 
called of Oinel Eoghain and Oiuel Oonaill, 
and the bishopric of Cinol Oonaill or Tyr- 
connel, which was the titlo of Gilla-au- 
C'hoimiidedh O'Oaian, corresponded in gene¬ 
ral with the present diocese of Ilapkoe, 
If they were convertible terms in his time, 
he had ceased to be bishop before 10 Fob. 
1178, when the chronicles rocord tho death 
of M uireadhach O’Cobhthaigh (‘ epscop Doiro 
ngus Ratlin Both’), bishop of Derry and 
Raphoe. In 1176 he became archbishop of 
Armagh, and held office during the visita¬ 
tion of Cardinal Vivianus, sent to Ireland as 
apostolic legate by Pope Alexander III in 
1177. The ‘Annals of Inisfalhni’ (Dublin 
copy)state that he was with O’Lochlainit, 
bearing the ‘ Canoin Phatraic,’ believed to be 
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the present 1 Book of Armagh,’ in a battieneai 
Downpatrick in 1177, in which John 
Oourcy defeated the Cmel Eoghain and the 
Ulidiuns. In the last year of his episcopate 
Armagh and most of its churches were burnt 
no gave Dnilebachuill, co. Dublin, to St' 
Mary’s Abbey, near Dublin ("WakeI 
died in 1180. 1 

[Annuls of Loch Gii, oil. Hennessy, i. l(ji) 
"Wire's Commentary of Iho Prolatos of Ireland’ 
Dublin, 1701, pp 11, 63, Rooves’s Ecclesiastical 
Antiquities of Down, Connor, and Dromore 
Stuart’s Historical Monioirs of the City of 
Armagh, Nowry, 1810; Clarendon MS. in British 
Miibonm, vol. xlii. p. 179. This « the copy of 
the charier of Nowry, originally belonging to 
.Sir JaniOh Ware, from which the printed torts of 
it, noarly all of which arc iuaecuialo, have been 
made] N,M 

O’CAROLAN or OAROLAN, T0B- 
LUGIL (1070-1738), Irish hard, Hie son of 
John OTarolnn, a farmer, was bom in 1070 
at, tho villago of Nowlown, three and a half 
miles from Nnblior, Mouth (O’Rexilt). The 
inhabitants of thovilhigoof Carlanstown,co. 
Meath, point to a slight irregularity of sun 
face in a field near the biidgo at the end of the 
villugB as tho silo of the houso in which he 
was born; this field is either adjacent to or 
included within the parish of Nowtown. The 
family, known in Irish ns Ua Cearhliallain, 
aro stated lo have boon a branch of the sept 
of Mae Bradaigli of Oavnn, to which Philip 
Mac Brady [q. v.], a friend of Cardan, 
belonged, and who were allied to the Di 
Siorudnin or Sheridans, Terence O'Kerrolan 
was rector of ltnogh, co. Meath, in 1660. 
Shane Grano O’Carrolan, said to bethe great- 
grandi'at her of tho bard, was in 1007 tho 
chief of his sept. During the civil wars his 
doscondnnl s wero deprived of their lands 
(JEirhequer Foils, quoloil by Ilardiman). 

Thn lather settled at Carrick-on-Shannon, 
Leitrim. O'Oorolau's education, begun at 
Ovuisoiown (O’Dhilly), was carried on, in 
company with the olnldron of M'Dermott 
Roe, of Aldurford, Roscommon. Attacked 
by small-pox at < he ago of fourteen, O’Carolan 
lost his eyesight. Ilia natural musical gifts 
were developed by special training; ha was 
provided with a good m aster for the harp, and, 
though lienever atiainud t o great proficiency 
in execution, the use of that instrument as¬ 
sisted him in composil ion. The adoption by 
blind moil of music as a profession was not 
uncommon in Ireland; and when O'Oarohm, 
in his t wonty-second year, began his wander¬ 
ing life as a bard, (here wore many Irish 
harpers who used to play at the houses of 
the gentry throughout Ireland and the high¬ 
lands of Boot land. Denis O’Oonor, father of 
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Charles O’Conor [q. v.], of Belanagare, was 
one of his earliest friends, and he was always 
welcome at Belanagare. 

His patrons supplied the musician with 
horses and a servant to cany the harp, and, 
thus equipped,O’Carolan passed through Oon- 
naught, visiting on his way the great houses 
of Leitrim, end there composed ‘ The Fairy 
Queens,’ ‘ Planxty Eeynolds,’ and ‘ Graeey 
Nugent.’ Another early song, ‘ Bridget 
Cruise,’ was inspired by a love affair, the 
memory of which clung to him even to 
middle age, when, as he related to O’Coiior, 
lie recognised the long-lost lady of Ms ro¬ 
mance by the touch of her fingers as he 
assisted her among other chance passengers 
into the ferry-boat taking them as pilgrims 
to the island in Loch Berg, co. Donegal 
(WitKiat). A marriage with Mary Maguire 
of co. Fermanagh was as happy as the con¬ 
ditions of O'Carolun’s life would allow. They 
built a house on a small farm near Molnll in 
Leitiun, where Mary was wont to await in 
patience the irregular appearances of her 
gifted husband. She bore him six daught ere 
and one sou, and upon her death in 1738 
O’Carolan wrote a lament in a strain of 
genuine pathos. 

O’Carokn’s patrons and admiiers, the rich 
and poor of Connaught and the ncighbom mg 
counties, continually sent messengers in 
quest of him. The honour and hospitality 
lavished upon him he repaid in songs ana 
tunes known under the names of the persons 
for whom thoy wore composed. At Castle 
Kelly in Galway he made the fine song, 
‘Mild Mable Kelly.’ Mr. Kelly of Oorgin, 
near Tulslt, Roscommon, an old and hos¬ 
pitable Mend, he celebrated in ‘Planxty 
Kelly.’ Proceeding from Cargin on one 
occasion, he stopped at Mr. Stafford’s, near 
Elphin, and the famous ‘Receipt forBriuk- 
iiig,’ or ‘Planxty Stafford,’ will long com- 
memoiate his affectionate rccoption there. 
On his arrival at Groyfleld, lioscommon, 
wherehis presence always attract ed a number 
of visitors, he composed his ‘ Fair-haired 
Mary’ (Haediiian). ‘Bumpers, Squire 
Jones,’ is Dawson’s paraphraso of O’CaroIan’s 
‘ planxty’ in honour of Thomas Morris Jones, 
the squire of Moneyglass, co. Antrim, The 
well-known ‘Planxty Maguire ' was written 
at Tempo, the house most frequently visited 
by O’Carolan in Ulster. He was often en¬ 
tertained at Bnllymasoanlan, co. Louth, 
and there composed * Mo chuairt go bails 
iSgankin’ (‘My visit to BaUymascaulan’), in 
honour of his host Mao Neale’s daughter. In 
Mayo he composed verses and music to Lord 
Bonrke,Lord Billon, Mrs. Garvey of Murvisk, 
the Palmers, Costellos, and O’Donnolk. IBs 


best known Sligo tunes are those to the 
Croftous, Colonel Irwin, and Loftus Jones. 
In co. Hoscommon Mrs. Fiench, Nelly Plun- 
ket, the O’Conors, aud the M'Bermotts in¬ 
spired fine melodies. One of these, called 
‘ The Princess Royal ’ (for a Miss M'Dermott), 
is identical with the time ‘Arethusa’ m 
Shield’s ‘ Lock and Key.’ He also celebrated 
his early friends the Betaglis of Moynalty, 
oo. Meath, and Oathaoir Mac Cabe [q. v.] 

lie fell ill at Tempo, composed a farewell 
to Maguire, and rode to the house of Mr. 
Brady, near Ballinamore, co. Leitrim, and 
thence by Lahire to Alderford, where he took 
to his bed. He made his ‘ Farewell to Music ’ 
there, and, after a lingering illness, ‘ spent 
Me lust moments in prayer,’ and pussed away 
on 26 March 1738, in his bixty-eighth year. 
The funeral was attended by a vast concourso 
of people; tents were erected for numhors 
who were unable to find lodgings for the four 
days’ walto. O’Onrolan’s grave at the east 
end of the old parish church of Kilronan 
has been neatly enclosed, and an inscription 
placed near the spot by Lady Louisa Tenieon 
(Gkovd) . Ills skull, once preserved in a niche 
close by, was destroyed by a pistol-shot fired 
at it by a drunken horseman in 1796. A por¬ 
trait of O’Oarolan was painted on copper in 
1720, at the instance or Bean Massey, by a 
Butch oitist, supposed to be Van der Hagen. 
The picture web m 1840 in the possebsion of 
Sir Ilenry Marsh (Bunting). It was en¬ 
graved and published by Martyn in 1822, 
and again by J. Rogers, and published by 
Robins for the frontispiece to Hardiman’s 
‘Irish Minstrelsy,’ 1831. Hogan executed 
from it a bas-relief of the head in marble, 
wMch has been placed in St. Patrick’s Cathe¬ 
dral. Dublin (Geovd). 

OGarolan was diligent in the observance 
of the ritual of Ms faith and honourable in 
nil the relations of life. He was stated by 
Charles O’Conor, who knew him well, to he 
‘ moral and religious.’ He was of convivial 
disposition, but ‘was seldom surprised by 
intoxication.’ Goldsmith, in Ms essay on 
O’Oarolan, describes the bard as having fallen 
a victim to his bacchanalian habits, but this 
idea was probably derived from the recital 
of some other bard, who thought such an 
end appropriate to tho author of ‘ The Re¬ 
ceipt for Drinking.’ Goldsmith attributes 
' 0 Romka's Feast ’ to O’Oarolan, The air 
only was his; the words, of which Swift 
made an English verse paraphrase from a 
translation, were by Aodn MacGabhrain of 
Glongoole, co, Leitrim. 

His poetry was not intended for study 
without music, and was suitable to the festive 
or melancholy occasions of its composition. 
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It has been found impossible to preserve the 
metre in translation, or to forco English 
words to musical airs which were composed to 
suit the accents, the vowel assonance, and 
other peculiarities of Irish metre. O'Carolan’s 
knowledge of English was very slight, as is 
apparent in his poetical addross of one English 
stanza to Miss Fetherstono. To his melodies, 
critical as woll as general admiration has been 
freely accorded. As a musical genius ho was 
original, representative, many-sided. His 
earliest, pieces show him to have followed his 
predecessors, the CKancs and othors, who 
played old lrishmusic only. Thelaterproduc- 
tions of the bard exhibit the influence of the 
foreign school, and his imitations of Gorolli 
became very apparent, particularly in the 
responses between treble and bass, in bis 
‘Concerto,’ ‘Madam Beriniugham, ‘Lady 
Blaney,’ 1 Colonel O’llarn,’ ‘ Mrs, Croftcu,’ and 
‘ Madam Cole ’ (Btntrrjara). His music was 
in the highest degree popular in his own 
country. It continued to be so as long as 
Irish was spolron, and much of it may still 
be heard in the counties of Meath, Cavan, 
Roscommon, and Sligo. It was first publicly 
introduced into England as part of the 
musical setting of O’Keeftb’s 1 Poor Soldier,’ 
and others of his plays; Arnold and Shield 
noted down the airs from O’Keeffe’s singing. 

About fifty pieces, in excellent setting, are 
included in Bunting’s thrae collections of 
‘Ancient Music of Ireland,’ published in 
1798,1800, and 1840 respectively, Anumbor 
of airs were published m Terence Oarolan’s 
‘Collection of O’Oarolan's Compositions,’ 
2nd edit, 1780. Tlie Irish versos of several, 
with paraphrases in English, are in Ilardi- 
man’s ‘IrishMinstrelsy,’ which also contains 
an account of the bard and his peregrina¬ 
tions. In the ‘ Transactions of tlie Iberno- 
Celtic Society ’ Edward O’Reilly, who 
was assisted by Paul O’Brien, a native of 
O’Oarolan’s district, mentions twonty-four 
of his poems. Among the chief are six on 
events of his own life, the most famous boing 
‘ Mas tinn no slan do tharlaidli me ’ (* If 
sickness or health happen to me ’), commonly 
called ‘The Receipt/ and the air of which is 
known to nearly every fiddler and piper in 
Ireland, and the words to all who sing in Irish. 
In all, about one hundred pieces by O’Carolan 
ore accounted for in the works noticed, while 
more no doubt oxist in the manuscript col¬ 
lections of verso to be found here ana thore 
in Ireland. 

[Walker's Irish Burds, 1786, p. 160, and App, 
vi.; O'Kecffo's Recollections, ii. 17, 70, 77, 367 ; 
Bunting’s Ancient Music of Ireland, 1840, pp.O, 
71 ; Forster’s Life of Qoldsmith, p, 11 j Gold¬ 
smith’s Works, iii, 271; Walsh’s Hist, of Dublin, 


ii. 903 ; Grovos Diet, of Music, ii. 400 . o’T? 0 Ur 
in Trans, of Ibcuno-Celtic Soc. Dublin 
authorities quoted.] p, jj- -Jv"' 

O’CARROLL, MAOLSUTIIAIN ta 
1031), confessor of Brian (026-1014) fa vl 
icing of Ireland, was probably son np SL? 
sutham IJa Cearbhaill, or O’Carroll, who died 
at Inisfallen, in the lower Lake of Killarnev 
in 1009, chief of EoghanachtLocha Lein and 

famous for learning. Brian’s brother Mamm 


Rioghachta Eirecmn, 1009) in the time of the 
elder Maolsuthain, and it wus perhapsthrouvh 
Marcan that tlie younger became attaohedto 
Brian. O’Cnrroll accompanied Brian in hi 3 

journey roundTvolftudinl004,andat Armagh 

wrote m the ‘ Book of Armagh,’ onf. 166 the 
short charter in Latin, which is still legible 
and ends with the words ‘ ego scripsi M est 
calvus poronnis in conspectu briain imper#- 
toris scotorum ot quod scripsi finituit pro 
omnibns regibus macoritie.’ ‘ Calvus perennis ’ 
is aversion of Maolsuthain (maol= bald, and 
suthnin = oveiliiHting), while Mnceria is a 
translation of tho Irish word Caisil or Cashel 
tho chief cit y of Munster. There is no suti/ 
factory ovidenco that O’Carroll wrote anv 

nnvfc nf ilm * Annulet /vF T™iaPnTl*vw * n - _ 


manuscript of 14tf4: thoro is a curious tale of 
O’Oarroll, which lias been print od by O’Cuny 
{Lectures, p. 77, and App. p. xli). Three of 
Maolsutham’s pupils wished to visit Judas. 
He told thorn they would dio there, but gave 
them leavo to go on condition that they 
should visit him after t.hnir deaths and tell 
him how long ho should live, and what 
should bo his doom after death. They died, 
asked the archangel Michael for the informa¬ 
tion, and thus learned that their tutor had 
three yoars and a half to live, and that at the 
day of judgment he would he sent to hell, 
for throe reasons: The way he interpolated 
tho canon, his profligate conduct, and Ms 
omission to ruoito the hymn of St, Columla 
known as ‘Alt us prosator,’ His pupils re¬ 
turned as white doves, and communicated 
the gloomy intelligence. He announced his 
intention of abandoning vice and ceasing ta 
interpolate tho holy scriptures, of fasting 
threo days a woek, of performing one hun¬ 
dred genuflexions a day, and repeating the 
Altus seven times ovary night, and asked 
tho doves to return on tho day of his death, 
They came, informed him that heaven was 
now open to him, and flew off with Mb soul 
Ilia manuscripts, tho tale adds, are still in 
the church of Inisfallen, He died in 1031, 

I Annuls Rioghachta Eireann, ed. O'Donovan, 
vol, ii.; Facsimiles of Historical Manuscripts of 
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J^and, ed. Gilbert, vol. i. Dublin, 1874; 
Heeres's Memoir of the Book of Arm.igh, Lusk, 
1881' O’Curry's Lectures on the Manuscript 
Materials of Ancient Irish History, Dublin, 
1873.] N> Ml 

O’OABROLL, MARGARET (d. 1451), 
hospitable lady, was daughter of Tadkg 
O'Carroll, and married Oalbhack O'Connor 
Faly of Ui Failgke. As is still the custom 
in parts of Ireland, she retained her maiden 
surname after marriage. Twice in one year 
she gave a great entertainment—one on 
26 March, and the other on 15 Aug. The 
first was at Kiileigk, King’s County j the 
second at Rathangan, botn at the ends 
of Ophaly. Gillananaemh MacAedhagain, 
O’Connor Faly’s chief brekon, wrote out for 
her a list of the learned of the time, be¬ 
ginning with Maoilin O’Maelckonaire, and 
she feasted 2,700 of them. Her husband 
approved, and rode round looking after the 
guests, who seem to have been enl ertained in 
the open air, near the church. She had two 
sons, one of whom, Feidklimidh, died the 
day after her own death; and one daughter, 
Finola, whomarried, first, Nial Garbk O'Don¬ 
nell, and then Aedh Buidli O’Neill, and died 
25 July 1493. She built several ohurches, 
mended roads and made bridges, and gave 
two chalices of gold to the church of 
Dssinckell in Ophaly. She died of cancer 
of the breast in 1461. 

[Annala Rioghachla Eireann, ad. O’Donovan 
vol. iv.] N. M. 

OCCAM, NICHOLAS os (Jl. 1280), 
Franciscan, also called Nicholas de Hofham, 
was eighteenth regent doctor of theology 
among the Franciscans at Oxford. Several 
‘ Qmcstiones ’ disputed by him at Oxford are 
preserved in Codex 168 in the Municipal 
(formerly Conventual) Library at Assisi. 
Lelnnd mentions several of his works on the 
authority of the lost ‘ Catalogue of learned 
Franciscans; ’ none of these appear to be ex¬ 
tant. A manuscript in the cathedral library 
at Worcester, entitled ‘ Sermones Occham,’ 
may contain sermons by Nicholas j they are 
certainly not by tho groat William Ockham 
[<h ’•] 

[Tanner's Bibliotheca j Grey Friars in Oxford 
(Oxford Hist. Soc.)] A. G. L. 

OCCAM. WILLIAM (d. 1849 P), ‘Doctor 
invincibilis. [See Ockham.] 

OCCLEVE, THOMAS (1370 P-1450 P), 
poet. [See IIocoluvh.] 

O'OEARBH ALL, lord of Ossory ( d. 888). 
[See CnABBitALL.] 

O’OEARNAIDH, BRIAN (1607-1040), 
jesuit, [See Kwarndy, Barnabas,] 


OCHILTREE, second Baeon. [See 
Stewart, Andkew, Jl. 1648-1593.] 
OCHILTREE, MICHAEL (Jl. 1425- 
1445), bishop of Dunblane, was dean of Dun¬ 
blane some time before 18 March 1424-5, 
when the king, as a mark of friendship, con¬ 
ceded to him a tenementin the burgh of Perth 
(Her/. May. Sig. Scot. 1424-1518, No. 18). 
While dean ofDunblttiielierebuiltthe ckuroh 
at MuthiU, the residence of the deans, of 
which the ancient Romanesque belfry and 
the nave and aisles erected by him still 
remain. lie became bishop of Dunblane some 
time before 24 Jan, 1429-80, when he was 
appointed a commissioner to meet the Eng¬ 
lish ambassadors at HawdeiiBtank (Cal. 
Documents relating to Scotland, iv. 1032). 
In 1489 he set his seal to a solemn agreement 
between the queen-dowager and a committee 
of parliament about the keeping of the young 
king, James II. He continued in the bishopric 
of Dunblane until 1445. 


[Hog. Mag. Sig. Scot. 1421-1613; Cal. Docu¬ 
ments relating to Scotland, vol. iv.; Rymor’s 
Feeders; Keith’s Scottish Bishops.] T. F. H. 

OCHINO, BERNARDINO (1487-1564), 
reformer, was born at Siena in 1487. His 
father, Domenico Tomnsmi, called Ochino, 
perhaps because he resided in the Via del- 
l’Oca (Goose Street), is said to have been a 
barber. Bernardino early entered the austere 
order of the Observantine Franciscans, but 
quitted it in 1534 for the still more rigorous 
rule of the Capuchins, which he observed with 
supererogatory exactitude. He also becamo 
a competent latinist, meditatod much on 
theology, and improved by art an extraor¬ 
dinary gift of natural eloquence. No such 
preacher had been known m Italy since Sa¬ 
vonarola. Discarding scholastic subtleties, 
he made his appeal at once to the conscience, 
the intelligence, and the heart. His influence 
was felt throughout theiength and breadth of 
Italy. Gradually Ochino's theology assumed 
a Lutheran hue, and at Naples m 1536 an 
attempt was made to inhibit himfrom preach¬ 
ing. It failed, and in 1688 he was chosen 
vicar-general of the Capuchins. He again 
preached at Naples in 1639, and was de¬ 
nounced to Cardinal Carafa as a heretic, 
nis * Seven Dialogues,’ published the same 
year, increased the suspicion with which he 
was regarded, but did not prevent his being 
re-elected vioar-general of the Capuchins in 
1541, Preaching at Venice in Lent 1542, he 
indignantly declaimed against the recent 
arrest of his friend, Giidio Terenzano, by 
order of the papal nuncio. The nuncio re¬ 
plied by inhibition, but, in deference to the 
clamour of the populace, suffered Ochino to 
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resume preaching on giving a pledge to keep about, the ‘ wandering mazes,’ in whichth? 
clearofpolomics. On the establishment of the speculative thinkers of the infernal redone 
inquisition in tho summer, be was at once ‘found,’likeOcliino,‘no end.’ Inhis'Tkirtv 
cited before it. Ochino forthwith fled to Dialogues, 1 published in 1563, he handle'! 
Genova, where, after a rigorous catechisation with a certain freedom both tho doctrine of 
by Calvin, he was licensed to preach on tho Trinity and the relations between tho 
23 Oct. Ilis flight he j ustified by apost olio sexes. The book was at once censured by the 
precedents in several published letters (of. theologians, and its author was, by decree of 
bibliographical note, infra). During his resi- the senate (22 Nov.), banished from the town 
dence at Geneva he began the publicat ion of and territory of Zurich. Defused an asylum 
his sermons in Italian, and printed, in tho at Basel and Miihlhausen, and expelled after 
same language, an ‘Exposition of St. Paul’s a brief sojourn, from N iirnborg, Ochino souirht 
Epistle to tho Romans, which was severely the protection of the Polish Prince Nicolaus 
censured by Laneollotto Politi (Ambrosio Radziwill, a Lutheran, to whom he had 
Catharino) in his ‘ Oompendio d’ Errcri et, In- dedicated the obnoxious dialogues. He was 
ganniLuterani,’Rome, 1544,4to(cf. OoniNo's suffered to proaoli to tho Italian residents at 
animated Hisposta attefalse Calwnnieetimpie Cracow, but, in deference to the reprosenta- 
Biastemmie di fraie Ambrosio Catharino, tions of tho Roman curia, washanishedftom 
1646, 4to). In 1646 Ochino (now married) Poland by royal edict of 6 Aug. 1664. He 
settled at Augsburg, where (3 Deo.) I 10 was died at Slalcow in Moravia towards the end 
appointed pastor 01 the Italian church. On of tho same year. 

the eve of the surrender of tho city to tho As a thinker, Ochino is distinguished rather 
imperial forces in January 1547 (N.S.) ho hy ingenuity and agility than by originality 
escaped to Basel, whence, at Craumer’s in- or depth. Disgnstod by his mental instability, 
vitation, ho migrated to England, arriving catholic, Calvinist, and Zwinglian combined 
in London with Peter Martyr on 20 Dec. to misrepresent his opinions and traduce his 
following [seaVnttMiGLi, Pietbo Mabtxrh]. character. Though he dealt with delicate 
Oranmer received the exiles under the hos- questions in an incautious manner, there is 
pitable roof of Lambeth Palace, and provided no reason to supposo that his own life was 
Ochino, 9 May 1648, with a non-residentiary impure; and, though he hoe been commonly 
prebend in tie church of Canterbury. Ho ranked among anti-trinitarianB, hie language 
was also granted a crown pension of one docs not necessarily imply more than a lean- 
hundred marks, and appointed preacher to iiig towards Arianism (JDialogiXXX, lib. ii. 
the Italian church. Rome of his sermons wero Dial. xx. ad fin.) Ochino’s works were pro- 
translated into English [cf. Bacon, Ann, Mbited in Italy upon his flight to Geneva, 
Ladx] j and in London, in 161 9, appeared tho and in England in 1566. The tinea earliest, 
unique edition of his most trenchant polemic tho ‘ Do Confossiono,’ ‘Vita Nuova,’and 
against the papacy, viz. ‘ A Tragedio or Dia- ‘ Qmodam Simplex Declaration were effectu- 
loge of the unjust usurped Primacie of tho ally suppressed (Verouhio, Cat. Lib. Con- 
Bishop of Rome.’ This curious pasquinado Harm. 1648, and Arrhin. Slor. Ital. l"“ser. 
consists of nine colloquies, the interlocutors vol. x. App, p. 108). Addit. ITS. 2S608 
beingsomatimoH celestial, sometimes diabolio, contains the autograph of his dialogues 
sometimes historical personages. It does not ‘ Dollo Pcccato ’ and ‘ Delia Prudenza Hu- 
laclc dramatic power, bul. the viow of tho raana.' The latter is printod in Sohelhom’s 
origin of tho papacy which it presents is ‘Ergiitzlichkeiton,’pp. 2000 et seq. A Latin 
unkistorical. It is dedicated, in a somewhat translation of 0110 of his sermons, done hy 
fulsome style, to Edward VI. the Princess Elizabeth, and dedicated to 

On the accession of Mary, Ochino returned Edward VI, is among the autographs in the 
to Basel, and was deprived of his prebend. Bodleian Library (No. B. 6 .) 

Removing to Zurich, he was for snmo years The following aru tho principal editions 
pastor there of a congregation of rofugees of his extremely rare extant works: l.'Pre- 
i'rom Locarno. During this period he pub- diclin Nove,’ Venice, 1539,1647,8vo. 2,‘Pre- 
lislied 0 volume of ‘Apologues’ defamatory diclio,’Genova, 1642, 8 vo. 3. ‘Sette Dia- 
of the pope, the higher clergy, and tho reli- logi,’ Venice, 1642, 8 vo. 4. ‘ Responsio ad 
gious orders; a ‘Dialogue on Purgatory,’ and Mutium Justinopolitanum,’ Venice, 1643, 
some tracts on the Euonarist, of which lie had 8 vo. 4. ‘Epistola alii molto Magniflci li 
adopted the Zwinglian theory ; bosides per- Signori di Balia dolla Cittfi di Siena,’ Geneva, 
plexing still further the vexed question of 1643, 8 vo. 6 . ‘ Sennonos,’ Geneva, 1643-4, 
free will in a curious treatise, entitled ‘ Tho 8 vo. 0. ‘ L’lmago do 1’Antichrist compos! 
Labyrinth.’ This bookprolmblyinspircd Mil- on Jangue Italionne par Bemardin Ochin de 
ton’s fine passago (‘Paradise Lost,’li, 667-61) Siono, lranslat 6 on Ei'imqoys/ Geneva, 1641, 
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,3vo. 7- ‘ Sermo ... ex Italico in Latinura 
conversus (Jcelio Secundo Interprets,’ Basel, 

1544 Svo. 8. ‘ Esposilione sopra la Epistola 
di S.’ Paolo alii Romani,’ Geneva, 1645, 8vo 
rLatin and German translations, Augsburg, 
1645-8). 9. ‘ XX Prediebe,’ Neuburg,1546, 
8vo. 10. 'Espositioue sopra la Epistola di 
S. Paolo alii Galati,’ 1646, 8vo (contem¬ 
poraneous German translation, Augsburg, 
8vo). 11. ‘ Ain cbristliclies scliiines uud 
trostliches Bett (Gebet),’ &c., Augsburg, 

1545 (Q- 12. 1 Ain Gesprech der flaiscn- 

lichen Vernunflft,’ &c., Augsburg, 1546,8vo. 
13 . 1 Von der Hoffnung nines christliohen 
Gemiits,’Augsburg, 1647, 8vo. 14. ‘Five Ser¬ 
mons of Barnardine Ocliine of Sena, godly, 
frutpfull, end very necessary for all true 
Christians; translated out of Italien into 
Englislie,’ London, 1648. 16. * Sermons of 
the ryght famous and excellent Clorke, Mas¬ 
ter Barnardine Ochine, borne within the 
famous Universitie of Siena in Italy, nowe 
also on exyle in this life for the faythful tes¬ 
timony ofJosus Christ’ (transl. It. Argentine), 
Ipswich, 1648, 8vo. 16. ‘ Fourtene Sermons 
of Barnardine Ocliyne concemyng the Pre- 
destinacion & Elecoion of God; very ex¬ 
pedient to the saltynge forth of hys Glorye 
among his Creatures. Translated out of 
Italian into core natyve Tounge by A. G.' 
(apparently for A.C., i.e. Anne Cooke, after¬ 
wards wife of Sir Nicholas Bacon [q.v.]), 
London, 1649 (?), 8vo. 17. ‘ Certayno Ser¬ 
mons,' &c. (rost of the title follows the pre¬ 
ceding), London, 1649 (?), Svo (twenty-one 
sermons reprinted from the editions by 
Argentine and Cooke). 18. ‘ A Tragadie or 
Dialogs of tho unjuste usurped Primacie of 
the Bishop of Rome, and of all the just 
abolishing of the same, made by Master 
Barnardine Ochine, an Italian, and trans¬ 
lated into Englische by Master John Ponet, 
Doctor of Divinitie, never before printed in 
any Language,’ London, 1649, 8vo. 19. ‘ Ser- 
mones Tree . . . de Omcio Ohristiani Frin- 
cipis; item Sacra) Declamationes Quiuque ’ 
(Latin version by Crelius Iloratius Curio, 
appended to his ‘De Amplitudine Miseri- 
cordire Dei’), Basel, 1660, 8vo. 20. ‘ Apologi 
nelli quali si scuoprano li Abusi, Sciocheze, 
Superstition!, Errori, Idolatrie et Impiata 
della Sinagoga del Papa et spetialmente di 
suoipreti, monaci, e frati,’ Geneva, 1664,8vo 
(German translation, with additions, 1559, 
4to; Dutch translation 1607 and 1691). 
21. ‘Dialogo del Purgatorio,’ Zurich, 1656, 
8vo (contains contemporaneous Latin and 
German versions: French versions 1669 and 
1878 [TParis] 8vo). 22. ' Syncerse et Verm 
Doctrih® de Ccona Domini Expositio,’Zurich, 
1668,8vo. 23. ‘ Sermons en Fran; oys,’ Geneva 


and Lyons, 1661. 24. ‘ Dispnta intorno alia 
Presenza riel Corpo di Giesit Christo nel 
Sacramento della Cena,’ Basel, 1661, 8 vo. 
25. ‘Prediche . . . nomato Laberinti del 
libero over servo Arbitrio, Prescienza, Pre- 
destinatione et Libertu divina e del modo 
per uscirne ’ (dedicated to Queen Elizabeth), 
Basel, 1661 (r), 8 vo (Latin version, probably 
contemporaneous, with title 1 Labyrinthi, 
Hoc est de libero aut servo Arbitrio, de 
Divina Prrenotione, Destinatione, et Liber- 
late Disputatio. Et quonam pacto sit ex iis 
Labyrinthisexeundum,'Basel, 8 vo). 20. ‘Li¬ 
ber de Corporis Christi Prresentia in Ocenao 
Sacramento. In quo aonta est Tractatio 
de Missoe origine atqne erroribus; itemque 
altera do Conciliatione Controversim inter 
Reformatas Ecclesias ’ (with the Latin ver¬ 
sion of the ‘ Labyrinth ’), Basel, 1661, 8 vo. 
27. ‘ D Catechismo o vero Institutione Chris¬ 
tiana . . . in forma di Dialogo,’Basel, 1601, 
8 vo, 28. ‘ Dialogi XXX in duos libros divisi, 
quorum primus est de Messia, continetque 
Dialogos XVIII. Sccundus est cum de rebus 
variis turn potissimum de Trinitate,’ Basel, 
1668, Svo. 29. ' Certaine Godly and very 
profitable Sermons of Faith, Hope, and 
Clmritie, first set foortb by Master Bavnar- 
dina Oocbine of Siena in Italy, and now 
lately collected and translated out of the 
Italian Tongue into the English by Wil¬ 
liam Phiston of London, student,’ London, 
1680, 4to. 30. ‘A Dialogue of Polygamy, 
written originally in Italian; rendered into 
English by a Person of Quality,’ London, 

One of the dialogues censured by the 
Zurich theologians was reprinted with a ver¬ 
sion of the companion dialogue on divorce 
in 1 The Cases of Polygamy, Concubinage, 
Adultery, Divorce,’ &c., London, 1782, Svo 
(cf. Hist, MSS. Comm. 1st Rep. App. p. 68 ). 

[Boverius, Annal. Capuce. a.g. 1534 and 
1541-2; Baronius, Ann. ed. Raynald, a.g. 1542; 
Rosso, Xstoria di Napoli, a.g. 1538; Mem. 
Storicoorit, di Siena, ed. Pecci, iii. 104; Arch. 
Sfcor. Ital, lma ser. tom. ix. pp. 27-8; Car- 
toggio di Vittoria Colonna, ed. Ferrevo eMilllor, 
1889; Reumont’s Vittoria Colonna (transl. 
Muller e Ferraro), 1883 ; Gmdiccioni, Opere, od. 
Minutoli, 1887i i. 47; Bembo, Lettero, 1562, 
iv. 98; Pietro Aretino, Letters, 1542, ii. 127; 
Giannone, Istoria di Napoli, 1823, ix. 338 et 
seq.; Curionis Epist. 1653, p. 68 ; Muzio 
Ginstinopolitano, Mentite Oohiniane, 1651; 
Sleidan, DeStatu Reliq. 1558, ff. 353,475; Oiacon. 
Vit Pontif. (1677), iii. 595; Peter Martyr’s 
Loci Comm. (1683), p. 1071; Lit. Rem. Ed¬ 
ward VI (Roxburghe Club); Archsologia, xxi, 
489; Gratian, De Vita Commendon. Card, 
(1669), lib. ii. o. 9; Strype’s Oranmer (fol.) 
pp. 196,329,400, Memorials, vol. ii. pt.i.pp. 198, 
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205, iii.pt. i. p. 250, Annals, vol. iii. pt. i. pp. 
198-9; Burnet’s Reformation, cd. Pocock, ii. 
113, iii. 331,149; Hist. MS8. Comm. 4th Bop. 
App. p. 589, 9th Bop. App. p. 101; Box's Acta 
and Mon. (1847), vii. 127; Sand's Bibl. Antitrin. 
(1684); Lubienski’s Hist. Reform. Polon. (1685), 
p. 110; Observant. Select, ad rem litt. spectant. 
(Halle, 1701), vol. iv. Obs. xx.; Antiq. Beport. i. 
886; Bnyle’s Diet, Hist, at Orit., od. Des Mai- 
eenux; Moron's Diet. Hist.; Nouv. Biogr. Gfinir.; 
Krasinski’s Reformation in Poland (1838), i. 
328; Hngenbnch's Viitor der roformirten Kirclio, 
Th. vii.; Troclisol’s Antitrinitavior vor Faustus 
Socin (1889), ii. 22 ot seq.; McOrio's Beforma- 
tion in Italy, 2nd edit, (1833), pp. 135 ot seq.; 
Wallace’s Antitrin. Biogr. (I860)’; OantiVa Gli 
Bretieid'Italia (186.1); Banke's Popes of Borne 
(trnnsl. Austin, 1866), i. 96; Dixon’s Church of 
England, ii. 621, iii, 97, 112, 837; Moyer's 
Essai Mir Bomardin Oohin (1851); Biron's 
Essai bur Bomardin Ochin (1866); Grimm's 
Michnol Angolo (trnnsl. Bunnet, 1865); 
Symonde’s Life of Michelangelo Buonarroti 
(1893); Bnclisonschutz's ELndo sur Bernardino 
Oehino (1871); Benrath’s Bovnardino Ochino 
(1875); Dibdin's Typogr. Antiq, (Amos).] 

J. M. B. 

OOH 8 or OOKS, JOHN RALPTI (1704- 
1788), medallist, bom in 1704, was the son 
of Johann Rudolph Ochs (1073-1749), who, 
born at Horn, adopted tho profession of a 
loal-outter, hut afterwards gained reputation 
as an engraver of gems. TTo twice visitod 
England, tho second time in 1719. He was 
employed at tho English mint, and died in 
London in 1749 (cf. Unit. Mag. 1749, p. 477; 
FtrnssLT,/l%mfli?7cs Kiinstlcr-Lemcon, s. v.; 
SmniDBT, Allgemevtm ICimstler-Leviccn ), 

John Ralph, the son, obtained employment 
as one of the engravers or assistant -engravers 
at the Royal Mint, London. Ilis name first 
appoara in Raiding's list of engravers at tho 
mint (Annals of the Coinage, i. 46) in 1740- 
1741, and is subsequently mentioned to¬ 
gether with tho names of Yeo and the Tan¬ 
ners. IIo engraved tho dies of the Maundy 
money of George IH (first variety), 1708- 
1786, _ lie died at Battersea in 1788, aged 84. 
llawldns (Silver Coins, p. 416) states that 
ho held a situation at the mint for sovonty- 
two years, in which case ho would have 
been first employed when he was only about 
twelve years old. Possibly some of the 
years of the mint employment of the father, 
Johann Rudolph Ochs, liave been credited 
to the son, Johu Ralph Ochs. 

[Ruding’s Annals, i. 46; Redgrave’s Diet, of 
Artists.] W. W. 

OCHTERLONY, Sib DAVID (1758- 
1825), conqueror of Nepaul (Nipal), oldest 
son 01 David Ochterlony, a gentleman who 
had settled at Boston in North America, was 


born in Boston, Massachusetts, on 12 Feb 
1758. His paternal great-grandfather was 
Aloxandov, laird of Pitforthy, Angus. Ochter. 
lony went to India as a cadet, in the Beiwal 
army of the East India Company in 1777 
He obtained a commission as ensign in the 
24th Bengal native infantry on 7 Feb. 1778 
and was promoted lieutenant on 17 QgJ 
the samo year. In 1781 bis regiment formed 
part of a force under Colonel Thomas Deans 
Pearse [q. v,] which waB Bent to reinforce 
Lieutenant-general Sir Eyre Coote after the 
disastrous defeat of Colonel Baillio atParam- 
hakam in 1780. The operations were under¬ 
taken for the relief of tho Knrnatik, and to 
aid the presidency of Madras against Haider 
All and the French under Busey, Pearse 
marched eleven hundred miles through the 
provinces of ICatak and Northern Sarkare 
to Madras, and look part, in all tke arduous 
and brilliant sorvicos of Sir Eyre Coote’s 
campaigns. The force particularly distin¬ 
guished itself in tho attack on the Franck 
lino at Gndalur in 1783. It was the first 
time in which trained and disciplined Indian 
troops under English officers had crossed 
bayonets with Europeans. The French wore 
defeated, with sevoro loss. Ochterlony was 
wounded and taken prisoner, hut was released 
on tho death of Haider and the declaration 
of peace in 1784. 

In 1786 Ochterlony rot urned with his regi¬ 
ment to Calcutta, and, in recognition of his 
services, was appointed to the si aff as deputy 
judga-advocnto-goneml for one of tho divi¬ 
sions of the army. On 7 Jan. 1706 ha was 
promotod captain, on 21 April 1800 major, 
and on 18 March 1803 lieutonant-colonel, 
when ho ceased to hold tliB appointment 
of deputy j udge-advocate-goneral, and com¬ 
manded his regiment under the orders of the 
commander-m-chiof, Lord Lake [see Lake, 
Ghhard, first Viscount Lakd], being pre¬ 
sent at tho capture of the forts of aasni, 
Bejgarh, and Ivaelioura in the Dofib, On the 
outbreak of tlio Mai'&tM war, Ochterlony 
was appointed deputy adjutant-general of 
tho army taking the field under Lord Lake, 
and waB present at the action near Koel on 
29 Aug,, and at the assault and capture of 
Aligarh on 4 Sept, On 7 Sept. 1808 Lake 
advanced on Delhi, and Ochterlony was with 
him at tho battle of Delhi, when the Marithas, 
under M. Louis Bourquin, were defeated, 
their guns taken, and three thousand of their 
mon killed and wounded. Ochterlony was 
thon appointed British resident at the court 
of Shall Aliim, emperor of Hindustan, at 
Delhi. Whon Ilolltar marched on Delhi with 
twenty thousand men and one hundred guns, 
Ochterlony called in the scattered detach- 



Ochterlony 799 Ochterlony 


ments, and, with a force under Colonel Burn, 
«o weak that they were unable to afford 
reliefs and the men had to be provisioned at 
their posts on the ramparts, he defended the 
place irom 7 Oct. to 16 Oct. 1804. Holkar 
had already made breaches, and was prepared 
to assault, when the advance of Lake’s army 
raised the siege. No action of the war with 
Holkar deserves greater commendation than 
this brave and skilful defence of an almost 
untenable position. 

On 5 June 1806 Ochterlony was appointed 
to command the fortress of Allahabad, and a 


general in council was issued on his relin¬ 
quishing the appointment of British resident 
at the court of fhp mogul. In 1808 the Sikhs, 
under Ranjit Singh, attempted to advance 
beyond the Satlaj to Jamna, and Ochterlony 
was selected to command a force on the 
north-west frontier to keep them in cheek. 
Ochterlony placed the prince of Sirhind under 
British protection, and a treaty of peace was 
concluded with Ranjit Singh. Ochterlony 
established a position on the banks of the 
Satlaj, and continued in command there. He 
was promoted colonel on 1 Jan. 1812, and 
major-general on 4 June 1814. 

On 29 May 1814 the Nipiilese had attacked 
and murdered the British police at Batwal, 
and it was determined to invade Nlpal. The 
force was divided into four columns. Och¬ 
terlony, with six thousand men and sixteen 
guns, took part on the west of the Gurkha 
frontier to operate in the hilly country near 
the Satlaj. General Gillespie advanced with 
3,600 men on the east, and there were two 
central columns—one of 4,600 men under 
General J. S. Wood, and the other of eight 
thousand men under General Marley. These 
twocentralcolumnswereto advance on Khat- 
m&ndu, the Gilrkha capital, Lord Hastings 
directing the whole of the operations from 
Lucknow. The British troops had to advance 
through a rugged, unknown, and almost im¬ 
practicable region, full of defensive defiles. 
They had no experience of mountain warfare, 
while the Gurkhas were a very warlike 
people, who understood the value of the moun¬ 
tain passes, and had occupied and fortifiod 
them. The campaign opened disastrously. 
Gillespie's column met with reverses, was 
beaten hack, and Gillespie himself killed 
before it succeeded in capturing Knlanga or 
Nalapani on 80 Nov. It was again repulsed 
before Jaitak. Wood’s division, after a slight 
cheek, remained inactive. Marley’s column 
did nothing. Ochterlony alone succeeded, 
He crossed the plains from Loodlana, entered 
the hill country, and on 1 Nov. 1814 en¬ 
camped before the fort of Nalagur. After 


pouring a continuous fire into the fort for 
thirfy hours, it surrendered. Ochterlony 
advanced by patliB indescribably bad as far 
as Bilaspur, forcing the local rajas to submit, 
and turned the enemy’s flank at Arki. This 
was the state of affairs at the end of January 
1815. Early in February Lord Hastings de¬ 
termined to make a diversion by attacking 
with Rohilla levies the province of Kurnaun, 
lying between the two theatres of war, which 
were four hundred miles apart. The diver¬ 
sion was successful. Almora was captured, 
and on 27 April 1816 a convention was 
agreed to, by which the province of KumiLun 
was surrendered to the British. 

In the meantime General Martindell, who 
had succeeded to Gillespie’s command, was 
still investing Jaitalt. Ochterlony by the end 
of March had reduced and occupied all the 
forts that were besieged in roar of his advance 
to Bildspur. His communications being 
clear, he advanced against a strongly forti¬ 
fied position on a site near to which Simla 
now is. At an elevation of five thousand feet, 
at the most inclement season of the year, 
amid falls of snow, his pioneers blasted rooks 
and opened roads for the two 18-pounder 
guns, and men and elephants dragged 
them up the heights. Ochterlony’s energy 
enkindled enthusiasm in his force. On 
14 April he attacked A mar Singh by night, 
and carried two strong points. On the 16th 
Amar Singh found himself confined to the 
fort of Malaun on a mountain ledge, with a 
steep declivity of two thousand feet on two 
sides. On the 16th Amor Singh, with his 
whole force, assaulted the British position, 
and, after a desperate fight, was defeated with 
the loss of his ablest general and five hundred 
men killed. Ochterlony now closed upon 
Malaun, the chief work of the position. 
Early in May a battery was raised against 
it, hut it was not until a breach was mode, 
on 16 May, that Amar Singh capitulated. 
Ochterlony took possession of Malaun, and 
allowed Amar Singh to march out with his 
arms and colours ond personal property, 
in consideration of the skill, bravery, and 
fidelity with which he had defended his 
country. For his services Ochterlony was 
made a K.O.B. and created a baronet by 
the prince-regent, while the court of directors 
of the East India Company on 6 Dec. 1816 
granted him a pension of 1,0001. per annum, to 
date from his victory of 16 April of that year. 

By the convention the Gurkhas retired to 
the east of the Kali river, and the whole of 
the Nipdlese territory to the west was sur¬ 
rendered to the British. Jaitak also capitu¬ 
lated. During the hot weather preparations 
were made in view of a renewal of hostilities, 
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Ochterlony was withdrawn from the wost tlie position al Ilariharpur was successfulT 
and placed in command of tlie main force turned, nnd an attack by the Giirkhas 
destined to march on EMtmundu. The dofuntud with great loss. Ilariharpur w/ 
Gurkha government sued for peace, and a evacuated by the onemy, and convertedint 5 
treaty was negotiated, which was signed on adepdt. This brigade was about to advance 
28 Nov., and ratified by the supreme govern- to join Ochterlony when the war ended 
ment at Calcutta on 9 Dec. 1816, The The success and onergy of Ochterlony 
Giirkha government, however, refused to operations had dismayed the court of N™i 
ratify, and Ochterlony was ordered 1 o take Tho treaty, which they had refused to ratifv 
the field. He had with him twenty thou- in December, was sent duly ratified to Och 
sandmen (including throe European regi- terlony, who aeoopted it, on 2Marchl8l6~ 
mente), which ho divided into four brigades; The Gurkhas, who were not only the mint 
one on the right was directed on Ilari- valiant but the most humane foes the British 
liarpur, another on the left up tho Gan- had encountered in India, proved also to be 
dak to Ramnagur, while the other two most faithful to their engagement, 
brigades, forming the main body, Ochterlony For his later services in this war, Ochter- 

himsolf commanded and directed upon tho lony was made a G.C.B. in Decomber 1816 
oapital, KMtmandu. On 14 Jan. 1817 the prinoe-regent granted 

Ochterlony advanced in the beginning of ns a further mark of distinction, an augmea- 
February. On the 10th, with the main body, tat ion to his coat of arms, by which the name 
he reached the entranco of the colobrated of Nepaul (Nipal) wne commemorated. On 
Kourea Ghat pass, havingtravarsed the great 0 Feb. Iho thanks of parliament were voted 
Sal forest without tho loss of a man. Finding to him for his skill, valour, and perseverance 
tho enemy entrenched behind a triplo lino of in the war. A pioco of plato was presented 
defence, he determined to turn Iho flank of to him by the officers who served under his 
the position, which was too strong for a front command. 

attack, and, taking with him a brigade with- Towards tlie close of 1810 Lord Hastings 
out any baggage or incumbrances, ho pro- wilh tho approval of the authorities in Eng- 
ceeded on the night of 14 Feb. up an un- land, dotorminod to suppress the Pindfe 
guarded path, moving laboriouslv m single who had been laying waste British territory, 
file through deep and rocky defiles, across and also to placo Central India on a more 
sombre and tangled forosts, and by rugged satisfactory Footing by subjugating theMa- 
ond precipitous ascents, until the next day ratha chiefs. For this purposo, in the autumn 
he reached and occupied a position in rear of 1817 ho assembled six corps—one under 
of the enemy's defences. Tho Gurkhas, sur- himself at Mirzdpur, another on the Jamna, 
prised and almost surrounded,were compelled tlio third at Agra, the fourth at Kdlinjor 
hurriedly to evacuate tlieir works. They in Bondalkhand, tho fifth in the Narbada, 
fled northwards without striking a blow, and the sixth undor Ochtorlony at Rewari, 
Ochterlony's brigade was obliged to bivouao to cover Delhi and to net in Eajputina. 
on the bleak mountain-tops for four days. The total army amounted to 120,000 men 
waiting for the arrival oi their tents and and throe hundred guns. Ochlsrlony had 
baggage. Ochtorlony shared with his men to act in the Dakhan, and from Rewari 
the hardships of the eampnign. Tho two advanced to the south of Jaipur, The suc- 
brigades of his main column formod a junc- cesses at Piina and Nagpur, and the position 
tion on tho banks of tho Rapti river. Having of Amir Kliiin botwoen Ochterlony and the 
eat ablished adepOt, protected with n stockade, third corps on the Ohambal, brought about an 
Ochterlony came up with the onemy at Mag- amicable sottlomont with Amir Khdn, and 
wampur, twenty miles from KMtmandu, a ireaty was mado with him on 19 Dec. 
and seized a village to the right of tho Thenceforward Amir Klnin proved a peace- 
enemy's position. The Giirlrhas attacked able ally, and tho Piudaris lost his support 
the village occupied by Ochterlony furiously, just whon they most roanired it. Ochter- 
but they wore repulsed with tho loss of their lony remained in tho vicinity, and, placing 
guns and eight hundred men. Ochtorlony himself skilfully botween tho two principal 
then prepared to attack Mogwampur. The divisions of tho Pathan forces, he effected 
following day he was joined by the left bri- the disarmament of tho greater portion of 
gade which had advanced by Ramnagur, It this army in January and February 1818 
reached the valley of the Rapti with but slight without striking a blow. Tlie artillery was 
opposition, and managed to seouro its roar surrendered, and some of the best troops 
as it advanced. Tho right brigade had boen were draft od t ompovarily into the British 
delayed in its advance upon llavihnrpur by servico. The last body of these merce- 
tlie diflioultios of tho ground, but on 1 March iiarios was disbanded in March, Affairs in 
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tte northern part of Central India being 
nearly settled, new dispositions were made, 
and Ochterlony was left in Rajputana. 

On 20 March 1818 Lord IlnstinBS invested 
Ochterlony with tho insignia of the G.C.B., 
at a durbar in camp at Terwah, observing 
that he had obliterated a distinction painful 
for the officers of the East India Company, 
and had opened the door for his brethren in 
arms to a reward which their recent display 
of exalted spirit and invincible intrepidity 
proved could not be more deservedly extended 
to the officers of any army on earth. 

By June 1818 the Maratha_ powers were 

overthrown, and the reconstruction of govern¬ 
ment in Central Indio and the south-west 
commenced. In the work of pacification 
Lord Hastings had the good fortune to he 
assisted bv some of the most distinguished 
Anglo-Indian administrators that had ruled 
in India. Among these Ochterlony woe 
prominent. The pacification of Rajputana 
was at first entrusted to Charles Theophilus 
Metcalfe [q.v.], and-when he -was nominated 
for the post of political secretary to the go¬ 
vernment, Ochterlony was appointed resident 
in Rajputana, with command of the troops. 
He made protective treaties with tho rajas of 
Kotah, Jodhpur, Udapur, Bundi, Jaipur, 
and many others, and ha adjusted the dis¬ 
putes which some of these princes had with 
their thikura or vassals. In Jaipur, however, 
affairs were not ensily settled, and Ochter¬ 
lony had to undertake the redaction of two 
forts before the more turbulent feudatories 
submitted. In December, Ochterlony was 
appointed resident at Delhi with Jaipur an¬ 
nexed, and was given the command of the 
third division of tho army, The same month 
the raja of Jaipur, Jagat Singh, died, and, 
although a contest for the succession was 
avoided by the birth of a posthumous child, 
it was not until 1823 that peace was esta¬ 
blished. In 1822 Ochterlony wae appointed 
resident in Malwa and Rajputana, thus hav¬ 
ing the entire superintendence of the affairs 
of Central India. 

In 1824 the raja of Bbarlpur, brother of 
Ranjit Singh, was in feeble health, and at 
his renupst, and by order of the governor- 
general in council, his son, a child of six 

S iars of age, was recognised as his successor, 
n 26 Feb. 1825 the old raja died, and tho 
boy, Bahvont Singh, succeeded under the 
guardianship of his maternal uncle; but before 
a month had elapsed his cousin, Diirjan Sal, 
an ambitious youth, corrupted the 'troops, 
put the guardian to death, and placed his 
cousin in confinomant, Ochterlony, noting 
on his own responsibility and with Ins usual 
energy and promptiludo, issued a proclama- 
yol. xiv. 


tion to the Jdts to rally round their lawful 
sovereign, and ordered a force of sixteen 
thousand men and one hundred guns into 
the field to support the right of the young 
raja and vindicate the authority of the 
British government. Lord Amherst, the 
governor-general, disapproved of Oehter- 
louy's proceedings, deniod that the govern¬ 
ment were bound to uphold their nominee 
by forco of arms, considered it imprudent, 
during the war with Burma then going on, 
to embark in hostilitioa during the hot 
wenthor in the north-west, and directed 
Ochterlony to countermand the march of the 
troops ami recall his proclamation. Ochter¬ 
lony complied, issuing a further proclama¬ 
tion intimating that before taking action the 
government had determined, in the first in¬ 
stance, to investigate tho merits of the ques¬ 
tion of the succession. At the same time he 
tendered his resignation to the governor- 
general in council, warmly defended his ac¬ 
tion in letters dated 26 April and 11 May, 
and expressed his conviction of the correct¬ 
ness of his judgment. lie was deeply hurt at 
theactionofthegovemor-general, and pointed 
out that after forty-eight years’ experience 
he might have Bxpeoted a cortain confidence 
in his discretion on the part of the govern¬ 
ment. Pending the acceptance of his re¬ 
signation, he went to his usual place of re¬ 
sidence near Delhi. The feeling that he had 
been disgraced after nearly fifty years’ aotive 
and distinguished service preyed upon his 
mind, and caused his death on 16 July 1825 at 
Mirat, whither lie had gone for change of air. 

A general order was issued by the governor- 
general in council, eulogisingboththemililary 
and civil services of Ochterlony, and con¬ 
cluding with a direction that, as an especial 
testimony of the high respect in which his 
character and services were held, and as a 
public demonstration of sorrow, minute guns 
to the number of sixty-eight, corresponding 
with Mb age, should bo fired the same evening 
at sunset from the ramparts of Fort William. 
The diplomatic qualifications of Ochterlony 
were no less conspicuous than his soldier¬ 
ship; with a vigorous intellect and consum¬ 
mate address he united an intimate know¬ 
ledge of the native character, language, and 
manners. 

It remains to add that when Metcalfe, 
who was sent to Bhartpur, took praoieely 
the same view as Ochterlony had done, Lord 
Amherst gave way. But in order to effect 
what Ochterlony might have accomplished 
unaided in a fortnight had he not been in- 
terfered with, it was found necessary at a 
later date to employ the commauder-in- 
obief, Lord Combermere, with an army of 
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twenty thousand men. Bhartpurwas stormed 
and taken on 3 Jan. 1826, 

A column was erected in Calcutta to 
Ookterlouy’s memory, 

[India Oilico Records ; Despatches, Histories 
of India by Thornton, Miir-lunan, M.icF.irl ino, 
Meadows-Tttjlor, &c ; East India Military 
Calendar ; Rosb-ot-Bladensburg's Marquess of 
Hastings (Rulers of India); Higginbotham's 
Men nliom India has known.] R. H. V. 

OCKHAM, Barons op. [See Kino, 
Peier, first Lord Kino, 1009-1784; Kino, 
Peter, seventh Lord Kino, 1776-1883.] 
OCKHAM, NICHOLAS op (j*. 1280), 
Franciscan. [Sea Occam.] 

OCKHAM or OCCAM, WILLIAM (d. 
1349 P),' Doctor invincibilis,’ was possibly a 
native of the village in Surrey from which 
he bore hie name. lie studied at Oxford in 
all probability as a member of the Franciscan 
house there, and not (as has commonly boen 
asserted) as a fellow of Merton Colloge. II is 
name does not appear in the ‘ Old Catalogue ’ 
of fellows of the college drawn up in the fif¬ 
teenth century, and his connection with it 
* seems to roBt almost entirely on tho autho¬ 
rity of Sir Henry Savile, who cites an entry 
in a college manuscript which Kilner,’ the 
Merton antiquary of tho eighteenth oenlury, 
‘failedto find’ (G. 0. Bnomuaic, Memorials 
of Merton College , 1885, p. 194). Even An¬ 
thony Wood was disposed to doubt the fact 
(manuscript cited ib. p. ix n. 11. Ockham 
is said to have been a pupil of Duns Scotus, 
who is likewise claimed on equally slender 
grounds as a fellow of Merton, but who was 
certainly a momher of the Oxford Franciscan 
house in 1300 (Wood, Survey qf the Antiq. 
of the City of Oxford, ed. Clark, ii. 886,1800) 
and probably remained there until 1304 
(Little, GieyFriars in Oxford, 1892, p.220). 
The date of Ockham’s admission to the order 
of friars minor is unknown. He reooived tho 
degree of B.D. at Oxford (ib. p. 224, n. 5), 
and afterwards passed on to tho university of 
Paris, whero ho incepted as D.D, At Paris 
he became closely assooial od with tho famous 
Mareiglio of Padua, who held Lho offioo of 
rector of the university in March 1312-13 
(Dbniele, Chartul. Univ. Paris, vol. ii. pt. i. 
p. 168,1891). Ookham exercised a strong in¬ 
fluence upon Marsiglio’s political specula¬ 
tions, and it has consequently been supposed 
that Ookham was the elder of tho two, but 
for this inferonce the data are insuiliciont. 

Down to this point no certain date in 
Ockham’s life has been established. It may, 
however, be accepted that at least the first 
book of his commentary on the ‘Sentences’ 
was composed during his residence at Oxford 


(Little, pp. 227, 228), and there is no rea¬ 
son ior contesting the common tradition 
which makes Pans the scene of that course 
of study and teaching which formed an 
epoch in the history of logical theory 
IIow far by this time Ockham had advanced 
in his political speculations need not be de¬ 
fined, though his influence on Marsiglio’s 
‘Defensor Paris,’ which was written while 
he was Rtill at Paris in 1824, can hardly be 
doubted (cf. Clement VI, ap. Hoped, 
Avignon, p. 20). Ookham, as a Franoisam 
enl ered loyally into the controversy wbioll 
arose in his order in 1821 concerning ‘ evan¬ 
gelical povorty.’ Previously to that ysarthe 
dispute among the Franciscans had tmned 
on the question of their obligation to observe 
strictly thoir vow of absolute poverty; tbs 
now controversy rclatod to a matter of his¬ 
torical fact, whether Christ and his disciples 
ever possessed any proporty (Bee F. Ehrle 
in Arc/iiv fur Litt. uni Kirch/mgesch da 
Mittelalters, i. [1885], pp. 609 ff.) In 1822 
a general chapter of the order assembled at 
Perugia formally accepted the doctrine of 
evangelical poverty, Ockham was, until 
lately, believed to have oocupiod a prominent 
plnoe at this chapter, and to have acted ss 
provincial minister of England (Waddim, 
Ann. Min. vii. 7); but it is certain that the 
•William’ who subscribes the declaration 
was not Oakham, but William of Notting¬ 
ham (Little, in Engl. Hist. Rev. vi. 747, 
[1801]; Denipld, Chartul. Univ. Paris, vol, 
ii. pt. i. p. 277), though very probably Ook- 
lium was also prosont (Littld, Grey Friars, 
p. 224). In any case, nBxt year be is found 
taking an active part in defence of the doc¬ 
trine against Pope John XXH, who had 
authoritativoly condemned it. On 1 Dec. 
1823 the pope sent a mandate to the bishops 
of Ferrara and Bologna, calling upon them 
to make inquiry touching a report that 
Ookliam lmd in a public sermon at Bologna 
maintained thepope’s definition to be hereti¬ 
cal, and ordering him, if guilty, to be SBnt 
lo Avignon (Waddino, Ann. Min. vii, 7). 
What actually took place we do not know; 
but his capture seems not to have been effected 
until more than four years had passed, and 
then in connection not with the old sermon 
at Bologna, but with a renewed defence of 
Ins opinions at Paris. John of Winterthur 
says that * quidam valens lector de ordine 
fratrum minorum, dictus Wilnheim,’ was, on 
this ground, accused by the Dominicans be¬ 
fore tho pope, subjected to repealed examina¬ 
tion, ana imprisoned for seventeen weefa 
(Jon. Vitodtjr. Chron, pp. 88 f.) This 
precise statement confliots with tbs account 
of his detention for four years which Dr, O&rl 
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Sluller lias cited (i. 208, n. 8) from an un¬ 
published letter of Ockham; but, at any rate, 
until Dr. Muller’s document is printed, we 
are inclined to assume that m it months 
have been mistaken for years. The pope 
Jiimself in his bull of 6 June 1828 (printed 
by jlAEitesn and Duband, Thesaurus noma 
Anecdotorum, ii. 749 ff,, and given in a better 
text by <3 lasseurgeii, Chiron, pp, 141ff.)slates 
that Ockbam was charged with errors and 
heresies also in his writings; and according 
to Wadding (Ann. Min. vii. 82) he wrote 
during his confinement a treatise * de quali- 
tate propositionum ’ which he afterwards in¬ 
corporated in hie groat ‘ Dialogus,’ 

Ockham, with Michael da Oosena, the 
general of his order, Bonagratia of Bergamo, 
Snd other friars, resolved on flight, Lewis 
the Bavarian was appealed to, and sent a 
ship. The fugitives escaped from Avignon 
by night on 25 May 1328 (Niooe. Minor. 
manuscript citod by Denihe, Chartul. Unit). 
Paris, ml. ii. pt. i.p. 290; Geassberoeb, p. 
140); they slipped by boat down the Ehdne, 
and though pursued by Cardinal Peter of 
Porto, reached Aigues-Mortes in safety 
(John XXTI’s hull, ubi supra). Here they 
entered the galley sent them by the emperor, 
and on 8 June arrived at Pisa, where they 
were warmly welcomed by the inhabitants 
and by Lewis’s officers (‘ Okron. Sancse,’ in 
MUBATOBi, Ter. Ital. Script, xv.81; ‘ A nn. 
Crasen. ’ ib. xiv. 1148; cf. ItruziER, Liter. 
Widers. derPapstc, p. 68). According to an 
old tradition, which is not, however, trace¬ 
able beyond the ‘Be Soriptoribua Ecclosios- 
ticis ’(f. 82 6) of Tritlieim, abbot of Sponhoim 
(Basle, 1494), Ockham presented himself 
before Lewis with the words, < 0 imperator, 
defends me gladio et ego defendam te verbo’ 
(Opp. Hist. i. 313, ed. Frankfurt, 1801), At 
any rate he thenceforward attached himself 
to the emperor’s fortunes, and probably re¬ 
mained at his court during the timo of his 
residenco in Italy, and accompanied him back 
to Bavaria in February 1330 (cf. Sacks. 
Weltchr., 8te Bair, Fortsatz. in Deutsche 
Chrmiken, ii. 346). Meanwhile the pope 
lost no time in denouncing the fugitives. On 
6 June he published their excommunication 
(bull, ubi supra); on the 20th he notified to 
the Archbishop of Milan the process against 
them, and ordered its publication (VitUk. 
Akten, No. 1044, p. 389); and in a series 
of undated mandates he warned the Mar¬ 
grave of Baden, the Count Palatine, the 
Duke of Wirttemberg, the Bishop of Strass- 
hurg, and other princes to look out for them, 
as they were expected shortly to pass through 
their territories, and informed them that the 
three friars were under excommunication 


and must be captured and sent back to the 
papal court (ib. Mo. 1105, p, 404) In March 
1329 and a year later (in April 1330) we find 
the pope Btill pursuing them with rescripts to 
the six archbishops of the German provinces, 
urgently demanding their imprisonment (ib. 
No. 1143, p. 414; No. 1388, p, 452; of. No. 
1178, p. 421). The fugitives, however, while 
still at Pisa, had appealed from the pope’s 
sentence to that of a general council (Glass- 
Bebgee, p. 140; cf. Ockham, ‘Comp. Error. 
Pap®,’ v., in GoLPAsr, ii. 964 f.), and, after 
passing unharmed_ into Bavaria, lived on 
under the protection of Lewis in the house 
of their order at Munich (Sticks. Weltchr,, 
ubi supra); and though the greater part of 
the Franciscan order was by degrees reduced 
to submission, a powerful minority remained 
staunch, and found their rallying'-pOBt in the 
imporial court. Of these' fraticelli ’ Michael 
da Cessna and, next to him, Ockham were 
the leaders; and after Michael’s death in 
1342 Ockham became the undisputed chief. 
His life for Ike twenty years following his 
flight from Avignon has itB record almost 
solely in the works which he produced, aud 
the dates of which are ascertained by in¬ 
ternal evidence alone, 

"When, in November 1329, John XXII 
published his constitution or ‘ libellus,’ ‘Quia 
vir reprobus , 1 against Michael da Oesena 
(printed in Raynaud. Ann. v. 423-49), con¬ 
demning the whole Franciscan doctrine con¬ 
cerning poverty, Ockham set himself at once 
to deal with it. He produced his ‘ Opus 
nonaginta Dierum ’ (printed by Goldabt, ii, 
993-1286), in which he replied to the pope’s 
treatise sentence by sentence. The fact that 
he wrote a work at solid argument and mas¬ 
sive orudit ion, which would fill a substantial 
volume of modern pattern, continuously 
within the space of ninety days (see p. 1236), 
shows that the undertaking was a matter of 
urgent pressure, and it may be dated with 
confidence in 1830; in no case can it be later 
than 1882 (see Eiessler, p. 243, n. 3). 
Ookham’s next wovk,‘De DogmatibusPapte 
Jokannis XXII/ relates to the doctrine con¬ 
cerning the beatific vision of the saints 
which the pope had revived in certain ser¬ 
mons which he delivered at Avignon be¬ 
tween INov. 1881 and 6 Jau. 1332 (Ockham, 
‘ Defens. ’ in Brown, ii. 484; Jo. Minor., in 
BALxrzn,iii. 849 f.; Duktpie. Chartul, Univ. 
Paris, vol. ii. pt. i. pp. 414 f.) Ookham ob¬ 
tained knowledge of the propositions on 
8 Jon, 1383, ana forthwith proceeded to ex¬ 
amine them in two treatises which, although 
not written in the form of a dialogue, were 
subsequently incorporated in the ‘Dialogus’ 
as pt. ii, (GoIiDast, ii, 740-770). Inl33ihe 
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wrot« on ‘Epislola ad Eratres minorcs in 
copitulo apud Assisium congregates,' which 
has not been printod (manuscript ai JPturiH, 
Bibl. Nat. 3387, ff. 2t>2i-206a; scbLiitle, 
p. 229). 

After the death of John XXII on 4 Doc. 
1334 and the accession of Benedict XII, 
Ockham did not cease his attack upon the 
papacy. In Oct ober i 336 the emperor, seek¬ 
ing to make terms with Benedict, offered to 
abandon and destroy Ockham and his allies 
( Vatik. Alcten, No. 184], p. 842; cf. ltiMSLm, 

S 312); but the negot iat ion came to nothing. 

cklmm wrote, probably before 1388 (ill. p. 
245), a ‘ Compendium orrorum papco ’ (Gol- 
dabt, ii. 957-76), in which he made John an¬ 
swerable for seventy errors and seven heresies, 
and a ‘Defonsorium contra Johannom papam ’ 
(Brown, ii. 439-66,who ideutilios it with the 
tract cited by Tritheim, Opp. hist. p. 313, 
‘Contra Johannem 22 du pauper (ate Christi 
etapostolorum’). ‘The DefenHoriuni,’which, 
is addressed in the name of tho Franciscans 
to all Christian people, is in port a sort of 
summary of tho ‘Opus nonaginta dierum,’ 
though differently arranged, and in part, (from 
the second paragraph on p. 463 onwards) an 
indictment of the papal authority. It pro¬ 
bably belongB to the same period as the 
‘Compendium/ for Dr. JRiezler’s argument 
(p. 247) in favour of a later date is not con¬ 
clusive. M. Ilnurfau’s contention (vol. ii. 
pt. ii. p. 359) that it was written before 
1323 is manifestly impossible, because of tho 
discussion it contains of the pope's ‘ heresies/ 
which were not published until 1331-2, The 
work is ascribed by Nicolaus Miuorita (manu¬ 
script at Paris; sue 0. Muller, i. 366), but 
without plausibility, not to Ockham, hut to 
Michael da Cesena. About 1338 also Ockham 
wrote a ‘ Tractates ostendens quod Bone- 
dictus papa XII nonniillas Johauuis XXII 
ksereses amplexus ost ot defendit/ in seven 
books (manuscript at Paris, Bibl. Nut. 3387, 
ff. 2146-262 a ; bee Lrm.n,p. 232). 

It was the defence of his order that had 
thrown Ockham into opposition to the pa¬ 
pacy ; this opposition had been strengthened 
and defined by the discovery of strictly dog¬ 
matic heresies in the teaching of John XXIL; 
and his attack upon the authority of the holy 
see come as a result of IiIb controversy. It 
was the conclusion to which his reasoning 
led, not, as with Marsiglio, the premise from 
which he started. The conditions of tho 
struggle had driven him to cast in hie lot, with 
the umperor Lewis, and when in 1338 the 
crisis in Lowis’s contest arrived it was Ock¬ 
ham whose services wore called for. In July 
the electors declai ed at llense that the prince 
whom they elected neoded no confirmation by 


tho pope j and on 8 Aug, Lewis,at Frankfurt 
protested, m virtue of Iiis plenary autkoritv 
in things temporal, that tho action taken bv 
the pope against him at Avignon was null 
and made his solemn appeal from the pope to 
a general council. The authorship of tbS™. 
peal is attribut ed by Andrew of itatisbon to 
Francesco da Ascoli and Ockham, and Ock¬ 
ham lost no time in writing a set defence 
of the imperial authority (Chron. Qtn in 
Pms, vol. iv. pt. iii. pp. 566 f.) Glassberger 
who quotes Andrew’s notice, says that the 
defence in quest ion was the' Opus nonaginta 
dierum ' (p. 168) ; but this is a manifest error 
The work is no doubt the ‘Tractates depo- 
tostate imperial i/preserved in manuscript at 
the Vatican (Ood. Paint. Lat. 679,nt.i f 117 . 
see Little, pp. 232 f.) ' ’ 

Tho controversy being now broadened into 
a general discussion of the nature of the 
papal and tho imperial authority, Lupoid of 
Bcbenbuxg wrote his great treatise, ‘De 
juribns regni ot imperii/ and Ockham fol¬ 
lowed it up by his ‘ Octo quoBStiones super 
potestftto uc dignitato pitpoli’ (OoiDASI, ii, 
314-301), otherwise 1 entitled ‘De potestnte 
pontificum et imperatorum/ between 1339 
and 1342 j in connection with which maybe 
mentioned an unpublished treatise, ‘depon¬ 
tificum et imperatorum potestato/opened by 
a letter and divided into twenty-seven chap¬ 
ters, which is jireBcrvod in the British Mu¬ 
seum (ltayal MS. 10 A. xv.; Lurin, p, 
232). To 1342 belongs also a ‘Tractates 
do jurisdiction!) imperatoris in eausis matri- 
mouialibuB ’ (Goi.daht, i. 2L-4), written with 
reference to the proposed marriage of Lewis’s 
son, Lewis of Brandenburg, with Margaret 
Maultftsoh, the wife of John of Luxemburg. 
The genuineness of this work has been con¬ 
tested on insufficient grounds (see Riezlee, 
pp, 254-7; of. Muller, ii. 161 f.) 

Not long after the declarations of Sense 
and Eranlaurt, Ockham resolved to elaborate 
bis views on the questions agitated between 
church and state in tho form of an immense 
dialogue between a master and a disciple. 
There is evidence that this ‘ Dialog us,’ ar¬ 
ranged and divided us we now have it (Gol- 
dasx, ii. 398-957), was in circulation in 
1343, for in that year Duke Albert of Austria 
refused to allow (Jlemont Vi's interdict to 
operate within his dominions, on the ground 
that tho emperor had convinced Mm of its 
illegitimacy—so wo must read a sentenoe 
which is defective in our authority—by 
moans of Ockham's book which he sent him 
(John oi? Viktuino, vi. 12 in Bohhhb, 
Funtas, i. 447); but wlietkor the work was 
over actually completed according to the 
author’s design reunites uncertain. It con- 
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sists> of three parts, whereof the first (‘ de 
fautoribus hoereticomm,' as it is entitled in 
manuscripts; Little, p. 229) discusses in 
seven books the seat of authority in matters 
of faith, with special reference to the deter¬ 
mination of heresy; and the second, in two 
treatises, is the work on the heresies of 
John XXII, already mentioned. Part iii., 
‘de gestis circa fidem altercantium,’ was 
planned on a more extensive scale. It was 
to con-ist of nine treatises, whereof the first, 
on the authority of the pope and clergy, in 
four hooks, and the second, on the authority 
of the Roman empire, in three books, are 
ail that remain, and the latter is imperfect. 
Cardinal Peter d’Ailly knew the titles of 
two further hooks ol' the second treatise, 
hut not their contents; and all the manu¬ 
scripts that have been examined break oif 
at one point or another in the third book 
(ii. pp. 280 f.) But Ockham himself has 
given us tho titles of the remaining seven 
treatises (Goldast, ii. 771); and a note pre¬ 
fixed to the ‘ Opus nonaginl a dierum ’ sug¬ 
gests that this work was destined to find 
its place among them as treatise vi. It may 
he conjectured that tho ‘ Compendium erro- 
rnm ’ and the work against Benedict XII 
were intended to he incorporated as treatises 
iii. and v., so that only tho end of treatise ii. 
and the whole of iv., vii., viil., and ix. 
would he unreeovered (cf. Riezleh, pp. 
202 ff.; Poole, p. 278, n. 24; Littld, pp. 
229-82); hut the loss of treatiso viii., which 
dealt with Ockham’s own doings, is specially 
to he regretted. After the death of Lewis IV 
in 1847, and the election of Charles of 
Luxemburg, Ockham wroto, oitlier in 1348 
or early in 1349 (see Riuzleh, p, 272, n. 1), 
a 1 Trnctatus de electione Caroli IV,’ of which 
only a fragment has been printed by Con¬ 
stantin von Hbfler (Aus Avignon, pp. 14 f.) 

Some years earlier, in 1842, Michael da 
Oesena, who still claimed to be general of 
the Franciscan order, had died; and from 
him the seal of office passed int o tie hands of 
Ockham, who retained it and styled himself 
vicar of the order (Clement VI, ap. Hotlee, 
l.o., p. 20). But in time he woaried of his 
situation of increasing isolation, and ho sont 
the ring tu the acknowledged general, Wil¬ 
liam Farinerius, wit h a view to his reconcilia¬ 
tion to the church, Clement VI, who had 
declared in 1348 his earnest desire to eflect 
this, now supplied, 8 June 1849, the re¬ 
quired instrument for tho purpose, condi¬ 
tional upon the recantation of his more ob¬ 
noxious doctrines (printed by W addins, 
viii. 12 f., and Raxnald. vi. 491 f.) That 
Ockham performed the conditions and ob¬ 
tained absolution is asserted by Trithoim 


(Op 2 ). Hist, i. 818) and maintained by Wad¬ 
ding ; it is, on the other hand, disputed by 
Raynaldus 

Clement’s document, as well as Ockham’s 
tract, on the election of OharleB IV disprove 
the statement that the friar died so early as 
10 April 1347 which is made by Glassberger 
(p. 184) on the authority, no doubt, of a 
gravestone placed with others bearing equally 
incorrect inscriptions at a later date (see 
Riezleb, p. 127). Ills death cannot have 
occurred before 1349, but it is unlikely that 
he long survived that year. He died in the 
convent of Iris order at Munich, and was 
buried thero (Olassbehsek, l.c.) Wadding 
(yol. viii. 10 ff.) notes and correots several 
other erroneous statements with respect to 
the time and place of his death. 

Ockham’s eminence liesin his work in logic, 
in philosophy, and in political theory. In the 
first two he powerfully influenced the schools 
of his day; m the last he profoundly agitated 
the church. Carl von Prantl considers (iii. 
328) the peculiar characteristic of Uokham's 
logic to lie in the fact, not that he was the 
second founder of nominalism, hut that he 
made the method of logic known as the ‘ By¬ 
zantine logic ’ his fundamental basis. Prantl 
assumes that the so-called • Byzantine logic ’ 
was mode known to the west in the ‘ Synopsis’ 
bearing tlie name of Psollus, a writer of the 
eleventh century. Powerful arguments have, 
however, been adduced to prove that the 
‘ Synopsis ’ of Psellus is in fact only a fif¬ 
teenth-century translation into Greek of the 
‘Simunuloa’ of Petrus Ilispanus, who lived 
in the thirteenth century. It therefore fol¬ 
lows that Prantl’s theory that Ockham de¬ 
rived his method from the ‘ Byzantine logic ’ 
in the ‘ Synopsis ’ of Psellus must he con¬ 
sidered at least doubtful (see C. Tkurot in 
the Hevue ArcMologique, new Ber. x. 267- 
281, [1804], and Ilevue Critique, 18t>7 ; i. 199- 
202, ii. 4-11; and compare Valentin Rose 
in Ilermes, ii. 146 f, 1807, and Unnnnwiio, 
i. 404 «.) But if it was not Byzantine 
logic by which Ockham wob permeated, 
it was not the less a new method of logical 
treatment which camo into currcnoy in the 
middle of tho thirteenth century through 
the works of William Skyreswood or Sher¬ 
wood, and of Petrus Hispanus, and which 
left its impression upon Dims ScoUib and 
others of his contemporaries. This method, 
in the form in which it was expounded by 
Ockham; maybe saidto have proceeded on the 
supposition that logic deals not with things 
nor with thoughts, hut with terms arbitrarily 
imposed by ourselves. When we use certain 
terms in logic for the sake of convenience in 
drawing out a syllogism, wo neither assert 
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nor prove anything as to the relation of those 
terms to our thoughts or to existing realities. 
Argument is only true ex supposilo. Duns 
Sootus, on the other hand, conceived the 
function of logic to deal with thoughts. A s 
to the metaphysical basis, they were still more 
strongly opposed. Duns held to the reality 
of umversals in the most uncompromising 
form to which the matured medieeval realism 
ever attained: Ockham declined to go heyond 
the logical necessity; he enforced the ‘ law of 
parcimony ’ (‘ Eutia non sunt multipliconda 
praeter neccssitatom ’) and regarded them as 
terms in a syllogism. It is because his view 
was confined to the region of logic that his 
doctrine is now often described as termi- 
nalism rather than nominalism. Universals 
were not so much names which we give 
to the results of our observation of many 
individuals more or less alike, as terms 
which we use to describe thorn for the pur¬ 
pose of arguing. The relation between 
terms and thoughts, and the relation between 
thoughts and facts, were both imperfect; 
words ultimately considered wore hut tho 
signs of thoughts which were them selves 
signs of something else. 

But if Duns and Ockham so diversely 
conoeived the province of logic and the 
nature of its subjcct-mal ter, ill one important 
rospect they were led to a practical result 
not dissimilar. Since the days of Albert 
the Great there had beon a gradual reaotion 
against, the earlier philosophy of the middlo 
ages, which made the reconciliation of reason 
and faith its loading aim. St. Thomas 
Aquinas had reserved certain truths of re¬ 
velation as unprovahlo by reason, and Duns 
had gone heyond him in such a way as to place 
theology outside tho pale of the sciences. 
Duns’s mdatorminism was further extended 
by Ookham and the road left open for gono- 
ral theological scepticism. But it was only 
through this scepticism that ho was able to 
retain his faith in theological dogmas, since 
these lay entirely heyond the possibility of 
human proof. In the uncertainty of intel¬ 
lectual proecssos he was forcod to fall hack 
updn the vision of faith. Morality, too, he 
held to he something not essential to man’s 
nature, hut (with Scotus) as founded in tho 
arbitrary will of God. 

With Ockham the sphere of logic was cir¬ 
cumscribed, but within its limits it was the 
keonest of instruments. Revelation, indeed, 
was heyond its sphere, hut it is not easy to 
say to what extonl Ockham admitted the 
authority of the ecclesiastical tradition. As 
to the nnl urn and power of the church, Ook- 
liam disputed with a vehement assurance 
doubtless born uot so much of his philo¬ 


sophical principles as of lov 

let we cannot assert without qualification 

that he attacked the authority of the church 
in its strictly spiritual sphere (ef. J. ail- 
bernagl in the Iliat. .Tahrb, vu. 423-S8 _ 
1886). He was indoed strongest on the 
critical or negative side; and while he denied 
the ‘ plenitudo potestatis ’ claimed for the 
papooy, he was not altogether disposed to 
place (he omperor above the pope, nor was 
he happy in invoking, as was required bv the 
controversy, the ultimate resort of a general 
council, even (hough formed alike of clergy 
and laymen, men and womon. The in¬ 
firmity of reason was with him ths counter¬ 
part to the strength of the logician. He 
could criticise with freodom, but had scruples 
in reconstructing. He furnished invaluable 
woapons to those after him who opposed the 
authority of the pope, and even helped 
Luther in the elaboration of his doctrine 
concerning the sacrament; but bis most en¬ 
during monument is found in the logical 
t radition which he established in the umyer- 
sity of Paris. At first, in 1339, the faculty 
of arts forbado any one to teach his doc¬ 
trine (Duniflu, Chartul. Univ. Parts. vol.iL 
pt. ii. pp. 486 f.); but it grew and prevailed 
until bv tho end of tho century it had be¬ 
come tho generally accepted system in the 
leading school of Europe. It was from his 
position os the first man to bring the new 
nominalism into wide currency that Ockham 
received the title of ‘ Vonorabilis Inceptor,’ 
which is apparently older than the more 
familiar ono of 1 Doctor invincibilis.’ 

Ockham’s logical works are: 1. ‘ Smnma, 
Logioes ’ (ad Adamum), printed at Paris, 
1488; Venice, 1622; Oxford, 1876, &c. 
2, Commentaries on Porphyry’s Introduc¬ 
tion to Aristotle’s ‘ Organon/ and on the 
oarlior books of the latter, the 1 Categories,’ 
‘Do Interpretationo,’ and ‘Elencki,’ partly 
printed at Bologna, 1496, under tho title 
‘ Expositio auroa super tot am artem vetorem.’ 
Iu philosophy and theology he wrote: ‘ Quees- 
tionos in ooto libros Physicorum,’ printed 
at Rome, 1637; and * Summulm on the 
same; ‘ Qurostionos in quat nor libros Senten- 
tiarum,’ printed at Lyons, 1406, &c. j * Quod- 
libota septem,’ printed at Paris 1487, at 
Strassburg 1491; ‘ De Sacramento Altoris’ 
and ‘ De Corpora Ohristi,’ printed at tbs end 
of tho ‘ Quodlibeta,’in the Strassburgedition; 
‘Oontilogium theologioum,’printed atLyons, 
1496, with (he ‘Qumstiones’on the‘Sen¬ 
tences ; ’ and soverol other works whicli re¬ 
main in manuscript. Ockham’s political 
writings have all been enumerated in liia 
biography. To lliem is usually added a 1 Dis- 
putalio inter militem et clericum ’ on the civil 
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and ecclesiastical power (printed by Goldast, 
i. 13 ff.), which was translated into English 
in the sixteenth century and twice published 
by Berthelet (2nd edit. 1640); but Dr. Iliez- 
ler has shown (pp. 144-8) that it is not by 
Ockham, but probably by Pierre du Bois. 
The 1 Sermones Oclcam ’ preserved in a fif¬ 
teenth-century manuscript in the Worcester 
Cathedral Library (74 Qu,), and extending 
to 270 pages, are of a practical character, 
and contain occasional translations of sen¬ 
tences and phrases into French, and hero 
and there anecdotes (e.g. one about Lon¬ 
doners on p. 141): everything points to 
their being the work of soma other Ockham. 

Ockham is not to he confounded with 
William de Ocham, who appears as arch¬ 
deacon of Stow in 1302 (seeDnmLi],C/iarW, 
XJniv. Paris, vol. ii. pt. i. p. 486). 

The name is spelt in a multiplicity of 
ways, but the form ‘ Occam,’ which is now 
fashionable on the continent, seems to have 
the slightest contemporary support, most of 
our older authorities writing the name with 
at least one 1 c. 

[Jolmnnes Victorionsis, in Bohmer’s Pantos 
Rerum Germanicarum, val, i„ Stuttgart, 1848; 
Johannis Vitochmmi Chronieon, ed. G. von 
Wyes, in the Archir fur schweizerische Ge- 
schichte, vol. xi., Zurich, 1866 ; Johannis Mi- 
noritffi Chronieon, in Baluze's Miscellanea, vol. 
iii., ed. Mansi, Lucca, 1762; Nicolai Glass- 
berger Chronieon, in the Analecta Franciscans, 
vol. ii„ Quaracehi, 1887; SSchsiache Weltohro- 
nik, drifts hairische Fortaetzung, ed. L. Weiland, 
in the Monuments Germanise historica,DeutBche 
Chroniken, vol. ii., Hanover, 1878. Ookbam’epoli¬ 
tical works are chiefly in Goldast’s Monorchia s. 
Eomani Imperii, vol. ii., Frankfurt, 1614, or 
vol. iii. in the reissue of the same book, Frank¬ 
furt, 1621; Documents in Marthne and Durand's 
Thesaurus novus Anecdotorum, vol. ii,, Paris, 
1727; Wadding’s Annalas Minorum, ed. Fon¬ 
seca, vols.vii.viii., Rome, 1733; Bay soldi Annnlos 
Ecclesiastic!, Yols.v.,vi., ed. Mansi, Lucca, 1760; 
0. von Hofler'e Aus Avignon, in the Abhand- 
lungen der koniglioh bbbmiachen Gesellscbaft 
der Wissenschaften, 6 th ser, vol. ii., Prague, 
1898; Deniflo and Chatelain’s Ohartularium 
Dniversitatis Parisisssis, vol. ii. pt. i., Paris, 
1887; Yatiknnisobe Akttm zur doutsohen Ge- 
echiehte in der Zeit Ludwigs des Baiom, od. S. 
Fierier, Innsbruck, 1801. The host modern 
life of Ockham is contained, with a full treat¬ 
ment of his political works, in S. Riozler’s Dio 
literarischen Widersaoher der Pupate zur Zeit 
Ludwig des Baiers, Leipzig, 1874; bos also 
0. Muller's Der Kampf Ludwigs des Baiern mit 
der rimuschen Curie, 2 vols., Tiibingen, 1879- 
1880, For the philosophy, sso 0. von Prantl's 
Geschiohte der Logik im Abendlsnde, iii. 327- 
420, Leipzig, 1867, of. vol. iv. 41-4, 1870 ; A, 
Stockl’s Gescliiohte der Philosophic des Mittel- 


alters, ii. 986-1021, Mainz, 1865; P. Ueber- 
weg's History of Philosophy (tranBl. by G. 8 . 
Morris), i. 460-4, London, 1872; J. E. Erd¬ 
mann’s Grundriss der Geschichte der Philo¬ 
sophic, i. 42o-34, 3rd edit. Berlin, 1878; B. 
Haurdau'sHistoire de la Philosophic scolasuquc, 
vol. ii. pt. ii. pp, 356-430, Paris, 1880; R. L. 
Poole’s Illustrations of the History of Medieval 
Thought, pp. 276-81, London, 1884; T. M.Lind¬ 
say, in the Encyclopaedia Britannica, Oth edit., 
xvii. 717 £?., 1884; cf. A. Seth, 16 . art. 'Scho¬ 
lasticism,’ xxi. 430, &c. 1886. Puller lists of 
Ockham’s works will be found in Tanner’s 
Bibliotheca Britannica, pp. 666 f.,in Wadding's 
Scriptores ordinis Minorum, pp. 106 f„ and 
J. H. Sbaralea's supplement, pp. 326-8 (Bonm, 
1806), and in Mr. Little's Grey Friars, pp. 
225—34, which contains the beBt critical cata¬ 
logue. For the political works reference should 
he made specially to Dr. Riozler, pp. 241-72; 
and for the philosophical ones to Prantt, iii. 
322, notes 737-40, and O. Thurot, in theRevue 
Critique for 1867, i. 194, note 1 .] R. L. P. 

OCKLAND, CHRISTOPHER (d. 
1600 P), Latin poet. [See Ooland.] 

OCfKLEY, SIMON (1678-1720), oriental¬ 
ist, came of a ‘gentleman’s family’ of Great 
Ellingiiam in Norfolk, where his father lived, 
but he was born at Exeter in 1678. Hewas 
apparently brought up in Norfolk, where Sir 
Algernon Potts of Mannington took an in¬ 
terest in the studious boy (Dedication to Ac¬ 
count of Barbary). At the age of fifteen he 
entered (1693) Queens’ College, Cambridge, 
where, according to Heame, ‘ being naturally 
inclin’d to v* Study of y" Oriental Tongues, 
he was, when ah' 17 years of Age, made 
Hebrew Lecturer in y* said College, chiefly 
because he was poor and could hardly sub¬ 
sist ’ (Bemarks and Collections of Thomas 
Heame, ed. Doble, i. 246), He took holy 
orders before he was twenty, and became 
curate at Swavesey, CambridgeBhire (nearSt. 
Ives),underthe vicar, Joseph Wasse, as early 
os 1701 (Swavesey Parish Register); and in 
1705he suooeded to the vicariate by presenta¬ 
tion of Jesus College, Cambridge, on the re¬ 
commendation of Simon Patrick, bishop of 
Ely, ‘ w° h Bp pretends to he his Patron, tho’ 
(like some other Prelates) ’tie only Pretence, 
he having os yet given him nothing to support 
himself and Family’ (Hdabot, Lo., i. 246). 
Ockley had married very young, and theparieli 
register at Swavesey records the baptisms of 
six ohildren between May 1702 and September 
1708, two of whom (Avis and Edward) died 
young. He never octained any richer pre¬ 
ferment, but remained vicer of Swavesey 
till his death, Hearne (l.c.) states that he 
would have received a better parsonage from 
his college but for ‘ a certain Aocident, w 0 " 
redounded much to his Disgrace’—probably 
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referring to rumours of intemperance, which since Hcamo observes (l.c. i. 248) of OckWe 

Ockloy indignantly repudiated some years first kook, the ‘ Introductio ad lmguas oriei 
later (1714) in a letter to the Lord-treasurer tales ’ (Cambridge, 1706), that ' there were 
Harley, who had appointed him his chaplain only BOO printed, and conseq"* he ought to 
in or before 1711 (DTsraem, Calamities of have rec d a gratuity from some Generous 

Authors, Works, v. 180 -92, ed. 1888). Patrqntoaatisfykiminy t w oh kecouldnotej.- 

There is no evidence but Heame's hint of poet from a Bookseller when y* Numberwas 
disgrace, and Ockloy’s specific denial of the so small.’ The‘ Introductio’ was dedicated to 
charge of sottishnes's; but the letter to liar- the Bishop of Ely, and the preface exhorts 

ley was explicitly called forth by some act of the ‘juventus ncadeimca’to devote its attea- 

indiscretion reported to have been committed tion to oriental literature, both for its own 
at the lord-treasurer’s table, though it may morits, and also for the aid which it supplies 
well have been an indiscretion ill converse- t o wards t he proper bt udy ol'd i vin ity. The work 
tion (as Ockley imagined), and not in wine, contains, among many evidences of research 
The uncouth scholar, who at Oxford struck an examination of the controversy between 
Heame (l.c. in. 286) as 1 somewhat crazed,’ Buxtorf and Oapellus upon the antiquity of 
may oasily he supposed to have stumbled the Ilobrow pomtB, on which, however, it is 
into some maladroit speech or clumsy be- obvious that the young scholar had himself 
haviour when he found himself bewildered come to no flxod conclusions. In December 
among the wits and courtiers at Harley’s 1700 he dates from Swavesey tbs preface to 
dinner. Hearne (i. 246) records that Ockley his Ivans] at ion from the Italian of the Vene- 
was ‘ admitted student into y° Publick Li- tian rabbi Loon Modena’s ‘ History of the 
brary ’on 8 Aug. 1701, for the purpose of con- present .Tews throughout the World’ (Lon- 
sultmgsomeAralnc manuscripts, and that in aon, L707), to whioh ho added twosupple- 
the spring of 1706 ho again journeyed to Ox- ments on tho Oaraiiles and Samaritans from 
ford, where he was (16 April) ‘ incorporated tho French of Father Simon; for he was a 
Master of Arts ’ lib. i. 227). ‘ This Journey good French, Italian, and Spanish scholar as 
was also undertaken purely for y e sake of y” well as an orientalist of whose acquaintance 
Publick Library, W ” 1 he constantly frequent ed with East ern languages A dnun lleland could 
till Yesterday [i.e. 17 May], when he want write ‘ vir, si quis alius, harum literarum 
away. He is upon other Publick Dosigns, perilus.’ His dedication of ‘Tlio Improve- 
and for y* end consulted divers of our Arobick mont of Human Benson, exhibited m the 
MSS" j in w cl1 Language ho is said by some Life of II ai obn Yokdhan,’ to Edwnrd Pocock, 
Judges to be y° best skill’d of any Man in 'the worthy son of so great a father,’shows 
England; w“ h ho has in a great Measure made one source of his enthusiasm for oriental 
appear by Iris quick Turning into English looming; and ho may fairly he classed as 
about half of one of y° Said Arabic MS" in a disciple of ‘ tlio Reverend and Learned 
folio during liie Stay wit bus, besides y° other Dr. Pocock, tho Glory and Ornament of oar 
Business upon his Hands. Ho is a man of Ago and Nation, whose Memory I much 
very great Industry, and ought to be in- vovoronco' (Bed. to Human -Reason, London, 
oonrag’d, w 011 1 do not question but he will 1708, with quaint woodcuts; but the British 

if he lives to see Learning once more in- ” ’ ’ ' ’ .. 

courng’d in England, w rh at present is not ’ 

(ib. i. 246). 

In spite of injurious reports and the grind¬ 
ing poverty of Iris domestic circumstances, 

Ockley devoted himself with passionate authors, oontftins an appendix by Ockley 
energy to orient al learning j and hie visits to (printed in 1708) on the possibility of man’s 
Oxford for tbe examination of Arabic manu- attaining to tho true knowledge of God 
scripts, together with his constant prooccupa- without tho use of oxtonml means of gracB j 
tion in his studies when at home, can hardly the appendix, howovor, disappears from tho 
have conduced to the good management of slightly abridged edition of 1701. 
either vicarage or parish, But whatever he In 1708 Ockley published the first volume 
may have been ob a parish priest, Ockley was of ‘ The Conquest of Syria, Persia, and Egypt 
a scholar of tho rarest type. As his grandson, by tho Saraoens/ the work which under its 
Dr. Ralph Ilealhcote, says, ‘ Ockley had the general but loss accurate title, ‘The History 
oultureoforiontalloarniugverymucuathoort, of tho Saracens,’ aohieved a wide popularity, 
and the several publications which ho made and, to all but specialists, constitutes Ookley’s 
were intended solely to promote it * (Oiiaz- singletitletofame. Thoseeondvolume,bring- 
Mr.ns, Oen. Biogr. Biot. ed. 1816, xxiii. 204). ingthe history down to a.d. 706 (a.b, 86 ), did 
They certainly were not calculated for profit, not appear till 1718 (London), together with 


jyiusouni copy uasaiarersunsututea tme-page 
of a different publisher, dated 1711). This 


designed to stimulate the curiosity and ad¬ 
miration of young studentB for oriental 
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a second edition of vol. 1 . A third edition 
(by subscription in 1757 at Cambridge) ap¬ 
peared with‘Life of Mahomet,’ attributed 
to Dr. Long, master of Pembroke College, 
1 for the sole benefit of Mrs. Anne Ockley 1 
(title-page), the daughter of Ockley, horn in 
1703. The ‘ History ’ was included in Bohn's 
Standard Library m 1818, and many times 
reprinted in various series. A French trans¬ 
lation by A. F. Jault was published as early 
as 1748. The work was based upon a manu¬ 
script in the Bodleian Library ascribed to the 
Arabic historian El-Wakidi, with additions 
ftom El-Meldn, Ahfi-l-Fidd, Abu-l-Farai, and 
others. Hamaker, however, has proven that 
the manuscript in question is not the cele¬ 
brated ‘ Kitab el-Magh&zi ’ of El-Wdkidi, but 
the ‘Futfili esh-Sham,’ a work of little 
authority, which has even been characterised 
aa ‘romance rather than history’ (Encyd. 
Britannica, 9th ed., s.v. Ockley, written or 
endorsed by Professor W. Robertson Smith). 
Bat, although many of its details require cor¬ 
rection, the importance of Ockley’s work in 
rdation to the progress of oriental studies 
cannot be overestimated. Following in the 
steps of Pocock’s famous ‘ Specimon Histories 
Arabum/but adopting a popular method, and 
recommending it by an admirable English 
style, Ockley for the first time made the 
history of tho early Saracen conquests at¬ 
tractive to the general reader, and stimulated 
the student to iurther research. With all its 
inaccuracies, Ockley’s ‘ History of the Sara- 
cenB ’ became a secondary classic, and formed 
for generations the main source of the average 
notions of early Mohammedan history. Gib¬ 
bon did not disdain to use it freely. 

The evidences of unwearied research in 
which it abounds insured its author's succes¬ 
sion to the first vacant professorship of orien¬ 
tal languages. He was admitted a B.D. at 
Cambndge in 1710, and in December 1711 
(HbaunDj I.o., iii. 280) he was appointed 
to the chair of Arabic at his university j but 
theincrease of income and consideration came 
too late. In his inaugural address as pro¬ 
fessor, Ockley expatiates with enthusiasm 
upon the beauty and utility of the Arabic 
language and literature, and pays trihut e to 
the past labours of Erpenius, Golius, Pocoek, 
and Herbelot; but refers sadly to fortune, 
always ‘ venefica,’ and to the ‘ mordaees 
cures,’ which had so long embittered his life 
(Oratio Inaugurnlh habita Cantabrigice in 
Soholis Publiois Kalmd. Febr. 1711 [1712]). 

It is not known whether he hod any pupils, 
or devoted much time to lecturing at Cam¬ 
bridge. He continued to write and publish, 
howevor, on various branches of learning. In 
1712 appeared his'Aooount of the Authority of 


the Arabic MSS. in the Bodleian Library con- 
troy erted between Dr.Grabs and Mr. Winston, 
in a Letter to Mr. Thirlby,’ in which Ockley 
endeavoured to clear himself of the charge of 
sympathising with Whiston’s Arian pro¬ 
clivities (referred to in Hearne, m. 67, where 
Ockloy’s visit to the Bodleian Library in 
Whiston’s company, in September 1710, is 
noticed; of, iii, 486). Ockley translated the 
Second Book of Esdras from the Arabic for 
Whiston, but issued it separately in 171G, 
in order to emphasise his disagreement with 
Whiston’s opinions. Harley had apparently 
recommended the poor professor to Mr. Secre¬ 
tary St. John, for it is recorded that Boling- 
broke employed Ockley to translate some 
letters from Morocco. Connected with this 
task, no doubt, was the publication (London, 
1713) of tho ‘ Account of South-West Bar¬ 
bery,’ a narrative of captivity by an un¬ 
known Christian slave who escaped inlG98. 
Besides editing the captive’s story, Ockley 
appended two letters from the Emperor of 
Morocco, Muley Ismail, one to Captain Kirk 
of Tangier (in Arabic, with translation), tho 
olhersto Sir CloudP3iey Shovel ‘onboard the 
Charles galley,’ with reply; and also a letter 
from Ilulagu Khan to the Suit an of Aleppo, 
written in 1239. The fall of narley and 
Bolingbrolce, however, soon deprived Ockloy 
of any hopes of advancement from the go¬ 
vernment. In 1717 (London) appeared a 
translation from the Arabic of ‘The Sen¬ 
tences of Ali,’ made by Ockley at the request 
of Thomas Frekc of Hannington, Wiltshire 
(who also had urged the preparation and 
provided for the expense ofpublishing the 
‘ History of the Saracens.’) The preface con¬ 
tains a spirited eulogy of the Arabs and their 
literature; and at the end is found a ‘ proposal 
for printing’ tlie second volume of the ‘ His¬ 
tory of the Saracens’ (to which the ‘Sen¬ 
tences of Ali ’ was appended in 1718), dated 
21 Deo. 1716, from which it appears that all 
Ockley asked from the subscribers was 2d. 

S er sheet, of which 2s. 6 d. was to he paid 
own, and ‘ the rest on delivery of the quireB; ’ 
but a * small number to be on Koval Paper at 
10s. a hook.’ The preparation of this second 
volume occupied much time, and involved 
protracted residence at Oxford. In a letter 
to his daughter (published by Heatheote, in 
Chalmers, Oen. JBiogr. Diet. ed. 1816, xxiii. 
29G-8), Ockley describes the labour of deci¬ 
phering the manuscripts, abridging, oom- 
paringj and selecting j and the difficulty of 
rendering an oriental language into English. 
He wae much hampered by the want ox suf¬ 
ficient authorities, and adds: ‘We are all 
swallowed up in politics; there is no room 
for letters; and it is to be feared that the 
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next generation will not only inherit but im¬ 
prove the polite ignorance of the pro sent.’ lie 
nevertheless worked at his manuscripts ‘from 
the time I rise in the morning till 1 can see 
no longer at night/ and endured the drudgery 
in the hope of ‘ obliging his oountry' and 
‘making new discoveries. 1 The preface to 
the second volume of his 1 History ’ was 
stoically dated (December 1717) from Cam¬ 
bridge Castle, where he was then imprisoned 
for debts amounting altogether to no moro 
than 200/.; but the quiet of aprison he found 
more conducive to steady toil than the in¬ 
terruptions of an overpopulated parsonage 
(Preface to vol. ii.) Except some annota¬ 
tions to Wotton’e ‘ Miscellaneous Discourses ’ 
(London, 1718), this was Ockley’s last work, 
and on 9 Aug. 1720, at the ago of forty-two, 
he died at Swavesey; he was buried there on 
the following day. 

Two of Ockley’s sermons were published : 
the one an the dignity and authority af the 
Christian priosthood, preached at Ormond 
Chapel, London, 1710; the other on tho duty 
of instructing children in tho Iloly Scriptures, 
at St. Ives, in 1718. But it is not as a parson 
but as a pioneer in oriental scholarship that 
his memory lives; whilo his troubles and 
bittor penury havo gained him a record in 
DTsraeli’e melancholy oatalogue of the ‘ Cala¬ 
mities of Authors.’ On his death his debts 
exceeded his assets, and bis widow was left 
in great distress with a son, Anthony, aged 
eighteen, and throo daughters. Martha, the 
third daughter, was mother of Dr. Ralph 
Ileathcote [q. v.] 

(Tho original source of all tho various notices of 
Ockleyis the nrticlo contributed by his grandson, 
Dr.Bnlph HealheoLe, to (lie first edition (1701)of 
Chalmers’s Con. Biogr. Diet., and roprinlcd in 
the edition of 1816. Isaac D’lsraeli had soino 
original letters of Oekley in his hands when ho 
wrote tho notico for tho Calamities of Authors 
(Works, v. 189-02). Tho Prefaces and Dedica¬ 
tions to Oekloy’s works contain many autobio¬ 
graphical allusions. TTonruo’s Collections are 
useful. Extracts from Swavesey Parish Regis¬ 
ters, contributed by the Rev. J. G.L. Lushing ton, 
viear.J R. L.-P. 

OOKS, JOHN RALPn (1701-1788), 
medallist. [See Oohb.] 

OOLAND, CHRISTOPHER (d. 1590 P), 
Latin poet and controversialist, was a native 
of Buckinghamshire, and is conjectured by 
Joseph Hunter to be identical with the 
Okeland who contributed to tho anthems in a 
music-hook printed by John Day in 1505. 
It is certain that in January 1671-2 he was 
elected master of the grammar school founded 
by Queen Elizabeth in the parish of St. 
Olave, Southwark, but it is not dear that ho 


entered on the office. SubsequentlykwT 
master of the grammar school at CiX? 
ham, which was also of royal foundati™ 
The publication in 1580 of bis 
Prtslia, a Latin historical poem, brought 
him into public notice, as it was appoiK 
by Queen Elizaboth and her privy council tn 
be received and taught in every grammw 
and free school within the kingdom, ‘forfc 
l-emouing of such liisciuious poets as are 
commonly reade and taught in the snide 
grammer schools’(Asms, Typoqr.Antm ed 
Herbort, ii. 910 n.) The author, hoS 
went unrewarded, and in December 1682 he 

petitioned Secretary Walsinghamforanalms- 

lmight’s room then void in the college of 
Windsor {Cal. State Papers, Dorn. Elk 
1581-00, p. 80). In September 1689 hewas 
residing at the sign of the George in th e 
parish of Whitechapel, and was suffering great 
poverty. On 13 Ocl. 1690 he wrote to Lord 
Burghley, asking to he relieved in his distress 
He humbly desired that her majesty might 
give him a prebend or benefice—so that ho 
was probably in holy orders—and he added- 
‘ I never had any thing at her graces hands 
for all my boolcos heretofore made of her 
Ilieglinee.’ In tho same letter he mentioned 
that ho had just roceived tidings that one 
Hurdes, a sciji-ant of London, who cast him 
in the Counter at Christmas, 1689, had a 
capias utlagaium out for him; and hs com- 
plained that he had bean condemned to pay 
JO/, although he owed nurdes only 6/. He 
stated that his wife had been paralysed for 
upwards of three years, and that her malady 
became worse daily on acoount of tliB malady 
of ber sons. Incidentally he ramarked that 
he had an only daughter, and in conclusion 
he wrote: ‘I teach scholo at Grenewych, 
whoro my labor wyll not fynde me bread 
and drynolt.’ Probably ho died soon after¬ 
wards, Among the petitions presented to 
Charles, prince of Wales, is one from his 
daughter, Jane Ocland, dated 14 Jon. 1817, 
setl mg forth that she was in distress. She 
rocoived a gift of 22s, 

Bishop llall alludes to Ocland in his 
‘Satires’ (blc. iv. Sat. 8): 


Or eito old Odand’s verso, how they did wield 
Tho wars in Turwin, or in Tnrncy field, 

Ills works are: 1. ‘ Anglorum Prtelia, Ab 
Anno Domini 1327, Anno nimirum prime 
inclylias, Principle Eduardi eius nominis 
torlii, ysque ad annum Do. 1668, Carmine 
summatim perstricta/ London (R. Neuberie), 
1680,4to, without pagination ; dedicated to 
Qunon Elizabeth. A copy of the rare first 
edition is preserved in the Grenville Library. 
Tho work is an hexameter poem, versified 
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from the chronicles ‘ in a tame strain, not 
exceedingly bad, hut still farther from good’ 
(Bailaji, literature of Em ope , 1854, ii, 148), 
A. second edition appeared at London, 
1582, 8vo, with the addition of Ocland’s 
lElpijvapxfa) and of Alexander Neville’s Latin 
poem on Kett’s rebellion. 2. ‘ Elptjvapxla 
sine Elisabetha, De pacatissimo Anglire 
statu, imperante Elizabeths, compendiosa 
nairatio. Hue accedit illustrissimorum vi- 
rorum, qni aut iam mortui fuerunt, authodie 
sunt Elisabeth oe Regime h, consiliis, perbrenis 
Catalogus,’London, 1582, 8vo ; dedicated in 
hexameters to Mildred, lady Burgkley. A 
translation into English by ‘ John Sharroch ’ 
appeared under the titleof‘Elizabeth Queene,’ 
black letter, London (R. Waldegrave), 1685, 
4to. The copy of this translation, preserved 
in the Grenville Library, is believed to he 
unique. There afterwards appeared in Eng¬ 
lish verse, ‘The Pope’s Earwel; or Queen 
Ann’sDream. Containing a True Prognostic^ 
of her own Death.. . . Written originally in 
Latine Verse by Mr. Christopher Oclaud, and 
printed in the Year 1682. Together with 
some few Remarques upon the late Plot, or 
Non-Con-Conspiracy’ [London, 1080F], 4to. 
3. ‘Elizabetheis, siue de Pacatissimo et 
Florentissimo Anglisa Statu sub Foeliciasimo 
Angustissimee Reginaa Elizabeth® Imporio. 
Liher seoundus. In quo printer cetera, His- 
panioee classis profligotio, PapisticaTumque 
molitionum & consiiiorum hostilium imra 
subversio, bona flde explicantur,’ in verse, 
London (T. Orwin), 1689,4to. 4.' The Foun¬ 
tains and Welspring of all Variance, Sedi¬ 
tion, and deadlie Hate. Wherein is deolarod 
at large tho Opinion of the famous Diuine 
Hipcrius and the consent of the Doctors from 
S. Peter the Apostle his Time and tkePrimi- 
tiue Church in order to this Age : expressly 
set downe, that Rome in Italie is signified 
and noted by the name of Babylon, mentioned 
in the 14.17. and 18 Chapters of the Refla¬ 
tion of S. Iohn,’ London (R, Ward), 1689, 
4to. Dedicated to the Earls of Huntingdon 
and Warwick. 

[Addit. MSS. 6877 f. 108, 24493 f. 186; 
Ames’s Typogr. Antiq. (Herbert), pp. 909-911, 
1809; Brydges’s Cons. Lit. ix. 42; Ellis’s Letters 
of Eminent Literary Men, p. 06; Haslesrond’s 
Ancient Critical Essays, ii. 160, 812; Lansdowno 
MSS. 86 art. 66, 99 art. 12, 161 f. 4; Lowndes’s 
BibL Man. (Bohn), p. 1718 ; Manning and Bray’s 
Surrey, Hi. 864; Stbypo’s Annals, iii. 155, 698, 
iv. 269 ] T. O. 

O’OLEBiY, LUGHAIDH {fl. 1609), Irish 
historian, son of Maccon, chief of the 
O’Clerys of Donegal, was ninth in descent 
from Oormao MaoDiarmada O’Olerigk, an 
ollavof the civil and canon law, who migrated 
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before 1882 to Donegal from Tirawley, co. 
Mayo, and whoso descendants were devoted 
to literature. Lughaidh succeeded his father 
as chief of the sept in 1695. ne t ook part in 
1600 in the ‘ Iomarbadh na bfiledh,’ or con¬ 
tention between the bards of the north and 
the south of Ireland, in four poems amounting 
to 1,620 verBes. ‘A Thaidhg na tathaoir 
Toma’ (‘O Tadhg, revile not Toma’); ‘Do 
chuala ar thugrais a Thaidhg ’ (‘ I have 
heard aU you have pleaded, O Tadhg’); 
‘ Na brosd meise a mheic Daire’ (‘Provoke 
me not, MacDaire ’); ‘ An ccluine me a mheic 
Daire’ (‘Do you hear me, O MacDaireP’), in 
answer to Tadhg MacDaire MacBruaidedh. 
His most interesting work is his ‘Life of 
Aodk Ruadk O’Donnell’ [see O’Dohnell, 
Hugh Ron], which is not a mere chronicle, 
but a biography of much literary merit. It 
begins with the parentage, and ends with 
the death of Aodh Ruadli in Spain in 1602. 
CDouneH’s history, with its many adven¬ 
tures, is admirably told in literary but not 
pedantic Irish, and the composition is free 
from the archaic and sometimes stiltod dic¬ 
tion found in parts of the ‘Annals of the 
Four Masters.’ It was written down from 
his father’s dictation by Cuooigcriche O’Clery 
[see below], whose original manuscript is in 
the Royal Irish Academy. A text and trans¬ 
lation of it were made by Edward O’Reilly 
in 1820 (Irish Writers, p. 90), and on edition 
based upon these hos_ been published, with 
an elaborate introduction, by the Rev. Denis 
Murphy, S. J. The date of O’OleiVs death is 
not known, hut it is certain that he was not 
living in 1032. 

The son, Onooioaxuonn O’Oluev (d.1604), 
Irish chronicler, was chiof of his family, and 
was born at Kilburron, co. Donegal. He was 
one of the body of learned men who under 
the general direction of Michael O’CJlery [q. v.] 
compiled the collection of chronicles known 
ns the ‘Annals of the Four Masters.’ He 
made a copy of the ‘ Leabhar Gabhala,’ one 
of the poems of O’Duhhogain and O’Huid- 
lirin, and one of Irish genealogies now 
in the library of the Royal Irish Academy, 
nis Irish handwriting was clear, the cha¬ 
racters somewhat rounder than those of 
Michael O’Olory. A facsimile of his writing 
is given in O’Curry’s ‘Lectures on the Manu¬ 
script Materials of Ancient Irish History.’ 
He wrote ‘Ionmhuin an laoidh leaghthar 
sunn’(‘Dear the lay which is read hers'), a 
long poem for the Oalbhack Ruadh O’Don¬ 
nell, praising his love of learning and learned 
men, and the goodness of his wife; and 
1 Mo MkaUaeht ort a shaoghal’ (‘ My curse on 
thee, O world! ’), a longer poem addressed to 
Toirdheolhhach, son ox Cathbarr O’Donnell. 
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Botlihavo been printed, •with translations, by 
E. O'Curry ( Lraturea , p. 5G2). On 25 May 
1682 an inquisition taken at Lifford, co. 
Donogal, shows that he held Ooobeg and 
Donghill, in the barony of Boylagh and 
Banach, co, Donegal, as a tenant at 81. a 
year, from the Earl of Annaudale. ‘ Being a 
moeTe Irishman,’ he was dispossessed and his 
lands forfeited to the crown, IIo soon after 
migrated to Ballycvoy, co. Mayo, taking his 
books with him. Ilis will, written in Irish 
at Curr na hoilte, co. Mayo, is preserved in 
the Royal Irish Academy. Tie desires to be 
buried in the monastery of Borrisoole, and 
says,‘ I bequeath the property most dear to 
me that ever I possessed in this world— 
namely, my hooks—to my two sons, DcrmoL 
and John.’ lie died in 1664. 

[Annals of the Eour Masters, O'Donornn’s 
Introduction, Dublin, 1861, E. O’liailly in Trans¬ 
actions of Iborno-Celtic Society, Dublin, 1820 ; 
Deaths Aodhn Rnniilh IT! Domhimill, ed. Rov. 
Dema Murphy, S..T.. Dublin, 1893; Annalu Rioph- 
achta Eiroann, Dublin, 1851 ; E. O’Curry’s 
Lfoturo", on Lho Manuscript Materials of Auciont 
Irish IBsl ory, Dublin, 1873.] N. M. 

O’CLERY, MTOTTAEL (1575-1618), 
Irish chronicler, was the fourth son of 
Donnchadh O’Olory, eon of William O’Olory, 
son of Tuathal O'Clery, wlio died in 1612, 
chief of the sept of O'Clery of Donegal. lie 
was therefore third cousin once removed 
of his colleague Cucoigoriche O’Clery [sen 
under O’Ox.niu', Luciilaidh], third cousin 
of Lnghaidh O’Clery [q. v.J, and ninth in 
descent from Cormao O'Clery, who migrated 
in 1382 fromTirawloy, co. Mayo, to Done¬ 
gal. IIo was horn in 1575 nl Kilburmn, 
on Donegal Bay, was baptised Tadiig, a 
name which, according to O'Davoron’s 
‘Glossary’ (Stokes's edition, p. 121), moans 
a poet, and which had been bnnio by two 
chiefs of his sept—his groat uncle, who died 
in 1606, and his grent-great-grandfathor, who 
died in 1492—and was gonorally known as 
Tadhg-an-tsleibhe or of the raduntniu, till, 
on his entrance into the Franciscan order, ho 
took tho name of Micliaal. His elder brol her, 
Maolmuiro, had ontorod the order bofore him, 
took the name of Bernard!n, and afterwards 
became his ecclesiastical suporior. Michael 
had studied Irish history aniliteratiiro under 
Baothghalach Ruadli Mac Aedhagain in East 
Munster, and was already esteemed one of 
the first Irish antiquaries of his day (0017- 
oan, Preface to Acta Sanolomm) whon he 
entered the Francisctm convent of Louvain, 
The guardian of the convent, Macanward 
[q, v.], was able to appreciate his learning, 
and sent him in 1620 to collect Irish manu¬ 
scripts, and especially lives of saints in 


Ireland. lie worked for fifteen years in 
this way, transcribing and collecting everv 
thing he could find of historical or hamo. 
logical interest. On 3 Sept. 1624 he began 
to compose a book called <Rei m Rhfeh 
raidhe’ (‘The Royal List’) in the kS 
of Conall Mageogliegan [q. v.] at Lismovnv 
co. Westmeath. The hook was to contain 
the succession of tho Irish kings and their 
pedigrees, the lives of Trish saints and their 
genealogios, with other transcripts from old 
manuscripts, such as ‘Loabhar no gCeart’ 
tlio treatise on tlio dues of the kings of all 
the principalit ies of Ireland. Another Fran¬ 
ciscan, Paul (>’Oolln, who was also a guest of 
don all Mugeoghegan, made some additions 
and further help was given by Fearfeasa 
O’Maolcouairo of Baile Maelconaire, co. Rob- 
common, and Cucoigcriclie O’Duigeanain of 
Castleford, co. Leitrim, two learned Irish 
scholars, and by tho editor’s kinsman, Cu- 
coigcriche O’Clery. The book was 
in the Chservantine convent at Athlons on 
4 Nov. 1630. It is dedicated to Toirdheal- 
bliaeli MacCoclilain, chief of Delvin, King’s 
County. Tho dedication is followed by an 
address to tlio reader, signed first byO’Olery, 
and then by liis fellow-workom. TIib original 
manuscript is in the Burgundian Library in 
Brussels, in which many Irish manuscripts, 
taken by tbe French from 1 .onvain, have been 
deposited; andtlieve isacopy,inadoinl700by 
Maurice O’Gorman, in tho library of Trinity 
College, Dublin, anil another made by Ri¬ 
chard Tipper in 1710, in tho library of the 
Royal lush Academy. In 1627, encouraged 
by Brian Mngniro, lord Enniskillen, and 
aided by tho same scholars as before, with 
the addition of Gillapatrick O’Luiuin of Ard 
O'Luinin, oo. Fermanagh, Mag Hire’s senachic, 
O’Olory finished on 22 Dee. 1631 a revised 
edition of tho ‘ Loabhar Gabliala,’ or ‘Book 
of Invasions,’ an account of the several settle¬ 
ments of Ireland. It was dedicated to Brian 
Maguire, and was written in the convent of 
Lisgoole, oo. Fermanagh. Francis Magrath, 
thoguardian oftho convent, wrote anapproval 
of it from a theological point of view, and 
Flann MacAedhagam, of the famous family 
of hereditary breuons and mon of letters of 
Ballymaccgan, co. Tipporary, wrote an ap- 
provid of it as a piece of Irish learning. 
Thorois a copy in the handwriting of Oucoig- 
cricho O’Clory in the library or tho Royal 
Irish Academy. The next work undertaken 
by O’Clery was the groat collection and 
digest of animlscftlled'AnnalesDungallenses,’ 
or ‘ Annaltt Rioghachtn Eireann' (‘ Annals of 
tho Kingdom of Ireland’), but better known 
by tho title givpn to it, by John Oolgnn [q.T.] 
oi ‘ Annals of tho Four Masters ’ (Preface to 
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Acta Sanctorum). This was begun in tlie 
convent of Donegal on 22 Jan. 1682, and 
finished there on 10 Aug. 1686. The convent, 
of which the ruins still remain, had been un¬ 
roofed by fire in 1601, and the book was 
written in a cottage within the precincts 
(O’DotrovAN 1 , Preface,p.xxix). The ‘Annals’ 
have been translated and edited by John 
O'Donovan [q. v.], and fill six volumes 4to. 
Fragments had before been translated by Dr. 
Charles O’Conor (1764-1828) [q.v.] and. by 
Owen Connellan [q. v.] Michael O'Clery signs 
the dedication to Fearghal O’Gara, BI.P. for 
Sligo in 1634, and is mentioned first in the 
approbation signed bv the guardian of the 
convent, Bemardin O'Clery. The same ap¬ 
probation states that the other chroniclers 
and learned men engaged in the work were 
Mniris and Fearfeasa O’Maolekonaire, Ou- 
coigeriche O’Clery, Cucoigcricke O’Duibk- 
gendin and Conaire O’Clery, and mentions 
the chief manuscripts used by them. Many 
of these are extant, and demonstrate the 
fidelity of the compilers. The ‘Annals ’ begin 
with the coming of Censair, granddaughter of 
Noah, to Ireland in a.m.2242, and at first con¬ 
tain only brief statements of names and acts 
and explanations of nomenclature. Obits, 
battles, and successions, with occasional quo¬ 
tations from the historical poets, form ilia 
substance of the events of the year, and the 
entries become fuller and fuller as time ad¬ 
vances, till in the later years up to 1616 the 
authors often write as literary historians, 
and not as mere chroniclers, their style is 
somewhat stilted, and a diction more archaic 
than the literary language of the time is 
often used. The poetical quotations me 
generally brief j very rarely, as in the his¬ 
tory of the battle of Killaderry in 866, there 
iB a passage of verse long enough to suggest 
comparison with the Brunanburh song in the 
1 Saxon Chronicle.’ 

An original copy of the ‘ Annals ’ is in the 
library of the Royal Irish Academy, in two 
ports, of which thut up to 1171 was formerly 
at Stow, and then in the Asliburnham col¬ 
lection ; while the latter, 1172-1616, once 
belonged to Charles O’Conor (1710-1791) 

§ . v.j, who received it in 1734 from his uncle, 
ishop O’Rourke, to whom it had been 
given by Colonel O’Gara, a descendant of the 
Fearghal O’Gara of the dedication. Michael 
O’Clery’s handwriting last appears in the nine 
lines which end the account of the year 1005 
(O’DowovAif, Introduction, p. xiv, note c). 

After the completion of the ‘Annals’ 
O’Cttery produced in November 1636 ‘ Mar- 
tyrologium Sanctorum liibernine,’ a complete 
calendar of the saints of Ireland, giving short 
lives of the more famous saints, with some 


verse quotations; names and localities of 
others, and the names only on their feast- 
days of the remainder. Ileliad enlarged this 
work from a shorter compilation made by 
himself in 1029, and both have as their basis 
a large collection of Irish hagiologioal lite¬ 
rature, of which the chief compositions ore 
the ‘Felire of AangUB,’ a metrical calendar, 
extant in a manuscript written about 1400 
(edited by Stokes, with other texts and trans¬ 
lation, Dublin, 1871); the ‘ Martyrology of 
Tallaght,’ probably composed about 900, 
of which a twelfth-century copy exists; the 
1 Calendar of Cashel,’ which Colgnn states was 
written about 1080, but which is not known 
to exist; the ‘ Martyrology of Marianus 
O’Gormain,’written in Irish verse about 1167. 
Numerous early poems and more than thirty 
lives of saints woro also consulted. When 
complete the work was formally approved 
by Flann, son of Cairpre MacAedhagain of 
BaUymaccgan, co. Tipperary, Flann being 
the most learned living member of a family 
of hereditary men of letters (1 Nov. 1636),and 
by the head of another family of hereditary 
men of letters, Conchobhar MacBruaidedha 
of Kilkeedy, co. Clare (11 Nov. 1636). It 
was afterwards commended by four bishops, 
all of them famous as Irish scholars—Maol- 
seachlainn O’Cadhla, archbishop of Tuam; 
Baolhalach MacAodhagain, bishop of Ross; 
Thomas Fleming, archbishop of Dublin; and 
Ross MacGeoghegan, bishop of Kildare, who 
dated his approval 8 Jan. 1637. The original 
manuscripts of this ‘Martyrology’ are pre¬ 
served in the Burgundian Library at Brussels 
(xvi. 0095-6). The text, with translation 
by J. O'Donovan, was published in Dublin 
in 1864, edited by James Ilonthorne Todd 

& , v.] and William Reeves [q. v.| In 1648 
Clcry printed at Louvain ‘Focloir no 
Sanasan Nuadh,’ a glossary of difficult Irish 
words, dedicated to Baothghalach MacAodh¬ 
again, bishop of Elphin. This hook was 
already very rare in 1680, when Patrick 
MacOghannain made the manuscript copy in 
the Cambridge University Library. 

The Burgundian Library also contains, in 
O’Clery’s hand, two volumes of lives of Irish 
saints, written in 1628 and 1629; a copy of 
the ‘ Cogadk Gaedhel re Gallaibh,’ or wars of 
tho Irish with the Danes, made from a manu¬ 
script of Cuckonnnckt O’Daly in 1635; a 
volume of poems on the O’Donnells of 
Donegal, from various souroes; a volume con¬ 
taining a collection of Irish historical poems; 
and a copy of the ‘F61ire of Aenghus Cele D6.’ 
He also translated into Irish the rules of 
the religious order of SSt. Clare, and there 
was a copy of this work in the Stowe Library 
(0 ’Rbix.i.t). 
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Miclinel O’Clery’s life was one of disin- survive or who are mentioned in chronicle 
terested devotion, to learning. He received are: 1468 

in his own time no reward save the esteom An Olaaach (d. 1416), a famous poet »nrl 
of every one who cared for Irish learning, man of learning. 

He lived in poverty, and wrote his longest Maeloachlainn (d. 1429), son of An Clas- 
boolf in an incommodious cottage. He some- aoh, killed by Edmond Dalton, who had con- 
times lamonts the ruin of ancient Irish quered Ms district, ' 1 

families and religious foundations, but never Domhnall (d. 1446), another son of An 
complains of his own discomforts or boasts Olasach, killed, with his two sons, on theis- 
of his performances (Proface to Leabhar land called Oroiuia in Lough Eimell co 
Oabhala). He usually wrote in Irish oliarac- Westmeath, by Art O’Maelsheachlainn and 
ters of rather small size, in which every letter tho sons of Pinch a MacGeoghegan. He was 
or contraction is perfectly formed, but with famous as a soldier as well as a poet. One 
some inequality of height in the lettem of his poems, of 108 vorees, is extant:' 'Aire 

O’Curry, in his ‘Lectures,’ has printed a riot a mhic Mhurchadha’('Be cautious oh 

characteristic page of his hand in facsimile, son of Murchadh ID It urgeBtheLeinster- 
He died at Louvain at the end of 1043, mou to resist the English. 

[Colgan’s Acta Sanctorum Hiborni®, Louvain, Aedh (d. 1462), desoribod by O’Olery a 3 
1646; O’Donovan’s Annals of the Kingdom of a learned poet, who kept a house of hospi- 
Ireland by the Four Masters, Introduction, Dub- talifcy. He died of the plague at Fertullagh 
lin, 1861; O’Donovan’s Gonoalngies, Tribes, co. Westmeath. 

and Customs of Hy Fiachrach, Duiilin, 1844 ; Thomas (d. 1474), ‘Murchadh the lame’ 
O’Ourry’s Lectures on tho ManuscripL Materials (d. 1478), both mentioned in the chronicles 
of Ancient Irish History, Dublin, 1873; Todd’s as ollavs. 


Ooaadh Gaedhelre Qallaibll(DollsSer.),London, 
1807; O'Donovan, Todd, and Eooves’s Mar- 
tyrology of Donegal, Dublin, 1864; Transactions 
of Iborno-Collic Sooiely for 1820, od. O’Eeilly, 
Dublin, 1820; PutrickMacOghannin’s manuscript 
copy of O’Clory’s Glossary in Cambridge Uni¬ 
versity Library, formerly the property of Edward 
O’Eeillv, then of John Macadam, and then of 
Bishop Koovos; Miller and Mailer’s reprint of 
O’Olery’s Focloir no Sanasan in Bovue Celtiquo, 
vol. iv. Paris, 1870-80.] N. M. 

O’COBHTHAIGH, DERMOT (/f.1584), 
Irish poet, belongod to a family of hereditary 
poets settled during the flftoonth and six¬ 
teenth centuries in the barony of Kathcon- 
rath, co. Woetmenth. He wrote a lament 
of 160 verses for hie kineman Uaithne, also 
a poet, who was murdered, with his wife, ot 
Ballinlig, co. Westmeath, in 1666, which 
begins ‘Da n611 orchraos iathUisnigh’ (‘Two 
clouds of woe over the land of Uieuoach ’). 
He alee wrote five theological poems: ‘Dion 
cloinne a ndcc a uathar ’ (‘ Safeguard of 
children in the death of their father’), a 
poem of 160 verses; ‘Fiu a bhoatha has 
Tighearna ’ (‘ The cost of life the deal h of the 
Lord’), of 166 versos; ‘Mairg as aniline 
anaghaidh broithimh ’ (‘ Alas 1 tho pleador 
ib facing the Judge ’), of 148 verses; ‘Mairg 
nach taithigh go teagh riogh’ (‘Alas 1 that 
I did not go to the king’s house ’), of 166 
vorsos; and ‘ Deaooir aiahneas oarca riogh ’ 
(‘A powerful argument the tributes of a 
king ’), of 100 verses. Copies of all these 
are extant, and some are in the collection 
of the "Royal Irish Academy. 

Other members of the family whose works 


Tadhg (Jl. 1664), poet, son of another 
Aedh, wrote a poem of sixty-eight verses in 
praise of tho Cross, beginning ‘Oran seoilna 
cruinne on cln-och noomhtha’ (‘TheHoly 
Cross iB tho mast of the world ; and a hun¬ 
dred verses on the death of Brian O’Connoi 
Failglie. Both are oxtant. He was probably 
also tho author of the poem in praise of 
Manus, son of Black Ilugk O’Donnell, be¬ 
ginning * Oia re ccuirfinn add suirgke’ (‘ Who 
sends gifts of courtship ’). It contains twenty 
Btonzaa, for each of which O'Donnell gaie 
the poet a mare. 

Uaithne (d. 1666), poot, son of William, 
was murdered at Ballinlig, co. Westmeath, 
in 1666. no wrote ft poem of 166 verses 
in praise of James, earl of Desmond, begin¬ 
ning ‘ M<5 na iarla ainrn ShtSmais ’ (‘ Greater 
than earl is the nomo of James’); and a 
theological ono of 100 verses, beginning 
' Fnda an cuimhno so ar choir nDfi ’ (‘Long 
be l his remembrance on the justice of 
God’). 

Muircheartach {Jl, 1686), poet, who wrote 
a poem on salvation, of 140 versos, beginning 
‘DlighidU liaigh leighnne a oharaid’ (‘The 
right of a physician is tho cure of his friend’); 
one of 148 vorsos on tho death of Garrett 
Nugent, baron of Dolvin, beginning ‘ Mairg 
is daileamh don digh bhrdin ’ (‘ Alas I that 
sorrow is attendant on drink ’); another on 
Christopher Nugent, fourteenth Baron Del- 
vin (q. v.l, of 184 verses, beginning ‘Geall 
re Marlacht ainm barun’ (‘ The name baron 
is tho promise of an earldom ’); and one of 
124 verses on William Nugent, beginning 
‘Do ghni elu Ait oighreaohda’ (‘Place of 
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inheritance gives reputation'). There are 
copies of these in the Royal Irish Academy. 

[Ann&la Bioghachta Eireann, ed. O'Donovan, 
vols. iii. and iv. ; Transactions of the Iborno- 
Celtic Society for 1820.] N. M. 

O’CONNELL, DANIEL or DANIEL 
OHABLEB , Count (1746 P-1833), French 
general, one of the twenty-two children of 
Daniel O’Connell of Darrynane, oo. Kerry, 
and his wife Mary O’Donoghuo, daughter of 
OTonoghue Duff of Anwys, Kerry, was bom, 
according to hie own belief, on 21 May 1746. 
Sis mother was in some doubt as to the 
dates of birth of her numerous children, and 
an idea prevailed in the family that he was 
bom two years later. At home he learned 
some Latin and Greek, and before he was 
sixteen went to the continent with his 
cousin, Murty O'Connell of Tarmon, co. Kerry 
[see 0’Connell, Moritz, Baron O’Connell], 
and obtained the cherished wish of his boy¬ 
hood—an appointment in the French army. 
On 18 Feb. 1760 he became a cadet in the 
French infantry regiment of royal Suddois, 
in which he succeeded to a commission in 
due course. Like other young exiles of his 
class and time, O’Connell appears to have 
been an honest, sensible, home-loving lad, 
the very antithesis of the rollicking youths 
depicted by Lever. He is described as tall 
for his age, handsome, fair, with dark hair, 
and of winning manners. With the royal 
Suldois he made the last two campaigns of 
the Beven years’ war, and afterwards be¬ 
came assistant-adjutant (sons-aide-major) of 
the regiment. A year later he sucoeeded 
his cousin Conway [see Conway, Thomas, 
Count, 1784—1800] as adjutant of the famous 
regiment of Clare of the Irish brigade, with 
which he arrived in the Islo of France 
(Mauritius), after a six months' voyage, in 
1771. ‘ It is with the utmost trouble that 
we support life here,’ he wrote to his eldest 
brother; ‘ we are a numerous coips of troops, 
and provisions very scarce. No money at 
all. ... I hope you have paid my debts. 
It’s the only pecuniary request I purpose 
ever making you.’ This purpose was not 
fulfilled, as until late in life he appeal's to 
have been short of money, and his appeals 
to the generosity of the head of the house 
were many. Reductions in the brigade de¬ 
stroyed hie prospects of promotion therein, 
and for some years he was a capitaine en 
second. He appears to have applied his 
enforced leisure to various studies. He was 
an excellent linguist, and retained the love 
of his native country to the last. Some 
criticisms written by him on a recently pub¬ 
lished 1 Ordonnance ’ for the Discipline of the 


Army came under the notice of the military 
authorities, and obtained for him the cross 
of St. LouiB, with a pension of two thousand 
livres (about 80/.) a year and the brevet of 
lieutenant-colonel, with which he was posted 
to bis old regiment, royal Suidois, and served 
with it at the taking of Minorca and at the 
famous siege of Gibraltar, where he was 
severely wounded (of. Mrs. O’Connell, 
Last Colonel of the Irish Brigade, i. 276- 
800). After the sieges O’Connell was made 
a count, and given the colonelcy of the 
German regiment of Solm-Salm in French 
pay. Some years of prosperity followed, in 
which the count proved himself a good 
friend to a host of needy young relatives 
claiming Ills good offices. At a grand review 
of thirty thousand French troops in Alsace, 
in the summer of 1786, Salm-Salm was 
pronounced the best regiment in the field. 
Five years later a mutiny of Mb men left 
O’Connell in the anomalous position of a 
colonel without a regiment. He appears to 
have accepted the revolution, although de¬ 
testing it, and remained in Paris through 
1760 and 1791 as member of a commission 
engaged in revising the army regulations, 
which is the revised form now adopted in 
the republican armies. In 1792 considera¬ 
tions of duty or of personal safety led Mm 
to join the Bourbon princes at Coblentz, 
and, like many other French officers, he 
made the disastrous campaign of that year 
as a private in BercMni's hussars. In 
November the same year he was an Smigrfi 
in London, almost penniless, but bent on 
concealing the fact that he had served against 
the republic, lest it should debar Ms future 
return to France. An alibi was procured, 
and attested at Tralee, to the effect that 
O’Connell had been in Ireland all the time, 
and was forwarded to Paris to prevent the 
confiscation of Ms property. O’Connell sub¬ 
mitted to Pitt a scheme for reconstruct¬ 
ing the Irish brigade in the service of King 
George, which was adopted. Six regiments 
were to he raised in Ireland, and officered os 
much as possible from the survivors of the 
old brigade in the service of France. O’Con¬ 
nell was appointed colonel of the 4th regi¬ 
ment of the new Irish brigade. But the 
government mismanaged the recruiting busi¬ 
ness, and the disabilities of the Roman 
catholic officers further complicated the 
arrangements. In September 1796 the regi¬ 
ments of Berwick, O’Connell, and Conway 
were ordered to he incorporated with those 
of Dillon, Walsh de Serrant, and Walsh 

io exist altogether. On the drafting of his 
regiment O'Connell retained Ms full pay as 
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a British colonel, which he drew to the end 
of his life. In 1798 O’Connell married, at 
the French chapel in King Street, Covcnt 
Garden, Martha Gouraud, Oomtesse de 
Bellevue (neb Drouillnrd de Lamarro), 1 a 
charming young widow,' with throe children. 
Sho came of a family of St. Domingo planters, 
and her first husband had lost estates in that 
island at the revolution. Sho lmd no issue 
by her marriage with O'Connell. 

At the peace of Amiens O'Connell re¬ 
turned to Franco, with his wile and step¬ 
daughters, to look after the West India 
property, which was unoxpootedly recovered. 
In France they remained. On tho renewal 
of the war with England they were detained 
by Napoleon as British subjects. At the 
restoration of the Bourbons O'Connell re¬ 
ceived the rank of lieutenant-general in the 
army of Franco, and if was supposed that a 
marshal’s bit ton awaited him in recognition 
of his having saved the life of Charles X at 
the siegn of Gibraltar; but after the revolu¬ 
tion of 1880 he refused to take tho oaths of 
allegiance to Louis-I’hilippo, and was conse¬ 
quently struck off the rolls. JIo died on 
9 July 1833, at the age of oiglity-oighf, at 
the chateau of Million, mBlois, where ho lmd 
long resided, Ilis nephew, Daniel O'Con¬ 
nell ‘the Liberator,’ said of him that 1 in the 
days of his prosperity he never forgot his 
country or liis God. Never was there a more 
sincere friend or a more generous man. It 
was a surpriso to those who knew how he 
could afford to do all the good ho did to his 
kind.' He was buried in a vault in tho 
village cemotcry at Coud6, in which parish 
Mildon is situate. Much of his property was 
left to his nephew, the ‘ Liberator.’ 

Two portraits of O’Connell are known: 
one in his youth, in the gay uniform of 
Clare, a scarlet coat, with broad yellow 
facings, green turnbacks, and silver epau¬ 
lettes j the other late in life, of tho period 
of the restoration, in a blue uniform and 
the ribbon of St. Louis. 

[Mra. O’ConnoU’s Last Colonel of tho Irish 
Brigade, London, 1892, and the reviews of that 
work in' Times,' 14 July 1892, and' AUiemeum,’ 
B April 1892 and 25 Aug. 1891, pp, 253-4, fur¬ 
nish the most authentic information about CouuL 
O’Connell, tnkou almost entirely from his own 
letlors and other family sources. The name of 
tho book is misleading, as O'Connell was never a 
colonel in the Irish brigade in tho French ser¬ 
vice; and Henry Dillon, and not O’Connell, was 
the last colonel of tile so-called Irish brigade in 
British pay. A11 provions biourophioB—including 
thoso in Bingr, Universalis (Michaud), vol. 
xxxi. and in O’Callnghan's Irish Brigades in 
tho Service of France, Glasgow, 1870, pp. 276— 
300—are wrong as to dates and rogiments, The 


Bouillon Correspondence, preserved 
Home Office Papers, throws light on S 
of tlio branch emigration.] jj at n 

O’CONNELL, DANIEL (1776-18171 
politician oldest son of Morgan O’Conn* ’ 
of Carlton House, Caliirciveen, co. Kerry tlh 
scion of an ancient but lustoriaally iuBimifl 
cant house, and Catherine, dauehlnr nf t.i 
O’Mullane of Whitochurch, co. 
born at Ourhen House on 6 Aug Wff 
Through his great-grandmother, Elizabeth 
Conway, the wile of John O’Connell of Darrv 
nane, lie was descended from an Elizabethan" 
undertaker, Jonltin Conway, wko obtained 
for himself and his associates a grant of tke 
castle and lands of Killorglin, formerly in the 
possession of the Earls of Desmond (see 
Motes and Queries, 4Lh ser. vii. 242). He 
obtained the elements of education' from 
David Mahony, an old hodgo-scliool master- 
hut being at an early age adopted by his 
uncle, Maurieo O’Connell of Darrynane 
fumiliarly known as 1 Old Hunting Oap.’head 
of the family, and without children of his 
own, ho was sent by him at tho age of thir¬ 
teen to Father Herring Lon's school at Cove 
now Queenstown. At school O’Connell did 
not display remarkable ability,but he claimed 
the unique distinction of being the only boy 
who nover was flogged, Trinity College 
being practically closed against him as a 
Homan catholic, ho was sent at the age of 
six toon to complete his education on the con¬ 
tinent ; but boLng too old for admission into 
tliB Bcliool at Lifigo, for which he was origi¬ 
nally iutondod, lie and his brother Maurice 
entered the English College of St. Omer in 
J an uary 1791 (Oavkois, O'Connell el le College 
Anglais & Saint- Omer). During his residence 
there he produced a very favourable impres¬ 
sion on tlio principal of the college, Dr. Gre¬ 
gory Stapleton, who prodictod a great future 
for him. On 18 Aug. 1792 he andI ub brother 
were transferred to Douay; but the college 
being shortly afterwards suppressed, they 
returned to England in January 1793, not 
without some personal experience of the ex¬ 
cesses ol' tho French revolutionists, and of 
the passionate hatrod of the peasantry to¬ 
wards the religious ordurs, which left a deep 
impression on O’Oonnoll’s mind, and made 
him, as lie doolarod, with mere truth than 
he was perhaps eonsoious of, almost a tory 
at heart. Having for a short time after hiB 
return att onded a private school in London, 
kept apparently by a relative of the family, 
he entered Lincoln’s Inn on 30 Jan. 1794, 
and settled clown to tho sorious study of 
law (extract from * Lincoln’s Inn Admission 
Hook ’ in PnATtcin’s Inns of Court, p. 187; 
O’Connell kept one torn in Gray’s Inn, a 
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fact -which helps to account for the extra¬ 
ordinary confusion of his biographers on this 
point). 1 1 have now,’ he wrote in 1795 to 
his uncle Maurice, * two objects to pursue 
—the one, the attainment of "knowledge; the 
other, the acquisition of those qualities which 
constitute the polito gentleman ... I have 
indeed a glowing and, if I may use the ex¬ 
pression, an enthusiastic ambition, which 
converts every toil into apleasuro, and every 
study into an amusement ... If I do not 
rise at the bar, I will not have to meet the 
reproaches of my own conscience.’ 

Having completed his terms he returned 
to Ireland in 1796, and was called to the 
Irish bar on 19 May 1798, being one of the 
first Irish catholics to reap the benefit of the 
Catholic Relief Act of 1798. His first brief 
is dated 24 May 1798. During this time he 
lodged at 14 Trinity Place, Dublin, studying 
moderately, occasionally attending the de¬ 
bates in the House of Commons and the 
meetings of the Historical Society, hut living 
on the whole convivially, as became a mem¬ 
ber of the lawyers’ artillery corps and a free¬ 
mason. He took no active interest in the 
revolutionary politics of the United Irish¬ 
men, of which he always spoke contemptu¬ 
ously. The arrival of the French fleet in 
Bantry Bay in December 1796 drew from him 
the expression of opinion: ‘ The Irish ore 
not yet sufficiently enlightened to bear the 
sun of Freedom. Freedom would soon 
dwindle into licentiousness; they would rob, 
they would murder. The liberty which I 
look for is that which would incroaso tho 
happinesB of mankind ’ (Irish Monthly Ma¬ 
gazine, x. 455). Still, after the outbreak 
of the rebellion, Dublin was no safe place 
even for a man of O’Oounell’s moderate views, 
and he took the first opportunity to return 
to Carhen. He was passionately fond of 
hunting, and, while indulging in hie favourite 
pastime, he contracted a severe illness from 
exposure, so that his life was for a time do- 
aired of. On his recovery he joined the 
mister circuit, nis natural good humour 
and wit made him from the first a universal 
favourite. His fee-book shows an income of 
602. for the first year, rising to 4202,17s. Qd. 
in the second, to 1,0772. 4s. 8 d. in 1806, and 
to 3,8082. 7s. in 1814. In 1828, though wear¬ 
ing a stuff gown and belonging to the outer 
bar, bis professional emoluments exceeded 
8,0002. (zj.p. 691). lie continued to go circuit 
for twenty-three years, hut subsequently only 
went for a special fee, when his visits were 
made the occasion of public rejoicings. 

On 18 Jan. 1800 O’Connell made his first 
public speech at a meeting of catholics in the , 
Royal Exchange, Dublin, convened to protest 
vox, xiy. 


against the Act of Union, and to repudiate 
the insinuation that the catholics regarded 
it with favour. He argued in favour of 
subordinating purely religious questions to 
those of national importance; and in after 
years, when agitating for the repeal of the 
union, he regarded it as a curious fact that 
all the principles of his subsequent political 
life were contained in his first speech. His in¬ 
tervention in politics was not pleasing to his 
uncle, who was naturally anxious that he 
should not endanger his success in his profes¬ 
sion by active opposition to government. But 
there is no reason to suppose that O’Connell at 
this time felt any particular predilection for 
politics. On 23 June 1802 he married at Dub¬ 
lin his cousin Mary, daughter of Dr. O’Connell 
of Tralee. It way a love-mulch. His wife had 
no fortune, and O'Connell was for some time 
apprehensive that his undo, who was opposed 
to the match, would disinherit him. Fortu¬ 
nately his fears in this respect were not 
realised, and O'Connell had every reason to 
congratulate himself on the happy choice 
he made. During the time of Emmet’s in¬ 
surrection he ussisted personally in the pre¬ 
servation of the peace of Dublin, and the 
experience he thus acquired strongly im¬ 
pressed him with tho danger of entrusting 
civilians with arms. He continued to apply 
himself assiduously to his profession, andlus 
reputation for legal ability, especially in 
criminal cases, where hie unrivalled power 
of cross-examination was brought into play, 
steadily increased. 

As time went on he began to take, so far 
as the general apathy and the suspension of 
tho Habeas Corpus Act would permit him, a 
more active interest in polities. At a meet¬ 
ing of the catholic committee in February 
1805 he successfully opposed the procrasti¬ 
nating and timidpolicyof the catholicleaders, 
and Kb name appears as the seventeenth 
among the subscribers to the first catholic 
petition in behalf of emancipation presented 
to the imperial parliament. He was even 
at this time strongly in favour of sessional 
petitions, but was compelled to acquiesce in 
the general desire not to embarrass the go¬ 
vernment of Fox. After Fox’s death bolaer 
counsels began to prevail. At an aggre¬ 
gate meeting of catholics on 7 Feb, 1807 
it was resolved to petition parliament. The 
petition wae aotually printed; hut,in conse¬ 
quence of the dismissal of Lord Grenville and 
the accession of the tories to power, it was 
thought wiser by Grattan and the frionds of 
the catholics not to present it. O’Connell 
reluotantiy acquiesced in this policy; but 
at a meeting of catholics on 19 Jan. 1808 
he succeeded in carrying the meeting with 
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him, and the petition was presented hy Lion.’ But it was possible, he tkoucht""tn 
Grattan on 28 May, When proposing to refer increase the influence of the committeeb 
it to a committee, Grattan ekimou to havo adding to it informally from other parts <5 
been authorised by the catholics tu concede the country than Dublin. At his instance ae 
a veto to the crown on the nomination of cordiualy, a letter (ib. xix. 3) was published 
bishops (Par/. Delates, xi. 666). It soon on 1 Jan. 1811, addressed to the catholic, 
appeared that catholic opinion in Ireland generally, calling on thorn to appoint tea 
was divided on the subject—the aristoeru.oy managers of the catholic petition in each 
and a large portion of the mercantile closa county. This the chief secretary, 'Welleahu 
favouring the veto, the hierarchy and tho Polo, pronounced on 12 l<’ob. tobo a contra- 
people generally repudiating it. The schism volition of the Convention Act, Pole’s a<C 
did much harm to the catholic cause. Despair lion was severely criticised in parliament" 
succeeded to a state of apathy. O’Connell, and for a time ho deemed it prudent toovet- 
who from the first had sided with the priests look tho proceedings of tho reorganised com- 
and the people, constantly, it is true, urged mitteo. During the summer numerous meet- 
the necessity of agitating; but his words loll ings to protest against Pole’s conduct, end 
for the most part on dull and hostile cars, to petition for his removal, took place’ and 
Tho first symptom of revival cumu from an at ouo, hold during the assizes at Limerick 
unexpected quarter. Early in 1810 a move- O’Connell presided. It was the general 
ment had been set on foot in the Dublin Cor- opinion that government had suffered a de- 
poralion for a repeal of tho union, and it had foul, and at a meeting of catholics on 9 July 
met with so much success that n meeting of it wus resolved to extend tho principle of 
freemen and freeholders was cun veiled in the 1 appoint wont ’ to five persons chosen by the 
lloyal Exchange on 18 fciepl. to discuss tho catholic inhabitants of each parish in Dublin, 
subject. O’Connell attended the meeting, uiul In talung this step O’Connell recognised 
delivered an important speech. 11 o claimed that they wero Bailing very close to the 
that the prophecies of GrulLun and Poster wind; but ‘lie euusidored it a legalexneri- 
as to tho evil consequences of the union had ment, and ho clieorfully offered himself as 
been more than realised. For himself, ho tho first victim of prosecution.’ Government 
would abandon all wish for emancipation if immediately accepted tho challenge, and, 
it dolayed the repeal of tlio union. ‘Nay,’ after giving the catholics a chance of with- 
he concluded, ‘ wero Mr. Perceval to-morrow drawing from their position, issued a pro¬ 
to offer me tho llopeal of the Union upou the clamutiou on 2 Aug. declaring such elections 
terms of re-enacting tbu entire penal codo, 1 illegal. Thu elections, however, took place, 
declare it from my heart, and in tho presence anuonl2 Aug. a number of persons who had 
of my God, that I would most cheerfully ran- taken part in thorn wore arrested on a war- 
brace his offer.’ The subject of tlio penal rant by Ohiuf-juslieo Downes. On 21 Nov. 
code was one which at this time seriously tho slate trial of Dr. Sheridan, one of the 
occupiud O’Connell’s attention as chairman traversers, began, O’Oonuell being retained 
of a sub-cominittoo for reporting on the laws us one of tho counsel for the defence. Go- 
affuuting tho catholics. The report of tho vornmout failed to convict; hut in charging 
commiltee was published in 1812 under tho tho jury, Ohief-justico Downes clearly mti- 
titlu ‘ A Statement of the Penal Laws which mated that under tho act the caLholic com- 
aggriave the Catholics of Ireland,’ and is milieu us reorganised was an illegal as- 
generally attributed to Denis Scully [q. v.], sombly; and U to tx inland conviction of Mr. 
hut tho moving spirit of tho committee was ICirwuu on a similar charge in Gib following 
O’Connell. your proved, ns O’Connoll stud, that tha ra¬ 

il was by quiet unostentatious work of boureos of government wore adequate to 
this sort, by framing resolutions for adoption a conviction. On 23 Doe. tho catholic com¬ 
at aggregate meetings, and hy unremitting miltue uh reorganised was dispersed, and it 
attention to practical details, that, in spiLo was resolved to revert to the old plan of 
of incredible jealousy, he gradually assorted entrusting tho preparation of the petition 
liis leadership of the catholics. jTlis groat to a lion-delegated hoard of catholics, and 
objuol was to reconcile tho differences that for ordinary purposes to fall hock on the 
oxistod among tho catholics themselves, and cumbersome mauhiuory of aggregate mest- 
to devise some schomo for placing Lhoir mgs. 

affairs on a broad national basis. The Con- With tho catholics generally, O’Connsll 
vention Act of 1793 made representation hy had looked forward to tho regency as likely 
delegation illegal, and O’Connell had, as ho to witness tho success of emancipation, His 
said, no intention ‘to violate tho law and expectations had boon disappointed, and his 
expose tho caLholic eommilloe to a proaecu- disappointment was all tho Leaner because 
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he Iiarl persisted, even to fatuity, in dis¬ 
tinguishing between what was supposed to 
be the real intentions of the prince and the 
conduct of his ministers, After the death 
of Perceval, and the reconstruction of the 
Liverpool administration on more or less 
anti-catholic lines, delusion was no longer 
possible; but the unexpected success of Can¬ 
ning’s motion on 22 Juno 1812 gave tho ca¬ 
tholics new hope. O’Connell, while sharing 
in the general satisfaction, strongly empha¬ 
sised the necessity 'never to relax their 
efforts until religious freedom was esta¬ 
blished.’ Speaking at Limerick on 24 July, 
be seized on an allusion made by Canning 
to ‘ agitators with ulterior views,’ and began, 
‘I feel it my duty as a professed agitator,’ 
&c. He poured contempt on the doctrine 
of the necessity of securities. The ques¬ 
tion of securities, he declared, was an in¬ 
sult to the understandings and principles 
of the catholics. Nothing hut the simple re¬ 
peal of all catholic disabilities would satisfy 
the country. The apathy of the mass of the 
people, as shown by the results of the general 
election, greatly depressed him; but he was 
more alarmed by the prospect of the passing 
of a hill on the lines laid down by Canning, 
which Grattan, with the best intention in the 
world, hut with altogether insufficient know¬ 
ledge of the slate of catholic opinion in Ire¬ 
land, had introduced on 30 April 1813. It 
was a critical moment in O’Coiinell’s life. 
Not an instant he folt was to ho lost in op¬ 
posing the measure. The cat holic hoard met 
on 1 May, and, though its proceedings were 
conducted in private, a report was furnishod 
by O’Connell to the ‘ Dublin Evening Post ’ 
of 4 May, in which he denounced the hill as 
1 restricted in principle, doubtful in its word¬ 
ing, and inadequate to that full relief which 
had been generally expected.’ As for the ec¬ 
clesiastical provisions of the hill, lie left them, 
he declared, to the decision of the catholic 
prelates, but not without a strong hint that, 
in case they thought fit to accept them, he 
might find it his duty 1 to protest against 
any measure that might tarnish the last relic 
of the nation’s independence—its religion.’ 
On 27 May the clergy confirmed O'Connell's 
decision by pronouncing the clause to he in¬ 
compatible with the discipline of the Homan 
catholic church. Two days previously thu 
obnoxious bill liad been defeated and with¬ 
drawn. 

O'Ccnnell’s opposition to the securities ex¬ 
posed him to much abuse, and led to an un¬ 
fortunate schism both in the board and in 
the country. But, quite opart from the prin¬ 
ciple involved in the securities, there can be 
little doubt that his opposition to the bill 


was entirely justifiable on political grounds 
(see particularly Peel to ILiehmond, 21 May 
1813, in Pauehh, Sir Robert Peel, i. 86). 
For the nonce the catholics, split up into 
vetoists and anti-votoists, seemed further 
than ever from emancipation. But, much 
as he might deplore this unhappy issue to 
their affairs, O’Connell had no intention of 
retreating from his position. Hitherto he 
had tried by every means in Mb power to 
conciliate his opponents. Conciliation had 
failed; it only remained to try other and 
more radical methods. 

Among the staunchest of O’Connell’s allies 
at this juncture waB John Magee [q. v.], pro¬ 
prietor and editor of the ‘ Dublin Evening 
Post,’ a paper which, with a -very wide 
circulation, gave an unflinching support 
to the catholic claims. In ordor, as Peel 
admitted to Abbot (Coiohibtub, Diary, ii. 
471), to wrest this formidable weapon out 
of the bunds of the catholics, proceedings 
were begun in the summer of 1813 against 
Magee for libelling the viceroy, the Duke of 
Iiichmond. O’Connell was Magee’s leading 
counsel, and in a speech of four hours’ dura¬ 
tion, by many regarded as his greatest foren¬ 
sic effort, lie poiued contempt and ridicule 
on the charge, on tho government that pre¬ 
ferred it, and on the jury that was to decide 
it. As Peel, who was present, said, he took 
‘ the opportunity of uttering a libel even 
more atrocious than that whioh he proposed 
to defend.’ The fact was, O’Oonnell felt it 
was utterly useless to appeal for justice to 
a jury composed entirely of Orangemen, and 
so, with Magee’s consent, he devoted himself 
to a full exposition and vindication of the 
catholic policy. _ The court was hostile. He 
knew it, and rejoiced in it. Into those four 
brief hours be compressed the indignation of 
a lifetime. His enemies, the enemies of Ms 
creed and his country, were at last before 
him. He would compel them to listen to 
him. When the cMef justice tried to stem 
the torrent of his vituperative eloquence, he 
turned on him with fury. 1 You heard,’ he 
cried, ‘the attorney-general traduce and 
calumniate us. You heardhim with patience 
and with temper; listen now to our vindi¬ 
cation.’ His speech, of whioh a full report 
was published by Magee, was received with 
applause not uumingled with symptoms of 
disapproval from the more moderate mem¬ 
bers of his pari y. When Magee appeared for 
judgment on 27 Nov., the attorney-general 
urged his publication of the speech as an 
aggravation of his original offence. O’Con¬ 
nell, though he may have been unaware that 
the benchers had been sounded on the pro¬ 
priety of stripping Mm of his gown, recog- 
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uised that tlio motion in aggravation, was 
directed against liim. ile construed some¬ 
thing the attorney-general said into a por- 
sonal insult, and m presence of the whole 
court declared that only his respect for tho 
temple of justice prevented him from per¬ 
sonally chastising aim. His violence had 
the effect of frightening his client, and at 
the end of his speech Magee repudiated his 
counsel. The solicitor-general, however, re¬ 
fused to draw any distinction between coun¬ 
sel and client, and Magee was sentenced to 
fines of BOOL and 1,000/. and imprisonment 
for two years and six months, O’Connell 
felt Magee’s action keenly, not merely on his 
own account, but as likely to iucrense ‘ dis¬ 
sension amongst the few who remained de¬ 
voted, in intention and design at least, to the 
unfortunate land of our birth.’ At the same 
lime ho judged it impossible to allow liim to 
suffer the full brunt of tho punishment alone, 
and, with the assistance of Purcell O'Gor¬ 
man, lie seems to have paid Magee's lines. 
On tho other hand, O'Gonnoll's conduct did 
not escape consuro. As the solicitor-gene¬ 
ral expressed it, the catholic hoard ‘ entered 
into partnership with Magee, hut left the 
gaol-part of tho concern exclusively to him.' 
So strong indeed was this feeling that 
O’Cennell's friends felt obliged to marie their 
approbation by presenting him with a service 
of plate worth a thousand guineas. 

The year 181d opened gloomily for the 
catholics. Tlioy had alienated tlioir frionds 
in parliament, and, to add to their misfor¬ 
tunes, there arrived in February QuarnnloUi’s 
famous rescript sanctioning, in tho name of 
(he pope, the acceptance of tho vory securi¬ 
ties they had denounced as incompatible 
with the discipline of tho church. Tho re¬ 
script was voted by the hoard and the bishops 
to ho mischievous and uon-mundatory. But 
tho controversy it raised was still at its 
height when, on 3 June, government inter¬ 
fered and suppressed the catholic board. 
IIow low the board had sunlc in public esti¬ 
mation may bo gathered from the fact that 
not a voice was raised in its favour in par¬ 
liament. Except liis declining days, tho next 
eight years were the darkest of O’Uonnoll’s 
life. Still, ke nover abandoned hope in tlio 
ultimata success of emancipation, and tho 
gloomier the. prospect became the nioro con¬ 
fident was his language. Tho strain of tlio 
struggle fell on him almost entirely aloao. 
At a time when, to use his own words, his 
minutes counted by tho guinea, when his 
emoluments were limited only by the extent 
of his physical and waking powers, when hie 
meals wore shortened to the narrowest spaeo 
and his sleep restricted to tho earliest hours 


boforo dawn, there was not one day that ha 
did not devote one or two hours, often much 
more, to the working out of the catholic 
cause; and that without receiving any re- 
muneration, even for the personal expend! 
ture incurred in the agitation. It is not eur' 
prising that his language at tiineB exceeded 
tho bouuds of decorum. But it is difficult to 
understand how, except on the supposition 
that it had been determined by the Castle 
party to pick a quarrel with him, his appli¬ 
cation of such an opilhot as ‘ beggarly'to 
tho corporation of Dublin should havebesn 
construed by any monitor of it into a per¬ 
sonal insult. But D’Esten-e, one of the mild 
of merchants, regarded itinlhatlight. Aiforin 
vain trying to make O’Connell the challenger 
D’Estorrc sont him a messago, whioh O’Con¬ 
nell accepted. On Wednesday, 1 Feb. 1816 
O’Oonnoll and D’Esterro met at Bishops- 
oourt, near Nnas, about twelve miles from 
Dublin. O’Ooimollwon the choice of ground, 
Both parties fired almost simultaneously’ 
D’Esterro slightly the first. O’Oonnell fired 
low, and struck D’Esterre fatally in the lup. 
Alter D’Eslerro’s donlk the courtesy of his 
second, Sir Edward Stanley, relieved O’Con¬ 
nell from foar of logal proceedings, and he, on 
liis part, behaved with thoughtful generosity 
to D’Estemi’s family. To O'Oonnell’s per¬ 
sonal frionds tho result of the duel was highly 
satisfactory, especially as the patohing up of 
a former affair of honour between hm and 
a brother barrister hud given his enemies 
cauBO to sneer at 1 ub courage (Irinh Monthly 
Magazine, x. (MO). 

O’OonnoU’s duulwitli D’Esterre was still 
fresh when ho boenmo involved in on affair 
of honour with Pool, who at that time filled 
tho post of Irish secretary. Ever since Peel 
had come to Ireland O’Oonnell had spoken 
of him in most contemptuous language- 
language, perhaps, not altogether unwar¬ 
ranted wlum one remembers Peel’B youth 
and iuexporioneo, and tho indifference to lie- 
land which his appointment might be con¬ 
ceived to imply. Peel, moreover, had not 
been waul ing in arrogance. Affecting to look 
down on O’Oonnell as a noisy agitator, he 
spoko of liim to liis frionds as an 1 itinerant 
domngogue,’ and ho had, it was reported, 
insinuated that O'Oonnell’s agitation of the 
catholic question was dishonest, The rumour 
irnchod O’Oonnoll, and he declared on more 
than one occasion that Peol would not dare 
to ropeat tho suggestion in Me presence. 
Neither Pool nor hie friends were inclined to 
overlook this challenge, and, at Peel’s request, 
Sir George Saxton called on O'Connell, who 
nt once avowed his words j hut explanations 
followed, in the course of which O’Connell 
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admitted that he had spoken under a mis¬ 
apprehension. This peaceful ending of the 
affair did not commend itself to Saxton, who, 
with the intention of branding O’Connoll as a 
coward, published in the public press on 
Saturday evening a partial statement of what 
had happened. Smarting under the imputa¬ 
tion, O’Connell charged Peel and Saxton 
with resorting to a paper war. This, of 
course, led to a direct challenge from Pool, 
A. meeting was arranged, hut was frustrated 
by Mrs. O'Connell. It was then agreed to 
meet on the continent, and the parties were 
already on their way tluther when O’Connell 
was arrested in London on the information 
of James Beckett, under-secratary of state, 
and bound over in heavy penalties to keep 
the peace. In 1826, after the second reading 
of the Catholic Belief Bill, O’Connell, think¬ 
ing to do an act of justice to Peel, tendered a 
full apology to him, acknowledging kimself 
to have originally been in the wrong, The 
apology was certainly more than Poel had 
any right to expect, and O’Connell was 
immediately charged with orouehiug to the 
most implacable and dangerous enemy of the 
catholic cause. To this charge O’Oomiell 
replied,‘ There was, I know it well, personal 
humiliation in talcing such a step. But is 
not this a subject upon which I merit humilia¬ 
tion f Yes. Let me he sneered at and let 
me he censured oven by the generous and 
respected; hut I do not shrink from this 
humiliation. He who feels conscious of 
having outraged the law of God ought to 
feel a pleasure in the avowal of his deep and 
lasting regret ’ (Dublin Evening Post, 3 Nov. 
1825). 

Meanwhile, the bitterness which marked 
the 1 securities ’ controversy in its first phase 
was giving way to a feeling of apathy and 
despair. Aggregate meetings grew raver. 
A Catholic Association—the suppressed board 
under a new name—met seldom and effected 
nothing. It ran into debt, and, having 
been extricated by O’Connell, moved into 
smaller rooms in Crow Street. In par¬ 
liament the proposal to emancipate tho 
catholics on any terms was rejected by over¬ 
whelming majorities. O’Connell, who was 
watching with interest the progress of the 
democratic movomont in England, was seri¬ 
ously revolving in Ms own mind whethor 
more was not to he obtained by supporting 
the movement for a reform oi parharuent 
than by presenting petitions to a parliament 
which showed itself so obstinately opposed to 
the catholic claims. The general tranquillity 
of the country, however, under the nButral 
government of Feel’s successor, Sir Charles 
Grant [see Ghant, Charles, Loud Gienelg], : 


coupled with the representations of friends 
in parliament and the tacit conversion of 
Grattan on the securities question, induced 
him to advise one more effort on the old 
lines. He spoke sanguinely of success, ‘ One 

g 'and effort now,' ho wrote to the O’Conor 
on on 21 Oct. 1819, ‘ought to emanci¬ 
pate us, confined, as it should he, exclu¬ 
sively to our own question. After that I 
would, I acknowledge, join the reformers 
hand no well as heart, unless they do now 



was suggested that the petition should he 
entrusted to Plunket. To this O’Connell 
objected, on tho ground that Plunket had 
declared that conditions and securities were 
just and necessary. Accordingly, in an ad¬ 
dress to the catholics of Ireland on 1 Jan. 
1821, he urged that it was impossible to ex¬ 
pect emancipation from an unreformedparlio- 
ment, and that consequently reform must ond 
ought to precede emancipation. For this 
advice ho was ronndly censured by Shell, 
and the consent of parliament to tahe the 
catholic claims into consideration confirmed, 
forthetime, Shoirsargument. Buttheappear- 
anco of Plunket’s hills soon justified O’Con¬ 
nell’s apprehensions. He was at the time on 
circuit, but, without losing a moment, he ad¬ 
dressed a letter to the catholics of Ireland de- 
nouncingtheinsidiousnalure of the measures, 
nis warning wns unheeded. Tho hills passed 
the commons, hut were rejected, to O'Con¬ 
nell’s entire sal isfuction, by the lords. 

The visit of George IV to Ireland in 
August 1821 threw Irishmen of all classes 
and creeds into a state of violent excitement. 
A wave of intense loyalty swept the country. 
For a moment Orangemen and catholics 
agreed to co-operate in offering an harmonious 
greeting to his majesty. No one was more 
profoundly affected by the spirit of con¬ 
ciliation than O’Connoll. To him the pro¬ 
spect of a union between protostant and 
catholic seemed so desirable that no sacri¬ 
fice was too greet to promote it. lie sup- 

f orled every motion for commemorating the 
lug’s visit, and even went as far as to pre¬ 
sent him on his departure with a orown of 
laurel, The whole affair ended in disappoint¬ 
ment ; but the futility of the Mug’s visit was 
not immediately apparent. The appoint¬ 
ment of Lord Wellesley ae viceroy, and tho 
substitution of Plunketfor Saurin as attorney- 
general, seemed to indicate a morefavourablo 
attitude on the port of government towards 
the catholic claims, and O’Connell was 
strongly impressed with the advisability of 
againpetitioningparliament. Accordingly,in 



O’Connell 


822 


O Connell 


his address to tlie catholics in January 1822, 
he urged that a fresh petition should bo pre¬ 
pared ; and, at the same time, submit! ud a 
proposal for tho domestic nomination of 
catholic prelates, which, while not infring¬ 
ing the liberties of the church, offered all 
reasonable security to tho st ate. llis inten¬ 
tion to bring the catholic claims under the 
notice of parliament was, however, defeated, 
owing to the revival of the old feud between 
the catholics and Orangemen, attended by a 
recrudescence in tbo south-western counties 
of agrarian outrage. The government of Lord 
Wellesley, in its anxioty to steer a neutral 
course, had succeeded ' in offending both 
parties. The Dottle riot, on 14 Doc. 1822, 
when a disgraceful attack was mode on tho 
viceroy, was distinctly traced to an Orange 
source, and reprobalod by the more respect¬ 
able men of the party; it afforded O'Connell 
an opportunity to point tlie moral that loyalty 
was not the peculiavprerogat ive of one section 
or another. But something more than mere 
advico, ho foil, was needed if the peasantry 
were to he rescued from the malice of tliuir 
enemies and the conscqueucas of their own 
poverty andcrime. Accordingly, at, a general 
mealing of catholics on 12 May 1823, lio gave 
practical expression to his views by propos¬ 
ing that an association should then ho 
formed of such gentlomon as wished volun¬ 
tarily to come forward for tho purpose of 
conducting the affairs of the Irish catholics, 
tho qualification for mombarsliip being the 
payment of an annual subscription of ono 
guinea. Tlie object of tho association, lie 
announced, was not to ho to forco on parlia¬ 
ment the annual farce, or more properly a 
triennial interlude, of a debate on tho catholic 
claims, but to deal with praclioal questions 
in a practical way. There wore, ho insisted, 
many grievances under which tho poor and 
unprotected oatholio peasant smart,od which 
would not admit, of wailiug for redress until 
the day of emancipation arrived, and which 
might very properly be made tho subject of 
separate applications to parliament and tho 
laws. 

In such fashion did tho Catholic Associa¬ 
tion come into existence. But tho enthusiasm 
which O’Connell’s words aroused speedily 
ovaporated, aud on 31 May the meeting of 
tho association stood adjourned owing 1 0 in¬ 
ability to form the necessary quorum of ton, 
O’Connell was not baffled. ITe was in- 
solved to make ‘ the people of England sou 
that catholic millions felt a deep intcrosf in 
the cause, and that the movement was not 
confined to those who were styled agitators,’ 
After several ineffectual efforts to get a 
meeting togetlior, O’Connoll succeedod on 


4 Fob. 1821 m expounding his plan of < a ca 
tholic rent.’ In offect it amounted simply 
to this—■Hud, in addition to members paynw 
an annual subscription of a guinea, and the 
clergy, who wero members ex officio, any 
one who paid a penny a month, or one shilling 
hi the year, was, by virtue of that payment” 
a member of the association. It was notions 
before the usefulness of the new organisa¬ 
tion was generally recognised. The rent 
which in the first week of its collection 
amounted only to 8/., reached in the last week 
of t ho year the sum of 1,082/. It never, it i$ 
true, reached at any time the dimensions that 
O’Connell anticipated, but it did more than 
over ho dreamed of. It called a nation into 
exist oneo. It infused a spirit of hope into the 
poasantiy. It made them feel their import¬ 
ance, and gave an interest to the proceedingsof 
tho association which tlioy had never Wore 
possessed. IL wns, so to apeak, the first 
Bt op in their political education; the first 
Stop out of servitude into nationality. The 
clergy, too, after a brief period of hesitation, 
throw themselves heart and bouI into the 
movoment j and, with tlioir assistance, a 
branch of tho association was established in 
almost ovory parish in Ireland. To O’Connell 
personally, although he modestly disclaimed 
tho honour of having originated the scheme, 
tho bucccbs of tho undertaking was rightly 
ascribed. ITitliorto ho had been only one of 
thoir Isadora, but the establishment of the 
rent lifted him in tlie imagination, of his 
countrymen into a unique position. Wher¬ 
ever ho won I on circuit, he met with an 

and banquets mot him at oveiy turn, life 
folt his power, and did all he could to 
augment it; but liis objoct was entirely 
patriotic and unselfish. 

Government, which at first had regarded 
tho association with languid interest, wns 
alarmed whon it saw the dimensions it wns 
assuming. Early in November 1824 a report 
that O’Connell, at a mooting of the associa¬ 
tion, had darkly hinted at the necessity there 
might, bo for a new Bol ivar to arise in defence 
of Irish liberty, was regarded as sufficient, 
grounds for prosecuting him on a charge of 
directly inciting to robollion. The prosecu¬ 
tion, liowovor, broke down, owing to the 
rofusal of tho newspaper reporters to produce 
thoir not ob or to swear to the accuracy of 
their roport, and the grand jury accordingly 
ignored the bill. . Alluding to his prosecution 
at t ho noxt mooting of the association, O'Con¬ 
nell indignantly disclaimed the construction 
that had boon placed on liis wards. The 
notion of arraying a barefooted, turbulent, 
undisciplined peasantry against the mar- 
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sliaUect troops of the empire he scouted as 
only worthy of a doting driveller. But the 
failure to convict him did not prevent govern¬ 
ment from taking immediate steps to suppress 
the association, and on 10 Feb. 1825 a bill for 
that purpose was introduced into parliament 
by Goulburn. The association lost no time 
in petitioning against it, and a deputation, 
which O’Connell reluctantly joined, pro¬ 
ceeded to London to strengthen the hands 
of the opposition. Parliament, however, re¬ 
fused to hear counsel in support of the peti¬ 
tion, and in due time the bill became law. 
But O’Connell's visit to London wus pro¬ 
ductive of important political results j for, 
besides bringing him into closer relations 
with the leaders of the whig party, it was 
the means of reviving a discussion on the 
catholic claims in parliament, with the 
result that on 28 Feb. leave was given to 
introduce a relief bill. More than this, it 
enabled him, as a witness before committees 
of both houses appointed to inquire into the 
state of Ireland, to expound his views on 
Buch subjects as 1 ithes, education, the Orange 
socioties, the condition of the peasantry, the 
electoral franchise, the endowment of the 
clergy, and the administration of justice. 
His behaviour as a witness—his modesty, 
reasonableness, and willingness to conciliate 
—extorted admiration even from his oppo¬ 
nents. 

The preparation of the Catholic Relief Bill 
was naturally a subject of profound iuterest 
to him j and there is good reason to believe 
that be was not merely considted as to its 
main provisions, but had actually a hand in 
the drafting of it, though his indiscretion 
in announcing the fact offended his whig 
friends, and elicited a denial from Sir Francis 
Burdett. “With equal indiscretion he caused 
a premature statement of the contents of the 
bill to be published in the Dublin news¬ 
papers. His tacit approbation of the pro¬ 
posal to accompany the measure with two 
supplementary bills, subsequently known as 
' the wings,’ for endowing the catliolio clergy 
and disfranchising the forty-shilling free¬ 
holders, was fiercely denounced by Lawless 
in Ireland and in England by Cobbolt. 
Before the second reading of the bill he paid 
a hurried vibit to Dublin. On 14 April he 
addressed a large aggregate meeting, But 
nothing was said about 1 the wiugs; ’ and it 
seems to have been agreed to leave the 
matter entirely to the discretion of parlia¬ 
ment. On 10 May the bill passed the House 
of Commons; hut a week later it was re¬ 
jected by the lords, in consequence of the 
violent opposition of tho Duke of York. 
O’Connell returned to Ireland on 1 June, 


and was greeted with a great public demon¬ 
stration, A few days later be addressed an 
aggregate meeting in Anne Street Chapel, 
Overlooking an attempt—the first of several 
—on the part of Lawless to pass a resolution 
censuring the conduct of the delegates in as¬ 
souting to ‘the wings,’ he announced, amid 
wild applause,hie intention to set on foot anew 
catholic association. He speedily redeemed bis 
promise, and early in July the new associa¬ 
tion started into existence, Disclaiming any 
intention to ngitatefor tho redress of griev¬ 
ances, it professed to be simply a society to 
which Christians of all denominations paying 
an annual subscription of 1/. were admissible, 
' for the purposes of public and private charity, 
and such other purposes as are not prohibited 
by the said statute of the Cth Geo. IV, 0 . 4.’ 
As for the catholic rent—which was really 
the mainspring of the whole agitation, but 
which it was no longer possible to connect 
with the association—O’Connell declared his 
intention to take the management of it upon 
himself. 

Meanwhile the opposition to the principle 
involved in ‘ the wings ’ gained ground 
rapidly, and O’Connell, while Btill retaining 
his opinion as to the advisability of raising 
the franchise, yielded to the general opinion, 
and declared himself in favour of their 
abandonment. His declaration afforded uni¬ 
versal satisfaction, and greatly added to his 
popularity. In the autumn he was specially 
briefed to attend the courts at Antrim in 


the celebrated O’Hara case, Newry, Galway, 
and Wexford. Everywhere bis appearance 
was the signal for great popular demonstra¬ 
tions. His uncle Maurice died at the be¬ 
ginning of the year, leaving him the bulk of 
his property, estimated at about 1,0001. a 
year; and in September 1826 he took posses¬ 
sion of Darrynune. This addition to his in¬ 
come was welcome to him; for, habitually 
extravagant and careless in money matters, 
he was already embarrassed by debt. 

By the close of the year the machinery 
of the new agitation was in full operation. 
Provincial meetings, at nearly all of which 
0’Ooimoll wus present, were held at Limerick, 
Cork, Carlow, Ballinasloe, and elsewhere. 
On 10 Jan. 1820 the flrot of the 1 fourteen 


days’ meetings’ began in Dublin; and, in 
order to emphasise his adoption of the ' anti- 
wings ’ policy, O’Connell moved a resolu¬ 
tion deprecating ‘ the introduction into par¬ 
liament of any measure tending to restrict 
the elective franchise, or interfering with 
the discipline or independence of the catholic 
church in Ireland.’ He was shortly to be¬ 
come convinced of the wisdom of his policy. 
In June 1826, during the general election, 
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Yilliers Stuart, afterwards Lord Stuart of 
the Decies, was returned for co. Waterford, 
in opposition to Lord George lieresford. 
Hitherto the county had boon regarded as 
tho property of the Beresfords; but under 
the influence of the new organisation, and 
with the assistance of O’Connell, it broke 
away from its nllegianco, The defuat of 
Beresford was the work of the despised 
forty-shilling frooholders, and their example 
was followed elsewhere—in Monaghan, 
Louth, and West meal h. O'Connell, who was 
ast onished at the extraordinary independence 
•which their conduct revealed, took imme¬ 
diate steps for their protection. Towards 
tho end of August he founded his ‘ order of 
Liberators ■whonce his title of ‘ the Libe¬ 
rator ’—to which every man who had per 
formed one roal act of sorvico to Ireland was 
entitlud t o bolong. The object of the society 
was to conciliate Irishmen'of all classes nnd 
creeds; to prevent feuds and riot a at lairs ; 
to discountenance secret societies; to pro¬ 
tect all persons possessed of the lrancliise, 
especially tho forty-shilling freeholders, from 
vindictive proceedings; and to promote tho 
acquisition of that franchise and its duo 
registry. In order to render the new organi¬ 
sation effective,local committees wore formod 
and a new fund started, called tho ‘Hew 
Catholic Rent,’ to bo devoted to the dofouco 
of the forty-shilling freeholders by buying 
up outstanding judgments and procuring tho 
foreclosure of mortgages against landlords 
who acted in an arbitrary fashion. 

The accession of Canning to powur in April 
1827 seemed to oiler a moru impart ial syst em 
of government than had liithorlo prevailed; 
and O’Connell, to whom good government was 
of greater importance than any numbov of 
acts of parliament, consented to suspond his 
agitation in order not to embavrusH govern¬ 
ment. But his hopes of administrative reform 
were doomed to disappointment. The ‘ old 
warriors,’ Manners, Suurin, and Gregory, still 
retained their former position and iulluouco 
in tliogovernment; and whatever prospect of 
gradual change tlioro might have boon was 
dashed by tho premature death of Canning, 
nnd tho accession or "Wellington to power, 
in January 1828. Of necossily, llio catholic 
agitation immediately recommenced; hut 
O’Connell, wlio governed his policy by tho 
necessities of the mornont, was willing to 
givn tho new administration a fair trial— 
tho more so as the views of the MarquiB of 
Anglesey [see Pa out, IIenky Wir,T,usr, first 
MAKiirrts of Ancilehuy], who had accepted 
the post of lord-lieutenant, wero suspected to 
have undergone an alteration in favonr of tho 
catholics. Affairs wore thus in a state of i 


suspense when the resignation ofBuskiss^ 

geham asd Vnsnr] as president of thsboard 
of trade rendered a new election for eo Ckr« 
necussn ry. Fit zgorald was a popular oandi 
date, and his return was regarded as ineril 
table. But at the eleventh hour it was smr- 
posted to 0 Connell that lie should person&lfv 
contest the constituency, although it was 
generally assumed that he was legally de- 
barvod as ft catholic from sitting in narlifmiftnf 
He himself believed tlmt in the absS 
any direct, prohibition in the Act of Union 
no iogal obstacle could prevent a duly elected 
catholic from talcing hia seat. After some 
hesitation lie consented to Bland, and on 
24 June ho published his address to the 
electors of Clara. The announcement of his 
rosolvo Croat od an extraordinary sensation- 
and money for electoral purposes flowed in 
from all quarters. Tho oleotion took place 
at tho beginning of July. On the flfthday 
of tho poll Fitzgerald withdrew, and O’Con- 
noll was rotnrned by tho shoriff as M.P. 
for Clare. In apprehension of a riot, the 
lovd-lioutonant had mossed a considerable 
military force in the neighbourhood ofEnnia; 

hut the election passed off without any dis¬ 
order. Tho result was hailed with a great 
outburst of onthuHidmn. The week after the 
election tho rant rose to 2,70if. Liberal 
clubs sprang up iu evory locality; and it 
was ovident that llio country was under¬ 
going a groat political revolution. Anglesey 
was not blind to theso signs of the times; 
and though, as ho declared, he hated the 
idea of ‘ truckling to tho overhearing catholic 
domngogues,’ ho insisted that the only way 
to pacify tho country was to concede eman¬ 
cipation, and tranalur tho agitation to the 
House of Commons. Parliament rose on 
28 .J uly, and rolievod government from the 
necessity of an immediate decision. 

On his return to Dublin O’Connell, allud¬ 
ing to Peel’s amendment, of the criminal 
law, announced his intention of taking an 
early opporl unity to briug the question of a 
general reform of tho law boforo parliament, 
adding tlmt in this respect ho was but a 
liuiubTo disciple of tho immortal Bentkun. 
IHs romarlc drew from Bentham a cordial 
loll or of recognition, which was the begin¬ 
ning of an interesting and intimate corre¬ 
spondence. Meanwhile Wellington and Peel 
were anxiously seeking a solution of the 
catholic quostion. Neither of them was 
satisfied with Anglesey’s administration. 
Mallors, howovor, took a more serious turn in 
August, in eonsoquoneo of a speeoh by George 
Dawson, Peol’s hrotlior-in-law and M.P. to * 
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Deny, tending in the direction of a conces¬ 
sion of the catholic claims. Coming from so 
staunch a supporter ofprotestantascendency, 
and a man so intimately connected -with go¬ 
vernment, his speech—which was generally 
but wrongly supposed to he ‘ inspired '— 
created a sensation. The Orangemen were 
frantic at what they regarded as their betrayal 
by government; and Brunswick dubs started 
everywhere into existence. Early in October 
Wellington waited on the Icing, and found 
him anxious to encourage the formation of 
these cluhs, and to take advantage of the 
feeling of hostility to the catholics they 
aroused to dissolve parliament. Neither 
Wellington nor Peel was prepared for so 
hazardous an experiment, though at one time 
both seriously thought of suppressing O’Con¬ 
nell’s association. On 16 Nov. Welling¬ 
ton proposed to concede to the catholics the 
right to sit in parliament. But the king was 
strongly averse to the concession, ana the 
matter was still under consideration when 
the Marquis of Anglesey indiscreetly tried 
to force the hands of his colleagues. His 
conduct gave great offence, and he waB re¬ 
called in January 1829. 

Before parliament reassembled on 6 Fob. 
it had been determined to suppress the as¬ 
sociation, to disfranchise the forty-shilling 
freeholders, to repeal the law against tran- 
substantiation, and to admit the catholics to 
parliament. The intention of the ministry 
was kept a profound secret; and in Ire¬ 
land, where the removal of Anglesey was 
interpreted as an unequivocal sign of their 
determination to stick to their guns, active 
preparations were mado for a renewal of the 
struggle. At a meeting of the association 
on 6 Feb. O’Oonnell, previous to his depar¬ 
ture to London, announced his intention of 
keeping the agitation alive until religious 
liberty was conceded. The moment the laws 
that oppressed the oatholics were repealed 
the association would cease to exist. But 
the long-continued struggle for religious 
liberty had, he declared, general ed an atten- 
tion to national interests that would survive 
emancipation. When that day dawned catho¬ 
lics and protestants, forgetting their ancient 
feud, would unite to procure tho repeal of that 
odious and abominable measure, the uniou. 

O'Connell arrived in London on 10 Feb. 
He had been delayed by an accident to his 
carriage near Shrewsbury, and all along the 
road, particularly at Coventry, he had been 
greeted with cries of‘ No popery 1 ’ and ‘Down 
with O’Connell I’ In oonsoquenceofthespeech 
from the throne advising a revision of the 
laws 1 which impose civil disabilities on his 
majesty’s catholic subjects,’he wrote the same 


day advising the dissolution of the association, 
which accordingly met for the last time on 
12 Feb. For some time, however, he made 
no attempt to take his seat, owing partly to 
the fact that a petition had been lodged 
against his return, which was not decided 
in his favour until 6 March; partly also from 
a desire not to obstruct tho progress of the 
long-expected measure of relief, which had 
by that time entered on its first stage. 
Writing to Sugrue on 6 March, he pro¬ 
nounced Peel’s bill for emancipation to be 
•good—very good; frank, direct, complete.’ 
The only ready objectionable feature about 
it lay in the supplementary measure dis¬ 
franchising the forty-shilling freeholders, and 
to this he offered an immediate and strenuous 
resistance. But he failed to enlist tho sym¬ 
pathy of the whigs, and on 18 April the bill 
received the royal assent. Meanwhile in 
Ireland tho prospect of relief had been bailed 
with feelings of intense joy, and in gratitude 
to O'Connell a national testimonial was 
Btarted, which reached very respectable 
dimensions. Tho original intention was to 
purchase him an estate; but when he an¬ 
nounced his intention to abandon his profes¬ 
sion in order to dovote himself entirely to his 
parliamentary duties, the scheme developed 
into an annual tribute, which in some years 
rose to more than 16,0001. On 16 May he 
presented himself at the bar of the House of 
Commons, and, declining to take the oath 
of supremacy tendered him, he was ordered 
by the speaker to withdraw. On the motion 
of Brougham that he should be hoard in 
explanation of his refusal, he three days 
later addressed the house from the bar. His 
speech made a groat impression, not so much 
from the arguments he employed os by the 
readiness with which he adapted himself to 
the tone and temper of his audience. His 
claim to sit was, liowever, rejected by 190 
to 116, and a now writ was ordered to issue 
for Clare. Though greatly disappointed, he 
was sanguine of re-election. Before leaving 
London he published an address to the eleo- 
tors of Olare, which from the frequency of 
tho phrase ‘ Send me to parliament, and I 
will, &c., was ironically styled the ‘address 
of tho hundred promises.’ 

He returned to Ireland on 2 June, and 
on the following day he addressed a large 
and enthusiastic meeting in Clarendon Street 
Chapel. Five thousand pounds were imme¬ 
diately voted to defray his election expenses, 
and a week later he set out for Ennis. His 
journey throughNaas, Kildare, Maryborough, 
Neiiagn, and Limerick resembled a triumphal 
progress. Owing to the necessity of recon¬ 
structing a fresh registry on the new 101. 
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franchise, several weeks elapsed before tlm 
election took place, and in tiie meantime lie 
was busily engaged in canvassing tho con¬ 
stituency. On 80 July he was returned 
unopposed. Soon afterwards ho applied for 
silk, and was refused. 

If O’Connell had ever deluded himsolf 
■with the expectation that emancipation would 
put an end to religious dissension in Ireland, 
he was speedily disabused of the idea. The 
act had hardly become law when tho old 
feuds between the Orangemen an d ribbnumen 
broko out afresh. 1 You are awaro,’ O'Connell 
wrote to the Knight of Kerry in September, 
‘that the decided countenance given to tho 
Orange faction prevents emancipation from 
coming into play. There is moro of unjust 
and unnatural virulence towards tlio catholics 
in the presont administration than existed 
boforo the passing of the Emancipation Bill ’ 
(Pirzi’A.TnioK, Gonesp. i. 101). To sectarian 
jealousy was added a revival of agrarian out¬ 
rage in Tipperary and the borders of Cork and 
limerick. In oo. Cork it was insisted that 
tlioro was a regular conspiracy, known as tho 
‘ Donoraile Conspiracy,' on font to murder tho 
landlords of the district. A number of per¬ 
sons wore indicted, and in October a special 
commission, presided over by Baron Peuno- 
falhar, sat at Corkto try them. The trial had 
begun, and one unfortunate prisoner had 
already been found guilty and sentenced to 
death, when O’Connell, who had been sum¬ 
moned post-haste from Darrynane, mitered 
tho court. Under his cross-examination tho 
principal witnesses for the crown broke down, 
aad tho remaining prison ere were discharged. 
O’Connell’s victory ovor tho solicitor-gene¬ 
ral, Doghorty, was one of his greatest 
forensic triumphs, aud added greatly to liis 
fame. 

He was now at. tho height of his popu¬ 
larity. lie had long been the dominant 
factor in Irish political life. In England 
his utterances attracted as much attention 
as those of the prims minister himself, while 
his agitation of the catholic qaostion had 
made his namo fomiliaT in countries which 
usually paid no attention to English politics, 
But his enemies woro not sparing in their 
denunciations of him. Writing at this 
poriod with special reference to tho ‘Times,’ 
to whom his epithot * t ho venal lady of tho 
Strand’ had given mortal offence, and which 
subsequently published throe hundred load¬ 
ing articles against him, he said: ‘I do not 
remember any period of my life in whioh so 
much and such varied pains were taken to 
calumniato me j and I really think there never 
was any period of that life in whioh tho pre¬ 
text for abusing me was so trivial.’ 


111“ activity, however, was ceaseless Ttw 
new year (iSSCl) opened with a aoriOs of 
pubho letters, in which he gave express!™ 
to his views on such current political tonk¬ 
as the repent of lho union, parliamentaw 
reform, tho abolition of slavery, the amend 
montof the low of libel, and the repeal of the 
sub-letting act,, most of which have since 
received tho sanction of the legislature 
Shortly before leaving Dublin for London 
ho eslablished a * parliamentary intellirrm™ 
office’at 20 Stephen Street, which servedthe 
additional purpose of a centre of agitation 
IIu took his seat on t ho first day of the session 



9 Eeh., ‘ fast loaning tho tone aud temper of 
tho House, and in awook or so you will 
find mo a constant speaker. T will soon bo 
struggling to bring forward Irish business' 
(i!>. l. 198). TIo kopt his promise in bothie- 
spoots; and though his speeches were, with 
the exception of one on the statoof Irelimdon 
23 March and another on the Lonemilecon¬ 
spiracy on 12 May, of no great length, they 
woro uumovouB and varied. He Bpoke with¬ 
out premeditation, naturally, and without 
any affectation of oratorical display. He 
never entirely overcame the prejudices of his 
audience, but tho tendency to snub him gave 
way gradually nndor the impreseionofthester- 
ling good sonso of his arguments, and he soon 
ostabiishod a reputation os one of the most 
useful members of 1 ho house. Ilis exertions 
woro not oonflnod to the House of Commons, 
and Hunt and tho radical reformers found in 
him an ardont and valuable ally. He re¬ 
turned to Ireland for tho Easter reocss, and 
on 0 April ho established a ‘ Society of the 
Friends of Ireland,’ tho object of which was 
to obliterate ancient animosities and prepare 
tho way for tho repeal of llio union. After a 
short-lived existence the society was sup¬ 
pressed by proclamation. Owing to an at¬ 
tempt to increase the revenue by assimi¬ 
lating tho st amp duties of Ireland to those of 
England, which was resented asunfair to the 
poorer country, O'UonnclI in Jline sanctioned 
a proposal for a run on tho Bank of Ireland 
for gold. Ilis action was brought under the 
notieo of parliament, fn replying, he dis¬ 
claimed any intention of defending his oon- 
duetto thehouBO. ' 1 have,’ he said, ‘given 
my advice to my countrymen, and whenever 
I feel it nooessary l shall continue to do so, 
careless whether it pleases or displeases this 
house or any mad person out of it '(24 June), 
Tho stamp duties woro abandoned, and with 
then! tho retaliatory proposal. 

George IY died on 28 June 1880, and on 
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04 July parliament was dissolved. At the 
jrenerai election O’Connell was returned for 
yVftterford, Fesubsequentlyretired toDarry- 
nane, whence he issued in rapid succession 
letter after letter to the people of Ireland on 
parliamentary reform, the French revolution, 
the political crisis in Belgium, and the repeal 
of the union. Returning' in October to Dub¬ 
lin by way of Cork, Kanturk, Youghal, and 
"Waterford, where he was received with cus¬ 
tomary enthusiasm, he started an ‘Anti- 
Union Association, or Society for Legislative 
Belief.’ The society was at once proclaimed 
hy the chief secretary, Sir Ilenry (afterwards 
Lord) Hardinge, whom O’Donnell forthwith 
assailed in language so insulting as to pro voice 
a challenge. O’Connell explained that liis 
words were addressed to Hardinge in his offi- 
ciedcapacity, and declined to givefurther satis¬ 
faction. He was subsequently taunted in par¬ 
liament for his cowardice, but he refused to 
vindicate himself, and his conduct did much 
to discourage the practice of duelling among 
public men. Two days after the euppvession 
of the ‘ Anti-Union Association’ he founded 
a society called the ‘Irish Volunteers for the 
EepaaloftheUnion,’ "When this in turn was 
suppressed he started a series of ‘ public 
breakfasts,’at which he and his Mends drank 
coffee and talked politics onco a week, and 
which served as a rallying centre for the 
advocates of repeal during his attendance on 
parliament. In November the whigs came 
into office under Earl Grey. On IS Dec. 
O’Connell returned to Ireland, and received 
an ovation, which contrasted strangely with 
the chilling reception awarded to the once 
popular lord-lieutenant, the Marquis of An- 
glesey. 

Like most politicians, Anglesey had de¬ 
luded himself with the idea that the con¬ 
cession of emancipation would put an end to 
agitation in Ireland. After making a futile 
effort to induce O'Connell to support his ad¬ 
ministration, offering, it is said, to make him 
a judge, or ‘ anything, in fact, if he would 
give up agitation,’he determined to try con¬ 
clusions with the arch-agitator himself, nis 
first step was to suppress the ‘ public break¬ 
fasts.’ O’Connell thereupon established ‘a 
general association for Ireland to prevent 
illegal meetings and protect the sacred right 
of petitioning.' When this likewise was pro- 
clamed,heconatituted himself anassociation, 
and invited his friends to meet him at dinner 
at Hayes’s tavern. The farce came to on end 
at last. On 10 Jan. 1831 he was arrested 
on a police warrant, charging him with con¬ 
spiring to violate and ovade the proclama¬ 
tions, and was compelled to enter into re¬ 
cognisances to appear when oalled upon for 


trial. When the news of his arrest became 
known, Dublin was thrown into a state of 
wild oxcitoment, ‘I never,’ wrote an on¬ 
looker, ‘witnessed anything so turbulent and 
angry as the populace was in Dublin this day, 
not even in the height of ’98 ’ (ib. i. 246). 
O'Connell, however, acted with admirable 
discretion, and averted what might have 

E i'oved a serious riot. The indictment against 
im contained thirty-one counts. Totho first 

visions of the*Act 10 Geo. iv~-‘tie worse 
than Algerine Act’—ho at first demurred; 
to the remaining seventeen, charging him 
with fraud und duplicity againbt the govern¬ 
ment, he pleaded not guilty. Subsequently 
he was allowed to withdraw his demurrers 
and substitute pleas of not guilty to all the 
counts, on condition that in case of con¬ 
viction no arrest of judgment should be 
moved, So far os the Irish government wns 
concerned, there was no intention to com¬ 
promise the prosecution; but the influence 
of the English reformers, who were anxious 
to secure his supporL at the general election, 
prevailed, and the prosecution wus quietly 
dropped. 

To O’Oonnoll parliamentary reform was 
the first and necessary step to repeal. ‘ Let 
no one,’ he wrote at thib time in a letter 
to the people of Ireland, ‘ deceive yon and 
say that I am abandoning my principles of 
anti-unionism. It is false. I am decidedly 
of opinion that the repeal of the union is the 
only means by which Irish prosperity and 
Irish freedom can he secured. . .But it 
is only in a reformed parliament that the 
question can he properly, coolly, and dispas¬ 
sionately discussed/ At the same time he 
never neglected an opportunity of remedying 
those practical abuses connected with the 
government of Ireland of which he had long 
complained. When the administration of 
the Marquis of Anglesey had become pecu¬ 
liarly objectionable to him, he accepted the 
assurances of Lords Ebrington and Duncan- 
non of a change of system, and agreed for a 
time to suspend his agitation of repeal. He 
was granted a patent of precedence at the bar, 
and, had he cared to compromise his inde¬ 
pendence, he might have become attorney- 
general for Ireland. 

The promise of a change of system proved 
delusive, and Anglesey remained at his 
post, The state of the country was at 
this tirna deplorable. The signs of poverty 
were everywhere visible. In Cork, in three 
parishes alone, there were twenty-seven 
thousand paupers. To add to the general 
misery, Ireland was for the first time visited 
in the spring hy the cholera. Under the cir- 
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cumstances it -was not surprising that resist - 
anoe to tithes, often attonded with bloodshed, 
aprond with alarming rapidity. _ At the Cork 
springaasizes O’Connell was spociallyrotainod 
in an important ease of Kearney v. Saraficld, 
and during his absence a bill was introduced 
by Stanley, afterwards Earl of Derby, to en¬ 
force the recovery of tilho aiToars. The mea¬ 
sure, as O’Connell predicted, proved worse 
than useless, and towards the end of the ses¬ 
sion tho composition of tithes was mado uni¬ 
versal and compulsory. Whoii in London 
in May, bo spoke at considerable length on 
the Reform Bill; and in committoo ha was 
indofatigablo, Lhough ho was unsuccessful in 
his efforts to obtain the restoration of tho 
elective franchise to tho forty-shilling free¬ 
holders. 

Returning in August to Darrynane, he 
renewed his agitation by moans of public, 
letters addressed for the most part to I,ho 
Kational Political Union, a society lie lwd 
recently established in opposition to tho 
TradoH Political Union, of which Marcus 
Costello was the president. He lind now, ho 
doclored, three objects in viow—to relievo 
Ireland of the Anglesey government, to ob¬ 
tain the extinction of tithos,and to obtain tho 
tranquil and peaceable repeal of tho union. 
In regard to tithes and vesti-y rates, ho ex¬ 
pressed his intention nover again voluntarily 
to pay either. On 3 Doc. tho old uureformod 
parliament, was dissolved, and at I ho elocl ions 
a repeal pledge was, by his advice, exacted 
from all the popular candidnles in Ireland, 
of whom it is said that not loss than half 
were nominated by him. Uis ownunsolicit od 
return for Dublin city ho regarded ns ‘per¬ 
haps tho greatest triumph my countrymen 
have ever given me.’ Meanwhile famine 
nnd pestilence, attonded by agrarian out¬ 
rage, stalked tho land. So alarming, indeed, 
was the gonoral outlook that on J4 Jan. 
1833 O’Connell addressed a strongly wordod 
lottor to Lord Dunoannoii, advising special 
moans to be taken for llio presorval ion of tho 
public poaoo, and, above all, tho removal of 
Anglesey and Stanley, to whose misgovom- 
mont he mainly attributed tho distress, Tho 
speech from the throne alluded to the social 
condition of Ireland and foresliadowod a 
strong measure of eoorcion. O’Connollsi ig- 
mntised tlie speech as ‘bloody and brutal \ ’ 
but. oven ho nover anticipated so drastic n 
measure as that which Earl Qroy forthwith 
introduced into tho House of Lords. IIo at 
onco offered it tho most, strenuous resistance 
in lik powor, Tlioro was, he declared, no 
nocossit y for so despotic a policy. (VConnell 
natually offered to submit to banishment for 
a yeaT and a half if it was withdrawn, In 


lus extremity ho reverted to his favourite 
notion—Mho O’Conuoll cholera,’ as Oonwav 
of tho ‘ Evening Post ’ called it—of adv£ 
a run on the hanks, but was fortunately di/ 
suaded by his friends from so disastrous l 
stem All resistance proved unavailing and 
thohill passed both houses by large majorities 
Meanwhile his reticence in regard to re¬ 
peal was severely commonted upon inDublin" 
bt. Audoon’s parish, as usual, led the agita 
tion, and was powerfully supported by the 
‘Frooman’s Journal’ and Peargus O’Oonnor 
[q. v.] Though firmly convinced of tho use¬ 
lessness and oven impolicy of a prematura 
discussion, ho consented to bring the subject 
before parliament in tho following session 
IIo had long complained of the conduct of 
tho London press, particularly the ‘Times' 
and 1 Morning Chronicle,’ in wilfully misre- 
porting and suppressing his speeches in par- 
lioment. Ilis public denunciation of the 
nowspapers elicited n st rong protest from the 
stall’ of the ‘ Timos,’ and a determination no 
longer to report him ; hut by freely exercis¬ 
ing his right to clear tho house of strangers 
1m reduced them to submission. In July 1833 
liia undo, Count, Daniel O’Oonnell [q.r.], died, 
leaving him considerable personal property! 
f)n his return In Ireland he ondeavoured! 
but without success, to enlist tho sympathy 
and support of the prnlestants of Ulster in 
favour of the establishment of a domestic 
legislal nrc. 

_ When parliament renseemblod in 1884, the 
king's speech condemned ‘ the emitinuanceof 
attempts to oxeit e the people of Ireland to de¬ 
mand a repeal oftliolegislntiveuuion.’ O’Gon- 
noll moved the omission of the obnoxious 
paragraph, but lie wns defeatod by 189 to 
83. Disheurl(mod at. tho result, he would 
gladly have postponed the question of repeal 
t o n more propitious season. But he hod pro¬ 
mised to agitate tho subject, and on 29April 
1834 Iio moved for the nppoinlment of a 
solcct committee ‘to inquire into and report 
on tho means by which the dissolution of 
tho parliamont of Ireland was effected; on 
tho effects of that measure upon Ireland, and 
on t.lio probable consequences of continuing 
t ho logislnt ivo union but weon both countries.’ 
Iio spolco for more than five hours, but he 
was oncumbcvod with material, and his ex¬ 
cursion into history was neither interesting 
nor correct. Tie wns ably answered by 
Bpring Rios, Tho dobatocontinuodfor nine 
days, nnd when tho dooision of the house 
was taken O’Oonnoll was defeated by 528 to 
88 , only ono English momher voting in the 
minority, Still, lie regavded the debate os 
on the whole satisfactory. ‘I repeat,' Iib 
wrote to Fitzpatrick, * that wo repealers have 
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made great moral -way in the opinion of the 
house.’ Certainly the debate seems to have 
created a more conciliatory disposition to¬ 
wards Ireland. Littleton on behalf of the 
Irish government went so far as to promise 
O'Connell that when the Coercion Act came 
up for renewal the political clauses in it 
should he abandoned, if he in turn would 
promise a cessation of agitation. O’Connell 
readily consented. Unfortunately Earl Grey, 
who had not been consulted in the matter, 
insisted on the re-enactment of tlio measure 
in its entirety, and his colleagues eventually 
yielded to Ms wish. Believing himself to 
have been purposely misled, O’Connell made 
the whole transaction public. Dissensions in 
the cabinet wore the outcome of this incident, 
Grey resigned office, and the ministry of Lord 
Melbourne came into power (17 July 1884). 

The change of administration and the ulti¬ 
mate omission of the obnoxious clauses from 
the Coercion Act inspired O’Connell with tho 
hope that something at last would be done 
to place the government of Ireland on a more 
impartial basis. On his return to Ireland he 
announced himself a ministerialist and a re¬ 
pealer. But something more than good in¬ 
tentions was necessary to cleanse the Augean 
stable of Castle corruption. ‘ Sou are now,’ 
O'Connell wrote to Lord Dunennnon on 
11 Oct. 1884,‘ three months in office, and you 
have done nothing for Ireland; you have not 
in any, even in the slightest, degree altered 
the old system. The people ore as ground 
down by Orange functionaries as ever they 
were in the most palmy days of toryism.’ 
Still, in any case, the whip were infinitely to 
be preferred to the tones, and though ht) 
affected unconcern at the announcement of 
the dismissal of Melbourne (15 Nov. 1831) 
and the formation of an administration under 
Peel in December, he endeavoured by the 
establishment of an 1 antitory association’ to 
promote the success of the whigs at the 
general elections. Of this association, which 
met almost, every other day, O’Connell was, 
of course, the moving spirit. 

In the new parliament whigs and tories 
were almost equal; the balance of power 
lay in O’Connell's hands. It was this state 
of affairs that, in March 1885 led lo tho 
famous * Lichfield House compact,' which, 
whether compact or simple understanding 
between tbe whigs and O’Connell, was pro¬ 
ductive of the greatest blessing for Ireland— 
the impartial government of Thomas Drum¬ 
mond [a. v.l From the first O’Connell, though 
always hankering after office, refrained from 
embarrassing the ministry in its relations 1 o 
the king by urging any recognition of his 
services. But his friendly relations with the 


ministry excited in many quarters suspicions 
which O’Connell hotly resented. When Lord 
Alvanley asked Lord Melbourne what was 
the price paid for O’Connell’s support, O’Con¬ 
nell at a public meeting referred to Al¬ 
vanley as a ‘bloated buffoon.’ O’Oounell’s 
son, Morgan, took up the cudgels in his 
father’s defence, and shots were exchanged 
on Wimbledon Common. Later in the year 
O’Connell fell foul of Beniamin Disraeli, who 
had some time previously solicited his as¬ 
sistance as radical candidate for Wickham, 
but who afterwards, as conservative candi¬ 
date for Taunton, spoke of him as an ‘ in¬ 
cendiary.’ O’Connell retorted by calling 
Disraeli ‘ a disgrace to Mb species,’ and ‘ heir- 
at-law of the blasphemous thief who died 
j upon the cross.’ Failing to obtain salisfac- 
[ tion from O’Connell, Disraeli sent a chal¬ 
lenge to Morgan, which the latter repudiated. 
Meanwhile, owing to the valuable assistance 
which he in this session rendered to the Eng¬ 
lish Municipal Corporations Bill, O’Connell 
became very popular with a large section of 
the English public. Taking ad van! age of his 
popnlarity,he in the autumn visited Manches¬ 
ter, Newcastle, Edinburgh, and Glasgow, in 
order to stimulate agitation against the Ilouse 
of Lords owing to them refusal to concede a 
similar reform of municipal corporations to 
Ireland, and their rejection of the principle 
of appropriation contained in the church 
bill. 

After his return to Ireland he became 
involved in a more disagreeable contro¬ 
versy with a Mr. Raphael, who, on his re¬ 
commendation, had been elected M.P. for 
Carlow, but was subsequently unsoated on 
petition. Raphael had consented to pay 
O’Connell 1,0001. on nomination, and another 
1,0001. on being returned. This he did, but he 
subsequently charged O’Connell not merely 
with a breach of promise in exacting the 
payment of the second 1,0001,, hut with mis¬ 
appropriating a portion of the money for his 
own benefit. O’Connell indignantly denied 
the charge; but the papers learned of the 
j affair, and censured him for having corruptly 
sold a seat in parliament. Eventually the 
matter was brought before parliament. A 
special committee was appointed to investi¬ 
gate tho charge, which, however, fully exone¬ 
rated him Jrom anything like corruption. 
Speaking in his defence, O'Connell admitted 
that his influence in Ireland was too great 
for any man to possess, but urged that it was 
the natural result of the misgovemment of 
his country. The Raphael calumny was only- 
one of several charges of corruption with 
which he was assailed at the time. 

In January 1880 he addressed large audi- 
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cnees al Liverpool and Birmingham, and on 
8 March ho delivered a powerful speech in sup¬ 
port of the Municipal Corporations (.Ireland) 
Dill, though it may be noted in pn suing that he 
was not at first hostile to Peel's plan lor tlieir 
extinction. The hill was fiercely opposed by 
tho lords; and in May, during tho height of 
the controversy, I10 was unseated on petition 
for Dublin, hut immediately returned for Kil¬ 
kenny. The defence ol’ his seat cost him at 
least'8, 0001., and was calculated to have cost 
thepotitioiiorsfourtimos that amount, During 
the recess hs founded a * Oeneral Association 
of Ireland ’ for the purpose of obtaining corpo¬ 
rate roform and a satisfactory adjustment of 
tithes. The association was supported hy an 
< Irish rent,’ which in N ovember reached 0901. 
a week. 

Parliament reassomhlod on 31 Jail. 1837. 
The speech from the throne recommended 
municipal reform, church reform, and poor 
laws for Ireland. Believing that. 1 ho povorty 
of Ireland was mainly duo to political causcH, 
O’Oonnell dissonted from the general opinion 
of his countrymen os to tho utility of poor 
laws. But he had not, he admitted, sufficient 
moral courage to resist tho demand for them 
altogether, and reluctantly consented to a 
trial of them being made. 

The subject was still under consideration 
when the death of William TV cousod par¬ 
liament to he dissolved. O’Connoll was full 
of enllmsiusm for the young qtteou, and 
played a conspicuous part at her proclama¬ 
tion, acting as a sort of fugleman to tho 
multitude, and regulating thoir acclama¬ 
tions. In supporting PouletL Thomson’s 
Factories Bill he had oxpressed his st rong 
dislike of any attempt on tho part of tho 
state to interfere between employ or and em¬ 
ployed. For tho same reason he was strongly 
opposed to trades-unionism, and his denun¬ 
ciation of thu tyranny of the trades unions 
of Dublin now almost destroyed his popu¬ 
larity in that city. For days lie was hoolecl 
and mobbed in the streets, and his meetings 
broken up hy indignant trades-unionists. ] n 
the new parliament government had, with 
his support, a have majority of twenty-five. 
Immediately after its opening, O’Oonnell 
came into collision with the houso. Ho had 
long inveighed against the partisan decisions 
of committees of the Uousa of Commons. 
The fact was admitted; but a somewhat 
unguarded statement of his,attributing gross 
perjury to the lory committees, brought 
upon him the public reprimand of the 
spoakor. Thereupon ha repeated tho charge, 
and was astonished to find that tho house 
did not commit him. 

The government proved powerless to carry 
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its measures of remedial legislotb^biw?, 
the determined opposition of the tones and 
tho House of Lords. Consequently O’Conimli 
in tho autumn of 1838 started for Irish nl, 
jects a ; Precursor Society.’ The objects of 
the society were complete corporate reform 
in Ireland, extension of the Irish sufframf 
total extinction of compulsory church aim! 
port, and adequate representation of the 
country in parliament. In explanation of the 
name he said, ‘ The Precursors may precefo 
justice to Ireland from the united parth, 
ment and the consequent dispensing with 
Repeal agitation, and will, shall, and must 
precede Repeal agitation if justice he re 
fused.’ The movement was not very sue. 
coshful, and, in anticipation of the Bpeadv 
dissolution of tho Melbourne a dministr at i on 
he on 15 April 1840 founded the Repeal 
Association. The association was modelled 
on tho linos of the old Catholic Associa¬ 
tion, and was composed of associates paying 
one shilling a year, and members payingR 6 

At, first t ho now organisation attracted little 
attention. But it soon appeared that O'Con¬ 
nell was this time in oamoBt. ‘ My struggle 
has begun,’ he wrote on 25 Mayl840, < and I 
will terminate it only in doath or Repeal.’ The 
circle of agitation gradually widened. In 
October ho addressed a largo mooting on the 
subject at Cork. Ho was enthusiastically re- 
cei ved, and on entering 1110 city the people, in 
thoir dosiro to do him honour, attempted to 
taka tho horses from liis carriage. ‘ No! No! 
No 1 ’ ho exclaimed, ‘ I never will lot men do 
the business of horses if I can help it. Don’t 
(ouch that harness, you vagabonds I lam 
trying to elevate your position, and I will 
not permit you to degrade yourselves.’ Other 
meetings followed at, Limerick, at Ennis,and 
at Kilkenny. * Tho Repeal eause,’he wrote 
on 18 Nov .,' is progressing, Quiet and timid 
moil are joining us daily. We liad before 
the bone and sinew.’ ui January 1841 hB 
accepted un invitation to speak at Belfast, 
and, notwithstanding threats of personal 
violence, lie kept his appointment. From 
Belfast ha went, to Leeds, and from Leeds 
to Leicester, lie was heartily welcomed at 
both places. Meanwhile, in consequence of 
Ihe defeat of their budget proposals, and of 
a direct vot,u of want of confidence, minis¬ 
ters dissolved parliament in June. Despite 
the exertions of O'Connoll, the repealerssus- 
tained u severe reverse at the general elec¬ 
tions. O’Conneil himself lost liis seat for 
Dublin, and had to seek refuge at Cork. On 
tho address to the spoech from the throne 
ho spoke in support of the total abolition of 
the corn laws. I’arliamont rose in October. 

On 1 Nov. O’Connoll was elected lord- 
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mayor of Dublin under the new act, being 
the first catholic that had occupied the 
position since the reign of James II. Being 
hsked how he would act in his capacity or 
lord-mayor upon the repeal ijuestion, he re¬ 
plied, 1 1 pledge myself that 111 my capacity 
of lord-mayor no one shall be able to discover 
from my conduct what are my politics, or of 
what shade are the religious tenets I hold.’ 
He kept his promise faithfully, and was the 
means of negotiating an arrangement by 
which catholics and protestants were to hold 
the chair alternately. In his desire to act 
impartially he refrained almost entirely from 
agitating the question of repeal during his 
year of office. He was, liowevor, assiduous 
in attending to his parliamentary duties, and 
on 13 April he spoke at longth in opposition 
to the imposition of nil income tax, urging 
that it was essentially a war tax, and ad¬ 
vising the substitution of legacy duties on 
landed property. 

Meanwhile the cause of repeal received 
considerable accession of strength by tlie esta¬ 
blishment in October 1842 of the ‘ Nation ’ 
newspaper. At the beginning of the new 
year (1843) O’Connell, now no longer lord- 
mayor, determined to devote himself en¬ 
tirely to the agitation of repeal. During 
the debate on the Municipal Bill he had de¬ 
clared that the corporate bodies would be¬ 
come ‘normal schools of agitation.’ As 
if to make his statement good, he in February 
inaugurated a repeal debate in the Dublin 
Corporation. He wa3 answered by Isaac 
Butt [q- v.] The debate lasted three days, 
and O’Oonnell carried his motion by forty- 
one to fifteen. The effect was enormous. 
The agitation, which hitherto had hung fire, 
woke into full activity. The rout, which in 
February only amounted to about 800/., rose 
in May to over 2,000f, a week, and by the end 
of the year reached a grand total or 48,000f. 
The old rooms in the Gorn Exchange were 
soon found too small for the transaction of 
the business of the association, and a new 
hall, called Conciliation Hull, waa built and 
opened in October. On Hi March 1843 the 
firnt of the famous monster meetings was 
held at Trim. From tbe meeting at Trim to 
the ever memorable one on the Xlill of Tara 
on 16 Aug., when it waa estimated that close 
on a million persons were present, thirty- 
one monster meetings were held in different 
ports of the country, In May government 
became alarmed at the progress of the agi¬ 
tation, and removed O’Connell and other 
repealers from the magistracy. The conduct 
of the administration was approved by par¬ 
liament, and in August powers were granted 
for the suppression of the agitation. The 


series of meetings was to have terminated 
with one at Clontarf on Sunday, 8 Oct. 1843, 
which was to have exceeded all the rest in 
magnitude. Late in the afternoon of the 
preceding day the meeting was proclaimed, 
and all the approaches to Clontarf occupied 
by the military. The people were already 
assembling, and the action of the govern¬ 
ment in postponing the proclamation to the 
eleventh hour might have proved disastrous 
had it not been for O’Connell’s promptitude 
in countermanding tbe meeting. No event 
| in his life reflects greater credit on him than 
his action at this critical momont. 

A week later warrants were issued for his 
arrest and that of his chief colleagues on a 
charge of creating discontent and disaffection 
among the liege subjects of the queen, and 
with contriving, ‘by means of intimida¬ 
tion and the demonstration of great physical 
force, to procure and effect changes tobe made 
in the government, laws, and constitution of 
this realm.' Bail was accepted, and O’Oonnell 
immediately issued a manifesto calling oil 
the people not 1 to be tempted to break the 
peace, but to act peaceably, quietly, and 
legally.’ The indictment, consisting of eleven 
counts and forty-three overt acts, and based 
chiefly on utterancesat public meetings,varied 
against each traverser. On 8 Nov. 1848 true 
bills were found by tbe grandj ury, but tbe trial 
did not begin till 15 Jan. 1844. On that day 
business was suspended in Dublin. Accom¬ 
panied by the lord-mayor and city marshal, 
O’Connell proceeded through streets thronged 
with onlookers and sympathisers to the Four 
Courts. There was a formidable array of 
counsel on both sides, but from tbe first he 
insisted on being his own advocate. The 
j udges were Chief-justice Ponnefather and the 
judges Burton, Crumpton, and Perrin. There 
was not a single Roman catholic on the jury. 
After a trial which lasted twenty-five days, 
O’Connell and his fellow-conspiratora were 
prono uncod guilty in February, but sentence 
was deferred. O'Connell proceeded at once to 
London. Onhis way he was hospitably enter¬ 
tained at Liverpool, Manchester, Coventry, 
and Birmingham, and a great banquet was 
given in his honour at Covent Garden Theatre. 

‘ I am glad,’ he wrote to Fitzpatrick, ‘ I came 
over, not so much on account of the parlia¬ 
ment as of the English people. I have cer¬ 
tainly met with a kindness and a sympathy 
which I did not expect, but which I will 
cheerfully cultivate ’ (Fitzpathiok, Corresp. 
ii. 318). On entering the House of Com¬ 
mons he was received with enthusiastic cheers. 
He spoke on 23 Feb. on the state of Ireland, 
and on 11 March moved for leave to bring 
in a bill relatingto Roman catholic charities 
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Judgment -was delivered ou 30 May. lie 
was sentenced lo imprisonment for twelve 
mouths, a fine of 2,000/., and to find surofy 
to koep the peace for seven years. The 
same afternoon ho was removed to Richmond 
Bridewell. Ho was troated wil h every con¬ 
sideration by tha prison authorities, and al¬ 
lowed to reooivo lus friends, Meanwhile an 
appeal was made ou a writ of error to the 
House of Lords. On 4 Sept. 1814 the lords 
reversod the judgment delivered in Ireland, 
and O’Oonnoil and his follow-prisoners were 
instantly liboratod. O’Connell, who had not 
expected such generous troatment from his 
political enemies, was much touched when 
the news was commnnical ed to him. ‘ Fitz¬ 
patrick,’ he reverently oxclaimod, 1 tliu hand 
of man is not in this. It is tho response 
given by Providence to tho pray ore of the 
faithful, steadfast people of Ireland.' Seat od 
on a car of imposing structure, ho was home 
through Dublin, amid the plaudits of the 
populace, to his house in Morriou Square. 

But the hand of death was oven now upon 
him. * A great change,’ says the editor of 
his correspondence, ‘ was obsorvcd in O’Con¬ 
nell not long after he loft prison. Tho hand¬ 
writing is tremulous; a difficulty is oft on 
expressed in connecting the letters of simple 
words. Petty vexations worried him, and 
the death of a grandchild all but crushed 
him.’ ITis wife had died on 31 Oct. 183(1, 
and pecuniary embarrassment had long, ho 
wrote, beau literally killing him (il>. ii. 331). 
During his imprisonment a movement had 
originated in the north of Trolund in favour 
of federalism as opposed to simple repeal. 
The movement, attracted a nurnbor of woalthy 
and influential persons in tho kingdom, and 
O’Connoll, who eagerly welcomed the pro¬ 
spect of uniting Irishmen of all classes aud 
creeds in a demand for a domestic legisla¬ 
ture, however restricted its powers, wrote 
strongly in its favour. Ilis hitter wus re¬ 
garded as procipitato by tho extreme section 
of the repealers, who interpreted it as a prac¬ 
tical abandonment of repeal. In consequence 
of thoir opposition he withdrew his offer of 
co-operation with the federalists, and again 
declared in favour of rnpoal pure and simple. 
Meanwhile Peel was endeavouring to grapple 
with the Irish difficulty in a bold and states¬ 
manlike fashion. At tbo beginning of the 
session ho submitted to parliament proposals 
to increase and make permanent the grant to 
Maynooth College, and to found a system of 
middle-class education by the establishment 
of secular colleges at Cork, Belfast, and Gal¬ 
way, O’Connell strongly favoured the pro¬ 
gramme of government so far as it related 
to Maynooth; hut believing, as he said, that 


'religion ought to be the basiTrf^flT. 
he went, over to England expressly to oX’ 
the establishment of tho provincial eniE? 036 
Ilis conduct in this respect brought hi°mm?' 
collision with Thomas Osborne Davis rXi 
and the extrome wing of the association Pi 
this time the report ot the Devon commissi™, 
was atl ractmg much attention in 
and Ireland. O'Connell, who had 28? 
donee in the suggestions of the commissions™ 
for alleviating the perennial distress of tli 
peasantry by wholesale clearances, insisted 
that nothing would give satisfaction hot 
‘ hxifcy of tenure’ and ‘ an absolute right of re- 
eompenso for all substantial improvements’ 
Ilis criticism of the commission drew down 

upon him the vongoance of the ‘Times’and 
a special commissioner was sent over bv the 
newspaper in the autumn of 1845 to inves¬ 
tigate the condition of the people of Ireland 
Tho commissioner did not spare O’Connell 
in his private position as a landlord. Oahir- 
eivoon was described as a ‘ congregation of 
wrutchodness,’ and his property generally as 
being in a most deplorable condition (Tina 
21 .Nov.) O’Connoll had little difficulty in' 
meeting the accusation; hut the charge irri¬ 
tated him, and, addod lo his other troubles 
told seriously on his health. 1 

Owing lo tho fuilnre this year of the 
potato crop, the shadow of the great fi™!*. 
loomed ominously over tho land. On 17Feb. 
1843 O’Connell called the attention of the 
IIouso of Commons to the prevalence of 
famine and disease in Iroland, and moved for 
a committee to devise means to relieve the 
distress. Q oyormnent promised relief, hut at 
tho same tiino introduced a coercion bill for 
the repression of disorder in certain counties. 
O’Connoll, while not denying the existence 
of outrages on life and property, attributed 
t homto thocloaranco system, andineistedthat 
tho only coercion aot that was required was 
an act to coorco tho landlord who would not 
do his duty. The bill was rejected, owing to 
tin) opposition of Disraeli, and in July Lord 
John llubsull came into power. Lord Dun- 
cannon, now Earl of Bossborough, was 
appointed lord-lioutonaut, and O’Connell, 
bulioving that justice would at last be done 
to Ireland, entered into a cordial alliance 
with the whigs. Ilis conduct was censured 
by the Young Ireland party, who shortly 
afterwards seceded from the association. 
Worn out with the struggle, he retired to 
Darrynane. But the recurrence of the potato 
famine, with all its attendant horrors, recalled 
him lo activity, and lod to the suggestion of 
tho formation of a central hoard of Irish 
landlords, ‘ in which religious differences 
would never be heard of,’ to consider the 
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situation. On 16 Nov. lie addressed a large 
meeting in Conciliation Hall. But the sun 
of his authority was already setting. An 
attempt at reconciliation with the Young 
Ireland party ended in failure, and he sadly 
saw the country drifting into rebellion, He 
appeared in the House of Commons for the 
last time on 8 Feb. 1847; hut his voice, once 
so resonant, had sunk almost to a whisper. 
He appealed to the house to save his country: 
i She is in your hands—in your power. If 
voudo not save her, she cannot save herself. 1 
Ills physicians recommended change of air, 
and held out hopee of speedy recovery. 
But he felt he was dying. ‘They deceive 
themselves,’ he wrote to Fitzpatrick on 
1 March, ‘ and deceive you who tell you I 
am recovering.’ Accompanied by his son 
Daniel, Dr. ililey, and nis faithful valet 
Duggan, he loft Folkestone on 22 March for 
Borne. Travelling by easy stages through 
France, where the profoundest reverence was 
paid him, he reached Genoa on 6 May. After 
lingering a few days, he died of congestion 
of the brain on Saturday, lfith. In com¬ 
pliance with his wish his heart was embalmed 
and taken to Dome, where it was laid, with 
imposing solemnities, in the church of St. 
Agatha. Hie body was brought back to Ire¬ 
land, where it was received on 6 Aug. 1817 
with almost royal honours, and interred in 
Glnsnevin cemetery. In 1869 a round-tower, 
165 feet high, was erected to hie memory, 
and his body was removed to a crypt at its 
base. 

O’Connell had four sons and three daugh¬ 
ters. Morgan the second and John the third 
son are separately noticed. The eldest son, 
Maurice, M.P. for Tralee (1833-1858), died 
on 18 June 1868; the youngest, Daniel, M.P. 
for Tralee (1863-1863), reached a great age. 
Of the daughters, Ellen (d. 1883) married 
Christopher Fitz-Siraon of Grantcullen, M.P. 
for co. Dublin; Catherine was wife of Charles 
O’Connell, M.P. for co. Kerry: and Elizabeth 
was wife of Nicholas Joseph Ffronoh, 

Notwithstanding his dislike to sit for his 
portrait, there are several portraits of O'Con¬ 
nell in existence—by Sir David Wilkie at 
the National Bank, Dublin; by Haverty in 
the London Reform. Club, of which O’Con¬ 
nell was an original member, niul in the city 
hall, Limerick: by Catterson Smith in the 
city hall, Dublin; and by Mulvnny in the 
National Gallery of Ireland. Portraits by 
Carrick and Maclise are familiar from fre¬ 
quent reproduction. He sat to Duval and 
also to Haydon. But he was best known to 
his contemporaries by the political sketches 
of H. B. (John Doyle). There are statues of 
him by Hogan in the Dublin Royal Ex- 
vou. sir. 


obange and at Limerick; by Foley in Dublin, 
and by Cahill in Ennis. The personal ap¬ 
pearance of O’Connell was remarkably pre¬ 
possessing. Slightly under six feet, he was 
broad in proportion. His complexion wa.- 
good, and his features, with the exception of 
his nose, which was short, were regular; but 
it was his mouth, which was finely chiselled, 
that gave to his face its chief charm. Always 
addicted to outdoor sports, he was passion¬ 
ately fond of hunting on foot. Habitually 
careless in the matter of dress, he was accus¬ 
tomed from the commencement of his poli¬ 
tical career to wear nothing but of Irish 
manufacture. Almost childishly fond of 
display, he was prodigal in the exercise of 
his nospitality; and, though his income was 
what most men would call large, he was con¬ 
stantly harassed by debt. At his death his 
personal property amounted to barely 1,000/. 
He was an indefatigable worker, rising gene¬ 
rally before seven, and seldom seeking rest 
before the small hours of the morning. He 
denied that he was originally intended for 
the church, hut, owing to hiB education, there 
was undoubtedly not a little of the cleric in 
his composition. He was fond of theology, 
and more than onca posed as the public 
champion of his faith. But religion was to 
him always more than theology, and he car¬ 
ried with him in all his relations of life a 
conBciousnese of the divine presence. A 
sincere Roman catholic from choice and con¬ 
viction, he was tolerant of every form of 
religious belief. In general literature he 
was not particularly well read. His know- 
I ledge of history, even of his own country, 
was extremoly defective. Of a naturally 
gay and boisterous (Imposition, he possessed 
1 an inexhaustible fund of good humour and 
mother-wit. He spoke his mind freely on all 
subjects, and loved and hated with equal cor¬ 
diality. His intemperate use of strong and 
often’ coarse epithets he defended on the 
ground that it was right to speak in the 
strongest terms consistent with truth of 
one’s friends and one's enemies. But outside 
politics he was remarkably lenient in his 
judgments j and, though intolerant of opposi¬ 
tion, he was absolutely free from jealousy, 
and quickly recognised merit wherever ho 
saw it. In his married life he was very 
happy, and his letters to his wife reveal a 
tenderness and love that are at times ex¬ 
tremely touching. 

O'Oonnell was an able and conscientious 
lawyer. His knowledge of the Irish lan- 
I gunge and Irish nature gave him a unique 
position in criminal causes, and in uross- 
1 examination he was without a rival. But 
the intricacies and delays of the low were 
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abhorrent to liim, and lie warmly supported 
Jeremy Bentliam’s sebeme of codification. 
At Darrvnane lie administered j ustice in rough 
and ready fashion, Denied the privileges and 
responsibilities ofeonstruetivostatosmanship, 
he nevertheless possessed all the elements 
that go to males a statesman, and his ap¬ 
preciation of the relative importance of tiie 
means to the end rendered him impatient 
alike of coercion and of the doctrinaire schemes 
of the Young Ireland party. The bent of his 
mind was ossontially practical, As an orator 
ha held a high, though not the highest, place 
in parliament. Gifted by nature with a lino 
ear and a sweet sonorous voice, he spoke 
easily, unaffectedly, and fluently. He was a 
ready debater, and was at his best when least 
prepared. But, unless strongly moved by 
indignation, he seldom indulged in flights 
of rhetoric such as his friend Sliail de¬ 
lighted in. Outside parliament, when ad¬ 
dressing an open-air meeting of his own 
countrymen, he reigned supreme, and by the 
simplo magic of his eloquence pluyed at will 
upon the passions of Ins audience, stirring 
thorn as he pleased to indignation or to pity, 
to laughter or to tears, lie was capable of 
much exaggeration, and loved to produco 
the effects ‘ which the statement, of a start¬ 
ling faot in an unqualified form often causes ’ 
(Lnutr), In his hands tho system of agi¬ 
tation by mass meetings reached a perfection 
it never at tainod before or since. Knowing 
the value of order and sobriety, he gave 
every support to the temperance movement of 
Father Mathew, and he boasted, not without 
reason, that not a single act of disorder 
marred the splendour 01 tho magnificent de¬ 
monstration at Tara. 

His position in history is unique. Few 
men have possessed his personal influence, 
and still fewer have used commanding in¬ 
fluence with equal moderation, Tho statute- 
book contains little evidence of his powor, 
but be re-created national feeling in Ireland; 
and as long as his physical vigour was 
maintainedj kept alive among his country¬ 
men faith in the elficaoy of constitutional 
agitation. 

[There is no adoqual e life of O'Gonnoll. U«of 11 1 
biour.iphies have boon pnbluthed by W. Fagnn in 
1847,byM.F, Ousack in 1872, byJ.O'Rourko and 
O’JI. offo in 1870. and by J. A. llamilton in 1888, 
In addition to the Irish and Englhli newspapers, 
tho principal accessible sources of information 
are John O’Connell's Life and Speoclies of his 
fathov, 1848; and Ids Recollections and Experi¬ 
ences during a Parliamentary Oaroor from 1838 
to 1848 ; Irish Monthly Mag,, vols. x.-xv,; 
Fitzpatrick's Correspondence of Daniel O’Con- 
noll; O'Neill Da tint's Personal Recollections; and 


the Parliamentary Debates. To these n*, C 
added for bp.-ci.il information Wvso'a nil,. 
of the Catholic Association; lli.ufand fcj* 
spondeneo of Lord Oulehcster; Howell's 
Trials,_ vol. xxxi.; Hamilton’s State of pi' 
Catholic Cause from tho issuing of Mr p n i. 
Circular Letter, Dublin, 1812; Memoirs' of Si! 
R. Pool; Parkers Sir Robert Peel, from w 
private correspondence; Letters and Deaoitn-h.! 
of the Duke of Wellington; Bowring’s Life mi 
Works of Joremy Bentham; Torrens's Mem*! 
of Viscount Mol bourne; Fitzpatrick’s Life of 

TjOT»< 1 Oloncui'pv. n.nrl T.i-Pft «mrl v-. . ' 
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of Thomas Davis, and Pour Years of Irish 
tory. Mr. W. E. H. Lceky has given a ft* 
impartial ostimato of his position in history m 
his Londors of Public Opinion in Ireland, and 
interesting articles of more or loss value will U 
found in the Dublin Review for 1844, Tait’s 
Edinburgh Magazine, 184G, Macmillan's ILm- 
ziuo, 1873, Catholic World, 1876, Nineteenth 
Century, January, 1889, by Mr. Gladstone! 

R.A. 

O’OONNELL, JOHN (1810-1858),Irish 
politician, third son of Daniel O’Connell the 

1 Liberator’ [q.v.],by liis wire Mary, daughter 
of Dr. O’Connnll of Traloe, was born inDublin 
on 24 Doc. 1810, and was destined by Ms 
father, whose favourite son he was, for law 
and politics. Ho was oalled to ths Irish 
bar at tho King’s Inns, Dublin, and was re¬ 
turned to parliament forYoughal, on 16Dec, 
1832, as a member of his lather’s ‘house¬ 
hold brigadu.’ In 1835 an unsuccessful 
petition was presented against his return 
by liis opponent, T. 13. Smyth (afterwards 
Irish master of tho rolls). Till 1887 he 
sat for tho same constituency; he was then 
rottimod unopposed for Athloneon 4 Aug.; 
on 3 July 1841 he succeeded Joseph Hume 
in the representation of Kilkenny with¬ 
out a contest, and in August 1847 was re¬ 
turned both for Kilkenny and for Limerick, 
and elected to sit for the latter place. Dur¬ 
ing this period lie had (akan a very active part 
as his lather’s lieutenant in tho repeal agi¬ 
tation. lie prepared various reports for the 
repeal association on ‘ Poor-law Remedies' 
in 1848, 011 ‘ Commercial Injustices to Ire¬ 
land,’ and on the 1 Fiscal Relations of the 
United Kingdom and Ireland’ in 1844, and 
also in the same year his ‘ Argument for Ro¬ 
land,’ which was separately published and 
reached a second odition in 1847. He also 
wrote for the ‘Nation’ his ‘Repeal Dic¬ 
tionary,’ separately published in 1845 ; He 
shared his father’s trial in 1844, and his im¬ 
prisonment in Richmond gaol, where ho or¬ 
ganised private thoalrieals, and conducted a 
weekly paper for his follow-prisoners; rode in 
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"his father’s triumphal car when the prisoners 
were released on the success of their appeal to 
the House of Lords, and became, during his 
father's frequent absences, the practical head 
of the repeal association in Ireland. In this 
capacity he strenuously opposed the 'Young 
Tvfiniirl. ’ party, and incurred its bitter en¬ 
mity. Allied as he always was with the 
Roman catholic priesthood, and trained too 
in his father’s school of constitutional agita¬ 
tion, he was prone to detect and vehement in 
denouncing irreligious or lawless tendencies 
in the new party. To the succession to his 
father's ‘ uncrowned kingship' he asserted 
almost dynastic claims. The ‘ Young Ire¬ 
land’ party, willing to defer to the age and 
genius of the lather, revolted against such 
pretensions on the part of his youthful and 
medioore son. A hitter struggle eusued, hut 
on his father’s final departure from Ireland, 
he succeeded to the control, and, on his death, 
to the titular leadership, of the association, 
which, in his hands, declined so rapidly that 
for want of funds it was dissolved on 8 June 
1818. He then appears to have made over¬ 
tures to the ‘ Confederates ’ through'William 
Smith O’Brion [q. v.], hut speedily withdrew 
from them. ‘He wus charged at the moment/ 
says Duffy, whoso antagonism to him seems 
to have hean extreme, ‘ with being a tool of 
Lord Clarendon's to keep separate the priests 
and the “ Confederates;" but it is possible 
that he was merely influenced by doubt and 
trepidation, for liis mind was as unsteady 
as a quagmire.’ At any rate, when the ‘ Con¬ 
federates ’ attempted a rebellion, ho thought 
it well to retire for a time to France. 

When he returned, he openly took the 
side of the whig parly. He become a oap- 
tain of militia, reopened Conciliation Hall, 
and, until he sold it, held meetings in the 
whig interest. Ills naino was still influen¬ 
tial with the massps, though over the re¬ 
peal memhei's of parliament he had ceased to 
exercise any control, in spite of their elec¬ 
tion pledges of fidelity to him; and, aided 
by the support, of several Homan catholic 
hishopB, he carried on for sometime a minia¬ 
ture agitation under the popular nickname of 
the ‘ Young Liberator.’ When the tenant 
league was projected in 1860 to start a new 
land agitation, he used his influence against 
it; and he gave great offence during the 
excitement produced by the Ecclesiastical 
Titles Bill by voting against the motion with 
regard to colonial policy, which led to the fall 
of Russell’s ministry in February 1861. The 
corporation of Limerick passed a resolution of 
censure on their member, and in August 1861 
be accepted the Ohiltern Hundreds to create 
& vacancy for the Earl of Arundel, who, in 
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consequence of the secession of his father, the 
Duke of K orfolk, from the Roman faith, had 
resigned the family borough of Arundel on 
16July. On 21 Dec. 1858here-enteredparlia- 
ment as member for Clonmel; but his position 
in the House of Commons, always insignifi¬ 
cant , was now one of obscurity, in February 
1867 be quitted public life, on receiving from 
Lord Carlisle the clerkship of the Hanaper 
Office, Ireland; and on 24 May 1868 he died 
suddenly at his house, Gowran Hill, Kings¬ 
town, near Dublin, wherebe had lived for some 
years, and was buried in Glasnevin cemetery. 
He pubhsbed a wordy and extravagant ‘Life 
and Speeches ’ of bis father in 1846, which 
was republished in 1854; and ‘Recollections’ 
of his own parliamentary career, a chatty 
hut unsatisfactory hook, in 1840, which was 
fiercely uttackod m the ‘Quarterly Review’ 
(Lxxxvi. 128). 

He married, on 28 March 1838, Elizabeth, 
daughter of Dr. Ryan of co. Dublin, and by 
her had eight children. 

[John O'Connell’b Works; Fitzpatriek’B Corre- 
apomlonco by O'Connell; Webb's Compendium 
of Irish Biography; State Trials, new ser.vol.v.; 
Duffy s Four Yours of Irish History and League 
of North and South.] J. A. H. 

O’CONNELL, Sir MAURICE 
CHARLES (1812-1879), soldier and oolonial 
statesman, the eldest son of General Sir 
Maurice Charles Philip O’Connell [q. v.], was 
bom in J armory 1812 m Sydney, New South 
"Wales. As an infant he was taken from Syd¬ 
ney to Ceylon, whence, in 1819, he was sent 
home to be educated, first at Dr. Pinkney's 
school at East Sheen, afterwards at the High 
School, Edinburgh. Thence he went to 
Dublin and Paris, where he was for a time a 
military student at the college of Charle¬ 
magne. In 1828 he entered the army as an 
ensign in the 78rd regiment of foot. For 
three years he served in Gibraltar and Malta, 
and in 1881 went with his regiment to 
Jersey, where he acted as its adjutant till 
1836, being promoted lieutenant on 24 Jan. 
1884. In 1886 he obtained leave to raise in 
Ireland a regiment of the British legion for 
Spain, was placed on half-pay on 24 July, 
and in September, within seven weeks after 
his marriage, embarked with the regiment, 
the 10th Munster light infantry, of which 
he had been gazetted lieutenant-colonel, to 
take service under Queen Isabella against 
Don Carlos. During nearly two years he led 
this regiment, fought several engagements 
with the Oarlists, and earned much distinc¬ 
tion, becoming in turn colonel and deputy 
adjutant-general of the British legion and 
general of brigade. On one occasion he nar- 
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rowly escaped being entrapped by a guerilla 
party. In 1837 the legion was disbanded at 
Ban Sebastian, and O’Connell returned to 
England, much disgusted with his treatment 
by the Spaniards, but decorated with the 
orders of knight-commander of Isabella the 
Catholic, knight of San Fernando, and knight 
extraordinary of Charles III. 

On his return to England, O’Connell was 
attached to the 81st regiment, and on 22 Juno 
1888 was appointed io be captain in the 28th 
regiment, which ha accompanied to New 
South Wales under the command of his father, 
to whom ho now became military socretary, 
When the regiment was recalled, he sold out 
and settled in New South Wales, his native 
country, devoting himself to pastoral pur¬ 
suits, and particularly to the breeding of 
horses, upon which he became one of the 
leading authorities in Australia, 

O'Connell stood withont success as a can¬ 
didate for Sydney in the first legislative coun¬ 
cil in 1843, but in August 1848 was returned 
for Port Phillip. On 7 Nov. 1848 he retired 
from the legislature on being appointed a 
commissioner for crown lands beyond the 
settled districts of the colony in the Burnott 
district, and in 1868 he was requested to 
undertake the settlement of Port Curtis, of 
which, in January 1884, he was appointed 
government resident, as well as commissioner 
of crown lands and polico magistrate. His 
efforts wore highly successful, but at much 
personal cost to himself, and in the face of 
considerable discouragements, lie was de¬ 
prived of his post of resident on tho oroction 
of the Moreton Bay district into tho separate 
colony of Queensland, and his name now be¬ 
came identified with the political life of tho 
new colony. 

In 1850 he was nominated by Sir George 
Bowen to be a member of the first legislative 
council of Queensland, and from 21 May to 
28 Aug. was a member of the Herbert 
ministry without portfolio. In 1801 he 
became president of the council, and he con¬ 
tinued to hold that oilico till his death. lie 
fulfilled his duties with invariable courtesy, 
dignity, and impartiality. lie is credited 
with a prominent share in the promol ion of 
primary and secondary (grammar school) 
education, and ho urged the necessity of a 
religious elomont in the school curriculum. 
His general tone of mind was vory conserva¬ 
tive. 

Four times it fell to his lot, as president 
of the council, to administer the government 
of the colony in the interregnum botwoon 
two governors : first, from 4 Jan. to 14 Aug. 
1868, on tho departure of SirGeorgo Bowen, 
when he entertained the Duke of Edinburgh; 


secondly, from 2 Jan. to 12 Aug, 187] TftZ 
the death of Colonel Blaokall; thirdly’ 

12 Nov. 1874 to 28 Jan. 1875, after & 
parture of tho Marquis of NomanbytohW 
Zealand, and again for less than a month 

1877. In 1808 ho was knighted. Ont™ 

occasions O’Connell felt called upon todefend 
himself in his place in council. In isyj l 
was blamed outside for his action in dis¬ 
solving parliament when acting as governor 
tho opposition alleging that he had been in¬ 
duced by privato reasons to play w t 0 the 
hands ol the ministry. Again, in 1876,stric¬ 
tures were pnssed on his presence at a dinno, 
to celebrate the centenary of the ‘ LibeutorV 
birth, where the toast of the pope was per¬ 
mitted to take precedence of that of the 
queen, but he explained that he had no pre¬ 
vious knowledge that this would happen 
and expressed his opinion that Roman catho¬ 
lics wore ill-advised to adopt the course in 
question, ne was himself a member of the 
oh urch of England. 

O’Connell died on 23 March 1879, and was 
awarded n public funeral. He had for some 
yoars depended only on his official income, 
having boon obliged to part with the last 
portion of Mb ostntes in 1867. His widow 
was left penniloss, and the Queensland par¬ 
liament voted hor an annual pension. In 
1878 tho legislative council had presented 
him with his bust, whioh now stands in the 
council chamber. lie was provincial grand 
master of tho froomasons of the Irish con¬ 
stitution, and was also colonel-commandant 
of the Queensland volunteers. 

(I’Conuoll married, in Jorsey, on 28 July 
1835, Elisa Emmelino, daughter of Colonel 
Philip lo Goyt of the 03rd regiment, He died 
childioss. 


[Queensland Courier of 24 Mnreh, in an article 
largely derived 'from Sir Miuivioonndhis family,’ 
Auuy Lists; Queensland Parliamentary De¬ 
bates.] 0. A. H. 


O’CONNELL, Sib MAURICE 
CHARLES PHILIP (ii. 1848), lieutenant- 
general, was son of Charles rhilip O’Connell, 
a younger son of John O’Connell of Ballina- 
bloun. A tall, strapping, penniless lad, the 
son of a younger son, he appears, like otkers 
of liis relatives, to have been dependent on 
tlio bounty of his kinsman, Count Daniel 
O'ConnoU [q. v.], of the Irish brigade. He 
was at first ml,ended for the Roman catholic 
priesthood. 1 lie has beon hero two or three 
years on one of Dr. Connell’s bursaries, and 
now declines tho church,’the count writes of 
him from Paris in 1784 (Mbs. 0'Conhbi.i, 
Last Colonel of the Irish Brigade, h, 84V 
The lad wished to study physio. In 1785 
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tie count writes quite jubilantly: ‘ Charles 
Philip’s son is provided for. I have sent him 
down to his colledge. I have properly rigged 
him out, and given him ten guineas to de¬ 
fray his journey and first expenses, and have 
mentioned him to his superiors, who are all 
my friends ’ (li.) Presumably this was a 
military college, In 1792 he was serving as 
a captain in the French emigrants with the 
Duke of Brunswick on the i’rench frontier. 
■When the Irish brigade was taken into Bri¬ 
tish pay he was appointed captain in Count 
Daniel O’Connell’s regiment, the 4th regi¬ 
ment of the Irish brigade, from 1 Oct. 1794, 
and served with it in the West Indies until 
it was broken up and he was put on half-pay. 
He obtained a company in the 1st West 
India regiment on 12 May 1800, and served 
with it at St. Lucia, and was afterwards 
brigade-major at Surinam until the colony 
was given up at the pence of Amiens. In May 
1803 he was detached with five companies to 
Grenada, and went thence with the whole of 
hisregimentto Dominica. He commanded the 
light company and a party of the 46th when 
a much superior French force attacked Le 
Roseau, but were defeated, on 22 Feb. 1805. 
He was made brevet major on 1 June 1806, 
and appointed brigade-major in Dominica, 
and alterwards major in the old 5th West 
India regiment, lie received the thanks of 
the House of Assembly, and was presented 
by it with a sword of the value of one 
hundred guineas. He also was presented 
with a valuable sword by the Patriotic So¬ 
ciety at Lloyd's. On 15 Oct. 1808 he was 
appointed major in the 73rd foot, of which 
he became lieutenant-colonel on 4 May 1809. 
He landed in Sydney that year with the 1st 
battalion 73rd, bringing with him o com¬ 
mission to act as lieutenant-governor of New 
South Wales and its dependencies. He re¬ 
mained there until 1814, when the battalion 
was ordered to Ceylon. He commanded it 
during the war in Kandy in 1815. He re¬ 
tired on half-pay on the return home of the 
legiment. He became a major-general on 
22 July 1830, wae knighted and made K.C.H. 
in 1884, became a lieutenant-general 9 Nov. 
1841, and was appointed colonel 80th foot 
m 1844. He returned to New South Wales 
in 1838 as major-general commanding the 
forces, which post he held until relieved by 
Major-general Wynyard. He administered 
the government from 12 July to 2 Aug. 
1846. Thenceforth, although he remained 
in the colony and was very popular, he took 
no active part in public affairs. He died at 
Sydney on 25 May 1848. 

Soon after liis first arrival in Sydney 
O’Connell marriedMaryPutland,the wiclowod 


daughter of the deposed governor Bligh [see 
Bligh, WiLLiisi], by whom he had two 
sons and one daughter. The elder son was 
the well-known Australian statesman, Sir 
Maurice Charles O’Connell [q. v.l Lady 
O’Connell died in 1804. 

[Mrs. O’Connell's Last Colonel of the Irish 
Brigade, vol. ii.; Army Lists; Ellis's Hist. 
1st West Indian Regiment; Cannon's HUt. 
Records of Brit. Army, 46th and 73rd Regiments; 
Gent. Mag, 1848, pt. ii. p. 643; Heaton’s Diet. 
Australian Biography ] H. M. C. 

O’CONNELL, MORGAN (1804-1885). 
politician, second son of Daniel O’Oonnell 
(1776-1847) [q. v.l, was born at 80 Merrion 
Square, Dublin, 31 Oct. 1804. In 1819 
General Devereux came to Dublin to enlist 
military aid for Bolivia. He succeeded in 
embodying the Irish South American legion, 
and O'Connell was one of the officers who 
purchased a commission in it. The enter¬ 
prise was mismanaged; there was no com¬ 
missariat organisation on board the ships, 
and a pari of the force died on the voyage. 
The remainder were disembarked on the 
Spanish main at Santa Margarita, where 
many deaths took place from starvation, A 
portion of the expedition, under Feargus 
U’Connor, effected a junction with Bolivar, 
and to the energy of these allies the repub¬ 
lican successes were chiefly due. O’Oonnell 
returned to Ireland after a few years, but 
only again to seek foreign service in the 
Austrian army. 

On 19 Dec. 1832 he entered parliament in 
the liberal interest, as one of the members 
for Meath, and continued to represent that 
constituency till January 1840, when he 
was appointed first assistant-registrar of 
deeds for Ireland, at a salary of 1,2007. a 
year, a place which beheld till 1868. La poli¬ 
tics he was never in perfect accord with his 
father, and his retirement from parliament 
was probably caused by his inability to 
accept the repeal movement. During bis 
parliamentary career he fought a duel with 
William, second baron Alvanley, a lieu¬ 
tenant-colonel iu the army, at Ohalk Farm, 
on 4 May 1835. A challenge had been sent 
by Alvanley to O'Oonnell’s father, who, in 
accordance with a vow he had made after 
shooting D’Esterre, declined the meeting. 
Morgan thereupon took up the challenge. 
Two shots each were exchanged, but no one 
was hurt, _ He afterwards, in December 
1835, received a challenge from Benjamin 
Disraeli, in consequence of an attack made 
on Disraeli by Morgan’s father. Morgan 
declined to meet Disraeli. Mowjon O’Connell 
died at 12 St. Stephen's Green,Dublin, 20 Jan. 
1885, and was buriod in Glasnevin cemetery 
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on 23 Jan, lie married, on. 2 S July 1810, in 1786, tv as complete in 1819; but, unfottu- 
Kate Mary, youngest dung liter of Michael nately, he hail a difference with Dr, Q'Rear- 
Balfe of South Park, co. Roscommon. don as to the method of publication, left Lie 

[Hitchman’s Public Life ol the Earl of Beacons- house, and carried the manuscript, and many 
field, 1881, pp. 47-55 ; Qreville’s Memoirs, 1874, others which he had collected, to the hoiisu 
iii. 266 -7; Times, 5 May 1835 p. 4, 31 Doc. of his brother Patrick at Came, This brother 
1835 p. 5, and 22, 23, 24 Jan. 1885; Freeman's died in 1824, and as the lexicographer had 
Journal, 21 Jan. 1885 p. 6 , 21 Jan p, 8 , Burke's been able to lind no moans of publication 
landed Gentry, 18 4, i. 79; cf. art. O’Connit.x., ho sent his nephew, Anthony O'Connell k! 
Dahiel, the ‘ Liborator,’] G. 0. D. Daniel O'Connell, the 1 Liberator’ Iq. T j 0 f 

O’CONNELL, MORITZ, BahoH O’Oon- Tralee, at the time of the assizes, liopmg tint 
kull (,1740 P-18 JO), Austrian oflicer, son of the great politician, who was an orator in 
O'Connell of Tarmon, co. Kerry, and his Irish as well as m English, would aid the 
wife, the sister of Murty Oge O’Sullivan publication oftliowork. O’Connell declined 
Beare (‘ Murty Oge ’ of h’rouae), was born wlieroupon Anthony O’Connell pledged the 
about 1740, and christened Murty fj-ccie Muir- manuscript in Tralee. Eugene O'Cuny 
choartoch), which ho subsequently changed [q. v.J made efforts to recover it, but it be- 
to Moritz, as hotter suited to Herman or- came the property of James Ilardiman [q.v.l 
thography. He was cousin and the life- who sold it and other Irish manuscripts to 
long iriend of Daniel, count O'CJoimell [q, v.J t liu British Musouui, O’Coniicll’s manuscript 
The young kinsmen wont to the coiitiuont lexicon, which is of much philological value 
togethor in 1702, and eorvud tlie last two is numbered Egerton 83, and is much con- 
campaigns of the seven j oars' war on oppo- suited by oditors of Irish texts. It consists 
site sides, Murty ns an Austrian oflicor in of 330 leavtiB, and is wriUen in English clianic- 
Marshnl Jlaim’s regiment of horse. He af- tors. Htandish II. O’Grady has pointed out 
traded the notico of the Empress Maria thattliBinfixodpronouninIrish,ofwlnohthe 
Theresa, who soon transferred him from his discovery has sometimes boon attributed to 
military duties t o the imperial cliamborlain’s J. 0. Zouss ( Qrammatiaa Celtica, bk. ii. c, iv,), 
department. Ho held the oflice of imperial is clearly noticed and explained under ths ar- 
chuuiberluiii for fifty-nine years, under tho tides ‘ row, M ron,‘‘roe,’‘rot,’by Peter O'Con- 
Emperors Josopli, Leopold, nnd EranciB. nail. Throe later manuscript copies of this 
O’Connell’s lottorsin tho second decudo of the dictionary exist: ono in tho British Museum 
present century bhow that by that time lio had (Egerton 84 and 86 ), made by John O’Dono- 
been created a baron, and attained tho rank van [q. v.J; ono in Trinity College, Dublin 
of general in the Austrian army. Ho had (II. 6 . 26. 26), copied from O’Donovan's 
married and had. a daughter, as much trouble copy; and one in the ltoyal Irish Academy, 
appears to havo boon t alien to establish tho copied from the Trinity College copy. Eugene 
‘ sixteen quarterings ’ required to qualify lior U'Ourry and liis brother Malaolu both re- 
for an appointment about tho imperial court, coivod instruction from O’Connell, and he 
O’Oonnell died in Vienna, early in 1880, in was oflon a guest at their father’s house at 
liis ninoty-sccond yenr, leaving his property Uimalia, co. Dloro, which is about ten miles 
to a kinsman, Gcofl'roy O’Oonnoll of Cork, from Came. 


. [Information nnd letters to Count Daniol 
O’Connell in Mrs. O’ConnolTs Last Coloool of 
tho Irish Brigade, Loudon, 1892; Ann. Bog. 
1831, Appendix to Ohromdo, pp. 251-6.1 

II. M. 0. 

O’OONNELL, PETER (1740-1820), Irish 
lexicographer, was born in 1740 at Canio, co. 
Claro. Ilo became a schoolmaster, and gave 
his spare time to the study of Irish manu¬ 
scripts and to the preparation of an Irish dic¬ 
tionary. Ho was, of course, thoroughly versed 
in the spoken, language, and bocamo deeply 
learned m the oldor literary forms. Ilo tra¬ 
velled about Ireland, and paid a long visit to 
Charles O’Conor (1710 -1791) [q. v.1 at Belana- 
gare. In 1812 a Dr. O’Reardon of Limerick, 
who cared for Irish studies, gave Mm a home 
in his house and helped him in every way, 
O’Connell’s ‘ Dictionary,’ which he had begun 


[O'Ourry’s manuscript Catalogue of Irish 
Manuscripts in British Museum; Hardimau’s 
manusoript note in Egerton 83 in Brit Mas., 
3. II. O'Griuly’s Cataloguo of Irish Manuscripts 
in tho British Museum; Egorton 83.] IT. M. 

O’CONNOR. [Soe also O'Oostob.] 

O'CONNOR, AEDI1 (d. 1087), king of 
Oounaught, called by Irish historians 1 an glia 
blieurnaigh’ (‘of the clipped spear’),wasson of 
Tadhg an oich gliill [soe O’C'oHjroB, Gathai], 
and first appears in the chronicles in 1088, 
wlion he slow Maeleachlaiim,lord ofOreamh- 
thaine, in revenge for the death of his father 
and brothor by the hand of that chief. Tbs 
O’Rourkes contended with him for the king- 
ship of Connaught, and in 1039 he defeated 
them and slow their chief, Donnahadh 
the red; but in 1044 they inflicted a still 
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more severe defeat on him, and he 'was 
again defeated by a lesser chief, O'Mael- 
doraigh, in 1051. He had betore held as a 
prisoner Amhalghaidh O’Flaherty, king of 
West Connaught, whom he blinded m this 
year, and secured himself from his foes of 
gast Connaught at Inis Creamha, on the 
east side of Loch Orbsen, He thence made 
an expedition against the Conmaicne, a tube 
situated near Slieve Formaeile, co. Roscorn- 
mon, and an expedition into Clare, when he 
cut down the tiee of assembly of the O’Briens 
at Moyre, then called Aenach Maighe Ad hair. 
He again plundered the Conmaicne in 1052, 
and Clare in 1054 and 1059, when he re¬ 
ceived the submission of the chief of the 
O’Briens. In 1061 he is first mentioned by 
his cognomen, no explanation of winch is 
given in the best known chronicles. He 
sacked Cenncoradh, O'Brien’s fortress on the 
Shannon, and burnt tho neighbouring town 
of ICillaloe. Solitary trout in wells or 
isolated pools are still regarded with vene¬ 
ration by the Irish in remote parts, and in 
1001 O’Brien had two salmon in the well 
of Cenncoradh, which, by way of insult, 
O'Connor caught and ate. “While he was 
on the Shannon, O’Flaherty attacked and 
destroyed his stronghold on Loch Orbsen; 
but when O'Connor returned he routed the 
O’Flahertya, slew their chief, aud carried his 
head to Rathcroglian in Roscommon. In 
the next year he defeated the Clan Coscraigh, 
a tribe settled to the east of Galway Bay. 
In 1063 Ardgar MacLochlainn, lung of 
Ailech, invaded Connaught, and both O'Con¬ 
nor and his rival O’Rourke were obliged to 
give him hobtages and admit his supremacy. 
O'Connor had hidden his treasure and jewels 
in the cave of Aille in the parish of Agha- 
gower, co. Mayo; hut his old enemies, the 
Conmaicne, slew the guard and sacked the 
cava; but in 1065 he defeated them and their 
allies, the XJi Maine, under Tadlig O'Kelly, 
at Clonfert,and killed O’Kelly's sons and 
grandson some time after the battle. He soon 
after defeated and slew Duarcan O’Heolusa, 
chief of Muinter Boluis, co. Leitrim. In 
1080 he was concerned in the murder of the 
heir of O’Muiregain, chief of Teffia, co. "West¬ 
meath, a connection by marriage of his own, 
and it was perhaps in consequence of this 
outrage that he was attaoked in 1007 by 
Dennot, son of Maelnambo, king of Leinster, 
and by the O’Briens. He had some success 
at first, and dew O'Connor Kerry; hut in a 
battle near Oranmore, oo. Galway, in which 
he was attacked by O'Rourke, he and many 
of his followers were slain. In a verse 
which preserves the date he is called ‘ri 
Connacht,’ king of Connaught, and he was 


undoubtedly the heir to that kingship, but 
exercised its rights without dispute for a 
very short part of his life, and never seems 
to have received the formal submission of 
all Connaught. He had five sons—iMurchadh, 
slam in 1070; Rodenc or Ruaidhn [q. v.1 
‘ na soighe buidh,’ or 1 of the yellow hound; 
who became king of Connaught, and died in 
11 IS; Catlial; Tadhg, slam in 1062 by Aedh 
O’Flaherty; Aedh, who had two sons, Cathal 
and Tadhg—and one daughter, Aoibhean, 
who married 0'iMmregam, and died in 1006, 

[Annala Riughochta Eire,inn, ed. O'Donuvau, 
vol. ii.; Genealogies, Tribes, and Customs of 
Hy Ftaolirach, ed. 0’Donov.m, Dublin, 1844; 
Tribes and Customs of Hy-M.my, ed O’Do¬ 
novan, Dublin, 1843; A Chorugraphical De¬ 
scription of West or H-Iar Connaught, by 
Roderis O'Flaherty, ed. Sardinian, Dublin, 
1846.] N. M. 

O’CONNOR, ARTHUR (1703-1862), 
Irish rebel, was born on 4 July 1763 at 
Mitohelstown, co. Cork, of a well-to-do pro- 
testant family. His father, Roger Connor, 
was a large landed proprietor. His mother 
was Anne, daughter of Robert Longfield, 
M.P. (1688-1705), and Bister of Richard 
Longfield, created Viscount Longueville m 
1800. Roger O’Connor [q. v.] was his brother. 
Arthur, alter attending schools nearLismore 
and at CastlelyonB, entered Trinity College, 
Dublin, in 1779, as a fellow-commoner, under 
the name of Connor, and graduated B.A. in 
1782. In Michaelmas term 1788 he'was 
oalled to the Irish bar, but never attempted 
to practise. In 1791 his uncle, Richard 
Longfiuld ; afterwards Lord Longueville, 
whose heir he was, procured him a seat in 
the Irish parliament as member for Philips- 
town. The French revolution had turned 
O'Connor into a republican. In parliament 
he manifested very liberal sentiments, and 
strongly supported the catholics. He de¬ 
clared that his views were well known to his 
uncle, and were not resented by him. After 
an eloquent speech in the house on 4 May 
1796, in which he strongly supported the 
catholic claims, he resigned hiB seat. It is 
improbably said that Pitt was so impressed 
by O’Connor’s oration that he offered him 
an important government post (ALumor, 
United Irishmen, ii. 233). 

In 1796 O’Connor joined the ‘United Irish¬ 
men,’ but took no oath, and, with Lord Ed¬ 
ward Fitzgerald, formed the first 1 Leinster 
Directory. In February 1797 he was ar¬ 
rested on a charge of seditious libel, end was 
imprisoned for six months in Dublin Castle. 
On his release* he became chief editor of the 
newly started ‘Press,’ the organ of the 
United, Irishmen, and he was appointed one 
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of the executive of the United Irishmen, hut 
resigned in 1798. Going to England, he was 
arrested at Margate with the Rev. James 
O’Ooigly, John Bums [q. v.], and others. In 
May he was brought to trial at Maidstone for 
high treason, and many notable leaders of the 
English opposition, including Fox, Sheridan, 
Erskine, Moira; and the Duke of Norfolk, 
appeared as witnesses in his favour. He 
was acquitted, but was at once roarrostod on 
another charge. An abortive attempt was 
made to rescue him, and the Earl of l'hanet 
and an abettor were imprisoned for the ex¬ 
ploit. His well-known connection with the 
‘ Press ' rendered him very obnoxious to the 
English government, and it was established 
that he had negotiated with Hoche on the 
French frontier. lie was consequently kept 
in prison with other state prisoners. lie 
consented during 1799 to give the govern¬ 
ment information of tlio nature and extent 
of the Irish conspiracy, without implicating 

E ersons; and he gave import ant evidence in 
is examination before the House of Lords. 
O’Connor and his fellow-piriBonerS; how¬ 
ever, strongly protested against t he published 
report of this examination, and denied its 
aocuraoy. They were therefore not reloased, 
but were despatched to Fort George in Scot¬ 
land in April 1799. On his way thither 
he distributed among his fellow-prisoners a 
curious poem, which has been often re¬ 
printed. It bears two senses, and may be 
read by taking the lines alternately either 
as a loyal or disloyal effusion. In Junu 1803 
he was liberated and sent to France. 

O’Oonnor on his arrival in France had 
interviews with Bonaparte, and was troatod 
as an accredited agent of the Irish revolu¬ 
tionists during Emmet’s rebellion. Though 
Napoleon disliked O’Connor’s blunt manner 
and straightforwardness, he appointed him 
on 29 Feb. 1804 a genoral of division, chiofiy, 
it appears, because O’Oonnor had lost his 
property in Ireland, lie was uover em¬ 
ployed in active service, and * was the only 
superior officer in France who had not beon 
decorated with the cross of the Legion of 
Honour’ (JReniiniicenacs of an Emigrant 
Milesian, by Andrew O'lleilly, i. 210). Ho 
married in 1807 filim de Goudorcet, the only 
daughter of the philosopher, and in 1808 
bought some property at Bignon which had 
belonged to Mirabsau. For the rest of his 
life he took little part in public affairs be¬ 
yond editing a paper of advanced religious 
opinions— 1 Journal de la Liberty lioligieuse ’ 
—and publishing a few books. He Became 
a naturalised Frenchman in 1818, and died 
at Bignon on 25 April 1852, 

O’Conner, unlike the Emmets and Lord 


Edward Fitzgerald, was little of 
siast. He was ill-tempered, cynical 
haraUy critioalof others. Hefrequently’ ^. 
relied with his associates, and on oneoJ* 
sion was challenged by Thomas Addis Em 
met [q. v.T, whose memory he slandered in hu 

W0 1 rk ^ 1 > l0 H 0 P 01 /’ “ di8liked McNe“ n 
and William Lawless, who reciprocated hu 
enmity; and in his later years was furionslv 
opposed to 0 Connell and the priests Hjr 
early sympathies with the catholics were 
inspired by his political views, Though of 
a very suspicious and churlish disposition 
his ability was notable, ub Mb writm™ am) 
speeches testify, * 

Ilia published works are: 1. ‘The Mea¬ 
sures of a Ministry to pievent a Revolution 
are the certain Means of bringing it on’W 
‘A Stoic,’ Cork, 1704. 2. ‘Speech on’the 
Catholic Question, May 4th,’ 8vo, 1795 

3. ‘ Lottcr to the Earl of Carlisle,’ 8vo, 1795 

4. ‘Address to the Free Electors of the 
County of Antrim,’ 8vo, 1796. 6. Another 
address to the same, 8vo, 1707, 6. ‘State 
of IroLand,’ 8vo, 1798. 7. ‘ Letter to Lord 
Cnallomigh from Prison,’ 8vo, 1798. 8. ‘Let- 
tor to Lord Camden,’ 8vo, 1798. 9. ‘ Etat 
aotuol do la Grande Bretagne,’ 8vo, 1804 (an 
English version appearing also). 10. ‘Letter 
to General Lafayotto,’ 8vo, 1831. 11, ‘Mono¬ 
poly the Cause of all Evil, 8vo, 1848; trans¬ 
lated as ‘LeMonopolecausede touslesMaux,’ 
3 vols. 8vo, 1849-50. With Arugo,ho edited 
‘The Works of Oondorcet,’12 vols. 1847-9. 

[Biographic Cl Animlo, xxxviii. 461-4; Webb's 
Compendium of Irish Biography, pp. 383-4; 
Madden's United Irishmen, 2nd ser. li, 289— 
321 ; Byrne's Memoirs, lii. 11-12; Biographical 
Anecdotes of the Foundora of the laio Irish 
Rebellion, by n Candid Observer, 1/90, pp. 38- 
43; Lecky’s Hist, of Ireland in the Eighteenth 
Contury, vols ill. iv. ; Public Characters of all 
Nations, 1823, iii. 41-42; Ann. Reg 1796; 
Muoro's Life of Lord Kdwnvd Fitzgerald; Biogr. 
Diet, of Living Authors, 1816; Fitzpatrick's So- 
crot Sorvioe under Pitt; Brit. Mob, Oat,; au¬ 
thorities citod in toxt.] D. J. 0'D. 


O’CONNOR, BERNARD (16B6 P-1098), 
physician and historian. [Seo Connob,] 

O'CONNOR, BRIAN or BERNARD 
(1490 P-1500 P), more properly known as 
Brian O’Conor Falx, captain of Offaly,eldest 
son of Cnkir O’Conor Faly, succeeded to the 
lordship of Offaly on the death of his father 
in 1511. The importance of the clan, of which 
he was chief, dates from the dooline of the 
English authority in Ireland at the beginning 
of the fifteenth cent ury, By the beginning of 
the sixteenth contury the O’Oonors had suc- 
oeedod in oxlending their dominion over the 
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Irish westward as far as the Shannon, while 
the extent of their power in the direction of 
the English Pale may be estimated from 
the fact that the inhabitants of Meath con¬ 
sented to pay them a yearly tribute or black- 
rent of 800/., and those of Kildare 20/., in 
order to secure i mm unity from their attacks. 
In 1620, when the Earl of Surrey was ap¬ 
pointed lord lieutenant, Brian 0’Oouor was 
at the height of his power. Being allied to 
the houBe of Kildare he was naturally op¬ 
posed to Henry’s project of governing Ireland 
independently of that noble family, and in 
.Tune 1621 he j oined with O’More and O'Carrol 
in an attack on the Pale. Surrey at once re¬ 
taliated by ravaging his territory and captur¬ 
ing his stronghold, Monasteroris. O’Conor 
for some time refused to listen to peace on 
any terms, hut he eventually submitted, and 
bis castle of Monasteroris was restored to bim. 
On the departure of Surrey things reverted 
to their old condition. During the detention 
of Gerald Fitzgerald, ninth earl of Kildare 
[a. v.], in England in 1628, the vice-deputy, 
Richard Nugent, seventh haron Delvin [q. v.J, 
made an unwise attempt to withhold from 
him his customary black-rents out of Meath. 
O'Conorresented the attempt, and having in¬ 
veigled the vice-deputy to the borders of 
Offaly, on pretence of parleying with him, 
he took him prisoner on 12 May, and flatly 
refused to surrender him until his demands 
were conceded. The Earl of Ossory made 
an unsuccessful effort to procure his release by 
intriguing with O'Oonor's brother Oahir, and 
Delvin remained a prisoner till early in the 
following year. In consequence of secret in¬ 
structions from the Earl of Kildare, who re¬ 
pined at his detention in England, O'Gonor 
m the autumn invaded the Pale, hut shortly 
after the earl’s restoration he was pardoned. 

WhenKildare's son, ‘Silken Thomas’ [sea 
Fuzodbau), Thomas, Lord Oefaxy, tenth 
Eabl op Kildare], took up arms in 1634 to 
avenge hie father’s supposed death, O’Oonor 
was one of his staunchest allies; and it was 
from O’Oonor's castle that he addressed his 
fatal offer of submission to Lord Leonard 
Grey. Through the treachery of Ills brother 
Cahir, O’Conor was compelled to submit to 
Skeffington in August 1686, and he gave 
pledges for the payment of a fine of eight 
hunared head of cattle. He revenged himself 
by expelling Oahir from Offaly, but more than 
a year elapsed without any attempt on his 

S arfc to redeem his pledges. Accordingly in 
lay 1687 Grey invaded his country, and, 
having forced him to fly, appointed Oahir 
lord of Offaly in his stead. For a time 
O'Conor found shelter with his kinsman 
O'Carrol j but when O’Oarrol was in turn 
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compelled to submit, be came to Grey on a 
safe-conduct, and promised, if he was re¬ 
stored, not merely to forbear his black-rents, 
but also ‘to yelde out of his countne a 
certen sum yerely to His Grace.’ Grey 
was unable to grant his request, but lie 
allowed him to redeem his son, who was one 
of his pledges, for three hundred marks. 
Though ‘ more lyker a begger then he that 
ever was a captayn or ruler of a contre,' 
‘ goyng from on to another of hys olde frynde? 
to have mete and drynke,’ O’Conor was not 
subdued, With the assistance of his secret 
friends he invaded Offaly at the beginning 
of October ‘ with a great number of horsemen, 
gallowglasses, and kerns,’ and forcibly ex¬ 
pelled bis brother. Grey at once marched 
against him, but, in consequence of recent 
floods, was for some time unable to enter 
Offaly. In N ovember the rain subsided; hut 
O'Conor had already escaped into O’Doync's 
country, and thence into Ely O’Oarrol. After 
destroying an immense quantity of corn and 
robbing the abbey of Killeigh, Grey returned 
to Dublin. O’Conor offered to submit, and a 
safe-conduct was sent him : but he had by 
that time come to ternm with his brother 
Cahir, and, at his suggestion, retiacted his 
submission. Once more Grey invaded Offaly, 
but he yielded to O'Oonor’s solicitation for 
a parley; and on 2 March 1688 O’Oonor made 
full and complete submission, promising for 
the future to behave as a loyal subject, to pay 
a yearly rent of three shillings and fourpence 
per plowlond to the crown, to renounce the 
popo, and to abstain from levying black-rents 
m the Pale. Four days later he renewed his 
submission before the council in Dublin, and 
referred a request that he might be created 
aron of Offaly, that such lands as he pos¬ 
sessed ‘ per pavtitionem, more patrie,’ might 
be confirmed to him and his heirs, and that 
his brother and other landowners in Offaly 
might be placed on the same footing. He 
was pardoned, hut his requests were appa¬ 
rently ignored. 

For some time he remained quiet, but in 
1640 he was implicated in a plot for the re¬ 
storation by force of Gerald Fitzgerald, the 
young heir to the earldom of Kildare, and in 
April and May frequently invaded the Pole. 
Lord Justice Brereton retaliated byplunder- 
ing Offaly, but owing to the menacing alti¬ 
tude of O’Donnell and O’Neill^ he accepted 
O’Conor’B offer to abide by his indentures, 
and ooncluded peace with him. O’Gonor's 
conduct had greatly exasperated Ilenry, and 
order was sent for his extirpation, but peacs 
had been concluded before the order arrived; 
and when St. Leger shortly afterwards as¬ 
sumed the reins of government, O’Conor re- 
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newed Ms submission so humbly that the 
deputy suggested the advisability of conced¬ 
ing his requosts and making him baron, of 
Ollhly. Henry yielded, to St. Legur’s sugges¬ 
tion, but nothing further apparently came of 
the proposal; though O’Conor and his brother 
Calnr had meanwhile, on 16 Aug. 1611, con¬ 
sented to submit tlieir differences to arbitra¬ 
tion. So long as St, Lager remained in Ire¬ 
land O’Conor kept the peace, paying his rent 
regularly; but during his absence somo slight 
disturbances occurred on tbo borders of Iho 
Pale, which the council sarcastically ascribed 
to ‘your lordshipes olde frondo Oochnnor.’ 
St. Loger attributed the insinuation to the 
malice of tho chancellor, Sir John Alen, and in 
Hay 1646 inootad the propriety of rewarding 
O’Oonor'a loyaltybycroatmg him a viscount. 
The proposal was sanctioned by tlie privy 
council, but it was not carried into affect, 
though, at St. Legor’s recommendation, a 
grant of land was made to him in tho 
vicinity of Dublin, together with the uso of 
a house in St. Patrick's Close whonaver 
ho visited tho city. Put whether it was 
that he was discontented at tlio indiffer¬ 
ence of the government, or thought that 
tho accession of Edward VI presented a 
favourable opportunity to recover his old 
authority, he, in tho summer of 1647, joiuod 
with O'Moro in an attack on the Pain, nomi¬ 
nally in behalf of the oxilnd houso of Iuldare. 
Si. Loger at once imadurl Offaly, which he 
burnt and pluudorud ns for us the hill of 
Croglian, but 1 without receiving cither 
battle or submission’ from O’Oouor. No 
sooner, however, had 1m retired tlianO’Mnru 
and O'Conor’s son Rory emerged from (heir 
hiding-places, burnt tiro town and monas¬ 
tery of Atliy, ravaged the borders of tho 
Pale, and slew many poisons, both English 
and Irish. St. Loger (hereupon invaded 
OU'aly a second time, and, remaining there 
for tllteon days, burnt and destroyed what¬ 
ever liad escaped in former raids. DusorLud 
by tlieir followers, O’Oonor and O’Moro Hod 
acrosB tbe Shannon into Connaught, Tlioy 
returned about tho beginning of 1648 with, 
a considerable body of wild kerns, but so 
cowed, were their urraghts and tribesmen 
that none dared even afford them food or 
protection. Nevertheless, O’Conor managed 
to keep up a determined guerilla warfare, 
and it was not till winter brought him face 
to face with starvation that he was induced 
to submit, his life being promised him in. 
order to induce O’More to follow his ex¬ 
ample. lie was scut to England and incar¬ 
cerated in the Tower. He managed to 
escape early in 1662, but was rocaptured on. 
the borders af Scotland, lie was afterwards 


released by Queen Mary, at the intercession 
of lus daughter Margaret. lie returned to 
Ireland in 1664 with the Earl 0 f 
but was shortly afterwards rearresM S 
imprisoned in Dublin Castle, where aZ 
renlly ho died about 1560. M 

By his wifo Mary, daughter of 
Fitzgerald, ninth sail of Kildare (PCW 
had apparently nine sons and two daughters 
several of whom played considerable parts in’ 
tbe history of the times, viz.: Cormae 
who, aft or an adventurous career in Ireland’ 
escaped to Scotland in 1550, and thence to 
Prance in 1651, where he remained till 1660 
returning in that year to Scotland. Her* 

(nrned to Ireland in 1664, under the assumed 
namu of Killeduff, and was for some tune 
protected by tho Earl of Desmond; but 
being proclaimed a traitor, he again fled to 
Scotland. At tho intercession of the Earl 
of Argyll lie was pardoned in 15G6. He 
ruturnod to Ireland, and dieappoam from 
history in 1573. Donough, the second son 
was delivered to Clroy in 1638 ns hostage 
for his father's loyalty; but, being released, 
bo took part in the rebellion of 1647. In 
1648 he was pressed for foreign service, He 
returned to Ireland, but being involved in 
ail insurrection of tlio O’Conors in 1667, he 
was proclaimed a traitor and was killed in 
the following year, not without suspicion of 
treachery, by Owny MacIIugli O'Dempsey 
Calvach, tho third son, after a long career as 
a rebel, wos killed in ncLinn in October 1684. 

C.1TUA1, or CriAULiM O’Connoe or O’Ooxbe 
Fazst, otherwise known as Don Oabios 
(1540-1590), a younger soil, horn about 1640, 
was taken when quilo a child to Scotland. He 
accompanied D’Oyeolto France in 16B0, and 
appealed to Throckmorton to intercede for his 
pardon and rest oration. By Throckmorton's 
advice ho attached himeolf ns a spy to the 
train of Mary Queon of Scots. In 156S he 
obtained a grant of Oasllo Brackland and 
other lands in Offaly. IIo was implicated in 
tho rebellion of Jamus Fitzmaurice and the 
Earl of Desmond, and placed himself outside 
the palo of mercy by liis barbarous murder 
of Captain Henry Mackworth in 1682. He 
avoided capture, and subsequently escaped 
in a pinnaco to Scotland, and thence, dis- 

f uised as a sailor, on a Scottish vessel to 
pain. He joined tho army of invasion 
under Parma in tho Netherlands, and after 
the defeat of the Armada returned to Spain, 
whore he was dubbod Don Carlos (& fact 
which has led to his being mistaken for the 
unfortunate prince of Spain of that same) 
and granted a pension of thirty crowns a 
month. Ho correoponded at intervals with 
Hugh O’Neill, earl of Tyrone) and endaa- 
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vouied to remove the had effects of Tyrone’s 
conduct in surrendering Philip's letter. He 
embarked at Lisbon with his mother, wife, 
and children in November 1596, on board the 
Spanish armada destined for the invasion of 
Ireland, but the vessel—the Sonday—in 
■which he sailed was wrecked, and he himself 
drowned. 

[State Papers, Hen. VIII (printed); Ware's 
Annales Kerum Hibern.; Oal. State Papers, 
Elis.(Ireland and Foreign); Cal. Cmew MSS.; 
Annals of the Four Masters; Cal. Plants, 
Hen. VIII, Ed. VI, Mary, ELiz,, Irish Genea¬ 
logies in Harl. MS. 1426.] E. D. 

O’CONNOR, OALVAOH (1684-1685), 
Irish commander, eldest son of Sir Hugh 
O’Conor Don and his wife Dorothy, daugh¬ 
ter of Tadhg Buidh O’Conor Roe, was horn 
in 1584. He lived in the castle of Knocka- 
laghta, co. Roscommon, and in 1016 married 
Mary, daughter of Sir Theobald Burke, and 
granddaughter of the famous sea-roving 
chieftainess of North-west Connaught, Grains 
Ttrimnl [see O’Mai.lhy, Gbaob], On his 
father’s death in 1682 he went to live in the 
castle of Bnllintober, co. Mayo, He was a 
candidate for the representation of Ros¬ 
common in the parliament of 1C13, but was 
defeated by Sir John King. In 1641 it was 
rumoured (Deposition of E. Hollywoll) that 
he was to he made king of Connaught, and 
his castle of Ballintober was the centre of 
the confederate party. In June 1042 Lord 
JRanologh attacked him outside Ballintober 
and routed his army, but did not capture 
the castle. He was specially excepted from 
pardon in the not of parliament as to Ireland 
m.1062, and died in1066, leaving two sons, 
Hugh and Charles. His widow, as a trans¬ 
planted person, obtained, at Atlilone on 
8 June 1666, a decree granting her seven 
hundred acres out of about six thousand. 

The son, Hugh O’Oonitob (1017-1609), 
succeeded his father as chief in 1655. In 

1641 he was appointed colonel in the Irish 
army, and at the siege of Castlecoote in 

1642 was captured by Sir Charles Ooote. 
He was examined in Dublin before Sir Robert 
Meredith, and described the origin of the 
rising in Connaught in 1641, and stated that 
he and Sir Lucas Dillon had been appointed 
to ask Lord Clanricarde to take the command 
of the army in Connaught. He was falsely 
acoused of having murdered one Hugh 
Cumoghnn, servant of Major Ormsby, but 
was not tried, and, after detention for a year, | 
obtained his liberty, and in July 1662 was 
one of the Irish officers who entered into 
articles of surrender with the president of 
Connaught. In 1658 he was acquitted of 
the charge of murder, and went abroad ond j 


served as a captain in the Duke of Glouces¬ 
ter’s regiment, After the Restoration ho 
applied to be reinstated in his castle of Bal¬ 
lintober, co. Mayo, and an estate of ten 
thousand acres. He died in 1669, before his 
claim had been decided. He married Isabella 
Burke, and left a son Hush, to whom, on 
4 Aug. 1677, the commissioners of claims 
adjudged eleven hundred acres out of ten 
thousand which his father possessed before 
he took up arms for the king. 

[Borlase’s Hist, of Irish Rebellion; Calendar 
of CUrow Papers, Ireland, 1603-24; O'Conor 
Don’s O’Conors of Connaught, Dublin, 1891.1 

N.M. 

O'CONNOR, OATHAL (d. 1010), king 
of Connaught, was son of Concbobhor, from 
whom the Ui Oonchobhair or O'Connors of 
Connaught take their name, and was grand¬ 
son of Tadhg, tenth in descent from Muir- 
eadkack Muileatkan. Prom Muireadhack 
the O’Connors take their tribe-name of Sil 
or race of Muireadhaigh, and through him 
they are descended from Eoclmidh Muigh- 
mlieadhow, king of Ireland in the fourth cen¬ 
tury. Several of the clan claimed to be kings 
of Ireland, but no one later than this remote 
ancestor had any genuine title to the chief 
kingship of Ireland. The O’Rourkes shared 
with the O'Connors the alternate sovereignty 
of Connaught till about the middle of the 
eleventh century. Oatlial became king of Con¬ 
naught in 980. He built a bridge over the 
Shannon at Athlone in 1000, and a beauti¬ 
ful doorway at Clonmacnois is attributed to 
him by Petrie, on tho authority of an entry 
in the registry of Clonmacnois. He entered 
the monastery of Clonmacnois in 1008, and 
died in 1010. Five sons survived him: 
Tadlig an eich gbill, who was king of Con¬ 
naught from 1016 to 1080, the interval being 
filled by an O’Rourke; Brian, Oonchobhair, 
Domhnall Dubhshuilech, and Tadhg Dweeb. 
Ills sister was wife of Brian [a. v.J, king of 
Ireland. 

[Annals TUoghaehta Eiroann, ed. O’Donovan, 
vol. ii.; Petrie^ Essay on Ecclesiastical Archi¬ 
tecture in Irsland; Annals of Ulster, vol. i. ed. 
Henessey; Chronicon Scotorum, ed. Honessey.] 

N. M. 

O’CONNOR, OATHAL (1160 P-1224), 
king of Connaught, called in Irish writings 
Oathal Oroibhdheirg (red-handed) Da Con- 
ckobhair, or Oathal Orobhdhearg (rsdhand), 
was son of Turlough O’Connor, ting of Con¬ 
naught [q.v.],bynis second wife, Dearbhfor- 
gaill, daughter of Domhnall O’Lochloinn, 
king of Ailech [a. v.J, and head of the Cinel 
Eoghain (d, 1121). Cathal was born at 
BaUinealla, on Lough Mask, co. Mayo, before 
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1160, He was fostered or brought up by 
Tadlig O’Oonoheanainu of the Ui Diarmada, 
co. Galway. 

According to a story once well known in 
Connaught, Oathal was the natural son_ of 
KingTurlougkby Goarrog Ni Morain, a native 
of the Owles, co. Mayo. Turlough’s queen 
sought by witchcraft to prevent Gearrog from 
giving birth to a child, but the requisite 
incantation was not complete till after a 
right-hand presentation had taken place. 
Hone the less, Gearrog's labour was retarded 
by the queen’s spell for several days, In the 
meantime the rumour reached the queen 
that Gearrog had given a son to tho king of 
Connaught. She thereupon dissolved the 
spell, and Oathal’s birth was completed; but 
his right hand remained ever after red, 
whence his cognomen, Croibhdheirg, i.o. red- 
handed. The local story goes on to tell that 
Oathal was brought up far away, and had to 
cam his living by field work among (lie farm 
labourers of Lcinsler, until n herald arrived 
with the news that the king of Connaught 
was dead, and, according to information pre¬ 
viously supplied him by tho chief clansmen, 
recognised Oathal as the dead king's son by 
his red baud. Oatbal accordingly flung down 
his sickle, saying, ‘Sian leat a chorrain, anois 
do ’11 chloidheamh’ (‘Farewell to thee, oh 
sickle; now for the sword’), went home, 
and waB inaugurated king of Connaught. A 
well-known Irish saying applied to a last 
farewell, ‘Sian Chalhail faoi an tsoagal’ 
(‘ Oathal’s farewell to the rye ’), alludes to 
this story. 

There is no passage in tho ‘Annals’ which 
supports tho view of Callinl’s illegitimacy, 
nor did he becomo king of Connaught till 
1201, when his elder brother, king Rodoric, 
and Roderic’s oldest son, king Oathal Oar- 
rach, were both dead. But tho annalistB who 
were nearly connected with his descendants 
mightpossibly have ignored the circumstance, 
Irish clansmen, on tho othor hand, when elect¬ 
ing a fighting chief, did not probably attach 
much value to the legitimacy of his birth. 
But tho exact account of his fosterage by 
the Ui Diarmada, one of the branches of tho 
Sil Mnireadhaigh, is a point strongly in favour 
of his legitimacy. A largo superficial nmvus 
may probably have given origin to his cog¬ 
nomen. Another chief, or dillbrent race 
and district, also called Orobhdhoarg, occurs 
in the Irish ‘ Annals.’ 

Oathal opposed his half-brother, king 
Roderic O'Oonnor [q, v.], in 1186, and made 
peaco after some fighting, but went to war 
with Oathal Oarroch, Roderio’s grandson, in 
1100. Tomnltack O’Oonnor, archbishop of 
Armagh, endeavoured to make peace bolwoen 


them when visiting Connaught, but without 
success. Oathal Croblidhearg sailed un the 
Shannon after tlii B conference, and whs 
caught in a storm on Lough Ree, in which 
his son Oonchobhar and his friend Ansart 
taoh O’Roduibk, with many others™* 
drowned. In 1196 he invaded Munster and 
reached Cashel; but while there Csthal 
Mac Dermot seized his boats on Lough Mash 
co. Mayo, and ravaged his territory. Cathol 
returned and made peace, and in 1108 also 
made peace with Oathal Carraoh, who how¬ 
ever, drove him out of Connaught in’llfiS* 
He fled t o Ulster, and Aedh O’Neill marched 
into Roscommon on his behalf, but had to 
retreat, and was overtaken and defeated bv 
Oathal Carraoh, aided by William DeBurgo 
at Ballysadoie, co. Sligo. John De Courcv 
was his next ally, buL they were routed at 
Kilmacduagh, co. Galway. He then tried 
Mnnater, and in 1201 marched from Limerick 
with William Do Burgo toTuam,co. Galway, 
thonce to Oran, Klphin, and Boyle, co. Bos- 
common. Ilisrival Oathal Oarraok waaslaia 
in a battle near the abbey of Boyle, and 
Oathal Orobhdhoarg became king of Con¬ 
naught. IIo was inaugurated by being placed 
on the si ono of Oarnfroo, near Tulsk, in the 
presence of the chiefs of the clans subject to 
liis rule. Tho ceremony was completed by 
Donncliadli O'M aelconaire, his Benachie, plac¬ 
ing a wand in his hand ( Kilkenny Anhaolom- 
oal Society's Proceedings, 1868, p. 388), He 
scorns to have acknowledged the supremacy 
of John, king of England (Rimhe), and in 
1216 received a formal grant of all Con¬ 
naught, except the castle of Atblone. In 
1210 he twice altendod John, first at Tiaprait 
Ullt ain, co. Month, and then at Rathwiie, 
co. Wostmoath, gave him four hostages, the 
form of submission best understood by the 
Irish. In 1220 ho dofaated Walter de Lacy, 
and took tho castle of Oaladh in Longford. 
Two Latin lott ors of Oathal, in which he 
terms himsolf Knthaldus Rex Oonacie, ore 
preserved in tho state papor office. Both 
wore written in 1224, and complain of Dp 
L acy. In the second ho asks Henry III to 
grant him a charier fbr the possession of 
Connaught, confirming that which he had 
had from King John. lie dibd at Bringheol, 
oo. Roscommon, on 28 May 1224, ana was 
buriod in the abbey of Knockmoy, co. Gal¬ 
way, which ho had founded. His tomb is 
not preserved, and tho monument stated to 
ho his by Dr, Ledwioh (Antiquitiesof Ireland, 
2nd od. p. 620) bearB the inscription, ‘ Orate 
pro anima Malachire,’ and is that of O'Kelly, 
who diod in 1401, whose wife was Finola 
O’Oonnor, and who rebuilt the abbey. Some 
authorities (Annals of Ulstei‘ and Annals of 



O’Connor 


845 


O’Connor 


tU Four Masters ) state that Cathal actually 
died in the abbey, ‘inaibid manaigh. leth,' 
in the habit of a grey monlr, This must be 
taken to mean an assumption of a monastic 
habit on a death-bed, as an indication of the 
abandonment of worldly things. Standish 
Hayes O’Grady has translated a curious 
poem in which Cathal is described as con¬ 
versing with a fellow monk on the tonsure 
and other features of a religious life (printed 
with text in a note to the ‘ Book of the Dean 
ofLismore’). 

Besides Knockmoy, Cathal founded the 
Franciscan abbey at Athlone and the abbey 
of Ballintober, co. Mayo, in which, according 
to the O’Oonor Don, mass has been celebrated 
without interruption since the foundation. 
His wife was Mor, daughter of Domhuall 
O'Brien. She died in 1217; and they had one 
daughter, Sadhb, who died in 1268, and three 
sons: Conchobhar, drowned in 1190; Aedh, 
who succeeded him as king of Connaught, 
and was murdered in the house of Geoffrey 
de Marisco [q. v.] by on Englishman whose 
wifehehad ceremoniously kissed, and who was 
hanged for the crime; Feidhlimidh, who was 
made king of Connaught by MaoWilliam 
Burke in 1230, and died in 1266 in the 
Dominican monastery of Roscommon, whero 
his monument is Blill to be seen. Eeidlimidh’s 
silver seal, inscribed ‘ S. Fedelmid regia 
conaotie,’ was dug up in Connaught and given 
to Charles I by Sir Beverly Newcomen in 1634 
(Wash, Antiquities, ed. Harris, ii. 68). A 
letter from Fexdlimidhto Henry IH, written 
in 1261, is printed in Rymer’s * Fcedera ’ (i. 
240), and in facsimile in the 'National MSS. 
of Ireland’(pt. ii.); init he promises fidelity to 
Henry IH and to Edward, his son. Eaidlimidh 
was succeeded by his son Aedh, who defeated 
the English under the Earl of Ulster in a 
great battle near Carrick-on-Shannon, co. 
Leitrim, and burnt five English castles; he 
died on 3 May 1274, and was buried in the 
abbey of Boyle. The chiefsliip of the Sil 
Muireadhaigh passed to the descendants of 
Aedh, elder brother of Feidlimidh, son of 
Cathal Crobhdhearg, through his grandson 
Eoghan, who died in 1274; but after the 
death of Turlough O’Connor in 1466 the clan 
lost most of its power, owing to^ its complete 
division into the two septs, of which the chiefs 
were called in Irish Ha Oonchoblmir donn and 
TJa Conchobhnir ruadh, or brown O’Connor 
and ruddy O'Connor. The love of titles has 
led the descendants of O’Connor donn, since 
Irish literature has bocome obsolete, to speak 
of donn as equivalent to Dominus, and as a 
mark of supremacy, There are no grounds 
in Irish etymology or history for this view, 
and the method of distinguishing septs of the 


same clan by epithets describing the com¬ 
plexion or other physical characteristic of 
an eminent chief is common in all parts of 
Ireland. 

[Annals Rioghacta Eireann, ed. O'Donovan, 
vols. ii. lii. iy. Dublin, 1861; O’Donovan’s 
Tribes and Customs of Hy Many, Dublin, 1843; 
the Topographio.il Poems of 0'Dubhag.im, ed. 
O'Donovan, Dublin, 1862 ; Ware's Antiquities 
of Deland, ed. HarriB; Facsimiles of National 
MSS. of Ireland, ed. Gilbert, pt. ii., London, 
1878 ; Rymer’s Fcedera, vol. i. ed. 1816 ; 
O’Conor Don’s 0'Conors of Connaught, pp. 161-2, 
Dublin, 1861. In 1851 O’Donovan proposed to 
write a treatise on Cathal's birth aud claims.] 

N. M. 

O'CONNOR, FEARGUS (1794-1856), 
chartist leader, son of Roger O’Connor [q.v.i 
of Connorville, co. Cork, and nephew of 
Arthur O'Connor [q. v.], was bom on 18 July 
1794(Whbbieb, Memoir, printed with fune¬ 
ral oration on Feargus O'Connor by William 
Jones). FeargUR, after attending Portarling- 
ton grammar school, entered Trinity College, 
Dublin, but took no degreo, and was called 
to the Irish bar. He and several of his bro¬ 
thers lived on their father’s Dangan Castle 
estate, and Feargus speaks of himself (The 
Labourer, 1847, 1 .146) as having ‘ been on 
the turf in a small way.’ In 1822 he pub¬ 
lished a pamphlet entitled ‘ A Slate of De¬ 
land,’ an almost meaningless composition or¬ 
namented with six Latin quotations, five of 
which contain serious blunders. He was 
probably a Whiteboy, and in after years de¬ 
scribed himself as having been wounded in a 
skirmish with the troops (Fkost, Forty Years’ 
Recollections ,p. 174). In 1831 he took part 
in the reform agitation in co. Cork, and in 
1882, after the passing of the Reform Bill, 
travelled through the country organising the 
registration of the new electorate. In the 
general election of 1882 he was returned ae 
a repealer at the head of the poll for co. 
Cork, being described as ‘of Fort Robert.' 
In the parliaments of 1883-4 he spoke fre¬ 
quently and almost exclusively on Irish ques¬ 
tions. From the beginning of his life in Eng¬ 
land he associated with the extreme English 
radicals. In March 1833 he spoke against 
the whip; government at a meeting of the 
socialistic ‘Notional Union of the Working 
Classes ’ (Poor Man's Guardian, 1833, p. 91). 
He soon quarrelled with Daniel O'Connell the 
‘ Liberator’ [q, v.], hut was nevertheless re¬ 
elected for co. Cork in 1885. In June 1835 
he was unseated owing to his want of the ne¬ 
cessary property qualification. According to 
the reports of evidence before the committee, 
beseems at that time to have owned property 
worth about 300/. a year (Cork Southern 
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Reporter, 4 June 1835), Thereupon, he an- andjuslifiedthis view by announcing in io<w 
nounoed his intention of raising au Irish that, after Michaelmas day 1889 allpoliti I 
brigade for the queens of Spain, but offered action for securing the charter should oom 
himself instead as a candidate for the seat to an end ( Place MS. 27820, f, 2821 
at Oldham vacated by Cobbett's death. lie he always called himself a 'moral force' 
received only thirty votes, but they enabled and scorns to have been distrusted bvth 

the tory candidate to beat, Oobbott’s son by inner circle of the insurrectionary chartist" 
thirteen. After the elect ion ha drove from {Engl. Hist. Rev. 1889, p. 042), O’Conno’’ 
Oldham to Manchester in a carringo-and- know of the preparations for the Neumort 
lour, with a (kg representing Roderick O'Oon- rising on 4 Nov. 18S9, but wos absent in 
nor, monarch of Ireland, from whom he Ireland until a few days before the rising 
claimed descent (ib. 11 July 1886). actually took plaeo {Northern Star, 22Mav 

HoncoforwardO’Connor spent a largo part 1842). For this he was afterwards’accused 
ofhistimeintravellingthroughthenortUom of cowardico by some of his opponents, 
and midland disl riels, addressing huge meet- On 17 March 1810 O’Connor was tried at 
ings, denouncing the new poor law and the York for seditious libels published in the 
factory system, and advocating the ‘five ‘ Northern Star'in July 1839. He was found 
cardinal points of radicalism,’ which after- guilty, and sentenced on 11 May 1840 to 
wards were expanded into the ‘six points oightoon months’ imprisonment in York 
of the charter.’ lie founded the central Castle. lie was exceptionally well treated 
committee of radical unions in 1830 ( Place in prison {State Trial*, New Ser. iv, I860) 
MS. 27819, f. 84), and tile London Demo- and succeeded in smuggling many letters to 
cratic Association in 1837 {ib. f. 217). On the ‘ Northern Star.’ JIo declared that he 
18 Nov. 1837 lie established the ‘ Northern had written a novel called ‘The Devil on 
Star,’ a weekly radical paper, published at Three Sticks ’ iu prison, which he ‘would 
Leeds, price 4JA, which achieved a great fearlessly placo in competition with the 
and immediate success. In 1838 the various works or any living author ’ {Northern Star 
radical movements were consolidated. The 16 Jan. J 841). Nothing more scbuib to have 
members adopted the ' People’s Charter ’ of been hoard of this work. From the moment 
the Working Men’s Association (of. art. of hie reluaso in September 1841, O'Connor 
Lovdtt), and took the name of ‘Chartists.’ was engaged in a series of bitter quarrels 
O’Connor was from the first the‘constant with almost ovury important man in the 
travelling dominant leader of the movement ’ chartist movement, but with tho rank and 
{Place MS. 27820, f. 13fi), and his paper file he retained his popularity; and the 
was practieully the official organ of chartism. 'Northern Star’ contained weekly lists of 
The number and length of tho speeches the infant, ' patriots ’ who lmd been named 
which he delivered during tho noxt ten after the ‘ Lion of Freedom.’ In December 
years and liis power of attracting lingo 1842 ho helped to break up the complete 
audiences were alike extraordinary. He suffrage conference called at Birmingham by 
was tall and handsome, though somewhat JoBoph Sturgo with tlio liopo ofunitingthe 
unintelligent in appuavanco, and a rambling chartists and the middle-class radicals, 
and egotistical but most effective orator. On 1 March 1843 he wns triod at Lancoe- 
Qnmmage (p. 51) speaks ofliis ‘aristocratic ter, with fifty-eight others, for seditious con- 
bearing,’ and says 1 the sight of his person spiracy in connection with the ‘ Plug Kfots ’ 
was calculated to inspire the masses with a of August 1842. Ho was convicted; but a 
solemn awe.’ Ho was attacked from the technical objection was taken to the indict- 
flrst by Lovett and 1,1m other loaders of the moot, and ho was nover called up for jndg- 
Worlcing Men’s Association (o.g. Northern mont. From the foundation of the anti-corn- 
Star, 24 Feb. 1838), but retorted that they law league O'Oonnor furiously opposed it, 
as skilled mechanics wore not real working though on varying and often inconsistent 
mon, and appealed to the ‘unsliavod ohms, grounds. On 6 Aug. 1844 he and McGrath 
blistered hands, and fustian jackets’ (l.e.) held a public debate with Bright and Cobden, 
At the chartist convention which assembled in whie.li tho chartists, by tho admission of 
in London on d Fob. 1889, and which, after (heir fnllowers, wore badly defeated. In 
a visit to Birmingham, dissolved on 14 Sopt. prison ho luid written a series of ‘ Letters to 
1889, ho was from Iho beginning tho cluof Irish Landlords,’ in which he had advocated 
figure. In (lie split which developed itsulf a large scheme of peasant proprietors. From 
bet ween tho ‘ moral force ’ and t ho ‘ pliysioul that, time forward ho continually recurred to 
force’ chartists, O’Connor, owing to tho tho subject, and in September 1848 induced 
violence of bis language, was generally the chartist convention at Birmingham to 
identified with the ‘ physical force party, adopt his ideas. He was joined by Ernest 
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Jones [q. v.] in the summer of 1810, and 
on 24 Oct. "1846 formally inaugurated the 
< Chartist Co-operative Land Company,’after¬ 
wards altered to the ‘ National Land Com¬ 
pany.' His scheme was to buy agricultural 
estates, divide them into small holdings, and 
let the holdings to the subscribers by ballot. 
The company was never registered, hut 
112 , 0001 . was received in subscriptions, and 
five estates were bought in 1816 and 1817. 
The most extravagant hopes of an idyllic 
country life were hold out to the factory hands 
and others who subscribed. In 1847 a’ maga¬ 
zine called 1 The Labourer ’ was started by 
O'Connor and Jones with the same object, of 
which vol. ii. contains as frontispiece a por¬ 
trait of O’Connor. Jones afterwards declared 
that from the moment that O’Connor under¬ 
took the land scheme, he could talk of 
nothing else (Times, 13 April 1863). At the 
general election of1847 O’Oonnorwas elected 
for Nottingham by 1267 votos against 803 
given to Sir John Cam Hohhouse. On 7 Dee. 
1847 he moved for a committee on the union 
with Ireland, and was defeated by 256 to 23. 

From 1842 to 1847 the chartist movement 
had been one of comparatively small import¬ 
ance i hut the news of the Paris revolution of 
February 1848 produced something like (he 
excitement of 1839 in England, and O'Connor 
Rgain became a prominent figure. lie pre¬ 
sided at the great Kennington Common 
meeting on 10 April 1848, and strongly 
urged the people not to attempt the proposed 
recession to the House of Commons, which 
ad been forbidden by the authorities. O’Con¬ 
nor’s advice was followed in a most peace¬ 
able fashion, and the disturbances which the 
government regarded as a possible outcome 
of the meeting were averted. The sam e even¬ 
ing O'Connor presented the churtist petition, 
declaring that it contained 5,70G,000 signa¬ 
tures. The signatures were counted by a st aff 
of clerks, and the total was 1,075,490. But 
many of them were obviously fictitious, 
After the fiasco of 10 April 1848 the chartist 
movement soon disappeared. 

A committee of the House of Commons 
examined the affairs of the National Land 
Company on 6 June 1848. It was found that 
the soheme was practically bankrupt, and that 
no proper accounts had been kept, though 
O’Connor had apparently lost rather than 
gained by it. In 1860 O’Connor sent baili ffs 
with fifty-two writs to the estate at Snigg’s 
End, Gloucestershire. The colonists, how¬ 
ever, declared themselves ‘prepared to 
manure the land with blood before it was 
taken from them,’ and no levy was made 
(Times, 5 Sept. 1860). 

It was already becoming obvious, in 1818, 


that O’Connor’s mind was giving way, and 
after the events of 10 April his history is 
that of gradually increasing lunacy. His 
intemperance during these years was pro¬ 
bably only a symptom of his disease (Feoht, 
Recollections, p, 188). Inthe spring of 1662 
he paid a sudden visit to the United States, 
and on his return grossly insulted Beckett 
Lentaon, member for the West Riding, 
Eastern division, in the nouse of Commons 
(9 June 1862). ne was committed to the 
custody of the sergeant-at-arms. Next day 
he was examined by two medical men, and 
pronounced insane." He was placed in Dr. 
Tuke’s asylum at Chiswick, and remained 
there till 1864, when, against the wishes of 
the physicians and of his nephew, he was 
removed to his sister’s house, No. 18 Notting 
Hill. Here, on SO Aug. 1865, he died. He 
was publicly buried at Kensal Green on 
10 Sept. 1866, and fifty thousand persons are 
said to have been present at his funeral. 

There can be little doubt that O’Connor’s 
mind was more or less affected from the 
beginning, and that he inherited tendencies 
to insanity. He was insanely jealous and 
egotistical, and no ono succeeded in working 
with him for long. In all his multitudinous 
speeches and writings it is impossible to 
detect a single consistent political idea. The 
absolute failure of chartism may indeed 
be traced very largely to his position in the 
movement. 

[Place M8S.; Northern Star, 1837-48; Gam- 
mage’s Hist, of Chartism, 1864; Cork Mercantile 
Chronicle, 1883; Cork Evening Horald, 1836; 
Cork Southern Reporter, 1836; The Labourer, 
1847-8; Report of Select Committee on Na¬ 
tional Land Company, 1848; Frost's Forty 
■Years' Recollections, 1880; Gonner’s Early Hist, 
of Chartism; Engl. Hist. Rev. iv. 626; Reports 
of State Trials (New Ser,), vole. iii. and iv.; 
Lovett's Lifu and Struggles, 1876.] G. W. 

O’CONNOR, JAMES ARTHUR (1791- 
1841), painter, was born in Dublin in 1791. 
His father was an engraver, who brought 
him up to his own profession. O'Connor’s 
mind, however, was too original and creative 
to ho content with mere reproduction, and he 
soon forsook engraving for landscape paint¬ 
ing. By 1812 he was able t o instruct in that art 
his pupil, Francis Danby [q. v.], whose first 
picture was exhibited in that year. He was 
also the intimate friend of George Petrie 
[q.v.], by whose instructions he probably 
profited. In 1813 the three friends made the 
expedition to London which has been de¬ 
scribed under Danes', Fhanois. O’Connor, 
unlike Danby, returned to Ireland, but in 
1822 quitted Dublin for London, ‘ after years 
of hard labour, disappointment, and neg- 
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lect.’ IIo had married during the interval. 
His name first appears in tho catalogue of 
the Royal Academy in ] 822, and he contri¬ 
buted to seventeen exhibitions in all up to 
1840. He also exhibited with tho Society of 
British Artists, of which he was elocted a 
member. His contributions wero always 
landscapes. In May 1826 he proceeded to 
Brussels, where he remained until the fol¬ 
lowing year. "While there he painted seve¬ 
ral successful pictures, but tho expedition 
proved unfortunate from his being swindled 
out of a sum of money, under what circum¬ 
stances is not stated. In September 1832 
he went to Paris, and continued there paint¬ 
ing and studying until the following May. 
He had intended to visit Italy, but was 
diverted from his purposo by the apparent 
friendliness of a person who proved to ho 
a swindler, hut who, without assignable 
motive, offered him introductions to inilu- 
ential residents near the Saar and Mosellu. 
Having gone thither accordingly, ho was so 
delighted with the district ns to abandon his 
Italian tour and remain in Belgium and 
Rhenish Prussia until November, painting 
some of his host pictures. In 1880 liis health 
began to declino, and his inability to work 
involved him in pecuniary embarrassment, 
from which he was partly extricated by tho 
generosity of Sir Charles Coote in commis¬ 
sioning a picture and paying for it in ad¬ 
vance. IIo died at Brompton on 7 Jan. 1841. 
‘ A spirit,’ says his biographer in the ‘ Dub¬ 
lin Monthly Magazine,’ * of exceeding mild¬ 
ness ; manly, ardent, unobtrusive, and sin¬ 
cere j genorous in proclaiming contemporary 
merit, and unskilled and roluctnnl to put 
forth his own.’ His landscapes wero usually 
small and unpretending, hut, to judge by tlio 
specimens now accessible, of extraordinary 
merit. Like liis friend Danhy, ho was a poet 
with the brush,_ and exquisitely reproduced 
tho impressions inspired by the more roman- 
tio and solemn aspects of nature. Several 
of his works are at South Kensington, aud 
thero is a charming oxample in the Filz- 
william Museum at Cambridge. There are 
also two fine works by him in the National 
Gallery of Ireland: ono a view on tho 
Dargle; tho other 1 Tho Poachers,’ a moon¬ 
light landscape with figures, a composition 
steeped in Irish sentiment. 

r M' (s-aid to bo G, F. Mulvnny, the first 
director of the Irion National GuUovyj in the 
Dublin Monthly Magazine for April 1842, 
Bryan’s Diet, of Paintors; Gent. Mag. 1841; 
Stokes's Life of George Potr'io,] R, G 

O’CONNOR, JOHN (1824-1887), Cana- 
dian statesman, was bom in January 1824 
at Boston, Massachusetts, whither his parents 


had emigrated from co. Kerry iTTnoT 
In 1828 tho O’Connor family Removed t 
Onnadn, and settled in Essex Countv ni" 
tario, Canada. They were agriculturists 
John O’Connor worked as 
their land till 1828 In the winterTtk 
year ho lost his left leg owing to an acciZ 
while cutting down trees. He now h 
a student ol law, aud was called to ft 
Canadian bar in 1864. lie settled down ft 
practice at Windsor. A conservative and 
Roman catholic, I 10 took a strong part in local 
polities, and obtained the offices of reeve of 
Windsor, wardon of Essex County, and chair¬ 
man of the W mdsor school board. In yggj 
lie was elected to the Canadian Legislates 
for Essex. In Sir John Macdonald’s ministn 
of 1872-8 O'Connor successively held the 
posts of president of tho council, ministe r 
of inland revenue, and postmaster-general 
At thB general eluction of 1874 he lost his 
seat for Essex, and remained out of the 
legislature till 1878, when he was chosen 
for Russell County. lie entered the conser¬ 
vative government, again formed by Sir Joha 
Macdonald [q, v.J, and hold the posts of presi¬ 
dent of tho council, postmaster-general, and 
secretary of slato. In 1884 he was appointed 
puisne judgo of the divisional court ofqueen's 
bench at Ontario. Ho died at Cobunron 
3 Nov. 1887. * 

[Withrow’s History of Canada; Rosa’s Cydo- 
pcertia of Canadian Biography; Canadian Par¬ 
liamentary Debates.] G, p, m_ y , 

O’CONNOR. JOHN (1880-1880), scene- 
painter and architectural painter, bom in co. 
Londonderry, on 12 Aug. 1830, was third 
son of Francis O’Connor by his wife Bose 
Cunningham of Bath. O’Connor was edu¬ 
cated at the Church Educational Society’s 
school in Dublin,hut,being left an orphan at 
tho age of twelve, bogan to earn a livelihood 
for himself and his agod grandfather, Francis 
O’Connor, liis father and family were con¬ 
nect ud with the stago, and his mother’s 
brothor was lessee of the Belfast end Liver¬ 
pool theatres. O’Oonnor began by assisting in 
scene-painting and acting as oall-boy in the 
Dublin theatre. At tho age of fourteen he 
painted scenery for Sir E, Tierney, and at 
soventoon for the Earl of Beehive. After his 
grandfather’s death in 1846 he became at¬ 
tached to a travelling company of actors as 
scenu-paintor, but tho tourwns unprofitable, 
and in ordor to secure his return to Dublin 
he was reduced to making silhouettes with 
the pant ograpb. On 2 April 1848 he arrived 
in London with introductions to scene- 
painters, and first obtained work at Drury 
Lane Theatre. In October of that year he 
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was employed for the first time as one of the 
scene-painters to the Haymarket Theatre. 
In the summer of 1849 he visited Ireland at 
the time of the queen's visit, and on his 
return to London he -was engaged by Mr. 
Philip to paint a diorama of ‘ The Queen’s 
Visit to Ireland.’ This was exhibited in 
the Chinese gallery, in which O'Connor lived 
for more than a year, until the close of the 
exhibition. At the same time, O’Connor 
attained some repute as a painter of archi¬ 
tectural subjects in oil and water-colour, and 
teas soon a prolific contributor to the leading 
exhibitions. He made his first appearance 
as an exhibitor at the Suffolk Street exhi¬ 
bition in 1864, and exhibited his first picture 
at the Royal Academy in 1867. In 1866 he 
paid the first of many visits to the con¬ 
tinent, whence he always returned with a 
great number of sketches, to form the sub¬ 
jects of future paintings. In 1866 he was 
appointed drawing-master to the London and 
South-Western Literary and Soientifio Insti¬ 
tution, a post which he held for three years. 
In addition to his theatrical duties, O'Connor 
supplied much scenery for private theatrical 
performances, whereby he was brought into 
contact and obtained groat popularity with 
the higher ranks of society. 

In 1863 he became principal scene-painter 
to the Haymarket Theatre, and in 1861 
painted the scenery for the Shakespeare ter¬ 
centenary performances at Stratford-on- 
Avon. In 1870, during the Franco-German 
war, O’Connor's love of adventure led him to 
visit Sedan (see ‘The Dark Blue’ for an 
articlebyhim entitled‘Three Days in Sedan ’_), 
and in i.871 he paid eevoral visits to Paris 
during the Prussian occupation. In 187:! he 
took a studio, in company with Lord Ronald 
Gower, who had been one of his companions 
in Paris, at 47 LeiceatoT Square, the former 
residence of Sir Joshua Reynolds, and their 
studio became the meeting-place of men of 
artistic or dramatic distinction. In 1878 he 
resigned his appointment at the Haymarket 
Theatre in order to devote himseli' to the 
more legitimate branches of art, hut still 
pointed occasionally for tho stage, Ills latest 
work in that line including now act-drops 
for tho new Sadler’s Wells Theatre, tho St. 
James’s Theatro (this being a copy of Turner's 
‘Crossing the Brook’), and the well-known 
‘ Minuet* act-drop at the Haymarket Theatre 
(with figures by his pupil, D, T. White). He 
built himself a house and studio at 28 Aber¬ 
rant Place, St. John’s Wood, where he re¬ 
sided until his health began to fail in 1888. 
He then removed ro Heatboroft, at Yatoley 
in Hampshire; but, as his health did not im¬ 
prove, he made a voyage to India to visit 
VOL XIV. 


his two youngest sons, Shortly after his 
return he died of paralysis at Heatlieroft on 
23 May 1889. lie was buried m Finchley 
cemetery. O'Connor was twice married, and 
left two sons by each wife. 

As a scene-painter, O’Connor combined 
genuine artistic taste with a complete know¬ 
ledge of theatrical requirements. As a painter 
in oil and water-colour, he was a master of 
architectural detail; and in his later days, 
whon he had greater leisure, he showed an 
insight into the more picturesque side of his 
art, and had he lived would have been a 
candidate for academical honours He was 
extremely prolific, and had many patrons. 
His smaller architectural subjects were espe¬ 
cially popular, and he decorated a whole 
room for the Duke of Westminster at Eaton 
Hall with large pictures in oil, and a second 
room with sets of drawing s, many being views 
of the early homes of the duke’s first wife. 
He was a favourite painter witli the royal 
family, and obtained special facilities for 
making drawings of several court ceremonies, 
such as the marriage of Princess Louise and 
the Marquis of Lome in 1871, the thanks¬ 
giving borvice in St. Paul’s in 1872, the 
arrival of the Duke and Duchess of Edinburgh 
at Buckingham Palace in 1874, and the 
jubilee service in Westminster Abbey in 
1887. lie designed and directed many of 
the tableaux vivants held at Cromwell House 
and elsewhere, including ‘ the Shakespearian 
scenes,’ 1874, and ‘The Tale of Trov, 1883; 
‘The Dream of Fair Women,’ 1884; tho 
‘Masquo of Painters,’ 1886 (in which he 
figured himself as Michelangelo); and the 
' Masque of Flowers,’ 1887. ne had numerous 
friends at Cambridge University; he was a 
member of the Cambridge amateur dramatic 
club, painting scenes for the club for many 
years, and on the revival of the Greek drama 
there contributed by his beantiful scenery to 
the success of the ‘Ajax,’ 1882; ‘The Birds,' 
1888; ‘ The Eumenides,’ 1880; and ‘ (Edipus 
Tyrannus,’ 1887. O'Oonnor was one of the 
most genial and hospitable of friends, and ona 
of the most popular men in his profession. 

[Private information and personal knowledge.} 

L C. 

O'CONNOR, LUKE SMYTHE (1806- 
1873), major-general, born in Dublin on 

16 April 1806, was appointed ensign in the 
1st West India regiment 27 April 1827, be¬ 
came lieutenant 22 March 1831, captain 

17 Jan. 1834, brevet major 9 Nov. 1846, 
major 1 Jan. 1847, brevet lieutenant-colonel 
S Feb. 1863, brevet colonel 28 Nov. 1864, 
regimental lieutenant-oolonol 21 Sept. 1866, 
and major-general 24 April 1866. All his 
regimental commissions were in the 1st 
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West India, of which, ha was adjutant in 
1838-4. When it was decided, in 1843, 
that the garrisons on the African West 
Coast should he suppliod by the West India 
regiments in turn, instead of by the 3rd West 
India (late royal African colonial corps) alone 
ns previously, O'Connor was detached from 
Barbados to Sierra Leone with two com¬ 
panies of his regiment. In 1848, as major, 
he was detuchoa from his regiment in Ja¬ 
maica to Brill'll Honduras, where there were 
disturbances with the Yucatan Indians. In 
September 1852 he was appointed governor 
of the Gambia, and was invested with the 
command of the troops in West Africa, the 
headquarters of which were removed from 
Sierra Leone to Capo Coast Castle (Ilon-o 
Guards Letter, 20 Sept. 1852). lie com¬ 
manded detachments of the throe West 
India regiments, black pensioners, Gambia 
militia, and sou men and murines against 1 110 
Mohunnnod/m rebels of Combos, stormed 
their stronghold of Subajee on 1 Juno 1853, 
and acquired by treaty a considerable tract of 
territory. The sense of the government re¬ 
specting the manner in which this service 
was performed was communicated to O’Con¬ 
nor in a despat cli from t,lio Buko of New¬ 
castle. On 16 July 1853 lie attacked and 
repulsed a numerous forco of Mohammedans 
under Omar Iladjee, the ‘Black Prophot,’ 
on which occasion, out of 240 British, 
twenty-uino wore killed and fifty -throe 
wounded, O’Connor received two shots 
through the right arm and one in the loft 
shoulder, hut remained on the field, lie 
commanded the com binod Bril ish and French 
forces against the Mohammedan rebels of 
Upper and Lower Combos. After four 
hours’ fight ittg in the pass of Boccow Kooku 
on4 Aug. 1855, he stormed thostockade and 
routud the enemy, with the loss of five hun¬ 
dred men (C.B. and reword for distinguished 
service). Ho was brigadier-general com¬ 
manding the troops in Jamaica during tho 
rebellion of 1865, when several Europeans 
were murdered at Moran t Bay, und was 
thanked for his prompt and efficient measures 
for tho safety of tho public by Governor 
Eyre, the legislative council and IIouso of 
Assembly, and by the magistrate and inhabi¬ 
tants ofKingston. lie was president of tho 
legislative council and senior member of tho 
pnvy council ol’ Jamaica in January 1867, 
and administered the government during tho 
brief absence of Sir John Peter Grant [cp v,] 

O’Connor, who married in 1850, died of 
dropsy and atrophy at 7 Rocknilzstrasso, 
Dresden, Saxony, on 24 March 1873. 

[War Office It neon Is; Colonial Office List; 
.Ellis'sHist,IstWestIndiaRegiment.) H. M. C. 
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O’CONNOR, RODERIC, or m t.;,,. 
RUAIDI1RI (ii. 1118), king of ConnaS 
always mentioned by Irish historians 
Soighe Bmdhe’ of the yellow brad, w M 
son of Aedh O Connor [q. v .], king Q f’ 0o “ 
naught,but does not appear in the annals „„ 
king till 1070, nmo years after his fathe* 
death, when ho made formal aubraWi™ tl 
Tnrlough O’Brien (1009-1086) [q v) 2 
had invaded Connaught. In 1079 & was 
driven out of Connaught by O’Brien, but had 
returned m 1082, In 1087 he established his 
power by a great victory over the invadi™ 
Oonnmiene at Cmighill in Cowan, co Slim? 
a battle long after employod in dates as the 
atari ing-point of an ora, just as the battloof 
Antrim was in later times. In 1086 he teak 
tho island in tho Shannon called Incliciky 
and afterwards plundered Coroomroe, co 
Clare. Ilo had to give host ages in token oi' 
submission to Domlinall O’Lochlainn, W 
of Ireland, and than joined him in burning 
Limerick and plundering tho plain of Mnn- 
steras farnsEnily. They demolished Cenn- 
eoradh, tho chief fori of the Bal Oais,and 
carried oft'Madmlhan O’Oeinnedigh, and one 
hundred and sixty hostages, for whom & large 
ransom in cows, horses, gold, silver, and meat 
was afterwards obtained. He again invaded 
Muni tor in 1089. In J 090 he had once more 
to give hoBtngoa and declare allegiance to 
Domlinall O’Lochlainn. In 1092 he wastree- 
ohorously soizod by h'laibhenrtach OTlnibh- 
eartaigh, his gossip, and his eyes put out, 
an outrage avongod in 1098 by Madadhan 
O’Cuaima, who slow Flaibheartach. O’Con¬ 
nor censod to bo king, and retired to the 
monastery of Clonmacnoiso, where he died in 
1118. Ilo married MiSr, daughter of fur¬ 
lough O’Brien. His son Turlough O'Connor 
[q. v, | become king of Connaught. Another 
son, Niall, surmtmed Aitliclerech, was killed 
in 1093. Ilia dauglitor had some skill in 
motal-work. 


| Annals Itioglmchta Eivonnn, voL ii. cd. 
O'Donovan; Annals of Ulster, vol. ii. od. 
MeCarthy.] N. M. 

O’CONNOR, RODERIC (1116P-1198), 
king of Ireland, called in Irish Ruaidhri 
Ua Oonchobhair. was soil of Turlough 
O’Connor [q. v.] At tho age of twenty-seven 
hie fathor soetns to have suspected him in 
some way, and made him a prisoner, in spite 
of pledges to the contrary. The bishops and 
clergy of Connaught, in accordance with the 
brebon law, fasted against the king atRath- 
brounain,but failed to obtain liisson’erelease. 
On the death of Turlough in 1156 Roderic 
assumed the kingship of Connaught, end the 
Sil Muireadliuigh, his tribe, gave him the 
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custody of his brothers Brian Breifnach, Brian 
Luigbneack, and Muirobeartaoh Muimk- 
neach. He put out the eyes of the first, as a 
sure means of preventing him from becoming 
a rival. Turlogh O'Brien and the Dal Cais 
gave him twelve hostages. He then ravaged 
the plain of Teffia in Westmeath, and the 
district then called Machaire Ouircne, and 
now known as the barony of Kilkenny West, 
co. Westmeath. So severe was the winter 
that ho marched on the frozen Shannon from 
Galey to Randown, co. Roscommon. In 1167, 
while the king of Ailecli was invading the 
south, he entered Tyrone, and burnt Inis- 
eanaigh, cut down its orchard, and plun- 
deied the country as far as Keenagbt, co. 
Derry. lie then sailed down the Shannon 
into Munster, and made a partition of it 
between O’Brien and MacOarthy, Next year 
lie plundered Ossory and Leix, but lost many 
men on a second expedition into Teffia. In 
1159 he tried to make a bridge at Atlilone, 
but was attacked by Donnckadli O’Mael- 
sechlaian, and lost his son Aedh in the battle, 
though he forced his way into Meath, in 
alliance with Tighearnan O’Ruairc, and 
morchod as far as Ardee, co, Louth. The 
Conmaicne or O’Earrells and their kin, and 
the Ui Briuin or O’Ruaircs and O’Reillys 
and their kin, were on his side, arranged ill 
six divisions, and he was opposed by Muir* 
cheartaok O'Locklainnfa, v.l at the Load of the 
Cind. Eogkain, Cinel Conaill, and the Oirgli- 
ialla. He was utterly defeated and followed 
into Connaught by O’Lochlainn, who inflicted 
so much injury that 0’Gonn.or wub unable to 
take the field again till 1100, when he took 
hostages from Teffia, sailed down the Shan¬ 
non, and received hostages from the Dal Cais. 
He met O’Lochlainn at Assaroe, co. Donogal, 
with a view to peace, hut no treaty was 
made; and in 1361, after war with Turlogh 
O’Brien, he invaded Meath with Tigkernan 
ORuairc, and took hostages from the Ui 
Faeloin and the Ui Failghe, but was obliged 
to give hostages, in token of submission, to 
O’Loolilainn. Next year he received one hun¬ 
dred ounces of gold from Dsrmot O'Mael- 
sechlainn as tribute for Westmeath. In 1186 
he invaded Desmond, and took hostages from 
MacOarthy, and in 1166 he took advantage 
of the weakness of the north, after the death 
in battle of Muirchoartaoh O’Lochlainn, to 
march to Assaroe, and obtain hostages from 
the Oinel Oonaill. In. the Bame year he had 
the shrine of St. Manchan of Mohill, co. 
Leitrim, covered with goldwork. He went 
to Dublin, gave the Danes four thousand 
oows, and was there inaugurated king of all 
Ireland, a ceremony which was the first Irish 
regal pageant of which that city was tkesoene. 


He then took hostages of the Oirgkialla at 
Drogheda, and afterwards of Diarmaid Mao 
Murchada fa. v.], and of Munster. After the 
flight of Diarmaid to England, he received 
seventeen hostages from his gTandson, who 
was set up os king of Leinster. lie had no 
hereditary claim to he king of Ireland, and 
his attainment of that dignity in 1166 was 
entirely due to force. He assembled a great 
concourse of clergy and laity at Athboy, co. 
Meatli, 1167. The Archbishop of Armagh, 
Cadkia O’Dubktkaigh, chief bishop of Con¬ 
naught ; Lorcan O'Toole, bishop of Glenda- 
look; Tiahernan O'Ruairc, lord of Breifhe; 
Donnchadh O'Cearbliaill, chief of the Oir* 
gliialla; MocDuinnsleibhe O’Heochadha, 
king of Ulidia, or Lesser Ulster; Dermol 
O'Maeleaohlainn, king of Meath ; anti 
Raghnall, king of the Danes of Dublin, all 
attended, with thirtoen thousand horsemen. 
Various laws were adopted bv the meeting, 
wkioli broke up without any fighting. Soon 
after, Diarmaid MacMurchnda returned, and 
O’Connor fought him and his clan, the Ui 
Ceinnsealaigh, at Kellistown, co. Wexford, 
in two battles. Diarmaid gave him hostages. 
He celebrated the Aonacli Taillten, or as¬ 
sembly of Telltown, in 1168, which was the 
last oocasion upon which it was held. The 
horses of those who came extended from 
Mullach Aiti, now the Hill of Lloyd, to the 
Hill of Telltown, on tliB Blackwater, co. 
Meath, a distance of about six and a half 
miles. Cases were decided publicly by the 
king, and the Oirghialln demanded an eric (i.e. 
compensation) from the men of Meath for 
the Blaying of a chief called O’Fiunalloin. 
O'Connor awarded eight hundred cows. 
The people of Meath were so irritated with 
their king, Dermot O’Maelechlainn, for hav¬ 
ing made them liable to such a tax that they 
deposed him after payingit. Roderic O’Connor 
himself received an eric of 240 oows from 
the Munstermen later in the year, lie 
granted, in 1169, ten oows a year to tlio 
lector (ferleiginu) of Armagh for ever for 
teaching the scholars of Ireland and Scot¬ 
land at Armagh, which was perhaps the 
first regular academical endowment in 
Ireland. He invaded Leinster in the same 
year, and in 1170 marched against Diarmaid 
MacMurchada and his Norman allies, but 
retired without fighting, and put Diarruaid’s 
hostages to death at Athlone. In 1171 he 
led an army to Dublin, and for some time 
closely besieged it. Strongbow, probably to 
gain time, proposed to be Roderic’s vassal 
for Leinster if he would raise the siege j but 
the proposal, which was brought by Bishop 
O’Toole, was rejected. The Normans held 
a council of war, and decided on a sally 
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in the afternoon, They found the Irish 
unprepared; Roderic fled, and his army was 
routed. When Henry II visited Ireland 
in 1171, lloderic did not make submission 
to him, and in 1174 he dofeated Strong- 
bow at Thurles, and afterwards invaded 
Meath, whence lie retired into Connaught, 
and in 1176 ravaged Munstor, llo sent, 
in the same year, Cadlila O’Dubhthaigh, 
his archbishop, with two other occlemusLicis, 
as envoys to Henry II, A treaty was con¬ 
cluded at Windsor. Rodorie was to rule 
Connaught as before the English invasion, 
and was to be hoad, under Jloury, of the 
kings and chiefs of Irulaiid. lie was to ac¬ 
knowledge Ilenry as his liege lord, and to 
pay nn annual tribute of hides. In 1177 Ins 
son Murchadh brought Milo dc Cogan to 
attack Roscommon, but the English were 
defeated, and Murchadh captured by Ins 
father, who lind his eyes put out. Another 
son, Gonciiohliur, aJIied with the English, in¬ 
vaded Connaught in 118(1, and llodcrio was 
driven into Munster; and, though afterwards 
recalled, and given a trioclinc6d or barony 
of land, lie was deposed from the kingship of 
Oonuaught. When Concliobliar was siaiti 
in 1189, the Sil Muireadhaigh sent for 
Roderic, who came to Roscommon and re¬ 
ceived hoBtnges, but was soon deposed by 
Cathal O’Connor [q. v.], called Crohhdhearg; 
and, after vainly asking help of hluithhliear- 
tach O’Maolfloraidli, of the Cinol Oonaill, 
of the Oinel lioglmin in Tyrone, and of tho 
English in Meath, ho went into Munster, 
and soon after entered the abbey of Cong, 
eo. Galway, and died there in 1198. Lie was 
buried at Cong, and liis bones wore re¬ 
moved in 1207 to tho north side of tlio high 
altar at Clonmacnoiso. lie is commonly 
spoken of in histories as the lust nutivo king 
of all Ireland, but Maolseclilainn II [q. v.J 
was the last logilimato Ard ri 1111 liRircunn, 
or chief king of Ireland, and Rodoric's title 
to rule tho whole island was no hotter than 
that of Ilonry II; both rested on force alone. 
If Ireland was tho pope's to give away, it was 

K lleury'a; and if, as Roderic O'Connor 
maintained, tho sword alone could 
determine its sovereignty, then, also, lloury 
had the advantage over Rodorie. 

Rodorie first marriod Taillten, daughter of 
Muircheartacli O’Maeleachlain, and after¬ 
wards Hubhehobhlach, daughter of M 110 I- 
seohlan mao Tadhp O'Maolrimiiiudh. His 
second wife died in 1108. He had two 
daughters and six sons: Conchobbnr,r)ermot, 
'furlough, Aedh, Murchadh, and lluaidri, 
One daughter was marriod to Sir Hugh do 
Lacj’, tho othor to Elaitliblioarluch O’Maol- 
doraigh. 


Connor O'Connor, called by Irish writes 

CoiichobharMommaighe,succeededhisfather 

as king-of Connaught on his retirement!-, 
Cong. I Le defeat ed t he English in the Curlew 
mountains in 1187, but was murdered 
1180 by Maghnus O'Fiannachta. 

Connor was succeeded by his son Cathal 
Carrach O’Connor, whose title was at once 
disputed by his cousin Cathal O’Connor 
called (Jrobhdhoarg. lie defeated his rival’s 
nllios, William h’itzaldhelm De Burgo and 
O’Neill, at Ballisadare, co. Roscommon i„ 
1108, but was slain in another battle of the 
samo contest in 1201, at Guirtincuilluachra 
00 . Roscommon, lie left one son, Mnel- 
soachlftii. Aodli, Rodoric's fourth son n 
1228 dofeated liis elder brother, Turlough 
and hucamo king of Connaught in 
but was slain in a battlo with his cousin 
Eeidhlimidh O’Connor, near Elphin, in 1283 
Turlough had a son Brian, who died mAbbev 
ICnockmoy in J287, and after him no de- 
sccudant of Rodorie is mentioned in the 
chronicles. Tho 1 Annals of Loch C6’ con¬ 
tain (i. 814) under the yoar 1233 an obviously 
e.r pu.it facto story to account for the e\- 
linctiou of liis line, that ho was so profligate 
IW to have declined an oiler from the highest 
ecclesiastical authority 1 0 permit him to have 
six lawful wives but, no more. 

[Annulu Itioghaelita ICiroann, ed. O'Donovan, 
vols. ii. and in.; Annals of Ulster (Bolls Sot.), 
oil. ALicO.irtliy, vol. ii.; Lynch’s Cambrensis 
Evorsus (Collie Swirly Publicanons); (hmldus 
Cumlirunsis (Rolls Hur ) ; O' l- luhorty’a Ogygia,ed, 
108S; (I’Donovan's Tribes and Customs of Hy 
Fiachrueh, Dublin, 1844; Graves's Church and 
Sliriiio of 8 t.M 1 u 1 clm. 11 , Dublin, 187C; Annals of 
Lucli U 6 , od. II eiinussy (Bolls Sor.), vol. i.; tho 
O’Oomir Don’s O’Ooiiors of ('mmanght, Dublin, 
1801, p. 72, as lo Hemy II’b iroaLy.J N. M. 

O'CONNOR, ROGER (L7G2-1834), Irish 
nationalist, born at Connorville, co.Cork, in 
1782, wiiH son of Itogor Connor of Connor- 
villo by Anno, daughter of RoberlLongfleld, 
M.P. (1888-1706), and sister of Riohnrd 
Longlield, croated Viscount Longueville in 
1 SOU. Tho Connor family was descondedfrom 
a rioli London merchant, and its claims to 
anciont li-isli descent aro very doubtful. 
Artliur (VCunuor [q. v.J wus Roger’s brother, 
linger entered the university of Dublin in 
1777, and joinod the English bur in 1784 
His early bias was in favour of the old tory 
rdgimo; as a young man ho entered theMus- 
kerry yeomanry, and helped to hunt down 
‘ Whiteboys.’ l*Io soon, however, changed his 

views, and joined tho United Irishmen. In 
1797 a warrant loft Dublin Castle for his 
arrest, at tho instance of his own brother 
Robert. lie was imprisoned at Cork, was tried 
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and acquitted. On liis liberation in April 
1798 he went to London, with the intention, 
as he says, of ‘ residing there and avoiding 
anv interference in politics; ’ hut his brother 
Arthur had just been arrested at Margate, 
and the home office decided on again secur¬ 
ing Roger. He was sent from place to place 
in the custody of king’s messengers, and on 
•2 June 1798 was finally committed to New¬ 
gate m Dublin. 

In April 1790, with his fellow-prisoners, 
T. A. Emmet, Chambers, liis brother Arthur, 
and others, he was removed to Fort George 
in Scotland. In the same year he managed 
to publish ‘ Letters to the People of Great 
Britain.’ After some years’ imprisonment he 
obtained his release, liis affairs had been 
ruined meanwhile, but he had fortune enough 
to rent Dangan Castle, Trim, co. Meath. 
The house was burnt down shortly after he 
had effected an insurance on it for 5,000/. 
Ho then eloped with a married lady, and 
in 1817 was arrested at Trim for haying 
headed a band of his retainers in robbing the 
Galway coach. The son of O’Connor's agent 
asserted that thiB raid was made by O’Connor 
not for money, hut in quest of a packet of 
love-letters, written by his friend Sir Francis 
Buvdetl, and which were likely to he used in 
evidence against Burdelt at the suit of a peer 
who suspected him of criminal intimacy with 
his wife. Sir Francis Burdott hurried to Ire¬ 
land as a witness on O’Connor’s behalf at his 
trial at Trim, and Roger was acquitted. 

In 1822 O'Connor published ‘ The Chroni¬ 
cles of Eri, being the Ilistory of the Gael, 
Sciot Iber, or Irish People: translated from 
the Original Manuscripts in the Phoenician 
dialectof the Scythian Language.’ The book 
is mainly, if not entirely, the fruit of O'Cou- 
nor’s imagination. Roger’s portrait is pre¬ 
fixed, described as ‘ O'Connor Oier-rige, head 
of his race, and O’Connor, chief of the pro¬ 
strated people of this Nation. Soumie, pas 
tameus.’ O’Connor is described as a man of 
fascinatingmanners and conversation, hut Dr. 
Madden considers that his wits were always 
more or less disordered. Through life lie 
professed to be a sceptic in religion, and de¬ 
clared that Voltaire was his God. He died 
at Kilcrea, co. Cork, on 27 Jan. 1834. 

His will, a strange document, beginning: 

' I, O'Connor and (/Connor Cier-rige, called 
by thB English Roger O’Connor, late of Oon- 
norvflle and Dangan Castle,’ is dated 1 July 
1881. Fcai'gus O'Connor [q. y.], the chartist, 
was his son. 

[O’Connor’s Letters to the People of Great 
Britain, etc., Dublin, 1799; Pelham MSS., Brit. 
Mus, j Fitzpatrick’s Secret Service under Pitt, 
1892; Dublin and London Mag. 1828, p. 80; in¬ 


formation from Professor Barry, Queen’s College, 
Cork (son of Roger's agent); Madden’s United 
Irishmen; Ireland before the Union ] 

AV. J. F, 

_ O'CONNOR, TURLOUGH (1088-1166), 
king of Ireland, called by Irish writers 
Toirdhealhhach mur Ua Oonchobhair, boh 
of Roderic or Ruaidhri O'Connor (d. 1118) 
[q. v.], king of Connaught, was born in 1088 
in Connaught. His brother Domlmall was 
deposed in 1106 by Murtough (Muirchear- 
tach) O’Brien (d. 1119) [q. v.J O’Connor 
was inaugurated king of the Sil Muireadh- 
aigh, as the O’Connors and their allied 
septs were called, at Athanteurmomn, co. 
Roscommon. His first war was in 1110 
with the Conmhaicne, the group of tribes 
allied to O’Farrell, who hud invaded his 
country, and whom he defeated at Roe, co. 
Roscommon, but was soon after routed at 
Magli Breangliair, with the loss of Meanman 
and Ruaidhri O’Muireadhuigh, two of liis 
most important feudatory chiefs. In 1111 he 
made two successful forays into the south of 
Ulster, invading it from the mountains Bouth 
of Lough Erne, plundering Tennonmagrath 
and the country north of Swanlinbar, and 
near Binaghlon, co. Fermauagli. Heacknow- 
ledged Domlmall O'Lochlamn [q.v.] as king 
of Ireland in 1114 at Dunlo,co. Galway, and 
marched with linn to Tullagh O’Dea, co. 
Clare, where a truce of a year was made with 
tbo Munstermen. When the year was up 
the Muustermen invaded Meath, and O’Con¬ 
nor took advantage of the occasion to march 
into Thomond, which he plundered as far as 
Limerick; hut on his way home he was at¬ 
tacked in force and himself severely wounded, 
lie was able later in the year to make a suc¬ 
cessful attack on tlieOonmaicne by taking his 
army in boats across Lough Rea. After a 
year of such successful plunder he made a pre¬ 
sent of three pieces of plate to the monastery 
of Clonmacnoise, a drinking-horn mounted 
in gold, a gilt cup, and a patena (mnllog) of 
gilt bronze. 

He continued his wars with Munster in 
1116, demolishing Oenncoradh, the chief 
fortress of the Dal Cais, and making a great 
spoil of cows and prisoners. A spirited attack 
on his communications by Dermot O’Brien 
compelled him to abandon his prisoners. The 
war was continued throughout 1117, and in 
1118 the death of the king of Munster gave 
Murchadh O’Maeloocklainn, king of all Ire¬ 
land, an opportunity for interference, and he 
marched as far as Glanmire, co. Cork, ac¬ 
companied by O'Oonnor. They made a par¬ 
tition of Munster, and took hostages, O’Con- 
nor then fought the Danes of Dublin, and 
oarried off a sou of the king of Ireland who 
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had boon captive among 1 lie Danes, llotlion eust aide of Sheep Haven. Hethen sail"! 
again marched into Munster and sacked the soutJi and plundered Valentia and InU-mor 
rebuilt Cenncoradh, near Killaloa. In 1119 near Cork, After an attack on Ui Conali 
he again invaded Munster, and lived upon Wablira, co. Limerick, he was himself at 
the district round Killaloe, Ilo hud made tacked by the northerns under Domhnall 
alliances with the king' of Leinster, wil h the O’Loclilamn [see O’Looiuaiitn, IlOHttsmd 
Danes of Dublin, and with the Icing' of Ossory, and fought a drawn battle with great loss in 
and in 1120 was strong enough to invade the Curlew mountains. Peace was made 
Meath, drive MurcbadhO’Maeluaclilamninto the next day at Loch Co, eo. Roscommon for 
tho north, obtain the sanction of the arch- n year. Several of his feudatory chiefs were 
bishop of Armagh, assume tho style of Hi routed during 1 U51 and 1182 by the men of 
Eireann, king of Ireland, and celebrate the Meath and others of his enemies. There 
Aonacli, or open-air assembly and games of wore also several invasions of Connaught ia 
Taillton. lie built bridges, probably of 1188, and O’Connor had to make peace for a 
wattles, across the Shannon at Shannon bar- year with Munst or. A cattle plague dimi- 
bour and Atlilono, and across tho Suck at niehed hie resources in this year,and he made 
Dunlo. In 1121 lie marched into Munster no expedition iu I HU. 
aB far as Tralee, co. Kerry, und on his way In 118b lie hiul many misfortunes' the 
back, taking many cattle, visited Lismore, co. Conmnionebumt Jto.scommonandravacredall 
Waterford. At. Duuboyne, co. Mealh, in the country round. He had to give hostages 
1122 he took hostages from tho king of to Murchodli O'Maeleachlninn, and thus 
Leinster in acknowledgment of his king- eeased to he chief king of Ireland. He had to 
ship over Ireland. A fresh foray into Soulli deal with revolts at home in LI 36, and had 
Munster towards \'onglial occupied him in the eyes of hits son Aedli put out. Heblinded 
1128. lie put a lleut ol'boats on tho Slum- Uuda O'Concoauniim in 1187, and was de- 
non in 1124, plundered its shores as far as foaled in the sume year on Lough Ilea, where 
Eoyncs, co. Limerick, and kept an armed Murclmdh O’Mtudeaolilainn destroyed his 
camp for six months at Woodford, co. Will- tluet,aud then wasted all Connaught from 
way, close to the Munster boundary, thus Sliuveaughty, on the borders of Munster, 
preventing any raid into Connaught. to tho river Drowse, which separates Con- 

lle also attacked his old enemies tho Con- naught from If Is ter. I lo tried in 1188, with 
mhaicno in Longford. They had some success Ihoaid of the men of Jii-uiliiu and of the Oir- 
agaiust liim in the Cam mountains, but bo ghiiilhi, f o defeat Murchailh O’Mealeaohlainn 
made a fresh attack, and defeated them with in Mealh, but had to retreat wilhout fight- 
great slaughter. In this year, probubly for ing a battlu, and stayed in his own country 
Some breach of treaty, ho put to death the hos- throughout 1189. St. Uolnsius visited Con- 
tagos he had received from Desmond or South naught in li <10, received tribute as primate 
Munster. Meantime Muvchadh O’Maoloach- of all Ireland, and blessed the king and 
luinn had ruturned from the north into Meath, his chiefs. ((’Connor made a wicker bridge 
and in 112G O'Connor drove him out again, across llio Shannon at Lanesborough, and 
and divided the kingdom into throe parts, established a camp on the east bank, which 
under three separate chiefs. In 1126 ho was burnt by Murchudh O’Mealeaehlainn, 
made liis own sou Concliobhar king of Dub- after which peace was made. O'Connor made 
lin and of Leinster, defeated Oorinuc Mac- short raids into Tallin, tho country east of 
Carthy in Munster, and plundered us far as Atlilono, but was driven back by its clans 
(ilanmire, co. Cork. IS'ext year lie marched with much loss. 

ns far as Cork, divided Munster into three In 1141 O'Connor hod again got together 
parts, and carried oil’ thirty hostages. He a largo force, and mailo Murchadh give him 
had 190 vessels on Lough Durg,au<l ravaged hostages, so that his again became icing of all 
the contiguous parts of Munst or. In 1128 Ireland. Ilo plundered the country near 
lie sailed round the coast of Leinster to tlio hill of Croghau in the King's County, 
Dublin. Oealliloh, the archbishop of At- and next year invadod Munster, hut was 
magh, then made peace lor a year between driven back. Ilo captured by a ruse his old 
him and Munster. lie made a foray into enemy Murohadh O’Maoluachlainu in 1143, 
Fermanagh, but lost many men, Thu sum- but had lo release him, though he gave his 
mer of 1129 was very dry, and he took ad- territory to O’Connor’s son, Oonolioblur, 
vantage of the extreme low water of tho who was killed by O’Dubhlaich, a Meath 
Shannon to build a caslle and bridge at chieftain, in 1144, whereupon O'Connor 
Athlone. In 1130 ho sailed to Tory Islaud, dividod Month into two parts, and gave each 
and carried off what booty l.horo was from a chief. Ilo received four hundred cows from, 
the dosolate promontory of Itosguill, on the tho men of Meath as eric for his son. He 
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carried off a great spoil of cows from Leinster, 
and, in 1145, another from Breifne. In 1148 
he plundered Teffia, but did not get away 
without fighting a battle before Atklone. 
Next year he could not prevent O’Brien from 
plundering Connaught, and bad to give hos¬ 
tages to Muirckeartnek O'Lochlainn, king of 
Ailech, and thus again ceased to be Ardrigh. 
He consoled himself later in the year by a 
successful foray into Munster. Gillamacliag, 
primate of all Ireland, visited Connaught m 
1151, and O’Connor gave him a gold ring 
weighing twenty ounces. Tadhg O'Brien fled 
to O’Connor, who invaded Munster in his 
interest, and subdued all hut West Munster. 
He won a great victory over the Dal Oais 
at Moinmor, in which seven thousand Mun- 
stermen were slam, with sixty-nine chiefs, 
including the most important men of 
Clare, Muirekoartacli O'Brien and Staudish 
O’Grady. O'Connor’s loss was heaiy, and 
Muircheartacli O’Lochluinn crossed Assaroe 
and took hostages from him on bis return 
home. 

Next year O'Connor again invaded Munster 
with success, and it was on the march back, 
in allianco with the king of Leinster, that 
Dermol carried off Deavbliforgaill, wife of 
Tigkearnan O’lluairc, and sister-in-law of 
O’Connor, who carried her hack in 1163. That 
year was occupied with a war with O’Lock- 
lainn, in whicli the halance of success was 
against O’Connor. Maeleachlainn had died; 
but O’Lochlainn, who had a better title, 

revented O’Connor by force of arms from 

ecoming king of Ireland. In 1154 O’Connor 
sailed north, and attacked the coasts of 
Donegal, as far as Inishowen; but tbs 
northerns got ships from the western isles 
and from Man, and fought a battle off Itiish- 
owen, defeating the Coimaughtmen and 
slaying O’Connor’s admiral, Cosnamhaigk 
O’Dowd. O’Loeklainn tkon attacked Con¬ 
naught, and marched safely home to Ailecli, 
through Breifne. O’Connor attacked Meath, 
hut lost his son Maelseuckluinn, and carried 
off twenty cattle. He made a few small in¬ 
cursions in the following year into Meath, 
In 1166 he sailed to Lough Derg, and 1 ook 
hostages from O’Brien. This was the laRt of 
his many invasions of Munster, for he died 
soon after, and was buried by the altar of St. 
Ciaran at Olonmncuoise. 

He left many cows and horses, as well as 
gold and silver, to the clergy, and is described 
in a chronicle as 'King of Connaught, 
Meatli, Breifne, and Munster, and of all 
Ireland, flood of the glory and splendour of 
Ireland, the Augustus of Western Europe, 
a man full of charity and mercy, hospitality 
and chivalry,’ He was twice married: first, 


to Tailltin, daughter of Murckadh O’Mae- 
leackluinn,king of Ireland, who died in 1128; 
and, secondly, to Dearbki'orgaill, daughter of 
Domhnall O'Lochlainn [q. v,], king of Ire¬ 
land, who died in 1151. She was the mother 
of Aedh, Catkal (killed in 1162), Domhnall 
Midheack, and assunmbly of a second (Jathal 
O’Coimor [q. v.], called Crobhdhearg; and 
by Ms first wife be had Tadhg (who died 
in an epidemic in 1144), Conckobkar (slam, 
in Meath), Hoderic (who succeeded him and 
is noticed separately), Brian fireifnach, Brian 
Luighueach, and Muircheartacli Muimk- 
neacli. lie lmd a daughter, who married 
Murckadli O'Hara, and who, with her hus¬ 
band, was murdered in 1134 by Taickleacli 
OTIara, His chief poet was Ferdana O’Car- 
tkaigii, who was killed in n fight with Munster 
horsemen in 1131; and Ms chief judge was 
Gillanauaemh O’Birn, who died in 1133. 

[Annala Bioghaeht.i Eireann, ed. O’Donovan, 
yol. ii.; Annals of l lstor, ed. MucCarthy, vol. ii.; 
O'Donovan’s Tribes and Customs of Hy Mnny, 
Dublin, 2843.] N. M. 

O’COHOR. [See also O'Connok.] 

O’CGNOR, CHARLES (1710-1791), 
Irish antiquary, eldest sou of Denis O’Conor, 
was born on 1 Jan. 1710 at Kilmuctranny, 
Co. Sligo. Ilia mother was Mary, daughter 
ol' Tiornan O’Rourke, a colonel in the French 
service who was lulled at the battle of Lux ura 
in 1702. The confiscation of his paternal 
estate had reduced his father to such poverty 
that he had to plough with his own bands, 
and used to say in Irish to his sons, ‘ Boys, 
you must not be impudent to the poor; I am 
the son of a gentleman, hut ye are the cMl- 
dren of a ploughman.’ The trustees of for¬ 
feited estates in 1703 restored part of his 
estate to Denis O’Oonor, but he did not re¬ 
gain possession of this till 1720. Charles 
was taught to read and write Irish by * 
Franciscan of the convent of Crieveliagli, co. 
Sligo, who knew no English, and who began 
to teach him Latin on 30 Sept. 1718, and 
continued his education till 1724. His 
father moved to the restored family seat of 
Belanagore, co. Roscommon, and Ms brother- 
in-law, Bishop O’Rourke of Killala, formerly 
chaplain to Prince Eugene, thenceforward 
directed Ms ed ucation, instructed him in Eng¬ 
lish and Latin literature, and urged him to 
cultivate Irish. He translated as an exer¬ 
cise the Miserere into Irish. The bishop was 
delighted with ths version, and read it aloud, 
Torlogh O’Carolan [q. v,] the harper, a fre¬ 
quent guest at Beluuagare, wept on hearing 
it, and, taking his harp, at once began to 
oompose and sing his lay,‘Donnchadh Mac- 
"lathailoig,’ in which the Ml of the Milesian 
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families is lamented, and the goodness of ‘ Collectanea ’ between 1770 and 1786 thr~ 
O’Conor of Bolanngare celebrated. Charles letters 1 On the History of Ireland durin 8 
preserved throughout life the harp upon the Timesof Ilealhonism.’ All these were 
which O’Carolan sang, and himsolf became a published in Dublin, In 1778 he wrote ‘A 
skilful harper, Cathaoir MacCabe fq, v.], Statistical Account of the Parish of Kil- 
the poet, and Major MacDermot, the ‘broken ronun,’ which was printed in Edinburgh in 
soldier 'of Goldsmith’s'Traveller/were other 1708. The parish is in co. Roscommon, and 
friends of his youth, and the llev. Thomas is famous as containing the grave of O'Caro- 
Oontarino, Goldsmith’s rolativo, was his first lau ; but tho account only t eala with its asri- 
literary correspondent. After somo further cultural condition, and almost the only fes 
education from a priest named Dynan, ho of general interest related are that only two 
went to Dublin in 17:27, and resided with families had over emigrated thence to Ame- 
another priest,, Walter Skelton, who ingo- rica, and that tho favourite occupation of 
uiously demonstrated the refraction of rays the inhabitants was distilling whisky, lie 
of light by the aid of a partly filled punch- collected an Irish library, and in 1750 had 
howl, and led him to take an interest in already nine ancient vellum folios, six quarto 
natural philosophy. manuscripts on vellum, and twelve folio 

lie married in 1731 Catherine, daughter manuscripts on paper, besides two We 
of John Chagaii, who had suQiciuut fort uno quarto volumes oi Irish extracts in liis own 
to enable them to settlo on a farm in lies- hand, llu borrowed and read flic manu- 
coinmon, till, on his father's death in 1741), script annals of Tighernuch and of lnisfallen. 
liu wenL to live at Helamigaio. Such who lie was ono of tho founders of the Roman 
the rigour of tho laws against priests (hat, catholic committeo formed in 1757 to work 
in tlie year after Ins marriage,liu was obliged for the abolition of tho political disabilities 
to attend mass in u sort of cavo, thoiieo of Roman catholics, and published many 
called Pol an oiilim Ilis dovotion to his lot tors and pmnphletB on tho subject. In 
religion, his musical and Irish literary at- 1740 there appeared his‘Two public Letters 
tainmuuts, niadu him popular wit h the pea- in reply to Brooke’s Farmer ’ and ‘ A Counter 
santry, and ho used to delight them with Appeal,’ in reply to Kir Richard Cox, both 
stories of the adventures of the survivors of signed‘Rust ions.’ Ilia * Seasonable Thoufflits 
the hat tic of Auglirim, lie bogan to write a relating to our Civil and Ecclesiastical Con- 
book on Irish history called * Ogygian Talus,’ stLlutiou,’ published in 1763, waB bo mode- 
which was lout to Ilonry llrooke (1703P- rate in tono that somo readers thought it tlie 
1783) [q, v.], who buems to have thought, of work of a largo-minded protestant; and‘The 
publishing it us part of it contemplated Irish (Juki* of the Roman Catholics,'which appeared 
history of liis own; but the author recovered in 1766, was oven commended by Primate 
it, and it, was tho basis of his ‘ Dissertations Hugh Boulter [q, v.] (Memoin o/O'Conor, p. 
on the Ancient History of Ireland,' which 23H), In 1760 he published‘The Principles 
was published in 1763, and in an enlarged of the Roman Catholics ’; in 1771 ‘Obsur- 
edilion, with added remarks on Maopherson's vn lions on tho Popery Laws,’and in 1774 
‘Ossian,’ in 170(5. It shows considerable 1 A Prelaco to a Speech by It. Jeplison.’ He 
reading in Irish literature, and is based upon was a great letter-writer, and corresponded 
the ‘ Ogygiu’ of Rodoric O’Flaliorty |q. v."|; with liis brother Daniel, an ollicer in tlie 
but its stylo is not interesting, nor does it French service, with Dr. J. Curry the liis- 
oxhibit much critical judgment, In 1703 toviuu, with Charles Vollaucey [q. v.], with 
he also published anonymously a preface to Bryan O’Conor Kerry tho historian (An- 
the ‘ Earl of Custlohaven’s Memoirs.’ Tho thulmjioa Ilibernica , 1790, p. 124), and with 
British Museum copy, whieli has his own other learned men of his time. Dr. Johnson 
book-plate on the back of tho title, has the (Bomvm.1, Life, edit, ]811, i. 981) wrote to 
inscription ‘ by Charles O’Oonor of Bulana- him, on 9 April 1767, a kindly and discerning 
gure’ over tho preface in his own hand (noo lottuv, after reading lire ‘ liissortations’of 
Ilonry Bradshaw’s copy of Wave’s * Ireland ’ 1763, encouraging him to ‘ continue to culti- 
in tho Cambridge University Library). He vuto this kind of learning ,• ’ and again wrote 
also wrote a biographical profuco to the ‘liis- on 10 May 1777 (ib, lii. 310) to urge him'to 
tory of the Civil Wars of Ireland,’ by Dr. J. give a history of the Irish nation from its 
Curry, who was his intimate Mend. His conversion to Christianity to the invasion 
preface and terminal essay to‘The Ogygia from England.’ Ilis wife died in 1750, 
Vindicated’ofRodericO’Flaliertyaruperhaps leaving him two sons end two daughters; 
his best works, and contain interesting statu- and wliun his eldest son married in 1760, he 
monts about O’Flaherty and Duald Muo- gave him tho house of Belauagare,audwout 
Firbis [q. v.] llo published in Vallanoey’s to live in a cottage in the demesne where 
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he kept his hooks, and continued his studies 
till Ins death on 1 July 1791. Ilis means 
had been much reduced by a form of extor¬ 
tion not rare in Ireland in the middle of the 
eighteenth century. Ilis youngest brother 
became a protestant, and filed a hill in chan¬ 
cery ‘ for obtaining possession of the lands of 
Beianagare as its first protestant discoverer.’ 
The law would have dispossessed him, and 
he had, after long litigation, to compromise 
the action by a large money payment. Ilis 
portrait, at the age of 79, forms the frontis¬ 
piece of his biography by his grandson, 
Charles O’Conor (1790-1828) [q. v.], and 
shows him to have had fine features and a 
gracious and dignified expression. The de¬ 
fects of his education alone prevented him 
from being a great Irish scholar, and it must 
be remembered that he lived at a period when 
the difficulties of study in mediaeval Irish 
literature were very great, That he speaks 
with enthusiasm of the vain and shallow 
writings of Yallaiicey is a sign, not of liis own 
ignorance, but of his warm satisfaction in the 
study of the then despised history and lite¬ 
rature of Ireland by a person whose general 
learning he believed to he profound, and 
whose external position seemed to give his 
remarks the authority of an impartial judge 
awarding commendation where praise was al- 
mostunknown and contempt usual. O’Conor's 
devotion to his subject deserves more praise 
than his additions to knowledge. 

[O’Conor's Memoirs of the Life and Writings 
of the late Charles O’Conor of Belanugaro, Esq. 
1796; O’Conor Don’s O’Conors of Connaught, 
Dublin, 1891 j Gent. Mag. Aug. 1781; Works.] 

N. M. 

O’CONOR, CHARLES (1704-1828),Irish 
antiquary and librarian at Stowe, second sou 
of Denis O’Oonor (d. 1804), by Catherine, 
daughter of Martin Browne of Claoufad, 
was born at Beianagare on 15 March 1704. 
Charles O’Conor [q. v.] of Beianagare was 
bis grandfather. Charles the younger early 
developed studious instincts, and was sent by 
his father in 1779 to the Ludovisi College in 
Rome, whore he remained until 1791, and ob¬ 
tained the degree of D.D, He was in 1792 
appointed pariah priest of Kilkeevin, co. Ros¬ 
common, and remained there until, in 1798, 
he was appointed chaplain to the Marchioness 
of Buckingham, with which office he com¬ 
bined that of librarian to Richard Grenville, 
afterwardsDuke ofBuokingham audChandos 
[q. v.], at Stowe. O’Oouor had previously 
attracted the attention of a select few by his 
‘ Memoirs of the Life and "Writings of the 
late Charles O’Conor of Beianagare, Esq., 
M.R.I.A., by the Rev. Charles O’Conor, D.D., 
Member of the Academy of Cortona; Dublin, 


printed by J. Mehain’ [1796], 8vo. This work 
is valuable for the information it affords of 
the first steps taken by the Roman catholics 
in Ireland for the repeal of the penal laws. 
It is now very rare. The first volume alone 
was printed, and afterwards suppressed, as it 
was feared that the circulation of so outspoken 
a work might be detrimental to the family. 
A copy was sold to Heber at Sir Mark Sykes's 
sale for 141. Other copies are at Trinity 
College, Dublin, and at the British Museum. 
The manuscript of the second volume was 
committed to the flames by tbe author’s 
express orders. 

Between 1810 and 1813 O’Conor wrote 
‘ Columbanus ad Hibernos, or Seven Letters 
on the Present Mode of Appointing Catholic 
Bishops in Ireland; with an Historical Ad¬ 
dress on the Calamities occasioned by Foreign 
Influence in the Nomination of Bishops to 
Irish Sees,’ Buckingham, 2 vols. 8vo. In 
this work, although a zealous catholic, ho 
vigorously opposed the ultramontane party 
and supported the veto, in consequence of 
which he was declared unorthodox, and 
formally suspended by Archbishop Troy in 
1812. The letters weic answered by Francis 
Plowden [q. v.] O'Conor issued in 1812 a 
non-coutroveisial work entitled ‘Narrative 
of the most Interesting EventB in Irish His¬ 
tory,’ 1812,8vo. Two years later commenced 
the monumental work which connects his 
name with the study of Irish antiquities, 
‘lierum llibernicaruin Scriplores Veteres’ 
(vnl. i. 1814, vol. ii. 1826, vols. iii. and iv. 
1828), Buckingham, 4to. Only two hundred 
copies were printed, the cost, some 8,0001, 
being defrayed by the Duke of Buckingham. 
Nearly the whole impression of the work was 
distributed as presents to public and private 
libraries. The originals—tho ‘Annals of 
Tigheamacli,’ the ‘Annals of Ulster,’ the 
‘Annals of the Four Masters/ and other 
valuable chronicles—were almost all in the 
library at Stowe. Of these manuscript trea¬ 
sures an account was published by the 
librarian under the title ‘ Bibliotheca MS. 
Stowonsis. A Descriptive Catalogue of the 
Manuscripts in the Stowe Library,’ 2 vols., 
Buckingham, 1818,4to. Two hundred copies 
were issued at the expense of the duke, to 
whom an elaborate preface was addressed. 
The manuscripts were purchased, in one lot, 
by the Earl of Ashburnham in 1849 for8,000/. 
(see Sotheby’s Sale Catalogue, 1849). The 
majority of the documents were acquired 
by the British Museum in 1888, and a cata¬ 
logue is in course of preparation; the Irish 
manuscripts, however, are now in the pos¬ 
session of the lloyal Irish Academy at 
Dublin. 
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The toxt of the ‘Annals' published by 
O'Conor, together with explanatory notes 
and a Latin translation, was for the time a 
useful addition to the materials for the study 
of Irish history. Sir Francis Palgrave, in his 
‘Rise of the English Commonwealth,’ de¬ 
scribed the work as without a parallel in 
modern literature, ‘whether we consider the 
learning of O’Conor, the value of the mate¬ 
rials, or the princely munificence of the Duke 
of Buckingham.’ But, hy the unanimous 
opinion of experts since the date of publica¬ 
tion, O'Conor has been pronounced incom¬ 
petent for the table he undertook. The third 
volume of the ‘ Scriptores’ contains a portion 
of the ‘Annals of the Four Musters; 1 but, 
according to John O’Donovan, the subsequent 
editor, O’Conor’s text is full of errors. It is 
printed in the italic character, and the con¬ 
tractions of tko manuscript, which in many 
places O’Conor evident iy misunderstood, are 
allowed to remain. The other texts aro 
equally defect ivo, and, indeed, the errors are 
so crave that it is impossible for an historian 
to roly on any passage in ‘ Tighoavnaeh ’ 
without examining the original manuscript. 
O’Conor's ignorance of Irish grammar, lite¬ 
rature, and topography also ledhim into many 
serious blunders in the Latin translation. 

O’Oonot contributed ‘Critical Remarks' 
prefixed to the Rev. J.Boeworth’s ‘ Elements 
of Anglo-Saxon,’ and editod ‘Ortelius Im¬ 
proved, or a New Map of Ireland,' of which, 
after a few copies were struck oil', tlio plate 
was destroyed. The writer in Allibono'a 
‘Dictionary of English Literature’ is, how¬ 
ever, in error in attributing to him 'Tho 
Chronicles of Eri,’ a forgery which owed its 
origin to Itoger O’Connor [q. v.] O'Conor's 
mind began to fail before the last volume of 
his ‘ Scriptoros ’ was published, andhe suffered 
from tho hallucination tlmt ho was boing 
deliberately starved. He had to loavo Stowe 
on 4 July 1887, and he was temporarily con¬ 
fined in Dr. llarty’a asylum at Fmglas, where 
Dr, Liuiigau [q. v,] was also au inmate. Ho 
ultimately died in his ancestral homo at 
Belftnagare, on 20 July 1828, and was buried 
in the family burial-place at, Ballintober, 

O’Conor was a man of mild and timid dis¬ 
position, liked by every one wbo knew 
him, and possessing extensive historical 
and ‘ bookish ’ information. In appearance 
he was short and slight, of sallow complexion, 
with prominent but distinguished - looking 
features, giving him as age advanced a most 
venerable appearance. Ilis manners were a 
curious compound of Irish and Italian. He 
was locally known as 1 tlia Abbfi/ and was 
for many years daily to be seen between 
Stowe and Buckingham, witli his book and 


gold-headed cane, reading as hewal]ted~5r 
Jolinson and Dr. Dibdin testify, amongothen 
to bis amiability and erudition; but the kttZ 
quality has been much discredited bv the 
glaring defects of bis edition of the ‘ Irish 
Chronicles.’ 


[Tho notices of O'Canor in tho Gentleman’s 
Magazine (1828, ii. 468-7), in Webb's Com 
penduim of Irish Biography, and in AUibone’s 
Dictionary of English Literature are snnnfe. 
monted by tho O’Conor Don’s O’ConorT of 
Connaught, 1891, p. 319. See also Imt 
Magazine,March 1811; O’Hart’s Irish Pedigrees 
1887, i. 837 ; Quarterly Review, July lggj! 
Dibdiu'a Bibl. Decameron, iii. 401, anil Library 
Companion, pp. 264, 259 ; Fitzpatrick's Irish 
Wits and Worthies, pp. 292-4; Lowndes’s Bibl 
Mini. 1717; Notes and Queries, 3rd ser. xi SOI 

T.'s. 


O'CONOR, MATTHEW (1773-1844) 
Irish historical writer, the sixth son of Denis 
O’Oonor of Bolnnagare, by Catherine, daugh¬ 
ter of Martin Browne of Clonfad, was bom 
in co. Roscommon on 18 Sept. 1773. Like 
his brother, Charles O’Couor (1764-1823) 
[q. v.], ho was intended for the priesthood, 
and studied in the English College at Rome; 
blit ho eventually adopted the legal profes¬ 
sion, supplementing his practice at the bar by 
studying and writing upon subjects in con¬ 
nection with Irish history. He died at 
Mount Druid, co. Roscommon, on 8 May 
1844. By his wife Priscilla Forbes, whom 
ho married in 1804, he left issue Denis 
(1808-1872), of Mount Druid, who was 
sheriff’ of his county in 1886; Arthur (d. 
1870), of the Palace, Elpliin; Matthew, of 
Mount Allen; and two daughters. 

O'Conor wur author of; 1. ‘TheHistory 
of the Irish Catholics from the Settlement in 
1001, witli a View of tlio State of Ireland 
from the Invasion of Henry II to the Rsvo- 
lution,’ Dublin, 1813, Bvo. This work, 
which is ill-digested and uncompromising in 
tone, was based upon some valuable docu¬ 
ments in tho possession of the writer's grand¬ 
father, Charles O’Conor (1710-1701) [q, v.] 
2. ‘ Picturesque and Historical Recollections 
during a Tour through Belgium, Germany, 
France, and Switzerland during the summer 
vacation of 1836,’ Dublin, !SS7,8vo. 3. ‘Mi¬ 
litary History of the Irish Nation; com- 

S rising Memoirs of the Irish Brigade in the 
ervice of France, with an Appendix of 
Official Papers relative to the Brigade from 
tho Archives at Paris,’ Dublin, 1846, 8vo. 
A post humous publication, this was part only 
of a larger work contemplated by the author. 
It only goes down to 1738, and had not the 
advantage of tho author’s revision. The re¬ 
ferences arc, in consequence, frequently mis- 
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fading. But the work is based upon genuine 
research, and was a valuable contribution to 
military history, though now almost com¬ 
pletely superseded by the ‘Irish Brigades in 
the Service of France’ (1851) of John Cor¬ 
nelius O’Callaghan [q. v.] 

[The O'Conor Don's History of the O’Conors, 
and other authorities cited under O'Conois, 
Chasm'S ( 1784 - 1628 ); Bucko’s Landed Gentry, 
ii. 1813; Dublin Univ. Mag. xxv. 893-608; 
Gent. Mag. 1846, ii. 271; Webb's Compendium 
of Irish Biogr. p. 387; O’Oonor’s Works.l 

T. S. 

O'CONOR, WILLIAM ANDERSON 
(1820-1887), author, was born at Cork in 
1820. IIis family came from Roscommon, 
and spelt their name O’Connor. After being 
at school in Cork for a short period his health 
failed, and he remained at home for several 
years, eventually, when nearly thirty years 
of age, going to Trinity College, Dublin, 
mth a view to entering the ministry. IIis 
courao there was, however, interrupted by his 
father’s financial difficulties, and he after¬ 
wards entered St. Aidan’e theological college 
at Birkenhead, Cheshire, where he was soon 
appointed Latin lecturer. On his ordination 
in 1868 he became curate of St. Nicholas's 
Church, Liverpool, and subsequently at St. 
Thomas’s in the same town. From] 865 to 
1858 he had Hole charge of the church of St. 
Olove’BwithSt. Michael's, CheBter, and in the 
latter year was appointed rector of St. Simon 
and St. Jude's, Granby Raw, Manchester, a 
very poor city parish, in which he laboured 
for the rest of his life. lie did not graduate 
until 1864. It was several years after settling 
in Manchester before his eloquence and ori¬ 
ginality as a preacher attracted much notice. 
Hedevoted lumsclf with great assiduity to his 
parochial duties, but, on the whole, his Bur- 
roundings were uncongenial and discouraging. 

He found much relief in literary pursuits and 
in the aocicty of men of literary tastes, among 
whom he shone as a witty and versatile con¬ 
versationalist and writer. To the ‘Proceed¬ 
ings’ of the Manchester Statistical Society 
and the Manchester Literary Club he was 
a frequent contributor. IIis numerous 
papers read before the latter body wero 
marked by originality, subtlety, and humour. 
Projects of social reform found in him an ac¬ 
tive friend, and such organisations as the 
Dramatic Reform Association and the Man¬ 
chester Art Museum Committee were aided 
by lii6 co-oporation, For a tune he acted ae 
spoor-law guardian, 

In 1885 he want to Italy with the object 
of recruiting bis health, and look the chap¬ 
laincy of an Anglican church at Rome. On 
his return he speedily became absorbed in 


work, but before long had to seek rest again. 
He then went to Torquay, where he died on 
22 March 1887, the immediate cause of death 
being a second paralytic stroke. He was 
buried at Torquay. He married in 1869 Miss 
Temple of Chester, but had no children. 

His figure was tall and spare, and his fea¬ 
tures pale and ascetic-looking. The best pub¬ 
lished portrait is one prefixed to Mr. Okell’s 
admirable critical paper referred to below. 

Besides several occasional sermons and ad¬ 
dresses, he published the following: 1. ‘ Mi¬ 
racles not Antecedently Incredible,’ 1801. 
2. ‘Faith and “Works,’ 1868. 3. 1 The Truth 
and the Church,’1809. 4. ‘ACommentary 
on the Epislle to the Romans,’1871. 6. ‘The 
Epistle to the Hebrews, with an Analytical 
Introduction and ]Si otes,’ 1872. 0. ‘ A Com¬ 
mentary on the Gospel of St. John,’ 1874. To 
this he appended the tenth chapter of W. It. 
Greg’s ‘ Creed of Christendom,’ in order that 
the reader might compare the sceptical view 
of the fourth gospel with his own interpreta¬ 
tion. 7. ‘A Commentary on Galatians, with 
a Revised Text,’ 1876. 8. 1 Ilistory of the 
Irish People,’bk. i., 1876. This pamphlet 
was afterwards expanded and continued, and 
published in two volumes in 1883 ; a further 
revised edition appearing in 1880-7. The 
work is not so much a history as an in¬ 
dictment against English rule in Ireland. 
9. ‘The Irish Massacre of 1641,’ 1885 (a 
pamphlet). In 1889 a volume of * Essays in 
Literature and Ethics, edited, with a Biogra¬ 
phical Introduction,'by William E. A. Axon,’ 
was published. It comprised a select ion of Ms 
papers read before the Manchester Literary 
Club, nearly all of which were originally 
printed in the ‘ Transactions ’ of the club. 

[Papor by Pater Oltell in the Manches¬ 
ter Quarterly, January 1881 ; Axon’s Memoir 
cited above; Manchester Guardian, 26 March 
and 6 April 1887; Manchester City Nows, 
28 March 1887; Momus, 4 March 1880; Nolen 
and Queries, 7th se r. vii. 68, 174; personal 
knowledge,] C. IV. S. 

OCTA, OCGA, OHT, or OIRIO (d, 
582 P), king of Kent, son of -Esc or Oiso 
[q, v.j, the son of Hengest [q. v,], suc¬ 
ceeded hia father in or about 512, and in 
supposed to have reigned over the Jutieh 
invaders and conquerors of Kent about 
twenty years (Hen. Hunt.); he may there¬ 
fore have died about 532. He left a eon 
named Eormenrie, who succeeded him. Wil¬ 
liam of Malmesbury notes that Octa and. 
Eormenrie reigned between them for fifty- 
three years, that is until 506, when Eor- 
menric was succeeded by his son Ethelbert, 
or HSthelberht (662 P-016) [q. v.], but says 
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that it is uncertain whether Oct.a or Borin enric 
did not for a time share the kingship. Octa’s 
reign is described as obscure. Having con¬ 
quered Kent, the Jutes found themselves 
blockod from an advance -westward by the 
Andredeweald, and from the Thames water¬ 
way by the bridge and dofences of London, 
and seem to have remained quiet for a cen¬ 
tury after their victory of 473 (Grdtin), 

[Bede's Hist. Beel. ii. c. 5 (Bngl. Ilist. Soe,); 
Hen. of Huntingdon, i. c. 40, Will, of Malmes¬ 
bury’s Gesla Regum, i. e. 8, He primo 8,lx. 
advent!) ap. Symeon of Durham, ii, 837, all in 
the Rolls Ser., Green’s Muking of England, 
p 40.] W. H. 

O’CULLANE, JOHN (1751-1818), Irish 
poet, called in Irish O’Ouilf in, and in Eng¬ 
lish often Collins, was born in ao. Cork 
in 1761. lie belonged to a family whose 
original territory was Ui Conaill Gabra 
(O’DosrovtN, O'ituidhrhi), now the baronies 
of Upper and Lower Connello, eo. Limerick. 
Many of (hem slill inhabit the district, but 
the chief iiunily of tbo clan was driven from 
his original estate and settled near Timn- 
leaguu, co. Cork, where the family was finally 
dispossess!“d by the Boyles, earls of Cork. 
Several of the O'Oullancs are buried in tbo 
Franciscan abbey of Timoleague. ITis 
parents had a small farm, gave him a good 
education, and wished to make him a priest. 
He, however, preferred to be a schoolmaster, 
married, and had several children. His school 
was at Myross in Carbery. 

Many of his poems are extant in Munster, 
and Mr. Standish Jlayee O'Grady 1ms some 
manuscripts written by liim, including part 
of a history of Ireland and part of an Eng- 
lish-Irish dictionary. Two of his poems have 
been printed and translated—‘An buachaill 
ban ’ (‘TheFaiv-haivedBoy’), written in 1782, 
published in 1860 by John O'Daly; and 
‘ Machtnadh an duine dhoilghiosaidlr (‘ Medi¬ 
tation of the Sorrowful Person’) winch is 
printed in Irish (Hardman, Irish Minxtretey, 
ii. 234), and paraphrased in verse byThomns 
Furlong and by Sir Samuel Ferguson. Ho 
aha translated into Irish Campbell's ‘Exile 
of Erin.’ He died at Skibbereen, co. Cork, in 
1818. 

[Hardiman’sTrish Minstrelsy, ii. 234-6,401-11, 
London, 1831 ; tho Poets and Footry of Munster, 
2 nd tor., Dublin, 1800; 0’Donovnn’n Topo¬ 
graphical Poem of O’LTuidhrin, Dublin, 1802; 
Lewis’s Topographical Dictionary of Ireland, ed. 
ii., London, 1860; "Webb's Compendium of Irish 
Biography, Dublin, 1878.] N. M. 

O'CURRY, EUGENE (1700-1862), Irish 
scholar, who is often mentioned early in liis 
career as Eugene Curry (title-page of his 
edition of Oath Mhuit/ho Lemm, 1856), but 


was always known in 
O’Oomhraidhe, was born 
Carriguholt, co. Clare, ii 
father, Eoghan O’Ourry, • 
a good knowledge of sou... uiuracmy 
and a taste for Irish music. He traced 
his descent from Aengus, a chief of tin 
fifth century, ninth in descent from Comuic 
One, tho son of Oilill Oluim, and was proud 
of belonging to the Dal Cais. Eugene was 
slightly lame, but worked a little on his 
father’s farm, and gave much time to Irish 
stiulioe. In the agricultural distress of 1813 
the farm was ruined, and lie got some work 
in Limerick; and his father, who encouraged 
his literary tastes, went to live with him 
In 1884 lie obtained employment in the topr> 
graphical and historical section of the ord¬ 
nance Rurvey in Ireland. The scliemo of the 
survey was admirable, hut after the volume 
relating to Templemore was published in 
1837, the government discharged the staff 
and no use was made of the materials. The 
work had, however, acted ns a university 
education for O'Cun-v, by bringing him in 
contact with learned men and with Irish 
manuscript a in Dublin, Oxford, and London. 
He next earned his living by copying, arrang¬ 
ing, and examining Irish manuscripts in the 
Royal Irish Academy, Trinity College, Dub¬ 
lin, and elsewhere, in 1851 lie made a trans¬ 
lation, with toxt, of tho Irish poems in the 
beautiful manuscript known as the ‘Codex 
Maolbrighto,'which was printed in a memoir 
on the book by I)r. W. Reovos in 1861 in 
Dublin. lie became a member of ike council 
of the Coltic Soeiuty, founded in 1868, and 
in 1855 the society published a text and 
translation by him of two medimval Irish 
talos: ‘ Cath ilhuighoLcana ’ (The 1 Battle of 
the Plain ofl.oana’) and‘ToelimavcMorndra’ 
(Tho courtship of Momera’),the daughter of 
f ho king of Spain and mol hor of Oilill Oluim, 
the ancestor, according to all Irish writers, 
of the tiwo ruling families of Munster and 
their allied tribes. These compositions had 
never been printed bofore. A critical spirit 
was nol to bo expected in a man of O'Curry’s 
education, hut tho translation is a faithful 
reproduction of the original, and the text s 
good one, In 1849, and again in 1866, he 
examined 1 he Irish manuscript s in the British 
Museum, and wroto tho useful manuscript 
catalogue now in that library. He visitod the 
Bodleian Library with Dr. J. H. Todd in 
1849, and examined its rioli collection of 
Irish manuscripts. When the Catholic Uni¬ 
versity of Ireland was founded, O’Ourry 
became professor of Irish history and archeo¬ 
logy, and delivered his first coarse of lec¬ 
tures in 1855-Ci. Ife did not over-estimate 
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hia own qualifications as a professor. lie 
always felt, lie declared, the want of early 
mental training, and had always expected to 
transcribe and translate manuscripts, not to 
publicly discuss them. John Henry (after¬ 
wards Cardinal) Newman attended every 
lecture, and constantly encouraged the lec¬ 
turer. The lectures were published in I860, 
at the expense of the university, and fill a 
volume of more than seven hundred pages. 
The twenty-one lectures give a full account 
of the chief Irish mediaeval manuscripts and 
their contents, drawn from a personal perusal, 
and often transcription, of them by the lec¬ 
turer. The chronicles, historical romances, 
imaginative tales and poems, and lives of 
saints are all described. The appendix con¬ 
tains more than 160 extracts from manu¬ 
scripts, with translations, all made from the 
originals by the author. Any ono who reads 
the hook will obtain a better knowledge of 
Irish mediaeval literature than he can by the 
perusal of any other single work. Tlireo further 
volumes of lectures, delivered between May 
1857 and July 1862, ‘ On the Manners and 
Customs of tlio Ancient Irish,’ were published 
in 1873, after O'Curry’s death, edited by Dr. 
\V. K. Sullivan, and contain a vast collec¬ 
tion of information hearing on social and 
public life mIreland in past times, and three 
texts, with t ranslations, besides many sraallor 
extracts from manuscripts. In 1860 was 
printed, in Dr. Keevos’s ‘ Ancient Churches 
of Armagh,’ O’Cuvry’s text nnd translation of 
that part of the ‘Dinnsenchus,’ or history of 
the famous places of Ireland, which refers to 
Armagh, taken from tho manuscript known 
as the ‘Book of Lecan,’ in the library of tho 
Royal Irish Acadomy. His transcripts woro 
numerous and exact. In 1836 he made a 
facsimile copy, for tho Royal Irish Academy, 
of a genealogical manuscript of Duald Mac 
Firbis, belonging to Lord ltoden. The exe¬ 
cution of the copy is porfuot, and its extent 
is shown by tho fact that if printed it would 
cover thirteen hundred quarto pages. In 
1839 he mado for tho Royal Irish Academy 
a facsimile copy, of marvellous beauty, of 
the ‘Book of Lismore,’ a fifteenth-century 
manuscript of 2G2 largo pages. lie made 
facsimile copies for the library nf Trinity 
College, Dublin, of the ‘ Book of Lecan,' of 
the ' Laabhar Breac,’ and of several otlier 
manuscripts. Ho transcribed, in a distinct 
and beautiful handwriting in the Irish 
character, eight largo volumes of2,906 pages 
in all of the ancient Irish law tracts. The 
brehons were fond of commentary, and 
mediaeval Irish legal writings are marvels of 
complicated interlinear and marginal anno¬ 
tation. He also wrote out thirteen volumes 
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of a rough preliminary translation. Some 
of this has unjustifiably been published; it 
was in reality only the author’s first step to a 
translation A precise translation wasperkaps 
beyond his powers, and can only be accom¬ 
plished by a special study of the intricate and 
often enigmatical writings of the hereditary 
lawyers of mediaeval Ireland, who never 
aimed at being understanded of the people. 
His health was injured by close application 
to work, and he died in Dublin in July 1862, 
a fortnight after the delivery of liis last 
lecture, the subject of which was ‘Ancient 
Irish Music and Dancing,’ The difficulties 
which O'Curry overcame were extraordinary, 
and his industry enormous. lie was devoted 
to his subject, and added much to the know¬ 
ledge of it. His greatest friend was John 
O’Donovan [q. v.], who married his sister. 

His brother, called in English Mnlacki 
Curry, and in Irish Mnolsheachlainn O'Comk- 
raidhe, was a good Irish scholar and poet. 
The British Museum collection contains 
two of his poems in Irish: (1) an epistle in 
verse from him to Thomas O’Slmugknessy, 
a Limerick schoolmaster, beginning ‘ Tnisdil 
o mhfiraibh mo ckaolclvroibke a sgribhinn’ 
(‘ From the fingers of my slender hand, oh 
writing, travel!’). It was written on return¬ 
ing a copy of an Irish prose composition; 
(2) a reply to some verses of O’Shaughnessy 
on the loss of one of his poems by a drunken 
messenger. Ho died in 1849. 

[Webb's Compendium of Irish Biography, 
Dublin, 1878; Memoir inlrish MonthlyMagnzine, 
■April 1874 ; S. H. O'Gmdy’s Catalogue of Irish 
Manuscripts in the British Museum ] N. M. 

O’DALY, AENQUS (<7.1350), Irish poet, 
called in Irish Aenghus Ruadli O’Dalaigk, 
belonged to the sept of O’Daly of Meath, and 
was related to Cuchonacht O’Daly, who died 
at donat'd in 1139, and was the first famous 
poet of the O’Daly family. Aengus waspoet 
to Ruaidhri O'Maelmkuaidh, chief of Foar- 
call, King’s County, and when drunk offended 
that chief. Tie wrote a poom of 192 verses 
to appease O’Maelmhuaidh’s wrath, ‘ Ceangal, 
do Bhiotli riom a ltuadkri’ (‘Confirm tliy 
psace with me, 0 Ruaidhri I’), in which he 
urges him to attack the English and malm 
frionds with his own poet. He was already 
in practice as a poet in 1809, whon he wrote 
a poem of 192 verses on tho erection by Aeilh 
O’Connor in that year of a castle on the hill 
of Carn F ree, ‘ An tu aris a raith Theamhrach ’ 
(‘Dost thou appear again, oh earthwork of 
Tara ’). 

[Transactions of Iberno-Oflltie Society, vol. i., 
Dublin, 1820; O’Daly's Tribes of Ireland, Dub¬ 
lin, 1852.] N. M. 
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" O’DALY, AENGUS (d. 1617),Irish poet, 
called in Irish Aenghus Ruadh, or the ruddy, 
owned on estate at Ballyorroono, co. Cork, 
but belonged to the O’Dalys of Meath, He 
is often called in Irish writings Aenghus na 
naor, or of the satires, because lie wrote, in 
Quean Elizabeth's reign, an abusive poem on 
the Irish tribes. It has been edited by J ohn 
O’Daly, a Dublin publisher, born in 1800, 
who was eighteenth in descent from Dalach, 
the ancestor from whom the O’Dalys are 
named, with notes by J. O’Donovau. The 
poem contains some information of interest 
about localities at its period. The poet saya 
he will not abuse the ‘ Claim Dalaigh,’ or 
Daly family—a term hy which he means not 
his own poetical race, but the O’Donnells of 
Donegal, who were called Clann Dalaigh, 
from an ancestor of theirs named Dalach, and 
who were not ldu to the O’Dalys. Many 
copies of the poem are extant. lie also 
wrote ‘ Tainic Ion do loath Mogha ’ (' Mis¬ 
fortune has come to the southern half of Ire¬ 
land ’), a poem of 168 versus oil the death 
of Danucliadli Bonn MacOnrtliy. O’Daly was 
stabbud by a man named O'Meagher near 
lloscrea, co. Tipperary, on 16 Dec, 1017. 

« ’n Tribes of Ireland, ed. O'Donovan, 
>52; Transactions of the Iberno-Oellic 
Society, Dublin, 1820.] N. M. 

O’DALY, DANI EL or DOMINIC (1595- 
160:3), Irish ecclesiastic and author. [See 
Daly.] 

O’DALY, DONNOIIADII (d. 1214), 
Irish poet, called in Irish Donnehadli M<5r 
Ua Dalaigh, was the most famous member 
of the greatest family of hereditary poets in 
Troland. They traced their descent from 
Maine, son of Niall (Naigliiallnch) (d. 403) 
Iq. v.] lie lived at Finnyvarm, co. Clare, 
and was head of the O’Dalys of Corcomroe, 
co. Clare. lie died at Boyle, co. Roscommon, 
in 1214, and was buried iullioNorman abbey 
there, the ruins of which arc still to be soon. 
More than thirty poems, somo of great length, 
are attributed to him. Most of thorn arc on 
devotional subjects, such at 1 Creidim dhuib 
a Dhe uimhe* (‘ 1 believe in Then, () God 
of Heaven 1 ’) and ‘ A C'holanu cluigad an 
Las ’ (‘ 0 body 1 to tlioo belongs death ’). A 
short poem of his, of which there is a copy 
m the ‘ Leabhar Breac 1 (p. 108, col. 2, line 
06), a fourteenth-century manuscript, be¬ 
ginning ‘Dreen euaig inmhoin each ’ (‘Wrens 
of the marsh, all dear to me’), shows some 
lovo for animated nature. Many of the copies 
of O’Dnly’spooins have been modified from the 
idiom of his timo to that of somo later date; 
and till a collation of the soveral toxts of 
the poems attributed to him has been made, 
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it is impossible to ascertain which are reallj 
Other remarkable members of Mb family 


were: 


Goffmidh fionn O’Daly (d. 1887), chief 
poet of MmiBter, who wrote a poem of njj 
verses on Dermot MacCarthy of Muskerrv 
‘Fa ugniomhradh meastar mae riogh’ (‘ft 
deeds is the son of a king valued ■)• « 
poem of forty-eight verses, ‘A fhir theid i 
ttir Ohonatll (‘ Oh man I who goes to Tit 
connell ’), to Conchobhur O’Donnell j and a 
poem of 140 verses to Domhnalt MacCartliv 
1 Maith nn looht airdrigh oige ’ (‘ Forgive the 
fault, 0 young archieing 1 *), urging him in 
Ilia youth to drive out the English as 
Conn Cedcathach had driven out Oatlioir 
Mor, king of Leinstor, from Tara. 

Ouarbliall O’Duly (A. 1404), chief poet of 
Corcomroe. 

Domlmoll O’Daly {A. 1401), ollav of Cor- 
comroo, was son of Donuchadh. He is often 
quoted in Irish literature ns ‘ Bolg an dana’ 
(' the wallol of poetry ’). 

Domlmall O’Daly (Jl. 1420), poet. He 
was son of Eogltan O’Daly, and wrote a 
poem on Donumnll O’Sullivan, chief ol 
Dttnboy, who died in Spain, ‘ San Sbain do 
toirnoamh Toamhuir’ (‘It is in Spain Tara 
was interred ’). 

Aongus O’Daly fionn (>7.1430), poet. He 
wrote sevoral devotional poems still extant, 
and ‘ Soraidh led elioill a Oliaisil’ (' Blessing 
he with thy companion, 0 Cashel I’), of 208 
vurses, on the death of Domlmall MacCarthy, 
who died in 1409. ’ 

Lochlaim O’Daly (,fl. 1650), poet. He 
lived in Clare, and wrote (1) 1 Uaigneach a 
taoi a Uteagh na mbrathair’ (‘ Solitary art 
thou, 0 house of the friars 1 ’), on the expul¬ 
sion of the Franciscans at the Reformation: 
(2) ‘ Moalltar inde an taos dana’ (‘We are 
docoivod, the poetic tvibo’); (8)‘Caitnar 

S abhndar Gaoidhil’ (‘Where did ths Irish 
nd shelter?’), on the dispossession of the 
natives in Ireland. 

Aengus O’Daly fionn (Jl. 1570), poet, 
lie is called the Divine, and wrote many 
theological poems. Edward O'Reilly's col¬ 
lection of Irislunauuscripts contained fifteen 
poems hy him, extending to more than 660 
lines, of which all are theological, and eight 
in praise of the Virgin. 

Eoghan O’Daly (Jl. 1602), poet. He 
wrote a poom of 180 verses on Dermot 
O'Sullivan’s going lo Spain after the defeat 
of the Spaniards at TCinsnle, 1 Do thuit a 
cloch out d’Eirinn ’ (‘ The back rock of Ire¬ 
land has fallen ’). 

Tadhg O’Daly (Jl. 1618), poet. lie wrote 
a lament of 148 vursos on Eoghau O’Snlllvan 
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of Dunboy,‘ Cia so caoiuSas eriock Banba' 
11 Who is this that Banba’s land laments ? ’) 
^ [Lenbhar Breac, facsimile, Dublin, 1872; 
O’Beilly > n Transactions of Iberno-Celtic So¬ 
ciety, Dublin, 1820; 0’Dnty’s Tribes of Ireland, 
Dublin, 1852; Annnla Riogbaehta Eireann, ed. 
O’Donoian.] N. M. 

O’DALY, MUIREDHACH (Jt. 1218), 
Irish poet, was of the family of Mnelisa 
O'Daly (in Irish Ua Dalnigli), ‘ollamh 
Ereann ague Alban’ (literary professor of 
Ireland and Scotland), who died in 1185. 
His home was on the shore of Lough Derry- 
varra, eo. Westmeath, and he calls himself 
O'Daly of Meath, to distinguish him from 
O’Daly of Finnyvarra, co. Clare, also a poet 
in the thirteenth cent nry. He was living at 
Dramclifi) co. Sligo, in 1213, when Fiotm 
O’Brolchain, steward or maor of O'Donnell, 
came to Connaught to collect tribute. The 
steward visited his house, and began to 
talk discourteously to the poet, who look up 
an axe and killed him on the spot. Dorali- 
nall O’Donnell pursued him. lie fled to 
Clanricarde, co. Galway, and Burke at first 
protected him, and afterwards enabled 
O’Daly to flee into Thomond, Thither 
O’Donnell pursued him and ravaged the 
country. Donough Gairbreacli O’Brien [q.v.l 
sent tlie poet on to Limerick, and O’Donnell 
laid siege to the city, and O’Daly had to fly 
from place to place till he reached Dublin, 
being everywhere protected as aman of learn¬ 
ing. O'Donnell later in the year inarched on 
Dublin, and the citizens banished O’Daly, 
who fled to Scotland. When in Clanricaruo 
he composed an explanation of his misfor¬ 
tune in verse, and mentioned that he loved 
the English and drank wine with them. In 
Scotland, however, he wrote three poems in 
praise of O'Donnell, which led that chief to 
forgive him, and in the end to grant him 
lands and cattle. 

He ist o be distinguished from Muirhedli uch 
O’Daly, who was also <1 poet, who lived in 
1600, and wrote the poem of 806 verses, 
‘Cainfuighear liom lorg na blifear’ (‘The 
race of men shall he sung by me’), which 
tells of all the branches of the house of Fitz¬ 
Gerald. 

[Annnla Rioghachta Eireann, nd. O’Donovnu, 
vol, ill,; Trans, of tho Iberuo-Celtio Society, 
Dublin, 1820; O’Graily’s Cat, of Irish Manu¬ 
scripts in the Brit, Mns.] N. M. 

ODDA. [See Ono.] 

OLELL, TIIOMAS (1801-1740), play¬ 
wright, bom in 1091, the son of a Bucking¬ 
hamshire squire, came up to London about 
1714 with good introductions to some of the 


whig leaders, and a strong desire to try hit- 
hand at lampooning. lie obtained a pen¬ 
sion of 2001. through the influence of Lord 
Wharton and the Earl of Sunderland, and 
put hie pen at Walpolo’s disposal. It is not 
possible to trace any of his political writings, 
hut he is stated by Oldys to have written a 
number of satires upon Pope, and to have 
been deterred from printing ihem only by 
Walpole'sfenrlest such a step might estrange 
Lord Chesterfield and othei'3 of Pope’s ad¬ 
mirers among his adherents. In 1721 Odell’s 
first comedy, ‘The Chimera,’a satirical piece 
aimed at the speculators in Change Alley, 
was produced at the theatre in Lincoln's 
Inn Fields, but met with small success on 
the boards, though when printed it ran to a 
second edition before the close of the year. 
In October 1720 Odell himself erected a 
theatre in Leman Street, Goodman’s Fields, 
and engaged a company, with Henry Gilfard 
os its leading nctor. He produced’there in 
the course of his first season ‘ The Recruiting 
Officer,’ ‘The Orphan,’ and two success¬ 
ful original comedies, Fielding’s ’Temple 
Beau ’ and Mottley’s ‘ Widow Bewitched." 
In 1730, however, the lord mayor and aider- 
men petitioned the king to suppress the 
superfluous playhouse in Goodman’s Fields. 
Otlcll tried to avert hostile criticism by 
shutting up the house for a time, but this so 
impaired its prospects that he had to dispose 
of it early in 1781 to his friend Gilfard. In 
1737 the London playhouses were restricted 
by statute to Covent Garden and Drury 
Lane, hut this did not prevont the occa¬ 
sional presentation of plays at the un¬ 
licensed houses, and it was at the ‘late 
theatre in Goodman's Fields,’in a ‘ gratuitous* 
performance of ‘Richard III’ between two 
parts of a concert, that David Garrick made 
his first appearance in London in 1741. This 
historic performance, however, was probably 
not given at Odell’s theatre, but at another 
small playhouse built by Giffard in tlm 
adjoining Ay lifts Street. Odell’s old theatre 
was nevertheless utilised as late as 1745. 
when Ford’s ‘PerkinWarheck’wasproduced 
apropos of the’45 rebellion. 

Chotwood attributes Odell’s failure to his 
ignorance of the way to manage a company. 
He had lost his pension upon the death of 
the fourth Earl of Sunderland, his plays met 
with no success, and he seems to have been 
for some years reduced to great straits for a 
living. In February 1738, however, when 
William Chetwynd was sworn in as first 
licenser of the stage, with a salary of 4007., 
Odell retained enough influence to obtain 
the office of deputy licenser, with a salary of 
2007. He retained this post until his death, 
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■which tookplaceaLliishouso in Chapel Street, 
Westminster, on 24 May 1749. lie left a 
■widow, who was well known and ostcomod 
by William Oldys the antiquary. The latter 
wrote of Odell: ‘ He was a great observator 
of everything curious in the conversation of 
his acquaintance j and his own conversation 
wa9 a living chronicle of the remarkable in¬ 
trigues, adventures, sayings, stories, writings, 
&o. of many of tho Quality, Poets and other 
Authors,Players,Booksellers who nourished 
especially in the present century. ... He 
was a popular man at elections, hut latterly 
was forced to live reserved and retired by 
reason of his dehts.’ 

In addit ion to ‘ The Ohimora,’ Odell wrote: 
1. ‘Tho Smugglers, a Farce,’ 1729, performed 
with some success at the littlo theatre in the 
llaymarkel, and reissued in the same year as 
‘The Smugglers: a Oranedy,’ dedicated to 
George Doddington, esq. Appended to the 
second edition is ‘The Art of Dancing,'in 
three cantos and m heroic verso: a somewhat 
licentious poem, in which tho fahlod origin 
of tlio order of the Garter is versified. 2. ‘The 
Patron; or the Statesman’s Opera of two 
Acts ... to which is added the Musiclt to 
each Song.’ Dedicated to Charles Spencer, 
fifth earl of Sunderland [1722 P]. This was 
produced at tlio Ilnymarlietin 1730. 3. ‘ The 
Prodigal; or Recruits for the Queen of Hun¬ 
gary,’ 1744, 4to; adapted from the' Woman 
Captain of Shad well,’ and dodieated 1 o Lionel 
Oran field Hackvillc, earl of Middlesex. It 
owed a small temporary success to the popu¬ 
larity of Maria Teresa in London at this 
moment. It is noticeable 1 hat none of those 
pieces wore produced atOdoll’s own theatre, 
lie is said by Oldys to have been engaged 
at the time of his death upon ‘ an History 
of the characters lie had observed and con¬ 
ferences with many ominent persons ho had 
known in his time,’and the antiquary also 
saw in manuscript * A History of the Plav 
House in Goodman’s Fields' by Odell. 
Neither of these is extant. 

[Balter’s Biographic Dramatics; Yeowoll’s 
Momoir of 'William Oldys, together with his 
Diary and choice notes from his Adversaria, 
1862, pp. 30, 81: Whincop’s Complent. List of 
English Dramatic Pools, 1717, p 270; Thespian 
Dictionary, 1806; Disraeli's Curiosities, vi. 386; 
Gcneat’s History of the Stage, iii. 374,320, 898, 
522, iv. 106 ; Cketwood's History of tho Stage ; 
Notes and Queries, 2nd bar. xi, 181; Daily Ad¬ 
vertiser, 2 June, 1731; Doran’s Annals of the 
Stngo, i. 367.] T. S. 

O’DEMPSEY, DERMOT (d, 1193), 
Irish chief, called in Irish writings Diannait 
IJa Diomusaigh, was sou of Cubroghda 
O’Dempsey, who died in 1162, He claimed 


descent from Eos Failghe, eldest son 
Cathaoir Mdr, king of Ireland in the seL d 
century, and was thus or common descent 
with O’Conehobhair Failghe, from whom 
Offaly takes its name, He became chief of 
Clan Mftilughra on his father’s death. This 
was the territory of the O’Dempseya, and 
lay on both banks of the Barrow in the 
King’s and Queen's Counties, and as far as 
the edge of the great heath of Maryborough 
ITe aft erwards became chief of the whole 
territory of the group of clans allied tohk 
all descended from lias Failghe; this terri¬ 
tory included not only the modern baronies 
of East and West Offaly, co. Kildare, hut 
also the baronies of Portnehinch and Tine- 
liinch, Queen’s County, and that part of the 
King’s County which lies in the diocese of 
Kildare and Leighlin. His chief stronghold 
was a stone fort, afterwards roplacod by a 
castle, of which tho ruins remain on tho P,ock 
of Dunamase, a hill in the Queen’s County 
which commands a wide view over the lands 
of his septs, lie was the only O’Dempsey 
who became king of the whole territory, 
though nftor his time, owing to the dis¬ 
possession of O’Connor Faly by the Fitz¬ 
geralds, the O’Dempseys were long the chief 
clan of the district, in which many of them 
still remain, though they have prospered 
little since their share in the massacre of 
Mullaclimiiisten or Mullaghmast in 1677. 
Dennol founded in 1178 a Cistercian abbey 
at Hosglas, co. Kildare, now known as Mo- 
nas! proven, from a more ancient church of 
Kt. Eimlun, which si ood on the site of the 
monastery. The abbot sat in tho Irish parlia¬ 
ment . The site is now occupied by the house 
of the Into Marquis of Drogheda. O’Demp- 
soy died in 1103. lie loft a son Maolseacli- 
luinu, who was killed by O’Maelmhuaidh of 
Fircal in 1216, 


[Annula Iiiogiwehta Eireann, ed. O’Donovan, 
vol, iii. Dublin, 1861; Loabhar na Gceart, ed. 
O’Donovnn, Dublin, 1847; Oath Mnighi Bath, 
ed. 0’Donovan, Dublin, 1842 ; local know¬ 
ledge.] N, M. 

O’DEVANY or O’DUANE, CORNE¬ 
LIUS (1533-1612), called in Irish Con- 
cliobhar O'Duibhoannaigli, Roman catholic 
bishop of Down and Connor, horn in 1633, 
a native of Ulster, bocaino at an early age a 
member of the order of St. Francis at the 
convent in Donegal, After having for some 
yoars officiated zealously os a priest in his 
native district, O’Devauy, on 27 April 1682, 
was appointed to tho vacant bishopric of 
Down and Connor, at the instance of the 
cardinal of Sens, and received episcopal con¬ 
secration at Rome, On his return to Ireland 
he endeavoured, notwithstanding the exist- 
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iar laws, to perform his functions as a Roman 
catholic bishop, and was consequently ar¬ 
rested, but succeeded in effecting his escape. 
O'Devany in 1537 toolc part in an ecclesias¬ 
tical meeting in the diocese of Clogher, at 
which the decrees of the council of Trent 
were promulgated. Redmond O’Gallagher, 
rice-primate of Ireland, in July 1538 en¬ 
trusted to O’Devany temporary authority in 
spiritual affairs under permission from Rome, 

O'Devany, having been arrested a second 
time, was committed to prison in Dublin 
Castle, where he suffered much from cold, 
noisomcness, and hunger. In October 1688 
the lord-deputy, in a letter to Burghley, de¬ 
scribed O’Devany as a 1 most pestilent and 
dangerous member, tit to be out off,' ‘ on ob¬ 
stinate enemy to God,’ and ‘ a rank traitor to 
her majesty/ 

From the prison in Dublin Castle O’Devany 
in November 1590 addressed a petition to 
the lord-deputy, representing that he had 
been committed 1 concerning matters of re¬ 
ligion,’ that he was * ready to si ar ve for want 
of food,’ and averring that, ‘ if set at liberty 
to go and live among his poor inlands, he 
would not again transgress her maj esty’s pro¬ 
ceedings in all causes of religion.’ A warrant 
for the liberation of O'Devany was issued at 
Dublin on 10 Nov. 1690, on the ground that 
he had sworn to heliave himself as a dutiful 
subject, and had found sureties to appear 
before the queen’s commissioners for ecclesi¬ 
astical causes when ‘ thorcunlo admonished.’ 
On his return to Uletor O’Devany was be¬ 
friended by Cormac O'Neill, brother of the 
Earl of Tyrone, and in 1691 he was one of 
the bishops in Ireland to whom spiritual 
powers of special nature were delegated by 
Cardinal Allen. O’Devany, it was said, 
visited Italy and Spain in connection with 
affairs of tho Earl of Tyrone, and he compiled 
a catalogue of persons who had suffered in 
Ireland for adherence to the catholic religion, 
entitled 'Index Martyrialis’ (Oent. Mao. 
1833, i. 404). 

George Montgomery, protestant bishop of 
Derry, in 1008 urged the government at 
Dublin to take measures for the restraint of 
O'Devany, whom he described as ‘ obstinate 
and dangerous,’ adding that he would do 
much evil if ‘permitled to range.’ Au in¬ 
quisition at Newry on 15 Jon. 1813-12 made 
a return that O’Devany hod, in the county 
of Down and elsewhere, conspired with and 
abetted II ugh O'Neill, earl of Tyrone [q. v.l in 
treasonable acts against Queen Elizabeth in 
1801-2. O’Devany was arrested in June 1611, 
while in the act of administering confirma¬ 
tion to voung persons in a private house. He 
was again imprisoned in Dublin Oastle, and 
voi. XIV. 


while there David Roth [q. v.], under date of 
17 Dec. 1611j addressed to him from the con¬ 
tinent a Latin discourse, entitled 1 Epistola 
partenetica.’ 

In January 1811-12 O’Devany was put on 
his trial for treason in the court of king’s 
bench, Dublin. He denied the acts for which 
lie was arraigned, hut the jury returned a 
verdict against hum, and, under the name 
of 1 Gonnoghor O'De venue,’ he was sentenced 
to be banged, disembowelled, decapitated, and 
quartered. This sentence was carried out at 
the place of public execution at Dublin on 
11 Feb. 1612,' mproBence of a large concourse 
of people. Several Roman catholics regarded 
O’Devany in the light of a martyr, and se¬ 
cured relics of him; one of these, a piece of 
linen tinged with his blood, is preserved at 
Rome. Observations on the execution and 
circumstances connected with it were pub¬ 
lished at London in 1012 by Barnaby Rich, 
in Mb tractate entitled 1 A Calholicke Con¬ 
ference,’ which may he contrasted with the 
notices of the same matters published at Lis¬ 
bon in 1621 by Philip O’Sulhvan-Bearo, in his 
'IlistoriiB Catholic® Ibernitc Compendium.’ 

lloth’s discourse addressed to O’Devany, 
above mentioned, appeared in the second part 
of 1 Analecta Sacra,’ published at Cologne in 
1617. The third portion of 1 Analecta,’ issued 
in 1019, contained a notice of O’Devany, 
whose catalogue of martyrs appears to have 
been then in Roth’s possession. 

[Archives of Franciscans, Ireland; .Records 
of King’s Bench, Dublin; Both’s A nalecta Sacra, 
1617,1618, 1884; State Papers, Elizabeth and 
James I; Annals of the Four Masters, 1848; 
Scriptures Ordinis Minorum, 1650 ; Brady’s 
Episcopal Succession, 1876; Letters of Cardinal 
Allen, 1882 | Moran’s Spicileginm Ossoriense, i. 
123, &c.; Ussher's Works, cd. Elrington, ii. 626, 
818; Lsnihan's Limerick, p. 1S6 ; ILitfloid MSS. 
iv. 686; Bagwell's Ireland under the Tudors, iii. 
408; Gent. Mag. 1882, i. 404.] J. T. GK 

ODGER, GEORGE (1820-1877), trade 
unionist, tho son of a Cornishminer, was born 
in 1820 atRoborough, between Tavistock and 
Plymouth. A shoemaker by trade, he settled 
in London, whore he became a prominent 
member of the ladies’ shoemakers’ society, 
a union of highly skilled makers of ladies’ 
shoes, He acquired groat influence with the 
working classes, and on the lock-out in the 
building trades in 1869 he rendered impor¬ 
tant service to their cause, A leading member 
of the London trades council from its for¬ 
mation in 1860, he succeeded George Howell 
as secretary in 1882, and retained the office 
until the reconstruction of the council in 
1872. As one of a small but powerful group 
of trade-union officials, he exercised iv.mark- 

3te 
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able influence on the movement during the 
iollowmg years, Believing that the most ad¬ 
vantageous policy for the working classes was 
the combination of trade-unionism with poli¬ 
tical action, he endeavoured to induce the 
council to adopt it. Under his influence tho 
council organised a popular welcome to Gari¬ 
baldi, and a great meet mg in St. 3 ames's Hall 
in 1802 in support of the Northern States of 
America in their struggle against slavery, at 
which John Bright was the principal speaker. 
He became a member of the National .Reform 
League; and, in conjunction with Apple- 
garth, Allan, and doulson, persuaded the 
trades council to take a loading part in the 
agitation for the extension of the franohise 
in 1800 and subsequent years. He made five 
unsuccessful attempts to get into parlia¬ 
ment as an independent labour candidate—at 
Chelsea in 1808, at St alibi'd in 1869, at Bris¬ 
tol in 1870, where he retired rather than 
divide the liboral vole, and at Southwark in 
1870 and 1874. At the Southwark election 
in 1870he polled 4,382 votes, while the liberal 
candidate, Sir Sydney 'Walorlow,polled only 
2,960. Odger beeamopresident of the general 
counoil of tho famous international associa¬ 
tion of working men in 1870. In 1872 he 
was made the subject of a series of attacks 
in the London ‘ Figaro,’ and ho brought an 
action for libel against tho publisher. The 
case was tried on 14 Feb. 1873, and resulted, 
in a verdict for the defendant. Odgor died 
ill 1877. His funeral, which was at l ended by 
Herbert Spencer, Professor Fawcett, and 
Sir Charles Dilke, was made tho occasion of 
a great demonstration by the London work¬ 
ing men, who regarded him as their leader. 

[Ufa and Labours of Gsorgo Odgor; Odgor's 
Reply to tho Attorney-Oonoral [1873]; McCar¬ 
thy’s History of our own Time, iii. 228, iv. 95, 
179; Sidney and Beatrice Webb’s History of 
Trade Unionism, pp. 215, 217, 218, 220, 221, 
228, 230, 231, 271, 273, 276, 282, 309, 347, 
882.] W. A.S.H. 

ODIN OSELLS, G AB RIEL (1090-1784), 
playwright, sou of Gabriel Odingsells of 
London, was horn in 1690, and matriculated 
from Pembroke College, Oxford, on 23 April 
1706. He loft Oxford without a dogroe, and 
essayod to obtain tho reputation of a wit in 
London. In 1725 appeared his first comody, 
‘The Bath Unmasked.’ (London, 4to), in 
which he attempted with indifferent success 
to describe the humours of the city of Bath. 
It wus acted on 27 Feb. and on six subse¬ 
quent occasions at Lincoln’s Inn FieldB, It 
was followed, at the same theatre, on 8 Dee, 
by ‘The Capricious Lovers’ (London, 1726, 
4to), a pooT eornody, rolioved, howovor, by 
one humorous charaoter, Mrs. Mince-Mode, 


who ‘grows sick at the sight of a man. and 
refines upon the signifieancy of phrases till 
she resolves common conversation into oh 
sconity.’ In Maroh 1730 his third and last 
piece, ‘Bays’ Opera’ (London, 1730,4101 
was acted three times, twice more than It 
deserved, at Drury Lane. Odingsells shortlv 
afterwards developed symptoms of Innnm, 
and on 10 Feb. 1734 he hanged himself m 
his house in Thatched Court, We stminste r 
In 1742 wus published, posthumously, < Monu¬ 
mental Inscriptions; or a Curious Collection 
of Near Five Hundred of the most Remark- 
able Epitaphs, serious and humourous. Col¬ 
lected by the lute ingenious Gabriel' Odin- 
sells [sic],’ London, 4to. The copy of this 
rare work in the British Museum Library a, 
imperfect, many of tho coarsBr epitaphs 
having been oilnood. 


[Baker’s Biiigr.iphiaDranmtioa,i.547; Ganests 
History of tho Stage, iii, 167, 177; Foster'. 
Alumni Oxon. 1500-1714; Doran's Annals of 
tho Stage; Rawliuson MRS. in Bodleian Libraw 
vi. 36, XX1. 60; Odingsolls’a Works in the British 
Museum Library.] g_ 


ODINGTON, WALTER, or Wat,tee op 
Evesham (Jl. 1320), Benedictine writer. 
[See Walteu.] 


ODO, or ODA (<Z. 959), archbishop of 
Canterbury, called ‘ tbe Good,’ is said to 
have boon the son of a Dane, one of the 
army of lngunr, or Ivar, that oonquercJ 
tho north of England in 867, though this is 
not quite so certain ob is generally believed 
(‘ diount quid am,’ see the contemporary Vita 
8. Osivaldi, Historians of YorJc, i. 404). He 
was early in life convert od to Christianity, 
and is said to have boon punished severely 
by his father for persisting in attending 
church (Eapmhr). One of Ailfred’s nobles, 
named jEtlielliulm, or Athelm, adopted him, 
caused him to bo baptised, and provided a 
toucher for him, under whose caie he learnt 
Latin, and, it is said, Greek also (id.) Having 
received the tonsuro, he made such progress 
ill divine things that ho was soon admitted 
to tho priesthood, Nevertheless he is said 
to have in. his younger days served Eadward 
tho older os a soldier, unu to have been per¬ 
suaded to lako orders by bis adoptive father, 
whom he accompanied on a journey to Some. 
On tho way ylStlielhelm fell sick, and his re¬ 
covery was attributed to a draught of wine 
which Odo blessed by making the sign of the 
cross over it {Vita 8. Oswaldi, u,s.) Wil¬ 
liam of M almesbury soys that he did not be- 
oomo a clorlt until after this journey, hut 
seems to have altered the order of events so 
as not to represent Odo ns taking part in war 
after his ordination; for it is clear from the 
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■ tory of l'is blessing the wine that he was 
then a priest ( Qesta Poutiftcnm, p. 21; bis 
military service, though probable enough, 
comes from a late source, but was the Can¬ 
terbury tradition in Malmesbury’s time), 
xEthefstan highly esteemed him, and gave 
him the bishopric of Eamsbury, to which he 
was ordained in 027 by Archbishop Wulf- 
helm. AVkon the king in 986 allowed his 
oister’s son Lewis to accept the offer of the 
crown made by the Frankish nobles, he sent 
Odo to escort him to his kingdom (lllOHEB, 
li. c. 2). Odo followed jfElkelstan to the 
battle of Brananburh in 987, and when 
during the night before the battle the king, 
while surrounded by enemies, dropped his 
sword, Odo is said to have found it by divine 
assistance, and to have handed it to him. On 
the death of Wulf helm in 942 King Eadmund 
offered him the archbishopric, hut lie declined 
it on the ground that it ought not to he 
held except by a monk. The king persisted, 
and finally he either sent or went m person 
toFleuiy to request that ho might he granted 
the cowl by the convent there. After he had 
received it he accepted the archbishopric. 
Finding his cathedral church in a dilapidated 
state, he repaired it, strengthened the piers, 
rused the wall, and put on a new roof, 
nhioh ho covered with lead, his work upon it 
lasting during three years. Although little 
isknowufor cortain about his doings as arch¬ 
bishop, it is evident that lie earnestly pro¬ 
moted tho reformation of morals, the main¬ 
tenance of the rights of tho church, and the 
restoration of monastic discipline. During 
the reign of Eadmund ho published constitu¬ 
tions respecting these matters, in which he 
decreed that the church should he free from 
all tribute and exactions, insisted on tbe 
duties of tbe king and nobles as regards tlie 
protection of the weak and the administra¬ 
tion of justice, exhorted the bishops to be 
diligent in preaching and the care of their 
dioceses, the cleigy to set a good example, 
rad the monks to bo faithful to their vows, 
humble, studious, and constant in prayer. 
Ho strictly forbad all unlawful marriages, 
and especially with nuns and those too near 
of kin, and admonished all men to observe 
the feasts and festivals of the church, to pay 
tithes, and to give alms(WniXijra, Concilia, 
i. 212). At another time he ordered that 
before a man took a wife he should give 
security to keep her as his wife and state hor 
dowry, and laid down that, on the death of 
the husband, a wife ought to have half his 
estate, and the whole if there was a child 
(ii, p. 216). His decrees concerning mar¬ 
riage were demanded by the social condition 
of the country generally, and more especially 


of the northern or Danish part of it. There 
can be no doubt that during the reign of 
Eadred he supported the administration of 
Duustan [q. v.J, then abbot of Glastonbury 
(Memorials of St. Dunstan, Introd., p. 
lxxxvii). He accompanied the king on one 
of his expeditions into tho north, possibly in 
047, when Ilipon was destroyed, going not 
as a warrior, but in order to negotiate, and 
collected relics of saints from tbe mins of 
Ripon. Chief among these were the bones 
of Wilfrid the famous bishop of York, which 
he sent to Canterbury. By his command 
Frithegode composed his metrical ‘Life of 
‘Wilfrid," for wbiek Odo wrote the extant 
prose preface ( Historians of York, i. 106-7). 
In this he speaks of his translation of the 
saints’ relics. It has, however, been asserted, 
on the authority of the contemporary ' Life 
of Oswald,’ that the bones which he trans¬ 
lated were those of Archbishop Wilfrid the 
second (ib. pp. 226, 402; Gesta Pontificvm , 
p. 246). Oswald (d, 972) [q. v.J afterwards 
archbishop of York, was ins nephew, and 
it was with his uncle’s approval that Oswald 
went, probably in Eadred’s reign, to Fleury 
to learn the Benedictine rule. Odo appears 
to have maintained the doctrine of tinnsub- 
Btantiation, for it is said that on one occa¬ 
sion the consecrated elements became flesh 
and blood while he was celebrating the 
eucliarist ( Vita S. Oswaldi, u.s.pp. 406-407). 
He crowned Edwy or Eadwig fq. v.] in 966, 
and when the young king left the coronation 
banquet for the society of HSlfgifu (Jl. 966) 

E j. v.] and her mother, Odo, remarking that 
is absenos was displeasing to his lords, told 
them and the bishops that some of them ought 
to go and fetch him back ( Vita S. Dunstani, 
Memorials of St. Dunstan, p. 82). lie had 

g roat influence over Edwy, and, the king 
aving married HSlfgifu, the archbishop sepa¬ 
rated them because they were too nearly re¬ 
lated (A.-S. Chrtm. an. 968, Worcester), and 
forcibly drove iEIfgifu into banishment ( Vita 
S. Oswaldi, u.b. p. 402); but the story that 
represents him as inflicting barbarities upon 
her is unworthy of credit. While the 
northern part of the kingdom chose Eadgar 
as king, Odo remained faithful to Edwy 
(IloiEHTSOif, Historical Essays, p. 194). lie 
consecrated Dunstan, and it is said that in 
doing so he deolaredtk&tlie consecrated him 
to the see of Canterbury, for that it was 
revealed to him that the new bishop was 
ordained by God to that seo (Adelaxd, Me¬ 
morials of St. Dunstan, p. 60), Finding in 
969 that his ond was near, he sent to Fleury 
to summon Oswald to come to him, but 
died on 2 June before Oswald reached Eng¬ 
land. He was buried on tbe south aide of 

8x2 
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the altar of his cathedral church, Lanfmno 

S . v.] placed his bones in the chapel of the 
oly Trinity behind the altar, and at the 
rebuilding of the choir in 1180 they were 
placed beneath the feretory of St. Dunstan 
(dnnYAsn op Canieubtjhy, i. 16. 26). The 
death of iElfsige (d. 969) [q. v.1, who was 
nominated as his successor, was held to be a 
judgment on him for having insulted Odo’s 
memory. The strictness with which Odo 
reproved laxity of morals accounts for the 
epithet * severus ’ given to him in an epitaph 
while Dunstan, equally with him a champion 
of morality, gave aim the title of ‘ the Good ' 

( Qesta Pontifiaum, p. 30), which is adopted in 
Ilia Canterbury version of the ‘ Anglo-Saxon 
Chronicle’ (an. 961). Regarded apart from 
late and untrustworthy legends, ho appears 
as a righteous and holy man, of strong will 
and commanding influence, no respecter of 
persons, and careful of the rights of tho weak, 
He was held to he wise and eloquent 
(Richer, u.s.), nndsoams to have encouraged 
learned men such ns Frithcgode and Abbo 
of Fleury, who speaks of the friendship that 
Odo had for him (Memorials of St. Dunstan, 
p. 410). 

[The earliest extant Life of Odo, printed in 
Anglia Sacra, ii. 78-87 (also in Acta SS. O.S.B. 
stec. v. 286-98, and Acta S3., Bolland, July, 
ii. 62 sag.) is thore attributed to Osbern, but IS 
really the work of Endmer: see Hardy's Oat. of 
Materials, i, 666 (Rolls Ser.) It is not of course 
of much authority, though it must represent the 
Canterbury tradition. Vita S. Oswaldi, Hist, 
of York, i. 300 seq. (Rolls Ser.), contains notices 
that are virtually contemporary; see also anmo 
vol. pp. 104, 224, Memorials of St. Dunstan, 
pp. 82, 60,294, 803,410, Will, of Malmesbury's 
Gesta Pontiff., pp. 20-3, 30, 248, Gesta Rogum, 

5. 103, A.-S. Ohron. ann, 068, 001, Gervase of 
Cant. i. 10, 26, ii. 40, 362, ell in tho Rolls Ser,; 
Richer, ii c. 2, ed. Ferlz; Kemble's Codex Dipl, 
Nos. 392, 408; Wilkins’s Concilia, i. 212, 210; 
Robertson's Hist. Essays, pp, 102, 104, 203; 
Hook’s Archbishops of Canterbury, i. 300-81; 
Freeman's Norman Conquest, i. 224, iv. 125.1 

W. H. 

ODO or QDDA (d. 1068), Earl, was a 
kinsman of Edward the Confessor (William 
os 1 Malmesbury, Gesta Kegum,i. 243). This 
is confirmed by the statement, which Lolaud 
quotes from the ‘ Perahoro Clironicle,’ that 
Odda waa the heir of AElfhera (d, 98S) fq.y.]; : 
Loland in another place calls Odda the son < 
of AElfliere, For reasons of chronology it is 
very unlikely that Odda was AElf here’s son, 
but he may have been his grandson and the • 
son of AEliric (Jl. 960 P-1016 P) [q. v.] In any < 
case tho conjecture of Lappenberg (Anglo- j 
Sq.vonKings, p, 610) and of Green (Conquest 


of England, p. 492), that Odda was a Norman 
kinsman of Edward the Confessor, who cams 
to England in 1042, is untenable. Odda was 
baptised by the name of Edwin, and thus lil» 
hiR brother AElfrief 7 ?»o7mA a -j 


day, p. 186), bore a distinctively English 
name. lie may perhaps have token the mime 
of Odo after the Danish conquest. An Odda 
‘ minister ’ occurs as witness to aroval charts 


onoerg {Anglo- 
been (Conquest 


wuiuo uuiinu iuao ui. uiiut, ana once 
in that of liarthaonut; this Odda maybe 
identical with Odda the earl, though there u 
no conclusive evidence. But Odda, the end 
had an hereditary connection with Mercia 
and he is therefore probably the Odda miles 
who appeara as witnesB to two charters of 
Bishop Living of Worcester in 1038 and 1012 
( ib . 780, 704); in the latter ./Elf™ miles 
also occurs. Odda and vElfric also appear 
as witnesses to a charter of AElfwold, Bishop 
of Sherborne, which is older than 1046 (ib. 
1834); this connects him with his western 
earldom. After Edward’s accession Odda 
‘minister’ continues as a witness to royal 
charters, and in two he appears as Odda 
‘ nobilis ’ (tb. 787, 791). On the banishment 
of Godwine and Harold in 1061, Odda was 
made earl over Somerset, Devon, Dorset, 
and ' the Wealas,’ which last no doubt means 
Cornwall. Next year Odda and Earl Ralph, 
the king's nephew, were sent with the fleet 
to Sandwich, to watch for Godwine and his 
sons. Godwine came with his fleet to Dunge- 
ness. The earls went out to seek him, but 
Godwine went back, and the earls, unable to 
discover his whereabouts, retired. Soonafter- 
waxds Godwine and his sons were restored, 
Odda in consequence lost his western earl¬ 
dom, but he was perhaps compensated with 
an oai'ldom of the Ilwiccas, comprising the 
shires of Gloucester and Worcester; for he 
is styled Earl or ‘Comes’ till his death (id. 
804, 806, 823). On 22 Deo. 1063 Odda’s 
brother HCIfric died at Doerhurat, and was 
buriod at Porshore. Odda built the minster 
at Doerhurst, which still survives, for his 
brother’s soul, Eventually he rereived the 
monastic habit from Ealdred, the bishop of 
Worcester, and on 81 Aug, 1066 ha himself 
died at Doerhurst, but, like his brother, was 
buried at Porshore; his leaden coffin with 
a Latin inscription was discovered at Per- 
shore in 1269. The date seems to make it 
impossible thot the earl and his brother are 
identical with the monks Odda and iElfrio 
who witnessed a charter of Edward in 1062 
or 1063 (ib. 797). Florence of Worcester, in 
recording tho earl’s death, speaks of him as 
Comes Agolwinus, id est Odda;’ he praises 
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Mm as the lover of churches, the friend of the 
poor and oppressed, and guardian of vir- 
mnity. The ‘English Chronicle’ says ‘a 
good man he was, clean, and right noble.’ 
The ‘Pershore Chronicle’ relates that Odda 
restored the lands which iElfhere had taken 
from the monks, and would not marry lest 
Ms heir should in his turn do evil. 

[English Chronicle; Florence of Worcester; 
Mand's Collectanea, i. 244, 285, and Itinerary, 
r. 1; Kemble’s Codex Diplomatseus Saxonioi 
jEvi; Freeman's Old English Hist, and Norman 
Conquest, especially li. 584-6, Green’s Conquest 
of England.] 0. L. K. 


ODO (if. 1097), bishop of Bayeux and 
earl of Kent, was son of Herluin of Conte- 
ville by Herleva of Falaise, the concubine 
of Robert of Normandy, and mother of 'Wil¬ 
liam the Conqueror. Guibert of Nogent 
actually calls Odo natural eon of Duke 
Robert, and own brother to William the 
Conqueror {De Sanctorum, Bignoribus, i. ch. 
3). William of Malmesbury ( Gesta Begum, 
p. 883) expressly states that Herluin and 
Herleva were married before Duke Robert’s 
death in 1085; but Odo, who was their 
eldest son, was perhaps not born before 1030. 
Odo’s younger brother was Robert of llor- 
tain [q. v.], and he had also two sisters; 
Muriel, who married Odo cum Capello (Waod, 
6026), and another, who married the Sire 
de la Fertfi (Taylor, Translation of Wace, 
p. 237; Stapleton, Hot. Scacc. Norm. i. p, 
take). Herluin had another son, Ralph, 
by a former marriage. Odo received the 
bishopric of Bayeux from his brother WiUiam 
about October 1049 (Oedeeicos Vitalis, iii, 
288,note2), and,as bishop,witnesses aoharter 
of St. Evroul on 26 Sept. 1050 (ib. v. 180). 
Ha witnesses various charters during the 
subsequent years, and was present at eccle¬ 
siastical councils held at Rouen in 1066, 
1061, and 1063. He was present at the 
council held at Lillebonne in 1066 to con¬ 
sider the projected invasion of England, and, 
according to one account, contributed one 
hundred ships to the fleet (Lyttelton, Hist. 
<f Benry II, i. 623), though Wuoe (0180) 
assigns him forty only. Odo accompanied 
the Norman host, and not only exhorted the 
soldiers the night before the battle, but, 
despite his ecclesiastical character, fought in 
fall armour at Hastings, though armed with a 
maceinsteadofasword. When the Normans 
turned in flight, Odo was prominent in rally¬ 
ing the fugitives, and is so depicted in the 
Bayeux tapestry (Wage, 8131). 

After his coronation William bestowed on 
Odo the castle of Dover and earldom of 
Kent; and when, three months later, the 


king crossed over to Normandy, Odo and 
William FitzOsbem [q. v.l were left as 
viceroys in his absence, Ode's special care 
as Earl of Kent was to secure commu¬ 
nication with the continent, and to guard 
against attack from that quarter. The rule 
of the viceroys was harsh in the extreme; 
‘they wrought castles wide amongst the 
people, and poor folk oppressed ’ {English 
Chronicle ); they protected their plundering 
and licentious followers, and paid no heed 
to the complaints of tlio English; while 
their zeal for William’s policy of castle- 
bmlding served to increase their unpopu¬ 
larity (Floe. Wis. ii. 1). While Odo was 
absent to the north of the Thames, the men 
of Kent called in Eustace of Boulogne; 
but, though Eustace was repulsed by the 
Norman garrison of Dover, the discontent 
with the rule of his viceroys compelled Wil¬ 
liam to hurry back to England in December 
1067. Odo did not again hold a position of 
equal authority; but for fifteen years he was 
second in power only to William himself. 
William of Malmesbury styles him ‘Totius 
Angliee vicedominus sub rege; ’ and Orderic 
sayB: ‘ Veluti secundus rex passim j ura dabat.’ 
Tnoru is, however, no sufficient reason to 
describe him as justiciar, though from time 
to time he discharged functions which were 
afterwards exercised by that officer (see 
Stubbs, Constitutional History, § 120). Or¬ 
deric also describes Odo as ‘palatinua Cantice 
consul; ’ but it is uncertain whether he ever 
really possessed the regalia as a true palatine 
earl, or even bore the title of earl, though 
he certainly exercised the jurisdiction of the 
ealdorman {ib. § 124). Still he witnesses 
charters as ‘ Domes Onutire,’ and in 1102 his 
nephew, William of Mortain, unsuccessfully 
claimed the earldom of Kent as hie hem 
(Will, Malm. Gesta Begum, p. 473). Be¬ 
sides a great number of lordships in Kent, 
Odo received lands in twelve other counties 
{Domesday Booh, esp. pp. 6-11), and ac¬ 
quired vast wealth, in part at least, by the 
spoliation of abbeys and churches. The 
most famous instance of such spoliation was 
his usurpation of certain rights and posses¬ 
sions of the see of Canterbury. Lanfranc 
claimed restitution, and by William’s order 
the suit was heard before the shire-moot of 
Kent at Fenenden Heath, with the result 
that Odo had to surrender his spoil (Anglia 
Sacra, i. 834-6). The abbeys of Ramsey 
and of Evesham, the latter of which lost a 
large port of its lands in a contention with 
Odo, were less fortunate {Chron. Bamsey, 
p. 164; Hist. Emham, pp. 96-7, both in 
Rolls Ser.) On the other hand, Odo was a 
benefactor of St, Augustine’s, Canterbury 
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{Ilist. 8t. Augustine's, pp, 350-3, Holla Ser.), 
and as justiciar redressed the wrong that 
Pieot, the Norman sherift' of Cambridgeshire, 
had done to the see of Rochester (Anglia 
Sacra, i, 886-9), 

Odo was present at the synod which, at 
"Whitsuntide 1072, decided on the claims of 
Canterbury. In 1076 he was one of the 
leaders of tlio host which suppressed the 
rising of Ralph Guador [q. v. j in Norfolk 
(Elok. Wig. li. 11), On 23 Oct. 1177 he 
was present at the consecration of the church 
of Bee ( Citron. Beceense an, -Mjgjte, Patro- 
logia, cl. 046). In 1080 ho presided in a 
court which ducidod on the liberties of Ely 
{Hist, B/iensis, pp, 261-2), and in June 1081 
was present when the claims of the abbey of 
Bury Si. Edmunds were decided ( Memorials 
of St. Edmund's Abbey, i. 847-9, Rolls Ser,) In 
1080 Odo was sent by William to take ven¬ 
geance on Northumberland for the murder 
of Bishop Walcher [q. v.l of Durham. The 
whole county was harried, tliu innocent and 
guilty were punished indiscriminately, and 
Odo himself carried oif from Durham a pas¬ 
toral stall' of rare workmanship and material 
(Sym, Dtjnblm. ii. 210-11). 

Odo had now reached the zenith of his 
career j hut by means of his wealth ho hoped 
to rise yet higher. A soothsayer had fore¬ 
told that tlio successor of Hildebrand should 
bear the name of Odo. This prophecy the 
Bishop of Daycux thought to realise in his 
own person, So ‘ Binding the pilgrims’ wal¬ 
lets with letters and coin’ ( Will. Malm, 
Gesla Begum, p. 331), he Imbed the leading 
Roman citizens, and even built himself ft 
palace, which I 10 adorned with such splun- 
dour that there was no house like it at Rome 
{Liber de Hyda, p. 206). Odo further do- 
torainod to go to Romo in person, and, hav¬ 
ing bribed Hugh, earl of Ohoster, and many 
other Norman knights to accompany him, 
was on the poiut of setting out from Eng¬ 
land when William heard of his dusigns. 
The king hurried across from Normandy, and 
mot Odo in the Isle of Wight. Tliero, in an 
assembly, William set forth his brother's 
oppressions, exactions, and intended ambi¬ 
tions. Despite William’s orders, no ouo 
would arrest tlio bishop, and the Icing seized 
him with his own lianas, meeting Odo’s pro¬ 
test with a declaration that he arrested, not 
the bishop, but the earl. Wace (9109- 
9248) alleges that Odo’s intention was to 
secure the crown for himsolf in case of 
William’s death, and that the immediate 
cause of his arrost was Ms failure to render 
an account of Ms revenues. Gregory VII 
severoly censured the treatment of the bishop, 
both in a letter to William himself, and in 


anot her to Hugh, archbishop of Lyons(.Tim7 
Momnnenta Gregoriam, pp. 619,671) Odo 
was, however, kept in captivity at Itonen fc, 
over four years. When William, on hi, 
dcathbod, ordered his prisoners to be released 
ho specially excepted his brother; but on 
the urgent entreaty of Robert of Mortain 
and others, at length gave way. Odo was 
at once set free, and was present at hi, 
; brother’s funeral at Oaon, He speedily re¬ 
covered all his ancient honour in Normandy 
and, according to Orderic, already plotted 
to displace William Rufus by Robert in 
England. In llie autumn of 1087 he went 
over to England, regained his earldom, and 
was present at William II’s first midwinter 
council. But ho could not recover his old 
import,ance; and, being envious of the snp u - 
rior authority of William of St. Calais,bishop 
of Durham, lie now became the centre of the 
Norman conspiracy against William. When 
the war broke out, in Lcnl 1088, Odo him¬ 
self plundered Kent, and especially the land? 
of Litnfmuc, to whose advice bis four years’ 
imprisonment was said to have bean duo 
(Wl i,t» Malm. Gesla Begum, p. 361). The 
king marched against his uncle in person, and 
cant ured Tunbridge Castle. At the news, 
Ouo tied to his brother Robert at Pevonsey, 
whore, after a Rix weeks’ Biege, he was com¬ 
pelled to yield, promising to surrender Ro¬ 
chester also, and then leave England, For 
this purpose Odo was sent with a guard to 
Rochester; but the bishop’s friends rescued 
him, and refused to givo up the city. A 
fresh siego soon forced()do 1 0 seek peace once 
more; but. it was only after a remonstrance 
from Ilia advisers that William would grant 
any terms, and even thon the bishop’s peti¬ 
tion for tho honours of war was indignantly 
rejected. Tho English in William’s army 
cried: ‘Halters I Milters for the traitor 
bihliop 1 Lot not the door of evil go un¬ 
harmed I ’ Odo was, however, permitted to 
depart, but with tho loss of all his posses¬ 
sions in England, to which country he never 
returned. 

Odo aspired with more success to hold 
the first place in Normandy under tho weak 
rule of Robert. It wan by his advice 
that, in tho autumn of 1088, the duke’s 
brotlior Ilenry and Robert of Bollcme [q.v.] 
woro arrested; and when the nows brought 
Roger of Montgomery [q. v,] to Normandy, 
Odo urged his nophaw to destroy the power 
of tho house of Tulvas. He also took a pro¬ 
minent part in tho campaign of Mans in 
1089, and in tho opposition to William’s in¬ 
vasion of Normandy in 1091 (Oedbekws 
Vjtalis, iv. 16). According to 0rdericus,it 
was Odo who, in 1098, performod the mat 



Odo 


Odo 871 


riage ceremony between Philip of France 
and the infamous Bertrada of Slontfort, re¬ 
ceiving as his reward certain churches at 
Hantes 1 but it seems probable that he did 
no moro than countenance the union by his 
presence (ib. iii. 387, and M. Le Prevost’s 
note ad loc.) Odo was present at the council 
of Clermont in November 1095, when Pope 
Urban II proclaimed the first crusado, and 
at the synod of the Norman bishops at 
Rouen in the following February, when the 
acts of the council wore considered, When 
Robert of Normandy took the cross, Odo 
elected to accompany him rather than remain 
at home under the rule of his enemy William; 
so in September 1090 ho left Normandy. 
With hie nephew Robert he visited Roms, 
and received the papal blessing. Duke Ro¬ 
bert wintered in Apulia; but Odo crossed 
over to Sicily, where in February 1097 he 
died at Palermo. lie was buried in the 
cathedral, where Count Roger of Sicily built 
him a splendid tomb. 

In history Odo figures, not unnaturally, 
as a turbulent noble, who had nothing of the 
ecclesiastic but the name. Ordoricus makes 
the Conqueror describe him as fickle and 
ambitious, the slave of fleshly lust and mon¬ 
strous cruelty, who would never abandon 
his vain and wanton wickedness; the scoruor 
of religion, the artful author of sedition, 
the oppressor of tho people, the plunderer of 
churches, whose release meant certain mis¬ 
chief to many. But. Ordericus himself is 
perhaps more just when he says that Odo’s 
character was a mixture of vices and vir¬ 
tues, in which affection for secular affairs 
prevailed over tho good deeds of the spiri¬ 
tual life. William of Poitiers (209 A.B.), 
writing perhaps before Odo’s fall, eulogises 
Mm for his eloquonee and wisdom in council 
and debate, for his liberality, justice, and 
loyalty to his brother; 1 he had no wish to use 
arms, but rejoiced in necessary war so far as 
religion permitted him. Normans andBretons 
served under him gladly, and even the Eng¬ 
lish were not so barbarous that they could not 
recognise in tho bishop and earl a man who 
was to he feared, respected, and loved.’ 
While Odo was thus devoted to secular 
affairs, and so far forgetful of his sacred 
calling that he had a son (named John), ho 
was nevertheless a liberal patron of religion 
and learning. lie endowed his own church 
at Bayeux with much wealth, and rebuilt 
the cathedral: the lower purl of the westorn 
towers and the crypt are rollcs of his work. 
He established monks in the church of St. 
Vigor at Bayeux, hut afterwards in 1096 
bestowed his foundation, as a cell, on the 
abbey of Dijon (Ohartor ap. hliUNB, elv. 


475-8). Quihert describes a curious instance 
of Odo’s seal for sacred relics (lie Sancto¬ 
rum Pignoribue , i, S). Odo also had in¬ 
structed, at his own expense, a number of 
scholars, among whom were Thomas, arch- 
bishopofYork,andhisbrother Samson,bishop 
of Worcester; and Thurstan, abbot of Glas¬ 
tonbury. Another dependent of Odo's was 
Arnulf, the first Latin patriarch of Jerusa¬ 
lem, who accompanied the Bishop of Bayeux 
on his departure from Normandy in 1090, 
and owed his subsequent promotion to the 
wealth bequeathed him by his patron (Gm- 
DlffiT OB Noons!, Gesta Dei per Francos, 
viii. 1). It is possible that, among Odo’s 
benefactions to his cathedfal, we must in¬ 
clude the famous Bayeux tapestry, which 
was perhaps executed for him by English 
artists (Febemas, Norman Conquest, iii. 
562-572). 

When Ordericus wrote, Odo’s son John 
was living at the court of Ilenry I. John 
was perhaps the father of Robert ‘nepas 
episcopi,’ who married the heiress of Wil¬ 
liam du Ilommet, and by her left a son, 
Richard de Humez, who became hereditary 
constable of Normandy [Stapleton, Not, 
Scaco. Norm. ii. pp. clxxxii-clxxxiv), 

[Ordericus Vitalis (Soc. do 1’IIist. dc Prance) ; 
Will, of Poitiers and Will, of Jumitgea in 
Duchesne's Historice Normannorum Scriptores; 
English Chronicle; William of Mnlmosbnry's 
Gotta Rogiim and Gesta Pontificum, Bymeon 
Dunelmonsis, Liber de Ilyda, Ilenry of Hunting¬ 
don, pp. 207, 211, 214-15, Memorials of St. 
Dunutun, pp. 144, 153, 238 (these six in the 
Rolls Scr.); Flor, Wig. (English Hist. Soc.); 
Guibert of Nogent’s Grata Dei per Francos, ni. 
15, and viii. 1, and De Sanctorum Pignorihus.i. 3, 
ap. Migne’s Patrologia, p. clvi; Waee’sEoman do 
Rou,od. Andreson, and trnnsl. Taylor; Wilkins's 
Concilia, i. 323-4; Wharton’s Anglin Baers, i, 
334-9 ; Gallia Christiana, xi. 353-60; Froo- 
man’s Norman Conquest, and William Rufus.] 

C. L. I£. 

ODO ob CAKTEitBUBx (d. 1200), abbot of 
Battle, also called Guo Cant units, was pro¬ 
bably a native of Kent, and became a monk 
at Christchurch, Canterbury. His brother 
Adam was a Cistercian monk at Iguy; among 
his kinsmen were Ralph, another Cistercian 
of Igny, and John, chaplain of Ilarietsliam, 
Sussex (Mat. Hist. Bechet , ii. p. xlix; Chron. 
de Bello, pp. 167,173). The first notices of 
him occur in the ‘ Eutlieticns ’ of John of 
Salisbury, which was composod some time 
before 1159. John was resiuont at the court 
of Canterbury from 1160 to 1164, and so may 
naturally have made Odo’s acquaintance; in 
the' Enthetious ’ he kaB se verallines referring 
to Odo: 



Odo 872 Odo 


O 1 I 0 libvis totus iucumbit, sed tamen illis, 

Qui Christum redolent, gratia major inest, 

11 . 1676 - 82 , 

and in the ‘ Policruticufl’ (Miqtxb, Patrologia, 
cxcix. 882), which was finished before Sep¬ 
tember 1159, John writes: 

Si potss, Odo ni etudeee donare saintem: 

Accipiatque Brito to veaiente eruoom, 

In 1168 Odo was sub-prior of Ckristohurch, 
and was sent by Archbishop Thomas to 
the pope to represent him as bis proctor 
in the dispute with the Archbishop of York 
as to the bearing of the otoss by the latter 
in the southern province (Mat. Mist. Bechet, 
v. 46). I 11 1160 the convent was ordered to 
appeal against the archbishop, and in 1167 
Odo applied to Richard of Ilchester for help 
(Foliot, Jdjjist. 422, ap. Migne), Odo pro¬ 
bably became prior in the same year, during 
which John of Salisbury wrote to him in 
this capacity to ask his assistance for the 
archbishop. Ha was appointed without the 
archbishop's assent, and in May 11G9 with¬ 
drew from Christ Church. He is said to 
have vacillated between the king and the 
archbishop (Mat. Mist, Backet, i. 642, vi. 331, 
iii. 89). But for some unknown roason he 
had incurred the pope’s displeasure, and was 
accused of noglecting the papal prohibition of 
the young king’s coronation, and with being 
an accomplice in Bechet’s death (Spicilegium 
Liberianum, p. 610). After the martyrdom 
of Thomas, Odo naturally took a more pro- 
nouucod position on the ecclesiastical side. 
On 21 Dec. 1171 he secured the reconciliation 
of Christchurch, in consequence of the arch¬ 
bishop’s murder within its walls. The follow¬ 
ing year Odo and hie monks were occupiod 
with the troubles incidental to the election of 
a successor to Thomas. The monks wore 
anxious to elect Odo, but, according to Gor- 
vase of Canterbury (i. 289-40), tho king foared 
that Odo would prove too inflexible to serve 
his purposes. This was at "Windsor, onl Sept. 
1172. Odo refused to act without fresh in¬ 
structions from his convent, and the meeting 
was adjourned to London on 6 Oot. In No¬ 
vember Odo and tho monks went to Henry 
in Normandy. Odo, in a long speech, urged 
that the new archbishop ought to be a monk; 
but no result was arrived at. and a further 
fruitless meeting was hold in February 1173. 
Odo went again to Henry at St. Barbe in 
Normandy on 6 April, and was received by 
him with much favour, but returned to Can¬ 
terbury on 16 April, the Sunday after Easter, 
with flie matter still unsettled, The king 
now ordered the monks to meet the bishops 
of the province in conference. The meeting 
was hold in May; tho monks named Odo and 


Richard of Dover. Gilbert Foliot [q v i IT 
bishop of London, as spokesman ofthe 



Odo and the convent addressed two letters 
to the pope in Richard’s behalf (Might 
Patrologia, cc. cols, 1396,1464). ' ’ 

On 6 Sept, 1173 Christchurch was de 
stroyed by fire, and on 1 July H 75 Odo 
attended a council at "Woodstock to obtain 
the renewal of the charters on the model 
of tlioso of Battle. For this purpose the 
monks of Battle were summoned to be pre¬ 
sent ; their abbey had been without a head 
for four years, and the monies, impressed by 
Odo, ohose him for their abbot. At first Odo 
refused the position, but after much persua¬ 
sion yielded, and was elected abbot of Battle 
on 10 July. St. Thomas was alleged to have 
foretold to a monk of Christchurch Odo’B im¬ 
pending removal (Mat. Mist. Bechet, i. 458), 
Odo arrived at Battle on 4 Aug.; he refused 
to accept his benediction from the Bishop of 
CliicheBter, and, with tho king’s consent, ob¬ 
tained itfrom Archbishop Richard onSunday 

28 Sept., at Mailing (Chron. de Bello, p, 101 - 
Ralph de Dioeto, i. 402). In the following 
year Odo was summoned by the Cardinal Hu- 
gutioto Westminster to answer a complaint 
of Geoffrey de Laci as to the church of Wye. 
He appealed in vain for assistance to Gerard 
Puoelle, afterwnrdB bishop of Lichfield; to 
Bartholomew, biBhop of Exeter; and John of 
Salisbury. But at last Wnleran, the future 
bishop of Rochester, pleaded Odo’s cause, and, 
GoraTd now supporting him, effected a com¬ 
promise, When Archbishop Richard died in 
1184 themonksof Canterbury oncemorechose 
Odo for archbishop, but the Icing ngftin refused 
to accept him. Baldwin (d. 1190) [q. v.], who 
became archbishop, was speedily involved 
in a quarrel with hiB monks. On 18 Jan. 
1187 Odo was one of the commissioners ap¬ 
pointed by Pope Urban III to remonstrate 
with Baldwin, and on 1 March was directed 
to execute the papal mandate, should the arch¬ 
bishop prove contumacious. As Baldwin’s 
answer was doubtful, the commissioners con¬ 
tented themselves with rescinding a sentence 
already pronounced against the prior. Urban 
on 0 May rebuked Odo for his lukewarmness, 
and sont a fresh mandate. Ranulpb de Glan- 
villo, howovor, forbade Odo to aot, and in July 
the monks complained to Urban tkatOdo and 
his colleagues were afraid, though Odo might 
bo trusted if he were given express orders 
what to do. Odo’s concern in thB dispute 
now ceased, though in January 1188 the 
monks appealed to kim for his assistance. 
Odo was present at tho coronation of Richard 
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^3 Sept. 1189 ( Gesta Ricardi, ii, 79). In 
January 1192, when the see of Canterbury 
was once more -vacant, the monks appealed 
to him for his support in tha assertion of 
their rights (JEpp. Cant. 857). Odo died on 
20 Jan. 1200 (ib. 557, Martilogium Cantua- 
riense; but the Winchester Annals— Ann. 
Mon. ii. 78—say in March). He was buried 
in Battle Abbey, where Leland ( Collectanea , 
iii. 68 ) saw his tomb, a slab of black Lydd 
marble. 

Odo was a great theologian, prudent, elo¬ 
quent, learned, and devout. The Battle 
chronicler says that, although he was strict 
in life and conversation, he consorted freely 
with his monks, but did not sleep in the 
common dormitory, because he suffered from 
a disorder of the stomach which he had to 
doctor privately. Ho further praises Odo 
for his humility and modesty, and for his 
diligence in expounding the scriptures, re¬ 
lating that he could preach alike in French, 
Latin, and English. 

There is some uncertainty asto the writings 
to be ascribed to Odo, owing to confusion 
with other writers of the same name, as Odo 
of Cheriton [q. v.] and Odo of Murimund 
(d. 1161). To the latter only a treatise on the 
number three ‘ De Analectis Ternarii ’ (now 
in Cott. MS. Yesp. B. xxvi.) can with any 
certainty he ascribed (cf. Chevalier). The 
following works—excluding some which are 
certainly not hie—are attributed to Odo 
of Canterbury: 1. ‘ Expositio super Fanlte- 
rium’ MS. Balliol College, 37. 2. 1 Expositio 
in capita primi libri Itegum.’ Leland says 
that he found these two works in the library 
at Battle. There was a copy of the latter 
work at Christchurch, Canterbury, and the 
6 ame library contained Odo'e ' Expositions 
supor Vetua Testamentum ’ (Edwards, Me¬ 
moirs of Libraries, i. 14.0, 194). 8 . ‘ Com- 
mentaruinPentateuchum,’ MS. O.C.C. Cam¬ 
bridge, 64, formerly at Coggeshall Abbey; 
the same work is ascribed to Odo of Muri¬ 
mund in Bodleian MS. 2823. 4. ‘ Sermones 
LXXIX in Evangelia Dominicalia . 1 6 . • Ser¬ 
mones XXIX breves Vitea ordinem Domini 
Kostri exliibentes.’ 6. 1 Expositio Pas&ionis 
Domini Nostri Jesu Christi secundum magiB- 
trum Odonem ad laudem ipsius qui est a et a.’ 
7, 'Sermones xxvii super Evaugolia Sanc¬ 
torum.’ The last four are contained in Balliol 
College MS. 88 ; numbers 4 and 7 are con¬ 
tained in Bodleian MS. 2819; Arundel MSS. 
231 and 870 contain sermons on the Sunday 
gospels by Odo' de Cancia,’John of Abbeville, 
and Roger ol Salisbury, but arranged without 
distinction of authorship, They have beon at¬ 
tributed both to Odo of Canterbury and Odo 
ol Cheriton, but the frequent introduction of 
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short 6 tories or fables points to the latter’s 
authorship; they ore, however, distinct from 
Odo of Chariton’s sermons published by Mat¬ 
thew Macherel in 1620, and also from his 
* Parabolae,’ with which they are sometimes 
confused. 8 , ‘ Super Epistolas Pauli.’ 9. ‘Be 
moribus Eccleeiasticis. 10. ‘Dicta poetarum 
conoordautia cum virtutibus et vitiis morali- 
bub ; 1 MS. Gonville and Caius College, No. 
878. 11. ‘DeLibro Vitos.’ 12. ‘De onere Phi- 
listhini.’ 18. ‘Deinveutionereliquarum Mil- 
burgm ’ (see Leland, Convmentarii de Scrij)- 
tonbus, pp, 211-12, and Colleetanea, iii. 5, and 
Acta Sanctorum^eh. iii. 894-7). 14. ‘Epi- 
stoW Letters from Odo to his brother Adam 
are given in Mabillon’s ‘Vetera Analecta,’ pp. 
477-8, and in 1 Materials for the History of 
Thomas Becket,’ ii. p. xlix; letters from Odo 
to the Popes Alexander III and Urban III 
are given in Migne’s ‘ Patrologia,’ co. 1396, 
1469, and ‘Epistoloe Cantuarienses,’ No. 280. 
Sohaarscbmidt {Johannes Saresburiensis, p. 
273) thinks Odo of Kent was not the ‘ master 
Odo’ to whom John of Salisbury wrote in 
1168 (Epistola, 284), regretting the loss of 
his fellowship through his own exile, and 
asking his opinion on some points of theology. 
Oudin was mistaken in attributing to Odo a 
treatise on the miracles of St. Thomas (cf. 
Mat. Hist. Bechet, vol. i. p. xxviii). 

[Materials for the History of Thomas Becket, 
Gervase of Canterbury, Giraldus Cambrensis, 
i, 144, Annales Monastic), i. 61, 78, EpiBtolm 
CantuarienssB (all these in Bolls Ser.); Chronioon 
de Bello (Anglia Christiana Soc.); Dugdale’s 
Monasticon Anglicanum, iii. 236; island's Col¬ 
lectanea, iii, 88, and Comment, de Soript. Brit, 
pp. 210-12; Oudin’s Scriptures Eceles. ii. 1478, 
1618; Tanner’s Bibl. Brit,-Hib, p. 669; Hardj’s 
Descriptive Cat. of British Hist. ii. 661-2; Bar¬ 
nard’s Catalogus MBS. Anglice; Wright’s Biogr. 
Brit Lit, Anglo-Norman, pp. 224-8. The abbot 
of Battle told Leland that there was a life of 
Odo in the library, but it does not seem to have 
survivod. The writer has also to acknowledge 
some asaibtance from Miss M. Bateson.] 

C. L. K. 

ODO of Cheriton, or, less familiarly, 
SnniiBXON (if, 1247), fabulist and preacher, 
completed ids sermons on the Sunday gos¬ 
pels, according to the colophons of two 
manuscripts, m 1219 (Meier, Romania, 
xiv. 890), His surname appears in a great 
variety of forms, as Oeritona, Oiringtonia, 
Sevitona, Syrentona, &o., giving rise to much 
difference of opinion as to his actual birth¬ 
place. The presumption in favour of his 
identity with Odo of Canterbury [q. v.l can¬ 
not be substantiated (but cf. Weight, Biogr. 
Bnt. Lit. ii. 226-7; Meter, xiv, 889). 
Seriton is doubtless identical with Chei'itou 
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in Kent, near Folkestone; and tlie legal logins, ' Apcriam in parabolis os meum ’ 
records of the early thirteenth century con- was prefixod, and the collection is usuall' 
tain more than one reference to a Magis- known as the ‘ Parabolae,’ or fables of Odo 

ter Odo at that place. It may be noted It exists in a vast number of manuscripts of 

that in the manuscripts of his works Odo is the thirteenth to fifteenth centuries in tha 
always ontitled inagioter, except in Harleian libraries of England, France, Germany and 
MS. (5285, where I10 is called ' Sanctm Odo other countries (see Htshviettx, Fabulist 
do Ceritonin.’ In 1211-12 William de Oyrin- Latins, i. 007 soq.) The ‘ Speculum Lai- 
ton was 'fined in one good hautein falcon,’ corum,’ attributed to John Hoveden fa.vl 
that his son, ‘Mngistur Odo,’ might hnve contains many extracts from Odo’s . 
tlie custody of the church of Chorifon (Pipe bolre.' The lattor work was first noticed in 
lloll, quoted by Madox, History of the Ex- detail by Douce, ‘Illustrations of Shake- 
chequer, 2nd od. i. COS), This William de spoaro,’ 1807, i. 255-7, ii. 33-4, 848-7; selec- 
Cyrinton had received a grant in 1205 of tions were afterwards published by Grimm 
Deice in Rochester, forfeited by Geoffrey do and others; but the first attempt at a com- 
Bosco ( Close Bolls, ed. Ilardy, i. 69 ; Madox, plote edition was made by OeBterloy ‘ Jnfir- 

i. 428). On 18 April 1288 ‘Magisler Odo buchfurromauischoundenglischalntoratiir’ 

de Oyriton ’ paid a reliof on succeeding to 1868, ix. 121, 1871, xii. 129. A muck fuller 
tlie estates of William, his father (Excerpta edition has since been brought out by Her- 

e Hot. Fin., ed. Roborts, i. 210). In the vieux in his monumental‘Fahulislos Latins’ 
Brilish Museum. (Harley Charter 49. B. 45) 1884, i. 644, ii. 687 (cf. Voigt’s article m 
is a quitclaim (1235-0) by' Magisler Odo do Denltmiller, pp. 86-61, 113-38). A French 
Oyretona, filius Willclmi do Uyrclona,’ of version, made in tho thirteenth century 
tlio rent of a shop ‘ in foroLond[ouiensi]’ in has boon described by Meyer, ‘Romania,’ 
the parish of St. Mary-lo-Bow. Odo’s seal xiv. 381 ; and an early Spanish version, the 
is appended, bearing tlio figure of a monk ‘Libro de Ios Gatos,’ was edited by Gayan- 
soated at a desk with a star ahovo him (par- gos in Aribau’s ‘ Biblioteca de Autores Es- 
haps representing St. Odo of Cluuy, as his pnfiolos,’ vol. li. Sevoml of tho tales inserted 
patron saint). The * lnqnisi! io postmortem,’ m the English version of the ‘ Gesta Roma- 
111 which it is declared that Odo died seised norum ’ aro translations from Odo (see Fng- 
of the manor of Dolce, and that Wnlrau, his lish Gesta Bom., ed. Maddon, p. xiv, Rox- 
brother, was next lieir, is dated L5 Oot. 1247 burglio Club, and tlio later edition published 
(Inquis. post mortem, i. 4; Arckecologia Canr- by the Early English Text Society), 
liana, ii. 296). Odo’e sermons on the Sunday gospels, 

Bale mentious a tradition that Odo was a which wore completed in 1219, were printed 
Cistercian (Catalogue, pt. 1. 1667, p. 221), at Paris by Matthew Maoherel in 1620 
and this lias been generally accepted by sub- (Ounirf, Script, ii. 1624). Tho author, how- 
bequent writers, though llonriquez lias not evor, is in this edition designated 1 Odo 
included him in his ‘ Menologuim Cistor- Canoellttrius_ Parisiensis,’ possibly from a 
tiense.’ Tils writings certainly show sonm oonfusion with (Mon de Oliiilcanroux, who 
partiality towards tliat ordor (Voiht, I)enh~ was ohancollor of Paris in 1238 (Hist. Litt, 
miller tier Thiersage, No. 26 of Quellen und xix. 228). This odition appears to be ex- 
Fvrsrhungen, p. 48); but ha oan hardly huvo tromoly rare, but soveral manuscripts are 
taken tho vows if lie not only succeeded to oxtaut (Mbstdb, xiv. 389-00). Anotherseries 
a private inheritanoe, but diou in full posses- of sermons on the Sunday gospels in Arundel 
sion of it. Bale also says that ho sludiud MS. 231 is described as the production of 
at Paris; and this scorns probable enough, J can d’Abbovillo, Odo ‘da Ooncm,’ and Roger 
though no conclusive evidence is forth- of Salisbury. Tho second of thoso names is 
coming. probably intended for Odo of Oberilon and 

Like other preachers of his time, he intro- not for Odo of Oantorbury. 
ducod into his sermons a large number of fAuthoriiies cited above; materials collected 
‘ excmpla,’ _ or talcs, drawn from various by II. L. D. Ward, esq., for tho Catalogue of 
sources to illustrato his argiunonts, or per- Roraaneos (ef. Ohovniior's Ripurloire, 1877-86).] 
hops at times only to attract tho atton- J. A. H -t. 

turn of his huarers. But his sermons aro dis- O’DOGHERTY, Sin OAHIR (1587- 
tiuctively characterised by the frequent use 1608), lord of Inishowon, born in 1687, was 
of stories of Reynard tho Fox, and by quaint the eldost sou of Sir John O’Dogherty. He 
extracts from tlie bestiaries and from older was soused by Hugh Roe O’Donnell [a. v.] 
collections of fables. Some of those ho in May 1600 as a pledge for his father's 
formed into a separate collection, to which loyalty to the Irish cause. Sir John 
additions wore subsequently made. A pro- O’Doghorty died on 27 Jan. 1601, 'being 
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fledd from liis. owne countrey with his goods 
and people, a man that in shewe seamed 
wonderfull desireous to yeald his obedience 
to the Queens, But soe as his actions did 
euer argue he was otherwise minded.’ Oahir 
at the time was a boy of thirteen or four¬ 
teen, and O’Donnell, in accordance with the 
Irish custom that preferred the uncle to the 
son, who was a minor, caused Cahir’s uncle, 
Phelim Oge O’Dogherly, to be inaugurated 
chief of Inishowen, The exclusion of Cahir 
from the succession gave great offence to his 
foster-parents, Hugh Boy and Phelim Rengk 
JIacDevitt, who, in their resentment, made 
overture., to Sir Ilenry Doowra [q. v.j The 
latter was finally induced to support Caliir 
against his uncle by a promise that they 
would undertake to serve the crown ngnmst 
O'Donnell. The nephew’s succession was 
confirmed by the lord-deputy and council, 
and Cahir, having been taken out of O’Don¬ 
nell's hands, was established by Docwra as 
lord of Inishowen. 

Under Doewra’s supervision Caliir grew up 
a strong and comely youth, excelling in mili¬ 
tary exercises. For hie bravery on the field 
of Augher ho was knighted by Mounljoy, 
and in 1003 he visited London. He 'was 
favourably received at court, and on 4 Sept, 
warrant was given to pass him a patent of 
all the landR formerly granted by Elizabeth 
to his father. On his return to Ireland he 
married a daughter of Lord Gormanston, 
was created a J.P. and an alderman of the 
new city of Derry. After the flight of the 
northern earls in September 1007, he was 
foreman of the jury that found them guilty 
of treasonable practices. So long asDocwra 
remained at Derry everything wont well, but 
in 1606 Docwra surrendered his post to Sir 
George Paulot [q. v.], a civilian wholly un¬ 
fitted by temper or training for the office. 
Sir Caliir was soon charged by Paulet with 
meditating treason. Ho protested against 
Paulet’s insinuations os groundless, but re¬ 
paired at once to Dublin. Chichester, think¬ 
ing him not alt ogother 1 free from ill-meaning,’ 
obliged him toenterinto heavy recognisances, 
and to find two surelius for his good behaviour 
(November 1607). Early in the follow¬ 
ing April he had occasion to visit Paulot at 
Derry about the sale of some land to Sir 
Richard Hansard, During the transaction 
of his business, l’aulet., for some unexplained 
reason, struck him, and he at once took coun¬ 
sel with his fosterers, the MacDevitts, how 
to avenge the insult. 

Acting on their advice, and probably at 
the instigation of Sir Ninll Garv O'Donnell 
[q. v.l, ho determined to attack Derry, With 
the object of obtaining arms and ammunition 


for his followers, he, on 19 April, invited Cap¬ 
tain Horte, constable of Culmore Castle, and 
his wife to an entertainment at his house at 
Elagh. After supper he unfolded his pro¬ 
ject to Captain Harte, but, failing to seduce 
mm from his allegiance, he locked him up, 
aud so worked on Mrs. Havte’s fears that she 
consented to connive at his design. Starting 
at midnight, he managed, with Mrs. Harte’e 
assistance, to surprise Culmore, and, having 

Elaced in it a garrison of his own and armed 
is followers, he marched directly on Derry. 
Arriving there in the early hours of the 
morning, while the inhabitants were still in 
their beds, he captured the town without 
much resistance. The place was sacked and 
burnt, aud the citizens and garrison put to 
the sword, among the first to fall being the 
author of the calamity, Sir George Paulet. 
The burning of Derry, and also of Bishop 
Montgomery's fino library, consisting of two 
thousand volumes, is particularly ascribed 
to the MacDevitts, who are still locally called 
‘ Burnderrys.’ After the sack of Dorry, 
O'Dngherty made an unsuccessful attack on 
Lillord, and then leaving his wife, who had all 
along opposed him, with his infant daughter, 
his sister, and the wife of Bishop Mont¬ 
gomery, in his castle of Burt, he marched 
into Fanad to rally his forces. A letter 
written by him at this time to O’Galla- 

?her, chiet of the foster-family of O’Donnell 
Cal. State Papers, Ireland, James I, vol. iii. 
p. xlix), calling on him for assistance, is 
specially interesting as illustrating the rela¬ 
tions that subsisted among the minor chiefs of 
the same territory, and the well-known 
institution of fosterage. 

When the news of the disaster reached 
Dublin, Chichester determined to make war 
‘ thick and short ’ against him, and at once 
despatched a strong force into the north 
under Marshal Wingfield. For some time 
O’Dogherty avoided an engagement, but on 
Tuesday, 6 July 1008, he was overtaken at 
the Bock of Doom near Kilmacrenan, by a 
party under Sir Francis Rushe. He was 
Bhot through the brain at the first encounter. 
His head was struck off' and sent to Dublin, 
where it was Btuck ‘ on a pole on the east 
gate of the city, called Newgate,’ 

Ilis death, according to Sir Geoffrey Fen- 
ion, 'opened the way for a universal settle¬ 
ment of Ulster.’ On 22 Feb. 1610 Chiches¬ 
ter obtained a grant of the whole district of 
Inishowen, with the exception of thirteen 
hundred acres reserved for the better main¬ 
tenance of the city of Londonderry and the 
fort of Culmore, 

By hie wife Mary, daughter of Christo¬ 
pher, fourth viscount Gormanston, who, being 
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a lady of birth and breeding, soon came to when he exhibit ed, under the name ofDoeiT 
regret her marriage with, him, and was with erty, a model in plaster of ‘ Gondolme ’ a 
difficulty persuaded to live with him ‘for subject taken from Kiike White's noema 
want of good and civil company,’O’Dogherty and afterwards executed in marble far Mr’ 
had an only daughter, His two brothers, R. 0. L. Sevan the banker. In i860 he 
John and Rory, were both very young, and sent the model of the marble statue of ‘Erin ’ 
at the time of his rebellion were residing executed for the Marquis of Downsbire 
with their foster-father O'Rourke iu Lei- It was engraved by T. W. Knight for the" 
trim. Roiy, it would appear, became a sol- 1 Art Journal ’ of 1861. Both in I860 and 
dier, and died in service in Belgium, John 1801, when he sent to the British Institu- 
married Eliza, daughter of Patrick O’Cohan tion ‘ One of the Surrey Volunteers ’ his 
of Derry, and died in 1688. Phelim Reagh works appeared under the name of Doherty 
MacDevitt, O’Dogliarty's foster-father, was but in 1862 he appears to have adopted that 
tried at Derry, convicted, and exocuted. of O’Doherty. Ilis subsequent works in- 
O'Dogherty is traditionally said to have been eluded ‘ Alctbe,’ a marble statuette executed 
the tallest man of his tribe. On the stone for Mr, Bcvan, and exhibited at the Royal 
lintel of tko door of the square tower of Bun- Academy in 1802, and some portrait busts 
crana, leading to the lowest part of the build- exhibiteainl868andl864. About three years 
ing, there are traces of a rude representation before his death he wont to Rome to pursue 
of a Spanish hat and upright plume, which his studies and to execute a commission, the 
are said to mark his stature. It is popu- subject of which was to he ‘The Martyr,' 
larly believed that he was starved to death His early death in February 1868, in the 
in this very dungeon^ and that the skeleton hospital of La Okantfi in Berlin, while on 
seated on a hank depicted in the arms of the a visit to that city, ended a brief oareer of 
city of Londonderry refers to his fate. muoh promise. 


[Doewra’s Narration, ed. O’Donovan, in Oeltio 
Society's Miscellany, 1849; Russoll and Prun- 
dorgaet's Gal. of State Papers, Ireland, James I; 
Annals of the Four Masters, ed. O’Donovan; 
O'Sullevan Beare’s Historim Catholic® Ibernise 
Compendium, Gerald Qeoghegan'sNotice of the 
Early Settlement of Londonderry, in Kilkonny 
Archmol. Society’s Journal, now sor. vols. iv. and 
y.j Erck'e Repertory of Patent Rolls, James I; 
Hill’s Plantation of Ulster j Montgomery MSS. 
ed. G. Hill; MehanB’s Earls of Tyrone and Tyr- 
connel; Colby and Lorcom's Memoir of Temple- 
more Parish; Mewes from Lough-foylo, in Ire¬ 
land. Of the late treacherous Action and 
Rebellion of Sir Oaroy Adougherty, &a„ London, 
1608; Overthrow of an Irish rebell in a late 
battalia, or the Death of Sir Carry Adoughortic, 
&c, Dublin, 1608; Steame MSS. Trinity Coll. 
Dublin, F. 3.15.] R. D. 

O’DOHERTY, WILLIAM JAMES 
(1836-1808), sculptor, was born in Dublin 
in 1886. He studied in the government 
school of design attached to the Royal Dub¬ 
lin Society, with the intention of becoming 
a paintei, but afterwards, by the advice of 
Constantine Pauormo, A.R.H.A., who was 
then one of the assistant masters in that in¬ 
stitution, ho turned his attention to model¬ 
ling, and within a year gained the prize for 
his model of ‘ The Boy and the Bird.’ On 
the death of Panormo in 1862 he entered the 
studio of Joseph R. Kirke, R.H.A., and 
worked thBre until 1864, when, at the sug¬ 
gestion of John Edward Jones [q. v.] the 
sculptor, he came to London. His first ap¬ 
pearance at tho Royal Academy was in 1857, 


[Art Journal, 1861 p. 252, 1868 p. 73; Exhi¬ 
bition Catalogues of tho Royal Academy and 
British Institution (Living Artists), 1857-18641 

R. E. G. 

O’DOIRNIN, PETER (1682-1768), Irish 
poet, was born in tho mountainous district 
to the north-weBt of Cashel, co. Tipperary. 
Political troubles caused him to leave home 
and to settle in Ulster at Drumcree, co. 
Armagh. Here he wrote a poem on the 
anoient divisions of Ireland, which led to hie 
acquaintance with Arthur Brownlow of 
Lurgan Olun Brasil, then the possessor 
of the ‘ Book of Armagh ’ [see MaoMothd, 
Fr.ORBNcn], who took him into his honse as 
a tutor for his children and an instructor to 
himself in Irish literature. A political dif¬ 
ference after many years led to a rupture of 
this friendship, and O’Doirnin left the house. 
He then married Rose Toner, and settled as 
a schoolmaster near Forkhill, co. Armagh. 
Maurice O’Qorman had a Bohool there, but 
O’Doirnin drew away all his scholars, and 
when O’Gorman closed his school and walked 
off to Dublin, wrote a satire upon him, which 
is still extant. He also wrote ‘Suirgho 
Phoadair Ui Dhoirnin’ (‘The courtship of 
Peter O’Doirnin ’), of eight twelve-line 
stanzas, printed in O’Daly’s ‘Poets of Mun- 
Bter’ (p. 106). He implores his love to fly 
with mm ‘ go talamh shfl mBrian’ (' to the 
land of the race of Brian ’)—i.e. to his native 
province, Munster. A manuscript in the 
Cambridge University Library contains two 
othor poems by him. Some of his poems 
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m their extant versions ora in tlie dialect of 
Louth, ■which he may have adopted from 
long residence in the district, unless, indeed, 
some local scribe, and not the author, is 
responsible. lie died 5 April 1768 at Friars- 
town in the towuland of Shean, near Fork- 
hill, co. Armagh. He was buried near the 
north-east wall of the churchyard of Urney, 
co. Louth, three miles north of Dundalk. 
The parish priest of Forkhill, Father Healy, 
had so great a respect for his learning ana 
virtues that when dying he desired to be 
buried inO’Doimin’s tomb, and this wish 
was carried out. 

[O’Daly’s Poets and Pootry of Munster, Dub¬ 
lin, 1849; Works; information from S H. 
O'Grady; Reeves MS. in Cambridge University 
Library] N. M. 

O’DOMHNUILL, WILLIAM (d. 1628), 
archbishop of Tuam. [See Dahxdl,] 

ODONE, WILLIAM of (d. 1298), arch¬ 
bishop of Dublin. [See Horatrar,] 

O’DONNEL, JAMES LOUIS (1788- 
1811), ‘the Apostle of Newfoundland,’ woe 
horn at Knocklofty, Tipperaiy, in 1788. At 
the age of eighteen he leftIreland and entered 
the Franciscan convent of St. Isidore at 
Rome. He was afterwards sent to Bohemia, 
and was ordained priest at Prague in 1770. 
In 1776 he returned to Ireland and settled 
at Wateiford. In 1779 he was appointed 
prior of the Franciscan house there, and sub¬ 
sequently became provincial of the order in 
Ireland. 

In 1784, at the request of the leading 
Newfoundland merchants and their agents 
at Waterfoid, O’Donnol was sent out to 
Newfoundland as prefoot andvicar-apostolio. 
He was the first fully accredited Homan 
catholic priest who had appeared in the 
island. He obtained permission to build 
churches and schools, and did his utmost to 
diminish sectarian animosities. 

On 21 Sept. 1706 he was consecrated at 
Quebec titular bishop of Thyatiia, and on 
Ms return to Newfoundland mads his first 
episcopal visitation. Zn 1801 he published a 
body of diocesan statutes, and divided the 
diocese into missions, he himself, owing to 
the paucity of clergy, being obliged to act as 
a mission-priest. During succeeding years 
he used his influence among the Roman 
catholics to check disaffection to the govern¬ 
ment. In 1800 O’Don n el discovered and re¬ 
ported to the commandant, Major-general 
Skerret, a projected mutiny among the 
soldiers of the Newfoundland rogiment 
stationed at St. John’s. The government 
awarded him a life pension of 501. for his 


important service to the colony, and his 
position in Newfoundland was thenceforth 
equal in everything but name to that of the 
governor. O’Donnel’s missionary exertions 
wore out his health, and in 1807 he was 
obliged to resign his see and return to 
Ireland, 

He spent his last years at Waterford, 
where he was known as a learned and elo¬ 
quent preacher, and died there on 16 April 
1811. 

[Gent. Mag, 1811, i. 497, copied in Ryan’s 
Biographia Hibernica, Hatton and Harvey’s 
Newfoundland, pp. 70, 84-6, Appleton’s Cyclo¬ 
pedia of American Biography (not strictly 
accurate in details).] G-. Lb G. N. 

O’DONNELL, OALVAGH (d. 1660), 
lord of Tyrconnel, waB the eldest son of 
Manus O’Donnell [q. v.] by his first wife, 
Joan, daughter of O’Reilly. He took an 
active port with his father in the wars againBt 
the O'Oonors, the 0’Cahans,and MacQuiUins. 
It is not easy to explain the reason of Cal- 
vagh’s subsequent quarrel with Ms father. 
Probably jealousy of his half-brother Hugh’s 
influence was the principal motive. Anyhow, 
about 1647 he tried to assert hie claim to the 
leadersMp of the olan, hut without imme¬ 
diate success; for in the following year he and 
his ally, O’Cahan, were defeated by Manus 
O’Donnell at Stralh-bo-Fiaich, near Bally- 
bofey. In consequence of the disorders which 
their rivalry created, O’Donnell and his father 
were summonedtoDublinin July 1649bythe 
lord-deputy, Sir Edward Bellingham, and a 
decision given on the whole favourable to Cal- 
vagh,to whom the CHstle of Lifford, the main 
point in dispute, was assigned (Cal. Carew 
MSS, i. 220). But it was not long before dis¬ 
turbances broke out afresh, and, after on in¬ 
effectual effort on the part of St. Legerto ar¬ 
range their differences, Oalvagh. in 1664 went 
to Scotland to claim the proffered assistance 
of James MaoDonnell of Isla, elder brother 
of Sorley Boy MacDonnell [q. v.], who was 
anxious to form an alliance against the 
O’Neills in order to obtain a secure footing 
on tbe coast of Antrim. Returning early in 
the following year with a large body of red¬ 
shanks, he overran Tyrconnel, captured his 
father, whom he placed in confinement, and 
assumed the government of the country. His 
conduct brought him into collision with his 
brother Hugh, who appealed for assistance 
to Shane O’Neill [q, v.J Nothing loth of an 
occasion to interfere, and in the hops of 
asserting his supremacy over the whole of 
Ulster, Shane in 1667 assembled a large army 
at Oarriglea, in the neighbourhood of Stra- 
bone. Here, however, he was surprised and 
utterly routed by Oalvagh. 
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Finding him firmly established in Tyrcou- 
nel, the government acquiesced in his usurpa¬ 
tion, and on 12 March 1068 Mary addressed 
lettors to him, promising, on his good hu- 
haviour, to reward him 1 of our lyboralytio 
acoordyng to your gooddesevts,’ Meanwhile 
Sliane, foiled m his intention of conquering 
Tyrconnel, was wreaking his vengeance on 
his unhappy wife, Margaret O'Donnell, 
Oalvagh’s sister, and, in order apparently to 
punish him for his cruelty, Oalvagh towards 
the end of 1500 enlisted a number of red¬ 
shanks. His puvpose was opplauded by 
government, to whom Shane was becoming 
a formidable enemy, and an offer was made 
to him in April 1661 to create him Earl of 
Tyrconnel. Affairs were in this position 
whan, on 14 May, Calvagh and his wife wore 
captured by O’Neill at the monastery of 
Kill-donnetl, close to Fort Stewart,noar the 
upper end of Lough Swilly. It has been sug¬ 
gested that Oalvagh was betrayed by his wife 
out of a supposed passion for Shane O’Neill 
(Bagwell, li. 21); but the ‘Four Masters’ 
simply say that ‘ some of the Kinol-Oon- 
nell informed O’Neill that Oalvagh was 
thus situated without guard or protection,’ 
and their statement is corroborated by the 
account in the ‘Boole of Ilowth’ (Cal. 
Carew MSS. iv. 204). Oalvagh and his wife 
wove carried off by O’Neill into Tyrone, 
the former to ho kept in closo and secret 
confinement, the latter to become the mis- 
tresB of lior captor. Whon Sussex invaded 
Tyrone in Juno, Oalvagh was hurried about 
from ‘one island and islet to another, in 
the wilds and reccssos of Tyrone,’ to avoid 
a rescue. Force and diplomacy proved 
equally unavailing to induce O’NeilL to sur¬ 
render him. 

Moanwhile Oalvagh was suffering tho most 
excruciating tortures. lie had to wear on 
iron collar round his nock fasteusd by a 
short chain to gyvos on his ankles, so that 
lie could neither stand up nor lie duwn, 
Finally, about the boginning of 1604, O'Neill 
released him on condition that ho surren¬ 
dered Lifford, togoblior with liis olaims to 
tho overlordship of Inishowon and paid a 
considerable ransom. Jlis wife was to re¬ 
main in durance till ransomed by her rela¬ 
tions, tho MacPonnells. It is doubtful 
whether Oalvagh had any intention of being 
bound by the conditions thus extortod from 
him. Ilis followers refused to surrender Lif¬ 
ford, and Shane, who had managed to lay 
hold of his son Oon and threatened to put 
him to death for his father’s breach of faith, 
was obliged to starve them into submission. 

On regaining his liberty, Oalvagh proceeded 
to Dnbliu to solicit aid from tho government, 


but met with a cold reception. He wan 
reminded tliatno O’Donnell over cametoDuh 
linto do the state service, and so being denied 
the aid he sought, ‘ ho burst out into such l 
weeping as when he should speak he could 
not, but was fain by his interpreter to nrav 
license to weep, and so went his way without 
saying anything.’ Shortly afterwards,thoueh 
forbidden to leave the kingdom, he slipped 
over to England, and laid his grievances b e 
fore Elizabeth in person. He reached Lon¬ 
don in a state of great destitution, no man as 
he said, being willing to trust him one meal's 
meat. Hearing tho Blory of his sufferings 
from his own lips, Elizabeth acknowledged 
that she was not ‘ without compassion for 
Mm in this oalamity, specially considering 
his first entry thereto was by taking part 
against Sbaua when he made war against 
our good sulijoots there,’ and ordered the 
lord-justicB, Sir Nicholas Arnold, to make 
somB provision for him. But Oalvagh had 
no confidence in Arnold’s impartiality, and 
preferred to remain in England. The attempt 
to govorn Ireland by conciliating O’Neill 
ended in failure, and, with the appointment 
of Sir Henry Sidney in the summer of 1G05 
Oalvagh’s hopes of rosloration grew brighter! 
He returned to Iroland with Sidney at tho 
beginning of tho following year. To the de¬ 
mand for his restoration, O’Neill roundly de- 
clarod that he should novor come into his 
country if he could keep him out. On 16 June 
1660 Sidnoy issued orders to restore Oalvagh, 
and there was ovon some talk of creating him 
Earl of Tyrconnel. 

In September Sidney, accompanied by Oal- 
vagli, IiiLdaro,and Maguire, marched north¬ 
wards through Tyrone into Tyrconnel, Done¬ 
gal, Ballysliaunon, Beleek, Bundrowes, and 
Sligo, the last with a proviso in favour 
of O’Uonor Sligo, ware formally handed over 
to Oalvagh. On 20 Oct., at Ballyskannon, 
he made public confession of his obliga¬ 
tions t.o the quoon, acknowledged her 
sovereignty, promised to assist at hostings, to 
attend parliament, to hold Ms lands from 
the crown, and ‘ if the quoen should here¬ 
after be pleased, to change the usages or 
institutions of this country, and to reduce it 
to civil order and obedience to lior laws like 
the English parts of this realm,’ to render 
her his assistance and support. 'By this 
journey,’wrote Sidney, ‘your majesty hath 
recovered to your obadienco a country of 
seventy miles in length and forty-eight 
miles in breadth, and the service of 1,000 men 
now restored to O’Donnell, and so united 
and confirmed in love towards him as they 
bo ready to follow him whithersoever he 
shall load them,’ Oalvagh, however, did not 
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live long to enjoy liis restored honours, A few 
days later, on 26 Oot 1666, as he was riding 
towards Derry, to the assistance of Colonel 
Edward Randolph [q. v.], he fell from his 
horse in a fit. But before he died he called 
his clansmen round him, and adjured them 
to continue loyal to the queen. He was 
huried in Donegal Ahbey, and his son Con 
being still O'Neill’s prisoner, his half-brother 
Hugh was immediately inaugurated O'Don¬ 
nell in his placo. The Irish. annalists 
eulogise him as ‘ a lord in understanding 
and personal shape, a hero in valour ana 
prowess, stern and fierce towards his 
enemies,kind and benign to wards his friends; 
he was so celebrated for his goodness that 
any good act of his, be it ever so great, was 
never a matter of wonder or suspicion.’ 

Oalvagh O’Donnellmavried Catherine Mac- 
lean, formerly the wife of Archibald Camp¬ 
bell, fourth earl of Argyll. She was con¬ 
sidered a very sober, wise, and no less subtle 
woman, ‘ beyng not unlornyd in the Latyn 
tong, speakyth good Trench, and as is sayd 
some lytell Italyone.’ She was the mother of 
Con O’Donnell, Calvagh’s eldest son, who was 
the father of Niall Gary O’Donnell [q. v.] 
After her capture by Shane O'Neill in 1661, 
she bore him several children. She was 
brutally ill-treated by him, being chained by 
day to a little hoy, and only released when 
required to amuse her master’s drunken 
leisure. After Shane’s death she probably 
found shelter with her kinsmen, the Mac- 
Donnells. 

[Oal. State Papers, Irol. ed. Hamilton; Cal. 
C.iraw MSS., Annals of the Four Musters, ed. 
O'Donovan; Bagwoll’s Iroland under the Tudors; 
IlarL MS. 1425.] R. D. 


O'DONNELL, DANIEL (1660-1735), 
brigadier-general in the Irish brigade in the 
French service, belonged to the family of 
ODomhuaill or O’Donnell (generally spelt by 
them O’Donoll), chiefs in Tyroonnel. O’Don¬ 
nell was a descendant of Ilugh the Dark or 
Aedh Dubh, called 1 the Achilles of the Gaels 
of Erin,’ an elder brother of Manus O’Donnell 
[q. v.],lord of Tyroonnel. His father, Torence 
or Turlough O’Donnell, and his mother, Jo¬ 
hanna, also an O’Donnell, were both of the 
county Donegal, He was horn in. 1066, and 
was appointed a captain of foot in King 
Jameses army 7 Deo. 1688, and in 1689 was 
acting colonel. Passing into the service of 
France after the treaty of Limerick, he could 
only obtain the rank of captain in the marine 
regiment of the Irish brigade. This regi¬ 
ment had been raised in Ireland for King 
James in 1689, and was commanded bv Lord 
James FitzJames, grand prior of England, a 


natural son of the king and brother of the 
Duke of Berwick. As Lord James entered 
the French navy, his regiment was called the 
* Regiment de la Marina.’ O'Donnell, whose 
commission was dated 4 Feb. 1692, served 
with this regiment on the coast of Normandy 
during the projected invasion of England, 
which was averted by Russell's victory at 
La Hogue, and afterwards in Germany in 
the campaigns of 1693-6. His regiment was 
reformed in that of Albemarle in 1698, and 
his commission as captain redated 27 April 
1698. He served in Germany in 1701, and 
afterwards in five campaigns in Italy, where 
he was present at Luzzara, the reduction of 
Borgoforte, Nago, Arco, Vercelli, Ivrea, 
"Verrua, and Ohivasso, and the battle of Oat- 
sano, and was lieutenant-colonel of the regi¬ 
ment at the Biege and battle of Turin. Trans¬ 
ferred to the Low Countries in1707,he fought 
against Marlborough at Oudenarde in 1708, 
succeeded Nicholas FitzGerald as colonel of 
a regiment 7 Aug. 1708, and commanded the 
regiment of O’Donnell of the brigade in the 
campaigns of 1709-12, including the battle 
of Malplaquet and the defence of thelincs of 
Arleux, cf Denain, Douai, Bouchain, and 
Quesnoy. ne then served under Marshal 
Villars in Germany, at the sieges of Landau 
and Freiberg, and the forcing of General 
Vaubonne's entrenchments, which led to the 
peace of Rastadt between Germany and 
Franco in March 1714. In accordance with 
an order of 6 Feb. 1716, the regiment oi 
O'Donnell was reformed, one half being trans¬ 
ferred to Colonel Francis Lee’s regiment, the 
other half to that of Major-general Mur- 
rough O'Brien, to which O'Donnell was at¬ 
tached as a * reformed ’ or supplementary 
colonel. He became a brigadier-general on 
1 Feb. 1719, and retired to St. Germain-en- 
Laye, where he died without issue on 7 July 
1786. 

A jewelled casket containing a Latin 
psalter said to have been written by the hand 
of St. Oolumba [q. v.], and known os tb 
‘ cabhaok of Golumb-Cille,’ belonged to 
gadier O’Donnell, and was regarded K 
in accordance with its traditional his 
a talisman of victory if carried into hi 
any of the Oinel Conaill. CDonnell 
it m a silver case and deposited it for s 
a Belgian monastery. He left instructio 
will that it was to he given up to whe 
could prove himself chief of the O'Donne.. 
Through an Irish abbot it was restored to Si 
Neale O'Donnell, bart., of Newport House, 
co. Mayo, during the present century. H'” 
son, Sir Richard Annesley O’Donnell . f 
baronet, entrusted the relic to the Ro 
Academy, in whose custody it st.il 1 
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[Dalton's King James's Army Lists, 2nd adit., the street, exlmusti 
Dublin, 18G1 j O'OaUaghan’s Irish Brigades. in O’Neill heard of hii 
the Service of Franca.Q-lasgow, 1870; Facsimiles to demand hostages, 
of National MSS. of Ireland, ed. Gilbert.] deliberating when 

H. M, 0. brother of Godfrey, 

O’DONNELL, GODFBEY (d. 1258), time in Scotland, ca.ua up, ana was at on 
Irish chief, was son of Domhnall Mor elected chief. To the envoys of Bri# 
O’Donnell, chief of the Ginel Oonaill, who O’Neill he replied ‘ Go mbiadha domhanf<r 
died in 1241, and was son of ligneachan ag gach fer’ (' Every man ought to liavehn 
O’Donnell, also chief, who died in 1207. own world’). O’Neill went home and 
When his brother, Maelsheaohlainn O'Don- poets compared Domhnall’s advent to that 
nell, was hilled bv Maurice FitzGerald in of Tuathal Teachimhar, who returned from 
1247, Kuoidhri O’Oannanain was madsohiof Scotland after the massacre of the Milesian 
of tho Cinel Oonaill, to a branch of which, chiofs by the Aitkeck Tuatha, and restore! 
senior to O’Donnell, he belonged; hut in the monarchy. - uj 

1248 the tribe banished him, and made [Annaln Kioghaohta Eireaim, ed. O’Donovo 

Godfrey (in Irish Goffimidh) chief. Ruaidliri vol. iii. Dublin, 1861; Annals of Lock 06 m 0 nl 
O’Oannanain, who had fled to Tyrone, Ser,), od. Hennessy, vol. j.; information from 
brought the Oinel Eogliain against him, hut the late Bev. Anthony Hastings of Kilmaeronan- 
they wore defeated and Buaidkri slain, In and local observation.] y, jj ' 

1249 Godfrey ravaged Lower Connaught, O’DONNELL, IIDGH BALLDEABG 
and in 1262 made an expedition into Tyrone, (d. 1704), Irish soldier of fortune, was tie 
Brian O’Noill [q, v.] followed his retreat, but son of John O’Donnell, a Spanish officer and 
was beaten off, and f he Cinel Oonaill got of Oatlierino O’Rourlte, but was born in Ire- 

home with their plunder. Ini 250 he marched land. His grandfather was Hugh O’Donnell 

into Fermanagh, and thence into Breifne Ui of Bamelton, who died in 1649, after taking 
Euairc, now the oo. Leitrim, and brought an active part in the proceedings of the 
haolr spoil and hostages. Maurice Fitz- catholic confederation. This Hugh, who wea 
Gerald attacked him in 1267 at Boscede known ns ‘ Tho O’Donnell,’ was grandson of 
near Drumoliff, co. Sligo. He and Maurice Galvagh [q.v.], who diod, the undoubted head 
FitzGerald fought a eingle combat, and both of the DTjonnolls, in Oot ober 1500. Calvogh’s 
were wounded severely. The English were daughter Mary married Shane O’NeiUTq, yl 
defeated, and driven out of this part of and his eldest son, Con, was Hugh of Ramel- 
Connaught. On the march back to Donegal ton's father. The chiefry passed inElizabeth’B 
he destroyed an English castle at Oaeluisce, time to a younger branch, who acquired the 
on the river Erno. O’Donnoll retired to the earldom or Tyrconnel [see O’DommiiyEoBr, 
crannog, or artificial fortified island, in Lough first Eaui. os TvROOinsnm] ; and Burke, who 
Beathach in the haronv of Kilmaeronan. had such information as the Austrian O'Don- 
The glen in which the lake lies has steep nells could give, supposes that Hugh Albert, 
cliffs or woodod slopes on two sidos, and the the last titular earl, who diod childless in 
ends, though more open, are only accessible 164 2, made Hugh Baildearg his testamentary 
through a difficult country. The crannog heir, thus restoring the headship of the clan 
was one of the last in regular use in Ireland, to the elder line. The name Baildearg, which 
and was a fortress till the reign of James I. moans 'red spot/ is derived from a personal 
Even in the last century the island was peculiarity found in several members of the 
occasionally nsed as a place of refuge, nis family. Burke says that Gonal O’Donnell, 
wounds kept him in bed for a year, and at who was made lord-lieutenant of Donegal 
the end of that time Brian O’Neill sent by James II (Kura, State qf the Protettants, 
messengers to demand hostages in token of App. p, 8 ), was Hugh Balldearg’s brother, 
submission from him. O’Donnell summoned Hugh O’Donnell himself had some property 
the Oinel Oonaill, and ordered himself to be in Spain, whore he was known as Count 
carried among them on an arack, or litter, O’Donnell, and commanded an Irish regi- 
andset off to fight O'Neill. The Oinel Oonaill ment there, with the rank of brigadier. In 
came up with the Oinel Eogkain on the river 1689 he was refused leave to go to Ireland, 
Swilly, near the present town of Letter- where he might bo of some use to Louis XIV, 
kenny. Tho Oinel Eogkain wore defeated, and went eeeretly to Lisbon, where lie pub- 
and O’Neill retreated, and lost many pri- lisked a manifesto, and put himself in com- 
soners and horses and property. Aftor the munication with the French ambassador, 
victory Godfrey O’Donnell was carried on He reached Cork in July 1690, four days after 
his bier into Oonwal, close to Letterlceuny, the battle of the Boyne, and visited the fugi- 
and died when the bier was put down in tive king on board ship at Kinsale harbour. 
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James recommended him to Tyrconnel, the 
Anglo-Irish. Talbot, who had taken, the title 
oftneCelticO’Donnells. Tyrconnel gave him 
a commission to raise five thousand men, and 
as many more as possible. By the magic of his 
nnme, and with the help of an old prophecy 
that Ireland should be saved by an O’Donnell 
with a red spot, he raised ten thousand men 
in Ulster before the year was out, and told 
Avans that he could easily have thirty thou¬ 
sand if arms and ammunition were provided 
(Avattx, Negotiations^ p. 788). lie granted 
commissions to some of the leading rapparees 
(SroBT, p. 07). According to Melfort (Ma- 
carice Extidium, p. 469), ‘ the very friars and 
some of the bishops had taken arms to follow 
him.’ But jealousies between tho old Anglo- 
Irish catholics of the Pale and the old Irish 
of Ulster were nearly as rife as in Owen 
Roe O’Neill’s time, and O’Donnell's com¬ 
plaints against Tyrconnel appear to have 
been very well founded (74. pp. 126-8). In. 
March 1090-1 many of his men had dis¬ 
banded for want of arms, but he had always 
a few hundreds about him, and during the 
battle of Aughrim on 12 July ho occupied 
tbis rabble in burning the town of Tuam and 
the archiepiscopal palace there. He made 
overtures to General Godert de Ginlcel [q. v.] 
at the same time, but this did not prevonthim 
from pretending to relieve Gulway from the 
western side. Six regiments of foot and four 
of horse, under Hugh Mackay [q. v.], passed 
the Corrib at Menlough on pontoons, and 
O'Donnell withdrew into Mayo, plundering 
and destroying. In September, after some 
further feints, he openly joined the William- 
ites before Sligo witli one thousand men. 
Ginkel only half trusted him, and warned 
John Michelbovne [q. v.] to be on hiB guard 
(£[ist. MSS. Comm. 4th Rep. p. 828). Lord 
Granard nevertheless gave him a small sepa¬ 
rate command (D’Alton, Annals, i. 278), 
and he certainly contributed to the fall of 
Sligo. O'Donnell demanded the earldom of 
Tyrconnell and 2,0001. for expenses, and 
complained that his negotiations with Ginkel 
were published in, the 1 London Gazette ’ of 
13 Aug.; but Story says (p. 188) * those 
who have seen Balldearg will believe that 
it was partly his own fault,’ On 7 Oct. 
O’JDonnell met Ginkel before Limerick, and 
terms were arranged ; but few of hie men 
followed him (Life of James, ed. Olarke, 
p. 464). A pension of 600 1. a year was 
settled on him for life, and there was an in¬ 
tention to employ him in Ireland, hut this 
was abandoned in deference to the protestant 
interest (Jacobite Narrative, ed. Gilbert, p. 
189). 

Irish writers generally liavo dealt hardly 
VOL. XIV. 
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with O’Uonnell’s memory, but Burke offers 
such defence os is possible. According to 
this account, he only took enough from wil¬ 
liam III to compensate him for the loss of 
his military rank in Spain, and he after¬ 
wards fought for the house of Austria as a 
volunteer in the Netherlands and in Italy. 
He returned to Spain in 1097, was reinstated 
in the army, and died a maior-general in 
1704. 

[Story's Continuation of his Impartial Hist, 
of Ware in Ireland; O'Kelly’s Maeariee Eiei- 
diiun, ed. O'Oallnghan; Ndgoeiations de M. le 
Comte d'Avaux enlrlande, containing Balldearg 
O'Donnell’s interesting memoir on Irish races 
and parties; Life of James II, ed. Clarke, vol. ii.; 
London Gazette, Mareh-October 1691; Jacobite 
Narrative of Wars in Ireland, ed. Gilbort 
(known to Macaulay as Light to the Blind); 
D’Alton'a Annals of Boylo; King’s State of the 
Protestants under James II; Burke’s Dormant 
and Extinct Peerage, od. 1866 ; Hardiman’s 
Hist, of Galway; Macaulay’s Hist, of England, 
eh rvi. and xvii.] R. B-l. 

O’DONNELL, HUGH ROE (1671P- 
1002), lord of Tyrconnel, grandson of Manus 
O'Donnell [q. v.J, and eldest son of Sir Hugh 
MacManus O’Donn ell and Inaenduv MacDon- 
nell, daughter of James MacDonnell, lord of 
tho Isles, was horn about 1671. Rory O’Don¬ 
nell fq. v.] was his brother. Bus father, Sir 
Hugh, had succeeded to the lordship of Tvr- 
connel on the death of his half-brother, Cal- 
vagh O’Donnell [q. v.], in 1606, hut his right 
was disputed by Calvagh’s illegitimate son 
Hugh, called by some MacDeoganach, or the 
eon of the Deacon O’GollaghBr. For a long 
time past there had existed two parties in 
Tyrconnel—the one inclining to an alliance 
with the English, the other siding with the 
O'Neills. The accession of Sir Hugh was 
more or less a triumph for the anti-English 
party; but Sir Hugh was a wary politician, 
and tried to avoid giving offence to either 
side, By doing so he forfeited the confidence 
of his own party without entirely satisfying 
the government, Under the influence of his 
wife, Ineenduv, Sir Hugh, while stoutly pro- 
testinghie loyalty, drifted mors and more into 
opposition. Sir John Perrot [q. v,], who dis¬ 
believed his assertions and was jealous of his 
alliance with the Hebridean Scots, fearing 
complications like those which had occurred 
in Antrim, placed the oountry under military 
control,though subsequently, in 1686jhe con¬ 
sented to withdraw the garrison on Sir Hugh 
agreeing to pay a composition of seven hundred 
beeves. Meanwhile Hugh Roe O’Donnell was 
rising to manhood under the super virion of his 
foster-parent, MacSuibhne na cITuath, and his 
party were filled with joy at the prospect of 
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l!u> realm! ion n f an ancient pruphrey, which 
declared that, when one Hugh should suc¬ 
ceed another Hugh immediately and lawfully 
as O'Donnell, the land should be freed from 
the yoke of the foreigner. 

Sir Hugh having neglected to rodeom his 
promise or surrender hostages for his loyalty, 
1'errot in September 1G87 sent a vessel laden 
with wine round to Lough Swilly, and the 
master having inveigled Hugh Roe and his 
companions, Daniel MacSwmoy and Hugh 
O’Gallagher, on board, under pret once of hos¬ 
pitality, shut the hatches on them and sailed 
hack to Dublin. They wero immediately in¬ 
carcerated in Dublin Castle. Their capture 
caused an immense sensation, and Ilugh 
Roe's father-in-law, tho Earl of Tyrone, 
allured 1,000 1. i'ar his release, After linger¬ 
ing in prison for mine than tlwoe years, Hugh 
Roe and his companions managed to escape 
early in 1091. They suecoodod in reaching 
the 'Wicklow mountains; but Hugh Roe, 
after seeking shelter with Pheliiu O’Tonlo at 
Castlekevin, was recaptured and oarriod back 
to Dublin. This time extra precautions wero 
taken for his safe onslody; hut, though 
heavily ironed, he was able, with the help of 
a file and alongBilken rope secretly conveyed 
to him, to effect his escape and that of his 
fellow-prisoners, lfenry and Art O'Neill, tho 
sons of Shane O’Neill [q. v.], on Christmas- 
evo 159J. A flor two days’ wandering among 
tho mountains and exposure to intense cold, 
they were discovered by friends almost within 
sight of Ballinacor. Art O’Neill died from 
the effects of his privations, hut Hugh re¬ 
vived sufficiently to he removed to a soli! ary 
house in tho woods of Glenmaluro, whoro ho 
was affectionately nursed. 

Tho news of his escape was soon noised 
abroad, and, a messenger from tho Earl of 
Tyrone arriving f o usoort him homo, he passed 
the Liffey near Dublin, avoiding Drogheda, 
and, taking tho high road through Dundalk, 
reached Dungannon in safety. After resting 
thero for a few days ho was escorted by Hugh 
Maguiro fq. v.] to Ballyshaunon on the con¬ 
fines of his own country. His old rival, 
Hugh MaoDeaganaoh, was no longer alive, 
having boon murdered at the instigation of 
Incenduv; but the country was torn with 
dissensions and ontiroly at the mercy of Tur- 
lough Luineaoh O’Neill [q. v.] and an Eng¬ 
lish garrison at Donegal undor Captain 
Willis, who kept Sir Hugh ‘as a thrall or 
vassal to bo, as it were, a guide for him in tho 
country,’ With the help of a few faithful 
followers, Hugh Roe at once marohod to 
Donegal and expolled Willis and his soldiers. 
But the pain in his feet, which had been 
badly frost-bitten during his escape, increas¬ 


ing, he returned to Ballyehonnon, and bv 
the advice of his physicians, submitted to 
have his groat toes amputated. The operation 
afforded him relief, but it was many months 
before lie was enmplot ely cured. As soon as 
he was able to leave his bed he summoned 
a meeting of tho clan to Kilmacrenan at 
the beginning of May, and, his father hevine 
voluntarily surrendered the chieftaincy in 
his favour, he was inaugurated O’Do nnell 
with the customary ceremonies, though not 
without signs of dissatisfaction on the part 
of his cousin, Niall Garv O’Donnell [q. v.l 
Taking advantage of the occasion,heimine- 
diately invaded the territory of Turlounh 
Luineaoh O’Neill; hut fearing leBt his con- 
duct might provoke the lord deputy, Sir Wil¬ 
liam Fitwilliam [n. v.], to retaliatory mea¬ 
sures, he despatched letters to the state 
explaining his eloction as O’Donnell and hit 
reasons for invading Tnrlough Luineaoh, 
offering, if tho deputy would lend him 800/! 
or 000/., to repair to him in person. Htz- 
william, who recognised tho necessity of con¬ 
ciliating him, reprimanded him for his arro¬ 
gant demeanour, but promised, if he would 
meet him at Dundalk by 0 July, to pardon 
Ills eBcnno and lend him 2001. It is not likely 
that O’-llunnoH’R offers were meant Beriously 
but, by the advicn of tho Earl of throne, 
who was anxious to improve his position with 


the govornmont, ho yioldod a reluctant con¬ 
sent, and on 1 Ang. arrived at Dundalk 
‘ And the next dav, m the afternoon, in the 
church thoro, before a great assembly, deli¬ 
vered his humble submission, making great 
show of sorrow for his misdemeanours com¬ 
mitted, prolesting hereafter to hold a more 
dutiful course of life, and very willingly 
yielded himself to be sworn to perform the 
several parts of liis submission and cer¬ 
tain other articles.’ His submission greatly 
strengthened his position in Tyrconnel, and 
he at once took advantage of it to crush his 
opponontSjParticularly Sir John O’Dogheity, 
father of Oahir [q. v.j, whom he placed m 
confinement, But there can bo no question 
that his submission was merely a ruse to gain 
time in which to perfect measures of hostility 
to the govornmont. In January 1593 in¬ 
formation roach od Eitzwilliam that emissaries 
from tho pope and king of Spain, chief among 
whom was Edmund Mugauran [J.v.l titular 
primate of all Iroland, were hospitawyenter- 
tained by him, and from letters preserved at 
SinmnoaB (O’Oldky, p. 1) it is beyond die- 
put e that application was at this time made 
by him and Tyrone to Spain for assistant, 
In March he wros ted Bolleok from HughDuve 
O’Donnell, and shortly afterwards seoured 
Bundroes, thus opening for himself a pas- 



O’Donnell 883 O’Donnell 


sage into Lower Connaught, over which he 
was determined, when strong enough, to 
exercise the ancient rights of hie elan, Ilngh 
Jlagnira was drawn into the alliance, and, 
at O’Donnell’s instigation, he in June at¬ 
tacked and defeated Sir Richard Bingham at 
Tulsk, co. Roscommon. When preparations 
were made to punish Maguire, O’Donnell, 
instead of closing the fords of the Erne 
against him, allowed his cattle to find 
refuge in Tyrconnel ; and, as Bingham was 
credibly informed, spent four days in his 
company, arranging a plan of defence. ‘ As 
for O’Donnell,' remarks his biographer, 'it 
was a great affliction of mind and soul to him 
that the English should go baek as they had 
done. But yet, ns they did not attack him, 
he did not attack them, on account of the 
unprepared state in which he was, and he 
left a large body of his peoplo at the afore¬ 
said ford, which ha gave for Maguire's pro¬ 
tection, though he withdrew himself by com¬ 
mand of O’Neill, for there were messages 
between them secretly, without the know¬ 
ledge of the English.’ But after the capture 
of Enniskillen early in 1594 he refused to he 
bound any longer by Tyrone’s Fabian tactics, 
and in June eat down before the castle, 
rowing not to leave the siege before he had 
eaten the lasL cow in his country. News of 
the arrival of a body of Scottish mercenaries 
under Donald Gorme MacDonnell and 
M'Leod of Arran compelled him to go to 
Deny, hut he left the main body of his army 
under Maguire. During his absence Sir 
Henry Duke and the garrison of Philipstown 
made an attempt to relieve Enniskillen, hut 
they were defeated by Maguire with great 
loss at the battle of ‘ the ford of the biscuits.’ 
The castle was subsequently relieved by Sir 
William Russell [q. v.], hut in May 1695 
was recaptured by Maguire. 

On his return to Tyrconnel, O’Donnell, in 
order to throw dust in the deputy’s eyes, 
offered to submit! but tho following year, 
1596, opened with a marauding expedition 
into Connaught, in which, it is said by his 
biographer, O'Donnell ‘spared no one over 
fifteen years of age who could not speak 
Irish.’ In April he invaded tho Annaly, in 
conjunction with Maguire and Tyrone’s bro¬ 
ther, CormacMacBaronO’Neill,and captured 
the castle of Longford, the constable, Chris¬ 
topher Brown, who was held to ransom at 
120k, his wife, and two thousand head of 
cattle. The governor of Sligo, George Bing¬ 
ham the younger, retaliated by destroying 
the Carmelite monastery at Rathmullen, ana 
plundering Tory Island. But on his return 
he was murdered by Ulick Burke, a oousin 
of the Earl of Olanricarde, who handed the 


castle over to O’Donnell. The possession of 
Sligo was a great acquisition, and laid Con¬ 
naught at his feet. In August M'Leod of 
Arran returned with a contingent of Scottish 
mercenaries, and O'Donnell again invaded 
Connaught. He successfully withstood a de¬ 
termined attempt on the part of Sir Richard 
Bingham to recover Sligo Castle, and, in order 
that it should not fall into Bingham’s hands, 
he destroyed it, together with thirteen other 
fortresses. lie was now practically master 
of Connaught, and, having interfered to pre¬ 
vent the Burkes submittingto Sir William 
Russell, he set up a Mao william, a Mac- 
Dermot, and an O’Conor Sligo of his own. 
Having some time previously repudiated his 
wife, the daughter of the Earl of Tyrone, he 
was anxious, probably for political reasons, 
to contract an alliance with the Lady Mar¬ 
garet Burke, daughter of the Earl of Clanri- 
carde, and, in order to avoid her forcible ab¬ 
duction, the young lady was placed under 
tho protection of a merchant or Galway. 

Towards the close of the year O’Donnell 
and Tyrone consented to an armistice, and 
in the beginning of 1696 commissioners 
"Wallop and Gardiner were sent to Dundalk 
to treat for peace. But O’Donnell, though 
he agreed to go to the Narrow Acre, flatly 
refused to enter Dundalk, and the commis¬ 
sioners were fain to treat in the open fields a 
mile outside the town. Liberty of conscience, 
pardon for himself and his followers, recog¬ 
nition of his claims in Lower Connaught and 
Inishowen, and exemption from the juris¬ 
diction of a sheriff, were the only terms on 
which he would treat, and these not being 
granted he returned home, strongly urging 
Tyrone to put an end to the cessation. He 
was confirmed in Ms determination by the 
arrival shortly afterwords of a messenger from 
Spain, bearing a letter to Tyrone. There con 
he no question as to the nature of the reply 
sent by O’Donnell, Tyrone, O’Rourke, and 
the other chiefs, for their letters are extant 
(O’Cleky, p. lxxviii), hut at the time they 
were suocessfiil indeludingthe government 
with their professions of loyalty. Assured 
of the favour of Philip II, O’Donnell’s great 
object was to postpone an open rupture till 
the autumn, when assistance from Spain was 
expected, and to establish his authority in 
Connaught on a firm basis. With this object, 
he and Tyrone proffered their assistance to 
Sir John Norris [q.v.] for the purpose of 
restoring order in Oonnaught ( and in June 
O'Donnell actually went thither for the 
avowed purpose of inducing O’Rourke (Brian 
Oge) and MacWilliam (Theobald Burke) to 
submit. Nothing, of course, come of his 
intervention, and Norris, whose belief in 
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Tyrone's loyalty reached infatuation, per¬ 
sisted in hoping against hope, attributing his 
failure to Bussell's bad faith in detaining 
Philip's letter to Tyrone. At the end of 
August two 1 harks of adviso ’ were an¬ 
nounced to have arrived at Killybegs, and 
O’Donnell, Tyrone, and O’Rourke at once 
posted thither. Letters signed by them 
addressed to the king of Spam, the Infante, 
and Don Juan d’Aquila, were betrayed to the 
government by Tyrone’s secretary,Nott, after 
wbieli further dissimulation was impossible. 

Towards the end of the year Donough 
O’Oonor Sligo was restored; and O’Donnell, 
after vainly trying to win him over by bribes 
and threats, again invaded Connaught in 
January 1697. Accompanied by Mao Wil¬ 
liam (Theobald Burke), he plundered O'Conor 
Sligo's adherents, fired Atlienry, and harried 
the country to the very gates 01 Galway, re¬ 
turning to Tyrconnol laden with an immense 
quantity of booty. "With the exception of 
’Thomond the whole province lay at his 
mercy, when Sir Conyors Clifford [q. v.] 
arrived in February to vindicate tho autho¬ 
rity of the crown. Owing to the amallticf fl 
of the force at his disposal, Clifford was for 
some time compelled to act maiuly on the 
defensive j hut, with his assistance, O'Conor 
Sligo succeeded in March in establishing 
himself in Sligo, mid in forcing O’Donnell 
to retreat across the Erne. In May Theo¬ 
bald Burke was expelled from Mayo; and, 
stimulated by liis success, Clifford in July- 
made an attempt to capture Ballysbannon. 
lie succeeded hi crossing the Erne, but was 
repulsed with heavy Iohs by O’Donnell in 
the neighbourhood of Ballyshannon, Re¬ 
lieved from all apprehension on the side of 
Connaught, O’Donnell maTohed to assist 
Tyrone in an attack on the new fort on the 
Bluclrwater, but subsequently consented to 
a cessation of hostilities, On tho renewal 
of the war in the following summer he again 
went to Tyrone’s assistance, and took part in 
the memorable defeat of Sir Henry llagnal 
at the Yellow Ford on 14 Aug. But bearing 
that Clifford lmd designs on Ballymote, he 
marched thither, and, having forced Mac- 
Donough to surrender it, he fixed his resi¬ 
dence there and plundered Connaught, and 
Thomond at his pleasure. But his main 
object was to reduce O'Gonor Sligo, and ac¬ 
cordingly, in the summer of 1699, lie be¬ 
sieged bun in Collooncy Castle. Essex sent 
Clifford to O'Oonor’s assistance; hut O’Don¬ 
nell, who was fully informed of his move¬ 
ments, despatched a strong force under 
O’Rourko against him, While orossing the 
Curlews Clifford was attacked by O'Rourke 
and utterly defeated, O'Oonor Sligo there¬ 


upon submittud, and his example was fol 
lowed by Tbeobald-na-Long(son of Richard 
of-tke-Iron Burke) [see Malbi, v, 
cholab]. 

The death of Hugh Maguire early in leoo 
and the question ol the appointment of fo’ 
successor, led to a serious difference of opinion 
between O’Donnell and Tyrone, the former 
supporting the oloims of Maguire’s brother 
Ouconnocht, the latter those of his son Conor 
In the end O’Donnell carried tlrn day, but 
not without giving great offence to Tyrone. 
In May Sir llenrv Docwra [q. v.] arrived 
in Lough Foylo, and succeeded in entrenching 
himself at Derry. O’Donnell, who was thm 
at Ballymote, sent his cousin Niall Gary to 
dislodge him, while he himself went on a 
marauding expedition into Thomond. The 
summer passed away, and Docwra t ontimung 
to defy Niall Garv, O’Donnell marched 
again8thim in September; hut failing to draw 
him from his entrenchments, he returned to 
Ballymoto, and was already preparing for a 
fresli campaign into Thomond when he was 
hastily recalled by the news that Nioll Garv 
littd gone ovur to Docwra and that Lifford 
had fallen into his hands. After several de- 
t ermined hut unsuccessful attempts to re¬ 
cover the place, O’Donnell retired across the 
Finn into wintor quarters. His spirits were 
somewhat revived by the arrival shortly 
afterwards from Spain of Mntlhow de Oviedo 
with a considerable supply of money and 
arms, which he Bbared equally with Tyrone, 
But his policy of aggression was boguming 
to bear its natural fruit, and old Ulick Burke, 
earl of Clanricardo, having died inMay 1601, 
his successor, Richard, prepared to attack 
O'Donnell in his own country. Ever prone 
to strike tho first blow, O’Donnell moved 
towards Ballymote. Ilis absence afforded 
Niall Garv an opportunity, whicbhe did not 
neglect, to capturo Donegal and to fortify the 
abbey. Recalledby this fresh disaster, O’jDon- 
ncll was still ongaged in besieging the place 
when the news of the arrival of the Spaniards 
in Kiusale Harbour roochpd him. 

Immediately raising tkeeiegeancl collecting 
all his followers together at Ballymote, he 
moved rapidly southwards, plundering his 
enainies by the way and successfully evading 
Sir George OaretVj who had been sent to in¬ 
tercept him. Fixing his camp at Bandon, he 
was joined there at the end of November by 
Tyrone, when the two chiefs moved to Bel- 
goly, intercepting all communications be¬ 
tween the English investing Kinsale and tbe 
surrounding country. Both seem to have 
been agreed as to the policyof starving outthe 
English; but the impatience, or perhaps the 
privations, of the Spanish commander urging 
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them to take the offensive, it was agreed to 
make a night attack on the besiegers, The 
attack proved an ntter fiasco, O'Donnell’s 
guide lost bis way in tha dark, and bis con¬ 
tingent never came into action at all. Es¬ 
treating in disorder tolnisbannon, tbe ques¬ 
tion of renewing tbe attack was debated ; but 
O'Donnell, who was indignant at tbeirfailirre, 
and particularly with tie behaviour of tbe 
Spanish commander, Don Juan d’Aquila, so 
that ‘he did not sleep orrest for threeaays and 
three nights after,’ refused to listen to tbe 
proposal, and having transferred bis autho¬ 
rity to his brother, Eory O'Donnell, first 
earlofTyrconnel [q.v.],he sailed from Cas- 
tlehavon to Spain on 6 Jan. 1602. Arriving 
on the 14th at Corufia, where he was hos¬ 
pitably entertained by the Conde de Carapena, 
he proceeded to Zamora, where he obtained 
an audience with Philip III. He was gra¬ 
ciously received, but his complaints were lis¬ 
tened to coldly, and he was omered to return 
to Coruna. The summer passed away and no¬ 
thing was done. Sick at heart with hope de¬ 
ferred,and vexed with himself for havinggona 
onsuab a fruitless errand, he complained bit¬ 
terly to Philip of his treatment. The disgrace 
of D’Aquila revived hia credit, and in August 
he was summoned to court. But he was 
taken seriously ill at Simancas, and, after 
lingering sixteen days, he died on 10 Sept. 

It was rumoured that ha met hie death by 
foul play; and there can he little doubt that 
he was poisoned by one James Blake of 
Galway, with the cognisance, if not at the 
instigation, of Sir George Oarew (of. Cal. 
Carew MSS. iv. 241. 860). Hie body was 
removed to Valladolid, and 'buried in the 
chapter of the monastery of St. Francis with 
great honour and respect, in the most solemn 
manner any Gael ever before had been in¬ 
terred.’ 

[Celery's Life of Hugh Hoe O’Donnell, trans¬ 
lated by Edward O’Keilly and edited by the 
Ebv. Denis Murphy, Dublin, 1893, from amanu- 
script in the Boynl Irish Academy, is the prin¬ 
cipal and beet authority. Another copy of the 
translation is in the British Museum, Egerton 
MS. 133. Additional sources of information are: 

CsL State Papers, Ireland. Eliz.; Col. Carew 
MSS. j Stafford’s Pacata Hibernia; Bawlinson's 
Life of Perrot; Eynes Moryson’s Itinerary; 
O'SuUivan-Baare's Hiatori® Catholic® Hibernia 
Compendium ; Annals of the Four Masters, 
chiefly extracts from O'Claiy's Life; Docwra’s 
Narration, ed. O’Donovan; O’Eorke’s Hist, of 
Sligo; Irish Genealogies in Hurl. MS. 1425J 
3. D. 

O’DONNELL, JOHNFRANCIS (1837- 
18741, poet, horn in the oity of Limerick 
in 1837, was the son of a shopkeeper in 
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humble position. He received his education 
in the primary schools of the Christian 
brothers, and, having acquired a knowledge 
of shorthand, joined as a reporter, in Ms seven¬ 
teenth year, the staff of the ’ Munster News,’ 
a bi-weekly paper published in Limerick. At 
the same time he began to contribute verse 
to the ‘Nation,’ the organ of tbe Young 
Ireland party, and continued to write prose 
and poetry for it till hie death, twenty yews 
later. After spending two years as reporter 
on the 1 Munster News,’ O’Donnell was ap¬ 
pointed sub-editor on the 1 Tipperary Ex¬ 
aminer,’ published in Clonmel; and in 1860 
he proceeded to London, where he obtained 
an appointment on the ‘ Universal News,’ a 
weekly organ of Roman catholic and Irish 
nationalist opinion. Hu also contributed 
verse to ‘Chambers's Journal’ and ‘All 
the Year Bound.’ Charles Dickens, who 
than edited the latter journal, wrote the 
young poet an encouraging letter, and Bhowed 
kindly interest in him. 

In 1882 O'Donnell joined in Dublin the 
editorial staff of the ‘Nation,’ then edited by 
Mr. A. M, Sullivan, and also acted as editor 
of ‘ Duffy’s Hibernian Magazine,’ a monthly 
publication; but, with the restlessness which 
characterised him through life, he was again 
in London in 1804 as editor of thB ‘Universal 
News,’ and the next year hB became Bub- 
editor of the ‘ Tablet/ the organ of the Eng¬ 
lish Homan catholics. He retained the post 
till 1868. At this time the fenian movement 
was convulsing the country. It isuncertain 
whether or no O'Donnell was a rnsmber of 
the revolutionary organisation, hut he was 
one of its ablest propagandists in the press. 
The passionate nationalism of the numerous 
poems which, under the noms ds guerre of 
‘Caviare’ and ‘Monkton West,’ he contri¬ 
buted to the Dublin national journals swelled 
the ranks of the Irish republican brotherhood. 
He also acted as London correspondent of the 
‘Irish People/ the organ of ths fenian move¬ 
ment, wliich, with John O’Leary as its editor, 
was founded in November 1808, and was sup¬ 
pressed by the government in September 

In September 1878 O’Donnell obtained 
an appointment in the London office of the 
agent-general of New Zealand. He died, 
after a brief illness, on 7 May 1874, aged 37, 
and was buried at Kensal Green, London, 

Absorbed in journalism, O’Donnell found 
little time for purely litewy work. ‘Tho 
Emerald Wreath/ a collection of his prose 
and verse, published in Dublin as a Christ¬ 
mas annual in 1866, and ‘ Memories of the 
Irish Franciscans/ a volume of verse (1871), 
were his only substantial contributions to 



O’Donnell 88s O’Donnell 


literature, Under tlie auspices of the South¬ 
wark Irish Literary Sooiety, O’Donnell's 
poems were published in 1801, and his grave 
was marked by a Celtic cross. 

[MacDonngh’s Irish Graves in England, 
Dublin, 1888 ; O’Donnoll's Poems, with an In¬ 
troduction by Richard Dowling, London, 1801.] 

M. MaoD. 

O’DONNELL, MANUS (d, 1604), lord 
of Tyrconnel, eldest sou of 13 ugh Duv O’Don¬ 
nell, liad apparently attained the age of man¬ 
hood in 1610, in which year he was appointed 
deputy-governor of 'l'yrconucl during his 
father’s two yours’absence on a pilgrimage 
to Home, lie established a reputation fi>r 
military ability, which subsequent events 
confirmed, in defending his country from the 
attacks of the O’Neills. Ilis father’s ill-health 
after liis return placed the government of tho 
couutiy mainly in the hands of Manus, and 
he took an active personal share in the almost 
continuous warfare that prevailed with his 
neighbours. 

Manus's predominance aroused the jealousy 
of Ms brothers, who raised afaction, supported 
by their father at the instigation of Ins mis¬ 
tress, against him. The quarrel reached a 
climax m 1681. At Hugh O’Donnell’s re¬ 
quest Maguiro interposed In tlio interests of 
peace, and attacked Manus and liis sons, who 
were oncamped in the barony of Btiphoe. Tho 
attack failed, but it forced Manus into an 
alliance with liis former foe, O'Neill, with 
whoso assistance ho succcodcd in re-establish¬ 
ing his authority in Tyrconnel. His alliance 
with O’Neill naturally attracted tho att ent ion 
of the English government, and Sir "William 
Skoflington [q. v.] talked of tlio necessity of 
interfering, hut nothing was done ; and Hugh 
O'Donuell having died on 6 .Tilly 1687, Manus 
wasinaugurnted. 1 ad saxum juxta oocl osiam de 
Kilmacrenau,’ O’Donnell in hie place ‘ by the 
successors of St, Oolumbkillo, with the per¬ 
mission and by the advice of the nobles of 
Tirconnell, both lay and eoclosiastical,’ 
Shortly after his inauguration he wroto to 
Lord Leonard Grey protesting his loyalty, 
explaining his quarrel with Ms father, and 
promising to do ‘ as good sorvico as evor my 
l'ader dud to the uttermost of my powor,’ 
But his marriage early in the next year with 
the Lady Eleanor Fitzgerald, sister of ‘Silken 
Thomas ’ and widow of Mae Oarthy Raagh, 
and a rumour that he aud O’Neill had en¬ 
tered into o leaguo to restore the young heir 
to the earldom of Kildare, did not give much 
hope that he would redosm his promise. 
Grey failed to induce him to surrender the 
young Gerald, and in August 1689 O’Donnell 
and O'Noill invaded the Pale with an im¬ 
mense army. The two chiefs wore on thoir 


way homewards ladon with plunder, and had 
already leachud Bellahoe, the ford which 
separates Meath from Monaghan, whan they 
wore overtaken and utterly routed by tha 
lord-deputy. In tho following year O’Don¬ 
nell, O’Neill, and O’Brien combined to over¬ 
run the Pale, but their plot was frustrated 
by the vigilance of lord-justice Sir William 
Brereton; and O’Donnell, who about this 
time was compelled to turn his arms against 
his own brothers, John of Lurg, Egneghan 
and Donough, of whom ho hanged the first’ 
and placed the latter two in strict confine¬ 
ment, found plenty to occupy his attention 
at homo. 

In July 1641 he expressed a wish to ‘in- 
tsveommon ’ with the lord-deputy, Sir An¬ 
thony St, Lugor, whom he promised to meet 
at tho beginning of August in O'Reilly’s 
country (co. Oavan). Ho kept his promise, 
‘ and, afLor long conimunycacion had upon’ 
dyvers articles,’ ‘ he bothe condeseendid and 
iudontid lobe your Majesties true, faythe- 
full subjects,’ promising' to renounce the pri¬ 
macy and authority ol tho pope, to attend 
parliament, to receive and held his lands 
from tho king, and to take such title as it 
pleased the king to confer on him. He ex¬ 
pressed a wish to be created Earl of Sligo, 
evidently in tho liopo that, if his wish were 
granted, it would establish his claim to tks 
overlordship of lower Counaught; for ever 
binco his inauguration not a year had elapsed 
without ono, and somotimes even two expe¬ 
ditions for tho purposo of collecting ‘hisfall 
tribute andhoBtages’ from the inhabitants 
(see Wood-Matchn’s Hist, of Slir/o, i. 379, 
fortho curious conditions on which he granted 
tho ‘ bard&clid ’ or wardenslrip of Sligo to 
Teigo, sou of Catkal Oge O’Oonor. O’Conor 
Sligo had acknowledged his suzerainty in 
1689). liis wish was not gratified, though 
Ileury offered to create Mm earl of Tyrcon¬ 
nel; but Ms submission was hailed with 
satisfaction by the government as the begin¬ 
ning of a now era in Ireland, and the support 
which ho rendered St. Leger against O’Neill 
in the autumn of 1611 confirmed the good 
impression lie had oveatod. His request in 
May 1642 to bo excused from personal at¬ 
tendance on parliament ‘turn ob distancism 
(haul mediocrem) looorum, in qsibus agitnr 
pai'liamentum, adde iter esse minima tutum,’ 
raised somo doubts as to bis loyalty. But 
these provod unfouudod, lie sent Ins eldest 
son, Calvagk [q. v,], to excuse his conduct, 
and to promiso that ho would repair as 
soon os possible to England. Early in the 
following yoar rumours were ouvreut of 
an alliance between him and Argyll; and 
though St. Leger was iueliued to pises 
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some credence in them, he thought it pru¬ 
dent, considering the prospect of a war with 
France and Scotland, to restrict himself to a 
1 s Farp message ’ requiring 1 to knowe his re¬ 
solute mynde, as well for his repairs unto 
me as also for the delyvery of his brethren, 
wh’iche he hathe long kepte in captyvite 
very cruelly-’ But O’Donnell seems to have 
had no intention of behaving disloyally. He 
had promised to he in Dublin at midsummer, 
and he kept his word, somewhat to St. 
Leger’s astonishment. Ho brought his 
brothers Egneghun and Donough in chains 
with him; but hie appearance was very grati¬ 
fying to St. Leger, who reported him to he 
i a sober man, and one that in his wordis 
moche deasyreth cy vile ordre,’who, ‘y f he may 
be assueredly won to your Majestie, as I 
think he is, is more to be entemed than manny 
others of this lande, that I have sene.’ At 
St. Leger’s request, he consented to release 
his brothers, and to restore them to their 
position and lands. While O’Donnell was 
in Dublin, Tyrone also came thither, and St, 
Leger seized the opportunity to settle cer¬ 
tain long-continued disputes between them 
arising out of the lordship of Inishowen. In 
order to Btrike at wlmt was supposed to be the 
real causo of the constant quarrels between 
them, the authority of each was confined to 
the strict limits of their respective counties. 
And at tho same time, ‘ cum indecorum sit 
patre vivento filium uaurparc caatrum suum,’ 
Hugh O’Donnell, O'Donnell’s son by Ills 
wife, Judith O’Noill, the sister of Tyrone, 
was ordered to surrender the castle of Lifford. 
This, however, Hugh, at the instigation, it 
was supposed, of his uncle, refused to do; 
but in 1511 Manus, with the assistance of 
Calvagh and a number of English soldiers, 
wrested the castle from him. 

But whether it was that Oalvagh was dis¬ 
satisfied at not having the castle of Lifford 
assigned to him, or whether he was jealous 
of the influence of Hugh, he subsequently in 
1548 took up arms against his father, but, 
with his ally O’Cahan, was defeated by 
Manus at Strath-bo-Fiaioh, near Ballybofey. 
Sir Edward Bellingham in 1649, and St. 
Leger in 1661, interfered in the interests of 
peace; but in 1566 Manus was defeated and 
taken prisoner by Oalvagh at Rossreagh. He 
appears to have been placed under easy re¬ 
straint, and to have assisted Calvagh with 
his advice against Shane O’Neill in 1667 j 
but his confinement offended the clan, and, 
though he never recovered his authority, he 
was shortly afterwards liberated. He died at 
his castle of Lifford, at every advanced age, on 
9 Eeb. 156S-4, and was interred in tho monas- 
teiy of St. Francis at Donegal. According to 


the ‘ Four Masters,’ he was ‘a man who never 
suffered the chiefs who were in his neighbour¬ 
hood or vicinity to encroach upon any of his 
superabundant possessions, even to the time 
of his decease and infirmity; a fierce, obdu¬ 
rate, wrathful, and combative man towards 
bis enemies and opponents, until he had 
made them obedient to his jurisdiction; and 
a mild, friendly, benign, amicable, bountiful, 
and hospitable man towards the learned, the 
destitute, the poets and ollavBj towards the 
orders and the church, as is evident from the 
old people and historians; a learned man, 
skilled in many arts, gifted with, a profound 
intellect, and the knowledge of every science.’ 

Manus O’Donnell’s name is chiefly asso¬ 
ciated with the castle of Portnatrynod (Port- 
na-tltri-namhad), situated on the Tyrone side 
of the river Finn, opposite Lifford, close to 
the present town of Strabane. The castle, 
begun and completed by him in 1527, was 
intended as a frontier fortress against the in¬ 
roads of O’Naill, who unsuccessfully tried 
to prevent its erection. It was there that 
Manus resided during the lifetime of his 
father, and it was there that, under his direc¬ 
tion, was completed in 1532 the compilation 
of the voluminous ‘Life of St. Columbkille,’ 
in IriBh, now preserved in the Bodleian 
Library at Oxford (Ilawlinson, B. 614), 
of which a Latin abstract by Colgan was 
published at Louvain in 1647. The best de¬ 
scription of the manuscript ia in Reeves’s 
‘ Aaamnon’s Life of Columba.’ Coloured 
facsimiles of its pages are given in the ‘His¬ 
torical Manuscripts of Ireland,’ vol. ii. The 
colophon states that it was Manus who dic¬ 
tated it out of his own mouth with great 
labour—in love and friendship for bis illus¬ 
trious saint, relative, and patron, to whom 
he was devotedly attached. 

Manus O’Donnell married either four or 
five times. His first wife was Joan, daugh¬ 
ter of O'Reilly, by whom ho had Calvagh, 
his eldest son (noticed separately), and 
two daughters—Rose, who was married to 
Niall Couallagh O’Neill, and Margaret, mar¬ 
ried to Shane O'Neill [q. v.] By his second 
wife, Judith, sister of Oon Bacach O’Neill, 
earl of Tvrono, he had three sons: Hugh, the 
father of Hugh Eoe and Rory O’Donnell 
(both separately noticed); Oahix, andManus. 
In 1638 he married Eleanor, daughter of 
Gerald, earl of Kildare and widow of Mac 
Oarthy Reagh,who appears to have left him 
after a short time. A fourth wife, Mar¬ 
garet, daughter of Angus Mao Donnell of 
Isla, is recorded to have died on 19 Dec. 
1644, A fifth wife, but in what order is un¬ 
certain, is said to have been a daughter of 
Maguire of Fermanagh. 
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[SLnto Papers, Ireland, Henry VIII, printod ; 
Ware's Rerum iliboruionrura Annales; Annals 
of tbe Pour Masters, ed. O'Donoran j Cal. Carow 
M8S. j Annals of Loch CA, od. Hennessy; Irish 
genealogios in Harl, MS. 1426.] R. D. 

O’DONNELL, SibNIALL GARV (1609- 
1626), eldest son of Con O’Donnell, who died 
in 1683, and grandson of G’alvagh O’Donnell 

S. v.], the representative of the main branch 
the Olann-Dalaigh, was born in 1669. 
Calvngh died in 1600, and was succeeded by 
his half-brother, Sir Hugh O’Donnell, who 
in1692 surrendered the lordsliipof Tyrconnel 
in favour of his sonHugli Iioe O’Donnoll [q.v.], 
who was inaugurated with the customary 
ceremonies at Kilmacrenan. Niall, who was 
two years older than his cousin, took his 
election in high dudgeon, and though ho 
attended the O’Donnell’s first hosting, he did 
so ‘ not through love, but through fuar.’ To 
this grievance O’Dounell shortly afterwards 
added another by depriving him of tho castle 
of Lifford, which he had inherited from his 
father. Niall’s grievances were apparently 
well known to government, and Sir Henry 
Docwra had special instructions to win him 
over, if possible, to the crown. Accordingly, 
short ly aft er Docwra’s arrival at Derry in May 
1000 , he opened up secret communications 
with Niall, promising him, in case he would 
do service agninat O’Donnell, to obtain for 
him a grant of the whole of Tyraonnel. 
Niall accepted the offer, and the bargain was 
ratified by the lord-deputy and council. So 
far as Niall was concerned he faithfully 
observed the conditions of tho treaty, and, by 
Docwra’e admission, rendered the colony at 
Derry service that could ill have boon spared. 
In October he surprised Lifford, and suc¬ 
ceeded in holding it against the repealed 
efforts of O’Donnell to recapture it. From 
Lifford he and his brothers, Hugh, Donnell, 
and Oon, made several raids into Tyrone, 
and captured Nowtown, now Newtowa- 
Stewart, from the O’Neills, 

But Niall, though be wob willing to pay 
tbe price demanded from him for tho lord- 
ship of Tyrconnel, wos unwilling to abato 
one jot of the ancient claims of his family. 
And when Cahir O’Dogherty [q. v.] waB in 
1601 established by Doowra in the lordship of 
Inishowen, he regarded it os an infringe¬ 
ment of his rights, and indignantly resented 
Mountjoy’e decision that O’Dogherty must 
and should be oxompted from bis dominion. 
Later in the year he wrested Donegal Abbey 
from Ilugh Boo O’Donnell, who failed to 
recapture it. Doowra about this timerecsived 
‘many informations against ’ Niall, but con¬ 
fessed that be ‘behaued himsolfe dosarv- 
Luglie,’ and ‘ had many of liis men slaiue at 


the siege of Kinsale, and amongst the rest 
brother of his owne.’ After the defeat of tie 
Spaniards and O’Donnell’s departure into 
Spain, Niall began to insist on conditions 
that were deemed by the government incom¬ 
patible with his position as a subject. News 
of his insubordination reached Mountiov 
who summoned him to Dublin, with the' in¬ 
tention apparently of granting him a patent 
of Tyrconnel. Instead, however, of obeying 
Mountjoy’s summons, Niall caused himself 
to be inaugurated O’Donnell at Kilmacrenan 
with the customary ceremonies. By Monnt- 
joy’s orders Docwra arrested him, but allowed 
him to go to Dublin to plead bis cause with 
the viceroy. Shortly afterwards he was 
allowed to proceed to London ‘to solicit 
pardon for his offences, and to obtain the 
reward for hie Bervico and aid to tbe crown 
of England.’ Bory O’Donnell, to whom Hush 
ltoe O’Donnell had confided the interests of 
his clan on quitting Ireland, went at the 
same time. The privy council decided that 
Bory Bhould be made Earl of Tyrconnel, and 
that. Niall should enjoy his own patrimonial 
inheritance, via. that tract of country ex¬ 
tending from Laght in the parish of Donagh- 
more to Shcskin-loobanagh in the parish of 
Oroaghonagh, lying on both sides of the river 
Finn. The decision was naturally unsatis¬ 
factory^ Niall, and he shortly afterwards 
complained that he was dobarred from the 
full enjoyment of tho lands assigned to him. 
In 1606 Chichester tried without success to 
reconcile their differences. But in March 
1007 Niall served with Tyrconnel against 
Catbbhar Oge O’Donnell, and was reputed to 
have ' got a blow in the service which he -will 
hardly recover of long time, if he escape with 
his life.’ 


The flight of the Earls of Tyrone and Tyr¬ 
connel in September 1607 rostered himil's 
hopes. But his claims woro ignored, andhe 
is said to havo refused tho title of Baron of 
Lifford. On the outbreak of tbe rebellion of 
Sir Oahir O'Dogherty [q.v.] in April 1608, be 
was suspected and uctually charged by Ineen- 
duv (Ingbin Dhubh), the mother of bis rival 
O’Donnell, with having instigated it. He 
protested his loyalty, but after some delay, 
on a protection from Treasurer Bidgeway, be 
and his two brothers surrendered (14 June), 
and were committed, on a charge of corre¬ 
sponding clandestinely with O'Dogherty, 
‘ to tho custody of the captain of the Tra¬ 
montane,’ to be conveyed to Dublin. Tbe 
attorney-general, Sir John Davies, found 
little dilnoulty in accumulating proof of 
Ms correspondence with O’Dogherty, but 
the question arose whether his guut had 
not been condoned by his protection. On 
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1 July ho was examined before the council 
and committed to the castle. He was noL 
brought to trial till June 1609, and in the 
interval he and his brothers made several 
unsuccessful attempts to escape out of con¬ 
finement. On Fuduy, midsummer-eve, he 
was put on his trial in the king’s bench; but 
it being understood that the jurors, after 
being shut up for three days, would rather 
starve than find him guilty, the attorney- 
general, ‘pretending that he had more evi¬ 
dence to give for the king, but that hefoimd 
the jury so weak with long fasting that they 
were not able to attend the service,’ dis¬ 
charged them before they gave their verdict. 
Davis suggested trial by a Middlesex jury, 
as in the case of Sir Brian O’ltourke fa. v.] 
Chichester would have liberated the brothers 
on giving security, and also Niall's son Nagh- 
tan, ‘ a hoy of an active spirit, and yet much 
inclined to his book,’ who, after studying at 
St. John’s College, Oxford, at the charge of 
the Earl of Devonshire, had been sent to 
Trinity College, Dublin, whence he was 
transferred to Dublin Castle (cf. Foster, 
Alumni Oxonienaes, where he is called Hec¬ 
tor, and described as 'gent, ex comitatu 
Turikoncll). However, in October 1600 
Niull and his son were sent to England and 
committed to the Tower, where the former 
died in 1026. Naghtan, too, probably diod 
in confinement. 

Niall's wife, Nuala O’Donnell, sister of 
Hugh Eoe and Kory O’Donnell, forsook him 
when he joined the English against his kins¬ 
men. She accompanied her brother Dory and 
the Earl of Tyrone to Home in 1607, taking 
with her Gi-ania NiDonuell, her little daugh¬ 
ter. A poem in Irish by Owen Roe Mac An 
Bhaird, beginning 1 0 woman who seekest 
tke grave,’ written on seeing her weeping 
over the grave of her brother on St. Peter’s 
Hill, near Home, is preserved in Egerlon MS. 

Ill, f. 92. A metrical version of this poem by 
James (Clarence) Mangon fa. v.], from aliteral 
translation furnished him by Eugene O’Ourry 
fa, v.], was published in the ‘Irish Penny 
Journal,’ i. 123. In 1613 she appears to have 
been residing in Brussels. In 1617 Grania 
NiDonnell came to England to petition for 
tome provision being made for herself out of 
her father’s estate. Niall Garv is described 
by O’Clery, the biographer of Hugh Roe 
O'Donnell, as ‘ a violent man, hasty, austere, 
since he was spiteful, vindictive, with the 
venom of a serpent, with the impetuosity of 
a lion. He was a hero in valour, and brave.’ 

He was certainly a most unfortunate and 
badly used man. 

[Docwra’s Narration, ed. O’Donovan, in Oeltio 
Society's MiscelUny, 1840; O’Sullivan-Beare's 
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Historise Catholicce Hibernia Compendium; 
Celery’s Life of Hugh Hoe O’Donnell, ed. 
Murphy, Dublin, 1893; Annuls of the Four 
Masters, ed.O’Donovan; Bdgwrffs Ireland under 
the Tudors; Cal. State Papers, Ireland, Jamcsl; 
Meehan's Fate and Fortunes of the Earls of 
Tyrone and Tyrconnel; Eroli'e Repertory of 
Patent Rolls, James I; Hill's MacDonnells of 
Antrim; Burke’s Landed Gentry.] R. D. 

O’DONNELL, RORY, first Ease of Tut- 
OONNEE (1576-1608), born in 1676, was the 
second sonof Sir Hugh MacManus O'Donnell, 
by Ineenduv (Inghin Dhubh) MacDounell of 
Oautire. He accompanied his elder brother, 
Hugh Roe O’Donnell fa. v.l to Hinsale in 
1601, and became acting chief when the latter 
fled to Spain after the defeat 011 24 Deo. He 
led the clan back to Connaught, joined 
O’Connor Sligo, and maintained a guerilla 
warfare, of which the ‘Four Masters’ give 
details, until December 1602, when both 
chiefs submitted to Mountjoy at Athlone 
[see Blotjkt, Charms], Hugh Roe had just 
died childloss in Spain, and Rory was his 
natural successor. 

Mountjoy went to London in June 1603, 
accompanied by Hugh O’Neill fa. v.], Tyrone, 
and O’Donnell, and the parly narrowly es¬ 
caped shipwreck on the Skerries. On 7 June 
the two Irish chiefs kissed the king’s hands 
at Hampton Court, and were graciously re¬ 
ceived. They were present on 21 July when 
Mountjoy wus created Earl of Devonshire. 
On 29 Sept. O’DonneH was knighted in Christ¬ 
church, Dublin, by Lord-deputy Carey, and 
was at the same time created Earl of Tyrcon¬ 
nel, with remainder to his brother Cathbhar; 
and at the beginning of 1004 he had a grant 
of the greater part of Donegal, leaving Inish- 
owen to CDogherty and the fort and fishery 
of Ballyshannonto the crown. SirNiall Garv 
O’Donnell fa. v.jj, who had done the govern¬ 
ment some service, was to have such lands 
as he had held peaceably in Hugh Roe’s 
time. All this was done by Devonshire’s ad¬ 
vice ; but Sir Henry Docwra fa. v.] thought 
that Neill Garv had been badly treated. 

The new earl was not satisfied, though 
shrewd officials thought too much had been 
done for Mm, and within a year he sent a 
special messenger to Cecil to complain of the 
manifold injuries offered him, The situation 
was strained; for both Tyrone and Tyrcon¬ 
nel aimed at tribal independence, while the 
government tried to make them the means 
to a new state of things. In June 1606, by 
James’s special order, Tyrconnel reoeived a 
commission from Sn Arthur CMoheBter 
fa. v.], who was now lord deputy, as the 
king's lieutenant in Donegal county; but 
with the proviso that martial law should be 
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exercised only during actual war, and never 
over his majesty’s officers and soldiers. Every 
effort was made to humour Tyrconnel, hut 
he continued to complain, especially of Sir 
Niall Garv, to whom he was unwilling to 
allow a foot of ground (Report to the Privy 
Council, 80 Sept, 1005). Chichester and his 
council visited the country, and granted about 
thirteen thousand acres near Lifford to Sir 
Niall Garv, reserving the town to the crown. 
This reservation then became a grievance, 
though tho earl could show no sufficient title. 
On 30 Aug. 1006 two Glasgow mariners re¬ 
ported that Tyrconnell had been inquiring 
as to whether their smack could go to Spain 
or France, but Chichester could not believe 
that he wanted to run away. 

About Christmas 1G08 Tyrconnel, who 
had married tho late Earl of Kildare’s daugh¬ 
ter, was at Maynooth, and in tho garden 
there he divulged to Jxicknrd, lord Delvin, 
and afterwards first oarl of'Westmeath [q. v.], 
who had grievances of his own, apian to seize 
Dublin Castle, with the lord deputy and 
council in it. ‘Out of them,’ he said, ‘I 
shall have my lands and countries as I de- 
siro it: ’ that ie, ae they were hold by Hugh 
Hoe ODonnell. Various strong places were 
to be seized, and Tyrconnel thought Tyrone, 
Maguire, and many others would join him. 
So far as Tyrconnel wus concerned thero can 
be no doubt that he had been in correspon¬ 
dence with Spain, butit must remain uncertain 
whether thoro was any conspiracy. Delviu’s 
confession to Chichester (State Payers, Ire¬ 
land, 6 Nov. 1607) is quite clear, and it was 
never shaken. Tyrconnel found out that his 
rash speeches were known, and perhaps per¬ 
suaded Tyrono that he would he arrssted 
if ho went to London about his dispute with 
Sir Donnell O’Cahan [q. v.] On 4-14 Sept, 
they both sailed from Uathmullan, in Lough 
Swilly, and neither ever saw Ireland again, 

‘ The Flight of the Earls,’ as it is called, is 
one of the most picturesque episodes in Irish 
history. The immediate cause of thoir sud- 
don departure may he doubtful, hut not Ihe 
real causes. Tho jurisdiction of an Irish 
chief was incompaiible with the structuio 
of a modern state, In his fatal conversation 
with Delvin, Tyrconnel said he had heard 
that the government meant to out off the 
chiefs in detail, under pretence of executing 
the recusonoy laws. In lim formal statement 
of grievances sent to tho king (StatePapers, 
Ireland, 1007, No. 601) he oegins by say¬ 
ing that all priests in his country were 
persecuted by the royol oificors, and that 
Chichester had told him at his own table 
that ho had bettor go to church , 1 or else ho 
should be forced to go tharelo,’ It was his 


evident interest to put religion in the fore- 
giound,and there was plenty to complain of- 
but temporal grievances had as much or 
more, to do with his flight. Many of these 
were real, and there were clearly some great 
rascals in the service of government, Sore- 
over, the earl was over head and ears in debt 
and his country deeply mortgaged. Korean 
wu wonder at this; for the Four Masters 
who wrote in Donegal, and fancied they 
were praising its chief, say he was ‘a 
generous, bounteous, munificent, and truly 
hospitable lord, to whom the patrimony of 
his ancestors did not seem anything for his 
spending and feasting parties.’ Chichester 
thought his oncumbrunces did not leave him 
more than 3001. a year. Sir John Davies 
[q. V.] (to Salisbury, 12 Sopt. 1007) thought 
mm 1 so vain a porBon that the Spaniard will 
scarce give him means to live, if the Earl of 
Tyrono do not countenance and maintain 
him.' Yet many at Rome thought him the 
more important man of the two, and even 
Sir Henry Wotton [q. v.] seemed disposed to 
agree (to Salisbury, 8 Aug. 1008). 

About ninety persons sailed with the 
earlB, among whom were Tyrconnel’s eon 
Hugh, aged eleven- months, his brother 
Oalhbhar, with Iiis wife ltoso O’Dogherty and 
their son Hugh, aged two years and three 
months, and his sister Nuda, who had de¬ 
serted her husband, Neill Garv, besides other 
relations. Ohichester failed to inlerceptthem 
at sea. They wore unable to make Corunna, 
and pul into tho Some after threB weak’ 
tossing. Tliu English ambassador demanded 
their extradition, which Ilonry IV of course 
refused j but they were not allowed to stay 
in France, nor to visit Paris. From Amiens 
they went by Arras to Douay, where tho 
Irish seminarists greeted them with Latin 
and Greek odes, and thence to Brussels. At 
a dinner given by Spiuola, Tyrone was placed 
in Iko oliair, tho papal nuncio on his right, 
and Tyrconnel next (MnnuAN, Fate and 
Fortunes of Tyrone, p. 129). In November 
they went from Brussels io Louvain, and 
in December drow ivp their statements of 
grievances there. Tyrconnel’s has been 
quoted above. It doBS not appear that these 
memorials were ever communicated to the 
Irish government; and about the time they 
were sent to London, Tyrconnel, who was 
a loose talker, justified all Chichester's ap- 

frehonsions of his intended hostile return, 
n conversation with John Crosss ofTiverton, 
an old servant of "Walsiugham’s, he detailed 
his shadowy plans for conveying arms to 
Ireland, ana lor raising a rebellion there 
(State Papers, Ireland, 19 Feb. 1008). 

At tliu oud of February 1608 Tyrone and 
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Tyrconnel set out for Rome -with a large 
parly. According to information received 
by tne English privy council, their departure 
from Belgium was little regretted, 1 Saving 
left so good a memory of their barbarous 
life and drunkenness ’ (ib. 8 March 1608). 
Avoiding France, they went by Namur and 
Nancy to Lucorne, and over the St. Gothard 
to Muan, where Fuentes gave them a grand 
reception, though the Spanish government 
had promised to discountenance them, and 
didflndmoney to pass them on. They travelled 
by Bologna and Rimini to Loretto; but 
Wotton had them watched, and they were 
excluded from Venetian territory. They 
reached the Milvian bridge on 29 April, and 
had a great, escort of cardinals and others 
into Rome. The popo received them at the 
Quirinal next day. We have a glimpse of 
Tyrconnel habitually driving in the Bame 
coach with Tyrone and Pater Lombard [q. v.J 
the titular archbishop of Armagh. On the 
Thursday before Trinity the earls occupied 
places of honour at the canonisation of S. 
Francesca Romana in St. Peter’s, and at Cor¬ 
pus Ohristi they carried the canopy over the 
pope’s head. In JuneTyrconnel was attacked 
by intermit tent fever, received no benefit from 
atrip to Ostia, and died in Rome on 28 July. 
He was attended by Lady Tyrone, by bis 
sister-in-law Rose, and by Florence Conry, 
titular archbishop of Tuam, who had been 
with Hugh Roe whon he died. Hewas buried 
on the Janiculum in the Spanish church of S. 
Pietro in Montorio, wrapped in the garb of 
St. Francis, the customary winding-sheet of 
his family since they had founded the con¬ 
vent at Donegal. His brother Cathbhar and 
Tyrone’s eldest son died in September, and 
were buried in the same place, where their 
joint epitaphs may stiU be read (Meeiian', 
p. 477). A proposal tokillTyrone or Tyrcon¬ 
nel had been made to Wotton in April, and 
he had some suspicion that the jesuits dis¬ 
trusted Tyrconnel and had him put out of 
the way; hut there con be no doubt that he 
really died of Roman fever. He was out¬ 
lawed and attainted after his flight, and the 
attainder was confirmed by the Irish parlia¬ 
ment in 1614. The settlement of Ulster re¬ 
sulted from the flight of the earls and the 
rising of Sir Oahir O’Dogherty [q. v.l, and 
the statesmen of that day wero evidently 
very glad to have the ground thus cleared 
for them, 

Tyrconnel married Lady Bridget Fitz¬ 
gerald, daughter of the twelfth Earl of Kil¬ 
dare. Her husband did not take her with 
him in hie flight, and on her presentation at 
court James wondered how he could leave 
so fair a faco behind him. Tyrconnel made 


seme ineffectual attempts to communicate 
with her afterwards. She had a pension of 
2001 from the Irish government, and was 
remarried to Nicholas Bamewall, first vis¬ 
count Ehngsland [q. v.) By Tyrconnel she 
had a son Hugh, who took the title of earl, 
or count, on the continent, and was in favour 
at the Spanish court. His death is announced 
in an Irish letter written at Louvain (facsimile 
in Gilbert, vol. i.) 16 Sept. 1642 by his aunt 
Rose, who signs with her maiden name, 
although then married for the second time. 
Lady Tyrone had a daughter, Mary Stuart 
[see below]. Another daughter, Elizabeth, 
is often given to her; but on a comparison 
of dates it seems doubtful whether the lady 
in question was not her sister, who married 
Luke, first earl of Fingal (pedigree in Haris 
of Kildare , Addenda). 

Mart Stuart ODonwuel (Jl. 1632) was 
horn in England aftor her father’s flight, and 
the royal name was given to her by James I. 
She was brought up by her mother in Ireland 
until her twelfth year, and then went to live 
in England with her grandmother, Lady Kil¬ 
dare, who proposed to leave her all she had and 
to provide a husbandfor her. Mary objected to 
the favoured suitor as a proleBtant;' perhaps 
also because Bhe had formed a previous 
attachment, and escaped during the latter 
months of1626. Dressed in male attire, and 
wearing a sword, she got clear of London, 
and aftermany wanderings arrived in Bristol. 
She was accompanied by a maid similarly 
disguised, and by a young ‘gentilhomme 
son parent,’ who may have been the Don 
John O'Gallagher whom Bhe afterwards 
married. At Bristol her sex was suspected; 
but, if we believe the Spanish panegyrist, 
who likons her to varioue Baints, she bribed a 
magistrate, offered to fight a duel, and mode 
fierce love to another girl. Two attempts 
were made to reach Ireland, but theehip was 
beaten hack into the Severn. At last Mary 
Stuart got off in a Dutch vessel, and was 
carried, with her two companions, to Ro¬ 
chelle. She retained her doublet, boots, and 
sword, and at Poitiers made love to another 
lady. On her arrival at Brussels Urban VIII 
wrote a special congratulatory letter; but she 
soon estranged her brother by continuing 
to seek adventures in man’s clothes. She 
married an O’Gallagher, had one child at 
Genoa, and in February 1682 wrote to Car¬ 
dinal Barberini, saving that another was 
expected, and that she was in great misery. 
After that day nothing further seems to be 
recorded of her (Earls of Kildare, Addenda, 

p, 821). 

[For the whole of Tyrconnel’s life, O’Dono- 
yan’s ed. of the Four Masters, vol. iii.; far 
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bis career in Ireland, and after Mu flight, Bussell 
and Prendergast’s Calendar of Irish State Papers, 
1603-8 (for the foreign part especially Appendix 
to vol. ii.), and Moohan’s Pate and Poriunos of 
Tyrone and Tyrconnol, the latter partly founded 
on a manuscript by Teigue O'Keeran written in 
1600, and preserved at St. Isidore's, Homo; for 
the few events under Elizabeth, Bagwell's Iroland 
under the Tudors, vol. iii. See also the Earls of 
Kildare, by Lord Kildare, with the vol. of 
addenda; Contemp. Ilist, of Affairs in Iroiand, 
ed. Gilbert; CSullivan-Boare’s Hist. Cath. 
Hiborniie Compendium. The account of Mary 
Stuart O’Donnell in vol. iii. of the Abbu Maa- 
Goohugan’s Histoire d’lrlando, Paris, 1768, is 
drawn from a Spanish tract by Albert Hen- 
riquoz, published at Brussels in 1627, of which a 
French translation by Pierre de Cadenet ap¬ 
peared at Paris in 1G28. The Spanish original 
is not in Trinity College, Dublin, nor tho British 
Museum; the Franch translation only is in tho 
museum J R. B-l. 

O’DONOVAN, EDMUND (1844-1883), 
newspaper correspondent, born at Dublin on. 

18 Kept. 1844, was son of Dr. John O’Dono¬ 
van [q. v.], and received his early education 
at a day school of jesuil fathers known as 
St. Francis Xavier's College. Thence he 
proceeded to the Royal College of Science at 
St. Stephen’s Green, Dublin. Subsequently 
he studied medicine at Trinity College, Dub¬ 
lin, where he gained prizes for proficiency in 
chemistry, but never graduated. During liis 
course he held the appointments of clerk to 
the registrar, and assistant librarian. Having 
also shown great lasto for heraldry, he was 
appointed aide to Sir Bernard Burke, Ulster 
kmg-at-ams, and in that capacity carried a 
banner at tlio installation of the Duke of 
Connaught as knight of St. Patrick, In 
1866 he began his journalistic career by occa¬ 
sionally contributing to the ‘Irish Times’ 
and other Dublin papers. Between that dale 
and 1870 he made several journeys to Franoe 
and America, and in the latter country ho 
continued his medical studies, attending for 
some time the courses at the Bellevue Hos¬ 
pital Medical Oolloge at New York. When 
the Franco-German war broko out in 1870, 
O'Donovan’s adventurous temper led him to 
enter the French army, joining the L6gion 
Etrangbre after Sedan. He took part in the 
battles round Orleans, was wounded, and 
made prisoner. Interned at Straubing in 
Bavaria, he sent to several Dublin and Lon¬ 
don papers accounts of his personal expe¬ 
riences. When the Oorliat rising took place 
in 1873. ho went to Spain, and many letters 
from him wore published in the ‘ Times ’ 
and the ‘ Hour.’ In the summer of 1870, 
when Bosnia and the Herzegovina roso 
against the Turks, ho proceeded to the seat 
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of war as correspondent of the ‘ Daily 
In the following year he went as the rente, 
sentutive of the same paper to Asia MjLT 
where he remained during the continuance 
of the war between Russia and Turkey 
In 1879, O’Donovan, still in search of »d 
venture, undertook, as representative of the 
‘ Daily News,’ his celebrated journey to Merv 
—amostdarmg, difficult, and hazardous feat 
with which his name will always be asso^ 
oiated. Spending some little time on the 
south-eastern shores of the Caspian Sea with 
the Russian advanced posts, he travelled 
through Khorassan, and eventually, w ith 
peat difficulty and risk, accompanied onlv 
by two native servants, he penetrated to 
Morv. Although attired in English costume 
he was at first suspected by the Turcomans 
of being an emissnry of the Russians, who 
wore then threatening an advance on Mery. 
For several months he consequentlyremamed 
in Merv in a sort of honourable captivity in 
danger of death any day, and with no pro¬ 
spect of release. He managed, however to 
send into Persia a message, which was 
thence telegraphed to Mr. (now Sir) John 
Robinson, the manager of the ‘ Doily Nows. 1 
In this despatch O’Donovan explained Ids 
position, and oppealod to Mb friend: ‘For 
God’s Bake get mo out of this.’ Sir John 
applied to tho foreign office and to the 
Russian ambassador in London, and imme¬ 
diate steps were taken to effect O'Donovan'a 
release. But meanwhile, by hisownunaided 
efforts, which combined courage with diplo¬ 
macy, he succeeded in extricating himself 
from his perilous position. On returning to 
London he was recoived with enthusiasm, and 
read a paper at a meeting of the Royal Geo- 

Shiaal Society, In 1882 he published a 
: describing his advontures, entitled ‘The 
Merv Oasis: Travels and Adventures East 
of the Caspian during the years 1879, 3880, 
and 1881 ’ (2 vols. London, 8vo; abridged 
edit. 1888). The book is skilfully written, 
and O’Donovan’s courage and fertility of re¬ 
source excite the reader's warn admiration. 
In 1888 he wont to the Soudan as representa¬ 
tive, onoe again, of the ‘ Daily News,'and hs 
attached himself to the army of Hioks Pasha 
which marched on Obeid. On 8 Nov. 1889 
the army fell into an ambush, and on thai 
and the two following days was annihilated. 
No information was received of O’Donovan’s 
fate, but thero can be no doubt that he 
perished with the other Europeans of the 
ill-fated force. Probato of bis will, however, 
was not granted for eight years afterwards, 
as there was among some a lingering hope 
that he would vet reappear. A tall, hand¬ 
some man, O'Donovan was kindly, genial, 
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and popular, as restless and adventurous as 
lie was brave. His acquirements were rather 
broad than deep. He was a good linguist, 
speaking French, German, Spanish, and 
Juratai Tartar. He knew something of 
medicine and botany, was afair draughtsman, 
and a good surveyor. 

[War Correspondence of the Daily News, 
1877-8 (London, 1878); The Merv Oasis, 1882; 
Daily News Correspondence from Egypt; Alli- 
hone’s Diet, of English Authors, Suppl.ii. 1188; 

private information."! W. W. K. 

O’DONOVAN, JOHN (1809-1801), Irish 
scholar, fourth son of Edmond O’Donovan, 
and his wife Eleanor Hoberlin of Roches- 
town, was horn on 9 July 1809 at his father’s 
farm of Attateemore, co. Kilkenny, at the 
foot of Tory Hill(notc in MacFtkbis, Annals, 
p. 267). He was descended from Edmond 
O’Donovan, who was killed in a battle be¬ 
tween General Preston and the Duke of 
Ormonde at Balinvegga, co. Kilkenny, on 
18 March 1018, and who, in consequence of 
a local quarrel, had moved from Bawnlahan, 
co. Cork, to Gaulstown, co. Kilkenny. 
Through this ancestor he was descended from 
Eoghan, son of Oilliol Oluim, king of Mun¬ 
ster about 250, and common ancestor of most 
of the families of Munster, and from Mogli 
Nuadhat, after -whom the south of Ireland 
is always called in Irish literature Leth 
Mogha. His father died on 29 July 1817, 
and on his death-bed repeated several times 
to his sons who were present his descent, and 
desired his eldest son, Michael, always to 
remember it. The eldest son took his brother 
John to Dublin, and defrayed the cost of his 
education. In 1821,1822, and 1828 he paid 
long visits to an uncle, Patrick O’Donovan, 
from whom he first caught a love for ancient 
Irish and Anglo-Irish history and traditions. 
O’Donovan in 1826 obtained work in the Irish 
Record Office, and in 1829 was appointed to 
a post in the historical department of the 
Ordnance Survey of Ireland. Hib work was 
mainlythe examination of Irish manuscripts 
and records, with a view to determining the 
nomenclature to he used on the maps, hut he 
also visited every part of Ireland, and re¬ 
corded observations and notes in letters, 
many volumes of which are preserved in the 
Boyal Irish Academy, and well deserve pub¬ 
lication. The maps contain 144,000 names, 
including thoso of 62,000 townlands, the 
smallest local divisions in Ireland, and all 
these were discussed, and those modern 
methods of spelling most representative of 
the literary Irish designation were adopted. 
The single volume published by the survey 
in 1837 contains a long Irish text and trans¬ 


lation from the ‘Dinnsenchus’ by O’Donovan. 
During 1882 and 1838 O’Donoian wrote 
many articles, on Irish topography and his¬ 
tory, in the ‘ Dublin Penny Journal,’ and he 
wrote in the ‘Irish Penny Journal’ during 
1840-1. Every one of these articles contains 
much valuable original work. The best are 
perhaps the series of six essays on the origin 
and meaning of Irish family names, in which 
he shows wide knowledge of the ancient and 
modem topography and inhabitants of Ire¬ 
land, as well as on intimate acquaintance 
with the Irish language. The Irish Arch eco¬ 
logical Society was formed in 1840, and the 
first volume of its publications, which ap¬ 
peared in 1841, contained a text and trans¬ 
lation, with notes, of ‘ The Circuit of Ireland 
by Muircheartach MacNeill, a Poem written 
in 942by CormacanEigeas/in which O’Dono¬ 
van published the first good map of ancient 
Ireland. In 1842 he published 'The Ban¬ 
quet of Dim na ngedh and the Battle of Magli 
Bath,' two dependent historical tales. This 
quarto of 350 pogeB, besides the texts and 
translations, contains admirable notes, genea¬ 
logies, and an appendix, showing extensive 
Irish reading. In 1843 he published ‘The 
Tribes and Customs of Hy-Many, commonly 
called O’Kelly’s Country/from the ‘Boole of 
Lecan,’ a manuscript of 1418. Very varied 
original information is contained in the notes 
to this text and translation; as well as texts 
and translations of a long Irish treatise on the 
boundaries of O’Maine and of another on the 
descent and merits of the O’Maddens. In 
1844 he published a quarto of five hundred 
pages, ‘ The Genealogies, Tribes, and Cus¬ 
toms of Hy Fiachrach, commonly called 
O’Dowda’s Country,’ the text printed from 
a manuscript of Hnald MacFirbis. This is 
again accompanied by a beautiful map, and 
many considerable extracts from other manu¬ 
scripts are given and translated in the notes. 

In 1846 O'Donovan published the Irish 
charters in the ‘Book of Kells,’ an Irish 
covenant and ancient poem in Irish attri¬ 
buted to St, Oolumba, and Duald Mac 
FirbiB's translation of Dish annals 1448- 
1408. The Irish Archmological and Celtic 
Society published three other texts and 
translations of his, one in 1800, ‘ Three Frag¬ 
ments of Irish Annals, with Translation and 
Notes; ’ the second in 1802, after his death, 
‘The Topographical Poems of O’Dubhagain 
and O'Huidhrm.’ The last contains a reprint 
of his articles on Irisb names, and both are 
fullof original work, The third was ‘The Mar- 
tyrology of Donegal,’published in 1804, and 
edited by Bishop Reeves. The Celtic So- 
oiety published ror Mm two large volumes— 
in 1847 ‘ Leabhar na gCeart,’ from a manu- 
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script of Giolla, lose mor MaeFirbis, and in 
1840 ‘The Genealogy of Covea Laidlie, or 
O’Driscoll’s Country,’ Gillabrighde MacOon- 
midlie’s poem on the battle of Down, and 
other poems, all containing Irish taxis with 
translations and notes. Such productions 
would have been enough to occupy the whole 
time of most scholars; but, besides much, 
worlt for others, transcribing and translating, 
O’Donovan published iu 18*5 ‘A Grammar 
of the Irish Language, for the use of the 
Senior Classes in the College of St, Ooliunba,* 
Trinity College, Dublin; tlio expenses of 
printing were equally divided between him¬ 
self and the college. It will doubt loss always 
remain the most interesting treatise on 
modern and mediteval Irish as a spoken 
tongue, and as it is found in the literature 
of the last six centuries. It is full of admi¬ 
rable examples, hut it does not attempt to 
investigate fully (he earliest grammatical 
forms of the language, nor to demonstrate 
the relation of Irish to other tongues. A 
small ‘Primer of the Irish Language’ was 
published at the same time. O'Donovan was 
called to tlio Irish bar in 1847, having en¬ 
tered at Gray’s Inn, London, on 1C April 
1844 (Foster, Qmij's Inn Register, p. 406). 

The‘ Annala Kioglmchta Eireami,' or 1 An¬ 
nals of the Four Masters,’ in suvun volumes 
4to, bugan to appear in 1848, and the edition 
was completed in J 8C1. This is O’Donovnn’s 
greatest worlt. The‘Annals’were compiled 
m the roign of Charles I by Michael O'Olery 

S . v.] and a company of Irish Franciscans. 

r. Charles O’Conor 0704-1828) [q. v.j 
had published an imperfect edition of thoso 
annals up to the year 1171, and, as the 
original manuscript of this part was not 
accessible, O’Donovan corrected and re¬ 
translated this edition. From 1171 to 1010 
he took his text from tho autograph manu¬ 
script of the authors preserved m tlio Royal 
Irish Academy. The translation is ex¬ 
cellent, and the notes astonishing in their 
width of knowledge and in the historical 
acumen which theydisplay. Tho publishers, 
Messrs. Hodges & Smith of Dublin, who 
undertook the risk of the publication, carried 
it out with genuine public spirit, Tho Irish 
type in which tho text is printed was designed 
by George Petris. It is not too much to say 
that nearly all information on tho historical 
topography of Iroland to be found in sub¬ 
sequent publications on the country is drawn 
from the notes to this work. O’Donovan 
was given the degreo of LL.D. by tho uni¬ 
versity of Dublin. lie was employed iu 1862 
by the commission for the publication of the 
ancient laws of Ireland, and this work was 
thereafter his chief sourco of incomo. He 


made transcripts of legal manuscripts in Irish 
which fill nine volumes of 2,491pages ami 
a preliminary translation of these in teeh. 
volumes. lie did not live to edit anv mri 
The lour volumes of the ‘Senohus Mor Vs 
other ancient treatises which have been d u K 
lisliud since 1865, give no idea ofwhatthe 
work might have been had O’Donovan lived 
to edit it. But that these laws are before 
the learned world at all iu a form capable of 
urc, by such writers as Sir Henry Maine 
(‘Ancient Law’), is due to the preliminary 
exertions of O’Donovan and O’Curry. Fiw. 
monls of manuscripts and translations tv 
O’Donovan are to be found in the works of 
many minor editors, for ho wne generons to 
every one who cared for bin subject. 1J P 
prepared, in 1843, a text, and translation of 
the * Sanaa Ohormaio,’ a glossary by Oormar 
(830-908) [q. v.j, bishop of Cashel. This 
work of much difficulty was not printed in 
tho author’s lifetime. The translation was 
afterwards published by Dr. Whitley Stokes 
with the text and with additional articles 
transcribed from another manuscript, as well 
as full philological notes by Dr. Stokes. 
O’Donovan wrote a supplement to O’Reilly’s 
‘ Irish Dictionary,’ which was published after 
his death, and bite been much used by scholars 
O’Donovan, who was a devout Roman 
catholic of no narrow views, was on inti¬ 
mate friend of Eugono O’Ouny [q. v.l, and he 
married O’Ounry’s sister. Thenceforth he 
lived in close relations with George Petris 
[a. v.], Dr. James Henthorn Todd, Dr. 
William Reeves, and other leading Irish 
scholars of his timo. IIo died in Dublin on 
9 Doc. 1801, and is buried in Glnsnevin 
cemotory, near Dublin. Ilis son, Edmund 
O’Donovan, is separately noticed. 

No one man lias donn so much for native 
Irish history ns O’Donovan; in Dish his¬ 
torical topography no writer, ancient or 
modern, approaches him, and all students of 
tho Irish language know how much he has 
done to olucidato its difficulties and to set 
forth its peculiarities. Ho wrote a beauti¬ 
fully clear Irish hand, of which a facsimile 
may he soon iu O’Ourry’s ‘Lectures on the 
Manuscript Materials of Irish Ilistory.’ 

i "Works; .Aneiont Laws of Iroland; Senohus 
r, Dublin, 180/1; Lady Ferguson’s Life of 
Bishop Roeves, London, 1893; Webb’s Com* 

S ondinm of Irish Biography, Dublin, 1878; 

Cemoir by J. T. Gilbort; Annala Eioghaobta 
Eirounn, vi. 2160, whore O’Donovan relates the 
whoio history of his family.) X. M. 


_ O’DUANE, CORNELIUS (1683-1312), 
bishop of Down and Connor. [See 
O’DuvAire.] 
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ODUGAN, JOHN (d- 1372), Irish his¬ 
torian and poet, called in Irish Sean mdr Ua 
Dubliagiin, was bom in Connaught, probably 
at Ballydugan, co. Galway. His family filled 
for many generations between 1300 and 1760 
the office ofollav (in Irish ollamh) to O’Kelly, 
the chief of the district known as Ui Maine, 
on the banks of the Shannon and the Suck. 
O'Dngan was descended from Fiacha Araidhe 
of the Dalnaraidhe, one of the kings of 
Ulster of the ancient line. Another famous 
literary family, that of Macanward [q. v.], 
was descended from the same ancestor 
( Ogygia , P- 327). O’Dugan in 1805 retired 
to the monastery of Hinnduin on the shore 
of Lough Rea,co. Roscommon, and there died 
in 1372. His best known work was edited 
for the Irish Archaeological Society by John 
O’Donovan, from a copy in the handwriting 
of Cucoigcricho O’Clerv [q. v.] It is a poem 
enumerating, with brief characteristics of 
each, the tribes of Leth Cniun, the northern 
half of Ireland, before the Norman invasion. 
The poet evidently intended to describe the 
whole of Ireland, but breaks off after de¬ 
scribing Loinster and Ossory. The poem is 
of great historical value. O’Dugan's other 
poetical works are numerous, One, of 664 
verses, deals with the kings from Firbolg 
king Slainge to Roderic O'Connor £q. v.]; 
another, of 224 versos, with the kings of 
Leinster and the descendants of Oathaoir 
mor; a third, of 298 verses, with the kings 
of Munster to Toirdhealbliach O’Brien m 
1367; of this there are copies in the ‘Book 
of Ballymote ’ (fol. 60, col. 2,1. 36), and in 
the Cambridge University Library. A 
fourth poem, of 332 verses, tells the deeds 
of Cormac MacAirt, king of Ireland, Be¬ 
sides these historical workB O’Dugan also 
wrote on the rules for determining movable 
feasts, of which many copies or fragments 
exist, and on obsolete words, which Edward 
O'Reilly used in his ‘ Dictionary.’ 

Other members of this literary family are: 

Maurice O’Dugan [fl. 1660),reputed author 
of the words of the Irish song known as 
‘The Coolin’ (E. Bunting, Ancient Music 
of Ireland, p. 88), and of four other poems. 
He lived near Benburb, co. Tyrone. 

Tadhg O’Dugan {fl. 1760), who lived in 
Ui Maine, and wrote an account of the 
family O’Donnellan of Ballvdonnellan, co. 
Galway, partly printed in John O’Donovan’s 
‘Tribes and Customs of Hy Many.’ 

[Annals Rioghaclita Eireann, ed. O’Dono¬ 
van; Annals of Ulster; O’Donovan’s Tribes 
and Customs of Hy Many, Dublin, 1843; O’Dono¬ 
van’s Topographical Poems of John O’Dubha- 
giin, Dublin, 1862; O’Reilly in Transactions of 
flte Iberno-Celtie Society, Dublin, 1320; O'Fla- 


herty's Ogygia Bive Jteram Hibemicarum Chro- 
nologia, Loudon, 1685 ; Book of Ballymote 
(photograph).] N. M. 

O’DUINN, GILLANANAEMH (1102- 
1160), Irish historian, was born in 1102, and 
belonged to a tribe which possessed, from the 
eleventh century to the reign of James I, the 
district now called Dooregan. Gillananaemh 
became chief poet of the king of Leinster. 
Five poems undoubtedly his are extant: (1) 
Of 328 verses, celebrating the Milesian con¬ 
quest; a copy made in 1712 by the well- 
known scribe John MacSolaidh is extant, as 
well as one in the Cambridge University 
Library of earlier date. (2) Of 280 verses, 
on the kings of Leinster. A copy is in the 
‘ Book of Ballymote,’ a MS. of tke fifteenth 
century (fol. 66, col. 4, line 8). 13) Of 128 
verses, on the tribes descended from Colla 
Meann, Oolla Uais, and CoUa Dachrioch, 
the three sons of Cairbre Liffcaehair, king of 
Ireland. A copy made in 1708 by James 
Maguire was in the collection of Edward 
O'Reilly fq. v.] (4) Of 296 verses, on the 
kings of Connaught. There is a copy in the 
Cambridge University Library. (6) Of 290 
verses, on the kings of Connaught. There is 
a copy in the ‘ Book of Ballymote ’ (fol. 66, 
col. 1, line 18). The libraries of the Boyal 
Irish Academy and of Trinity College, Dub¬ 
lin, contain further copies of those poems, 
and of others by him. He died on the 
island of Lough Ree, co. Longford, oalled 
Iuisclotkran, on 17 Dec. 1160. 

[Book of Ballymote, Fees. Dublin, 1887, 
MS. Reeves, 888, in Cambridge Univ. Library; 
E. O’Eeilly in Transactions of the Iberno Celtic 
8oc. vol. i. Dublin, 1820; local information from 
Michael Dunn of Mountrntk, Queen’s County, in 
1BOO; O’Donovon’s Note in Annals of the Four 
Masters, iv. 957-] N. M. 

O’FARRELLY, FEARDORCHA {fi. 
1786), Irish poet, belonged to a family, of 
whom one member was abbot of Drum! ana, co. 
Cavan, in 1026, and another canon of Drum- 
lane in 1484. Feardoroha, born at Mullagh, 
co. Cavan, was son of John O’Forrelly, son 
of Feidlimidh O’Farrelly. His father wrote 
1 Seanchas an da Bhreifne ’ (‘ The history 
of the two Brefnys’), most of which his 
mother burnt in anger, ne wrote a poem 
on this incident and several others. Fear- 
dorcha was intended for the church, but, 
according to local tradition, was excluded 
owing to some sacrilegious act of his family 
in 1641. He became a farmer in his native 
district, where he enjoyed the friendship 
of Oathaoir MacCabe [q. v.], of Torlogli 
O'Oarolan [q. v,] the harper, and other men of 
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letters who -flourished in that district early 
in the Inst century, He wrote a poem in 
Irish in praise of William Peppard of Kings- 
court, of which there is a copy in the Cam¬ 
bridge University Library, made by Peter 
Galligan on 19 Deo. 1827 j ‘ Beir beannaoht 
uaim sios go bails na ecraobh ’ (‘ A blossing 
from me on Ballynacree ’); 1 Suibhal me cuig 
coige na Fodla' (' I walk the five provinces 
of Ireland ’); 1 Bliidh me la deas ’ (‘ I was 
one fine day'); and others preserved in the 
manuscript boolts which formed the chief 
literature of farmhouses in Meath and Cavan 
in the last century. He was often entertained 
by tho Mortimers of Ologhwally beg and their 
km, the chief landowners of the district. 

[Works; Transactions of the Iborno-Coltic 
Society, Dublin, 1820; local information.] 

N. M. 

O'FERRALL, RICHARD MORE (1797- 
1880), governor of Malta, born in 1797 at 
BnJyna, co. Kildare—the ancient seat of his 
rnce—was oldest son of Ambroso O’Forrall 
(1762-1836), by his first wife, Anno, daugh¬ 
ter of John Bagot. Unlike his brothor John 
Lewis Moro, aftorwards commissioner of 
police (d. 1881), he declined, os a conscientious 
catholic, to enter tho protestant university of 
Dublin. From an early ago ho joined in the 
struggle in Iruland for civil and religious 
liberty, and long corresponded with James 
Warren Dovle fq. v.], the patriot-prolate of 
Kildare. Aftertlie Catholic Jtoliof Bill passed 
in 1828, he became in 1881 momber of parlia¬ 
ment for Kildare, his native county, which he 
represented without interruption for seven¬ 
teen years (1830-40), and afterwards for six 
years (1869 -66). He also sat for a short time 
in 1860-1 forco. Longford, inwliichhis family 
held property. He supported Daniel O'Con¬ 
nell, whowrote to hisconfidcntial friend P. V. 
Fitzpatrick, on 8 June 1834; ‘ I do not heliovo 
that More O'Ferrall will accept office. ’ In this 
opinion, however, tho Liberator was wrong. 
In 1836, under the Melbourne administra¬ 
tion, O’Ferrall became a lord of the treasury; 
in 1839 secretary to the admiralty, and m 
1811 secretary to the treasury. On 1 Oot. 
1847 he severed his connection with Kildare 
to assume the governorship of Malta. On 
22 Nov. 1847 he was made a privy councillor. 
Ho resigned tho governorship of Malta in 
1861, on tho ground that he declined to serve 
under Lord John Russell, the prime minister, 
who in that year carried into law the Eccle¬ 
siastical Titles Bill, in opposition to tlio papal 
bull which created a catholic hierarchy in 
England. 

O’Ferrall died at Kingstown, near Dublin, 
at the age of eighty-three, on 27 Oct. 1880, 


Offa 

He hod been a magistrate, grand iurorT^a 
deputy-heutenant for his native county and 
athisdeath wasthe oldest member of theiriA 
privy council. Ha married, on 28 Sept. 1839 
Matilda (d.1882), second daughteroiTkomas 
Anthony, third viscount SouthweH,K.P By 
her he loft a son, Ambrose, and a daughter 
Maria Anne, who marriod in 1860 Sir Walter 
Nugent, bart,, of Donore, co. Westmeath. 

[Life, Times, and Oorrospon donee of Biahon 
Doyle; Private Correspondence of Daniel O’Oon- 
noll; Leinster Lender, 30 Oct. 1880; Brake’s 
Landed Gentry, ii. 1616; Lingnrd’s England, 
with marginal notes in manuscript by Biahon 
Doyle; personal knowledge.] w. J. p 1 

OFFA (fl. 709), king of the East-Saxons, 
was son of Sigkere, king of the East-Saxons 
whose overlord was WulfkerB, king of the 
Mercians. Sigkere was succeeded on his 
thvonoby his brother Sohbi,who, dying in694 
was himsolf succuedod by his sons Sigkoard 
and Swofred. It is possible that Offa shared 
the rule with both his uncle and cousin- 
but it was not until the doatli of the latter 
that ho became solo king of tho East-Saxons 
(Bemi, lit. 89 , iv, 11; Fion. W 10 . Gtmealotjm, 
i. 208). Doing a young man of most lovable 
appearance, ho was joyfully received as king 
by the wkolo people. He is said to have bean 
in love with Kineswyth, daughter of Pendit, 
king of the Mercians, though, as Penda died in 
665, she muBt have boon too old for so young 
a lover. She incited him to give up kingdom 
and land and wife—probably some other lady 
—for the Gfoapol’s sake. In 709 he made a 
pilgrimagetoItomeintliecompanyofCoenred 
of Moroia and Ecgwine, bishop 01 Worcester. 
At Rome he was received by Pops Constan¬ 
tino, and, in common with Ooenred, is repre¬ 
sented as attesting a spurious letter of the 
pope to Archbishop Briktwnld [q, v.l He 
soems to I 10 wrongly described in one charter 
as Icing of tho Mercians, and in another as 
king of tho East-Angles. He took the ton- 
suro and died at Romo. 

[Bedo’s Eeel. Ilist. iii. 30, iv. 11, v. 19 (Engl. 
Hist. Soo.); Pier. Wig. Genealogies, i, 260, 263 
(Engl, Hist. Soc.); Will, of Malmesbury's Gesto 
Beguin, i. 99 (Rolls Sar.), and Gesta Pontiff, 
pp. 298, 317 (Rolls Sor.); Komble’s Codex Dipl, 
l. Nos. 66, 01, 04; Uoadau and Stubbs's Peel. 
Documents, iii. 270-83; Diet. Ohr. Biogr. iii. 68, 
art. * Offa’ (8), by Bishop Stubbs.] W. H. 

OFFA (d. 796), king of the Mercians, was 
son of Thingferth, who was descended from 
Eoppa or Eowa, brothor of Penda, king of 
tho Mercians. In 767 Oifa’s cousin Etheloald 
or iBthelbald ( d . 767) [q. ▼.], king of the 
Mercians, was slain by robels, led probably by 
Baornrtcd, who usurpod Ethelbold’s throne. 



Offa 897 Offa 


But Beornrsod was at once either slam by 
Offa or driven into exile by tlio people, and 
before the year closed Off'.L succeeded to the 
Mercian kingship (Flob. Wig. i. 56; Witt. 
Mach. G'esta Begum, i, 79 j Chronica Ma- 
jorct, i. 342). Internal troubles had greatly 
weakened the power of Mercia since the 
period of .Ethelbald’s supremacy south of the 
number, which had been lost through his 
defeat by the West-Saxons at Burford in 764. 
Wessex had firmlv established its indepen¬ 
dence, and the Bast-Angles, East-Saxons, 
and Kentish men were no longer subject to 
the Mercian king, while it is evident that 
the Welsh had grown formidable on his 
western frontier (Gkeen). For fourteen 
years after his accession nothing is known 
of Offa’s doings; those years were apparently 
spent in making good his position and re¬ 
ducing his kingdom to order. At the end of 
that time, in 771, he began a career of con¬ 
quest by the forcible subjugation of the 
Hestingi (Simeon, Hhtoria Begum, ap. Opp. 
i. 44). Who these people were is not known j 
itissuggpstedthafc they wore the East-Angles 
(the two names might easily be confused by 
a copyist) (Stubbs), and on the other hand 
that they were a people who have given their 
name to the town of li ustings (Sy.uhon.U.s. n.) 
On the latter assumption Oita’s campaign im¬ 
plies a triumphant march through the terri¬ 
tory of the East -Saxons, and would have to bo 
reckoned as an early attempt at the conquest 
of Kent. It is with that kingdom that Offa 
is next found at war; lie defeated the Kentish 
army in 776 at Otford, and his victory soems 
to havo made Kent subject to him. At this 
time, too, the East-Saxons were na doubt 
brought under his supremacy, and their sub¬ 
jection would imply that he gained London, 
where he is said, though on no good autho¬ 
rity, to have built himself a residence. Hav¬ 
ing brought the south-eastern part of Eng¬ 
land under hie dominion, he made war on 
the West-Saxons, and in 779 fought with 
their king, Cynewulf [q. v.], at Bensington, 
or Benson, in Oxfordshire, and Look the town 
{Anglo-Saxon Chronicle, an, 777). This vic¬ 
tory gave him Oxford and the territory north 
of the Thames that had been lost to Mercia 
hv the battle of Burford, and south of tho 
Thames the country between the Thames and 
the Berkshire hills as far west as Ashbury 
(Eistoria de Abingdon, i. 14; PARKER, Early 
Eiatory of Oxford, p. 100). Offa next at¬ 
tacked the Welsh, and under him the Eng¬ 
lish for the first timo obtained a permanent 
increase of territory west of the Severn. In 
the same year as that of his victory at Ben- 
sington he began a series of incursions across 
the river, and finally, in order to check the 
YOU XIV. 


retaliatory raids of the Welsh, defined and 
defended his frontier by an earthwork drawn 
from the mouth of the Wye to the mouth of 
the Dee. Offa’s dyke, as this earthwork is 
called, is, roughly speaking and reckoning 
Monmouthshire as Welsh, still the boundary 
between England and Wales, though the 
traces now left of it are few, Offa thus 
added to Mercia a large part of PowyB, to¬ 
gether with the town of Peugwem, the mo¬ 
dern Shrewsbury (Rhys, Celtio Britain, p, 
141; Annales Cambrenses, ann. 778-784 j 
Asses, ap, Monumenta Mhtorica Britannica, 
p. 471). The native population remained in 
the conquered land, and lived side by side 
w ith their conquerors. An opportunity of es¬ 
tablishing amicable relations with the West- 
Soxon kingdom occurred on the accession of 
Beorhtric or Brihtric [q. v.l when Egbert or 
Ecgberht (d. 889) [q. v.], afterwards king of 
the West-Saxons, a member of the royal line 
who had claims to the throne, fled for shelter 
to the Mercian court. Beorhtric desired that 
he should be expelled, and in 789 Offa gave 
Beorhtric his daughter Eadburga or Eadburli 
[q. v.] in marriage, and drove Egbert from 
his kingdom. 

The commandingposition that Offa ob¬ 
tained south of the Humber was recognised 
on the continent, for Pope Hadrian I, writ¬ 
ing to the Frankish king Charles, or Charle¬ 
magne, described him as king of the English 
nation, spoke of a baseless rnmour that Offa 
had proposed to Charles that they should 
depose the pope, and declared that he had 
received ambaseadors from him with pleasure 
{Monumenta Carolina, pp. 279-282). Offa 
soon had need of the pope's assistance in a 
scheme for the consolidation of the Mercian 
power, His conquests tended to impress on 
England a threefold political division into 
Northumbria, Mercia, and Wessex, and he 
desired to complete the independent organi¬ 
sation of his kingdom by the institution of a 
third and Mercian archbishopric, to the pre¬ 
judice of the rights of the see of Canterbury; 
while it can scarcely be doubted that he saw 
that to weaken Canterbury would strengthen 
the hold of M ereia upon Kent. His plan was 
rendered possible by the fact that the eon- 

J uest of Kent had made Archbishop Jaenbert 
q. v.] his subject. In aooordance with his 
request the pope sent to England two legates 
named George and Theophylaet, who, in a 
synod held at Celehyth, or Chelsea, in 787, 
sanctioned the surrender by Jaenbert of his 
rights over the sees of Worcester, Leicester, 
Lindsay, Elmham, and Dunwich, in order 
to form an arohbishoprio for the see of Lich¬ 
field, then held by Ihgbert [q, v.] This ar¬ 
rangement received the papal approval, and 

8h 
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was completed in l.lio course of tho next 
year {Ecclesiastical Documents, iii. 441 seq.) 
At this synod Offa’s son Ecgfertk was nomi¬ 
nated king in conjunction with his father 
(not specially king'ol‘ Kent, as IIun. IIttnt. 
p, 128), though it is probable that his as¬ 
sumption of royalty wqs delayed until, in 
common with the erection of the now arch¬ 
bishopric, it received the express sanction of 
the pope. Moreover, at this synod Offa 
granted to the see of Home a yearly payment 
of 8015 mancuses for the relief of the poor and 
the maintenance of lights in St. Peter’s 
Oliurch (Ecclesiastical Documents, iii. 446, 
624). This grant seems to have been tho 
origin of Peter's pence. The trade between 
England and Germany received the atten¬ 
tion of both Offa and Charles, and Offa was 
on terms of close friendship with Gerwold, 
abbot of St. Wandrillo, who was several 
times sent to him on embassies by tlio Prank¬ 
ish king, and was employed liy Charles to 
collect the customs at different ports, and 
specially at Quant avie, or Etaples, at tho 
mouth of the Gancho. On one occasion the 
friendly relations between tlielwo kingR wore 
for a time interrupted. It is said that Charles 
asked for one of Oll’a’s daughters in mar¬ 
riage for his eldest son, that Offa rofused 
unless Charles would give his daughter in 
marriage to 0fib's son, and that Charles was 
deeply angered by this ussumpt ion of equality 
by the Mercian king. What over tho cause 
may have heon, the fact of tho disagreement 
between the kingH is cortain. In 790 both 
of them stopped all trado betwoen their coun¬ 
tries. Gerwold nsud his influence to arrange 
matters, and Alcuin [q. v.] wrote that lia 
thought it likely that lie should be sant to 
England to that end {Oeeta Abbatum I'bn- 
tanellensium, e. 10 ■, Monumcnta Alcuiniana , 
p. 107). The two kings soon became friends 
again. Letters from Charles to Oifaruquest 
the recall lo England of a Scottish priest re¬ 
siding at Cologne, promise Immunity to pil¬ 
grims on their way to llomo and protection 
to merchants, and announce that gifts had 
been sant by the Prankish king to Offa and 
to Mercian and Northumbrian seas {Monu¬ 
ment a Carolina, pp. 861,867,868; the letter 
from which Lingnrd, Freeman, and others 
derive tho assertion that Charles addressed 
Offa as tho * most powerful of tho Ohristiau 
kings of the west,’ m 1iecueil dee Ilistoriens, 
v. 620, is on obvious forgery, and as such 
has not beeu included by Jaff fi in his Monu- 
menta Carolina). 

Offa was a liberal bonofactor to monas¬ 
teries, and a largo number of extant charters 
purport to be grants from him to Christ 
Church and St, Augustine’s at Canterbury, 


to Worcester, Peterborough, Evesham St 
Albun’R, llockest er, andotkerokurckeB Some 
of these charters are forgeries; but, setfcine 
asido them authenticity, their number alone 
seems to prove that his benefactions were 
numerous, for otherwise so many would not 
have boen attributed to him (all the refer¬ 
ences to theso charters in Kjmblii’b Codex 
Diploma ficus are given, and some of them are 
criticised by Bishop Stubbs in his article on 
‘Offa, king of the Mercians,’ in the Diction¬ 
ary of Christian Biography, iv. 68 seq.) H e 
is said to have founded the abbeys of St 
Albans and Bath (Hen. Hunt. p. 134 ! 
Wir.T,. Malm. Costa Pontiff, pp. lBfjj gW 
Bath monastery he received m exchange from 
Ilealhorod, bishop of Worcester, in 781, and 
bo may perhaps have raised new buildings 
there; but there were monks there when He 
received it (seu Code.v Dipl. No. 148). He is 
also credited with having restored Westmin¬ 
ster {Monasticnn, i. 266), and with having 
grant od land to the abbey of St. Denys at 
Paris (Btkuir, Cartularimn 8axonicum,iM(l). 
On the other hand, William of Malmesbury 
assorts that he despoiled many churches, 
Malmesbury, from which he look an estate to 
give to the see of Worcester, being among the 
number ( Costa Pontiff, p. 388; Costa Begum, 
i. 86 ). In the latter years of his reign he made 
an alliance with iEtlielred, king ofNortkum- 
bria (murdered in 79G) ( and gave him one of 
Ms daughters in marnago in 792. In 794 
ho caused Elhelberl or 2Elholberht [q, v.J, 
king of the East-Anglos, lo be beheaded, 
probably on account of some sign of impar 
tionoe of tho Mercian supremacy among hiB 
people, and si ibdued his kingdom. This act is 
generally comlemnod ascruol and treacherous 

E hoo under E’ciipluubt or tEtiidlbiiiiht, 
Saint], lie is said to have again made war 
on the WoIbIi and lo have ravaged Kienuoh 
in7S)5 (A/males Camhrenses,edb ann.) Dur¬ 
ing his last days the Kentish nobles made 
some attempts to shake off the Merciaayoke, 
and insisted the strenuous efforts of Ethel- 
liard or iEtlielhoard [q. v.l, archbishop of 
Canterbury, who was unvoted to the Mercian 
cause, to keep them in order (Ecclesiastical 
Documents, iii. 496, 496), Offa died on 
29 July 790 (comp. Fme. Wia. i. 88 , and 
Monumcnta Carolina, p. 357), and immedi¬ 
ately on his death Kent openly revolted 
under Eadbert Preen [q, v.] Save as regards 
tho death of /Etholberiit and William of Mol- 
mesbury’s probably exaggerated accusation 
with respect to cortain dealings with okurah 
lands, Offa left behind him a high oharaoter. 
lie was cortainly religious, and was arBmark- 
nbly able and active ruler. The correspondence 
between him and Oharlos the Great proves 
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tlat lie was worthy of respect, both person¬ 
ally and as a powerful king. Offa put forth 
Laws for his people; they ore not extant, hut 
King iElfred, in the preface to his laws, de¬ 
clares that he used them in common with the 
laws of others of his predecessors (Thorps, 
Ancient Laws and Institutes, i. 68), His 
queen was Kynethryth, who is said to have 
been concerned in the death of lEtlielberkt, 
His only son, Ecgferth or Egfrith, succeeded 
him, and reigned only a few months, being 
succeeded in the same year by Cenwulf. His 
daughters were Eadburga, Eadburgh, or Ead- 
burh (Jl- 802) [q. v.], wife of Beorhtric, king 
of the West-Saxons; Elfleda or iElflsd, wife 
of AEthelred of Northumbria; Ethelburga 
or jEthelburh, an abbess ; fElfthryth, per¬ 
haps the Elfrida said to have been promised 
to yEthelberht, died a virgin (Eton. Wig.); 
and JSthelswytli. 

Offa is the subject of legends. Some are 
connected with the death of ASthelberkt [see 
under Etiiblbert], Others are contained 
in the ‘Vita duoriun Offarum,’ falsely attri¬ 
buted to Matthew Paris, which gives, first, 
a wholly legendary life of one of his ances¬ 
tors, also named Offa, fifth in descent from 
Woden; and, secondly, a life of the Mercian 
king, whose name, so the writer asserts, was 
originally Winfrith, and was changed to Offa 
on account of his likeness to an ancestor of 
that name. The story is of no historic value. 
It was believed at St. Albans and elsewhere 
that, after Offa had translated therelios of St. 
Alban, hejourneyed to Home, was received 
by Pope Hadrian, obtained from him a privi¬ 
lege for the monastery that he was about to 
build in honour of the saint, and granted 
the Homan see St. Peter’B pence, to be paid 
by every family for ever to the English school 
at Home, which was then flourishing or 
which he then founded ( Chronica Majora, L 
868-60; Gesta Ahbatum S. AJbani, i. 45; 
Vita duorum Ojjarum, pp. 984, 086; Hun. 
Hunt. p. 124). "This belief, whioh was mis¬ 
taken, was no doubt derived from the king's 
actual yearly grant to the pope begun in 787. 
Offa is further said to have been buried in 
a chapel on the Ouse, near Bedford. The 
place of his burial was not known, and the 
St. Albans historian comforts himself, when 
writing of this calamity, with the reflection 
that it was not otherwise with Moses. A 
German legend connects Offe with the town 
of Offenbuig, in the grand-duchy of Baden. 

[Anglo-Sax. Ohron. ann. 777, 792, 794, 796, 
Sjm, jDunelm, i. 353, ii. 41, 44, 48, Henry of 
Huntingdon, pp. 123, 124, 126, 128-31, Will, 
of Malmesbury’s Gesta Regum, i. 84-6, 91, 95, 
105, 109, and Gesta Pontiff, pp. 66, 194, 306, 
38B; Hist, de Abingdon, i. 14,18, Matt. Paris’s 


Ohron. Maj. i, 342,351-63, Gesta Abb. S. Albani, 
i. 4-9 (all in the Rolls Ser.); Plor. Wig. i. 68 , 
59, 62, 63, 260 (Engl. Hist. Sou.); Ann. Cnmb. 
ann. 778, 784, 795 (Mon. Hist. Brit. p. 835); 
Jaffa's Monuments Carolina, pp 279-82, 861, 
862, 357, and Mon, Aleuin. p. 167; Gesta Abb. 
Fontanell. 0 .16, ed. Pevtz; Kemble's Codex Dipl. 
Nos. 105-67 passim (Engl. Hist. 800 ,); Haddan 
and Stubbs’B Ecel. Documents, iii. 410-7, 462, 
478-88,498-9; Dugdale’s Monast, i. 260, ii. 214; 
Thorpe's Ancient Laws and Institutes, i. 68 ( 8 vo 
edit.); Vitce dnorum Offarum, ap. Matt. Paris, 
pp. 969 seq, (ed. Wats); Diet. Chr. Biogr. iv. 
68—71, art . 1 Offa’ (4) by Bishop Stubbs; Green’s 
Making of England, pp. 418-22, 424; Rhys’s 
Celtic Britain, p. 141; Parker’s Early Hist, of 
Oxford, p. 109, Oxford Hist. Soc.] W. H. 

OFFALEY, Baroness. [See Digbv, 
Lettioe, Lady, 1688 f-1668.] 

OFFALY, Lords or Barons of. [See 
Fitzgerald, Gerald, d. 1204; Fitzgerald, 
Maurice, 1194 P-1267; Fitzthomas, John, 
first Earl or Kildare, A. 1816; Fitzodrald, 
Thomas, tenth Earl of Kildabe, 1618-1687.] 

OFFLEY, Sir THOMAS (1605 P-1682), 
lord mayor of London, born at Stafford, ap¬ 
parently about 1606, was eldest son of Wu- 
liam Ollley, a native of Staffordshire, who 
afterwards migrated to Chester, and became 
sheriff there in 1617. His mother’s maiden 
name was Oradock. He was sent up to Lon¬ 
don at the age of twelve, and went to school 
under William Lily [a. v.j, ‘ then newly 
elected schoolmaster of Jesus School in Pauls 
Church Yard’ (Hunter, Chorus Vatum, v. 
642). Under Lily he became proficient in 
grammar, and, having a good voice, ‘ was put 
to learn pricksong among the choristers of 
Pauls’ {ib.) He was apprenticed at an early 
age to a merohant-taylor and merchant of the 
staple, named John Meehels, described as an 
intimate friend of Lily. Taking up his free¬ 
dom, he rose in time to he master (1647) of 
the Merchant Taylors’ Company. In 1649 he 
was chosen alderman of Portsoken Ward; 
in 1568 he was sheriff, and inl5561ord mayor. 
The year of his mayoralty was memorable 
for its ‘burning fevers ’ (Grafton, Chronicle, 
1669, p. 1861), seven aldermen dying within 
two months. The useful institution of night- 
bellmen originated with Offiey (Stow, Sweet/, 
ed.Stiype,u.l88). On 7 Fab. 1656-7 he was 
knighted by the queen at Greenwich. About 
the same time he was mayor of the staple, and 
corresponded in this capacity with SirW. Cecil 
(Cal. State Papers, 1647-80, pp. 24L 812, &c.) 
His residence was at first in Lime Street, hut 
afterwards in the parish of St. Dionis Back- 
church. He died on 29 Aug. 1682, and was 
buried, at hie own request, in the church of 
St. Andrew Undershaft, where his monu- 
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mental ill remains, 31y liia will, dated 5 Aug. 
1580, lie made many charitable bequests. Ln 
public life bo was so generous that be is called 
by Fuller‘the Zaccliwusof London,not for bis 
lows! aturp,but for bis high charity.’ But the 
simplicity of bis private tastes wab the subject 
ofapopular rliyuio (Maciivn, Diary, p. 353): 

Obloy three dishes had of daily rosl, 

An eggs, an apple, and (the third) a toast, 

By liis wife Joan (d. 1678), daughter of 
John Nicliells or Nichols (perhaps the same 

f ierson as the John Meehpls above montionod), 
lebad three sons, of whom one only, Henry, 
survivod liim. It was to a son of this Ilonrv 
Ollloy, Sir John QlHey of Mftdoloy, that lzaalc 
Walton dedicated bis ‘ Oompleat Angler ’ in 
1053. 

[Hunter’s Chorus Vatum, ns above, quoting a 
manuscript History of the Family of Offloy in 
possession of Mr, Martin ofWoraborough; Clodo’s 
Early Hist, of IJ 10 Guild of tboMorchant Taylors’ 
Company, pt. ii. pp. 172- 3, and Addenda, p. v 
(whore, in the epitaph, 1 fit afford ’ is a mistake 
for‘Stratford’); Index to the Itemomlnunria, 
by W. H. and H. 0. Overall, p. 37 ; II. B. Wil¬ 
son's Parish of Si. Jjftwroneo Ponntnoy, p, 230; 
Visitation of London, 1008, p. 04; Erdoswicko's 
Survey of Staffordshire, p. 17 i Harwood’s Sur- 
voy of Staflbrdbhirn, p. 87; information from 
0. Welch, formorly librarian of tbo Guildhall.] 

•T. II. b. 

OFFOR, GEORGE (1787-1804), bio¬ 
grapher, born in 1787, was sou of George 
OH'or. He started in business as a boot- 
seller at 2 PoBlem Row, Towor Hill, from 
which ho retired with a competency. By 
the advice of hie friend, J. S. 0, F. Frey, he 
learnt Hebrew, and afterwards studiedQreok 
and Latin, while hie knowledge of English 
black-letter litoruturo, especially of theology, 
became very extensive. _ For a long period 
his collection of early printed English biblus, 
psalters, and testaments, was one of the com- 
plotest in the kingdom. In religion a baptist, 
Offor was an onlliusinstio admirer of John 
Banyan, and gathered together a unique col¬ 
lection of Bunyan'e scattored writings and 
of tlio early editions of the 1 Pilgrim’s Pro¬ 
gress.’ In his seal l'or the memory of Wil¬ 
liam Tiudal he visited Brussels in the hope 
of discovering nmong the archives accurato 
particulars of his martyrdom, and whilo pur¬ 
suing his researches in the neighbourhood at 
Vilvoord, during the revolution at Brussels 
in 1830, he was taken prisoner by a dot&ali- 
mont of Dutch troops, and for a sliorL time 
was doUinod in the prison built on tho 
ruins of tho castlo at Vuvoord, where Tiudal 
was confined. Offor died at Grove Houbb, 
South Ilncknoy, on 4 Aug. 1804, and was 
buried in Abney Park cemetery. 


Offor 


His fine library, in which the'Bunyaniana’ 
extended to five hundred lots, was to have been 
disposed of at an oloven days’ hale at SothehvV 
from 27 June to 8.1 uly 1805; but the creator' 
part was consumed by fire in the auction- 
rooms on 20 June. The residue was sold as 
fttlvnge to an American agent for 300 ; 

Oflor’a best work was the bibliography pre- 
fixed to a collected edition ot Bnnvan’s 
‘ Works,’ 3 vols. large 8vo, 1863 (another 
edit, 1802), Tho works wore unfortunately 
not printed in chronological order. Although 
he was tho earliest to realise the wealth of 
material which lay hid in the State Paper 
Office, his biography was marred by a cum¬ 
brous style and bitlor polemical spirit, while 
tho edifying introductions prefixed to the 
works aro erowdod with wearisome plati¬ 
tudes. The biography of Bunyan’s writings 
is, howeveT, admirable. Throngh the Han- 
sord K 11 oily a Society, lio issued in 1818 an 
accurato reprint ot the first edition of the 
‘ Pilgrim’s Progress,’ with notices of all the 
subsequent additions and alterations mads 
by tho author. Two other editions of the 
' Pilgrim’s Progress,’ with memoir and notes, 
1 principally solecled from Bunyan’s works,’ 
wove published by liim in 185G and 1801. 
lie also edit ed Bunyan’s ‘ Profitable Medi¬ 
tations,' a poem, 4to, 1800. 

Offor’s contributions to biblical literature 
comprise a rovised odition of the ‘Hebrew 
Psalter,’ 12rao, 1820, and a reprint of the 
‘ Now Testament,’ published in 1620 by Wil¬ 
liam Tiudal, with a memoir of Mb life and 
writings, 8vo, 1830 (another edit, by J. P. 
Debnoy, fivo, Andover, U.S.A., 1837). He 
likewise contemplated a reprint of the first 
English version of the entire Bible, by Miles 
Ooverdalo, for which the Duke of Sussex 
offerod to lend hie copy; and he left un¬ 
finished a history of the English Bible, il¬ 
lustrated with numerous facsimiles of the 
earlier editions. 

Ilie other works are: 1. ‘An Easy Intro¬ 
duction to reading the Hebrew Language,’ 
8vo, London, 1814. 2. ‘The Triumph of 
Honry VIII over the Usurpations of the 
Oliurch, and the Consuquoncos of the Papal 
Supremacy,’ 8vo, London, 1840. Be edited 
Increase Mather’s 1 Remarkable Providences’ 
in tho ‘ Library of Old Authors ’ series, 8vo, 
I860. 


In the British Museum Library are man; 
books, chiefly Bibles or books dealing with 
soriptural bibliography, with copious anno¬ 
tations by Offor. 

[Gont. Mag. 1801, pt. ii. pp, 890,528; Athe- 
ntnum, 21 Juno 1806, p. 831, 3 April 1880, p. 
449; Notes ond Quorios, 3rd ear. vi. 160, 485, 
Vili. 20, 85, 100.] O. 0. 
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OFFORD, ANDREW (d. 1368), clerk or 
master in chancery, was a brother of John de 

brother's influence, though he doea'not occur 
in this position till after John Offord’s death. 
The first mention of Andrew Offord is on 
2 -i May 1848, when he was one of the com¬ 
missioners appointed to treat with the French 
ambassadors before the pope (Mtjkiuttth, 
p. 187; Fcedera, ii. 1224); he is there de¬ 
scribed as doctor of civil law. The original 
commission was not despatched, but Andrew 
Offord was sent to the pope in September, 
and early in November retumod with im¬ 
portant news of the negotiations. After 
making his report, he was once more sent to 
Avignon on 3 Dec. to obtain letl ers of conduct 
for Edward Ill’s commissioners ( MtnamnTTH, 
pp. 147-9,162-3). He was still at Avignon 
m August 1344 ( 'Fcedera , iii. 19), but re¬ 
turned to England not long after. On 
30 March 1346 he received the prebends of 
Netherbury and Berminster, Salisbury, from 
the king, and when Edward went abroad in 
July was one of the counoil for Lionel, who 
was regent in his father’s absence ( 26 . iii. 60), 
In August, however, he was sent on a mission 
to treat for a marriage between the king's 
daughter Joanna and Alfonso of Castile (ib. 
iii. 68 ); in November he was further directed 
to negotiate a marriage between the Prince 
of Wales and one of the daughters of the 
king of Portugal (Newcourt, i. 79). On 
27 Aug. 1347 he received, with some other 
preferments, the prebend of South Newbald, 
York, and on 24 Jan. 1318 was made sub- 
dean of York; he was afterwards papally 
provided to the archdeaconry of Middlesex 
in 1849, was appointed provost of Wells on 
26 Feb. 1360, and prebendary of Masliam, 
York, on 24 May 1360; he likewise held a 
prebend at Beverley. 

Offord was one of the persons appointed 
to accompany Joanna on her journey to 
Castile in January 1318. He was present 
at his brother’s death on 20 May 1349, and 
next day delivered up the seal to the king 
atWoodstook. In August 1319 he was em¬ 
ployed to treat for a truce with France, and 
in file autumn of 1860 and spring of 1861 
was engaged in the negotiations with Louis 
of Flanders and the French king. On 10 Dec. 
1362 he was sent to treat with William of 
Bavaria (Fcedera, iii. 147,160,163, 186,188, 
206,207,218, 260). In August 1368 he was | 
for a short time in charge of the great, seal, 
and in the parliaments of 1364 and I860 was 
a trier of petitions {Foils of Parliament, ii. 
254, 264). On 8 July 1365 ho was sent to 
treat with Peter, archbishop of Rouen, and 
Peter, duke of Bourbon (Fcedera, iii. 805). 


Andrew Offord appears to have died about 
the end of 1358. 

[Feeders (Becord ed.); Murimuth (Rolls Ser.) ; 
Le Here's Fasti Eeel. Augl. ii. 327, iii. 128,201 ; 
Jones's Fasti Eceles. Balisb. p. 406; Ncwcourt’s 
Repertory um,i. 79,146; Foss’s Judges of England, 
iii. 472-3.] 0. L. K. 

OFFORD or TJFFORD, JOHN m (d. 
1846), chancellor and archbishop-elect of 
Canterbury, has erroneously been called a 
son of Robert de Ufford, first earl of Suffolk; 
in point of fact it is extremely doubtful 
whether thero was any relationship whatever. 
John de Offord’s own family no doubt be¬ 
longed to Ofl'ord in Huntingdonshire, where 
in 1276 a John de Offord held the estate of 
Oiford Dameys. Of this estate the future 
chancellor had custody in 1332, till the legi¬ 
timate age of the heir, it is therefore pro¬ 
bable that he was a son or grandson of the 
earlier John de Ofl'ord; but the only positive 
fact known as to his family is that he was 
a brother of Andrew Offord [q.v.] Offord 
was a doctor of civil law in 1334, and was 
no doubt educated at Oxford or Cambridge, 
probably at the latter, since he is commemo¬ 
rated among the benefactors of thouniversity, 
lie became a clerk in tbe royal service, and 
on 6 Nov. 1328 was appointed a commis¬ 
sioner to visit the freo chapel in Hastings 
Oastle; on 26 April 1330 he received the 
archdeaconry of Chester, but on 10 Dec. the 
appointment was revoked, as the post proved 
to be already filled (Cal. Pat. Rolls Ed¬ 
ward III, i. 354, 614, ii. 26). lie reoeived 
the prebend of Liddington, Lincoln, in 1330, 
end ofTottonliall, St. Paul’s, on 17 Oct. 1331; 
other minor preferments held by Offord were 
the rectory of Boughton, Kent, which ho had 
in December 1331 (IAttern Cantuarienses, i. 
416, Rolls Ser.), a canonry at Wells belore 
1836 (Report on Manuscripts of Wells Ca¬ 
thedral, p. 103), the prebends of Masham, 
York, from 1840 to 1348, and of Warlmm 
and Ayleston, Hereford, on 28 Jan. 1344. 
In January 1333 Offord was one of the com¬ 
missioners appointed by tbe Bishop of Lincoln 
to inquire into the infirmity of Abbot Richard 
of St. Albans (Gesta Ablatum, ii. 286-6). 
He was at this time dean of the court of 
arohes, London, an office which he still held 
in November 1838, when ho was consulted 
by the prior of Christchurch, Canterbury 
(LiU. Cant. ii. 630), and in 1386, when hie 
assistance was asked for by the dean and 
chapter of Wells in a suit before the pupal 
nuncio. 

Offord was constantly employed by Ed¬ 
ward III in negotiations with the French 
and papal courts, for the first time oil 6 Nov. 
1384, when he was one of the commissioners 
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for tlie renewal of tho truce with France 
(Fasdera, ii. 898), On 28 Nov. 1335 lio was 
made archdeacon of Ely. On 16 Nov. 1338 
he was again a commissioner to treat with. 
France, and in 1889-40 was employed on a 
mission to the pope to obtain a dispensation 
for the marriage of Hugh le Despensev (it. 

ii. 1008, 1119). On 16 July 1341 Offord 
was once moro a commissioner to treat with 
France, and in this capacity was ordered to 
attend at Aunteyn, near Tournay, on 3 Feb. 
1842; later in the same year he was em¬ 
ployed in Flanders and Brabant Lo conduct 
the negotiations with France in conjunction 
with Edward’s allies in those quarters (ib. ii. 
1168, 1186, 1191, 1196, 1109, 1228). Pre¬ 
viously to 4 Oct. 1842 Offord was appointed 
keeper of the privy seal, in which capacity 
he had on that dale charge of the great seal 
(ii. ii. 1213). On 20 Aug. 1848 ho was ap¬ 
pointed to treat for peaco before the popo, 
but on 29 Nov. the mission was postponed 
(ii. ii. 1282,1239). On 2 Dec. Andrew Offord 
was despatched to the French and Hainan 
oourts lo procure safo-conducts for his brother 
and the other commissioners who wero going 
abroad about Easter (Mutumtjtii, pp. 162-8). 
On 11 April 1344 John Offord was mado 
dean of Lincoln by the papa, who had been 
induced to confer the post on him l>y William 
Bateman, bishop of Norwich [q. v.l (ii. p. 167; 
Lu Nnvn, ii, 32); he was admitted on 28 Aug. 
1844, but was not installed till 11 Kept. 1346. 
On 8 Aug. Offord was again nominated one of 
the commissioners to go to the popo (Fotdara, 

iii. 18,19), though from tlio account given by 
Murimutli (Chronicle, pp. 168-9) it would 
seem it was finally decided in a council hold 
at London on 11 Aug. to send Offord and Sir 
Hugh Neville to the Roman court. Thoy 
must have started immediately, for early in 
October despatches arrived from Offora at 
Avignon ns to proposed wavs of arranging 
peace (id. p. 169). On 36 Oct, instructions 
were Bent to Offord, who is now doscribed 
as the king’s secretary, to procure a dispensa¬ 
tion for tho Prince of Walos’s marriage with 
a daughter of the Duke of Brabant (Feedera, 
iii. 26). Neville returned to England at 
Ohrietmas, but Offord romained at Avignon 
till the end of Lent, when, seeing that their 
negotiations would be fruitless, lie and his 
colleague, William Bateman, loft tlie papal 
court abruptly. Murimuth says that their 
departure was due to a suspicion that the pro¬ 
posed expedition of Luis de la Corda to the 
Uanary Islands was intended to he diverted 
against England. Offord reached England 
soon affcor Easier. At Michaelmas lottora 
arrived from the pope, and a council, at which 
Offord was present, vus summoned at West¬ 
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minster on 16 Oot. to consider them. laths 
midst of the deliberations on 26 Oct. Offord 
was appointed chancellor, a post which for 
seven yeurs previously had been held bv lav- 
men (Mujummi, p. 177). On 8 Nov. Offord 
was appointed to treat with the papal mm™ 
(Fccdem, iii. 02). On 1 July 1846 he woa 
appointed to arrange with the merchants for 
loans for Edward’s expedition to France (ib 
iii. 84). After the death of Archbishop StrV 
ford, Offord was papally provided to the see of 
Canterbury on 24 Sept. 1348. He received 
custody of tho temporalities on 27 Nov. hut 
before ho had received tho pall or consecra¬ 
tion he died of the plague at Tottenham on 
20 May 1349. He had retained the chancel¬ 
lorship till his death; tho seal waB surrendered 
by his brother Andrew on 21 Miu (Faidera iii 
186). Offord was buriod by nig'ht at Christ¬ 
church, Canterbury, on 7 June. Birohington 
describes him as a man of great eloquence and 
wary in counsel (Anglia Sacra, i. 42). William 
Dono says that at the time of his appointment 
to the archbishopric ho was weak and para¬ 
lytic, and that he owed his preferment to 
lavish bribery (ib. i. 118). 


[Mnri ninth’s Chronicle (Bolls Sor.);'Whar¬ 
ton’s Anglia Sacra, i. 12, 00,118, 794; Lo Nave's 
Fasti Ecclosiin Anglieanm; Feodora (Hocord ed.)j 
Foss's Judges of England, hi, 473-6; other 
authorities quoted.] O. L. K. 


O F1HELY, MAURICE (d. 1618), arch¬ 
bishop of Tuam, is generally known as Mau¬ 
ritius de Portn. Ho was a native of co. Cork, 
a Franciscan friar, and Wood and others say 
that, ho Btudied at Oxford. Ab he describes 
himself as ‘Muster of Arts,’ he may have 
taken that degroo at Oxford before enter¬ 
ing (ho Minorite order. He became regent 
of tho Franciscan schools at Milan in 1488, 
and regent doctor of theology in 1491 at 
Padua, whero ho was still lecturing publicly 
on theology in 1409,1604, and 1606. He 
is said to linvo noted for some years as prin¬ 
cipal suporintondont of the press set up by 
Otlav'umo Soot to at Venice, but of this no 
satisfactory evidence is forthcoming, Hewas 
niinibter in Ireland in 1600, and took part in 
deposing tho general minister, ^Egidius Del- 
phmue, in the first capituhm gencralmimum 
at Rome in that year, In 1606 also he 
was made archbishop of Tuam by Julius It. 
lie continued to resido in Italy, and was 
present at the Lateran council in 1612. He 
at length departed to Ireland, hut died at 
Galway in 1613, and was buried among the 
Grey friars thoro. 

lio is chiofiy known us the edit or of many 
of tho works of Duns Scot us. He edited, 
with omissions, expansions, end explanatory 
notes, tho following treatises of the subtle 
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doctor: * De primo principio/ ‘ Thaoremata,’ 
‘Expositio iu XII libros Metaphysicorum,’ 
< Quaestiones in metaphysicam Aristotelis,’ 
Venice, 1497, and elsewhere j ‘ Comment, in 
lib. i. Sententiarum,' Venice, 1506; ‘ Com¬ 
ment. in lib. i. et ii. Sententiarum,’ Paris, 
1618; ‘De Formalitatibus,’ Venice, 1605, 
1517; ‘ Collationes,’ Paris, 1513, ITe was 
the author of an * Expositio quccstionum 
Doctoris Subtilis in quinque universalia Por- 
phyrii,’ or 1 Expositio in qutestiones dialec- 
ticas J. Duns Scoti,’ begun at Padua and 
finished at Ferrara, 1409 (Venice, 1500, 
1519) j of critical treatises on the same 
doctor’s ‘ Quaestiones in Metaphysicam,’ ‘De 
Primo Principio,’ and ‘Theoremata’ (Venice, 
1497; Paris, 1513), and of a short treatise en¬ 
titled ‘Enchyridion fidei,’ or ‘De rerum con- 
tingentiaet divine predestinations,’dedicated 
to Gerald Fitzgerald, the ‘ great earl ’ of Kil¬ 
dare (Venice, 1505). He also edited, while 
lecturing at Padua, a version of the four 
books of the sentences in hexameters called 
‘Compendium Veritatum’ (Venice, 1603), 
and began an edition of the works of Francis 
de Mayronia (Venice, 1620). The ‘ Distine- 
tioneB ordine alphabetico ’ somntimes attri¬ 
buted to him were the work of a Friar 
Maurice of the thirteenth century, 

A relative, Diuihitaxl 0’Fiioh.t (Jl. 
1606), wrote ‘Irish Aminls,’ iu Irish, dedi¬ 
cated to Florence O’Mahony, which were 
seen in manuscript iu London in 3620 by 
Sir James Ware, hut are now lost (O’Dono- 
TiS, The Genealogy of Corea Laidhe j Wake, 
Irish Writers, 1704, p. 23). 

[Wadding’s Annales and ScriptoroR; Sbaralea. 
Supplementum ad Script ores; J. Duns Scoti 
Opera Omnia, Lyons, 1639; Wood’s -Atbeme 
Oxon,; Tanner’s Bibliotheca; Cotton’s Fasti 
Ecelea. Hibern.; The Grey Friars in Oxford 
(Oxford Hist. Soc.); Brady’s Episcopal Succes¬ 
sion ; Sams’s Series Episcoporuin; Hurdumin’s 
Hist, of Galway, p. 266 !».] A. G. L. 

O’FLAHERTY,B.ODERIO (1629-1718), 
historiographer, bom in 1029 in the castle 
of Moycullen, co. Galway, the ruins of which 
are still standing, was the only son of Hugh 
O’Flaherty by his wife Elizabeth Darcy. His 
family, whose tribe name was Muiutir Mur- 
chndha, traced their descent from Flaibhear- 
tach, twenty-second in descent from Eoclmidh 
Muighmeadlion, king of Ireland, who died in 
366. They were at first settled in Magh 
Seola, to the east of Lough Corrib, but in the 
thirteenth century were driven from their 
original home by the O’Connors, and con¬ 
quered a new territory in West Connaught 
from Lough Corrib to the sea. Thero were 
several septs of the clan, and Hugh O’Flahi'rty 
was head of that of Gnomore and Gnobcg in 


the barony of Moycullen. On the death of 
Hugh in 1631, his son iloderic, then in his 
Becond year, was the acknowledged heir, and 
became a ward of the crown. 

Under the government established for Ire¬ 
land by the parliament of England after the 
civil war, O’Flaherty was deprived of much 
of his property. Through an appeal at law 
in 1653 he obtained restitution of a consider¬ 
able portion of liis patrimonial lands, which, 
however, became of little value in conse¬ 
quence of heavy taxations and the general 
impoverishment of the country. O’Flaherty 
was educated in Galway, at the excellent 
school of Alexander Lynch, with whose son, 
John Lynch [q. v.], author of ‘CambreneiB 
Eversus,’ he formed a lifelong friendship; 
and also came to know tke learned Capuchin, 
Francis Brown ( Ogygia , p. SO), Bishop Kir- 
wan of Killala, and other learned men. He 
studied Irish literature and history under 
Duold MacFirhie [q. v.], then resident in the 
college of St. Nicholas in Galway. 

In 1677 he recovered by legal proceed¬ 
ings a further email part of the lands of 
which ha had been dispossessed, and in 1685 
he published at London a quarto volume 
with the following title, ‘ Ogygia, seu rorum 
Hibomicarum chrouologia.’ The hook was 
printed by R. E veringham, and the Irish type 
used in it (in quotations andin giving tke true 
forms of names) istkat in which the sermons 
‘ Seonmora ar na Priom Phoncibk na Crei- 
deamh,’ translated into Irish by Philip Mac- 
Brady [q. vj and John O’Mnlchonn, were 
printed in 1711 hv Elinor Everingham, In 
this work the author treats of the history of 
Ireland from the earliest times to the year 
1684, with synchronisms and chrono-genea- 
logical catalogues of the lungs of England, 
Scotland, ondlrelandto thetime of ChariesH. 
He shows a thorough acquaintance with the 
chronicle of Tigbearnnch O’Braein [q.v.], 
with the manuscript known as the ‘ Book of 
Lecan,’ with the ‘Liber Migrationum’ of 
Michael O’Clery [q. v.], and with much 
mediffival Irish literature. He had also read 
Bteda, Higdeu, and Hector Boece. lie dis¬ 
plays scrupulous accuracy throughout, and 
is a trustworthy guide to the history of llie 
Irish kings. His work was the first in which 
Irish history was placed in a seholarlike way 
before readers in England, and it found its 
way into many good English libraries of its 
period. In a dedicatory epistle to ,Tames,duke 
of York, O'Flaherty mentions the old connec¬ 
tion between Ireland and Sootland, and traces 
the descent of the royal family of England to 
the ancient monarchs of Ireland. He refers 
to his own misfortunes after the death of 
Charles I, and laments that the restoration 
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of the monarchy in England has not had the 
effect of redressing his wrongs. 

A Latin poem by O’Flakerty on the birth 
of James, prince of Wales, was published at 
Dublin in 1088, under the title of ‘ Sereuis- 
simi Wallire Friucipis, Magncs Britannia! et 
Hiberni®, cum appendicibus dominiis hreredis 
conspicui Genelhliacon.’ 

Edward Lhuyd [q. v.] of Oxford, who 
visited O’Flaherty in 1700, described him as 
‘affable and learnedbut, added Lhuyd, the 
late revolutions in Ireland had ‘reduced him 
to gToat poverty, and destroyed his books and 
papers.’ In ‘ Arckmologiri Britannica,’ pub¬ 
lished in 1707, Lhuyd bore testimony to the 
erudition of O’Flaherty. 

SiT ThomasMolyneux [q.v.] saw O’Flaherty 
in April 1709 living ‘ in a miserable condition 
at l’ark, some three hours to the west of 
Galway.’ ‘I expected/ wrote Molyneux, 
1 to have seen here some old Irish manu¬ 
scripts, but his ill-fortune has stripped him 
of these as well as his other goods, so that 
he has nothing now left but some few pieces 
of his own writing, and a few old rununisk 
books of history, printod.’ O'Flaliarty died 
on 8 April 1718, and was buried within his 
house at Parke,co. Galway. His treatise, left 
in manuscript, entitlsd ‘ Ogygia vindicated 
against tho Objections of Sir George Mac¬ 
kenzie,’ was puhlibhod at Dublin in 1775 by 
Charles O’Oonor [q. v.] It farmed an octavo 
volume, dividod into twenty-one chapters, 
the last of which was unfinished in tho 
manuscript. 

Of the ‘Ogygia’ an inaccurate English 
version by the Hov. James Iloly ol‘ Trinity 
Oollege, Dublin, appeared iu two volumes in 
1793. 

O’Flaherly’s ‘ Ohorograpliical Description 
of West or Tl-Iar Connaught’was edited by 
James Hardiman [q. v.] for tho Irish Arclitoo- 
logical Society in 1840. The hook gives an 
interesting account of the chief features of 
tho country and of the islands off the coast, 
and of much of the local history, In tills 
volume were printed original memoranda by 
O’Flahorty on Borlase’s account of Ireland, 
written in 1682; on Chinese chronology, und 
on tho relations of prelates in Ireland with 
Canterbury. A reproduction of a letter from 
O’Flalu'rty to Edward Lhuyd in 1700 was in- 
cludod among the‘Facsimiles of National 
Manuscript s of Ireland,’ edited by the present 
writer, pt. iv. p. 2, plate xcv. 

No vostiges have been found of a work 
entitled ‘ Ogygia Christiana,’ which O’Fla¬ 
herty was supposed to have compiled. A 
collection of unpublished letters of O’Fla- 
herty is now being prepared for the press by 
the author of tho present notice. 


[Nicholson’s Irish Historical Library, 1724 . 
Ware’s Writers of Ireland, 1746 ; Dissertation 
on History of Ireland, 1708; Miscellany of Irish 
Arehmul. Soc. Dublin, 1846.] J. T, Q 


U M'UXSS , sn AUBA (d. 1256), archbishop 
of luftin. [See MaoFltnn, Florence or 
b’LANN.] 


OFTFOR (rl 092), bishop of Worcester 
also known as OiuoNoms, Ostbor, Osns 
nouns, Obtbok, Ohtbqrtnb, was a pupil of the 
abbess Hilda [q. v.]; ho studied the scrip¬ 
tures in both Tier monasteries, Hartlepool 
and Whitby (B^mm Hint, Heel. iv. 23), and 
at Whitby lie discharged the oflice of the 
priesthood (Fi.0jB.Wiq. s.a. 691). Hcstudiei 
also under Theodore of Canterbury, and jour- 
uoyed to Koine; on his return ho preached to 
the Huicoii iu Worcestershire, and led an 
exemplary lifo. Ho was chosen bishop by 
unanimous consent, and waB consecrated by 
Wilfridat ihe command of King Aitlielredof 
Mercia in 092 (Sr cubs, Reuisir. Sacr.Anyl.\ 
not 691, ns in Floe. Wig.) His signature is 
appended to a genuine charier of 002, by 
which AEthelrcd granted him tho village of 
Ilanbliry in Worcestershire (Kumble, Coda 
Dipl. N 0 .32). Another ckartor, in which he 
signs liimsolf Oftoforis, must bolong to the 
same year (ib. N 0 .30), for h 0 died in602. Bale 
says ho wroto liomilios (Script llhtitr. No. 
86), but tho statement is not trustworthy. 

[liaidiD Hist, licet, iv. 23 j Flor. Wig. sut 
anno, pp 801, 602.] M.B. 

OGBOKNE, DAVID (d. 1801), artht, 
married and Bottled before 1740 ai Chelms¬ 
ford, Essex, where ho is described iu the re¬ 
gister ai a ‘painter’ or ‘limner.’ lie gained 
a certain reputation by bis portraits of 
local provincial monsters, such as a winged 
fish taken at Battle Bridge, and a calf with 
six legs produced at Great Baddow, hut he 
painted also a portrait of Edward Bright, a 
grocer of M aldon, Essox, who weighed 431 
stone, and diod 10 Nov. 1750, aged 29 [see 
under Lajiburt, Daniel]. This portrait was 
engraved by J ainos MocArdell [q. v.], and 
publishod 1 Jan. 1760. Another of his por¬ 
traits was of Thomas Wood, the miller of 
BLllerioay (sea Trans. Royal Coll, of Phys, 
ii. 269-74, and Mato, Philosophy of limy, 
1837, pp. 86-7). . „ 

Ogborno iR bettor known as the artist of 
‘ A 11 exact Perspoctivo View of Dunmow, 
late tko Priory in tlie County of Essex. 
With a Huprcsontation of tho Ceremony and 
Procossion in that Manor, on Thursday the 
20 Juno 1761. Engraved from an Original 
Painting taken on tho Spot by David Og- 
borne, published .1 nniuwy 1752. Engraved by 
0. Mosley.’ This presents the well-known 
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'flitch of bacon’ ceremony, and shows in 
the loieground a portrait, move or less cari¬ 
catured, of the then vicar of Duumo w. Ano¬ 
ther well-known Essex print by Ogborne is 
‘A Perspective View of the County Town 
of Chelmsford in Essex. With the JudgBS 
Procession on the Day of Entrance atten¬ 
ded by the High Sheriff and his Officers,’ 
published 2 Aug. 1762, engiaved by X. 
Ryland. 

Ogborno also wrote some poetry and plays. 
Of these the only piece printed was ‘ The 
Merry Midnight's Mistake, or Comfortable 
Conclusion - , a new Comedy. Chelmsford: 
printed and sold for the author by T. Toft,’ 
1766. The prologue and epilogue are by 
George Saville Carey. The piece was pro¬ 
duced, with indifferent success, by a company 
of ladies and gentlemen at the Saracen’s 
Head Inn, Chelmsford. 

Ogborne died at Chelmsford, and was buried 
in the churchyard there 6 Jan. 1801. 

By his wife Buth, Ogborne had throe sons 
and three dauglil era. John [q. v. J, the engra¬ 
ver, was his son by a second wile. 

[Essex Review, vol. viii. No. 31 (July 1899); 
Baker's Biogr. Drainutica, i. 517, iff. 37! Albert 
Magazine tod Home Counties Miscellany, 
Chelmsford, December 1886, p. 78 ; Smith's Brit. 
Mezzotint Portraits ; register at Chelmsford.] 

C. E. 8 . 

OGBORNE, ELIZABETH (1768 ?- 
1853), historian of Essex, was daughter of 
Sir John Eliot, bart., by Jane Jackson. She 
married about 1790 John Ogborne [q. v.], son 
of David Ogborne [q. v.] In 1814 she com¬ 
menced a ‘ History of Essex,' her husband, 
John Ogborne, who was an able lme-engra- 
ver, contributing the plates. She was as¬ 
sisted by Thomas Leman [q. v.], who contri¬ 
buted 'a Slight Sketch of the Antiquities 
of Essex’ (printed at pp. i-iv), and by her 
relative Joseph Strutt ] q, v.], the antiquary. 
The book was printed in quarto, hut, owing 
to want of encouragement and the impaired 
meansof the family, only the first volume was 
published (in 1817, though the title-page is 
dated 1814). This contains twenty-two 
parishes in the hundreds of Becontree, Walt¬ 
ham, Ongar, and the liberty of Havering. 
Mrs. Ogborne died in Great Portland Street, 
London, on 22 Dec. 1868, in her ninetieth 
year. Some of her manuscripts fell into the 
hands of her servant, the wife of a marine- 
store dealer in Somers Tow. Many of them 
were used as waste paper {Notes and Queries, 
1st ser. ix. 322). The remainder was pur¬ 
chased in March 1854 by Mr. Edward J. 
Sage, an Essex antiquary, who happened to 
be passing the shop at the time, 


[Essex Review (July 1899) ; Gent. Mag. 1864, 
Pt. i. p. 220; Trans, of Essex Areheolog. See. 
ii. 163; London Mag, iii. 662, xiii. 411; Parish 
Register of Chelmsford.] G. G. 

OGBORNE, JOHN (1765-1837), en¬ 
graver, younger son of David Ogborne [q. v.], 
being baptised at Chelmslbid on 6 Aug. 1756, 
was a pupil of Francesco Bartolozzi [q. v.] 
He was one of the band of stipple-engravers 
who worked under that artist. He produced 
some excellent specimens of engraving in this 
branch of art, and later, by combining a cer¬ 
tain amount of work in line with that in 
stipple, produced a variety of effect. He 
engraved some plates after J. Boydell, R. 
Smirke, and T. Stothard for Boydell’s 1 Shake¬ 
speare Gallery,’ and many after Angelica 
ltauffuiann, IV. Hamilton, W. R. Bigg, R. 
"Weatall, T. Stothard, and others. He was 
also largely employed in engraving portraits, 
including those for J. Thane’s ‘ illustrious 
British Characters.’ He engiaved a portrait 
of Thane, in the line manner, after W. R. 
Bigg. The name of his sistBr, Mary Ogborne 
(baptised at Chelmsford 31 Aug. 1764), ap¬ 
pears on two plates after IV. Hamilton. A 
number of his prints were published by him¬ 
self at 68 Great Portland Street, London. In 
1828 John Ogborne exhibited a picture at 
the British Institution, and in 1837 another 
at the British Artists in Suffolk Street, ne 
died a pensioner of the National Benevolent 
Institution, being buried in Tottenham Court 
Road Burial Ground on 13 Nov. 1837. His 
wife Elizabeth Ogborne is noticed separately. 

[Essex Review (July 1899) ; Redgrave s Diet, 
of Artiste; Dodd’s manuscript Hist, of English 
Engravers (Brit. Mus. Add MS. 33403); 
Graves’s Diet, of An.it,tH, 1700-1380.] L. C. 

OGDEN, JAMES (1718-1802), author, 
horn at Manchester in 1718, was a fustian 
cutter or shearer who in his early manhood 
travelled on the continent, resided for a year 
at the Hague or Leyden, and was a witness 
of the battle of Dettin^en (1748). For a 
time he acted as master of a school in connec¬ 
tion with the Manchester Collegiate Church, 
and in the course of years published a number 
of volumes of turgid verse, some of which 
have a local interest, besides an interesting 
and useful prose description of Me native 
town. His intelligent assist ance in the eom- 

E Ration of the 1 Description of the Country 
:om Thirty to Forty Miles round Manches¬ 
ter,’ 1768, is acknowledged by Dr. John 
Aikm in the preface to that work, By his 
fellow-townsmen he was usually styled ‘Poet’ 
Ogden, and is so designated in the ‘ Man¬ 
chester Directory ’ for 1797. He died at 
Manchester on 13 Aug. 1802, aged 83, and 
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was buried, at the collegiate church. The 
poet’s son "William (1768-1822), also an 
author, was on ardent radical reformer, and 
was imprisoned for sedition in 1817. A peti¬ 
tion which he presented to parliament, con¬ 
taining a complaint of the harsh, treatment 
he had experienced in gaol, led to a dehate 
in the House of Commons, in the course of 
which Canning is alleged, but apparently 
without good ground, to have described the 
prisoner as the ‘revered and ruptured Ogden ’ 
(of. Notes and Queries, 4th ser. iii. 481, May 
1800). 

James Ogden wrote : 1. ‘ The British Lion 
Bous’d; or, Acts of the British Worthies: a 
Poem in Nine Books,’ Manchester, 1702,8vo. 
2. ‘An Epistle on Poetical Composition,’ Lon¬ 
don, 1702. 3. ‘On the Crucifixion andliesur- 
reclion; aPoem,’1762. 4. ‘ APoum on the 
Museum at Allcrington, belonging to Asliton 
Lever,’ 1774. 6. ‘A Description of Man¬ 
chester,’ 1783 (anon.) This has been several 
times reprinted in the present century, the 
last edition, daled 1887, containing a prefa¬ 
tory memoir by Mr. W. 13. A, Axou. 0. ‘ A 
Poem, Moral, Philosophical, Religious, in 
which is considered the Nature of Man, Sea.,’ 
Manchester,1788(anon.) 7. ‘TkeEevolution: 
an Epic Poem,’ London, 1790, 8. ‘ Archery: 
a Poem,’ 1793. 9. ‘ Emanuel; or, Paradise 
Eogained: on Epic Poem,’Manchester, 1797. 
10. *A Concise Narrative of all the Actions 
. . . during the Present War’(Nos. 9 end 
10 wore published in one volume.) 11, ‘Sans 
Oulotte and Jacobino, an Iludihrastic room,’ 
1800. 

[Axon's Memoir, mentioned above; Procter's 
Literary Iteminiseences and Gleanings, 1800; 
Proceedings of Manchester Literary Olub, 3 B 7 3— 
1874, p, 67; Hemos’ii Vicars of Rockdale, ii. 
288.J C. W. S, 

OGDEN, JONATHAN ROBERT (1800- 
1882), musical composer, son of Robert (ladon 
(d. 1810), was bom at Leeds on J 3 .7 uno 
1806. liis father while living at Lou els was 
in partnership with Thomas Bolton, a Liver¬ 
pool merchant. Ogdon was educated at 
Leeds, partly under Joseph Hutton, LL.D,, 
minister of Mill nill Unitarian Ohapol. Iio 
became a Unitarian, though his parents wuro 
members of the church of England, Ear a 
short time ho was placed in the office of 
Thomas Bolton at Liverpool, but had no 
taste for mercantile life, and showed an early 
bent for musio. "When very young ho played 
the violoncollo at a concert, but liis instru¬ 
ment was t he piano. To forward his musical 
education, his mother (whose maiden namo 
was Glover) removed to London. Ilero 
Ogden became a pupil of Ignaz Moselle]Ofl, 
and later of Auguet Kollmun |_q. V.J lie 


studied for a year at Paris under Puds'll 
for three years at Munich under Stouter » 
18 jJ 7 lie visited Vienna. * 

After liis marriage (1884), he settled inti, 
lake district, at Lakefield, Sawrey, Lehm! 
shire. Here he lived t he life of a country een 
tleman; he was fond of angling, and deye" 
loped a considerable talentfor drawinr 
James Martineau, D.D., when oompilme l£ 
‘ Hymirn for the Christian Church audEonwj 
1840, invited Ogden to supply tunes of un. 
usual metre. Ogden, aftor much persuasion, 
assented. The result was his ‘ Holy 
and Musical Prayers,’published bylvoveiio 
in 1842. A feature of the volume which 
evoked critioiBmwas the adaptation ash™, 
tnnos of pieces by Beethoven and others, 
From the seventh and much enlarged edition 
(1872) the adaptations are omitted The stylo 
of Ogdon’s original musio is not eccleoiasM 
nor avo his compositions well adapted for 

ordinary congregational use; hut they possess 

great beanty, and their spirit is rightly indi- 
catod in the title of the volume. 


Ogdon, though a shy man in society, was 
beloved by bis friends, and a most congenial 
host. He waB methodical in his habits, and, 
as a J.P. for Lancashire, made an excellent 
magistrate. lie had akeen sense of humoor, 
and could ‘eland on examination in Diokens.’ 
no died at, Lakefield on 26 March 1882, and 
was buried in IJawkshead churchyard. Hs 
married in 1831 Frances, daughter of Thomas 
Bolton, who survived him; hiB son died 
before him, leaving a daughter. 


|Inquirer, 1 April 1882 p. 207, 22 April pp. 
201 soij, (memoir by William Thornely),] 

A. G. 


OGDEN, BAMUEL (1628 P-1697), prea- 
bvtoriui divino, born at Oldham, Lancashire, 
alioul 1628, was educated at Oldham grammar 
school and was admitledasizarof Christ’sCol- 
logo, Cambridge, 4 May 1648, aged 20. After 
gradualingB.A.,( L051-2),lie wasfor some time 
master of Oldham grammar school. Inl662, 
having married, he was put in charge of Bux¬ 
ton Ohapol, Derbyshire. IloappliedonlOJuly 
1663 to tlioWirkbworth classis for ordination, 
and was ordained on27 Sept, 1668. Next year 
ho was pvesoutod by the Earl of Rutland to 
the donative curacy of Fairfield, a mile from 
Buxton. No meolingof Wirkswortkclassis 
is recorded between 21 Feb. 1664 and 16 Jan, 
1G66 (tlie minute-book has twelve blank 
loavca). For admission to Fairfield, Ogden 
wont up to London to the ‘ triers,’ and ob¬ 
tained an approbation, 23 Oot. 1654, und® 
their seal. JIo hold Buxton and Fairfield 
Chapels till 1667, when he obtained tku 
vicarage of Maokworlk, Derbyshire, man 
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which he -was ejected by the Uniformity Act 
of 1862. During the whole of his ministry 
he kept a boarding school. 

He did not at once continue his ministry, 
and was an occasional communicant, though 
not a ‘fixed member,’ of the established 
church. Till the Five Mile Act came into 
force, 26 March I860, he kept on his school at 
Mackworth. He then went into Yorkshire, 
hut returned and had a flourishing school at 
Derby. Under the indulgence of 1872 he 
took out a license on 8 May as a presbyterian 
teacher in the house of Thomas Saunders, at 
Iittlelreton,Derbyshire, Inl083 the master 
of the Derby grammar school began a suit 
against him for competing with his school; 
Ogdon took the case to the court of arches, 
and spent 1001. on it, urging that there 
was room for two schools j he lost his 
ease in 1086. Sir John Gell of Hopton, 
Derbyshire, at once put him into tkeWirks- 
worth grammar school, of which he remained 
master till his death. After the Toleration 
Act, 1689, he preached regularly to noncon¬ 
formist congregations. He was seized with 

{ dialysis in the pulpit, and died on 26 May 
697, ' aged upward of seventy; ’ he was 
buried on 27 May in Wirksworth Ohuroh. 
He married a daughter of Burnet, perpetual 
curate of Oldham. Samuel Ogden, D.D. [q.v.], 
was Ms great-grandson. 

Ogden was a good hebraist, conversed in 
Greek with ' the pretended archbishop of 
Samos,’ and wrote Latin verse in his old age. 
He delighted in mathematics, and main¬ 
tained that ‘ very few good mathematicians 
were lewd and scandalous.’ He was versed 
also in physics, and an excellent practical 
botanist, and was fond of musio. He seems 
to have published nothing except, perhaps, a 
political pamphlet which he wrote at the 
time of the Rye-house plot, hut of which no 
copy is known to be extant; he left manu¬ 
script treatises on predestination and the in¬ 
termediate state. 

[Calamy’s Account, 17l8,pp. 189 seq,, and Con¬ 
tinuation, 1727, i. 284 (the certificates of his 
augmentation, onlinalion, approbation, and li¬ 
cense are given in full, a nearly uniquo collec¬ 
tion); Minuto-Book of Wirksworth Claseis, in 
Journal of Derbyshire Archseol and Nat. Hist. 
Soc. January 1880, pp. 174 seq.] A. G. 
OGDEN, SAMUEL (1716-1778), popular 
reacker, bom at Manchester on 28 July 
716, was the only eon of Thomas Ogden, a 
dyer of Manchester, who died in 1766, aged 
75,leaving a widow, who lived to be eighty- 
five. Ogden erected in the collegiate church 
of Manchester, to the memory of his father, 
a marble tablet with an inscription in Latin. 
He was educated at Manchester school, 


and admitted at King’s College, Cambridge, 
as ‘ poor scholar ’ in March 1783, but ‘ very 
happily escaped,’ in August 1786, to St. 
Jolm’s College, with the prospect of enjoying 
a Manchester exhibition. He graduated 
B.A. in January 1787-8, M.A. 1741, B.D. 
1748, and D.D. 1768; was elected a fellow of 
St. John’s College on the Ashton foundation 
on 26 March 1789-40, became senior fellow 
on 22 Feb. 1768, and remained in that posi¬ 
tion until 1768. He was incorporated at 
Oxford on 11 July 1768. In June 1740 he 
was ordained deacon in the English church 
by the Bishop of Chester, and was advanced 
to the priesthood by the Bishop of Lincoln 
in November 1741. From that date until 
1747 he held the curacy of Coley in Halifax, 
and he was master of the free school at 
Halifax, communicating to his pupils ‘his 
own exact grammatical mode of institution,’ 
from 1744 until March 1763, when he re¬ 
lumed to Cambridge, although he retained 
the oursey at Eland, in his old parish, down 
to 1762. 

Ogden accepted the sequestration of the 
round church of tlio Holy Sepulchre at 
Cambridge, and preached there for about 
eighteen years to crowded congregations, 
consisting mostly of members of the uni¬ 
versity. He performed his exercise for 1 D.D.’ 
against John Green [q. v.], afterwards bishop 
of Lincoln, in the presence of the Duke of 
Newcastle, the chancellor of the university, 
who was much gratified at the contest of 
intelleot, and conferred on him, in 1754, the 
vicarage of Damerham in Wiltshire, which 
was tenable with his fellowship. The duke 
would have bestowed still further prefer¬ 
ment upon him, but Ogden did not prove a 
‘producsable man; for he was singularly 
uncouth in his manner, and spoke his mind 
very freely upon all occasions.' In 1764 he 
was appointed to theWoodwardian profes- 
sorsliip of geology at Cambridge, and held 
it until his death in 1778. He resigned the 
living of Damerham in 1706 in favour of 
the Rev. Charles Haynes, who had been 
promised by the lord chancellor the rectory 
of Slansfield in Suffolk, From that year 
until 1778 Ogden held the college living of 
Lawford in Essex, with the rectory of Stans- 
field. Cunning gives an amusing specimen 
of the letters which he used to indite to the 
owners of valuable preferment whenever 
any piece of patronage fell vacant; but his 
efforts to secure promotion were unsuccess¬ 
ful. He was a candidate for the mastership 
of St. John’s Oollege in 1705 and in 1776, 
but on the latter occasion only polled three 
votes. 

Ogdeu preached at Cambridge to the last 
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died, on 22 March. 1778, and was buried on Ogden’s published discourses were: 1 T 

the south side of the communion table at sermons preached before the university 0 f 
the church of the Iloly Sepulchre. A tablet Cambridge, 17fi8. 2, Ten sermons on th 
was placed in the church to his memory, offiency of prayer and intercession 1770*- 
Being in many ways very penurious, ho had 2nd edit. 1770. 8 . Twenty-three sermon! 
gradually accumulated a considerable for- on the Ten Commandments, 1778. 4 , j> 0UJa 
tunB, which passed to his relatives. lie had teen Bermons on the articles of the Christian 
intended that I)r. William Craven, master faith, 1777, Bishop Hurd was delighted 
of St. John’s College, should bo lus residuary with them, and purposed putting these into 
legal oe, and had deposited the will with Mm j the hands of the young princes (Kiitebt 
but four years later, Oravan, through Ogden’s Life efLIurd, p. 133). 6 . ‘Collected sermons' 
influence, was appointed to thoprofessorship to which are now first added “Sermons 
of Arabic, and returned the will to Ogdon on the Lord’s Supper.’’ With an account of 
with a remark that he had now a sullicienoy the Author’s Life, and a Vindication of his 
for his wants, All that (Jraven would accept Writings against Borne late Objections,’ 1780 
was tho gift of his Arabic books. Ogden's 2 vols.; 1786, 2 vols.; 1788, 2 vols.; 1805' 
portrait was painted by F, Vaudov Myn, and J vol, The biographer was Bishop Samuel 
engraved by Gt. Scott for Ilarding's ‘Biogra- TTnllifax [ 9 . v.] ; the objector was John 
pineal Mirror,’ Main waving (a 1 follow-collegian and friend’ 

Ogden was‘ an excellent classical scholar, of Ogdon), m a volume of ‘ Sermons, with a 
a scientific divine, and a proficient in tlio Dissertation on that Species of Composition’ 
Oriontal languages,’ Soveral doseuptions 1780. lie defended himself against Halliiax’b 
have been given of him in the pulpit. Gil- consurcs in his anonymous ‘Remarks on the 
hert Wakefield (Life, i. 96-7) depicts ‘a Pursuits of Literature,’ 1798, pp. 14-24,02-5 
large, black, scowling figure, a ponderous Mathias, on tho other hand, in a note to the 
body with a lowering visage, ombrowned by advertisement to the fourth port of the 
the horrors of a sable periwig. Ilia voice ‘ I’urBuits,’ praises Hallifax for this ‘ kind and 
was growling and moroso, and his sontoncas disinterested office,' In 1832 the Rev. T. S. 
desultory, tart, and snappish.’ Muinwaring Hughes published Ogden’s sermons as vol 
dwells on his ‘portly figure, dignified air, xxit. of ‘Divines of tho Churoh of England,’ 
broad visuge, dark compioxinu, arched eye- and prefixed to it a now account of his life, 
brows and piercing eyes, tho solomn, em- Ogden contributed to the Cambridge col- 
phatic, commanding uttenmeo ’ (llemar/cs on lections of vorscs. That on the accession of 
Pursuits of Literature, p, 63). Paley sneaks George III contained three sots by him, 
of the strangeness of his tone, ‘ a most soluinu, Latin, English, and Arabic, which produced 
drawling, whining tone; ho seemed to think a caustic epigram from tho first Lord Alvan- 
lie was always in tho pulpit ’ (Best, Personal ley (Manehester Softool Roy, Chotham Soo, 
and Literary Memorials, pp, 202-3). But all i. 4.0 ; Notes and Queries, 1st Bor, ii. 106). 
theso writers hear witness to tho effect of [Tuator’s Alumni Oxon.; Nioholt’s Illnstr. of 
his discourses, which were* interspersed with Lit. vi. 87 6 , and Lit. Anaod. i. 666 ; BoWs 
remarks eminently brilliant and acute, but St. John’s, ed, Mayor, i. 306, 808, 320, ii, 1072, 
too epigrammatic.’ Ogden,despite his penury, 1070 , 1001 - 2 ; Watson’a Jlallifax, pp 406,441, 
loved good cheer. It was a saying of hie 400;_ Lila prefixed to Sermons, 1780; Gunning's 
that the goose was a silly bird, too much for Reminiseonoos, i, 230-40; Wakefield's Life, 1 . 
one, and not enough for two, U6-7 Whitaker'S Loidis, pp. 387-0, Boswell, 

Ogden was tho favourilo preacher of od. Hill, ill. 248, iv. 123, v. 20 , 88 , 360-1.] 
Goorge III; and Ernest, king of Hanover, w> 

recommonded his sermons to his chaplains OGILBY, JOHN (1600—1(376), miscel- 
as their model for brevity and terseness, laueous writer, was bom in or near Edin- 
Boswell admired thoir (sumilty of reason- burgh in November 1300. IIo was d good 
ing,’impressed them upon Johnson’s atten- family, hut his father, having spent his estate, 
tion, and malcos mention of thorn in tho bocamo a prisoner in the king’s bench,and 
‘Tour to tho Hebrides’ so often that in could give his sou litilo education The youth, 
Rowlandson’s caricatures I 10 is somulimos however, being industrious, saved a small 
represented with a volume in bis hand or his sum of money, which bo adventured with 
pocltot. Johnson, at last, road aloud the success in the lottery for the advancement 
sixth sermon on prayer ‘with a disliuot ex- of tho plantation in Virginia, Hewos thereby 
pvession mid pleasing solemnity. Tie praised enabled to obtaiuhisfalhor’srelease,andbind 
... his elegant language and remarkable himself apprcntico to one Draper, a dancing- 
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master in Gray's Inn Lane. Before long he 
made himself peifect in the art, and by his 
obliging behaviour to the pupils acquired 
money enough from them to buy out the re¬ 
mainder of his time. He now began teach¬ 
ing on Ins own account, and being soon 
reputed one of the best masters in the pro¬ 
fession, he was selected to dance in the Duke 
of Buckingham’s great mosque at court, when 
he injured himself and became slightly lame. 
At one time be bad for his apprentice John 
Lacy (<?. 1681) [q. v.], afterwards well known 
us an actor and diamatist. Among his pupils 
were the sisters of Sir Kalph (afterwards 
Lord) Hopton at Wj ham, Somerset, and 
at leisure moments he learned of Sir Ralph 
how to handle the pike and musket. In 
10-13, when the Earl of Strafford became 
lord-deputy of Ireland, he took Ogilby into his j 
household to teach lus children, ana Ogilby, 
writing an excellent hand, was frequently 
employed by the earl to transcribe papers for 
him. Subsequently lie became one of Straf¬ 
ford’s tioop of guard, and wrote some humo- 
ious verses entitled ‘ The Chaiacter of a 
Trooper.’ Appointed deputy-master of the 
levels in Ireland, he built a little theatre in 
St. 'Wcrburgh Street, Dublin, and was much 
patronised; but upon the outbreak of the 
civil war in 1611 he lost everything, under¬ 
went many hardships, and narrowly escaped 
being blown up in ltathfarnham Castle, near 
Dublin. To add to his misfortunes, he was 
shipwrecked in luspnssnge from Ireland, and 
arrived in London quite destitute. Going on 
foot to Cambridge, soveral scholars, attracted 
by his industry, gave him Latin lessons, and 
he proceeded to translate Virgil. This trans¬ 
lation, and another which he made of ^Esop, 
brought him in some money. About 1854 
he learned Greek of David Wnitford or Whit¬ 
field, at that time usher to James Shirley, 
the dramatist, who was keeping a school 
in Whitefriars. In the version of Homer, 
which lie subsequently undertook, he is said, 
on doubtful authority, to have been assisted 
by Shirley. 

At the Restoration, Ogilby made himself 
acceptable to Charles II and his court. In 
1001 he was entrusted with the sole conduct 
of the ‘poetical part’ of the coronation ( Cal. 
State Papers, Dom. 1000-1, p. 568). The 
device whieh ho exhibited over the triumphal 
arch ia Leadonliall Street was much ap¬ 
plauded, and is referred to by Dryden in his 
poem on the coronation ( Works, ed. Scott, 

] 821, ix. 01). In 1062 he obtained the patont 
for master of the revels in Ireland in com¬ 
petition with Sir 'William D’Avenant. His 
old theatre in Dublinhaving been destroyed 
in the civil war, he built a new one at the 


cost of nearly 2,0007 Tie got into trouble by 
decoying away to his theatre John Richards, 
one of D’Avenaut’s company of actors, who 
were nominally servants to the Duke of 
York, aud he had to make ample apology 
(Cal. State Papers, Dom. 1081-2, p. 466). 

On again settling in London Ogilby trans¬ 
lated and published books until the great fire 
in 1066, when his house in Whitefriars was 
destroyed, along with stock to the value of 
3,0007. (ib, Dom. I860, pp. 171-2). Im¬ 
mediately afterwards the corporation ap¬ 
pointed Ogilby and his wife’s grandson, 
William Morgan, as ‘sworn viewers ’ or sur¬ 
veyors, to plot out the disputed property in 
the city. They subsequently surveyed the 
whole city, and their ground-plan was pub¬ 
lished in 1877 (Overall, Bemembrancm, p. 
46 71 .) Ogilby was soon enabled to rebuild 
his house, and to set up a large printing 
establishment; he was besides invested with 
the ornamental titles of ‘ king's cosmographer 
and geographic printer.’ He died on 4 Sept. 
1876, and was buried in St. Bride’B Church, 
Fleet Street. Contemporary writers repre¬ 
sent him as a man of attractive manners, 
great sagacity, and untiring energy. Accord¬ 
ing to Aubrey his wife was the daughter of 
Mr, Fox of Netherlmmpton, near Wilton, 
Wiltshire, a servant of Lord Pembroke, by 
whom he hud an only daughter, Mrs.Morgan, 
mother of the William Morgan who assisted 
him in his business. But from his will (P.O.O. 
121, Bence) it is clear that Ogilby married a 
widow, Christian (P Knight), and it was her 
daughter by a former husband who was 
mother of William Morgan. There was 
another daughter, Elizabeth Knight. Mrs. 
Ogilby died in Whitefriars in 1681 (Adminis- 
ti ation Aet Book , P. O. C., dated 16 June 
1681). 

Ogilby printed many splendid books, mostly 
in folio j several wars illustrated, or, os he ex¬ 
pressed it, ‘ adorned with sculpture,’by Hollar 
and other eminent engravers. On25ltay 1606 
tli© king, on his petition, issued a proclama¬ 
tion forbidding any one for fifteen years to 
reprint or * counterfeit the sculpture in them,’ 
an injunction renewed on 20Marchl607 ( Cal. 
State Papers, Dom. 1664-6, p. 881,1606-7, 
p. 674). To facilitate the sals of them Ogilby 
established about 1064, under royal pa¬ 
tronage, a lottery in which all the prizes wars 
books of his own editing and printing or pub¬ 
lishing. The plague and the great fire of 
London seriously interfered with the working 
of this scheme, and he subsequently opened 
anew ‘standing lottery,’ the prospectus of 
which is to he found in the ‘ Gentleman's 
Magazine ’ for 1814 (pt. i. p. 646), wherein 
he quaintly complains that his subscribers 
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do not pay. Pepys,who collected Ogilby’s 
publications,relates Ills success in tliis lottery 
( Diary, ed. 1840, iii. 1150). 

Ogilby's translat ion 0 /Virgil into heroic 
verse was first published in large 8vo in 1(349, 
and was sumptuously reprinted in 1654 in 
royal folio, with plates by Hollar, and again 
in 8vo in 1605. Ilia mastery over the heroic 
couplet is creditable; his version is suf¬ 
ficiently close to the words of Virgil— 
much more so than Dryden's—and though 
he diows no trace of poet real fooling, he writes 
in fair commonplace English. Ho was ridi¬ 
culed, but Ms version continued to be bought 
until Drydon's appeared,and the 'sculptures/ 
which form a prominent feature in tins as in 
his other books, were considered good enough 
to he borrowed by Dryden, His work heads 
the list of the ‘ Lady’s Library ’ in the ‘ Spec¬ 
tator,’and in our own day was included among 
the hooka recommended for examination to 
those whom Dean Stanley of Westminster 
lirought together with n view to onlisting 
their services in the production of a now 
English dictionary. 

Ogilby also published in 1058 a boautiful 
folio edit ion of the Lat in original, omhollishod 
with 101 illustrations by Lombarl ,Eaithorno, 
Ilollar, and others. His rhyming paraphrase 
ofyEsop’s ‘Fables’ followed in 1051,4lo, be¬ 
ing recommended in sornn vorsos by Sir Wil ■ 
lioin Dnvenant and .Tamos Shirley, In 1005 
a soeond pari appeared in folio, which in- 1 
eluded some fables of his own, called 
LEsopics,’composed during his stay at Kings¬ 
ton-on-Thames in the time of the plague. 
Both parls were issued in folio in 1005-8, 
and contain engravings by W. Ilollar, D. 
Stoop, and F. Barlow. Another edition, in 
two vols. 8vo, is dated 1875. 

Of his translation of Ilomer the ‘Iliad’ 
appeared in 1000, and the * Odyssey’ in 1005, 
both on imperial paper, and with plates by 
Hollar and others, According to Spence 
(Anecdotes, p. 278) it was this illustrated 
edition which first allured Pope to read the 
1 Iliad’ when ho was a boy at school. With 
the assistauce of Dr. John Worthington and 
other divines Ogilby brought out at Cam¬ 
bridge in 1060 a noblo edition of the Bible 
((wo vols. royalfolio),illustrated with ‘olioro- 
graphical sculps ’ by Ogilby himself, and 107 
engravings by N. J. VissoW, Having pre¬ 
sented a splendidly bound oopy of it to the 
king on his first ooming to the royal chapel i 
at Whitehall, he was commanded to supply ! 
other copies for use in the oliapel, closet, 1 
library, and council chamber, at a cost of 
200/. Ho prosentod another copy to tho j 
House of Commons, for which I 10 received 
601, About August 1681 ho petitioned the | 


kmg to prohibit any one 
printing a folio bible sueh as Ms, 
commund bis edition to all churches J? 
chapels, that he might thereby be encounS 

fv 3 h W 8 + bll l 1 V™ S i ? B To e1 ' 7 CB " 8 “wa by 

Bishop Wetenhall m Ms ‘Scripture authen 
tick and Faith certain,’ 1686, In Actsvi <! 
tho word ‘ ye ’ was substituted for ‘ we ’ 

Ogilby published in ten folio sheets arouri, 
i 9 1 Charles II’s coronation, entitled 
1 Tho Relation oi his Majesties Entertainment 
passing through the City of London to he 
Coronation,’ 1061. This was followed in 1005 
by the splendid folio known as ‘The Enter^ 
tainment of. . . Charles II in Ms Possum 
through the Oil y of London/ See. The letter- 
press was revised by the king’s command M 
Sir Edward Walker, Garter lib. Dom. 1660-7 
P- COB, 1661 -2, p. 360); tho plates are mostly 
by Ilollar. This work, of which another 
edition was published by William Morgan 
in 1685, line proved of great service in 
coriimnnioe of subsequent date. 

During the laBt years of Me life Ogilby 
devoted lumsolf to the production of books 
of geography and topography, copiously illus¬ 
trated with maps and engravings by Hollar 
and others. TlieRe woro: 1. ‘An Embassy 
from tho East Indin Company of the United 
Provinces to tho Grand Tartar Cham, Em- 
poroiir of China, delivorod by tlieir Excel¬ 
lencies Potor do fliiyev and Jaoob do Keyset 
at his Imporial City of Peking/ fob, Lon¬ 
don, 1809 (2nd edit., to which wiib added 
‘ A tlaa Ohinensis ’—also published separately 
in 1671—2 vola. fol,, London, 1678). Tins 
work was compiled from the Dutch of Jan 
Nieuhof, Olfort, Dapper, and Arnoldus Mon- 
tanue. 2. 4 Atlas Japanensis; being remark¬ 
able Addresses, by way of embassy, from the 
East India Company of the United Provinces 
to tho Emperor of Japan/ fol., London, 1070, 
compiled from Montanas. 3. ‘Africa/fol., 
London, 1670, translated from Dapper, and 
‘augmented with observations.’ In the pre¬ 
face ho gives an entertaining account of his 
own writings. 4, ‘America/ fob, London, 
1671. 5. ‘ Asia. The first part,’ fol., Lon¬ 
don, 1073. The socond part was the ‘Em¬ 
bassy to the Emperour of China/ already pub¬ 
lished in 1809, and again in 1673. fl. 'Brb 
tanni a. Volumo tho first, or an Illustration of 
the Kingdom of England and Dominion of 
Wales, by a Geographical and Historical 
Description of the principal Roads thareof, 
printed on one hundred copper plates,’ fob, 
London, 1675 (2nd edit., revised and appa¬ 
rently abridged, 1008); it was undertaken by 
the express desire of the king. This ‘nobledo- 
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aoription of Britain, as it is deservedly called, 
by Bishop Nicolson, never proceeded beyond 
the first volume, although Ogilby in his will 
earnestly requested William Morgan to finish 
it, Vol. ii. was to have contained views of 
English cities; vol.iii. ‘A Topographical De- 
acription of the whole Kingdom.’ 

Ogilby also projected the following atlases 
and maps: 1. ‘ A new Map of Kent,’ 1070, en¬ 
graved by S'. Lamb. 2. ‘Novissima Jamaica 
Descriptio,’1671. S. ‘Itinerarium Angliie, 
or a Book of Hoads... of England and. . . 
Wales,’ in which he was assisted by W. 
Morgan, fol., London, 1676 (abridged as ‘ The 
Traveller’s Guide' in 1099, 8vo). An ‘im¬ 
proved edition’ by John Senex was issued 
in 1719 in two oblong quarto volumes as 
‘An Actual Survey,’ and other editions, with 
descriptions of the towns by John Owen and 
maps by Emanuel Bowen, appeared in 1720, 
both 8vo and 4to, 1724,4to, 1731,4to, 1730, 
8vo, and 1763, 4to, under the title of 'Bri¬ 
tannia Depicta.’ Smaller editions, called re¬ 
spectively ‘Pocket-Book of the Hoads,’ and 
‘The Traveller’s Pocket Book, 1 'were published 
in 1721 and 1782, 8vo. 4. ‘ Tables of mea¬ 
sur'd Hoads (of England and Wales, with 
Map),’ 8vo, 1676. 5.‘London accurately sur¬ 
veyed. .. finished by W. Morgan,’eight sheets, 
1077. An ‘ Explanation’ of this map was 
published in quarto during the same year. 
The copy of this ‘ Explanation' or ‘ Key ’ at 
the British Museum is believed to he unique. 
A facsimile has recently (1891) been edited 
for the London and Middlesex Archreolo- 
gical Society by Mr. Charles Welch, F.S.A. 
6. ‘Essex, actually surveyed... by J. Ogilby 
and W. Morgan,’ 1678. 7. ‘ The Borough 
or Corporation of Ipswich. . . actually sur¬ 
veyed . . . A° 1074/ with views, nine sheets, 
1098. 8. ‘ A large and accurate Map of the 
City of London.’ 9. ‘ Middlesex.’ 10. ‘ Table 
of the North-West Roads’ (of England). 
11. ‘A new Map of, . .England and. . . 
Wales. Whereon are projected all the prin¬ 
cipal Roads.’ 

Ogilbv’s name, thanks to the ridicule of 
Dryden in ‘ MaoFleclmoe ’ and of Pope in the 
‘Dunciad,’ has become almost proverbial for 
a bad poet. He is known to have written two 
heroic poems called ‘The Ephesian Matron’ 
and ‘The Roman Slave,’ and an epic poem in 
twelve hooks entitled ‘ Oarolies’ in honour of 
Charles I, but the first two were never pub¬ 
lished, and the third was fortunately burnt 
in the fire of London (cf. preface to his 
'Africa'). He was also author of an imprinted 

e called ‘ The Merchant of Dublin,' and 
lines affixed to a portrait of Charles H, 
1081. Though Pope sneered at Ogilby, he 
did not disdain to borrow from his ver¬ 


sion of Virgil’s ‘ Eclogues 1 and translation of 
Homer. 

Ogilby’s portrait, engraved by the elder 
William Faithorne after a painting by Sir 
Peter Lely, is prefixed to his translation of 
Virgil. Another portrait by Lely was en¬ 
graved by Lombart. A third portrait, by 
Fuller, was engraved by Edwards; there is 
also an ongravrag of him by Marshall. His 
bust is prefixed to his translation of iEsop’s 
‘ Fables,’ 

[Wood's Athenin Oxon. (Bliss), iii. 789-44, 
998; Aubrey’s Lives in Letters from the Bodleian 
Library, &c., vol. ii. pt. ii. pp. 408-70; Biog. 
Brit.; Baker’s Biog. Dram. 1812 j Gough’s Brit. 
Topography; Lowndes’s Bibl. Manual (Bohn); 
Notes and Queries, 1st ser. i. 163, 6th ser. xii. 7, 
78; Macaulay’s Hist, of Englandfl 866), 1 . 312m; 
Nicolson’s Historical Libraries; Dryden’sWorks 
(Scott, 1821), 1.462; Pope’s Works (Biwin and 
Courthope), vol. iv.; the English Translators of 
Virgil, by Professor J. Conington, in Quarterly 
Review for July 1881; Brit. Mus. General and 
Map Catalogues ; notes kindly communicated by 
J. Challenor Smith, esq.; Evans’s Cat. of Engr. 
Portraits, i. 253; Granger’s Biogr. Hist of Engl. 
(2nd ed.), iv. 55-B.] G. G. 

OGILVIE. [See also Obilvt.] 

OGILVIE, CHARLES ATMORE 
(1793-1873), theologian, son of John Ogilvie 
of Whitehaven, Cumberland, who died at 
Duloe, Cornwall, 26 April 1839, by his wife 
Catharine Curwen of the Isle of Man, was 
bom at Whitehaven 20 Nov. 1793, and ma¬ 
triculated from Balliol College, Oxford, on 
S7Nov.l811. After taking aflist classinl816, 
he won the chancellor's prize for the English 
essay in 1817. He graduated B.A. 1816, 
M.A. 1818, B.D. and D.D. 1842. In 1816 
he was elected a fellow of his college, and 
took holy orders. He wae tutor 1819-80, 
bursar 1822, and senior dean 1842. He was 
appointed a university examiner in 1823 and 
1824, and examiner in the classical school in 
1826. He greatly assisted Dr. Jenkyns, the 
master of Balliol, in improving the tone and 
discipline of the college, and contributed 
largely to giving it a foremost place in the 
university. About 1829 he was looked on 
as a leader of the high-church party in 
Oxford, but he gave little active support 
to the Oxford movement. Ha -waB a select 
preaoher before the university in 1826,1832, 
and 1844, and was made Bampton lecturer 
in 1886, 

Ogilvie held some clerical preferment 
while still fellow and tutor of Balliol. He 
was rector of Wiekford, Essex, from 4 Jan. 
1822 to 1888; rector of Abhotsley, Hunting- 
donshire, from 80 Aug. 1822 to 1839; and 
vicar of Duloe from 20 Oct. 1833 to 1840. 
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The rectory and vicarage of Ross, TIeveford- rhetorician into a public lecturer Tobutt~ 
shire, conferred on him (! Doc, 1839, he hold tho <licories of Godwin, of which i'n youth h 
till ilia death. Forutimehe acted as domestic had been enamoured, For a time he rented 
and examining chaplain lo Archbishop llotv- room in a remote ICentuclty cabin, where h* 
ley. He resigned his fellowship in 1834. On wrote his lectures, depending to some extern 
the foundation of a chair of past oral theology for his living on pecuniary help from forme 
in the university, Ogilvio became the first, pupils (jA.) II a is said to bave lectured with 
regius professor on 23 April 18-12, and as pro- great succors throughout Virginia and the 
fe.s.-or he succeeded in 1819 to a canonry at Atlantic states. IIo returned to Scotland te 
Christ Church, under the provisions of the claim tho lapsed earldom of Findlater as a 
Act 3 and 1 Viet. c. 113. Through lifo ho relative of James Ogilyy, the kat earl of 
maintained a close friendship witliDv. Rout h, Findlater and Seafield of the Ogilvy line 
president of Magdalen College, with whom who had died at Dresden in 1811 [see under 
fie corresponded on literary suhjucts from Ogti.vy, Jajiim, 1714 P-1770], Ogilvie’s pre- 
1847 to 1864. lie was also very intimate tensions, howovor, wero hot entertained 
with JosophBlnnco White. While lecturing Constitutionally sensitive and excitable and 
on 16 Feb. 1873 he was, seized with paralysis, worn out with narcotic',, he is said to have 
and died in his house at Christ Church, committed snioido in Aberdeen on 18 Sept, 
Oxford, two days later. lie was buried in 1820. 

the Latin Oliapol in Christ Church Catlie- Ogilvin’s ‘Philosophical Essays’ appeared 
dral. By his marriage, on 18 April 1838, at Philadelphia in 1810. The book is snm- 
to Mary Ann Guruell, daughter of Major rnarily discussed in ‘Blackwood’s Magazine' 
Armstrong (who diod 2 Oct. 1876), lie had xvii 198, and it is criticised at length by 
two daughters. E. T. Olinnniiig in the ‘ North American 

He published : 1. ‘ On the Union of Clas- lleviow,’ vol. iv. 
sical and Mathematical Studies,’ printed in [Autobiographical Sketch in Philosophical 
the ‘Oxford English Prize Essays,’ vol. iii. Essays; Hocolloetions liy a Pupil i n Southeiu 
1830. 2. ‘The Apostolic Origin of tho Literary Mossanger, vol. xiv., Irving’s Dictionary 

Three Orders of Ihe Christian Ministry,’ of Eminent HeoKmnn; iiiformalion from Hr, 
1836. 8. ‘The Divine Glory manifested ill fi oovroH tronnch, Aclrocnlcs’Library, Edinburgh, 
the Conduct and Discourses of our Lord, and Mr F. J.Andirson, University Library, Abur- 
Eight Sermons before tho University at the ( ‘ n0, M T. B. 

Lecture founded by ,T. B, imp ton,' 183U. OGILVIE or OGILBY, JOIIN (1580P- 
4. ‘Considerations on Subscription to llio 1016), iemiit, hom about 1680, was the eldest 
Thirty-nine Articles,’ 1846. 6, ‘On Sub- son of Walter Ogilvie of Drum, near Keith, 
scription to the Thirly-iiino Articles as by At the ago of t.welvo he went to the conti- 
Law required of Candidates for Jloly Orders nont, ami whs tlioie converted to catliolici-m. 
and of the Clergy,’ L8C3. About 1606 ho milored tho Scots College at 

[Chapman's Bern ini sconees of Three Oxford j Louvnin, and subsequently visitod the Hene- 
Worthios, 1876, pp. 13-62; Burgim’s Lives of dietinesat Ilutishon,andthe Josuit College at 
Twelve Good Mun, 1891, pp. 16,184 ; Guardian, Oltmitv, whero lie was admitted amemberof 
19 Fob. 1873, p. 227 , Mui of I ho Time, 1872, tlm Society of Jeans. IIo spent two years of 
p. 728, Bonuonnd Conrtnoy’s Bilil. Oornnb, 1882, , novitiftto nt Brunn, and between 1603 and 
iii. 1290; Couch’s EeminiseonceH of Oxford, 1892, 1 (113 livod at (iratz, Vienna, Olmiitz, Paris, 
pp. 908, &c.; Lifo of Boy, Josopli Blanco Whito, (luf l Knuon. At, Paris ho was ordained priest 
1816; information fiomhis duughtor, Mrs. Law- in jcJ3. Towards tho close of the yearhe 
renco '' u. L. B. | end two nt her priosts, Moffat and Campbell, 

OGILVIE, JAMES (1760-1820),scholar, wore ordered by tho superior of the Scottish 
claimed connection with the Ggilvys, nnrls I mission of the Soeiety of Jesus to repair to 
of Findlater. He was born in 17(10 m Abor- Snotland. Ogilvio landed in tho disguise 
doen, and was educated tliorc. ITo may ! of a soldiov, under tho assumed namo of 
be the Janies Ogilvie who graduated at t Watson, and, having separated from hi? 
King's College, Aberdeen, in 1790. I'hni- companions, proceeded to the north, pro- 
grating to America, he for some time con- lmbly to his native district. In six weeks 
ducted a classical acadomy in "Richmond, he returned to Edinburgh, whore bo remained 
Virginia, leaving the impression of being ‘a throughout the winter of 1018-14, as the 
man of singular endowments,’ gifted with guest, of William Sinclair, advocate. Shortly 
‘the power of rousing tho mind from its before Easter (30 March) 1014 be set ont 
torpor and landing it wings’ (tinut/tcm TMe- for London on some mysterious business, 
vary iUcsnmgcr, vol. xiv.) Of a philosophical I It has been alleged that lie had then spri- 
temperament,Ogilvio dovolopedfrom iiHfiliool ' vate interview with King James, but the 
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story is probably one of the many rumours of 
Romanist intrigue which troubled the public 
mind after the excitement of 1592, and which 
laid the blame of the ‘ damnable powder- 
treason’ of1605 on the English jesuits Garnet 
and Oldcorne, Ogilue paid a hurried visit 
to Paris at this time; but his superior, Father 
Gordon, thought his action ill-advised, and 
ordered his immediate return (see latter 
printed in James Forbes’s Life of Ogilvie, 
p. 12».) He was back in Edinburgh in June 
1614, where he continued his propaganda 
under the protection of liis friend Sinclair, 
saying mass in private and holding inter¬ 
course with many, including the notorious 
Sir James Macdonald of Islay, then a prisoner 
in the castle of Edinburgh. lie went to 
Glnsgowin August, whorelie was discovered 
and arrested by order of Archbishop Spotis- 
wood (4 Oct. 1614). A few Romish books 
and garments, a chalice and an altar, some 
relic3, including a tuft of the hair of St. Ig¬ 
natius, and some incriminating letters, 1 not 
fit at that time to he divulgate,’ were found 
in his possession. He was examined by a 
committee, consisling of the archbishop, the 
Bishop of Argyll, Lords Fleming, Boyd, and 
Kilsyth, the provost of the city of Glas¬ 
gow, Sir Walter Stewart, and Sir George 
Elphinston. The narrative of the proceed¬ 
ings appeared in the ‘True Relation ’ ascribed 
to° Arch bishop Spotiswood. Ogilvie refused 
to give information (‘his busines,’ he said, 
‘ was to saue soules ’), and was sent to a cham¬ 
ber in the castle, where he remained till 
8 Bee,, lacking nothing 1 worthy of a man of 
his quality,’ and having the constant atten¬ 
tion of sundry ministers of the Kirk, who 
could not, however, argue him into a con¬ 
fession. Spotiswood had meanwhile informed 
the council of the capture and of the exami¬ 
nation of Ogilvie’s Glasgow accomplices; 
and they had on 11 Nov. issued a commission 
to him and to the Ireasurer-depute, the clerk 
of register, and Sir William Livingston of 
Kilsyth, or any three of them, the archbishop 
being one, to proceed to Glasgow to try ali 
suspected persons, and generally to clear up 
the whole conspiracy (Register of Privy Coun¬ 
cil, x. 284-6). Ogilvie was, however, taken 
to Edinburgh, and. brought before five of the 
council. He refused to explain the contents 
of the letters which had been seized inGlrs- 
gow, and conducted himself as before, until, 
undsr the painful torture of denial of sleep 
and rest, ms ' braines became lightsome,’ and 
he gave up tbe names of some of Ms accom¬ 
plices. The proceedings were suspended for 
the Christmas recess, and the archbishop ob¬ 
tained permission to ‘keep him in his com¬ 
pany ’ till his return to Edinburgh, Mean- 
voi. XIV. 


while the king sent down a commission to 
Spotiswood and others to make a special 
examination of Ogilvie’s tenets on royal and 
papal prerogative. The Icing’s questions were 
put to Ogilvie on 18 Jan., but to little pur¬ 
pose; for, despite the endeavours of the arch¬ 
bishop and the arguments of Robert Boyd, 
principal of the college, and Robert Scot, a 
Glasgow minister, he not only maintained 
his obstinate attitude, but aggravated his 

S osition by the statement ‘ that he con¬ 
sumed the oaths of supremacie and allege- 
ance proponed to be sworne in England.’ 
The catholic writers maintain that Ogilvie 
was put to severe torture during this ex¬ 
amination. Spotiswood himself admits that 
he suggested the infliction of it as the only 
means of overcoming the prisoner’s obstinacy, 
but that the king ‘ would not have these forms 
used with men of his profession,’ If they 
merely found that he was a jesuit, they were 
to banish him; if they proved that he lmd 
been stirring up rebellion, the ordinary course 
of justice was to he pursued This examina¬ 
tion may have been confused with a subse¬ 
quent commission on 11 June against the 
jesuit Moffat and his friends, in which the 
power of torture was givon to the judges 
(Register of Privy Council, p. 330). Ogilvie’s 
answers were sent to the king, who ordered 
the trial to-proceed. A commission was 
i«sued on 21 Feb., and the trial was fixed 
for the last day of the month. Mr. Struthera 
returned to liis persuasive arguments, though 
to no purpose; ‘if he stoode in neede of 
their confort,’ replied Ogilvie, ‘he shoulde 
advertise.’ The trial look place in Glasgow 
before the provost and three bailies, who 
held commission from the privy council, and 
seven assessors, including the archbishop. 
In the indictment and prosecution Ogilvie 
was told that it was not far the saying of 
mass, but for declining the king's authority, 
that he was on trial. This was in keeping 
■with the king's list of questions, which to the 
preshytsrian Oalderwood ‘seemed rather a 
hindrance to the execution of justice upon 
the persons presently guiltie then to mean 
in earnest the repressing of Papists.’ Ogilvie 
provoked his judges by saying: ‘ If the king 
will be to me os my predecessors were to 
mine, I will obey . . ., but, if he doe other¬ 
wise, and play the runneagote from God, os 
ho and you all doe, I will not acknowledge 
him more than this old hatte.’ The aroh- 
bishop’s account of bis subsequent conduct 
during the trial, at the swearing of the jury, 
and in his speech after the prosecution was 
olosed, shows that Ogilvie maintained his 
stubbornness to the last. 

He was found guilty and was sentenced to 

3 ET 
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bohanged mid quartered, Throe hours later 
lie was led to the scaffold, where ho had the 
ministrations of William Strothers and Ho¬ 
bart Scot, the latter roiterat ing that it was 
not for his religion but for his political 
offence that he had been condemned. The 

Q uartering was not carried out. Father 
’'orbes-Loitli repeats the story that Ogilvie 
was told hy‘ the ’ minister who attended him 
that he had been empowered to promise him 
the hand of the archbishop’s daughter and tho 
richest prebend of his diooose os a dowry, pro¬ 
vided ho recanted (p. 811). This ridiculous 
tale is talten from a document attested 
at Douay on 28 Fab. 1072 by Father James 
Brown, S. J., rector of the college there in 
1088. The date of attestation raises sus¬ 
picion; moreover, as Mr. T. 0. Law linH 
pointed out, the archbishop had no unmarried 
daughter. It is possible that, the story has 
grown out of tlie stalomoul of tho archbishop 
after the sentence of tho court: ‘I will give 
you both linnd and hoart, for T wish you to 
clin a good Ohrist inn.’ 

Two portraits of Ogilvie aro known: (l)a 
contemporary half-length, copied at Home 
by Charles Weld, and engraved as tho fronti¬ 
spiece to .Tamos Forbes’s 'Life of Ogilvie;’ 
and (2) a full-length ill the ‘Life’ of St. John 
Nopomuc (1730), pi. 16. Tho latter approxi¬ 
mates so closely to tho conventional figures 
of tho jesuit liagiologios, and in features 
boars suoli close rcsomblance to tho many 
other Johns celebrated in tho honk, that it 
cannot be considered an authentic portrait. 

(Pelatio InearcoiMtionis at Martyrii P. loaunis 
Ogilboi. .. dosoripta ad verhurn ox autographo 
ipsius, Douai, 1616 (roprintod at lngolatadt and 
at Mainz in 1616); A Truo Relation of tho Pro¬ 
ceedings against John Ogilvia, n Jesuit... Edin¬ 
burgh, 1816, probably wrilton by Archbishop 
Spoliawood; Register of Privy Council of Scot¬ 
land , x. 1613-1616,284-6,280 n. , 303,3 0 4 3 8 6, 
874.460 i Pitcairn’s Criminal Trials, vol. iii. pi. i., 
including the depositions of Ogilvio’s accomplices 
in Glasgow and Edinburgh; Histories ofOalder- 
woodand Spoliawood; the Historic of James the 
Sext (Banjmtyno Club), 1826 ; L’Egliso Calho- 
liquo on Eaoase: Martyrs do Joan Ogilvie do la 
Oompognio do Jisus .. . par loP. James Forbos, 
Paris, 1886; An Authentic Account of tho Im¬ 
prisonment and Martyrdom of Father John 
Ogilvio, translated by C. J. Kivrtlako, S.J., Glas¬ 
gow, 1877 (a translation of the Rolntiu); Nar¬ 
ratives of Scottish Catholics, by W, Forbos- 
Leith, Edinburgh, 1886, in which roforonco is 
made to a Latin manuscript in I ho Archives S.J., 
entitled ‘ Proceedings of the Trial and Modo of 
Death of Father John Ogilvio,’ Hpnliswood’s 
True Eolation and tho ltolatio are roprintod in 
James Forbes’s Life (supra), and the formor 
is albo reprinted iu Pitoairn.J G. G. H, 


OGILVIE, JOHN (1733-li^iw^r 

lonan tlivnio and author, born in Aber<?»k 
in 1733, wa B tho oldest sou of James OriLk 
minister thoro. Affcor graduating at the Aber 
deon University ho was appointed to tk 
pirriBli ol Lumplianan in 1769 , an a ; n 
samo year was transferred to Midmar wkem 
he remained until Ms death. In 1704 u 
preached before tiie high commissioner of the 
General Assembly of the Scottish Church- 
in 1700 he was mado D.D. by Aberdeen 
University, and in 1776 was appointed one 
of the commit! 00 for the revision of the 
‘ Scottish Translations and Paraphrases 1 He 
married in January 1771, and had a family, 
lie died at Aberdeen 011 17 Nov. 1818. 

Ogilvie was one of a contemporary group 
of Scottish literary clergy, rfo frequently 
appeared in tlio literary circles of London 
and Edinburgh, and was a follow of the Edin¬ 
burgh Royal Society. It was to Ogilvie 
while dining with Boswell in Loudon, that 
JnluiHon romarkod, ‘Lot me tell you, the 
noblest, prospect which a Scotsman ever sees 
is tho high road which leads him to Eng¬ 
land.’ At tho ago of six! 0011 he wrote the 
hymn, ‘Bogin, my soul, the exalted lay,’ 
alterwards included in ‘ Poems on several 
Subjects; ’ but his most popular work as a 
hymn-writer is tho paraphrase he contri¬ 
buted to tho Scottish collection of 1781, 
‘ Lo, ill tho lent of days behold.’ His poems 
are long, and show learning rather thnn poetic 
gifts. Churchill, in tho ‘ Journey,’ refers to 
thorn as * a talo of rueful length.’ spun out 
‘undprdarkAllegory’sflimsy veil.’ Johnson 
‘sftwnolliing’ in the ‘Day of Judgment,’but 
Boswell thought it had ‘no inconsiderable 
share of men!..’ His philosophical works 


were mainly attempts to'defend the theology 
of life day against (no deists and Hume. ‘ In 
“ Tho Theology of Plato ” he treats of topics 
not usually discussed by the Scottish meta¬ 
physicians’ (M‘Oosil, Scottish Philosophy , 
p. 241). 

Ills works are: 1. ‘ The Day of Judgment: 
a Poem,’ Edinburgh, 1763. 2. ‘Poems on 
several Subject s, with Essay onLyric Poetry,’ 
London, 1762, an enlarged edition of which, 
in two vols., appeared m 1769. 8 . ‘Provi¬ 
dence : an Allegorical room,’ London, 1764. 
4, ‘ Solitudo, or the Elysium of the Poets/ 
1766. 6 .‘Sermons,’Loudon, 1767. 0.‘Para¬ 
dise : a Poom,’ 1709. 7, ‘ Philosophical and 
Critical Observations on Composition,’ 2 vols, 
London, 1774. 8 . ‘ Bonn: a Poem in seven 
books, with Map of the Hobrides,’ London, 
1777. 9. ‘InquivyintothoOausesoflnfidBiity 
and Scepticism,'’ London, 1783, 10. ‘The 
Fane of the Druids/178!). 11. ‘TheTiieo. 
logy of Plalo compared with the Principles 
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of Grecian and Oriental Philosophers,’ 1793. 
12. ‘ Britannia: a national epic Poem in 
twenty books, with Dissertation on the Epic,’ 
Aberdeen, 1801 (this volume contains an 
engraved portrait of the author). 13, 1 Pro- 

f liecy and the Christian Religion,’Aberdeen, 
803. 14. 'Triumphs of Christianity over 
Deism,’ Dalkeith, 1805. 

[Scott’s Fasti Ecclesi®, vol. iii. pt. i. pp. 587, 
588; Scots Mag. 1814, p. 79 ; Byron’s English 
Bards, p. 219 n.; Boswell’s Life of Johnson, ed. 
Hill, i. 421, 426 ; Julian’s Diet, of Hymnology, 
p. 858; "Nichols's Illustrations of Lit. Hist. iv. 
836; Brit. Mus. Cat.] J. B. H. 

OGILVIE, JOHN (1797-1867), lexico¬ 
grapher, Bon of William Ogilvie, farmpT, was 
bom in the parish of Marnoch, Banffshire, 
on 17 April 1797. His mother was Ann 
Leslie, daughter of a farmer in a neighbour¬ 
ing parish. After receiving some elementary 
education at home, and attending the parish 
school for two quarters, Ogilvie worked as a 
ploughman till ne was twenty-one. In 1818, 
m consequence of an accident, one of his legs 
had to be amputated above the knee. Afters 
wards Ogilvie taught successively in two 
subscription schools, in the parishes of For- 
tlyce and Gamrie, both in Banffshire. At 
the same time, by assiduous study and with 
the help of a neighbouring schoolmaster, he 
prepared for the university, and in October 
1824 he entered Monachal College, Aber¬ 
deen. Adding to his income by private 
tuition, he graduated M.A. on 14 April 1828. 
He remained in Aberdeen as a tutor till 
13 May 1831, when he was appointed mathe¬ 
matical master in Gordon’s Hospital, an 
important educational establishment in the 
city. Marisohal College conferred on him 
the honorary degree of LL.D. on 16 Jan. 
1848. He retained hie mastership till July 
1859. He died of typhoid fever at Aberdeen 
on 21 Nov. 1867. 

To the 'Aberdeen Magazine,’ 1831-2, 
Ogilvie contributed, under the signature 
'Iota,’ ten spirited ‘ Imitations of Horace’ in 
the Scottish dialect. In 1836 he worked for 
Blackie & Son’s annotated edition of Stack¬ 
house's ‘ History of the Bible.’ Messrs. 
Blackie engaged him in 1838 to revise and 
enlarge Webster’s 'English Dictionary,’ the 
result being the * Imperial Dictionary, Eng¬ 
lish, Technical, and Scientific,’ issued in 
parts from 1847 onwards, and published com¬ 
plete in 1860, and supplement 1866. In 1863 
Ogilvie issued an abridgment of the ‘Dic¬ 
tionary,’ under the title ‘Comprehensive 
English Dictionary, Explanatory, Pronounc¬ 
ing, and Etymological,' the pronunciation 

S supervised by Mr. Richard Cull, In 
appeared the ‘ Students’ English Dic¬ 


tionary, Etymological, Pronouncing, and 
Explanatory,’ in which etymology and defi¬ 
nitions received special attention. A feature 
of all three dictionaries was their engravings, 
the ‘ Imperial’ claiming to he the first after 
Bailey’s to use pictorial illustrations. Ogil- 
vie’s last work was a condensation of the 


1 Students’ Dictionary,’ entitled ‘ English 
Dictionary, Etymological, Pronouncing, and 
Explanatory, for the use of Schools,’ 1867. 
Atiiis death he was revising the ‘ Imperial 
Dictionary,’ which was reissued in 1882-3, 
under the editorship of Dr. Charles Annan- 
dale. 

On 16 Nov. 1842 Ogilvie married Susan 
Smart, daughter of a fanner near Stone¬ 
haven, Kincardineshire. She predeceased him 
on 20 May 1863, leaving two daughters and 
a son. 


[Memoir prefixed to Imperial Dictionary ; 
Walkeris Bards of Bon-Aceord, 1887.] T. B. 


OGILVIE, WILLIAM (1786-1819), 
professor of humanity and advocate of com¬ 
mon property in land, bom in 1736, was the 
only son of James Ogilvie, proprietor of the 
estate of Pittensear, near Elgin. At the 
age of nineteen he went to King’s College, 
Aberdeen, intending to enter the church, 
and, after graduating in 1769. was appointed 
master of the grammar school, Cullen. His 
name appears in the list of students at Glas¬ 
gow University in the 1760-1 session, and 
at Edinburgh University in 1761-2. While 
attending Edinburgh University he waa 
tutor to a Mr. Graeme, and at the beginning 
of the session (29 Nov. 1761), by the in¬ 
fluence of his relative, Lord Deskford (after¬ 
wards sixth earl of Seafield), chancellor of 
the univeTBity, he was appointed assistant 
to the professor of philosophy at King’s Col¬ 
lege, Aberdeen. By permission of the univer¬ 
sity court, he finished his studies at Edin¬ 
burgh, and began work in Aberdeen in the 
winter of 1762. Two years later he suc¬ 
ceeded to the ohair of philosophy. In 1765, 
on a reorganisation of class-work, he ex¬ 
changed chairs with the professor of hu¬ 
manity, and taught in that capncity until 
1817, when, owing to failing health, an as¬ 
sistant was appointed to do his work. 

Ogilvie was a learned classical scholar. 
‘ What I remember with most pleasure of 
Mr. Ogilvie,’ says his pupil, Sir JamesMackin- 
tosh ( Memoirs , i, 17), ‘ were his translations 
of passages in classical writers.’ These 
translations, which Mackintosh regrets were 
never published, were well known to Ogil- 
vie’s friends end pupils, and highly esteemed 
by them. He was also an ardent numis¬ 
matist (Niohois, Illustrations qf Lit. Sist. 
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iv. 837), and his coUoetion of Grecian coins 
is now in tlifl Aboidoen University Museum, 
He was also dovoled to seionco and tlio fine 
aids, andhelped in the unsuccessful attempt 
made to recover for tlio Aberdeen Univer¬ 
sity' a valuablo donation of Italian paintings 
left to it by an old student named Morison, 
but forfeited by t be French government in 
1810; and to (Igilvie Aberdeen University 
owes its Natural History Museum, founded, 
about 1776. His fame spread to America, 
nndin 1703 the Columbia College, New York, 
conferred on him the honorary degree of 
8.T.D. Ilis well-known sympathies with the 
American people may have had somo in¬ 
fluence with the college. Pryse Gordon 
( Memoirs , i. 23) writes, ‘ Ogilvie was es¬ 
teemed the most elegant scholar in Scotland 
of his day;’ and the ‘Times’ of 23 Feb. 
1819, in an obituary notice, goes so faT as to 
say that 1 Ogilyio was one of the most ac¬ 
complished scholars of the age.’ 

Ogilvio’s connection with Aherdaan Uni¬ 
versity, however, was principally signalised 
by tlio part he took in tlio agitation for tlio 
union of King’s and Mavisehnl Colleges. 
Tlieso colleges had boon founded ns sepavat o 
universities, and there was considerable 
waste of money and talent ill oonsequciico. 
Tn 1764 a plan of union was first proposed, 
and was renewed unsuccessfully in 1770. 
in 178(1 it was again revived, Ogilvio assist¬ 
ing m drawing up tlio ‘Outlines of a Plan 
for uniting the Univeiallies of Aberdeen.’ 
The 1 Plan ’ led to a long and warm contro¬ 
versy, which lasted for two years in the 
Abordoon press. The correspondence was 
collected by Professor Stuart, and published 
in Aberdeen in 1787. Although t ho move¬ 
ment was supported by the leading landlords 
in the north and by Mariachal College, it 
failed in its purpose, and the two uuivor- 
Bitios were not finally united until 1800. 
Ogilvie was also one of tbs pioneers of public 
libraries, and in Miry 1764 lie published a 
pamphlet on the snbiect. 

Meanwhile lie had been giving consider¬ 
able attention to the land, hot has a practical 
agriculturist and ns one who was interested 
in the thoovotic politics of his tinio. Tn 
1772 lie sold the Pit ton near ostato, and in 
the following yoar bought for 1 ,6001, some 
poor land in A berdoen to show wlml could he 
dono by oavuful cultivation, and thus gnvo 
an impetus to the farming industry in Iho 
north of Scotland. So successful was ho 
that in 1808 he sold this Aburdeon pro¬ 
perty for 4,0007. In 1781 lio published 
anonymously in Aberdeen‘ An Essay on tlio 
Jliglit of Property in Land.’ His proposals 
anticipate much of what has since been done 
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in agrarian legislation, and liave much a 

common witli recent theories of land nations 
ligation. Tlio author differentiates between 
property in land and property in < movables’ 
and considers it to lit' an indisputable nmxiii 
in natural law that ovary individual has» 
right to a share in the land He regards 
land values as consisting of three element,, • 
the original natural value, the value of W 
provements, and the potential value. The 
hist and third elements should beW to 
the community, and from them a lajid°tar 
should bo loviod; tbe second is the logiti- 
rnato proporty of tho cultivator. To chert 
current evils he proposed an agrarian law 
that would restore the population to the 
soil, and advocated the establishment of a 
land court with power to acquire land for 
allotments, mid to assist the peasantry to 
buy their own farms. Although published 
anonymously, the authorship of the book 
was well known. Ogilvio’s ‘bold anruri- 
anism attract ml somo attention during tho 
ferment of speculation occasioned by the 
French revolution ’ (Macikiniobk, Memoirs 
i. 17); and in a letter to the author, dated 
7 April 1789, Dr. Thomas Iteid, the philo¬ 
sopher, says he had road the book and practi¬ 
cally agreed with it. Maccullocli, on the 
other linn 1, oharacl orises Ogilvie’s schemes 
aB ‘not. impracticable only, but mischievous, 
and his principles and reasonings as alike 
falso, shallow, and sophistical’ (literature 
of Political Moowmy, v, 310). Gsorgo Wash¬ 
ing) on, who was deeply interested in English 
ag noiiltiiro, possessed a copy, which was prs- 
senled to the British Museum by Henry 
KtovunsofV ormon t, t lie antiquary. The essay 
was republished in 1891, with introduction 
and biographical notes by D. C. MacDonald. 
It contains a portrait of Ogilvie from a 
miniature by Archibald Dinnio. 

Ogilvio died on 14 Fob. 1819, and is buried 
in tlio cathedral, Old Abordeen. 

[Hiit bright in Hand, biographu al notes, by 
D. 0. MacDonald; Douglas’s Description of the 
East Coast of Scotland, p. 198 , Scottish tfote» 
and Qiiorics, 1889; Columbia Oollcpo Calendar 
of Trustees, &c. 1793 HbI . 13rit Mns. Cat., 
King’B Uoliego Officers and Graduates (Ne» 
Spalding Cluli), p. 49. j J. E, M. 

OGILVY [See also Ot.xr.yiD.] 

OGILVY, ALEXANDER, second Bajion 
or iNviuutuitAHiTY (ri. 1450), was the son of 
Sir John Ogilvy, third son of Sir Wallet 
Ogilvy of Auchtorhouso [sea under OtJirvr, 
Ri h "W AiiTBu], 11 o obtained a charter from 
Alexander Set on, lord of Gordon, of Newton 
mid other hinds in tho parish of Kirriemuir 
on 16 J une 1434; from Niooll Borthwick 
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of the lands of Ladinch to him and Janet 
Towers, his spouse, on 15 Minch 1438; and 
from William Gifiind, of Balnagarroch, of 
the lands of Little Migny on 1 April 1430. 
He was sheriff of Kincardine (Reg. Mag. I 
Siff, Scot. 112.U1518, enlry 875), bailie of 
l’anmure (Eiehequer Rolls of Stott. 1437-54, 
p. 200), and keeper of Methven Castle (ib. 

p. 201). 

Along with the Earl of Crawford, Sir 
Alexander Livingstone, and others, Ogilvy 
about 1444 made a raid on the lands of 
Bishop Kennedy of St. Andrews in Fife and 
Angus, destroying the villages and farms, 
and taking captive his vassals. For this out¬ 
rage they were excommunicated, and the 
subsequent fate that overtook Crawford and 
Ogilvy was supposed to prove a divine rati¬ 
fication of the sentence, The earl’s son, 
master and afterwards fourth earl of Craw¬ 
ford [see under Lisdsat, Alei-andue, fourth 
Eabl or OEAwroEu], who for sometime hud 
been justiciary of the abbey of Arbroath, was 
in 1446 superseded bv Alexander Ogilvy. 
The master of Crawford determined to main¬ 
tain possession of tho abbey by force of arms, 
and Ogilvy resolved by force to oust him 
from it. Before the commencement of the 
battle an 13 Jan. 1446-6, the old Earl of 
Crawford, who suddenly appeared between 
the opposing forces as mediator, was acci¬ 
dentally shot by one of tho Ogilvys. The 
incident led to an immediate ana furious 
conflict, in which the Ogilvys wore defeated. 
Ogdvy himself, who was severely wounded, 
was taken prisoner and carried to tho castle 
of Eiuliaven, whore, it ie said, he was 
smothered with a down pillow by the 
widowed Countess of Crawford. By his wife 
Janet, daughter and heiress of William 
Towers, he had a son, John Ogilvy, third 
baion of Inverquhority. 

[Beg. Mag. Sig. Scot.; Exchequer Bolls of 
Scotl., Auchinleck Chron.; Douglas's Baronage.] 

T. F. H. 

OGILVY, Sib ALEXANDER (d. 
1727), of Forglon, Scottish judge, under the 
title Lord Eorglen, was the second son of 
George Ogilvy, second Lord Banff, and Agnes 
Falconer, only daughter of Alexander, first 
Lord Hulberston. On 28 March 1685 lie 
was sued by Sir Alexander Forbes of Tol- 
juhoun for the value of a silver cup, which 
it was alleged he had taken out of the house 
of Forbes; but on 23 April he pursued Forbes 
for defamation in making him the thief aud 
resetter (receiver) of the cup, the result being 
that the council lined Forbes in twenty thou¬ 
sand merles, the one half to the king's cashier, 
and the other half to tho party aggrieved. 


The king’s half of the fine was subsequently 
remitted, but the council compelled Forbes 
to pay Ogilvy’s half (Lujube of Fourr- 
tainhaee, Decisions , i. 359, 362, 421, 427, 
442). 

Ogilvy was created a baronet 20 June 
1701, and sat in the Scots parliament as 
member for the burgh of Banff m 1701-2 and 
1702-7. In June 1703 be and Lord Bel- 
haven were ordered into custody for havine 
quarrelled in the parliament house in the 
presence of the lord high commissioner end 
come to blows. On the SOtli of the mrnth 
it was moved that, as they had acknowledged 
their offence, they should he set at libeiu ; 
but tho lord high commissioner would not 
consent until his majesty’s pleasure wes 
known. Ultimately, Lord Bolliaven, for 
striking Ogilvy, was ordered to pay a fine 
of 5,000/., aud to ask pardon on his knees at 
the bar of the lord high commissioner; hut hie 
grace was pleased to dispense with tho kneel¬ 
ing (ef. Mamie sirs Luttbeel, Short Rela¬ 
tion, v. 314, 315, 332). On 26 March 1706 
Ogilvy was appointed a lord of session, and 
he took his peat on 23 July following, with 
the title Lord Forglen. Ho was also named 
one of the commissioners for the union 
with England, which he -warmly supported 
in parliament. Ho died 3 March 1727. By 
liis first wife, Mary, eldest daughter of Sir 
John Allavdice of Allaidice, Kincardine¬ 
shire, he had four sons, of whom the second, 
Alexander, succeeded him, and the others 
died without issue. By his second wife, 
Mary, daughter of David Leslie, first Lord 
Newark, and relict of Sir Francis Kinlooh of 
Gilmerton, he left no issue. 

[Lttudor of I’ountnmh.Ui'a Decisions ; Fobter’a 
Members of the Scottish Parliament; Brunton 
and Haig’s Senators of the College of Justice; 
Douglas’s Scottish Peerage (Wood), i. I03-4J 

T. E. H. 

OGILVY, DAVID, Lobd Ooievx and 
titular Lake of Aibeib (1726-1803), eldest 
son of John, fourth earl of Airlie, by Mar¬ 
garet, eldest daughter and heiress of David 
Ogilvy of Oluny, Aberdeenshire, was bom in 
February 1726. He was educated at the 
university of Aberdeen, and afterwards at 
Edinburgh; in the latter city, according to 
one authority, malting 1 greater progress in 
what is called genteel accomplishments, such 
as fencing, dancing, music, &c., than in the 
more abstracted sciences’ (The Female Re¬ 
bels, p. 42). Before his marriage he also ac¬ 
quired a reputation for gallantry. 

Ogilvy joined the Chevalier at Edinburgh 
on 3 Oct. 1746, bringing with him over six 
hundred men from Angus, of whom a large 
number weie his dependents. He was 
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chosen 0110 of the Chevalier's council (Cue- 
valieb Johnstone, Memoirs, 3rd edit, p. 
166), and marched south with him into Eng¬ 
land. On the retreat northwards from Derby 
he held the command of the cavalry. Lady 
Ogilvy, who with difficulty had been per¬ 
suaded to remuin in Scotland during his ab¬ 
sence, joined the rebels near Glasgow, and 
henceforth shared the hardships ana most of 
the dangers of the camp. At the battle of 
Falkirk she remained with the reserve, and 
would not be persuaded to go to Callondar 
House. Ogilvy’s regiment formed there part 
of the second line, and, wit h that of the Allioll 
men, was the only portion of the second line 
which come into action before the enemy 
broke and fled (‘ Young Pretender’s Opera¬ 
tions ’ in LoCkkabt’s Memoirs, ii. 469). O 11 
account of the suddenness of the inarch 
northwards from Stirling, Lady Ogilvy was 
nearly taken prisoner, and lost some of her 
luggage (ib. p. 474). At Montrose some of 
Lord Ogilvyn men were driven out of the 
town by the sloop-of-war Hazard, sent thither 
to prevent supplies coming from Franco (ib. 
p. 476). Ogilvy’s rogimont fought in the 
second line at CJullodon. Aft or the battle 
ho lay for some time concealed at Oort achy, 
but ultimately got on board a vessel riding 
off the lights of Tay, and reached Norway in 
safety (Oiibvalieb Johnstone, Memoirs, p. 
378). At Bergen ho was, by order of the 
governor, confined a prisoner in the castlo 
on 18 May 1746, but succeeded in escaping 
to Sweden, whence ho made liis way south 
to Franco. Lady Ogilvy was not at Gullo- 
den, but remained at Inverness, where, on 
account of her activity in the rebellion, sho 
was seized by order of the Duke of Cumber¬ 
land, and sont in June a prisoner to Edin¬ 
burgh. In Novembor following sho suc¬ 
ceeded in making her escape, and joined her 
husband in France, wliero she died in 3 767, 
at tho age of thirty-three. Lord Ogilvy 
obtained from the French king a regiment 
of foot, called Qgilvy’s regiment, and ulti¬ 
mately he rose to tho rank of lieutenant- 
general. For his sliaro in tho rebellion he 
was forfeited by parliament, but, having pro¬ 
cured a free pardon under the great seal, in 
1778 he returned home; and in 1783 he ob¬ 
tained an act of parliament for removing 
‘certain disabilities and incapacities occa¬ 
sioned by his attainder.' IIo was in recoipt 
from the French king of a pension, which 
Napoleon Bonaparlo, when he became head 
of tho French government, oiforod to con¬ 
tinue, but ho declined it, lie died at Gor- 
taohy 8 March 1803. 1 Ho was,’ says Dou¬ 
glas, ‘a nobleman of the old school, kind 
uud indulgent to hismonials and dependents, 


of the most correct manners, full 0 f courtesv 
integrity, and honour.’ By hie first wife 
(who accompanied him during the Scottish 
campaign), Margaret, daughter of Sir James 
Johnstone, barf., M.P., of Westerliall, Laa 
arkshire, and niece of Patrick Murray lord 
Elibank, he had a son David, titular earl 
of Aivlie, and two daughters. By his second 
wife, Anne, third daughter of James Stewm-t 
of Blairhill, Perthshire, he left no issue On 
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. Airhe before the 
House of Lords, but failed to elicit from 
them any decision. Walter’s son David was. 
however, continued in the title by actofpaiv 
liainenfc on 26 May 1826. f 

[Ohovalior Johiistono’sMemoirs; Young Pre- 
tender’s Operations in Lockhart’s Memoirs- 
Histories of tho Rebellion by Home and Ohaml 
hors; Tho Komalo Eohels, being some Remark- 
able Incident* of the Lives, Character, and Fami¬ 
lies of the Titular Duke and Dutchess of Perth 
tho Lord and Lady Ogilvio, and Mias Florence 
MHonald, Edinburgh, 1747; Douglas’s Scottish 
Peerage (Wood), i. 36-6.] T. F, H. 


OGILVY, Sib GEORGE, of Dunlugas, 
Banffshire, first Lobe Banff (d. 1663), wbb 
oldest son of Sir Walter Ogilvy of Banff and 
Dunlugas, by Helen, daughter of Walter 
Urquliart of Oromarty. He had charters to 
himBelf and Margaret Irving, his wife, of the 
barony of DunlugnB, 9 March 1610-11, and 
another of the barony ol'Inschedour, 14Feb. 
1627-8. On 80 July 1627 he was created a 
baronol of Nova Scotia. 

In hi ichaelmoa 1628 Ogilvy Blew his cousin 
James Ogilvy, but on making ‘assythmont’ 
for tho slaughter he was not further pro- 
ocodod ngaiiiBl (Spat.eino, Memorials, i,12). 
In January 1080 he assisted Gordon of 
Rolhiorany against James Crichton of Fren- 
draughl., whon Gordon was slain (Goiidoh, 
Earldom of Sutherland, pp. 416-17), and 
after Crichton was forced, through ike at- 
t aclis of the Gordons, to go south to Edin¬ 
burgh, Ogilvy in 1684 had IliB two soub quietly 
convoyed to him (Spaeding, i. 60). 

Ogilvy from the boginning supported 
Olinnos I in his contests with the cove¬ 
nanters (Qobeon, Soots Affairs, i. 61). In 
February 3 039 lie gave information to the 
Marquis of Uuntly of a proposed rendezvous 
of ibo covenantors at Turriff, and, it was 
said, stronglyadvised nunlly to attack them 
there, but Uuntly contented himself with 
displaying his forcos (ib. pp. 210-16; Spald¬ 
ing, i, 130-7). When Uuntly came to terms 
with Montroso, and many of the northern 
lords on this account came in and signed the 
ooveuoni, Ogilvy ‘ stoutly stood out the 
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king’s man’ (ib. i. 163), and lie also pre¬ 
vailed upon tie Viscount Aboyne not to 
join liia father in the south (ib. p. 17S). 
bhortly afterwards, along with Aboyne, he 
took measures for his defence, and after 
Abojne broke up his forces he still con¬ 
tinued in arms (in. pp. 181,182). Learning 
in May of a projected rendezvous of cove¬ 
nanters at Turriff) he proposed that an attack 
should be made on them, and, with Sir John 
Gordon of Iladdo, he was appointed joint 
general of the forces, ‘ both of them of known 
courage, but Banff [Ogilvy] the wittier of 
the two, and Iladdo supposed to be pliable 
to Banff’s council and advice’ (Gobdon, 
Scots Affairs, ii, 266). Early in the morn¬ 
ing of IS May the covenanters were surprised 
in their beds, and completely defeated (ib, 
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English,’ accused the Duko of Hamilton of 
treason ^Clarendon, Hist, of the Rebellion, 
vh. 369). His subsequent life was unevent¬ 
ful, and he died on 11 Aug. 1U63. By his 
first wife, Margaret, daughter of Alexander 
Irvine of Brum, Aberdeenshire, he had a 
daughter Helen, married to James Ogilvy, 
second earl of Airlie [q. v.]; and by his second 
wife, Mary Sutherland of Dufl'us, Elgin, he 
had a son George, second lord Banff) and two 
daughters. 

[Authorities mentioned in the text; Douglas's 
Scottish Peerage (Wood), i. 192.] T. F. H. 

OGILVY, Sib GEOKGE, of Burras 
(fl. 1634-1679), defender of Dunottar, was 
descended from the Ogilvys of Batnagarno, 
Forfarshire, and was the son of William 


L 267; Spalding, i. 186), the incident being Ogilvy of Lumgair, Kincardineshire, by 
own locally as the ‘ Trot of Turriff.’ On Katherine, niece of Strahanof Thornton. In 


the 16th OgUvy and other barons entered 
New Aberdeon with eight hundred horse, 
and took possession of the town, the cove¬ 
nanters taking to flight (Spalding, i. 186-7). 
On the 22nd the barons left the town, and 
inarched towards Strathbogie, on arriving at 
which they learned of the proposed expedi¬ 
tion of the northern covenanters to join 
Montrose at Aberdeen. Thereupon they re¬ 
solved to bar their way, and, crossing the 
Spey under the leadership of Ogilvy, drew 
up on elevated ground within two miles of 
Elgin. This led to a parley, and both parties 
came to an agreement to lay down then arms 
(ib. i. 194; Gobdon, Scots Affairs, ii. 268). On 
80 May Ogilvy and others took ship at Mac¬ 
duff, with the intention of proceeding south, 
to the king (Spalding, i. 108); but meeting 
a ship in which were Aboyne and other 
royalists returning to the north, they were 
persuaded to change their purpose. They 
landed on 6 June—Ogilvy being then pro¬ 
strated by fever—at Aberdeen, where Aboyne 
proclaimed bis lieutenancy in the north (ib. 
op. 204-6). Montrose having left Aberdeen 
for the south, the northern royalists had an 
opportunity of retaliation, and Ogilvy joined 
Aboyne and other’s in spoiling the Earl 
Marisehal’s lands (Gobdon, Scots Affairs, ii. 
279). About September Ogilvy went south 
to the king (Spalding, i, 281), and during 
kis absence bis palace at Banff and his 
country house at Inschedoui were spoiled by 
the covenanters under General Monro (Gob¬ 
don, lii, 263-8 ; Baleotjr, Annals, ii. 882). 
As part reparation, the king in 1641 pre¬ 
sented to him six thousand merits Scots in 
gpld. lie was also by patent, dated at Not¬ 
tingham 81 Aug, 1642, created a peer of 
Scotland as Lord Banff. Banff woe one of 
those who in 1684, 'barefaced and in plain 
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1634 he married Elizabeth, daughter of the 
non. Sir John Douglas of Barras, Forfar¬ 
shire, fourth son of William, earl of Angus, 
and purchased Barras from his father-in-law. 
Having in early life served in the German 
wars, he was in 1661 appointed by the Earl 
Marischal, with the title of houtenant- 
I governor, to hold the earl’s castle of Dunottar 
I against the forces of Cromwell. Special im- 
| portance attached to the trust committed to 
him from the fact that the regalia of Scot¬ 
land had been placed in the castle, hut for 
the supply of armaments and provisions he 
was almost wholly dependent on his own 
exertions. On 81 Aug. 1661 the committee 
of estates addressed an order to the Earl of 
Baloarres authorising him to receive the 
regalia from Ogilvy, whom they directed to 
deliver them up to Balcarres; but Ogilvy 
declined to do so on the mound that Bal¬ 
carres was not properly authorised to relieve 
him of the responsibility which had been 
imposed on him by parliament. He, how¬ 
ever, declared his readiness to deliver them 
up if relieved of responsibility, or his readi¬ 
ness to defend his ouarge to the last if pro¬ 
perly supplied with men, provisions, and 
ammunition. The castle was summoned by 
Cromwell’s troops to surrender on 8 and 
22 Nov., but Ogilvy expressed hie determina¬ 
tion to hold out. While the castle was 
closely besieged, the regalia were, at the in¬ 
stance of tie Countess Dowager Marischal, 
delivered by Lady Ogilvy to Mrs. Grainger, 
the wife of the minister of Kinneft) who cou- 
cealed them about ker person, and, passing 
the lines of the besiegers without suspicion, 
took them to the church of Kinnoff, where 
they were placed below the floor. Al¬ 
though Ogilvy had received a warrant from 
the Earl Marischal empowering him to du- 
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liver up llie castle to Major-general Deime, OGILVY or O GIL VIE, JAMES fifth, or 
lie maintained a firm attitude until lie ob- sixth Babon Oqilvy ox Aiklie (d. lSOa'f 
tuned terms as favourable as it was possible was the son of James, fourth or fifth lord 
to grant, On 1 Feb. 165:3 he sent a lot!or Ogilvy, by Catherine, daughter of Sir John 
to the king asking for speody supplies of Campbell of Oalder, knight. lie suaceeiled 
ammunition and provisions (Cal. Clarendon his father some time before 17 Dec. 1647 and 
State Papers, ii. 18). These were not, granted he was a lord of the articles for the parlia- 
him, but on 12 April tho king sent him a ment of 1650. On 10 March 1659-60 he 
message approving of his fidelity, urging him ohtainod from Donald, abbot of Ooupar- 
to hold out till winter, and permitting him Angus, o charter of the lands of Meikle and 
either to ship tho regalia in a vessel sent to Little Fort liar in the barony of Glcnisk. 
transfer them to Holland, or to retain them With the lords of the congregation he was 
should he think the removal would dis- prosont at the seizure of St. Johnstone's 
hearten the garrison (ib.v. 129). Tho castle (Perth) in June 1660 (Cal. State Papers 
was surrendered on28 May. The conditions For. Her. 1668-9, entries 880, 908). Ha 
were that the garrison should march out was one of those who, at the camp of Leith 
with the usual honours, and be permitted to on 10 May 1660, ratified the treaty ofBer- 
pass to their homes unmolested. Tho favour- wiolt with the English (Knox, Works, u. 
able terms were granted in the hopo of oil- 53), and on 27 April he signed a band to 
tabling possession of tlio regalia; but as defend ‘the liberty of tho Evangel 1 hit. p, 
Ogilvy failed to deliver thorn up, ho and 03). On 27 June 1662 he was attacked in' 
Lady Ogilvy were detained prisoners in a tho streots of Edinburgh, and his right am 
room of tho castle until 10 Jan, 1653, only was mutilated, by Sir John Gordon, eon of 
obtaining thoir liberty when all hope of re- George, fourth earl of Huntly [see under 
covering the regalia was dissipated by a false Q onnoN, Gnojuin, fourth Eaut, ox Utotly]. 
but circumstantial report that thoy had been The dispute had reference to the lands of a 
carried abroad. Ogilvy was also required to rolat ive (ib. p. 46; Keith, Hist, of SaotUvd, 
find caution in 2,0001. sterling. Tlio regalia ii. 166 j Jley. P. C. Scotl. i. 218). Sir John, 
remained in concealment at Kinnofif till the who was one of tho lovers of Mary Stuart, 
Restoration, when they were delivered up was subsequently executed at Aberdeen for 
by Ogilvy to Charles II. For his servioos in breaking his ward and engaging in rebellion, 
connection with their preservation, Ogilvy Ogilvy joined tho qnoou in the round- 
was by letlois patont, fi March 1000, created about raid against Moray after her marriage 
a baronet of Nova Scotia, and, 3 March 1006 to Darnloy (ib. i. 379). lie was one of those 
received a new chart or of tho lauds of Barras, who subscribed tho band for BothwoH’s mar- 
wliich was ratified by parliament on 17 Aug. rings to Mary in Ainslio’s tavern on 20 April 
1679. There is no record of the date of his 1607. After Mary’s oscape fromLochleven, 
death. He was buried at Kinnail', where ho signed tho band for her at Hamilton on 
there is a monument to him and his wife. 8 May 1668, but, having gone north to muster 
lie had a son, Sir William Ogilvy, who, in his forcos, arrived too late to he of service to 
1701, published a pamphlet setting forth the hor at Langsido (Knun, History, ii. 818). 
special services of his father os preserver of Subsequently he took up arms under tie 
the regalia, in contrast to those rendered by Duke of Hamilton (Himaras, Memoirs, p. 
the Earl Marisclial, the title being 1 A True 114), and on this account was, on 2 March 
Account of the Preservation of the Regalia 1608-9, declared a rebel (Peg. P. C. Scotl. i, 
of Scotland.’ The pamphlet, which was re- 640), but on 16 April signed a ‘band to tie 
printed in the ‘Somers Tracts,' gave rise, king’ (ib. p. 664). At the parliament held 
at the instance of the Earl of Kintoro, to an at Perth on 81 July 1669, lie voted for the 
action before the privy oouucil, which, on queen’s divorce from Bothwell (ib. ii. 8). He 
8 July 1702, passed an act for burning the attended tho convention at Edinburgh after 
book at the cross of Edinburgh, and lined tho murder of the rogent Moray in 1570 
Ogilvy's son David, one of the defenders, in (JIuRHirifl, p, 123 ; Oauiuewood, ii, 544). In 
1,2003, Scots. The male line failed in the April he, with othor lords, signed a letter to 
person of Sir George Ogilvy, tho elevonth Quoon Elizabeth, asking her ‘to entsr in 
baronet, who died in 1887. such conditions with the Queen’s Highness 

[Papers relating to tho Preservation of the *** Scotland os may bo honourable tor all 
Regalia of Scotland (Bannatyno Club); White- parties’ (UAWnimoov, u. 649). In Augint 
locke's Memorials; Cal. Clarendon State Papers; iollowin" Morion made an attempt tosurpnee 
Jorvisc's Epitaphs and Inscriptions in tlioNorih- him and Sir Jam os Balfour at Brechin, which 
oust of Scotland; Douglas’s Scottish Hu run ago; they were holding on behalf of the queen, but 
Nisbet’s Heraldry, ii. 280-6.] T, P. II. thoy made their escape (ib. iii. 7-8; Hubbies, 
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p. 130). Subsequently he went abroad, and, at 
the instance of Mary queen of Scots, he was 
in August 1571 sent with letters specially 
directed to Mar and Morton to induce them 
to recognise her (Labanoef, Lettres &e 
Marie Stuart, iii. 356). On IS Jan. 1676 
Mary, in a letter to the Archbishop of Glas¬ 
gow, sent assurances of her good will to 
Lord Ogilvy {id. iy. 239), but some time after 
this he appears to have written to Mary com¬ 
plaining of the want of appreciation of his 
services (Mary to the Archbishop of Glasgow, 
26 Feb. 1576, ib. p. 293). Some time before 
this he was placed in ward, and on 1 May 
1676 he gave surety that, on his release from 
the palace of Linlithgow, he would within 
forty-eight hours enter his person in ward 
within the city of Glasgow {Reg. P. 0. Scotl. 
ii. 527). In November 1677 he was, though 
still in ward, employed on behalf of Mary 
to open up communications with Morton 
(Lahanoit, iv. 400). After Morton’s re¬ 
signation of his regency in 1678, he was, on 
13 March, discharged of his ward {Peg. 
P. C. Scotl. ii. 677), and on the 24th he was 
chosen a member of the new privy council 
(ii. p. 678). He was one of the ‘eight 
notable men’ nominated by the king on 
8 Sept, for the reconciliation of the nobility 
(ii. iii. 26-0; Morsiu, Memoirs, p. 15). 
Having on 8 April been named by the as¬ 
sembly of the Kirlc as one of the peisons 
< suspected of papistrie,’ a minister was ap¬ 
pointed to conter with him and report (Cal- 
debwood, iii. 401), and ultimately, on 28 Jan. 
1680-1, he subscribed the confession of faith 
(ii. p, 601). He wae employed by the agents 
of Mary to he on intermediary with the King 
of Scots in persuading him to co-operate 
with the proposed Spanish invasion in 1680 
(Labanofp, v. 173); and was subsequently 
empowered to induce him to consent to go 
to Spain (ii. pp. 214-16). He was involved 
in the plot for the fall of Morton, and was 
one of the assize who convicted him of treason 
in June 1681 (Caxtierwood, iii. 657; Motbie, 
p. 32). He afterwards shared in the re¬ 
wards that followed on the establishment of 
the new regime, obtaining a charter of the 
office of bailie or the monastery of Arbroath, 
and also charters to himself and Jean Forbes, 
his wife, and James, their son, of the castle 
of the monastery on 81 Oct. 1682 (Peg. Mag. 
Sig. Scot. 1680-93, entry 468), and of the 
lands of Schangy, 18 Feb. 1582-3 {ib. p. 616). 
He attended the convention of estates on 
7 Deo. 1688, which declared the raid of 
Ruthven to bo a crime of 16se-majest6 (OaXi- 
Deuwooh, viii. 21; Peg. P. G.Sootl. iii, 614). 
At the coronation of the queen, 10 May 
1690, Ogilvy followed in the procession be¬ 


hind the king (Oamerwood, v. 00), and in 
] 606 he was sent to Denmark to assist at 
the coronation of Christian IV (Caeebr- 
woon, v. 437; Peg. P. C. Scotl. v. 318). On 
0 Feb. 1598-9 he was ordered to submit to 
the king and council a feud between him 
and the Earl of Atholl (ib. v. 528), and on 
10 April the master of Ogilvy appeared for 
his father and himself, when Atholl, having 
failed to appear, was ordered into wind in 
the caetle of Dumbarton under pain of trea¬ 
son (ib. p. 652). On 7 March 1600 Ogilvy 
was ordered, under pain of rebellion, to re¬ 
main in ward within his place of Arbroath 
(ib. vi. 91). This order was given owing to 
a feud between the OgilvyB and Lindaays, 
with whom William Stewart, brother of the 
Earl of Atholl, was associated. On 23 March 
Ogilvy appeared and protested that, although 
he had subscribed an assurance to Alexander 
Lindsay, lord Spynie, he ought not to be 
held answerable for those of his kin who had 
subscribed assurances for themselves, and his 
prat eat was admitted (ib. p. 96). On 2 March 
1002 charge was given by the council for 
the renewal of the assurances between the 
Ogilvys and Lindsays (ib. p. 492). Ogilvy 
died in 1005. On 24 Feb. 1606-7 the king, 
in a letter on ecclesiastical matters to the 
council, ordered that trial be token of the 
‘heinous offences’ committed at his burial, 
‘ wherein there was some superstitious oere- 
monies and rites used, as if the profession 
of Papistrie had been specially licensed and 
tolerated ’ (Peg. P. O. Scotl. vii. 299). 

By his wife Jean, eldest daughter of Wil¬ 
liam, seventh Lord Forbes, Lord Ogilvy had 
six sons and a daughter. Among the sons 
were James, seventh lord, whose son James, 
first earl of Airlie, is separately noticed; Sir 
J ohn, to whomhis father, onl3 March 1663-4, 
granted a charter of the lands of Kinloch; 
David, who had a charter of the lands or 
Lawton. The daughter, Margaret, was mar¬ 
ried to George Keith, fifth earl MarischaL 

[The authorities mentioned in the text.] 

T F.H. 

OGILVT, JAMES, first Eakl op Airlie 
(1693 P-1660), son of _ James, seventh lord 
Ogilvy, by his first wife, Lady Jean Rutli- 
ven, daughter of William, first eail ofGowrie, 
was born probably about 1693. His grand¬ 
father was James, sixth, lord Ogilvy of Airlie 

S [. v.] He succeeded his father as eighth Lord 
gilyy about 1618. For his attachment to the 
royaliBt cause duringthe struggle betweenthe 
court and tbe presbyterians, Charles I created 
him earl of Airlie by patent dated at York 
2 April 1639. During the Scottish war he 
suffered severely, his estates being wasted and 
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all Lis Louses razed to the ground, so that, 
lemarks a letter-writer of tun poriod, ' they 
liavo not left him in all his lands a cook to 
crow day’ {Cal. State Papers, Dora. 10-10-1, 
p. 63). lie went to court in April 1040 to 
avoid taking the covenant, but, returning to 
Scotland, was present in the covenanting 
parliament of 1643. In the following year 
he and his three sons joined Montrose; they 
were consequently forfeited by parliament 
on 11 Feb. 1646, exemptod from pardon in 
the troaty of Westminster, and excommuni¬ 
cated by the kirk on 27 July 1647. But 
having obtained on 28 July 1046 an assur¬ 
ance and remission from Major-general Mid- 
dloton [see Middleton, John, first Eaiil oe 
Middleton], who was authorised to pacify 
the north of Scotland in this way, parliament 
was obliged, though unwillingly, to rescind 
his forfeiture on 17 March 1647. Ho did 
not afterwards take any activo part in public 
affairs, and died in 1666 (Acts of the Par¬ 
liaments of Scotland, viii. p. 227). 

lie married about 1614 Lady Isabel 
Hamilton, socond daughter of Thomas, first 
earl of Haddington, by whom he had throe 
sons and two daughters, The sons were: 
James, second earl [q. v.], and Sir Thomas 
and Sir David Ogilvy. Ono daughter, Isabol, 
cleverly enabled her brother James to escape 
from the castlo of St. Andrews on the ova 
of his intended execution; she died un¬ 
married. Her sister, Elizabeth, married in 
1642 Sir John Uarnegio of Balnamoon, For¬ 
farshire (Fiusun, Paris ofSouthcsk, p. 431). 

[Oal. State Papers, Dom. 1030-1641, passim; 
Acts of tho Parliaments of Scotland, 1026-1030, 
passim; Balfour’s Annals, iii. 208; Douglas’s 
Poorage, od Wood, i. 32,38; Gardiner's Oommon- 
woaltli, i. 373.] II. P. 

OGHLVY, JAMES, socond Eabl oe 
Aiblid (1616 P-1704 P), tho oldest son of 
James, first carl [q. v.], was probably born 
about 1616. Sharing ardently the royalist 
sympathies of his lather, he, while Lord 
Ogilvy, took a vory active part on behalf of 
Charles I during the Scottish wars, In 1640 
ho hold Audio Oastle against Montrose, then 
a covenanter; but, being obliged to surrender, 
ho was permitted, with, his wife, to escape, 
an incident for which Montrose was sharply 
challenged by the tables {Cal. State Papers, 
Dom. 1610,p.68). Befusingto obeylheorder 
of the Scottish parliament to appear bofore 
thorn and give caution for keeping the poaco, 
Ogilvy was doolarod a rebel, end wns specially 
exempted from pardon. In Febru aryl643ho 
accompanied Montrose to Charles I’s court, 
to concort measures for waging war against 
the Scottish covenanters {Acts of the Parlia- 
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126, 20Q, 216, 279). On #0 Jul/iS, UB 
was charged with high treason in Ins absence 
hut continued a close companion of Montrose 
acting as one of his aides-de-camp, I n ^ ’ 
gust 1644 ha was sent with despatches to the 
king, and loll into the hands of the EngM 
parliamentary troops near Preston in Lanca 
shire (Edsuwobth, v. 746). He was taken 
prisoner to Edinburgh, and remained incar¬ 
cerated in tho Tolboolh there for more than 
a year, undergoing frequont examination, bat 
constantly doelming to acknowledge the au¬ 
thority of the covenantors. He wasftequentlv 
visited by his mother, sister, and wife, who in 
August 1644 petitioned for his removal from 
the then plague-infected town, and obtained 
an order lor liis removal to the Bass Bock, 

Before, howovor, Hub change could bo 
effected, Montrose had inflicted a severe de¬ 
feat on the covenanters at Kilsyth (16 Aug. 
1646), which practically placed the country 
at his disposal, and he sent orders to Edin¬ 
burgh for tho release of Lord Ogilvy and 
other prisoners, which were at once obeyed. 
Ei’joining Montrose, Ogilvy resumed active 
service, and waB present at the battle of 
Pliilipliaugli (13 Hopl. 1646), where, the 
royalist army boing routed, he was again 
captured, and, aflor confinement in several 
prisons, was on 10 Jan. 1646 tried at St. 
Andrews and condomnod to death. The 
day appointed for liis decapitation wns the 
20tli of that month; but on the preceding 
ovo life eldor sister changed clothes with him 
in liis prison in tlio castle of Si. Andrews, 
and he oscapcd. A thousand pounds sterling 
was offered lor his oapture doad or olive,but 
tlio reward wae ineffectual; and in the follow¬ 
ing J illy lie secured a pardon from Middleton, 
which tho parliament wore obliged to con¬ 
firm. Ho also gnvo satisfaction to the kirk, 
and was released from exoomniunioation. In 
May 1649 ho took part in Pluscarden’s rising 
in tho north. 

Upon the coronation of Charles n at 
Scone in 1660 Ogilvy took service in the 
Scottish army, and was captured by Crom¬ 
well’s troopers near Alytliin Forfarslm'e,with 
the oommittoo of ostates, on 28 Aug. 1861. 
Ilo was then sent prisoner from Dundee to 
Tynemouth Oastlo, and thence to the Tower 
of London (Baleodk, Annals, iv. 1, 128, 
210,814). A year later ho was liberated on 
condition that ho would not leave London 
without permission; but, on a general order, 
he was soon recommitted to the Tower. In 
ono of his petitions to Oromwell he states 
lhat lie was seized by a party of horse, undor 
General Monck, whilo poacoably residing at 
his mansion-houso in Scotland, and protests 
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that he had never taken an active part against 
the Commonwealth {Cal. State Papers, Dom. 
1636, p. 60). He remained a prisoner till 
January 1657, with the exception of three 
months’ leave, granted in July 1655, for the 
purpose of visitingScotland. He was released 
in 1657 on finding security in 20,0001. 

After the restoration he endeavoured to 
redeem his losses by obtaining grants from 
Charles II, but without much result. He 
succeeded as second Earl of Airlie on the 
death of his father in 1666, and is frequently 
mentioned in the parliamentary proceedings 
of the reigns of Charles H and James II. 
At the revolution he declared for the prince 
of Orange, but for not attending the meet¬ 
ings of parliament he was in 1689, and again 
in1693, fined 1,2001. Scots, which, however, 
were remitted, and his attendance excused, 
on account of his old age and infirmities. A 
like dispensation was granted to him in No¬ 
vember 1700. He probably died in 1704, as 
on SI July of that year his son David was 
served as bis heir (Lindsay, Retours to Chan¬ 
cery, sub anno). 

Mark Napier says that in his youth Lord 
Ogilvy courted Magdalene Carnegie, the 
youngest daughter of David, lord Oarnegie, 
and afterwards wife of Montrose ; and that 
he was on his way to propose to her when, 
in fording a river, he was thrown from hia 
horse; regarding the ducking as am unfa¬ 
vourable omen, he proceeded no further on 
that errand ( Memoirs of Montrose, i. 66). 
He was, however, twice married: first to 
Helen Ogilvy, daughter of George, first 
lord Banfi, by whom he had one son—David, 
whosucceededliim—andfourdaughters; aud, 
secondly, to Mary, daughter of Sir James 
Grant of Grant, the widow of Lewis, third 
marquis of Huntly, hut by her he had no 
issue (Fra sim, The Chiefs of Grant, i. 2S9). 

[Acts of the Parliaments of Scotland, 1641- 
1700, passim; Oal. State Papers, Dom. 1630— 
1663, passim; Napier’s Memoirs of Montrose, 
ii. 376-640; Balfour's Annals, iii. 262-430, iv. 
128, 314; Douglas's Peerage, ed. Wood, i. 33, 
34.] H. P. 

OGILVY, JAMES, fourth Earl of Fihi- 
later and first Earl of Sdafibld (1664— 
1780),lord chancellor of Scotland, second son 
of James, third earl of Findlaler, by Lady 
Anne Montgomery, relict of Robert Seton, 
son of Sir George Seton of Hailes, Midlo¬ 
thian, was bom in 1004. He was educated for 
the law, and was called to the bar on 16 Jan. 
1685. He sat in the Scots parliament os 
member for Banffshire in 1681-2, and from 
1889 to 1895. At the Convention parliament 
of 1689 he made a speech in favour of King 
James, and he was one of tho five who dis¬ 


sented from the motion that the king hadfor- 
feited his right to the crown. Subsequently 
hetookthe oath to William and Mary, and in 
1693—according to Lockhart, by William 
duke of Hamilton’s means {Papers, i. 62)— 
he was constituted solicitor-general, received 
the honour of knighthood, and was appointed 
sheriff of Banffshire. In January 1695-8 he 
succeeded James Johnston [q. v.] as secretary 
of state, and in the following year he, though 
secretary, sat and voted in parliament in ac¬ 
cordance with the king’s special directions. 
He supported the proceedings in the parlia¬ 
ment of1695 against Dalrymple and others re¬ 
sponsible for the massacre of Glencoe, but on 
28 July represented to Carstares that he had 
‘ acted amoderatepartin all this,’and in regard 
to it expressed his willingness‘to bB ordered 
by his majestyasto the method of serving him. 
as is my duty ’ (Carstabes, State Papers, p. 
258). On 28 June 1698 he was created Vis¬ 
count Seafield, and appointed president of 
ths parliament which met at Edinburgh on 
16 July. On his arrival in Edinburgh on 
9 July he ‘ met with a very great reception ’ 
(ib. p. 84). According to Murray of Philip- 
liaugh, he presided ‘very extraordinary well, 
both readily, boldly, and impartially ’ {ib. p. 
383), and he did much to assist in currying 
the policy of the king to a successful issue 
{ib. paBBim). From the beginning Seafield 
was opposed to the formation of the African 
oompany (letter to Carstares, ib. p. 814). 
His known antipathy to the enterprise aroused 
against him much hostile feeling in Scotland, 
and during the rejoicings in Edinburgh, on 
the arrival of news regarding some advantage 
gained by the Soots against the Spaniards of 
Darien, his windows were broken by the mob 
(Marchnwnt Papers, iii. 210; Ldttbbll, 
Short Relation, iv. 660). Argyll, disgusted 
by Seafleld’s attitude, contemptuously af¬ 
firmed that there was in him ‘neither honour, 
honesty, friendship, nor courage,’ and said that 
if it were not 1 lessening ’ himself to ‘ say it 
to a man who dares not resent it,’ he would 
‘ send him as much signed ’ (Carstares, State 
Papers, p. 494). He was appointed com¬ 
missioner to the general assembly of the kirk 
which met in 1700, and on 24 .Tune 1701 he 
was created Earl of Seafield, He retained 
his political influence after the accession of 
Queen Anne, and on 12 May 1702 was con¬ 
tinued secretary of state, along with the Duke 
of Queenaberry. The same year he was ap¬ 
pointed a commissioner to treat for the union, 
and on 1 Nov. he succeeded the Earl of 
Marchmont as lord high chancellor. In 1708 
he was appointed commissioner to the general 
assembly which met on 10 March. Accord¬ 
ing to Lockhart, he at this time did r assure 
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nil sucli aa he knew of loyal principles, that bo obliged to unsay many things he bad for- 
tlioqueou was resolved lotakotheir cause by merly advanced, and might perhaps offend 
hand,’ and ‘ with horrid asseverations and tho ministry. On tho other hand other 
solemn vows protested he would join and people were diverted by seeing his lordahin 
standflrm to the interests of both’ ( Papers , brought, to this dilemma’ [Papers p.434) 

p. 63), but soon afterwards ‘loft his old In moving-for repeal, the grievances on which 
friends and worshipped the rising sun’ (ib. Findlater dwolt, wore that the Scottish privy 
p. 98). In 170-1 he was superseded as cluin- council was abolished, that the treason lorn 
cellor by the hlarqnis of Twueddalc ; but on of England were extended to Scotland that 
17 Oct. lie was made joint secretary of state the Scottish peers wore incapacitated'from 
along with the Earl of lloxhurghe. On boing poors of Groat Britain, and that the 
9 March 1704-6 ho was again appointed lord Scots had been subjected to tho malt tar 
high chancollor, tho Marquis of Twooddale The motion was lost by the small majority 
having been dismissed, In the same year of four. Shortly afterwards Findlater was 
his life was for a timo endangered by tho appoint ed keeper of tho groat seal of Scot- 
mob in Edinburgh, who, after the convict inn land. ITo also presided as chancellor in the 
of Captain Green and his crew for tho capture court of session, where his accomplishments 
of a vessel belonging to the Darien company as a lawyer and his practical tact were of great 
and tho murdor of its captain and crow, sum- sorvico in the smooth despatch of business, 
pectedthat thegovernmont intended to avoid Although indicating occasionally a certain 
executing tho sentence of death. sympathy with tho Jacobilos, he kept alool 

Seafield, in Maroli 1706, was appoint od u from Jacobite intriguos. lie died on 16 Aug. 
commissioner for the union with England, 1730, at tho age of sixty-six. A portrait of 
and ho was ono of tho most active promoters Seafield, by Knellor, him been engraved by 
of the measure. According to Loclthnrt, Smith; another,by.SirJolmB.deMedina,hc- 
‘ when he, as chancellor, signod tho engrossed longs to tho (Jollogo of Hurgoons, Edinburgh, 
exemplification of tho Act of Union, ho ro- Byhiswilb Anno, daughter of Sir William 
turned it to tho clerk, in tho face of parlia- Dunbar of Dura, llantthuire, bart., Findlater 
ment, with this despising and contemning had throe sons and two daughters. The sons 
remark, “Now there’s ano end of ane old wore James, lord Deskford, who succeeded as 
sang'” (Papers, i. 223). lie was ono of tho fifth onrl of Findlfttl'r and second of Sea- 
sixtoon Scottish representative peers chosen field, atul was lather of James, sixth earl of 
at the succeeding election in 1707, and was Findlator fq. v.|; William; and George, who 
re-chosen at each subsequent elect,ion up to pnsflud advocate at tbo Scottish bar in 1728, 
1727 inclusive. Ho was also in 1707 chosou and died unmarried in 1782. The daughters 
a momber of tho English privy council, and wore Elisabeth, married to Charles, sixth earl 
on his rolurn to Edinburgh lie produood to of Lauderdale; and Janet, married first to 
the lords of session a new commission ap- Hugh Forbos, oldest son and hoir-apparent 
pointing him chancollor of Scotland. Doubts of Sir William Forbos of Oraigiovar, bart., 
having, however, arisen as to the validity of and secondly to William Duff of Braco, 
the office aftor the union, ho was insload afterwards Earl of Fife, 
appointed lord cliiof baron in tho court of ‘ Seafield was,’ says Lockhart, ‘finely ac- 
oxchoquer, being admiftud on 28 May. Sea- complishod, a learned lawyer, a just judge, 
field received only 1001. as compensation courteous, and good naturod, but withal so 
money at tho time of the union, but in 1708 inf ircly aban doll’d to servo the court measures, 
bis groat sorvicos in connection with the be they wlint they will, that hi* seldom or 
passing of the measure wore acknowledged never consulted his own inclinations, but 
by the grant of a pension of 3,000 1. pur was a blank shoot of papor which the court 
annum. On succeeding to his father, U 10 might fill up with wlint they pleas’d. As ho 
third Earl of Findlater, m 1711, ho adopted thus sacrificed his honour and principles, so 
the title of Earl of Findlater aud Seafield. ho likewise easily deserted his friend when 
After the extension of the mall tax to his interest (which ho was only firm to) did 
Scotland in 1713, Findlator was inducod, at not stand in competition. He made a good 
the instauoo of Lockhart, to movo for loavo llgnro, and proceeded uxtremely well in the 
to bring in a bill for tho repeal of tho union. Parliament and Session, where he despatched 
According to Lockhart, lie was ‘both well business to the general satisfaction of the 
and ill pleased ’ with tho task assigned him Judges’ (Papers, i. 63). This estimate may 
—‘ well pleiisod heoausa ho hoped he might ( be accepted so far at least aa it indicates 
thereby 1 ake off part of the odium lie lay . whoroin lay his special strength and weak- 
undorfor being so uiRtrumentaUn promoting hobs, but allowance must, be made for the 
tbo Union, and ill pleased boonusu ho would strong Jacobite bias of Lockhart. Mucky 
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wrote of liim, ‘He affects plainness and fami¬ 
liarity in liis conversation, but is not sincere; 
is very beautiful in his person, -with a graceful 
behaviour, smiling countenance, and a soft 
tongue’ {Memoirs of Secret Services, 181-2). 

[C.ir-tares’s grate Papers; Lockhart Papers; 
jfurclnnont Papers, od. Pose; Luttrell’s Short 
Relation ; Macky's Memoirs of Secret Services; 
Burnet's Own Time; Crawford's Officers of State, 
pp. 246-9; Brunton and H.iig'.s Senators of the 
College of Justice, pp. 472-3; Douglas’s Scottish 
Peerage (Wood), i. 585-7.] T. P. II. 

OGILVY, JAMES, sixth Earl op Eixd- 
IATEK and third Earn, op Seapield (1714 ?- 
1770), eldest son of James, fifth earl of Find- 
Uter and second of Seafield, by Lady Eliza¬ 
beth Hay, second daughter of Thomas, sixth 
earl of Kinnnnll, was horn about 1714. 
While on foreign travel he made the ac¬ 
quaintance of Horace Walpole, who, in a 
letter to General Conway on 23 April 1740, 
wrote of him, ‘ There are few young people 
have so good an understanding,’ but referred 
to bis ‘ solemn Scotcliery 1 as not a ‘ little 
formidable’ (Walpole, Letters, ed. Cun¬ 
ningham, i. 40). Before succeeding his 
father in 1701 lie was known as Lord Deslc- 
ford. From an early period ke took an 
active interest in promoting manufactures 
and agricull lire. In the parish of Deskford 
he opened, in 1702, a large blenclificld, and 
in Cullen lie established a manufacture for 
linen and damask. From 1704 to 1761 he 
was one of the commissioners of customs for 
Scotland, and in 1765 he was constituted one 
of the lords of police. He was also a trustee 
for the improvement of fisheries and manu¬ 
factures, and for the management of the 
annexed estates in Scotland, By his example 
and encouragement he did much to promote 
advanced methods of agriculture in Banff¬ 
shire. He introduced turnip husbandry, and 
granted long leases to his tenants on condi¬ 
tion that within a certain period they should 
enclose their lands, and adopt certain im- 
roved methods of cropping, To prevent 
am age to young plantations on his estate, 
lie agreed to give certain of his tenants, on 
the termination of their leases, every third 
tree, or its value in money, lie died at 
Cullen House on 8 Nov. 1770. By liis wife, 
Lady Mary, second daughter of JohnMurray, 
first duke of Atkoll, he had two sous: James, 
seventh earl of Fiudlaler and fourth earl of 
Seafield (d, 1811), the last earl of the Ogilvy 
line; and John (d. 1768). 

[Douglas's Scottish Peerage, ed. Wood, i. 588; 
Horace Walpole’s Letters; Now .Statistical Ac¬ 
count of Scotland, xiii. 166, 229, 235. 323; 
Cramond’s Annals of Banff (Now Spalding 
Club).] T. V. IT. 
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OGILVY, JOHN (Jl. 1592-1601), poli¬ 
tical adventurer, commonly called Powrie- 
Ogilvy, was descended from Sir Patrick 
Ugilvy, wlio-e son Alexander, in the time of 
the Bruce, obtained the lundB of Ogilvy and 
Easter Powrie. John was sorted heir of 
his father Gdbert in the lands and barony 
of Easter Powrie on 27 Aug. 1601 (Warden, 
Aniju * or Forfarshire, Dundee, 1885, v. 28). 
His sister Anne married Sir Thomas Erskine 
of Gogar, who was in 1619 created Earl of 
Kellie. 

Ogilvy came into notice as a young man. 
In 1092 he was selected, apparently by 
James VI, to he the bearer to foreign 
countries of a secret despatch, in which the 
Scottish king discussed the advantages and 
disadvantages of a combined attack with 
Philip II upon England in the summer of 
that year. Ogilvy was, however, prevented 
from going abroad at the time, and the des¬ 
patch was subsequently found upon George 
Kerr on the discovery of the Spanish blanks 
in December 1093 (Hist. MSS. Comm. Hat¬ 
field MSS. iv. 214; Scottish Review, July 
1898, art. ‘Spanish Blanks,’ p. 28). 

In the following year Ogilvy, 1 apparent of 
Poury,’ together with John (>gilvy of Craig 
and Sir Walter Lindaay[q.v.], was proclaimed 
a traitor and 1 trafficking papist’ ( Reg.Frivy 
Council, v. 172). He is next heard of in 
Flanders in 1595, when, professing to be an 
accredited agent of James, he entered into 
negotiations with the Scottish or anti- 
Spanish faction among the catholic exiles, 
and at the same time offered his services on 
behalf of King Philip to Stephen d’lbarra, 
the Spanish secretavv-nt-war. From Flanders 
he went to Rome, and there presented to 
the pope, in the name of James VI, a peti¬ 
tion to which the king’s seal was attached. 
In this document — ‘ Petitiones queedam 
Ser ml Regis Scotorum quits a Sanct m “ Patre 
Clemente Papa jierimpleri exoptat’ (State 
Papers, Scotl.lviii. 83) —James promisedsub- 
missiou to the church of Rome, prayed for 
papal confirmation of his right to the Eng¬ 
lish throne, and for money in aid of his 
military enterprises, Ogilvy supported the 
petition by a paper of 1 Considerations ’ drawn 
up by himself to show the good disposition 
ox the king towards catholics (ib. lviii. 84). 
Meanwhile he aroined the suspicions of the 
Duke of Sesa, the Spanish ambassador, with 
whom lie intrigued in secret, and bySesa’s 
persuasion he went from Rome into Spain, 
accompanied by Dr, John Cecil, an English 
priest, who was then attached to the Spanish 
faction, and did not believe in the alleged 
catholic proclivities of James, or in the 
genuineness of Ogilvy’s credentials. 


i 



926 


Ogilvy 


Ogilvy 


Arriving in Toledo in May 1 B!) 0 , Ogilvy 
exhibited r letter of credit from tho king 
of Scotland, and a memoriiil in which 
James proposed an o(Tensive and defensive 
alliance with Spain, and, as security for hie 
own fulfilment of the terms of this treaty, 
offered to deliver his son, Prince Henry, into 
the hands of Philip, Cecil presented a 
counter memorial; and this, togotlior with 
the disclosure by d’Tbarra of Ogilvy’s double 
dealings in Plunders, led to his imprisonment 
in Barcelona ponding the continuation of his 
commission by the king of Scotland. This 
confirmation does not appear to have been 
sent, while James denied to Queen Elisabeth 
that he had givon Ogilvy any such commis¬ 
sion. Ogilvy was still in prison in August 
1698, when Ersltine, his brotlior-iii-law, 
arrived in Spain to intorcodo for him. Ho 
was hack in Scotland in December 1600, 
and, under the alias of John Gibson, was in 
the pay of the English secretary, Sir Robert 
Cecil. He was shortly afterwards in ous- 
tody at Edinburgh, and in danger of liis life 
ns a traitor; but in March I 10 affected his 
escape, and, after writing lo .Tamos a letter 
in which I 10 deniod having over mndo use 
of tho king's commission in either Plandors, 
Italy, or Spain, he Booms to have slipped 
abroad, and is beard of no more. 

[Summnry of tho Memorials tlmt John Ogilvy, 
Scottish baron, sent by the king of .Scotland, 
gave to his eatholia majesty, in favour of a 
League between the two kings; and wliat John 
Ceoill, priest, an Englishman, on the part of tho 
Earls and other Oatholia lords of Scotland, sot 
forth lo tho contrary, in tho city of Toledo, in tho 
months of May and Juno 1090; printed, umong 
■Documents illustrating Untholio Policy (in tho 
Miseollnuy, vol. xv. of tho Publications of tho 
Scottish History Society), by T. It, Law; Bibl. 
Birch, Brit,. Mils. Addil. SIS. 1120; State Pupurs, 
Scotl. lix. 0; Gal. State Pnpors, Scotl, ii. 001, 
791-6, 790.J T. 0. L, 

OGILVY or OGILVIE, 8 th PATRICK, 
sovuuth Baron op Boynii ( Jl - 1707), was 
tho son of Sir Wnlter, sixth baron of Boyne, 
and succeeded liis father in 1660. O 11 14 (let. 
L081 liewasnamed an ordinary lord of session, 
with tho lillo ofLord Boyne,audat the same 
time receivod the honour of knighthood, Tn 
January 1686 he received a pension from the 
king. On 11 May of the same yoar ho was 
insulted in the High Street of Edinburgh as 
lie was returning from court by Campbell of 
Colder, who spat in his faoo, calling him 
rascal and villain. The oourt of session 
committed Campbell tn prison in the Tol- 
booth, and laid the matlcT bpforo the king 1 , 
who directed that Campbell should ask Ins 
majesty’s pardon and theirs, and particularly 


Lord Boy iiu’a, on his knees. This hTdlTo,, 
14 Sept. Ogilvy represented Banffshire m 
t ho Scot t ir.1i parliament 1669-74 i pci 

1682, 1686 6 , in tho convention of’ £ 
and from 1689 until 29 April 1698, S 
lus seat was declared vacant because he k,l 
signed tho assurance. Burnet states that 
lie 'hoard from some of the lords of Scot, 
land ’that on Queen Anne’s accession to the 
throne tho Jacobites *?ont up Ogilvy of Boyne 
‘ who was in great esteem among them ’ to 
proposo to hor ‘the design of bringing’the 
Protender to succeed to the crown imona 
bargain that she should hold it during her 
life; ’ and that ‘ when he went back he gave 
the party full assurance that she had 6 an- 
ceptod it’ (Own Time, ed. 1838, p. 8531 
Hu is mentioned in 1705 in the Duke of 
Perth’s instructions as one of those who 
had distinguished thomselves by their loyalty 
to the oxiled family since the revolution 
(Correspondence of NathanielHoohe, i. 280) 
and as favouring a descent on England lib, 
ii. 26). In September 1707 he signed cre¬ 
dentials to liis son Jnme 8 to treat with the 
pretender as to tho means of his restoration 
to tlio throne (i/>. ii. 47). On account of 
dobt ho was ultimately compelled to sell the 
estate of Boynu. By liis first wife, Mary, 
daughter of Sir Jamos Grant of Grant,he 
had a Bon Jamos, a very active Jacobite (cf. 
Correspondence of Nathaniel HoaJce), who 
ultimately settled in France; and by bis 
second wife, a daughter of Douglas of 
Wliiltinghamo, ho had Patrick, from whom 
the Ogilvys of Linlrallien are descended. 

[Lander of Foiintainhull’s Historical Notices; 
Barnot’sOwnTimo; Correspondence of Nathaniel 
Hooka (RoxburghoOlub); l)ouglns’s Baronage of 
Scotland, p. 289 ; Brunton and Haig's Senators 
of tho Collogo of .Tnetico. T. F. H. 


OGILVY or OGILVIE, Sir WALTER 
(d. 1410), of Lintrathon, lord high treasnrer 
of Scotland, was the second son of Sir Walter 
(Igilvy of Wester Powrie and Auohterhouse. 
The father was the ‘gude Schir Walter 
Ogilvio ’ of Wyntoun’s ‘ Chronicle,’ who was 
killod in 1392, witii sixty of his followers, 
at Gaskluno, noar Blairgowrie, by a bodvof 
highlanders of the clan Donnochy. His 
mother was Isabel, daughter and sole heiress 
of Malcolm Ramsay, knight of Auohterhouse. 
The Ogilvys traco their dascont from Gilbert, 
a yomigov son of Gilbride, first thane of An¬ 
gus, on whom tho barony of Ogilvy was be¬ 
stowed byWilliam tlio Lion. The eldest son 
of SirWaltor of Auchlerhouse is ‘the gracious 
good Lord < Igilvy ’ mentioned in tlw old bal¬ 
lad as ‘of the besl among’ those slain at the 
battle of Hftrlaw in 1411, 
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Tie second son, Walter, had a charter of 
various lands in the barony of Lintratlien 
from Archibald, earl of Douglas, which was 
confirmed by ltobert, duke 0 ? Albany, on 20 
Nov. 1406. He had also a ratification from 
Alexander Ogilvy of Ogilvy of the lands of 
Wester Powrie on 2 Aug. 1428. On 8 June 
1424 he had a safe-conduct for a year to go to 
Flanders {Cal. Documents relating to Scot- 
land, 1867-1609, entry 962). After the arrests 
of the nobles at Perth in 1425 [see under 
James I of Scotland] he was made lord high 
treasurer, and he was also one of the jury who 
in the same year sat at the trial of Slurdoch, 
duke of Albany, and his relatives. In 1426 
he founded and endowed two chaplainries in 
the church of Auchterhonse for the safety 
of the souls of the king and queen, and of 
those who fell at the battle of Ilarlaw. 
With other Scottish commissioners, he had 
on 24 Jan. 1429 30 a safe-conduct to meet 
the English at Hawdenstank to redress 
complaints ( ib . entry 1032). On 11 Dec. 1430 
he was appointed one of the special envoys 
to treat for the prorogation of a trace and a 
final peace with Henry, king of England (ib. 
entry 1087), and on 16 Dec. ne signed a truce 
with England for five years from 11 May 1431 
(ib. entry 1038). In 1481 he was appointed 
treasurer of the king’s household, and was 
succeeded in the office of lord high trea¬ 
surer by John Myrton. He was one of those 
who, in 1434, attended the Princess Mar¬ 
garet into Franco on her marriage with the 
dauphin. By warrant of the king he erected 
the tower or forlalice of Airlie, Forfarshire, 
into a royal castle. He died in 1440. By 
Isabel de Durward, heiress of Linlratken, 
he had two sons and a daughter. The sons 
were: Sir John of Lintratkon, his heir, 
whose son, Sir James Ogilvy of Airlie, was 
created by James IV on 28 April 1491 a 
peer of parliament by the title of Lord Ogilvy 
of Airlie; and Sir Walter of Auchleven, 
whose eldest son, Sir James, was ancestor 
of the Ogilvys, earls of Findlater, and whose 
second son, Sir Walter Ogilvy of Boyne, was 
ancestor of the lords of Banff. The daughter, 
Giles, was married to Sir William Arbuth- 
nott of Arbuthnott. 

[Cal. Documents relating to Scotland; Craw¬ 
ford's Officers of State, pp. 866-7; Douglas's 
Scottish Peerage, ed. Wood, i. 29.] T. F. H. 

O’GLACAN, NIAL (JL 1629-1665), phy¬ 
sician, was a native of Donegal, and received 
some medical education in Ireland, probably 
(Preface to Traotatus de Peste) from a phy¬ 
sician of one of the hereditary medical 
families [see MaoDonlevyI thus learning the 
work of an apothecary anua surgeon, as well 


as the Galenical knowledge necessary for a 
physician. In 1023 he treated patients in an 
epidemic of plague in the towns of Figeac, 
Ions, Capdenac, Cajarc, Hovergue, and 
Floyeac, between Clermont and Toulouse. 
He was encouraged in his work by the Bishop 
of Oahors; and when the epidemic appeared in 
Toulouse he went thither, and was appointed 
to the charge of the xenodochium postife- 
rorum,or hospital for those sick of the plague. 
In May 1629, while residing in the hospital, 
he published ‘ Traotatus de Peste seu brevis 
faeilis et experta methodus curandi pestem 
authors Magistro Nellano Glacan Hibemo 
apud Tolosatos pestiferorum pro tempore me¬ 
dico.’ It was printed by Raymond Colo- 
merius, the university printer, and is dedi¬ 
cated to Giles de Masuyer, viBcomte d’Am- 
hrifires. In the preface he speaks of the fame 
of Ireland for learning in ancient times, and 
he notices the credit of the Irish physicians. 
The work itself is a piece of formal medi- 
oine, without cases or other observations of 
interest. 

O’Glacan remained in Toulouse, was ap¬ 
pointed physician to the king, and became 
professor of medicine in the university. In 
1046 he still describes himself as a professor 
at Toulouse, but in that year removed to 
Bologna, where he also gave lectures, and 
published ‘ Cui'sus medicus, Prima pars: Phy- 
siologica,’ in six books. The second part, ‘Pa- 
thologica,’ in three hooks, and the third part, 
‘ Semeiotica,’ in four books, were published 
at Bologna in 1C66. Part i. has two curious 
prefaces, one‘lectori benovolo/ the other ‘lec¬ 
tori malevolo.’ Commendatory verses are 
prefixed, and among those of part ii. are some 
by Gregory Fallon, a Connaughtman, who 
was ftt Bologna, and by another countryman, 
the Rev. Philip Roche, S.J. Fallon says 
that 0'Glacan is in Italy what Fuchaius 
was in Germany. The ‘ Oursus’ begins with 
a discussion of the utility of medicine, of its 
nature, and of the several schools of medical 
thought, and then proceeds to lay down the 
whole system of the Galenists, without addi¬ 
tions from modern practice. In 1648 he 
edited, with the Bishop of Ferns and Sir 
Nicholas Plunket, ‘ Remi Hiberni® adsano- 
tissimuin Innocentem A Pont. Max. Pyra- 
mides oncomiasticse,’ a series of laudatory 
poems in Latin addressed to the pope. The 
preface is by O’Glacan, and he mentions as 
his friends in Italy Francis O’MoIloy [q, v.], 
the author of ‘ Lucerna Fidelium; ’ Peter 
Talbot, Gerard O’Fearail, and John O’Faky. 
The only other ascertained incident of his 
life is that he visited Rome. 

[Works; Codex Medieamentarins ssu Pharma- 
oopcea Tolosana, Toulouse, 1618.] N, hi. 
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OGLANDER, Sir JOHN (1685-1665), 
diarist, oldest sou of Sir William Oglandor 
(knighted in 1600) ofNumvoll, near I hading, 
Isle of Wight, and West Doan, Sussex, by his 
first wife, Ann, daughter of Anthony Dilling- 
ton of Knighton, Isle of Wight, was born on 
1 2 Mayl58C, at Nun well, where his family, 
which was of Norman origin, liadhocn settled 
since the Oonqnest. He matriculated from 
Ualliol College, Oxford, on 8 July 1603, 
and spent throe years tliure without taking 
a degree, lie also spout throo years at the. 
Middle Temple, but was not called to the 
bar. In 1608 lie succeeded to tho family 
estates, and was placed on the commission of 
the peace. On 221 )ec. 161G ho was knighted 
by James I at Itoyston. In 1620 be was 
appointed deputy-governor of Portsmouth, 
and in 1624 deputy-governor of the Isle of 
Wight. He sat for’Yarmouth, Mu of Wight, 
in the parliaments of 1026,1026, and 1628- 
1020 , was commissioner of oyer and terminer 
for Hampshire in 103i>, and sliorill' of the 
same county from 1037 to 1039. 1 luring his 
shrievalty lie displayed great 7 <ual and acti¬ 
vity in the collection of ship-money. On t ho 
outbreak of the civil war lie adhered to the 
king, and was superseded in tho deputy- 
governorship of the Isle of Wight by Oolouol 
Carne, by whom, in .Time 1643, lie was ar¬ 
rested as a delinquent and sent to London. 
There lie was detained ponding the investi¬ 
gation of the charges against him by the 
House of Commons, and ov-ontually was re¬ 
leased on giving a bund to remain within 
the lines of communication. From this 
bond he was discharged on 12 April 164 3. 
A contribution of C00/. was lovied upon his 
estate. lie was among those who waited on 
Charles I to express their loyalty on tho 
morrow of his arrival at Oftrisbroriko Castle, 
10 Nov. 1047. Ho was again arrested and 
brought to London in January 10C0-1 on 
suspicion of treasonable designs, and was 
again released early in tho following Fobruary 
on giving security to remain within the lines 
of communication, no died atNunwoll on 
28 Nov. 163/5, and was buried in the family 
vault in Brading church, where ius recum¬ 
bent efligy, in full armour, was restored in 
1871 

Oglondor married, on 4 Aug. 1600, Frances, 
fifth daughter of Sir George More [q, v.] of 
Losoloy, by whom lio had issue one son only, 
William, created a baronet by Charles II on 
12 Deo. 106.1. Ttio title bocamo oxtinct by 
tile death ol Sir Henry Oglandur, seventh 
barouut, in 1874 ; but. tho namo Oglandor 
was assumed by his son-in-law. 

Oglander’s diary, containing much matter 
of historical anti antiquarian interest, of 


which slight use was made by Sir Richard 
Worsley in lus ‘History 0 f ti9 r, “ 

Wight f (London, 1781), was edited in 189s 
fr°m a irmiBGript in the possession of the 
Rev. Sir W. 11 Cope, bart., of Brandi]] 
Hampshire, with introduction and notes bv 
W. II. Long. 1 

[Tho Oglandor Memoirs: extracts from tk 
manuscripts of Sir J. Oglandor, K.T of Un¬ 
well, Mo of Wight, od. W. N. Long, London' 
1888,4tn; l'ostor’s AlumniOxon.; Berry’bCuiintv 
Gonoalogios, 1 Hauls ; ’ Arlclit. MS. 5624 f. laj. 
Wottmi’aBaroaotngo.vol. iii.pt. ii. pp. 492 - 3 . Qil' 
Sfato Papers, Dorn. 1028-31, 1634-5, 1037-40 
1044-5, 1051J Cal. Comm, for Adyanco of Mousy 
pt. i p. 414 ; Egarl 011 MS. 2048, f. 277; Nichols's 
ProgrosBos of Jamufl I, p. 96; MotcalfB’s Book 
of Knights; Asliburnlum’s Nurrotive, ii. ids- 
Commons’ Journals, iii. 245, 435 ; Addit MS 
20319, ff. 09-73; Hint. MHH. Comm. 7th W 
App. p. 562 ; Notes and Queries, 1st sor. ix 17 
2nd sor. vti. 00, 6th sor. p. 400; doll. Top, et 
Con. iii. 150; Hutchins's Dorsal., i. 440 ; Mnnuiim 
and Bray’s Rnrroy, i. 09 ; Woodward, Wilks, and 
Lockhart’s llampshiro; Warner’s Oollectionsfor 
the History of Hampshire.] J, M. £ 


OGLE, Sxit OITALONER (1681P -1750) 
admiral of tho lloot, bom about 1881, was 
brother of Nathaniel Ogle, physician to the 
forcos under Marlborough, and apparently 
also of Nicholas Oglu, physician of tho blue 
squadron under Sir OlowdisW Shovoll in 
1097. lie entered tho navy in July 1097 as a 
volunteer por ordor, or king’s leltor-boy, 011 
board tho Yarmouth with Captain Cleveland, 
lie afterwards served in tho Restoration with 
Captain FnnU h, iu Lho Worcester and Suffolk, 
and passed liis examination on 11 March 
1701-2, being then twontv-ono, according to 
his corlifiooto. On 29 April 1702 he was 
promoted to be Koutenaut of the Royal Oak, 
and on 24 Nov. 1703 to he commander of 
tho St. Antonio. In April 1706 he was 
moved to tho Deal Castle, which was cap¬ 
tured off Oetend on 8 July 1706 by three 
Krnnch ships. A court-martial, held on 
19 Oct., acquittod Oglo of all blame. He 
afterwards commanded the Queenborotigh; 
on 14 March 1707-8 lie was posted by Sir 
George Byng to the Tartar frigate, and in 
her lie continued during the war, for the 
most part in the Mediterranean, where ha 
made some valuable prizes (On nufooz). In 

1716 lie enmmaudea the Plymouth inths 
Baltic under Sir John Norris [q. v.]; and in 

1717 tho Woroostor, under Sir Georgs 
Byng. 

In March 1719 ho was appointed to tbs 
00-gun ship Swallow, and, after convoying 
the trade to Newfoundland, thence to tbs 
Mediterranean, and so home, was sent early 
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in 1721 to the coast of Africa. For several 
months the ship was disabled by the sick¬ 
ness of her men. On 20 Sept, Ogle wrote 
from Prince’s Island that he had buried fifty 
men. and had still one hundred sick, In 
November he was at Cape Coast Castle, 
•where lie received intelligence of two pirates 
plundering on the coast. He put to sea in 
search of them. At Whydah he learnt that 
they had lately captured ten sail, one of 
which, refusing to pay ransom, they had 
burnt, with a full cargo of negroes on board. 
On 6 Feb. 1721-2 he found them at anchor 
under Capa Lopez, One of the ships, com¬ 
manded by a fellow named Skyrm, slipped 
her cable in chase, mistaking the Swallow for 
a merchantman. When they had run out of 
earshot the Swallow tacked towards the 
irate, and, after a sharp action, captured her. 
he then returned to Cape Lopez under a 
French ensign, and, eager for the expected 
prize, the other pirate, commanded by Bar¬ 
tholomew Roberts [q. v.l, stood out to meet 
her. It was a disagreeable surprise when the 
Swallow hoisted the English flag and ran out 
her lower-deck guns. Roberts defended him¬ 
self with obstinate bravery, but when he was 
killed the pirates surrendered. The whole 
number of prisoners was 262, of whom 
seventy-five negroes were sold. Of the rest, 
seventy-seven were acquitted on their trial 
at Cape Coast Castle; fifty-two were hanged; 
nineteen died before the trial; twenty, sen¬ 
tenced to death, were sent for seven years 
in the mines; the rest were sent to England 
to be imprisoned in the Marshalsea. Ogle's 
conduct In ridding the seas of this pest was 
highly approved, and on his return to Eng¬ 
land in April 1723 he received the honour 
of knighthood. He also received, as_ a 
special gift from the crown, the pirates’ ships 
and effects, subject to the legal charges, and 
the payment of head-money to his officers 
and men; the net value of the proceeds was 
a little over 3,0001., and, though the officers 
and ship’s company represented that it ought 
to he divided as prize-money, Ogle seems to 
have made good his contention that the 
captors of pirates were only entitled to head- 
money, and that the gift to him was per¬ 
sonal, to support the expenses of his title 
{Captains’ Letters, 0. 2). 

In April 1729 Ogle was appointed to the 
Burford, one of the fleet gathered at Spit- 
head undor the command of Sir Charles 
Wager [q,v.]j in 1731 he commanded the 
Edinburgh in the fleet, also under Wager, 
which went to the Mediterranean; and in 
1732 he was sent out to Jamaica os com¬ 
mander-in-chief [see Lbstook, Riohaed]. In 
June 1739 he was appointed to the Augusta, 
vox.. XIV. 


and on his promotion to be rear-admiral of 
the blue, 11 July 1789, he hoisted his flag 
in her, and, witk a strong reinforcement, 
joined Haddock in the Mediterranean [see 
Haddock, Nicholas]. His stay there was 
short, and in the following summer he was 
third in command of the fleet under Sir 
John Norris. In the autumn he was ordered 
to take out a large reinforcement to Vice- 
admiral Vernon, whose exploit of ‘taking 
Porto Bello with six ships ’ had inflamed the 
public with a desire foT further achievement 
[see Vdbnox, Edwabd, 1684-1767]. 

When Ogle joined Vernon at Jamaica in 
the middle of January 1742, the fleet num¬ 
bered thirty sail of the line, and, with some 
ten thousand soldiers, constituted by far the 
largest force that had ever been assembled 
in those sens. The attack on Oartagena in 
March and April was, however, a disastrous 
failure, and other operations attempted were 
equally unsuccessful. Vernon and the general 
were notoriously on bad terms, and between 
the navy and the army there was a hitter 
feeling, which Bkowea itself in an open 
quarrel between Ogle and Edward Tre- 
lawney, the governor of Jamaica On 8 Sept. 
1742 Ogle was charged before the chief jus¬ 
tice of Jamaica with having assaulted Tre- 
lawney on 22 July. The jury decided that 
Ogle had been guilty of an assault, and there 
the matter ended, the governor, through the 
attorney-general, requesting that no judg¬ 
ment should he given (A True and Genuine 
Copy of the Trial of Sir Chaloner Ogle, knt. 
. . . now published in order to correct the 
errors and supply the defects of a Thing 
lately published called The Trial of, &e., 
1743). 

On 18 Oct. 1742 Vernon sailed for Eng¬ 
land, leaving the command with Ogle. The 
fleet was too much reduced t.o permit of any 
operations against the coasts of the enemy, 
who, on the other hand, had no force at sea, 
and Ogle’s work was limited to protecting 
the British and scourging the Spanish trade. 
The one circumstance that colls for mention 
is the trial of George Frye, a lieutenant of 
marines, for disobedience and disrespect, on 
16 March 1748-4, The court-martial, of 
which Ogle was president, found Five guilty, 
and for that, and his 1 great insolence and 
contempt shown to the court,’ sentenced 
him to be cashiered, rendered incapable of 
holding a commission in the king's service, 
and to be imprisoned for fifteen years. The 
latter part of the sentence was afterwards 
pronounced illegal, and Frye obtained a 
verdict for false imprisonment against Ogle 
and the several members of the court-martial 
[see Maxsb, Peeby]. Ogle was sentenced 

So 
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to pay 80(W. damages, wliicli seems to have 1841, ami was commander-in-chief at PortZ 
bcon eventually paid for him by the crown, mouth 1845-8. lie was promoted to h 
On 9 Aug. 17-1S Ogle was promoted to ho admiral of the fleet on 8 Dee. 1857, and died 
vice-admiral of the blue, and on 19 Juno at Ttmbridgu Wells on 16 June 1858 Ctrl 
1744 to he admiral of the blue, Ho re- married, first, in 1804, Charlotte Marsraiet* 
turned to England in the summer of 1745, daughter of General Thomas Gage fn v { 
and in September was president of the (she died iu 1814, leaving issue two daiigh- 
court-marlial which tried sundry lioutenauls tors and a son, Chalonor, who succeeded to 
and captains on a charge of miscomluot in the baronetcy); secondly, in 1820, Letitia 
the action off Toulon on 11 Fob. 1713— t. daughter of Sir William Burroughs, bart' 
With the later trials of tho admirals Ogle (she died in 1882, leaving issue one son 
had no concern, nor had ho any i'urthor tor- William, who succeeded as fifth baronet! • 
vice. On 16 July 1747 he was advanced to thirdly, in 1884, Mary Anno, danghter of 
ho admiral of the white, and on 1 July 1749 Guorgo Gory of Toi Abbey, Devon, already 
to be admiral and commgndor-in-ohief, on- twice a widow (she died in 1812, without 
titled to (ly tho union flag at the main. He issue). 

died in London ou 11 April 1760 (Gent. [Marshall's Roy. Nuv. Biogr. i, 709 ; O’Byrna’s 
Mag. 1760, p. 188). lie was married, but Nuv Biogr. Did.; Return of Sorviccs in the 
seems to have died without issue. Hispor- Tnblic Record Office; Journul of tho Eoynl 
I rail is in tlio Painted Hall at Greenwich, Googr.iphiculHneioty, vol.xxix. p.cxxxii; Gont, 
to which it was bequeathed by his grand- Mug. 1858, ii. 189; Poster’s Buronotago 1 
nephew, Sir Charles Ogle [ q. v.] r J'wo J. K. 1. 

mezzotint engravings hv Faber and 11. Tima OGLE, OH,VRLES CIIALONER(1861- 
aro mentioned by Bromley. 1878), newspaper correspondent, fourth son 

[Cluirnoek’s Biogr. N.iv. iii. 402; official lot- ^ John Ogle of St. Glare, near Ightjiam. 
tors and other dooumenU) in tho Public Record Sovouoaks, Kent, was born on 10 April 1851, 
Office. I J. If. L. and educatod. with Other pupils, undor hh 

father at St. Chive. Ilo matriculated at the 
OGLE, Sill CHARLES (177G-183S), university of Loudon in Juno 1809,audtken 
admiral of the fleet, eldest eon of Admiral Sir devoted himself to tho s( udvof avohiteoturs, 
Ohaloner ()gle (1727-181G), and granduoplmw becoming a pupil of Frederica William Roper 
of SirChfllonerOfi]e[q.v.],w:isl)oruon2t May of 9 Adam Street, Adolphi, London. Hi- 
1776, and entered the navy in 1787, on board was a contributor to tho 1 Ihiildor,’ and in 
t lie Advonlure, with Captain John Nicholson. 1872 ho both obtained a certificate for excsl- 
luglefield [q. v.] After unovontful service loneo in aroiiilectural construction and was 
in different ships on tho coabt of Africa atul admittod on ussoeiftto of the ltoyal Institute 
home stations, lie was rnado lieutenant into of British Architects. Soon uffcorwavils lie 
tho Woolwich, in tho West Indies, on 14 Nov. visitod Romo, and in. August l87Cwentfor 
1793. In January 1794 he was moved into sonio months to Athens, where he worked 
tho Boyne, flagship of Sir Joliu Jervis, and in tho oillco of ITorr filler, ihe royal archi- 
in May was appointed acting-captain of tho toot. While thus ongiigod, the propcietorsoi 
Assuranoe. On 2J May 1795 ho was con- tho ‘ Times ’ newspaper ncuoptud an offer of 
firmed as cpmmandur of tho Avenger Bloop, his Rorvices as their special correspondent in 
from which ho was moved to tlio Petrol, and tho war bolwoon Turkey and Herzegovina 
on 11 Jan. 1790, in tho Mediterranean, was and tho neighbouring provinces, and he nc- 
poated by Jorvis to the Minervo, During companied tho Ttiriiish force against the 
tlio following years lio commanded tlio Montenegrins. Tho letters written by Ogle 
Meleager, Greyhound, and Egyptionpo, for from Montenegro and tho Herzegovina, hem 
tlio most part m t(jo Mediterranean, In 1803 Greece, from Crete, and from Thessaly, are 
ho commanded the IJqitC frigate, and in 1800 ,ftill of picturesque details, brightened by 0 
was appointed to thePrincuss Augusta yacht, kindly humour. While residing at Volo, on 
which he commanded till August 1813, the gulf of Thessaly, Ogle learned, on 
whqn ho took command of tho liuinillios in 28 March 1878, that an engagement was jm- 
tlio Channel. In November 1815 ho com- minont botwoon the Turkish troops and the 
manned the Malta at Plymouth, and in 181 (I insurgents occupying Meat Polion and the 
the illivoli at Portsmouth. By tho death of town of Macrymtza, He at onco proceeded 
hifl father on 27 Aug. 1810 ho euocopded to to tho scone of action, without arms and 
thoibaronatcy. Ho was promoted to ho rear- with a cane in his lnind. The battle took 
admiral on 12 Aug. 1819, was commander- plaeo, and was prolonged to tho following 
in-chicf in North America 1827-30, biicnmo day, when Oglu, iinablo to obtain a horse 
vico-admiral 22 J ply 1830, admiral 23 Nor. to return to Volo, slept at Katochori on 
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29 and SO March. On 1 April his head¬ 
less body was found lying in a ravine, and 
identified by a scar on the wrist and a blood¬ 
stained telegram in his pocket-book ad¬ 
dressed to tlie ‘ Times.’ The body was taken 
on board ILM.S. Wizard, and conveyed to 
the Piraeus, where it was accorded a public 
funeral on 10 April. It is believed that 
Ogle was assassinated by order of tho 
Turkish commander, AmouBS Aga, in re¬ 
venge for reflections made on his pilluging 
a village. To disguise the murder, a report 
was circulated that the correspondent was 
aiding the insurgents. In a parliamentary 
paper, issued on 18 June, Ogle is blamed for 
great imprudence in venturing among tho 
belligerents without necessity, and his death 
was attributed to a wound received while 
retreating with the insurgents after the 
second battle of Macrynitza; but the correct¬ 
ness of these statements was strenuously 
denied by his friends. 

[Strok's Memoirs concernant les details dtt 
meuitre cotumis contra In povsonne do Charles 
Ogle, 1878 ; Times, 2, 10, 11, 25 April, 19 June 
1878; (fnijihio, 1378, xvii. 401, with portrait; 
Illustrated London News, 18 April 1878, pp. 
329, 330, with portrait.] G. 0. B. 

OGLE, GEORGE (1701-17-1 O’), translator, 
was the second son of Samuel Ogle of Bows- 
den, Northumberland, M.P.for Berwick, and 
commissioner of the revenue for Ireland, by 
his second wife, Ursula, daughter of SiT John 
Markham, hart., ond widow of the last Lord 
Altham. Samuel Ogle died at Dublin on 
10 March 1718 (Notes and Queries, 2nd ser. 
v. 169). In 1728 appeared, ns an appendix 
to James Sterling's ‘Loves of Ilero and 
Leander,’ ‘ some new translations ’ made by 
the son George ‘from various Greek authors.’ 
To Ogle, ‘ an ingenious young gentleman,’ 
the volume was dedicated. Ogle’s rendering 
of Anacreon had probably some influonco 
on Moore; but Moore, in liis ‘ Journal ’ (iv, 
144), denied a charge of plagiarism preferred 
against him on that ground in ‘John Bull,’ 
12 Sept. 1824 (O’Domgixue, Poets of Ire¬ 
land, pt. iii. p. 187). 

In 1787 Ogle published the first and only 
volume of ‘ Antiquities explained, Being a 
Collection of figured Gems, illustrated by 
similar descriptions taken from tho Glassies,’ 
It is dedicated to the Duke of Dorset, and 
was based, he says, on. a somewhat similar 
collection published in Paris in 1782. _ The 
book contains a well-executed engraving of 
each gem, with an explanation of its subject 
and i illustrative quotations from Greek or 
Latin authors, with translations into English 
verse. ‘Gualtherus and Qriselda, or the clerk 


of Oxford’s Tale,’ appeared in 1789. In 1741 
Ogle contributed to ‘ Tales of Chaucer 
modernised by several hands.’ It contains 
versions by Drydeit, Pope, Betterton, and 
others. Another edition, m two volumes, ap¬ 
peared in 1742. Ogle’s share in tho work 
seems to hare been the prologues to most of 
the tales, and the taleB of tlie clerk, haber¬ 
dasher, weaver, carpenter, dyer, tapestry- 
maker, and cook. He also supplied a con¬ 
tinuation of the squire’s tale from the fourth 
book of Spenser’s * Faerie Queen.’ This por¬ 
tion of the work—‘ Cambuscan, or the 
Squire's Tale’—was issued separately in 
1783. 

Ogle married the daughter and coheiress 
of Sir Frederick Twysclen, bart., and died 
on 20 Oct. 1746. Their only child was 
the Right Hon. Georgo Ogle (1742-1814) 
[q. v-1 

Ogle’s literary aptitude was considerable, 
and lie ranks high as a translator. Besides 
the works noticed, he published: 1. ‘Basia; 
or the Kisses,’ 1781. 2. ‘Epistles of Horace 
imitated,’ 1785. 3. ‘Tho Legacy Hunter. 
The fifth satire of the second book of Horace 
imitated,’ 1787. 4. 1 The Misbi-’s Feast. The 
eighth satire of the second book of Horaoe 
imitated, a dialogue between the author and 
the poet-laureate,’ 1737. 

[AUibono’s Diet, of Engl. Lit. li. 1451; Gent. 
Mag. 1746, p. 658 j Brit. Mas. Oat.] E. L. 

OGLE, GEORGE (1742-1814), Irish 
statesman, born 14 Oct. 1742, was the only 
ohild of George Ogle (1704-1746) [q. vj lie 
was brought up at Rosuninoge, near Camo-i 
lin, co. Wesiord, under the care of one 
Miller, vicar of the parish, and was imbued 
through life with strong protestant feeling. 
But he had literary tastes, and composed, 
while at Rossminoge, two songs which are 
still popular. The earlier, called ‘Banna’s 
Banks/ beginning ‘ Shepherds; I have lost 
my love,’ was said to he inspired by Miss 
Stepney, of Dnrrow House, Queen’s County, 
afterwards Mrs. Burton Doyne of Wells. 
The second, ‘ Molly Asthore/ was written 
to celebrate the charms of Mary Moore, 
whose sister Elizabeth, daughter of Wil¬ 
liam Moore of Tinrahan, oo. Wexford, subse¬ 
quently became Ms wife. Burns, writing to 
Thomson 7 April 1793, described Ogle's 
1 Banna's Banks ’ as 1 heavenly/ and ‘ certainly 
Irish; ’hut itwos included in Wood’s 1 * Songs of 
Scotland/1861. A gentleman of wealth and' 
fashion, Ogle appears to have been afrequent 
visitor at Lady Miller’s assemblies at Bath, 
and he contributed to the volume, ‘ Poetical 
Amusements at a Villa near' Bath/ published 
by that lady's admiyers in 1775 [see Millhb, 

8 o 2 
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Anna]. Somo songs by him appear in Crof- 
ton Choker's ‘ Popular Songs of Ireland’ and 
in Samuel Lover's 'Poems and Ballads,’ 
where there is assigned to him the fine lyric 
known as ‘ Banish Sorrow.’ He declined to 
publish any of his poems himself. 

In 1768 Ogle was elected to the Irish par¬ 
liament ns member for Wexford county, and 
ho sat for that constituency till 1796. A 
brilliant speakor, he delighted in ' splendid 
superlatives and figurative diction, whilst the 
spirit and energy of his manner corresponded 
to the glowing warmth of his expressions ’ 
(Review of the Irish House of Commons). lie 
joinedthewhig party,and,although in favour 
of oxtending to Ireland popular rights and 
a legislative independence, he was opposed 
to catholic emancipation, and was a si aim ch 
upholder of tho established church. Before 
1778 he was challenged to a duel by Barney 
Coyle, a whisky distiller and member of tho 
catholic board, on the ground that lio had 
publicly said that ‘ a papist could swallow a 
false oath as easily as a poaoliedegg.’ Bight 
shots were oxchaugod, but the combatants 
remained unhurt. Ogle declared that t hu re¬ 
mark which led to the encounter had boon 
misreportod, and ho had referred not to 
‘papists,’ but to‘rebels.’ Shortly afterwards 
he publicly stated that ‘some newspapers 
had misrepresented his sentiments on a for¬ 
mer debate, on bringing in a bill to relax tho 

S laws, and had put words into his 
which ho nover snid, particularly that 
he hated an Irish papist, which was foreign 
to his thoughts. lie hated no man on 
account of lus faith’ (Hibernian Journal, 
1 June 1778). In 1779 lio attacked Fox and 
the opposition in England for not resisting 
with {rreator vivacity Lord North’s coercive 
policy in Ireland. Fox wrote to the Duko 
of Leinster explaining the difficulties of tho 
parliamentary situation at Westminster, and 
expressed espocial regret at Ogle's dissatis¬ 
faction, ‘ because I have always heard that 
ho is avoryhonost man and a good whig’ 
(Charlemont Papers in Hut, MSS. Comm. 
12th Rep. x. 870). Tn 1779 Oolo joined 
the association called the Monks of St. 
Patrick. In 1782 he became a onlonel 
in the Irish volunteers, actively supported 
that movemont, and strongly asserted the 
claim of Ireland to legislative independence. 
But when tho national convention assomblod 
at Dublin under Lord Oharlemout’s presi¬ 
dency, in November 1783, Ogle is said to 
have delivered a message purporting to come 
from Lord Kenmare to the effect that tho 
catholics of Ireland wore satisfiod with tho 
privileges they had already obtained, and de¬ 
sired no moro (Ensiand, Life of O'Leary, 


p. 109). Kenmare at once denied that he 
had authorised tho delivery of such a me 
sage. According to later accounts, Sir l 0 vle 
Roche was responsible for the incident hut 
the contemporary reports saddle Ogle (done 

with the responsibility for the ruse. In 1783 
Ogle was admitted to the Irish privy council 

and in the following year obtained the patent 
place of registrar ot deeds at Dublin at a 
salary of 1,3007. a year. The step was taken 
‘ from somo disarrangement of hia family 
afl’nirs, as it is supposed,’ but his constituents 
wore content, and no difference appeared in 
hia polit ical action. Ilis zoal for wise reform 
was not diminished j and in Apnll786, when 
the relations of landlords and protestant 
clergy to the tenants were undor discussion 
ho described tho landlords as ‘ great extor¬ 
tioners ’ (FnouDxi, English in Ireland , 11 , 
4691. In 1789 he opposed the English go¬ 
vernment's proposals for a logency. In Fe¬ 
bruary 1793 bo doiioiuiccd Hobart’s Catholic 
Relief Rill, and prophesied that the admission 
of catholics to polit ical power must lead 
either to separation or to a legislative union 
(Lucky, vi. 568). In 1796, when he became 
governor of Wax Ibid, ho retired from the 
House of Commons anil lived mainly on his 
estate, Bellovue, co. Wexford. But in the 
disturbed period of 1798 lie consented to re¬ 
enter parliament ns momber for Dublin. Al¬ 
though I 10 voted against the legislative union 
in 1800, ho was returned to the united par¬ 
liament of 1801 ns tlio representative of 
Dublin, and finally retired in 1804. lie 
died at Bollevuo, co. VVoxford, on 10 Ang. 
1814. A statue to bis memory, by John 
Hmvtli, wns placed in St. Paliick’s Cathe¬ 
dral, Dublin, at n cost of 1807. He had no 
children. 

Ilis will, dated 26 Sept. 1798, and wit¬ 
nessed by John Holy-Hutchinson and John 
Swift Emerson, bequeathe liis body to the 
churchyard of RnUyoarnow, to repose beside 
Ilis late wife. Ho named os executor hia 
nopliow, Goorgo Ogle Moore, afterwards 
M.P, for Dublin in 1826 and 1830, who in¬ 
herited his property. 

[Plowdon’s Hist, of Ireland; Crokor’s Songs 
of Ireland; Lover’s Poems; Duffy’s Ballad 
Poetry; original will, Record Offleo, Dublin; 
O’Donoglnioe Poole of Ireland; Sir Jonah Bar¬ 
ring! on’s Forsonal Sketohos; information kindly 
supplied by Miss Oglo Moore; Notes and Queries, 
3rd sor. ii. dfl; Hardy’s Earl of Charlemont; 
A Roviow of tho Irish Ilonso of Commons, Lon¬ 
don, 1795 ; Skotohos of Irish Political Characters, 
London, 1799; Cornwallis Correspondence; Fitz¬ 
patrick's Soorot Sorvioe under Pitt; Frouds’s 
History of the English in Ireland; Leoky’s Hist, 
of Ireland.] W. J. P. 
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OGLE, JAMES ADEY (1762-1857), 
physician, -was hom on 22 Oct. 1762 in Great 
Bussell Street, London, where his father, 
Richard Ogle, had a large practice as a gene¬ 
ral practitioner. In 1808 James was sent to 
Eton, at that time under the rule of Dr. Joseph 
Ooodall [q.r.J He stayed here only twoyears, 
and in Lent term 1810 entered as a commoner 
ofTrinity College, Oxford, obtaining ascholar- 
ship in the following year. In Easter term 
1818 he obtained a first class in mathematics. 
Adopting his father's profession, he com¬ 
menced his medical studies at the Windmill 
Street school. On the proclamation of pence 
in 1814 ho availed himself of the opening 
of the continent, and in the course of that 
and some succeeding years he visited many 
of the most celebrated medical schools in 
France, Italy, and Germany. He also passed 
(as was customary in those days) some 
winter sessions in Edinburgh,studying under 
Professors Gregory, Duncan, Hamilton, Gor¬ 
don, Home, and Jamieson; and, through his 
Eton and Oxford acquaintance, gained ad¬ 
mission to the intellectual society of the 
northern capital. Returning to London, he 
pursued his medical studies as a pupil of the 
Middlesex, and subsequently of St. Bartho¬ 
lomew’s, Hospital, and pioceeded to the de¬ 
grees of M.A. and M.B. at Oxford in 1810 
and 1817 respectively. Settling in Oxford, 
lie graduated M.D. in 1820, and was ap¬ 
pointed mathematical tutor of his old college 
(Trinity) in the same year. One of his pupils 
was John Ilenry (afterwards Cardinal) Now- 
man [q. v.], with whom he maintained an in¬ 
timate friendship) in after life, though he did 
not belong to his theological party. He was 
elected FJl O.P. in 1822, physician to the 
Radcliffe Infirmary and to the Waruoford 
Lunatic Asylum at Oxford in 1824, Aldrich 
professor of medicine in the university in 1824, 
public examiner in 1825, F.R.S. in 1826, and 
clinical professor of medicine in 1830. In 1835 
he was associated with Dr. Kidd and Dr. Dau- 
beny in a revision of the university statutes 
regulating medical degrees, and obtained the 
institution of a public examination for the 
degree of M.B. 

In 1841 appeared Ogle’s only publica¬ 
tion, ‘A Letter to the Reverend the War¬ 
den of Wadham College, on the System of 
Education pursued at Oxford; with Sug¬ 
gestions for remodelling the Examination 
Statutes.’ This pamphlet is noteworthy as 
containing the first suggestion of a natural 
science school at Oxford, afterwards esta¬ 
blished by a statute proposed in 1861 by Sir 
H.W. Acland. He anticipated also another 
change, by his proposal that ‘ candidates for 
admission to the university should have their 


attainments tested in limine ’ by ‘an examina¬ 
tion of thesame characteras thatwe now term 
Responsions.’ Ogle’s successful professional 
career was marked by his delivering the Har- 
veian oration in 1844, and by his appointment 
as regius professor of medicine at Oxford by 
Lord John Russell in 1861, in succession to 
Dr. John Kidd [q, v.] He was president of 
the Provincial Medical Association at its 
meeting at Oxford in 1852, and was exa¬ 
miner in the new school of natural science in 
1854-6. He died of apoplexy, after an ill¬ 
ness of thirty hours, at the vicarage, Old 
Shoreham, the residence of his son-in-law, 
James Bowling Mozley [q. v.], on 26 Sept. 
1867; he was buried in St. Sepulchre’s ceme¬ 
tery at Oxford. A portrait, by S. Lane, R. A., 
is now in the possession of his Bon. An en¬ 
graved portrait is prefixed to a memoir m the 
1 Medical Circular,’ 28 July 1862. 

Ogle was much esteemed as a man of 
high professional and private character. His 
house at Oxford was the rendezvous of a 
wide circle of friends. By nature cautious, 
he was inclined to ndhero to the older tra¬ 
ditions of his profession, from the active 
practice of which he withdrew in his later 
jeara, although attending old friends and 

iving gratuitous advice to the poor. But 

e offered no opposition to the more modem 
developments of scientific study at the in¬ 
firmary and in the university, which were 
the subject of lceen controversy at the time. 

In 1819 Ogle married Sarah, younger 
daughter of Jest on Ilomfray, esq., of Broad- 
waters, near Kidderminster. She died in 
1836, leaving four sons and five daughters, 
one of whom was wife of James Bowling 
Mosley. The third son, Dr. William Ogle, 
was formerly superintendent of statistics in 
the registrar-general’s office. 

[London and Prov. Med. Directory, 1858, 
p. 809; Med, Tiroes and Gazette, 1867, ii. 386; 
Lancet, 1867, ii. 381; Brit. Med. Journ. 1857, 
p. 831; Med, Circular and Gen. Med. Advertiser, 
1852, p. 231; Newman’s Apologia, ed. 1882, 
p, 230; Hunt’s Coll, of Phys. 1878, iii. 246; 
family information; personal knowledge.] 

W. A. G. and E. H. Mi. 

OGLE, Sin JOHN (1609-1640), military 
commander, was fifth son of Thomas Ogle of 
Pinchbeck, Lincolnshire^. 8 May 1674), by 
Jane (A, 2 Sept, 1674), daughter of Aalard 
Welby of Gedney, Lincolnshire. The eldest 
son, Sir Richard Ogle, knighted on 28 April 
1603, was sheriff of Lincolnshire in 1608, 
and died insolvent in the Fleet in 1627, His 
portrait is at Ayscoughfee Hall. Bom at 
Pinchbeck, John was baptised there on 
28 Feb. 1568-9, Devoting himself to the 
profession of arms, he became in 1591 ser- 
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gcant-major-general under Sir Francis Vcre 
ra the Low Countries, and remained on aotivo 
service therefornearly thirty years. On2 July 
1800ho look part, aslieutonant-colonel under 
Sir Francis Vere, in the great battle of Nieu- 
port. In tho retreat of the English at the 
opening of the engagement, he helped to 
rescue Vere, who had been wounded. Aft or- 
wards he rallied the English force, and, re¬ 
newing tho light, finally drove the enemy 
back. Ogle was also with Vere whilo the 
latter was besieged in Osiond. In December 
1801, whon Vere desired negotiations with 
tho Spanish besiegers, Oglo was sent to tho 
camp of the Archduke Maurice as hostage 
for tho safety of the Spanish envoys who 
wore sent to Vote's quarters. Dr. William 
Dillingham included in his ‘ Commentaries 
of Sir Francis Vere’ (I0f>7) Ogle’s accounts 
of tho last charge at the battle of Niouporl, 
and of the parley at Ostond, 

During a brief stay in England in 1(108, 
Ogle was knighted at ‘Woodstock (10 lire.), 
but ho soon returned to the Low Countries, 
and actively helped to recover Sluys from 
the Spaniards in April 1001. With the other 
English colonels, sir TIovaco Voro and Sir 
Edward Cecil, Oglo had frequonl differences 
of 'opinion; hut Ins energy and politic temper 
were fully recognised by the States-Gnneml 
and the stadtholder, Princo Maurice, who in 
1810 nominated him to the responsible office 
of governor of Utroeht. That city was at the 
time showing those first signs of discontent 
with tho policy of Prince Maurico and tho 
States-Qeneral which led, a low years later, 
to serious internal eomniol ion throughout the 
Dutch provinces. And one of Ogle’s earliest 
ddties was to suppress a conspiracy which 
had for its objoct'the seizure of liimsolf and 
tho overpowering of liis garrison. Whom 
r.nmiovoldt. the leader of tho part y opposed to 
Prince Maurice, gained a po-.il ion of milunnca 
in Utrecht, Ogle hosit at oil t o take any st rong 
measures against him, because ho lmil been a 
friend and admirer of Ogle’s fonnor chief, Sir 
b'ranois Vere. Rut in 1018, when urged by 
Barneveldfs support ora to place his soldiers 
at their disposal, ho delilmratoly refused. Ifis 
altitude had not, however, been wiffleiontly 
decisive, in tho earlier slagos of tho move- 
rnont, to warrant his continunnco in his ollieo, 
and before tiio yoar closed he was succeeded 
as governor by Sir Horace Voro (of Moti/ey, 
Lif>‘of flame veldt, i. 10-1, ii. 2150-1; Waue- 
naah, Vrtd. IT!trt. x. 81, 230-ill), Shortly 
afterwards hn finally left the Low Count vies. 

In consideration of his servicoB abroad, 
James I made Oglo a grant, of arms on 1 i ,1 an. 
1014-15. While in Holland he hadnot; wholly 
neglected affairs at home, and was one of the 


most enthusiastic members of the Virginia 
Company. Ilia name appear,, Ea on e of the 
promoters in both the second (28 Mav Ififim 
and third (March 1012) charters of the com 
pany. On his rot uni to England he was re- 
ndmitt od a member, and he joined the council 
in 1023. In the same year Uunrv, lord do la 
Wan-, transferred to him threo shares in the 
company (BboWjt, Genesis, pp, 212, 544V j„ 
April 1024 Oglo was appointed by James I a 
member of a now and important council of 
war, which represent ed all the available mili- 
iary knowledge of the day. The immediate 
business of tho council was to consider Eng¬ 
land’s intervention in the thirty years’ war. 
hut Oglo was largely occupied m eurveying 
tho fortifications on the son-const. In lfi® 
he was present at .1 n ines I’s funeral (Nichols 
Vroorosses, iii. 10-13). Short ly afterwards he 
undi-rtook, with other speculators, the task 
of draining (ho level of Hatfield Chaco in 
Yorkshire. The vent urn proved nnremnne- 
rftlivo, and dwellers in the neighbourhood 
petitioned tho council of York m 1034 for 
the arrest of Ogle and his partuorfi, owing to 
their failure to complete tho operations. At 
tlio some time, ‘with a purpose rather to 
mend his fortunes than to require his attend¬ 
ance,’ Oglo received, with the approval of 
Lord-deputy Wentworth, a captain’s com¬ 
mission in tho nnny employed in Ireland 
[Strafford Vapors, i. 107). Rut when lie 
claimed pay, amounting in May 1638 to 
1,401/. TIs., for merely nominal services, 
Wentworth declined to recognise the de¬ 
mand, despite Iho favour extended by the 
king to Ogle’s petition (ill. ii. 901; Cal.Statc 
Vapors, 1037-8, p. 427). 

()gle whs bnriod in Westminster Abbey on 
17 March 1030-40 (Chdsthr,.//^. J Vestmm- 
3ler Abbey, p. 131). Ilia burial in the abbey 
is also noted in tho parish register of St. I’afev- 
lo-Poov, London, liis will, dated 6 Dee. 
1028, was proved on 15 July 1640 (P. C. C. 
105, Coventry). ITis widow, Elizabeth, 
daughter of Cornelius do Vries of Dordrecht, 
was the executrix. On 11 Mny 1022 a grant 
of denization was made to Lady Elizabeth, 
Ogle's wife, and to John, Thomas,Cornelius, 
and Dorothy, his children, all of whom were 
born in tho Low Countries (Cal. 1619-28, 
p. 3(10). Among the archives of tbe House 
of Lords is a draft, bill (dated 1026) for na¬ 
turalising Oglo’s wife, four sons, and seven 
daughters (Jlist. MSS, Comm. 4th Esp, p. 
122); this bill did not become low. 

An engraved port rn i t by William Faitheme 
appears in Dillinghmn’s 1 Commentaries of 
Vere'(1667, p. TOO), and is reproduced jn 
Brown's ‘ Genesis of the United States’ (u, 
601). A black patch covers the left eye. 
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The eldest aon, Sir Jolm Ogle of Pinchbeck, 
was kniglited at Oxford on 2 Feb. 1645-0; 
and, dying unmarried on 26 March 1688, was 
buried in St. John the Baptist Chapel of 
Westminster Abbey (Chester, p. 168). A 
second son, Thomas (rf. 1702), was knighted 
in 1660, and became governor of Chelsea 
Hospital in 1090. Of Ogle’s seven daugh¬ 
ters, Livina was wife ol‘ Sir John Man- 
wood [see under Maitwood, Sib Peter]. 
The names of three other daughters—Utricia 
or Eutretin (160G-1042), Tr.ijectina, and 
Heneriea—commemorated his connection 
with the Low Countries. 

[Pedigree by Mr, Everard Green, F.S.A., in 
Genealogist, i. 321; Gardiner’s History; Cal. 
State Papers, 1590-16-10; Peaeliam’s Compleat 
Gentleman, p. fi; Markham's Fighting Veres, 
passim; Van der Ails Biograph. Woordenboek 
der Nederlander, xiv. 58.] S. L. 

OGLE, JOHN (1047 P-1085 ?), gamester 
and buffoon, commonly lmown as ‘Jack 
Ogle ’ or • Mad Ogle,’ the son of respectable 
and well-to-do parents, was born at Ashbur¬ 
ton in Devonshire, and educated at Exeter. 
He lost bis father when young, and, inherit¬ 
ing near 2001. per annum upon coming of age, 
went up to London, dissipated his estate, and 
gained notoriety by his duels, his licentious 
ranks and low' humour. Ilis sister, who, like 
imself, received a good education, became a 
gentlewoman to the Countess of Iuchiquin, 
and subsequently mistress to the Duke of 
York. She may have been the Anno Ogle, maid 
of honour, with whom Pepys had the felicity 
of dining in 1609, but whom Roscommon, in 
his ‘ Faithful Catalogue of Eminent Ninnies,’ 
described as ‘ lewd Ogle.’ Through her in¬ 
fluence Ogle obtained a saddle in the first 
troop of horse-guards during the colonelcy 
of the Duke of Monmouth (1008-1679). Hib 
necessities precluded him from maintaining 
a horse and other proper equipments of his 
own, and there were many ludicrous stories 
of the shifts to which he was reduced in 
order to appear on parade. Steele, in the 
‘Taller’ (No. 182), describing tha society of 
the Trumpet tavern, mentions how on enter¬ 
ing the room the company ‘were naming a 
red petticoat and a cloak, by which I knew 
that the Bencher had been diverting them 
with a story of Jack Ogle,’ The bencher in 
question, writes Steele , 1 the greatest wit of 
our company next myself, frequented in his 
youth the ordinaries about Charing Cross, 
and pretends to have been intimate with 
Jack'Ogle. ... If any modem wit be men¬ 
tioned, or any town frolic spoken of, he 
shakes his head at the dulness of the present 
ago, and tells us a story of Jack Ogle,’ The 
town residence of the' Captain/ os Ogle called 


himself, was "Waterman's Lane, Whitefriare, 
a well-known hotbed of rascality. Accord¬ 
ing to Theophilus Lucas, he lost by coclt- 
figlitiug what he gained at the gaming-table 
or in less creditable fashion. His excesses 
killed him in or about 1685, in his thirty- 
ninth year, nis name was long a byword fov 
eccentric profligacy, his ‘divertinghumours' 
being prefixed to such favourite ‘ cracks ’ as 
the 1 Jprolicksof Lord Mohun 'and ‘ Charles II 
and his Three Concubines.’ The British 
Museum possesses a copy of his ‘ Humours ’ 
in a chap-hook printed for the Travelling 
Stationers at "Warrington in 1805. His por¬ 
trait has been engraved. 

[Eccentric Magazine, i. 192-0; Lucas’s Me¬ 
moirs of Game-lcre, 183-92 ; Evans’s Cat. of 
Engraved Portraits, p. 254; Granger’s Biogr. 
lfhl. 1779, iv. 199.] T. S. 

OGLE, OWEN, second Baboit Ooi.i 
(1439 h-l485 P), eldest, son of Robert Ogle, 
first baron Ogle [q. v.], and Isabel, heireSB of 
Sir Alexander Kirkby of Kirkby Ireleth in 
Furness, though about thirty years of age at 
Iiis father’s death in 1469, was not summoned 
to parliament until 1483 (Dugdale, Baro- 
nnne, i. 2G3). Oglewas present on the royal 
side at the battle of Stoke in 1486, and’in 
1493 or 1494 he, with other northern barons, 
accompanied Thomas Howard, earl of Surrey, 
to rolieve Norlmrn Castle, which the Scots 
were besieging. There is no record of his 
being summoned to parliament after Septem¬ 
ber 1485. By his wife Eleanor, daughter of 
Sir William Hilton, he left a son Ralph, who 
succeeded him as third Baron Ogle, and in 
October 1509 received a writ of summons to 
the first parliament of Henry VIH. A younger 
brother of Owen, called John, was the founder 
of the Lancashire branch of the family settled 
at Whiston, close to Prescot; that branch 
was in the middle of the seventeenth cen¬ 
tury represented by an heiress, who car¬ 
ried the estate into the family of Case of 
Huyton; in their possession it still remains 
( Gkeusoh, Portfolio of Fragments, p. 183, ed. 
1817). 

On the death of Cuthbert, soventk lord 
Ogle, without male issue, in 1697, the barony 
fell into abeyance between his two daughters, 
Joan and Catherine. But Joan, who was 
wife of the seventh Earl of Shrewsbury, died 
in 1627. Thereupon Catherine, then widow 
of Sir Charles Cavendish, was by'letters 
patent, dated 4 Dec. 1628, declared to be 
Baroness Ogle; and on her death next year 
she was succeeded in the ancient barony by 
her eon, "William Cavendish, in whose favour 
a new barony of Ogle of Botha! had been 
created in 1620. He was further created Earl 
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of Ogle and Dulce of Newcastle in March pleading that he had the king’s orders to n 
1664 [see Cavendish, William, Duke ox? to France. Ogle died in 1862 (Cal. I nm r 
Newcastle]. His son, by lho famous Mar- tionumpost mortem, ii. 254), His son Robert 
garet, duchess of Newcastle, died without who predeceased him, married Ellen onlv 
male issue in 1691, and the barony of Ogle child and heiress of Sir Robert Bertram of 
is in abeyance among tho descendants and Bolknl, three miles east of Morpeth who in 
representatives of his three daughters—Mar- 1843 obtained a license to build tire castlo 
garet, who married John Hollos, oarl of Olare, thoro. A splendid gatehouse, adornedwitl 
and aftorwards dulce of Nowcastlo; Catko- contemporary shields of arms, still remains 
rine, married to Thomas, earl of Thanot; and (Arehccologia JEliana, xiv. 283 seq.) Their 
Arabella, who married Charlos, oarl of Sun- son Itoborl, who succeeded his grandfather 
derland. Botlial Oastle went to Margaret, was under age, and John Philipot [q.v.lbe- 
nnd has descended to the Duke of Portland, came his guardian (Dugdald, ii. 262-but cf 

[Dugdale’H Baronage; Nicolns’s Historic Poor- CW. J/i7«w.po«t«i<w , <e»»,ii.288 ) 819). Botlud 
age, od. Oonrthopo; Arclueologia Atliana, xiv. tj‘\sUocamotohnnonthe death of hismotlier’s 
296.] J. T-t. third husband, David Ilolgrave, in 1405 or 

1400, and be immediately settled it uponhis 
OGLU, Sin ROBERT be (d. 1862), younger son, John, who had takenhiBgnmd- 
soldior, was head of a Northumberland family mother’s surname of Bertram. But the day 
long settled at Ogle in the parish ofWlmlton, alt or Og In’s death on 31 Oct. 1409, his elderson 
eight miles south-west of Morpeth, Tho Sir Robert, laid siege to it, and drove out his 
family roso to importance in consequence brotkor (Pol. Pari. iii. 020 ; Hodgson, Uis- 
of the border warfare with Scotland. When tory of Northumberland, XI. ii, 170). Bertram 
DavidBruco penetrated as far as Nowcastlo brought tho matter before parliament, and 
in August 13D., Oglo distinguished himself by lho cast lo ronminud in his family until it be- 
pfleclmg tho capLuro of live Scottish knights, came extinct in tho direct male line. Thi, 
and in tho same year Edward HI gave him was before 1617, when tho fourth Lord Ogle 
permission to castollalo his innnor-honso at styled himself ‘ lord of Ogle and BottelL’ 
Ogle, together with tho privilegu of free Itoborl, first lord Ogle [q.v.j, however, seem8 
warren on his domesno lands (\VINTOUN, to have boon at least temporarily in posses- 
Chronide, ii. 467; Archmologia AUliana , xiv. sion in October 1466. 

To, 800 j DerailALn, Jiaronmje, ii. 262). Some [Rotuli Parliamontorum; Oalondarium In- 
romomsoiOglo Oastle, winch was surrounded quisitionum post mortom, od. Record Commis- 
by two moats, aro still lo bo seen, Ogle mon; Rymor’s Foodom, original odition; Wnl- 
shared with John do Kirkliy [q._v.], bishop of singhaiifs Historin Aiiglicana in the Bolls Ssr.; 
Oarlislo, the honours of tliu resistance to thu WynUmn’e Olironiclo in tho Historians ofSeot- 
Scottish foray into Oumborland in 1846, when land; Dugdulo’s Bnronago; Nicolas’s Historic 
Sir Willium Douglas, the Knight of Lid- roorago, od. Oourtliopo; IlogcUon’s Northum- 
dcsdale, burnt Oarlislo and Penrith (Wax- borlonilj Arclunologiii Ailiana; Iloxhaiu Priory 
SINOIUW, i. 206). In a skirmish with a do- (SurU>on See.); Calondurium Rotulorum Pa- 
tachmentoftho invaders,in which tho bishop l 3, Oalondnnum Roiulomm 

was unhorsed, Ogle ran the Scottish leader Originulmm, p. 301.) J. T-t. 

Alexander Slragan (Straohau) through tho OGLE, ROBERT, first Batumi Oble 
body with his lance, but was himself sevoroly (d. 1469), was son of Sir Robert Ogle of 
wounded. He fought at tho hat tie of Neville's Ogle, near Morpeth in Northumberland, and 
Oross, or Durham, as it was officially called, groat-groat-grandson of the Sir Robert ds 
on 17 Oct. 13-10, and took throe prisoners— Ogle [q. v.] who fonglit at Neville’s Oross. 
the Earl of Fife, Ilonry do RamBay, and Ills mother,according to Dugdalo,wasMaud, 
Thomas Boyd ( Fcedera , v. 538). Thoro is a duugklor of Sir Robert Grey of Horton, near 
tradition that the caplivo king David was Ogle; but others make ker a daughter ox 
takoii in the first plaoo to Ogle Oastle. Sir Thomas Grey of Heton, near Wooler, 
Oglo was in command at Berwick as lieu- and a grunddnugktor of the first Earl of 
tenant of 'William, lord Greystook, who was Westmorland (Ueeqson, Portfolio qf Fmg- 
witli tho king in Franoo, whon tho Scots merits relating to the County of Lancatter, 
took the town by surprise on tho night of p, 183). 

6 Nov. 1366 (Dtjqdale, i. 741). IIo made a Ogle’s father, who had been much m- 
brave rosistanco, in which two of his sons ployed in negotiations with Scotland, died 
fell, and succeeded in holding tho castle in 1480 or 1487, and the Sir Robert Ogle 
till kolp came (Pot. Pari, iii. 11). Grey- who was commissioned, along with Sir John 
stock was condemned to forfeiture of lifo and Bertram, in April of the later year to settle 
property, but was afterwards pardonod on ; some disputed questions with the Scottish 
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representatives, may have been _ the son 
(Feeders, x. 095). One matter still in dis¬ 
pute m 1488 was the question of the com¬ 
pensation due to Ogle on account of his 
having been seized and held to ransom by 
the Scots in time of truce between 1426 and 
1485 (22 ot. Pari. v. 41; Ordinances of the 
privy Council, v. 93,162,167). It was agreed 
that Ogle should be indemnified with a 
Scottish ship which had been seized at New¬ 
castle; but this was found to have been sold 
tv the admiral or his lieutenant, and Ogle 
was involved in a dispute with the latter, 
nhieh was not ended until 1442. 

In 1438 Ogle was sheriff of Northumber¬ 
land, and in charge of the east march of Scot¬ 
land until a warden was appointed (ib. v. 100; 
DirnULE, ii. 262). Little is then heard of 
him until 1462, when he was bailiff and 
lieutenant of Tyndale {Ord, Privy Council, 
v. 126). Three years later Oglo sided with 
the Yorkists when they look up arms, and 
brought six hundred men from the marches 
to the first battle of St. Albans. He pro¬ 
bably came in the train of the Earl of War'- 
wick, who was warden of the west march; 
and one account of the battle gives to Oglo 
the credit of the movement by which the 
Yorkists broke into the town, but this feat is 
ascribed in other versions to Warwick {Pis¬ 
ton Letters, i, 332). Ogle was one of the 
commissioners appointed by the victorious 
party to raise money for the defence of Calais 
( Ord. Privy Council, v. 244). Shortly after 
Towton he and Sir John Conyers were re¬ 
ported to be besieging Henry Vi in a place 
in Yorkshire ‘ called Coroumbr; such a name 
it hath, or much like ’ (Paston Letters, ii. 7). 
His services to the Yorkist cause did not go 
unrewarded. Edward IV on 20 July 1481 
summoned him to his first parliament as 
Baron Ogle, and invested him (8 Aug.) with 
the wardenship of the east marches, lately held 
hy his great Lancastrian neighbour, the Earl 
of Northumberland, who was killed at Tow- 
ton. With the wardenship went the offices 
of steward and constable of the forfeitod 
Percy castles and many of the earl's lord¬ 
ships (Duo dale). 

In November he was entrusted with the 
negotiations for a truce with Scotland, and 
in the January following received a further 
giant of the lordship of ltedesdale and castle 
of Barboltle in mid-Northumberland, for¬ 
feited by Sir William Talboys of Kvme in 
Lincolnshire, afterwards calledEarl of Kyme, 
who was executed after the battle of Hexham 
in 1464 (Deqbale, i. 263; W arkwohih, 
p. 7 j Pot. Pari. v. 477). To these were added 
other forfeited lands in Northumberland. In 
October 1462 Ogle distinguished himself in 


the dash upon H oly Mend, which resulted in 
the capture of all the French leaders who had 
come over with Margaret of Anjou, except 
De Brezg ( Historians of Hexham, Surtees 
Soc. i. cix.) During the operations against 
the Northumbrian strongholds in the winter 
Ogle assisted John Neville, lord Montagu 
[q. v.], in the siege of Bamborough, which 
surrendered on Christmas-eve ( Three Fif¬ 
teenth-Century Chronicles, pp. 167-69; Wor¬ 
cester, ii. 780; Paston Letters, ii. 121). It 
was betrayed to the Lancastrians again in 
the following year, but finally reduced in. 
June 1464, and entrusted to Ogle as con¬ 
stable for life. Just a year later he was 
commissioned with Montagu, now earl of 
Northumberland, and othera, to negotiate 
for peace with Scotland, and for a marriage 
between James III and an English subject 
(Paedera, xi. 646). 

Oglo died on 1 Nov. 1469. He married 
Isabel, daughter and heiress of Sir Alexander 
Kii'kby of ICirkby Ireleth in Furness, by whom 
ho had a son Owen, who is separately noticed, 
and a daughter Isabella, married first to Sir 
John Heron of Chipcliase, and afterwards to 
Sir John Wedrington (DnaiALE, Baronage ; 
Arvlucoloyia jEliana, xiv. 287; Hexham 
Priory, Surtees Soc. p. lxix). 

pRotuli P.irlinmentomm; Calendarinm In- 
qmsitionum post mortem; Eymer’s Feeders, 
original ed.; Proceedings and Ordinances of the 
Privy Council, ed. Nicoles; William of Worces¬ 
ter in Stevenson’s Wars in France, vol. ii., Kofis 
Ser.; Throe Fifteenth-Century Chronicles and 
Warkworth’s Chronicle,^published by the Cam¬ 
den Society; Dngdale’s Baronage; Archieologia 
■ffiliano; other authorities in the text.] 

J. T-t. 

OGLETHORPE, JAMES EDWARD 
(1696-1786), general, philanthropist, and 
colonist of Georgia, horn in London on 
22 Dec. 1696, was baptised next day at St. 
Martin’s-in-the-Fields, An elder brother, also 
named James, bom on 1 June 1089, died in 
infancy ( Notes and Queries, 3rd ser, xii. 08). 
James Edward was third and youngest sur¬ 
viving son of Sir Theophilus Oglethorpe 
[q, v.J of St. James’s parish, London, by his 
wife, Eleanor Wall of Tipperary. He matri¬ 
culated at Corpus Christi College, Oxford, 
on 8 July 1714, hut had already obtained a 
commission in the British army in 1710. 
After the peace of 1712 he appears to have 
served as a volunteer under Prince Eughne 
in Eastorn Europe. 

In 1718, by the death of his brothers, he 
succeeded to Westbrook, and in 1722 he 
became member for Uaslemere, and acted 
with the Jacobite tories who supported Atter- 
hury. Soon afterwards a Mend named Castell, 
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,vlio ]ind fallen into debt, was imprisoned in 
i be Fleet, and, being unable lo pay the accus¬ 
tomed foes I o tbe warder, was confined in a 
house where the small-pox was rag mg. There 
Oaatoll perished of (he disease. The sad in¬ 
cident directed Oglethorpe’s attention to the 
horrors and brutalities of debtors’ prisons. 
At tho beginning of 1729 ho brought the 
matter before parliament, and tho rosnlt 
was the appointment of a committee, with 
Oglolhorpo for its chairman. The investi¬ 
gations of the committee revealed infamous 
jobbery and more infamous cruelty on tho 
part of tho prison otlicnils (see Leoict, 
Em/landin the Eighteenth Cmituri/, i. COOstp; 
and art. IjAirnninrcn, Thomas). 

Tho insight which Oglethorpe thuB ob¬ 
tained into pauperism and its consequences 
led him to the great work of his life. In all 
times colonisation has miggostcd itself as 
a rnnedy for the economienl ills of old 
countries'. In .Timo 1732 Oglethorpe, with 
twenty associates, obtained a chatter lor 
settling the colony of (toorgin in America, a 
tract lying between tlm rivetsSavannah and 
Alatumnhu, named in honour of (leovge IT, 
who gave Oglethorpe every encouragement. 
Almost simultaneously he published anony¬ 
mously an essay setting forth tlio amount of 
distress extant, and unfolding Ins scheme of 
colonisation as a cure for it. It is (rue, as 
Hncon says in his* JtJssny on Plantation,’that 
‘ it is a .shameful mid unblessed tiling to tube 
the sciun of people and wicked condemned 
men to he the people whom yon plant.' Oulo- 
thovpo, however, was careful to introduce 
certain conditions which lessoned, though 
they could not avert,tho evils resulting from 
liis choice of settlers. Tn tho first place, ho 
intended from tho outset that they should 
be under his own personal supervision ; and, 
whatever might bo Oglethorpe’s faults oi’ 
cliaracl or, lie whs bom wit h t be gift of mling 
men. Moreover, there was to be some sort 
of discrimination exercised in the clunco of 
settlers. Merc poverty was not to give a 
claim for a place in tho colony; nor is there 
any reason lo think that Ogletlioviie over ex¬ 
pected wholly to escape the evils inherent 
in his experiment. The results are full of 
inlerost and instruction for tho social re¬ 
former. 

Oglethorpe and tho other Imstoes, who 
opened an ofiico in Old Palace Yard, 'West¬ 
minster,receivuil liberal privato subscriptions 
and a grant of 10,000/. from parliament. Tho | 
settlement was designed not only as a refuge j 
for paupers, hut also as a harrier for tlio 
British colonics against aggression by Spain 
on tlioir southern frontier. On grounds of I 
military expediency, rather than of social 
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On 30 Oct. 1732 Oglethorpe embarked in 
tlio Anne galley nt Deptford, and m Notch, 

the life of Oglethorpe and the history 0 fik 
colony of Georgia arc identical He atoan! 
found a satisiaetory site, on which was bmit 
the town oi Savannah; and he establish 
Iriendlv relations with the natives, which 2 
mftined unbroken during bis whole soiournm 
tlio colony. l< rcBli colonists, and of a mo» 
ellectivo stamp, wore added: some, German 
prot est ant s, whose religion had banished them 
from Austria; others, Scottish highland® 
Settlements wore thrown out westward and 
an out post formed at Frederica, on an island 
at the month oi tlio Alatamaha, about sixty 
miles south of Savannah. 

Tn 1734 Oglethorpe returned to 
(bringing with him several Indian chief,) 
and the effects of his absence at ones fling. 
1 r.it ed t ho hwt ahil ii y of a colony which rested 
solely on the energy and capacity of one 
man, and whoso inhabit nuts had in them no 
element of t bought,industry, or civic vutus, 
Oglethorpe wiib at times precipitate in his 
choice ot subordinates, and unduly and oh- 
si mutely confident 111 them when chosen. 
The storekeeper, ti poison of no small to- 
portnnee m a little community organwedon 
almost communist ie principles, was dishonest 
and tyrannical. In such a colony as Georgia 
malcontents wore sure to be found. Two 
restrictions, llte prohibit ion of rum and. of 
negro slavery, were specially hltsome. On 
his ret urn to Hcorgi 11 , Oglethorpe dismissed 
tlie ofi'ondhig htnrokeopor. Blit lie and his 
co-trustees stood firm upon tho other points, 
and tho result was a continuous under¬ 
current of dissatisfaction and disloyalty. 

That wits not the only element of discoid 
in the colony. Oglethorpe’s impetuous and 
sympathetic temper led lum to select for the 
spirit util stalTof his colony John and Charles 
Wesley, heeding only their high moral ev- 
eolloneo and tho attractive side of their 
characters, and overlooking the absence of 
that tact, forbearance, and subordination 
which for this special task were to the M 
as needful. Charles Wesley wsnt out in 
17311 as Oglethorpe’s privato secretary. He 
had not been long in the colony how he 
displeased Oglethorpe. If wo are to believe 
Wesley’s own account, his employer treated 
him not, only with harshness, bat with jietty- 
minded malevolence. But the solemnity of 
their parting, when, in the spring of 1786, 
Oglethorpe wont forth against the Spaniards 
with a wholly uncertain prospect of return, 
seems to have touched tlio heaits of both, 
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and tliev were sincerely reconciled. But,even 
if friendship had been restored, cordial co¬ 
operation had become henceforth impossible; 
and Charles Wesley, with the consent and 
approval of Oglethorpe, laid down his secre¬ 
taryship and returned to England. Ilia 
brother, John Wesley, remained behind, and 
became even a greater source of trouble and 
of discord in tbe colony. But during Wesley's 
•sojourn in Georgia, Oglethorpe was fully 
occupied with the chances of a Spanish in¬ 
vasion. Wesley’s quarrels were with other 
officials, not with Oglethorpe. The selection 
of Whitefleld to succeed Wesley did not 
greatly mend matters. lie founded'an orphan¬ 
ing, and embroiled himself with the settlers 
by tbe dictatorial fashion in which he 
claimed to overrule the authority of natural 
guardians. But his energy as a religious re- 
v lvulist led him for the most part to choose 
work in the old-established colonies, and left 
him bat little time for disturbing the peace 
of Oglethorpe and bis followers. 

That portion of Oglethorpe’s career which 
ctands out conspicuous in importance and in¬ 
terest is the defence of his colony against the 
Spaniards. His allianco with the Indians 
was an embarrassment as well as a safeguard, 
It was certain that the Spanish authorities 
at St. Augustine, a chief soaport of Florida, 
would eagerly seize on any pretoxt for an 
attack, and such a pretext might at any 
moment be given by tbe natives, acting, 
it well might be, under just resentment, 
A guard was posted by Oglethorpe at the 
xUatamaha, to prevent any of the Geor¬ 
gian Indians crossing into Spanish terri¬ 
tory. During 1730 civil messages passed 
between Oglethorpe and the Spaniards; yet 
it is clear that all along ho distrusted their 
intentions. Ho strengthened the defences of 
Frederica, and sent for help to South Caro¬ 
lina. In the spring of 1730 the governor of 
St. Augustine, without any declaration of 
war, sent a force to reconnoitre the English 
position, with discretionary orders to attack 
if it seemed safe and advisable. Oglethorpe, 
however, used his ordunnee so as to mi-lead 
the Spaniards regarding his position and re¬ 
sources, and the intended attaok came to 
nothing. 

The political prospect in England made it 
almost certain vlmt war would aoon break 
out with Spain; and as soon as America be¬ 
came the field of war, Oglethorpe knew that 
his colony would be in danger. Ha utilised 
a short season of security to return to Eng¬ 
land,and to organise the defence of his colony. 
While lio was there ametnorial was presented 
by the Spanish government to the ministry, 
demanding that neither Oglethorpe himself 


nor any fie-h troops should he allowed to go 
to Georgia. Meanwhile it became known that 
the citizens of St. Augustine were being 
cleared outaftkeir homes to make room for 
troops, Oglethorpe, with the approval of 
government, raised a volunteer regiment of 
six hundred men, with whom, in September 
173S, ho reached Georgia. It is pu‘-ible that 
tbe same lack of judgment which made Ogle¬ 
thorpe unfortunate mhiaclergv also acted on 
his choice of soldiers. A plot was discovered 
which was to have ended in the surrender of 
the officers and the desertion of several 
soldiers to the Spaniards. Thesummer of 1739 
was spent by Oglethorpe in ajourney through 
the wilderness, in which he invitee! and se¬ 
cured the alliance of several dkt ant tribes ot 
natives. In that autumn war was declared 
against Spain, and Oglethorpe was ordered to 
harass St. Augustine The mode of operation 
was left to his own choice. The Spaniard' 
struck the first blow. Oglethorpe had fortified 
and garrisoned Amelia Island, some fifty 
miles eontli of Frederica. This the Spaniards 
attacked, but their only success was to find 
and kill two invalids straggling in the woods. 
Oglethorpe soon retaliated with the capture 
ot a Spanish outpost. lie then del mined tr 
attack St. Augustine. Timewasirapoitant; 
Cuba was then under blockade by the Eng¬ 
lish fleet; the failure of that blockade, or 
even a composition, might at any time eot 
free a relieving force. To make the expedition 
successful,it was needful thatSoutli Carolina 
should take part in it. But here, as was so 
often the case in our operations on the 
northern and western frontier, it was im¬ 
possible to secure effective co-operation. In 
May 1740 Oglethorpe set forth with aland 
force, composed of his own regiment of 
Georgian mililia and of Indian allies, num¬ 
bering in all two thousand, They were 
also supported by four king’s ships and a 
small schooner from South Carolina. Ogle¬ 
thorpe advanced as tar as St. Augustine 
without encountering any serious opposition. 
He seized and occupied three small forts by 
the way; but it soon became plain tlmt the 
oepture of St. Augustine was beyond his 
power and resources, The harbour had been 
so effectually secured that tbe ships were 
useless, A bombnrdmentwas tried md failed. 
The Indian allies withdrew, indignant at 
Oglethorpe's attempts to restrain their fero¬ 
city. Sickness, aB might have been fore¬ 
seen, broke out, and the Carolina troops de¬ 
serted. The garrison which Oglethorpe had 
placed in one of the captured forts ventured, 
in defiance of his express orders, on a sortie, 
and were cut off. In June Oglethorpe gave 
up the attempt on St, Augustine as hopeless. 
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and rotroated. Yet it is not unlikely that 
hie invasion had acted as a check on Spanish 
aggression, since for nearly two years Georgia 
remained unmolested. 

But in the spring of 1742 came the crisis 
whiohwasto form tlio most glorious incident 
in Oglethorpe's career as a colonist and a 
soldier. Tlrnnks in part to Oglethorpe’s 
arrangement, in part to the nat ural features 
of the position, an attack on tlio oolony by 
land was fraught with difficulty. The colony 
was covered by St. Simon’s Island, and no 
invading force could with safety loavo that 

E osilion in the roar. Tlio island was guarded 
y a small fort—St. Simon’s—to the south, 
by Fredorica to the north. Tho only approaoli 
to Frederica was flanked by a denso forest, 
offering a secure protection to a defending 
force. 

Oglethorpe abandoned and destroyed St. 
Simon's, and concent rated the whole strength 
of his defence on Frederica. He was well 
served with informal ion by liis Indian scouts. 
At tlio first approach of the Spanish van¬ 
guard lie jundo a sally and bunt them off. 
With u force ill-organised and of doubtful 
stability, a display of personal prowess was 
sure to bo of sorvico, and tho knight-errant 
temper always present in Oglethorpe made 
such a lino cf action attract ivo. Fighting 
at the head of liis troop, he captured, two 
Spaniards with liis own hands. But tlio real 
brunt 0 f tho bat t lo eaino later, when the flank¬ 
ing force, protected by the wood, attacked tho 
main body of tho Spaniards. The invaders 
fared much ns Braddock farud thirteen years 
Inter in the Ohio valley, mul wore routed 
■with heavy loss. Yet Oglethorpe wns glad 
to avert by stratagem tlio possibility of a 
second all nclc. A Frenchman had joined t ha 
English as a volunteer, and had' then de¬ 
serted to the invaders. Oglethorpe astutely 
used him as a channel for convoying to tho 
Spanish commander a belief that tho English 
were ready, and oven eager, to meet a second 
invasion. Ilo also said llmt ho exported a 
Jleot to eomo to his roliof. By a strange and 
fortivnatechancoliisstalomont was confirmed 
by tlio appearanoo of some English ships out 
at sea. Oglethorpe’s combination of daring 
and strategy succeeded. Georgia was safe, 
nnd tho pauper colony had moreover served 
its secondary purpose ; it had proved a bul¬ 
wark to tho moro_ prosperous neighbour on 
t he northern frontier. Whilofleld did not ox- 
nggernte tho sovority of the danger and tho 
insufficiency of tho moans whoroby it was 
repelled when ho wrote! 'The deliverance 
of Georgia from the Spaniards is such as 
cannot bo paralleled but by some instances 
out of tho Old Testament,’ Yot tho poril 


was not yot at an end. One of th7„v3 
elements of danger was the Uolf-suflfcS 
mom ofilieir own colonists called iu?ft 
officials of South Carolina. Not onW 
they supine m raising forces, but i * 
known to be a traitor in the employment!; 
Spain was suffered to make fiinLlf ‘dl 
acquainted with Charlestown harbour 

Oglethorpe had other difficulties ti fa™ 
Tho Buke of Newcastle was then secret^ 
ior llie southern department, and as sol 
had control over colonial affairs. Thednke? 
ignorance of colonial geography was astound" 
mg, while tho ministry carried on without 
spirit a war into which they had been draped 
against tlioir will. During the sprint ofma 
Oglethorpe, while dreading the annihilation 
ol his colony—a blow which would at once 
liavo involved South Carolina in invasion 
and probably in servile war—had to confina 
litmsolf to utilising his Indian allies for raid? 
int 0 tho neighbourhood of St. Augustine. On 
J fl Fob. of that year hu was promoted to tie 
rank of brigadier-general. Hitherto tin title 
of general^ habitually applied to him in con¬ 
nection with Goorginn affairs, wns purely 
honorary and conventional. 1 

Tho inilitnry operations againBtSpainnoon 

involved Oglothorpo in financial difficulties, 
which comjiollod liis return lo England, Tie 
htato of aflnirs well illustrates tie unsatis¬ 
factory waul, of method in the colonial ad¬ 
ministration of Great, Britain in those days. 
No fixed sum was voted for the defence of 
floavgia, nor is tlioro any ovidence that in¬ 
struct ions wore given to Oglethorpe author¬ 
ising him to spend money on that account. 
Yet it was mil infest that supplies and tie like 
must be paid for, nnd Oglothorpo accordingly 
incurred the necessary expenses, nnd met 
them by drawing bills on ms English agent, 
a Mr. Vorelst, while at tho same time he 
appears to have miulo it clear to Verelst by 
tho form of the bills that Ibo money wns for 
tho king’s service. Vorelst therefore applied 
to Wtvlpolo, who was then chancellor of the 
oxchoqiiur, and Walpolo authorised him to 
draw on tho treasury for the sums required 
to moot tho Bills. After a time, however, 
Walpole withdrew this authority; but before 
the notification of this change reached Ogle¬ 
thorpe ho hnd drawn more bills. The matter 
was then referred to the lords justices, who 
had boon specially authorised to supervise 
1 lie finances of Georgia. They approved of 
tho expenditure; but when tbs bills werepre- 
sontod at the treasury, the lords of tint de¬ 
partment refused to moet them, uor is there 
any proof that Oglethorpe was ever re¬ 
imbursed. 

It was Oglethorpe’s intoution to revisit 
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Georgia after lie had settled these financial 
troubles; but two events changed his pur¬ 
pose. On 15 Sept. 1748 he married Elizabeth, 
the only surviving daughter and the heiress 
of Sir Nathan Wright. She brought him a 
much-needed fortune, including Cranham 
Hall in Essex, which was his home for the 
rest of his days. 

Soon afterwards, while Oglethorpe was 
raisingtroops for the defeueeof the colony,the 
Jacobite insurrection of 1745 broke out. He 
at once received orders to join General Wade, 
and to take with him the soldiers whom he 
had raised. He joined Wade at Hull, and ac¬ 
companied him in his march into Lancashire, 
where he and his men were transferred to the 
force which, under the Duke of Cumberland, 
harassed the retreating Jacobites. It is not 
unlikely that Oglethorpe’s hereditary asso¬ 
ciations with the house of Stuart laid him 
open to suspicion. An absurd story found 
currency in later days to the effect that 
Oglethorpe was detected on the eve of Cul- 
loden in treasonable correspondence; that 
he therefore fled, and fortified himself as on 
armed rebel at his country seat in Surrey. 

It is certain that if Oglethorpe had any 
treasonable designs, of which there is no 
proof, they had been effectively anticipated. 
When, in December 1746, the Duke of Cum¬ 
berland returned to London, having, as he 
believed, crushed the rebellion, he lodged a 
charge ofmisconduot, accusing Oglethorpo of 
having lingered on the road in his pursuit 
of the retreating Jacobites, 

A court-martial followed, and Oglethorpe 
was acquitted, hut his career as a soldier was 
at an end, and he did not return to Georgia. 
Eor eight years longer he sat in parlia¬ 
ment. The utter collapse of opposition while 
Pelham was prime minister had relaxed 
the bonds of party discipline; the cause 
of the whigs was too triumphant, that of 
their opponents too hopeless, for either to 
insist on obedience. Oglethorpe was able 
to take up that position ox a freelance which 
his keen and ready sympathy and his in¬ 
dependent temper made congenial to him. 
He had plainly cast behind him all linger¬ 
ing attachment to the house of Stuart. An 
attitude of sturdy independence towards 
Hanoverian ministers and a tendency to 
look with disfavour on all authority of 
which they were the centre were all that 
remained of his hereditary Jaoobitism. We 
find him twice supporting measures whereby 
foreign, protestonts might enjoy full civic 
rights in the colonies, and doing his best 
to limit the arbitrary powers granted to 
courts-martial. 

In 1754 Oglethorpe was defeated in the 


contest for the representation of Ilaslemere, 
for which he had sat in parliament for thirty- 
two years. Thenceforth he disappeared from 
public life. In 1762 the trustees of the 
Georgian colony had resigned their patent, 
and Georgia had become a royal province. 
Eor many years longer, however, Oglethorpe 
filled a prominent position in social life in 
London. He won Dr. Johnson’s regard by 
the support which he gave his ‘London’ 
upon its appearance in 1738, and increased 
it by the stand he made against slavery in 
Georgia. In return, Johnson wished to write 
Oglethorpe’s life. He was the Mend of 
Walpole, Goldsmith, Boswell, Burke, and 
Hannah More, keeping to the last his boyish 
vivacity and diversity of interests, his been 
sense of personal dignity, his sympathy with 
the problems of life, his earnestness of moral 
conviction. His name is enshrined in the 
well-known couplet of Pope- 

One, driven by strong benevolence of soul, 

Shall fly like Oglethorpo from pole to pole 

(Imitation of Horace, ep. ii.) 

On 1 July 1785 Oglethorpe died at Cran¬ 
ham. As if he was at once to become by an 
appropriate fate a hero of legend, he was de¬ 
scribed in two contemporary accounts as 102 
andl04; but,though his age is not mentioned 
on his monument, there seems no reason to 
doubt the accuracy of the record which makes 
him eighty-nine. A monument, with an ex¬ 
travagantly long inscription, was erected in 
Cranham Church to Oglethorpe and his 
widow, who died on 26 Oct. 1787. Ths 
Cranham estates descended to the Marquis 
de Eellegarde, the grandson of one of Ogle¬ 
thorpe’s sisters. 

A three-quarter-length portrait of Ogle¬ 
thorpe in armour, engraved in mezzotint by 
T, Burford, is in the print-room at the Bri¬ 
tish Museum. Another, engraved by S. Ire¬ 
land, is mentioned by Bromley. 

[Mr. Robert Wright has collected all that can 
be known of Oglethorpe in an admirable bio¬ 
graphy. See, too, Austin Dobson’s A Paladin of 
Philanthropy, 1889. Much material, especially 
that relating to Georgia, is still in manuscript. 
See, however, A True and Historical Narrative 
of the Colony of Georgia, 1741, and Account of 
the Colony of Georgia, 1741, both of which are 
reprinted in Force's Tracts, 'Washington, 1836, 
and Notes and Queries, 3rd ser. x. 63, whore 

g ivate letters—one from Oglethorpe—describe 
sorgia in 173B; Boswell’s Life of Johnson, ed. 
Hill, i. 127; Walpole's Letters; Hannah More’s 
Letters; Southey's Life of Wesley; Franklin's 
Memoirs, i. 162; Nichols’s Lit. Anecd.ii. 19-22; 
Elwin and Courthope's Pope, iii. 392; Leoky's 
England in the Eighteenth Century, i. 500-3 ; 
Gent, Mag. for 1786 and 1787.] J.A.D. 
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OGLETHORPE, OWEN (i. lfi'ifl), party, though a minority, by their moW 
bishop of Carlisle, was, according to Wood, made up for the inferiority of their ntim 
the third 'natural’ or ‘base-born’ son of bers. Scenes of miserable confusion - f i 
Owen Oglethorpe of Newton Kyme, neorTad- acts of disgraceful sacrilege took place. Ear' 

< aster, Yorkshire (Strtpe, Memorials, voL iii. in 1548 the new order of communion had b-n 
pt.i.p.173). lie was born at Newtou Kyme, published, and letters were received fc™ 
and was educated at Magdalen College, Ox- Somerset urging the college, in somewkt 
lord, where he graduated B.A. in 1626 ; was indefinite but unmistakable terms to ‘ the 
admitted fellow about 1626, and graduated Piedress of Religion.’ Oglethorpe’felt tin 
S1.A. in 1529, being then in holy orders. He to keep his place he must comply. HH 
'erved the office of junior proctor inloOO. On mass was laid, aside, and the English ordtr 
21 Feb. 1585 he was elected president of his of communion adopted, the president him- 
college, and graduated as B.D. 12 Feb. 1636, self ministering. Not satisfied with this 
and D.D. five days later. He fulfilled the amount of compliance, some of the Mm 
duties of vice-chancellor ‘ with great honour ’ sent a petition to the Protector accusing fV 
in 1551. His ecclesiastical preferments were president of attempting to dissuade thea> 
many. From Archbishop lle-ith, as a York- ciety from following fiis directions. Th“ 
shiremgn, he received the rectory of Bolton charge was categorically denied in a letter 
Percy in 1584, and in 1541 a prehendal stall from Oglethorpe, dated 8 Nov. 1648, signed 
at Ripon (which in 1544 he exchanged for by himself and eighteen other members of 
another in the same church). He also was the college (Bloxaji, Magdalen College de¬ 
collated to the at all of Lafford in Lincoln gister, voi. ii. pp. xliv, xlv, 300-3). In Ifi.jQ 
Cathedral in 1686. In 1538 Cranmer gave another fierce attack was made upon Ode- 
liim the living of Newington, Oxfordshire, thorpe by ten of the most puritanical of'tk 
one of the archiepiscopnl peculiars, which he fellows in a petition to the lords of the 
held till his elevation to the episcopate in council, accusing him of persecuting the 
1557. He was appointed to the college ‘ Godlie ’ and favouring the ‘ Papists,’ th-ir 
livings of Reeding and Sele, Sussex, in 1531, grievance being summed up in twenty-ilia 
and to East Bridgeford in 1638; to the bene- articles, These he answered seriatim, denv- 
fice of his native place, Newton Kyme, in ing some and explaining others (it. pp. 3 09- 
1541, and to that of Romnld-Kirk in the 817'). He also drew up ‘afurther defence,’ 
same year, and of St. Olave, Southwark, in to set himself right with the Protector 
1544. At an earlier period he had been one and his council. In this he repudiated the 
of the canons of Henry YIU's foundation, scholastic doctrine of transubstantiation and 
erected in 1532 on the suppression of Wol- solitary masses, and dcclaied his approba- 
say’s ‘ Cardinal College; ’ and on the conver- tion of the new 1 order and form ’ of sendee 
sion of St. Frideswidoa into a cathedral church in English, provided ‘ it be used godly and 
in 1646,n pension of 20/. was reserved for him revorently ’ ( ib. p. 318). lie was, however, 
out of its revenues. He was appointed canon summoned to London to answer the chtirg», 
of Windsor in 1540. His standing as a theo- and in May was reported to have been 1 im- 
logian had been previously fully recognised, prisoned for superstition,’ and to be likely to 
and in 1640 he was named by Cranmer one lose his presidentship (Christopher Hales to 
ofthecommissioners to whom were addressed Rudolph Gualter, Original Letters, Parker 
the 1 Seventeen Questions ’ on the sacraments, Soc. i. 187). Tho latter fear was not real bed: 
on the answers to which was founded ‘The he kept hie headship, and it is curious to find 
Erudition of a Christian Man ’ (Strvpe, Me~ him not long after (1 Aug.) entertaining the 
j norials, vol. ii. pt. ii. p. 14; Ciutoee, i. 110, leading reformers, Peter Martyr and Martin 
Appendix, Nos. xxvii. xxviii.) Bucer, and the former for the second time 

The accession of Edward VI, which placed together with Coverdale on 10 May of the 
Somerset in supreme power, was the begin- following year, The changes recently made 
niug of trouble to Oglethorpe. His conduct in the chapel by order of the visitors, such 
shows him to have been a man of no strength as the demolition of the high altar and the 
of character, with little love for the series of burning of the organ, cannot fail to have been 
religious changes through which the clergy very displeasing to Oglethorpe; and, though 
were being hustled, hut reluctantly accepting outwardly complying, it wad abundantly 
them, rather than forego the dignity and clear that at heart he was hankering after 
emoluments of office. The society of Mag- the old system. In 1662j therefore, the 
dalen College was at that time greatly king’s oouncil resolved on his removal; they 
divided in religious opinion. The majority, believed that he would impede the further 
including Oglethorpe, adhered mqre or less religious changes they had in view, and, by 
openly to the old faith j -while the reforming a tyrannical violation of the statutes, ap- 
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pointed Walter Iladdon [q.v.J, master of 
Trlmiy Ilall, Cambridge, president in liis 
place." The fellows remonstrated, to no pur¬ 
ple ; and Oglethorpe, seeing that resistance 
teas rain, entered into an amicable, but not 
vtiy honourable, uq reement with Iladdon, on 
which he resigned the presidency, 27 Sept. 
15'id. and Iladdon was admitted by royal 
mmdato 1 ib. li. 320-1). 

On Maty’s accession next year the intrud¬ 
in'' pre-ulent was removed by Gardiner, and 
0 -letho.pe resumed his old place, 31 Oct, 
1353 n't. p. lv; Sietpe, Memorial\ vol. iii. 
pt. i. p. ' J l>- At the memorable disputation 
then-xt year between Cranmer, Ridlty, and 
Latimer, and a committee of theologians 
selected from Oxford and Cambridge, he wa3 
.liieof the Oxford divines, and on 11 April 
presented the Cambridge doctors for incor¬ 
poration (SrErrc, Cranmer , i. 4S0). The 
fame month he resigned his presidency. He 
had been appointed dean of Windsor in the 
pieceding year, with the rectory of Haseley 
attached, and in 1355 became registrar of the 
Order of the Garter (RniER, Faidera,xy. 421), 
bein'* the first dean of Windsor to hold that 
office. Higher preferment was not long in 
coming. He was nominated by Mary to the 
bishopric of Carlisle, and was consecrated by 
Archbishop Heath at Chiswick on 16 Aug. 
1337. In little more than a year Mary died, 
and Oglethorpe was once more placed in the 
dilemma of having to choose between the old 
and the new form of religion. He showed 
some firmness when called upon to say mass 
before the queen in the first days of her reign. 
Elizabeth forbade him to elevate the Host, 
which, according to a Roman authority, he 
insisted on doing(SxEypc,alnn«!fe,rol, i. pt. i. 
p.73). The coronation soon followed. In the 
vacancy of the see of Canterbury, itnaturally 
fell to the Archbishop of York to perform 
the ceremony; hut Heath, alarmed by omi¬ 
nous presages of a change in religion, refused 
toofficiate. Tunstall of Durham wastoo old, 
and perhaps shared in Heath’s objection. It 
devolved, therefore, on Oglethorpe, as his suf¬ 
fragan, to take his metropolitan’s place, and 
on 16 Jan. 1569, the other diocesan bishops 
attending, with the exception of Bonner, 
who, however, lent him his robes for the 
faction, he placed the crown on the head of 
Elizabeth. But it is asserted that he never 
forgave himself for an act the momentous 
consequences of which he hardly foresaw, 
and remorse for his unfaithfulness to the 
church is said to have hastened his end. 
The same month he attended Elizabeth’s 
first parliament, when he expressed his dis¬ 
sent from the bills for restoring the first- 
fruits and tenths to the crown, and the royal 


supremacy, the iniquitous forced exchange of 
bishops’ lands for impropriate tithes, and 
other measures (Simri), Ann ah, vol. L pt. 
i. pp. 82-7). He was also pre-ent at the 
opening of the disputation on religion at 
Westminster in March 1559, and was one 
of those who were fined foi declining to 
enter on the dispute when they *aw which 
way things were tending. The fine imposed 
on him amounted to 2501, and he had to give 
recognisances for good behaviour I ib. pp. 129, 
1S7-9). On 15 May, together with Arch¬ 
bishop Heath and the other bishops who ad¬ 
hered to the old faith, he was summoned 
before the q ueen, and, on their unanimous 
refusal to take the oath of supremacy, thev 
were all deprived (ib. pp. 206, 210). He 
only survived his deprivation a few months, 
lie died suddenly of apoplexy on the last 
day of that year. The place of his death 
was probably a house in Chancery Lane, 
belonging to his private estate, which he had 
given to his old college in 1556, reserving 
four chambers for himself. He was buried, 
4 Jan. 1560, in the adjacent church of St. 
Dunstan’s in the West, Fleet Street (Bloxaoi, 
vol. iv. p. xxix; Machiu, Diary, p. 221). 
Had his life been prolonged, Wood =nj s, ‘ it 
was thought the Queen would have been 
favourable to him.’ Some courteous letters 
passed between him, when residing at Ox¬ 
ford, and Bullinjpr, chiefly letters of intro¬ 
duction, which have been printed by the 
Parker Society (Original tetters, L 120, 
425). A letter of his, on his election to the 
see of Carlisle, to the Earl of Shrewsbury 
on Lancelot Salkeld’s claim to the manor of 
Linstock, is contained in the Lan'downe 
MSS. (980, f. 312). Among the Additional 
MSS. (5489, f. 49) is a weak, shuffling reply 
of his to articles proposed by Sir Philip 
Hoby respecting the sale of the plate at St. 
George’s Chapel, Windsor; he acknowledges 
he liud consented to the sale and shared to 
some extent in the proceeds, but all the 
while disapproved of it. His replies to 
Cranmer’s • Seventeen Questions,’ referred to 
above, are printed with those of the other 
commissioners by Burnet in his ‘ History of 
the Reformation' (pt. i. bk. iii. records xxi.; 
see also pt. ii. bk. i. records liii.) He founded 
and endowed a school and hospital at Tad- 
coster, near his birthplace (Stripe, Annals, 
iv. 212, No. xcis). His name appears on the 
list of benefactors to be commemorated at 
Magdalen on 31 Dec., the day of his death. 

[Wood's Athens Oxon.ii. 792,768,807 Fasti, 
i. 66, 81, 93, 100, 102; Godwin, De Pr<*sul. i. 
176 ; Foster’s Alumni, 1600-1714, iii. 1086; 
Fullor’s Worthies, ii. 226, Church H story, ii. 
466, iv. 193; Strype, 11. ec.; Bymer's Feeders, 



Oglethorpe 944 Oglethorpe 

S v. 421, 410, 483, 677; Bloom's Magdalen in parliament for Ilaslemere, Surrey, ft 0 m 
Coll. Registers, n. xlv, xlix-li, It, lvi, lviii, lxii, that time until hie death on 10 April 17(p 
lsviiinote.lxvi, lxvii,301,304,309,315,316nota, He was buried in the church of St. Jame"' 
318-20,321—2, iv. xxvi-xsx, 33, 34,98; Burnet’s Westminster, where his widow put up a 
Reformation, li. 664, 770, 792.] B. V. monument to him with a Latin inscription 

OGLETHORPE, Sib THEOPHILUS and a wrong date of death, 

(1660-1702), brigadier-general, belonged to Oglethorpe married Eleanor, daughter of 
an ancient family settled at Oglethorpe, a Richard W all of Tipperary, • of a considerable 
hamlet in Itramham parish, in the West family in Ireland.’ Swift mentions her ofttu 
Riding of Yorkshire, His father, Sutton in the ‘ Journal to Stella,’ and emphasises 
Oglethorpe (baptised at Bromliam in 1012), her cunning; she introduced Swift to tie 
was fined by the parliament 20,0007. and had D uchess of Hamilton (JForA-s, vol. ii. passim)! 
his estates sequestered and givon to general She died 19 June 1732, haying borne seven 
William Fairfax [q, v.L who sold them to children to Oglethorpe. Of these the eldest 
tlie Bingley family, lie married Francos, son, Lewis (1681-1704), succeeded his father 
daughter of John Matthews (Mathew?) and as member for Ilaslemere. Evelyn mentions 
granddaughter of Archbishop Tabie Matliew him as fighting a duel with Sir Richard 
fq. y,], and had two sons: Sutton, who was Onslow, lie diod at the Hague of a wound 
created M.A. by the university of Oxford on received in Marlborough’s attack on the 
28 Sept. 1668, became a royal page, student heights of Schellenberg, just before Blen- 
of Gray’s Inn, 1667, and, it is said, stud- heim. The second, Tlieopk’ilus (1682-1720?), 
master to Charles II; and Thoophilus, who, also sat for Ilaslemere after his brother. Ho 
baptised 14 Sept. I860, entered the army soon was aide-do-camp to tho Dalce of Ormonde, 
aftertheRestorntionasaprivntegentlemanin and afterwards joined the Jacobite court of 
one of King Charles’s newly raised troops of St. Germains, where he died some time he- 
lifeguards (Macaulay, Ilist of England, i. tween 1717 and 1720. The third was General 
207). Oglethorpe belonged to the Duke of James Edward Oglethorpe [q.v.]j tkefourtk, 
York’s troop, distinguished by its green fuc- Sutton, diod young. Of tlie daughters, Anne, 
ings and standard. His name appears as the oldest,was a resident at St. Germains, and, 
lieutenant-colonel of the king’s regiment of it is said, a mistress of the01dPretender(‘her 
dragoons 10 Feb. 1678 (D’Altoit, p. 209). It Ogletliorpinn majesty’ of Esmond), prior to 
was disbanded, and ho returned temporarily her vet urn to England without a pass in 1704. 
to his troop of lifeguards. He was lieutenant- The fact of her return being unauthorised 
colonel of the royal dragoons 11 Juno 1679, enabled Godolpliin and Harley to obtain ru- 
and commanded the advance-guard of tho formation from her respecting the Jacobite 
Duke of Monmouth's army at the defeat of the correspondence. According to Boyer (An- 
Scottish covenanters at Bothwoll Bridgo on nals of Anne, 17S6,p. 127), her wit and beauty 
22 June. On 11 Aug. 1679 he was guidon and gained the hearts of the ministers, and some 
major of the Duke of York’s troop, of which maintained that Godolphin’s jealousy of the 
Monmouth was colonel; held the same posi- secretary in their relations with the ladywas 
tion 30 April 1680 (id. p. 273), and became the source of the breach between the two. 
lieutenant andlieutenant-colonel 1 Nov. 1080 Anne was subsequently arraigned at the 
(ii. pp. 277, 313). He routed two troops Quoou's Bunch on a charge of ‘ perverting a 
of rebel horse at Keynsham at tlie time of young gentlewoman to the Romish faith/but 
Monmouth’s rebellion, and led a charge of was discharged by the queen’s order 14 June 
the lifeguards at the battle of Sodgmoor, 1707 (LiraritDii, vi, 182). She retired to 
He was made a brigadier-general and prin- France, and is said to have bean made a 
.cipal equerry to James II, and on 2o Oct. Jacobite countess. She and her youngest 
1686 was made colonel of the Holland regi- sister died unmarripd. Two others married, 
ment, or Buffs, ne purchased tlie manor of one the Marquis de Maziera in Picardy, the 
■Westbrook, Godalmmg, in 1688. lie took other the Marquis de Bellegarde. 
the field as a brigadier-general of James's Some years after tbe death of Sir Theo- 
aray, and after the king's flight, not ohoos- philus a crazy sort of pamphlet appeared 
ing to serve against one from whom he had without a printer’s name (1707), purporting 
received many favours, he was deprived of to relate the hearsay of a Mistress Frances 
his military emoluments, and his regiment Shaftoe, a serving-woman, according to 
given to Marlborough’s brother, General whom, on the alleged death of the infant 
Charles Churchill [q. v.] A warrant was Prince of"Walesinl688,aninfantsonof0gle- 
issued against him as a Jacobite in 1692, and thorpe’s was substituted, who became Prince 
he went to France (Lutibbu.) ; but in 1698 James Francis Edward, better known os tlis 
•he took the oaths to King "William, and sat Chevalier St. George or the Old Pretender, 
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[Uanniug and Bray's Surrey, vol. i. (pedigree, 
p. 614, and account of manor of Westbrook); 
Nichols's lit. Anecd. ii. 17; Warton's Poems, 1748, 
p. 146; Dalton’s English Army Lists, 1660-86, 
pp. 209, 240, 264, 266, 273, 277, 313 ; Cannon's 
Hist. Hec. Brit. Army, 3rd Buffs; Macaulay’s 
Hist, of England, vol. i.; Luttrell's Brief His¬ 
torical Relation of State Affairs.] H. M. C. 

O’GORMAN, MAELMUIRE (A 1181), 
called, according to Colgan, Mabianus C4or- 
mas, and by the‘ Pour Masters 1 Mablhuibb 
QDcnian, martyi'ologist,wa3 abbot of Cnoc 
na Seanganj or Pismire Hill, near tbe town of 
Loutb. This place wus afterwards known as 
Cnoc na n Apslal, or tbe Hill of the Apostles, 
from the time of tbeconsecration of tbe church 
there by Archbishop Malachy Morgan [q. v.], 
when it was dedicated to St, Peter anu St, 
Paul, It was an establishment for Augus- 
tinian canons, the founders being Donnchodh 
O’Oarroll, chief of Oriel, and Edan O’Cael- 
laighe,hishop of Cloglier. Marianus is termed 
in the ‘ Martyrology of Donegal ’ abbot of 
Louth, Ware, Harris, and Arclukll believed 
the abbey of Louth to be distinct from the 
abbey of Cnoc na Seangan; but in that 
case two monasteries, both for Augustinian 
canons, and both founded by the same prince 
and bishop, must have existed within a few 
perches of each other. This seems highly 
improbable, and we may assume with con¬ 
fidence that they are identical. 

Marianne is the author of a ‘ Martyrology’ 
composed during the reign of Roderio O’Con¬ 
nor [q. vj, king of Ireland, and botweon 1166 
and 1173, while Gilla mac Liag or Gelaaius 
was archbishop of Armagh. This work was 
unknown in Ireland except by name until 
1847, when the Rev. Matthew Rally of Muy- 
nooth procured a copy of the only known 
manuscript preserved in the Royal Library 
at Brussels. Two years after, the Rev. Dr. 
Todd obtained a loan of this and other manu¬ 
scripts from the Belgian go vommont, and had 
a copy of it made by Eugene O’Curry, The 
‘Martyrology,’which has never been pub¬ 
lished, is now about to be brought out by 
tbe Henry Bradshaw Society, under the 
editorship of Mr. Whitley Stokes, D.C.L. It 
is a poem in the Irish language, and consists 
of 9,780 lines in the rather rare and difficult 
metre known as ‘ Rinnard,’ in which the‘ Ca¬ 
lendar of CEngus Ooile D6 ’ is also composed. 
The poem is arranged in months, and has a 
stanza for every day in the year, which con¬ 
tains the names of those saints wliose fes¬ 
tivals fall on that day. There are also inter¬ 
lined and marginal glosses relating lo the 
situation of the churches belonging to die 
saints mentioned when those saints are Irish, 
for Marianus does not confine himself to native 
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saints. Those glosses or scholia add much 
to its value as an historical authority. The 
preface informs us that it was taken largely 
horn the ‘ Martyrology ’ of Tallaght. O’Olery 
made great use of it in the compilation of 
the ‘ Martyrology of Donegal,’ which was 
published in 1864 under the editorship of 
Bishop Reeves and the Rev. Dr. Todd. All 
the names given in that work without a 
local designation are from Marianus, as well 
as those which have short local notices; of 
these last many, if not all, are taken from the 
scholia. 

Marianus tells ub he was led to undertake 
the work first by the hope of thereby secur¬ 
ing entrance into the kingdom of heaven for 
himself as well as for every one who should 
moke a practice of chanting it; in the second 
place be wished to supply the names of many 
saints, Irish and foreign, who were omitted 
from the ‘Calendar of dingus,’ saints for 
whom the ehurch had ordained festivals or 
prescribed masses; and, lastly, in order to cor¬ 
rect the ‘ Calendar of CEngus,’ in which days 
of commemoration were assigned to many 
different from those appointed by the church 
at thnt time. Ho died ill 1181. His day in 
ihe ‘Martyrology of Donegal’ is 3 July. 

[Colgnn’s Act. BS. p.737; Trias Thnum. p. 305; 
Annals of the Four Masters, iii. 67; Ware’s Anti¬ 
quities, chan, xxvi., and Bishops of Louth and 
Ologber at Edan; Martyrology of Donegal, Pref. 
p, xvii; Lanigan’s Eceles. Hist. iv. 129, 131; 
O’OuTiy's MS. Materials, pp. 301, 362.] T. 0. 

O'GORMAN MAHON, Tub (1800- 
1891), politician. [See Mahon, Ohabbbs 
.Tambs Patbiok.] 

O'GRADY, STANDISH, first Viscount 
Guillamoee (1766-1840), was the eldest 
son of Darby O'Grndy of Mount Prospect, 
Limerick, and of Mary, daughter of James 
Smyth of the same county. lie was born on 
20 Jan. 1766, and, entering Trinity College, 
Dublin, graduated B.A. in 1784, He was 
called lo the bar, and went the Munster cir¬ 
cuit. He was remarkable for wit as well as 
learning, and attained considerable practice. 
On 28 May 1803, after tbe murder of Lord 
Iiilwarden, be became attorney-general, and 
was one of tbe prosecuting counsel at the trial 
of Robert Emmet, In 1806 be was made 
lord chief baron, in succession to Yelverton, 
lord Avoumore, He was a sound judge, and 
Chief Boron Pigot [q. v.l, of the Irish exohe- 

S uer, expressed the opinion: ‘ O’Grady was 
tie ablest roan whose mind I ever saw at 
work,’ His witticisms on and off the bench 
were long remembered (D, O. Madbdn, Ire- 
land and its Rulers, i. 126). O’Grady was 
one of tbe first to suspect the duplicity of 
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Leonard McNally fa. v.] On his retirement 
from the bench, in 1881, he was created Vis¬ 
count Guillamore of Oahir Guillamore and 
Baron O'Grady of Rockbarton, co. Limerick, 
in the peerage of Ireland. He was a hand¬ 
some man, of a fine presence, and over six 
feet in stature. He died in Dublin on90 April 
1840. In 1790he mamedKatharine (d. 1883), 
second daughter of John Thomas Waller of 
Castletown, co. Limerick, by whom he had' 
several children. 

Stahdish 0’Gba.dt, second Visa oral 
GtaiXAMOKE (1792-1848), eldest son of the 
above, bom in 1792, was a lieutenant in the 
7th hussars at Waterlob, and afterwards be¬ 
came lieutenant-colonel. On 17 June 1816 he 
had command of the troop of the 7th hussars 
on the highroad from Qenappe to Quatre Bras. 
The regiment was covering the British march 
from Quatre Bras to Waterloo, and Sir Wil¬ 
liam Ddrnbergloft O’Grady outside the town, 
on the Quatre Bras road, to hold in check 
the advancing French cavalry while the main 
body of the regiment was proceeding iti file 
across the narrow bridge of Genappe and up 
the steep street of the town. O’Grady ad¬ 
vanced at the hoad of his troops as soon as 
the French appeared, and presented so hold a 
front that, after a time, they retired, Whan 
they were out of sight lie crossed t.lie bridge 
at the entrance of Genappe, and took his troop 
at a gallop through ihe town, rejoining Sir 
William Dumberg, who had drawn up the 
main body of tho regiment on tho sloping 
road at the Waterloo end of Qonappo. A 
severe cavalry combat onsuod when the 
French lancers reached tho top of the town, 
in which O'Grady’s regiment made a gallant 
charge, wit h considerable loss. At Watorloo 
he Was stationed' on the ground above 
Ilougoumont on the British left. ‘ Tho 7th:,’ 
he says in a letter to Ms father, 1 had an 
opportunity of showing what they could do 
if they got fair' play. We charged twelve 
or fourteen times, and once cut off a squadron 
of cuirassiers, every man of whom we killed 
on the spot except the two officers and one 
Marshal de'Logis, whom I sent to the rear’ 
(letter in possession of the lion, Mrs, Nor- 
hury), Two letters of his to Captain William 
Sibome, describing the movements of his 
regiments on 17 and 18 June 1816, are printed 
in * Waterloo Letters,’ edited by MajOr- 
general H. T. Sibome (London, 1891, pp. 
130 6). By his wife Gertrude Jane (d. 1871), 
daughter of the Hon, Berkeley Paget, ho had 
issue Standisli, third viscount (1832-1800); 
Paget Standish, ioui'fch viscount (1888- 
1877); Hardness Standish, fifth viscount 
(6.1841) ; and others. The second viscount 
died on 22 July 1848. 


Ogston 

[OVKeofe’s Life and Times of O’Connell, i m* 
Barrington’s Personal Sketches; Smyth’s Jaw 
Officers of Ireland, 1889, pp. 145,170; OTlana 
gan's Munster Circuit, 1880, pp. 332-7; Pastor's 
Peerage, p. 318; Wills’s Irish Nation, Hi. 692-3. 
O'Planagan’a Irish Bar, 1879, pp. 190 - 4 .'] ~ ’ 

D. J. OT), 

OGSTON, FRANCIS (1803-1887), pro¬ 
fessor of medical jurisprudence at Aber¬ 
deen, bom in Aberdeen in July 1803, was 
third son of Alexander Ogston, the founder 
of an extensivo soap manufactory at Aber¬ 
deen. lie was educated at the grammar 
school and at Monachal Oollego, Aberdeen 
completing Mb medical course at Edinburgh 
University, where lie graduated M.D. m 
1824. Subsequently he travelled and studied 
on the continent. Having sotlled at Aber¬ 
deen, he soon acquired a large practice. In 
1827 he began 1 o teach chemistry privately, 
and in 1839 he was appointed lecturer on 
medical jurisprudence at Marisclial College. 
When tho lectureship was converted into a 
professorial chair in 1857, Ogston became 
the first professor, teaching medical logic in 
addition to his spocial subject. In 1860, 
when Marisclial College was united to King's 
College, to form (ho university of Aberdeen, 
under tho Universities (Scotland)Act, 1858, 
Ogston’s appoint ment was maintained, and 
he continued to occupy the chair of medical 
jurisprudence till Ms retirement in 1883. 
His lectures were published in London in 
1878, under the title ‘Lectures oh Medical 
Jurisprudence,’ and wore accepted both in 
this country and in Germany as a standard 
work. From 1831 Ogston hold the appoint¬ 
ment of police-surgeon in Aberdeen, and he 
was also medical officer of health for tho oity 
from 1862 till 1881. lie had froqueatly to 
give evidence on important cases in the 
justiciary courts, and the lucidity of his re¬ 
ports oalled forth the eommondolions of the 
judges. He was chosen dean of the faculty 
of medicine in Aberdeen, and was twice re¬ 
presentative of the senattw at the university 
court. In 1883 ho retirod from the chair of 
medical jurisprudence. Two years afterwards 
the university conferred the'honorary degree 
of LL.D. upon him. He died suddenly at 
Aberdeen on 23 Sept. 1887. Both of hissons 
followed the medical profession; the older, 
Dr. Alexander Ogston, being professor of 
surgery at Aberdeen University^ and the 
youngov, Dr. Frank Ogstou, holding an ap¬ 
pointment as professor of public health and 
medioal jurisprudence at the university of 
Otago, New Zealand. Besides the lectures 
referred to, Ogston contributed many papers 
to the British and continental medical 
journals. 
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[Rodger's Aberdeen Doctors, pp. 201, SOI, 
312; Lancet, October 1887, No. 3345, p. 739; 
People's Journal (Aberdeen), 1 Oct. 1887.] 
r A. H. M 

O'HAGAN, JOHN (1822r-1890), judge, 
second son of John Arthur O’Hagan of 
Newry, co. Down, bora at Newry on 19 March 
1822, graduated B.A. at Trinity College, 
Dublin, in 1812, and proceeded M.A. in 1885. 
lie was called to the Irish bar in 1842, and 
went the Munster circuit. An active member 
of the Young Ireland party, he was one of the 
counsel for Sir Oharlos Graven Dully on hia 
trial for complicity in the rebellion of 1848. 
He also contributed to the ‘ Nation,’ both in 
prose and verse, lus poems being distinguished 
by the pseudonyms or initials Sliahli Cu il¬ 
ium, Carolina Wilhelmina, 0., or J. O'n. 
They are collected in ‘ The Spirit of the 
Nation,’ Dublin, 1874 ? 8vo. 

O'Hagan was appointed commissioner of 
the board of national education in 1881, 
took silk in 1865, nnd was admitted a 
bencher of King’s Inn in 1878. On the 
passing of the Land Law (Ireland) Act of 
1881 he was appointed judicial commissioner 
thereunder, with tlio rank of justice of the 
high court of justice, having previously quali¬ 
fied for the office bv being made Queen 
Victoria's third serjeant (31 May). lie died 
on 12 Nov. 1890. 

O’Hngan waB a good scholar and a com¬ 
petent lawyer, and was equally respected for 
fiis integrity and admired for his chivalrous 
character. lie married in 1865 Frances, 
daughter of Thomas O’Hagan [q. v.], lord 
chancellor of Ireland. 

O'Hagan’s patriotic Bongs are held in much 
esteem by hia countrymen of life Nationalist 
party. Besides thorn he published a lec¬ 
ture on Chaucer in 1 Afternoon Lectures on 
Literature and Art,’ London, 1864, 8vo; 
‘The Song of Roland,’ a metrical version of 
the ‘Chanson de Roland,’ London, 1883, 
8vo; ‘ The Poetry of Sir Samuol Ferguson,’ 
a critical essay, Dublin, 1887, 8vo ; and 
‘Irish Patriotism: Thomas Davis,' in the 
‘CnntemporaryReviow,’October 1890. ‘Joan 
of Arc’ (an historical study originally con¬ 
tributed to the ‘ Atlantis ’ in 1868) appeared 
in a posthumous volume, London, 1893, 8vo, 

[O'DonoRhuo'fl Poets of Ireland; Irish Law 
runes. 16 Nov. 1800; Sir Charles Cavan Duffy's 
Voting Ireland, 1840-60, pp. 203, 665, 763, and 
Four Years of Irish History, pp. 582, 789; 
Ann. Hog. 1844, Chron, p. 804, Thom’s Irish 
tlmanac; Ilaydn’s Book of Dignities, ed. 
Ockorhy; Cdl.Dubl. Grad.] J. M, R. 

O'HAGAN, T3IOMA8, first Baron 
O’Haoak (1812-1885), lord chancellor of 
Ireland, only son of Edward O’JLIagan, a 


catholic trader of Belfast, was horn thereon 
29 May 1812. He was educated at the Bel¬ 
fast academical institution, where he won 
the highest prizes, and, being at the time the 
only catholic student, was awarded by the 
vote3 of his fellow-students the gold medal 
for an essay on the ‘ History of Eloquence, 
Ancient aud Modern.’ lie frequently took 
part in a debating society attached to the 
institution, and there developed command of 
language and great readiness of speech. On 
leaving the institution lie became, connected 
with the press. In Michaelmas term 1831 he 
was admitted a student of the King's Inna, 
Dublin, his certificate for admission being 
signed by Daniel O'Connell [q. v.J This was 
probably the commencement of his acquaint¬ 
ance with O'Oonnell. ‘ In my earlier yearsrli 
knew O'Connell well; I was personally his 
debtor for continual kindnoss’ (O'Connell 
Centenary Address, 1876). He was admitted 
a studonL of Gray’s Inn in Hilary term.1834, 
and became a pupil of Thomas Ohilty [q. v.], 
the wall-known pleader. In Hilary term 
1836 he was called to the Irish bar, and 
joined the nortli-enst, circuit. From 1886 to 
1840 he resided at Newry, editing the ‘Newry 
Examiner,’ and practising on circuit, prin¬ 
cipally in the defence of prisoners, 11m con¬ 
duct of the paper was warmly praised by 
O'Oonnell: ‘ I wus assailed at every turn, and 
defended with zoal and spirit by nobody save 
the “ Newry Examiner, a paper to which 
I really am more indebted than to any other 
in Ireland’ (Correspondence of O’ Connell, 
23 Oct. 1838, ii. 154). In 1810 O’llagan 
removed to Dublin, and, though still con¬ 
tributing to the press, devoted Ibis attend 
tion mainly to the bar. In 1812 he woe 
retained, with O’Connell, to dolend Gavon 
Duffy (latci Sir Charles Gavan Duffv), in¬ 
dicted for a seditious libel in. Ilia ‘ Belfast 
Vindicator.’ O'Connell, being detained in- 
Londonby Iris parliamentary duties,returned, 
his brief, and, by Gavan Duffy's wish, the 
cose was left m O'Hagan's hands. He con¬ 
ducted the defence with, such marked ability 
as to draw compliments from the attorney- 
general (Blackburns) and the chief justice 
(Penuefathor). From this time his success 
was assured, aud his practice steadily in¬ 
creased. On the trial of O'Connell and the 1 
other repeal leaders in 1843-4, ha was again 
counsel for Gavan Duffy, with Whiteside 
(afterwards chief justice) as his leader. In- 
1845 hs was junior counsel in a case that 
attracted coneiderable attention—an appeal 
to the visitors of Trinity College, Dublin, by 
Denis Caulfield Ileron' (efterwavds Serjeant 
Heron), a catholic student, against a decision 
of the provost and fellows, refusing to admit 
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lnm to a scholarship -which he had won in 
the examination on the ground that the 
scholarships were by law not tenable by 
catholics. The visitors came to the same 
conclusion. 

In politics O’Hagan was opposed to the 
repeal of the union, advocating instead the 
establishment of a local legislature for local 
purposes, with the representation of Ireland 
continued in the imperial parliament (Speech 
at meeting of Repeal Association, 29 May- 
1843). IBs views not finding favour with 
O’Connell and the leading repealers, he 
ceased to attend the meetings of the repeal 
association. His first professional promotion 
was in 1847, when he was appointed assis¬ 
tant barrister of co, Longford. In the state 
trials of 1848 he was retained by the crown, 
but desired to be excused on the ground of 
his personal friendship with Gavan Duffy, 
one of the accused; the attorney-general 
(Monahan) at once acceded to hie request, 
end withdrew the crown rotainer; and 
O’Hagan felt constrained to 'refuse the re¬ 
tainer for the defence, which was subse¬ 
quently offered to him. In the following 
year he was appointed a queen's counsol, and 
rapidly acquired considerable practice as a 
lender both on circuit and in Dublin. Owing 
to his powers as a speaker and hie popular 
sympathies, he was frequently retained in 
cases of a political or sensational character. 
The most remarkable woe the trial at Dublin 
(7 Deo. 1865) of Father Petcheriue, a redemp- 
torist monk of Russian birth, on a charge of 

of the authorised version of the scriptures! 
O’Hagan addressed the jury for the defence in 
a speech of great force ana eloquence, and a 
verdict of‘not guilty’ was returned. In 1867 
he was transferred as assistant-barrister from 
Longford to co. Dublin. In 1869 he was 
appointed third seijeant, and elected a 
bencher of the King’sInnB. He became soli¬ 
citor-general for Ireland in 1881 in Loid 
Palmerston’s government, and in the follow¬ 
ing year attorney-general, and was sworn of 
the Irish privy council, At a by-election 
in 1863 he was returned for Tralee, notwith¬ 
standing the combined opposition of tbe con¬ 
servatives and nationalists. By the latter 
he was bitterly assailed, both as attorney- 
general and as a member of the board of 
national education, to which he had been 
appointed in 1888. In a memly and vigorous 
speech at the hustings hojuetifiedhis career, 
defended himself from the ‘virulent acer¬ 
bity ’ with which he had been attacked, and 
upheld the national system of education as 
‘ the greatest boon and blessing which since 
emancipation was ever conferred on Ireland 


by the imperial government.’ In the same 
year in the House of Commons he again 
spoke energetically in defence of the national 
system on a motion by Major O’Reilly to re¬ 
duce the vote for its expenses (18 July 1883) 
In January 1866 he was appointed a judge 
of the court of common pleas in Ireland rn 
succession to Mr. Justice Ball. By an act 
passed inl867 (80 and 31 Viet. c. 76) the lord- 
chancellorship of Ireland was opened to all 
ersons without reference to their religious 
elief, and, on the formation of the first Glad¬ 
stone ministry in December 1868, O’Hagan 
was appointed to the office. He was the 
first catholic who had held it since the reign 
of James II, and his appointment was re¬ 
ceived with much popular approval in Ire¬ 
land. In 1870, while the Irish Land Bill 
woe passing through parliament, he was 
raised to the peerage (14 June) as Baron 
O’llagan of Tullahogue in co. Tyrone, and 
took his seat in the lords on 21 June, Tulla- 
hogue was in early times a possession of the 
O’llagans, and was the place where the 
O'Notll was inaugurated, the O’Hagan and 
O’Cnhan having the hereditary right to 
perform the ceremony (Joron, Short Hitt, of 
Ireland, p. 63). In the following sessionhe 
introduced and passed through parliament 
a bill to consolidate and amend tbe laws 
relating to juries in Ireland (34 and 36 Viet, 
c. 66). Its main object was to prevent any 
partiality by the sheriff or his officers in the 
framing of the jury panel; this object, it suc¬ 
cessfully effected, but it also altered the 
(qualification of jurors, and admitted to the 
jury-box a class of men who were hardly 
fitted for the position. 

In February 1874 OHagan resigned with 
the rest of the ministry. His decisions in 
the Irish court of chancery are reported in 
the ‘ Irish Reports ’ (Equity), vole, iv.-viii. 
A successful common-law advocate suddenly 
called to preside in the court of chancery can 
at best hope to discharge the duties of his 
office in a satisfactory manner. This O’Hagen 
did, and hie courtesy and impartiality met 
with general acknowledgment. But with 
his colleague, the lord justice of appeal 
(Christian), an able and erudite but some¬ 
what eccentric judge, his relations became 
unfortunately strained; and at times scenes 
took place in the court for which the chan¬ 
cellor was in no way responsible. During 
the next six years OHagan sat regularly in 
the House of Lords on the hearing of appeals. 
His judgments will be found in vol. vii. of 
‘ English and Irish Appeal Cases,’ and vols. 
i.-v. of ‘ Appeal Oases ’ m the ‘ Law Reports.’ 
In 1876 he was sel ected to deliver the O'Oon- 
nell centenary address in Dublin; the illness 
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cfanearrelative prevented its actual delivery, 
lmt it was printed and circulated. A similar 
task was assigned to him at the Moore cen¬ 
tenary in 1878 i twenty-one years before he 
had made the principal speech on the unveil¬ 
ing of Moore’s statue in Dublin, In Irish 
educational questions he took an active in¬ 
terest, and supported the Irish Intermediate 
Education and University Education Bills 
in the House of Lords (28 June 1878, 8 July 
1879). He was one of the original members 
of the intermediate education board esta¬ 
blished in 1878, and its first vice-chairman, 
and was appointed one of the senators of the 
Loyal University of Ireland on its founda¬ 
tion in 1880. At the first meeting of the 
senate he wos elected vice-chancellor, and 
from that time forward constantly presided 
at the meetings of the senate and the council. 
In May 1880, on the return of Mr. Gladstone 
to office, he again became lord-chancellor of 
Ireland, and in the following year strongly 
supported the Irish Land BiU In the House 
of Lords, describing it as ‘the most im¬ 
portant measure that since the time of the 
union had been conceded to Ireland ’ (1 Aug. 
1881). He resigned the chancellorship in 
November of that year owing to failing 
health, but still continued to attend tlie 
judicial sittings of the House of Lords. He 
■was made a knight of St. Patrick in 1881, 
and elected on honorary bencher of Gray’s 
Inn in 1883. He died on 1 Feb. 1886, at his 
town residence, HerefovdHouse, Park Street, 
London. His body was removed to Dublin, 
and buried in Glasnevin cemetery. 

O'Hagan’s manners were genial and con¬ 
ciliatory. He never indulged in asperity of 
speech or demeanour towards his opponents, 
and almost invariably enjoyed their esteem 
and good will. As a politician his career waB 
honourable and consistent. His professional 
advancement was not due to politics; he had 
already reached the highest place at the bar 
before he sought a seat in parliament. From 
the time of the collapse of the repeal move¬ 
ment, he supported an alliance between the 
popular party in Ireland and the English 
liberals, andhelived to see the Irisbmeasures 
which he most desired passed os the result of 
that alliance. His papers and addresses and 
his principal speeches and arguments are col¬ 
lected in ‘ Occasional Papers and Addresses 
by Lord O'Hagan,’ 1884; and ‘Selected 
Speeches and Arguments of Lord O'Hagan,’ 
edited by George Teeling, 1885. 

He was twioe married: first, in 1886, to 
Mary, daughter of Charles Hamilton Teel¬ 
ing of Belfast; and, secondly, in 1871, to 
Alice Mary, youngest daughter and coheiress 
of Colonel Towneley of Towneley, Lanca- 
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Shire. By his first marriage, one daughter 
only survived him, the wire of Mr. Justice 
John O’Hagan [q. v.] By his second marriage 
heleft several children; the eldest son,Thomas 
Towneley (1878-1900), became second Boron 
O’Hagan, and the second son Maurice be¬ 
came third baron. His statue, by Farrell, is 
in the Four Courts, Dublin; his portrait, by 
George Richmond, belongs to the family. 

[Times, 2 Feb. 1885; Freeman’s Journal, 
2 Fob. 1885 ; Tablet, 7 Feb. 1885; Annual Re¬ 
gister, 1885; Report of the Trial of the Rev. 
Vladimir Peteherme, by James Doyle, Dublin, 
1866; Burke’s Peerage and Baronetage, 1894; 
private information.] J. D. F. 

O’HAINGLI, DONAT, called by the 
‘ Four Masters ’ Domrsus (d. 1096), bishop 
of Dublin, was a member of a family whose 
home was at Cintl Dobhth, co. Roscommon. 
He had been a student in Ireland, but, pro¬ 
ceeding ta England, became a monk of the 
Benedictine order, and lived for some time at 
Lanfranc's monastery at Canterbury. On the 
death of Patrick, bishop of Dublin, wbo was 
drowned on hra way to England on 10 Oct. 
1084. O’Haingley was elected to succeed him 
by Turlough O’Brien [q. v.] and the clergy 
and people of Dublin, lie seems to hove been 
recommended by Lanfranc, who was anxious 
for the reform of several Irish practices. 
He was Bent for consecration to Lanfranc, 
with a letter from his patrons explaining 
that, as Patrick was prevented by death from 
reporting to him how far the abuses com¬ 
plained of had been remedied, Donat would 
give him the information. He was con¬ 
secrated in Canterbury Cathedral in 1086, 
having made a profession of canonical obe¬ 
dience ns follows: ‘ I, Donat, bishop of Dub¬ 
lin in Ireland, promise canonical obedience 
to thee, Lanfranc, Archbishop of Canterbury, 
and to thy successors.’ When returning to 
Dublin, Lanfranc gave him a present of books 
and ornaments for his cathedral of the Holy 
Trinity. He died on 28 Nov. 1096 of the- 

f reat plague, which, according to the ‘Four 
lasters,’ carried off a fourth part of the 
people of Ireland. 

He was succeeded by his nephew, Samuel 
O’Haingli, who also had been a Benedic¬ 
tine monk, and was a member of the com¬ 
munity of St. Albans. He was elected by 
Murtough O’Brien [q, v.] and the clergy ana 
people of Dublin, and was recommended to- 
Anselm, archbishop of Canterbury, for con¬ 
secration. Anselm received him into bis 
house, gave him instruction in ecclesiastical 
mattBrs, and subsequently, on the Sunday 
after Easter 109(3, assisted by four bishops, 
consecrated him in the cathedral of Win- 
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cheater, just two years after its completion. 
Samuel had already made a profession of 
canonical obedience to Anselm and his suc¬ 
cessors. The account of Eadmer is tlmt he 
was sent to Anselm 1 according to ancient 
custom; ’ but the custom was certainly not 
ancient, as the first instance of the consecra¬ 
tion of an Irish bishop by the Archbishop 
of Canterbury was that of Patrick in 1078. 
Eadmer apparently wished to exult the seo 
of Canterbury. On his return to Ireland 
Samuel disappointed the expectations formed 
of him by expelling some of the monks from 
tbfl cathedral of the Holy Trinity, and taking 
posses ion of the hooks and ornaments Lan- 
irirac had sent by Donat as a gift to it, Ho 
also ordered Ill's cross to be borne before 
him. Anselm wrote to remonstrate with 
hint, telling him that the ornaments belonged 
to the church and not to him, and that he was 
not entitled to have hie cross homo before 
him, ns he had not been invested with tbo 
i pall. Anselm also wrote to Malchue, bishop 
of Waterford, to the same purport, enclosing 
a letter far Samuel, and requesting him to 
use 'his influence with Samuel. He odds 
that he had ordered the people of Dublin to 
prevent the removal of the objeots referred 
to. Samuel died in 1121, being tho last who 
hors'the title of bishop of Dublin, all his suc¬ 
cessors being archbishops. 

' [D'Aflou’sl KTomairs of tho Archbishops of Dub¬ 
lin, 1838, p. 35 ; Ware's Bishops, s.v. * Dublin; ’ 
Eiulmor's Hist. Nov. lib. ii. ad an.] T. 0. 

O’HAiLORAN, Sir JOSEPH (1703- 
1813), major-general in the East India Com¬ 
pany’s service, youngest son of Sylvester 
O'llolloran [q. v.l was bom in oo. Limerick 
on 13 Aug. .1763, On 22 Eob. 1781 ho 
was appointed midshipman on board tho 
East India Company’s Sloop of war Swal¬ 
low, and in July that year obtninod an in¬ 
fantry oaJetship; was made ensign in the 
Bengal army on 9 May 1782 and liou- 
lermnt on 0 Jan. 1785. In 1790 he married, 
and on 7 Jan. 1790'became captain. From 
June 1790 to October 1802 he was adjutant 
and quartermaster at Midnapdr, and was 
attached to the public works department. 
On the abolition of his oilioo he rejoined his 
corps, tho late 18th Bengal nativo infantry. 
In September 1808 he i accompanied a force 
iof alii arras vfrhich. crossed the Jumna for 
the subjugation of I Bundelkund, >and on 
12 Oct. defeated fifteen'thousand Mavathas 
at Kopsah. Ilis gallantry at tho sieges of 
Bursaar and Jeswarreo in January 1801 led 
to his appointment to supervise the opera¬ 
tions of an irregular force of two thousand 
men, under Simile Kurub Ali, in the interior 


of Bundelkund. On 15 May he attacked 
and defeated, after a determined resistance 
Raja Rain and ten thousand Bondeelns en¬ 
trenched among the rocks and hills of Mi¬ 
ke bit. On 1 J ily he commanded two bri¬ 
gades of irregulars in another attack on lUi.i 
Ram and a force of sixteen thousand Bon- 
deelas and Nagluts on the fortified lulls of 
Thanah and Purswarree. Subsequently ha 
sowed at tho siege of Saitpur, and in De¬ 
cember attacked and stormed several other 
towns and forts. In January 1805 he cap¬ 
tured the forts of Niagacre and Dowra m 
Pmwarroo. Ilis services were noticed’bv 
tho Marquis Wellesley. On 1 Nov, 1805 be 
was appointed commissary of supplies by 
Lord Lake, and, on the breaking up of the 
army on 1 Juno 1800, rejoined his regiment 
and on 25 April 1808 attained the rank of 
major. He commanded the attack on tbo 
strongly fortified hill of Rogoulee, in Bun- 
dolkimd, on 22 Jan, 1809. Oolonel Martin- 
dell [sac Maktirdelju, Sir Gabriel], who 
commanded in Bundelkund, made O’Hallo- 
ran his military secretary; and his conduct 
at the_ head of tho Bret 'battalion 18th 
nat ive infantiy at the siege of the fortress of 
Adjeghurwas specially noticed. He became 
lieutonant-coloncl on 4 June 1814, served 
in the campaigns against the Napaulese in 
1816 and 181U, in the first campaign cover¬ 
ing tho district of Tivlioot, in the second at 
tho siege of Iliirreuliurpur, and afterwards 
commanded his battalion in Cuttack during 
tho disturbances there. For his services he 
was made O.B. In August 1 1818 he was sent 
to join tho first, battalion 20th native in¬ 
fantry in tho Straits Settlements, and on 
arrival there was appointed commandant oi 
the 25th Bengal native infantry. In January 
1826 he was appointed brigadier at Bar- 
rackpore. Before leaving he received the 
i thunks of the government of the Straits 
Settlements for his zedl and marked ability, 
and received the unusual honour of a salute 
of eleven guns on his embarkation. In De¬ 
cember 1828 he became a brigadier-general, 
and was appointed to the Sail go r division of 
tho army. He became colonelof aregiment 
on I Juno 1829, With tho expiration of his 
five years’ period of staff sawice, on 23 Dec. 
1838, ended his active military career of 
fifty-three years, during which he had never 
taken any furlough or leave to'Europe. 

O’Halloran 'lauded in England in May 
1834, In February 1835 lie received knight¬ 
hood at tho hands of William IY, who ob¬ 
served that the distinction was well earned 
by his long meritorious and gallant services, 
and by his consecration of Ins eight sons to 
the service of liis country, O’JInlloran he- 
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came a major-general on 10 Jan. 1837. He 
was made 3LO.B. in 1837, and G.C.B. in 
1841. He became a member of the Royal 
Asiatic Society of London in 1836, was 
chosen an honorary member of the Royal 
Irish Academy in 1838, and received the 
freedom of his native city (Limerick) on 
26 Feb. the same year. He died at his resi¬ 
dence 42 Connaught Square, Hyde Park, 
London, on 3 Nov. 1843, from the effects of 
a street accident, causing fracture of the 
neck of the thigh-bone, He was buried in 
the catacombs at Kensal Green cemetery, 
immediately beneath the chapel. A memorial 
tablet was placed in the wall of the south 
cloister. 

O’Hnlloran married, in 1790, Frances, 
daughter of Colonel Nicholas Bayly, M.P., 
of Redhill, Surrey, late of the 1st foot-guards 
and brother of the first Earl of Uxbridge, 
by whom he had a large family, nis second 
son, Thomas Siiuldliam O’llalloran, is noticed 
separately. 

His sixth son, William Littlejohn 
OIHallohan (1806-1885), born at Berham- 
pore on 5 May 1806, came to England in 
1811, and on 11 Jan. 1824 received a com¬ 
mission as ensign in the 14lh foot, which 
corps he joined at Meerut. He served with 
hisregim'ent at the siege and storm of Bburt- 
pore (medal) in 1825-6, obtaining his lieu- 
tenancyin action. In AprillS27hoexchangcd 
into the 38th regiment; served on the staff of 
his father at Saugor, Central India; and was 
employed onTeoruiting service inBelfasl from. 
1832 to 1834. In the latter year he embarked 
for Sydney with a detachment, of the 60lh 
regiment. Thence he sailed for Calcutta, 
rejoined the 38th regiment at Ohinsorah in 
1836, and accompanied it toEngland in 1886. 
He obtained bis company by purchase on 
29 Dee. 1837, and retired from the army in 
April 1840. lie then embarked for South 
Australia, landed at Glenelg on 11 Aug. 
1840, and purchased a property near Ade¬ 
laide. In August 1841 he was appointed a 
justice of the peace, in March 1843 a mem¬ 
ber of the board of audit, in June 1843 private 
secretary to Governor Grey and clerk of the 
councils, and in January 1801 auditor-general 
of South Australia. In 1860 ha acted as 
chairman of a commission for inquiring into 
the administration of affairs in the northern 
territory. On 1 22 Jan. 1808 he retired, after 
serving the colonial government for upwards 
of twenty^four years. lie died at Adelaide on 
16 July 1886, having married, in December 
1831, Elisa Minton, daughter of John Mon¬ 
tague Smyth. lie left two daughters and 
three sons, the eldest of whom, Joseph Syl¬ 
vester 0’IIalloran, O.M.G., became secretary 


to the Royal Colonial Institute in 1884 
(Colonies and India, 24 July 1885). 

[Burke’s Colonial Gentry, 1891, i. 81; East 
India Army Lists; Military Annual (cd. by 
Griffiths), 1844; a pamphlet entitled ‘Services 
of Sir Joseph O’Hallomn,’ printed and published 
by Marshall, 21 Edgware Road, circa 1844.1 

H. M. C. 

O’HALLORAN, LAWRENCE IIYNES 
(1766-1831), miscellaneous writer. [See 
IIalloiun.j 

O’HALLORAN, SYLVESTER (1728- 
1807), surgeon and antiquary, horn in Lime¬ 
rick on 31 Deo, 1728, studied medicine 
and surgery at the universities of Paris 
and Leyden. While on the continent he 
paid particular attention to diseases of the 
eye, and at Paris wrote a treatise on that 
organ. This he published, on settling in 
practice at Limerick in 1760, under the title 
of ‘A new Treatise on the Glaucoma, or 
Cataract.’ It was the first work of the kind 
that issued from the Irish press, and OTIal- 
loran’s ophthalmic practice grew rapidly. 
In 1752 he addressed a paper on cataract to 
the Royal Society, and this he afterwards 
amplified under the title of ‘ A Critical Ana¬ 
lysis of a New Operation for Cataract.’ In 
1786 he communicated to the Royal Irish 
Academy his Inst essay on the eye, entitled 
1 A Critical and Anatomical Examination of 
the Parts immediately interested in the Opera¬ 
tion for a Cataract, with an atl ampt to render 
the Operation itself, whether by Depression 
or Extraction, more successful/ In 1766 he 
published ‘ A Complete Treatise on Gangrene 
and Sphacelus, with a new mode of Ampu¬ 
tation,’ In 1791 a paper entitled ‘ An At¬ 
tempt to determine with precision such In¬ 
juries of the Head as necessarily require the 
Operation of the Trephine ’ was printed in 
the ‘Transactions’of the Royal Irish Aca¬ 
demy ; and he subsequently published ‘ A 
new Treatise on the different Disorders aris- 
ingfrom external Injuries of the Head,’ which 
displayed much original research. O’llal- 
loran laid down the new but very sound rule 
that concussion of the brain, Characterised 
by immediate stupor and insensibility, does 
not require the trephine uuloss accompanied 
by evident depression of the Skull or extra¬ 
vasation, neither of which produces dangerous 
symptoms for some time after the accident 
which has given rise to them. Among other 
achievements, O’llalloran was the virtual 
founder, in 1760, of the county Limerick in¬ 
firmary, renting three or four houses which 
he threw into one. His ‘Proposals for the 
Advancement Of Surgery in Ireland, with a 
retrospective View of the ancient State of 
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Fkysic amongst us,’ appears to have influ- 
encod the founders of the Royal College of 
Surgeons in Ireland in 1784. On 7 Aug. 
1788, two years after the date of the charter, 
he was elected an honorary member of the 
college, an unusual honour in those days. 

lie devoted much time to literary and 
antiquarian researches, and was acquainted 
with the Irish language. His first work in 
this department was ‘ Insula Sacra,’ printed 
in 1770, with a view to the preservation of 
the ancient Irish annals. In 1774 he pub¬ 
lished his ‘Ierne Defended,’a plea for the 
validity and authenticity of ancient Irish 
history. A literary society in Limerick was 
chiefly supported by his labours, and was dis¬ 
solved at his death. Ilis ‘ General History 
of Ireland from the earliest Accounts to the 
Close of the 12th Century’ engrossed his 
chief attention during the middle period of 
his life, and was published in 1774. 

Ho died at Limerick on 11 Aug. 1807, in 
his 80lh year, and was buried in Killeoly 
churchyard. He married in 1752 Mary 
O’Casey, by whom ho had three sons and ous 
daughter. One son, Sir Joseph O’Halloran, 
is noticed separately. 

A portrait appears intho Dublin ‘ Journal 
of Medical Science/ November 1878. 

[Dublin Quarterly Journal of Science, August 
1848; Memoir by Sir "William Wilde, pp, 223-60; 
Lessons on the Lives of Irish Surgeons; nn ad- 
dross introductory to the session of the Royal 
College of Surgeons, October 1873, by E. D, 
Mapothor, M.D., reprinted from the Dublin 
Journal of Medical Science, Novombor 1S7S; 
Burke’s Colonial Gontry, 1801, i. 81.1 

J. S, O’H. 

O’HALLORAN, THOMAS SIIULD- 
HAM (1797-1870), major and commissioner 
of police in South Australia, was the second 
son of Major-general Sir Joseph O’llalloraii, 
G.C.B., by his wifo Frances, daughter of 
Colonol Nicholas Bayly, M.P., and niece of 
Ilenry, first earl of Oxbridge. He was born 
at Berhampore in tho East Indies on 26 
Oct, 1797; was a cadet at the Royal Mili¬ 
tary College, Marlow, in 1808; and was ap¬ 
pointed ensign in ths royal West Middlesex 
militia in 1809, In 1812 tho college and 
students were removod from Marlow to 
Sandhurst. In 1813 ho was gazetted ensign 
in the 17th foot, and joined his regiment in 
1814. With it ho served during the whole 
of tho Nepaul war in tliu years 1814,1815, 
and 1816. On 28 June 1817 he received 
his lieutenancy, and served during the 
Deccan w r ar in 1817 and 1818. In 1822 he 
exchanged from the 17th to the 44th regi¬ 
ment, which he joined at Calcutta in 1828, 
In 1824 Le was ordered with the left wing 


of the 44th to Chittagong, where he arrived 
early in June, and was appointed pavmastei 
quartermaster, and interpreter. On 30 Oct’ 
ho was made brigade-major to Brigadier- 
goneral Dunkin, O.B., who commanded tlw 
Sylhet division of the army during the Bur¬ 
mese war, and served on his staff until 
Dunkin’s death in November 1826. He re¬ 
ceived a medal for war service in India for 
Nepaul and Ava. On 27 April 1827 hepur- 
chased his company in the 99th regiment 
and exchanged into the 56th regiment in 
1828, In 1S29 ho exchanged into the 6th 
regiment, and joined his father as aide-de- 
camp at Saugor, Central India. From June 
1880 to January 1881 he served as deputv 
assistant-quartennaster-goneral at Saugor. 
He retired on half-pay in October 1834. 6 In 
1887 he was placed on full pay as captain in 
the 97th regiment, and in that year wassent, in 
command of two companies of his regiment 
and a troop of the 4th dragoon guards, tc 
quell the riots in Yorkshire. In 1838 he 
retired from the army on the sale of his 
commission. 

He Bailed for South Australia in the Ra- 

S " an, and, landing at Glenelg on 21 Nov. 

, settled with his family at O’Halloran 
Hill, near Adelaide, South Australia. On 
2 Feb, 1889 he was nominated a justice of 
tho peace; on 20 Feb. 1840 was gazetted 
major-commandant of the South Australis 
militia, and on 8 June as commissioner of 
police. In 1840 whon the Maria was wrecked 
at Lacepode Bay, and the crew were mur¬ 
dered by natives, O’Halloran was sent to 
investigate tho matter, with tho result that 
two of the natives were hanged, and no 
organised attack was over made again by 
natives on Europeans in that part of the 
colony. On 17 Aug. of tho same year he 
was Bent, in command of an expedition against 
tho Milmenura (or Big Murray) aborigines. 
On 21 April 1841 he commanded an expedi¬ 
tion against those known as the River Mur¬ 
ray and Rufus natives. On 7 Nov. he was 
in command of an expedition to Port Lincoln 
against the Battara natives. On 12 April 
1843 ho resigned his appointment as com¬ 
missioner of police. He maintained the 
force in a high state of efficiency, and, though 
a rigid disciplinarian, was much liked and 
respected by the officers and men. On 16 June 
1848 he was nominated senior non-official 
member of the nominee oouncil, and con¬ 
tinued in that position for eight years, when 
the first instalment of representative govern¬ 
ment was granted. Ho contested the Sturt 
district in 1851, and Noorlungft in 1866, 
but without success, owing to his advocacy 
of state aid to religion, In 1864 he was 
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gazetted lieutenant-colonel of the volunteer 
military force. When the present constitu¬ 
tion was granted in 1837, he was relumed 
to the legislative council at the head of the 
poll against twenty-seven candidates. In 
1863 he resigned his seal, and passed the rest 
of his life in retirement. He died at O'Hal¬ 
loran Bill on 1C Aug, 1870. 

He married,first, on 1 Aug, 1831, Ann Goss 
of Dawlisli, Devonshire, who died in Calcutta 
in 1823, leaving two children ; secondly, in 
1831, Jane Waring of Newry, by whom he 
had three sons and one daughter. 

[South Australian Eegistm, 1J Aug. 1870; 
Burks’s Colonial Gentry, 1891, p. 82.] 

J. S. 0’R. 

O’HALLORAN, WILLIAM LITTLE¬ 
JOHN (1806-1886), captain. [See under 
O’Hauobak, Sib Joshfh.] 

O’HANLON, REDMOND (d. 1681),Irish 
outlaw, known on tho continent us Count 
Hanlon, was one of a elan called in Irish the 
Hanluoin, who furnished a standard-bearer 
north of the Boyne. They were seated in the 
baronies of Orier, in eo. Armagh, and their 
chief was woundod at tho Moyry Pass when 
carrying tho queen’s colours in July 1605. 
Oghie (f Hanlon wob knighted, and fell fight¬ 
ing under Mountjoy at Carlingford in Novem¬ 
ber 1600. On the settlement of Ulster under 
James I grants were made to various O'llan- 
lons; but they lost all diming tho civil war, 
and theirruin was confirmed by the operation 
of the Acts of Settlement and Explanation 
under Charles II. In his youth Redmond 
appears to have served in the army during 
Strafford's government, and to have been 
discharged at the reduction of the forces 
which immediately preceded and partly 
caused the great Irish outbreak of 1841. 
He fled to France on account of his share in 
some affray. The date of his return to Ire¬ 
land is uncertain, but he became a leader of 
outlaws or tones in Ulster about 1670, when 


ing his patrimony. Ills brother Logldin 
shared his fortunes. 

Arthur Oapel, earl of Essex [q. v.], who 
governed Ireland from 1672 to 1677, mado 
many vain attempts to capture O’llaulon, 
who had become an intolerable scourge, The 
Duke of Ormonde returned as viceroy in 
August 1677, and soon turned his attention to 
the formidable tory. Redmond levied regu¬ 
lar contributions on the oouutios of Armagh, 
Tyrone,and Down. Much land lay waste,and 
no road was safe, Ilia favourite haunt was 
Slieve Gullion between Newry and Dundalk, 
where his father liad possessed lands, and 
one of his greatest enemies was Edmund 


Murphy, parish priest of liillevy, nt the foot 
of those hills. O’Hanlon imposed penalties 
on all who resorted to Murphy—a cow for 
the first offence, two for the second, and 
death for the third. Captain William But¬ 
ler, who had the confidence of his kinsman 
the lord-lieutenant, lay with Ms company at 
Dundalk, and plotted the outlaw’s destruc¬ 
tion with Father Murphy and Sir Hans 
1 Hamilton. Redmond could harm so many 
that he had interested friends even in the 
army. Two officers, Smith and Baker, of 
whom the latter was a local magistrate and 
proprietor, were amongtliese, and he had five 
accomplices in Butler’s own company. There 
were several attempts to arrest him in and 
after September 1678, but his intelligence 
was too good. lie thought it prudent torch 
in Connaught for a time, but returned to his 
old ground in the autumn of 1670. An out¬ 
law employed as a spy by Hamilton and 
Butler was murdered by Lieutenant Baker, 
who, with singular impudence, presented 
his head to Ormonde; and Father Murphy 
was imprisoned at Dundalk, lest he should 
give information about his delinnuBncies and 
those of Ensign Smith. Murphy managed 
to get to Dublin, louring his brother as a 
hostage, and his interview with the lord- 
lieutenant sealed Redmond O'Hanlon's fate: 
2001. was placed on his head, 1001. on Logli- 
lin's, and Sir Hans Hamilton was allowed a 
free hand. Henry Jones [q. v.], bishop of 
Meath, whose daughter was married to hlr, 
Annesley of Castlowelhm, tried to get a par¬ 
don for Redmond on condition of his proving 
his sincerity, first 'by bringing in or cutting 
off some ot the principal tones,’ and after¬ 
wards by keeping the district clear from 
them, Sir Hans Hamilton, who was edu¬ 
cated at Glasgow, hints that the bishop was 
hribedthrough his sou-in-law. But Redmond 
was also intriguing with Roger Boyle [q. v.], 
bishop of Ologher, and Annesley suggested a 
little later that the government would show 
no mercy unless the outlaw informed about 


be on foot in connection with Oatess plot; 
but he told nothing, and probably there was 
nothing to tall. At two o’clock in the after¬ 
noon of 26 April 1681 he was asleep in an 
empty cabin guarded by bie foster-brother 
Arthur O’Hanlon; but the faithless sentinel 
shot him dead, and received 1007 reward for 
so doing. His wife, or reputed wife, who was 
an innkeeper's daughter, was much younger 
than he wos, and is behoved to have given 
the signal in revenge for his ill-usage. The 
secret commission which led to this result 
was written by Ormonde with his own hand. 
Loghlin O'Hanlon wns killed towards that 
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end of the same year by John Mullin, who 
received 601. 

Redmond O’llanlon had at one time fifty 
men under hi3 orders, and had often a band 
in each of the four provinces at once. His 
own disguises were many, and he more than 
once escaped by inviting soldiers sent after 
him to an inn, and malting them drunk 
before they found out who he was. lie once 
took to the water when hotly pursued near 
Carlingford, and when a dog was sent in 
after lum drew the animal under, and dived 
or swam away. Many stories are told of 
his courage and strength, and some generous 
actions are ascribed to him, but also many 
murders. lie sometimes left his native 
hille to lurk in the bog of Alien or other 
wild places, and once ventured as far south 
as Clonmel, where he rescued the groat 
Munster tory Power from his captors. In 
Slieve Gullion and its neighbourhood many 
local traditions about him survive. A very 
old man, hearing the name of Redmond 
O’llanlon, and claiming to be his descen¬ 
dant, died close to Silverbridgo, co, Armagh, 
about 1889. Sir P. Brewstor, writing imme¬ 
diately after the great lory’s death, says ho 
was a scholar ana a man of parts, and adds 
that 1 considering the circumstances he lay 
under, and the time he continued, he did, in 
my opinion, thingB more to he admired [i,e. 
wondered at] than Scanderbeg himself.’ 

[Carto MSS. vol. mix.; Carta's life of the 
Duke of Ormonde, lik. vjii.; The Present State of 
Ireland, blit more particularly of Uleter, presented 
to the People of .England, by Edmund Murphy, 
Parish Priest of Eillevy and titular chanter of 
Armagh, and one of the Discoverers of the Irh.h 
Plot, fol. London, 1681; Prendergast’s Ireland 
fnom the Restoration to the Revolution. Of tho 
two contemporary pamphlets mentioned by Mr. 
Prendorgast at p. 122, one (publishotl in 1081) is 
in tho Bodloian, but not in the British Museum, 
in Trinity College, Dublin, or in the Royal Irish 
Academy. The other (published in 1682) isnot 
in any of these four libraries. Thoio is also a 
chap-book in the British Museum prlntod at 
Glasgow, with amotto from Wordsworth, hut evi¬ 
dently token from an older original.] R. B-i. 

O’HANLY, DONAT (d. 1096), bishop 
of Dublin. [See O’Haingli,] 

O’HARA, Sib OIIARLES, first Baeon 
Ttkaweky (1840 P-1724), military com- 1 
mander, is said to have been a native of 
Mayo, but his patont of peerage (Lodge, j 
Peerage of Ireland, iv. 201 n.) describes him 
as of Leyny, oo. Sligo. Ir he wus really 
eighty'-four at his death in 1724, he must 
have been born in 1640; hut it is just possible 
• that he was ton years younger, and thus 
identifiable with Charles, second Bon of Sir 


O’Hara 

William O’Hara, hit., of Crebilly, co. Antib 
who was admitted fellow-commoner of Tii’ 
nity College, Oxford, in June 1667, at the 
age of seventeen. In 1879 he was gazetted to 
a captaincy in the Earl of Ossory’s regiment 
{Brit. M%ts. Add. M8S .), having been Ossorv’s 
‘tutor’ (Lodge, Lc.), that is, probably, tutor 
to his son James, second dijke of Ormonde 
who was born in 1666. In 1088 he was 
transferred to the 1st foot-guards, of which 
he became lieutenant-colonel in March and 
he waa knighted in August 1089. He served 
under William III in Handers; in 1695 


18 Nov. 1714 general. Meanwhile, in No¬ 
vember 1096, at Ghent,he had been rewarded 
with the colonelcy of t ho royal fusiliers, now 
the 7 th foot, His regiment, after being eta- 
1 ioned in the Channel Islands from 1697, was 
in 1703 sent on the Cadiz expedition under 
Ormonde. O'Hara distinguished himself at 
tho capture of Vigo and the burning of the 
Spanish fleet, hut is said to have treacherously 
thwarted Ormondo (Paenele, War of the Sm- 
cesmn in Spain , p. 29). lie was arrested for 
having connived at the plunder of Port St. 
Mary, tried bv a court-mai t ial, and acquitted. 

In 1706 O r IIara was crcatod a peer of Ire¬ 
land, taking his title fromTirawley orTyraw- 
loy, a barony in co. Mayo. In 1706 he pro¬ 
ceeded to Spain with his regiment, and uas 
appointed second in command to the Earl of 
Galway. At G uadalaxara his gallant defence 
of an outpost for two hours ‘ onjy just saved 
the army from a disgraceful surprise ’ (Rrs- 
sbi.i, Peterborough, ii. 64). On 16 Jan. 1707 a 
council o f war was held at Valencia, in which 
Galway, Tyrawjey, and Stanhope were in fa¬ 
vour of immediate offensive operations with 
undivided troops. Peterborough advocated 
delay, but appears to have been outvoted by 
the foreign generals. Galway, Tyrawley, ana 
Stanhope put their opinions in writing, and 
sent them to England (Stanhope to Sir G. 
Hedges in SxAjniora’s War of Succession in 
Spain, App. p. 44). The result of the attempt 
to march on Madrid was the disastrous battle 
of Almanza, fought on 25 April 1707. Tyraw¬ 
ley, though the royal fusiliers were not pre¬ 
sent, was m command of the left wing of the 
allies, and made two charges, which were re¬ 
pulsed by tlic Due dePopoli (PARNEtD,op. cit. 
pp,218-19; B0TEB,p,292). Hewaswounded, 
but escaped with the cavalry to Tort,osa(SiAK- 
eope, op. cit. p. 28]), He soon returned to 
England, either before September 1707 (Pab- 
NELL, p, 230), or with his regiment in 1708. 
He took his seat as a peer 26 May'1710, and 
was sworn apvivy councillor, being re-sworn 
in 1714 by George I. IBs regiment was at 
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iOnorca 1709-1S, and ha was probably go¬ 
vernor of that island. In January 1711 the 
tory party in the House of Lords, in order 
to- cement their alliance with Peterborough, 
summoned Galway and Tyrawley to answer 
for the mismanagement of the war in Spain 
in 1707. Tyrawley ‘stood upon the reserve,’ 
and said that ‘when he was in the army he 
kept no register, and carried neither pen nor 
ink about him, but only a sword’ (Boyeh, 
p, 483). On 9 Jan. Galway produced his 
‘Narrative,’ and on Peterborough’s making 
adverse statements, Tyrawley demanded to 
know, before he made any explanations, 
whether ha was accused or not. The op¬ 
position raised a debate as to his right to an 
answer. Peterborough disclaimed any wish 
to accuse him, and Tyrawley then gave a 
short account,supporting Galway. On a reso¬ 
lution being passed declaring the three gene¬ 
rals responsible for the offensive operations 
and for the disaster at Almanza, Galway and 
Tyrawley petitioned (11 Jan.) for time to pro¬ 
duce answers, and the whig peers recorded 
two Btrong protests in their favour j but no 
further steps were taken (Rogers, Proteats 
qfthe lords, i, clxix, olxx). 

On 6 Nov. 1714 Tyrawley, having resigned 
his colonelcy to his son, was appointed com¬ 
mander-in-chief of the forces in Ireland, where 
he raised a regiment of foot in 1713. This 
post he retained till 1721. lie was some 
time governor of the Iloyal Hospital near 
Dublin. lie died on 8 or 9 June 1724, and 
was buried on 11 June in (he chauoel-vault 
of St. Mary’s, Dublin. 

Tyrawley had married Frances, daughter of 
Oervase Rouse of Iiouse-Lench, Worcester, 
who survived him, and died on 10 Nov. 1738. 
He left, bosideshis son James fq. v.], a daugh¬ 
ter Mary, who died in 1739 (Buhkd, Extinct 
Peerage), no is described as a man of ‘ a 
good understanding, a large fund of learning, 
and fit to command an army’ (Lodge, l.o.) 
Some official letters by him aro preserved 
among the Tyrawley Papers (Addit, MSS. 
1864-60, pp. 87U-8), and also among the 
Ellis Papers (Addit. MS. 28046). 

[Lodge’s Peerage of Ireland, vol. Iv.; Stan¬ 
hope's War of the Succession in Spain j Parnell’s 
War of the Succession in Spain; Gannon's His¬ 
torical Records of tho British Army, 7th Foot; 
Pari. Hist, vi. 038 seq.; Burnet’s Hist, of Own 
Time; Boyar’s Annals of Queen Anne, 173C; 
Townsend’s Cat of Knights; Brit. Mm Cat.] 

H. E. D. B. 

O’HARA, 0I1ARLES (1740 P-1802), 
ocneral, governor of Gibraltar, born about 
1740, illegitimate sonof James O’Hara, second 
lord Tyrawley, was educated at Westminster 
School, and was appointed to a cornotcy in 


the 8rd dragoons (now hussars), 23Dec. 1762. 
On 14 Jan. 1756 he was appointed lieutenant 
and oaptain in the Coldstream guards, of 
which James 0’IIara was colonel, He was 
aide-de-camp to the Marquis of Granby [see 
Manners, John, 1721-1770] in Germany, 
after the battle of Minden, and, with tl» 
brevet rank of lieutenant-colonel, was quarter¬ 
master-general of the troops under Lord 
Tyrawley in Portugal in the short but sharp 
campaign of 1762. On 25 July 1786 be was 
appointed commandant at Qoree, Senegal, 
and lieutenant-eolonel-commandant of the 
African corps, formed at that time of mili¬ 
tary delinquents pardoned on condition of 
tlioir accepting life-service in Africa. He 
hold three posts without detriment to his 
romotion in 1 he Coldstream guards, in which 
a became captain and lieutenant-colonel in 
1769, and vacated them on promotion to 
hrevet colonelinl779. He served in America, 
ns brigadier-general commanding- the brigade 
of guards, from October 1780; distinguished 
himself at the passage of the Catawba on 
1 Feb. 1781, and received two dangerous 
wounds at the battle of Guilford Courthouse 
on 16 March following. Ha was with the 
troops under Cornwallis that surrendered at 
Yorktown, Virginia, 19 Oct. 1781 (Mackin- 
non, ii. 11, 14). Cornwallis wrote of him: 

‘ Ilia zealous services under my command, the 
pains he took, and the success he met with 
in reconciling the guards to every kind of 
hardship, give him a just claim, independent 
of old friendship, on my very strongest re¬ 
commendations in his favour’ (Cornwallis 
Correspondence ,i. 183). O’Hara remained a 
prisoner in America until 9 Feb. 1782, when 
he was exchanged. He had in the meantime 
become a major-general. On 18 March 1782 
he received the colonelcy of the 22nd foot, 
and in May following was given command of 
the roinforcements sent from New York to 
Jamaica. Subsequently he returned home, 
and in 1784 Cornwallis expressed regret that 
‘ poor O'Hara is once more driven abroad by 
his relentless creditors’ (tb. i. 156). O’Hara, 
who was the intimate personal friend of 
Horace Walpole and Henry Seymour Con- 
way [q. v.], went to Italy, where he became 
acquainted with Miss Mary Berry [q, ywho 
was staying with the Conways at Rome, and 
to whom he afLerwaifds became engaged. 
He appeal's to have been a major-general 
on the staff at Gibraltar from 1787 to 
1790. Horace Walpole speaks of him as 
at home at the latter date, ‘ with his face 
as ruddy and black and his teeth as white 
as ever ’ (W.txroim, Letters , ix. 303), and 
alludes to his having been ‘shamefully 
treated/ probably m not obtaining the lieiv 
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tenant-governorship of Gibraltar. O’llara 
•was transferred in 1791 to tlie colonelcy of 
the 74th highlanders, -which, being on the 
Indian establishment, was a more lucrative 
post than that of the 22nd at home. In 1792 
he received the coveted lieutenant-governor¬ 
ship, and in 1798 became ulieulenant-general. 
Later hi the same year he was sent from 
Gibraltar to Toulon, to replace Lord Mul- 
gravo in the command of the British troops 
before that place. O'llarawas wounded and 
madeprisonerwhenthe French attached Fort 
Mulgrave on 28 Nov. 1798. lie was taken 
to Paris, and kept a prisoner in the Luxem¬ 
bourg during the reign of terror until August 
1796, when he was exchanged with General 
Bochambeau. During his incarceration he 
told one of his follow-prisoners, in the course 
of an argument : 1 Iu England we can say King 
George is mad; you dare not say hero that 
Robespierre is a tiger’ (Axamtjpp, 227-9). 

On his return to England O’llara was ap¬ 
pointed governor of Gibraltar in succession 
to General Sir Robert Boyd [q. v.] He 
wished the marriage with Miss Berry to 
take place without delay, hut the lady waR 
reluctant to loave homo, and at the end of 
1790 the match was broken off. To the end 
of her life she wrote and spoko of OTIarn as 
‘ the most perfect specimen of a soldier and a 
courtier of fclio past age.’ 

O’Hara became a full general in 1708. At 
Gibraltar he proved himself a very active and 
efficient governor at a critical time. Ilis old- 
fashioned discipline was rigid, hut just and 
fair, while his lavish hospitality and agros- 


Thomas Hamilton (1780-1842) [q. v,], gives 
his youthful recollections of the 1 Old Cook 
of tho Rock,’ as O’Hara was called, in his 
Kevenliullor hat and big jackboots^ and 
1 double row of sausago curls that projected 
on either flank of his toupee; ’ for although 
a young man of liis years, in all other parti¬ 
culars O’Hara affected the old-fashioned garb 
of Ligonier and Granby. 

After much suffering from complications 
caused by his old wounds, OTIarn died at 
Gibraltar on 21 Fab. 1802. Although his cir¬ 
cumstances had boen straitened in earlier 
years, lie died rich, ne left a sum of 70,0001. 
in trust for two ladies at Gibraltar, by whom 
he had families, for themselves and their 
children. Ilis plate, valued at 7,0001., in¬ 
clusive of a piece worth 1,0001, presented 
to him by the merchants of Gibraltar, he 
bequeathed to his black servant. 

[Army Lists; Mackinnon's Hist, of Coldstream 
Guards, voL ii.) Cornwallis Corresp, vol. i; Horace 


Despatches; War Office"and Ctionkd 
rospoudonco, Gibraltar; Gont. Man. 1805 
p. 278 (mil),] S M.0. 

O’HARA, JAMES, Babon Finr.^ -. 
and second Bap.on Tybavley ( 1690 - 177 g\ 
born in 1090, was the only son of Sir Charts 
O’Hara, first baron Tyrawley [q. T .] Re was 
appointed lieutenant in his father’s regiment 
the royal fusiliers, on 13 March 1703 and 
served at the siege of Barcelona in 1708*. At 
tho battle of Almanza ho was on the staff 
and was wounded; he is said to have 
i saved Lord Galway’s life. He afterwards 
, served under Marlborough, and was severely 
wounded (LoDOT, Peerage of Ireland, iy 
202 n.) in the wood of Tasniere, nearToumai" 
during the battle of Malplaquet, 11 Sept’ 
1709 (cf. Mvbkay, Marlborough's Despatch 
iy. 694, 000). lie was with the regiment in 
Minorca, and on 20 Jan. 1718 succeeded his 
father as colonel. On 2 Jan. 1722 he was 
rowarded with an Irish peerage, and assumed 
the tit lo of Baron Kilmaine from one of the 
baronies of co. Mayo. Ho took his seat on 
29 Aug. 1723, In 1724 lio succeeded his 
father as second Lord Tyrawley, and was 
sworn of tho privy council on 26 June. 

He appears to have beon employed for 
some time in Ireland and Minorca, till 1727, 
when ho was made aide-de-camp to George II, 
and on 20 Jan. 1728 appointed envoy-extra¬ 
ordinary to the court ol Portugal, where hi 
remained as ambassador till 1741. He was 
oxtremely popular, and on his departure 
received from the king of Portugal fourteen 
bars of gold (Lodge, op. cit. 203 n.) He re¬ 
turned to England ‘ with three wives and 
fourteen children ’ (Walpole, Letters, ed. 
Cunningham, i, 216), and at once gained a 
reputation for wit at the expense of LordB 
Bath and Grantham and tho House of Com¬ 
mons. Meanwhile he had been promoted to 
be brigadier-general (1786), major-general 
(1739), and lieutenant-general (1748), and 
was transferred to the colonelcy of the 6th 
(now 4th) dragoon guards in August 1739, 
quitting it in April 1743 for the captaincy 
and colonelcy of the second troop of horse- 
gi'enadiors. 

From November 1743 to February 1746 
he was ambassador-extraordinary in Russia 
On his return ho received the command of 
the 3rd troop of life-guards, with the office 
of gold-stick (30 April 1746), from wkich, 
in 1740, he was transferred to the lOfcb 
foot; thence, in 1749, to the 14th dragoons; 
in 1762 to the 8rd dragoons; and finally, in 
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1755, to the colonelcy of the 2nd (Cold- j 
stream) foot-guards. He became general on 
7 March 1761, and field-marshal on 10 June 
1763, and was also governor of Portsmouth. 

Jn 1752 he returned to Portugal as am¬ 
bassador, and was also governor of Minorca 
until 1756, when he was sent out on the 
Gibraltar expedition (Walpole, Letters, iii. 
19 Qeorge II, ii. 190,216). On 14 Dec. 1767 
be’was president of the court-martial on Sir 
John Mordaunt(1697-1780)[q.v.]( Walpole, 
ti, iii. 78), having been relieved at Gibraltar 
on 16 April 1767. In 1768 on attempt was 
made by Lord George Sackville and Sir J. 
Philipps to censure him in the House of 
Commons for his expenditure on works at 
Gibraltar. Tyrawley demanded to be heard 
at the bar, and prepared a memorial, on 
which Lord George took fright, and procured 
a secret report. Tyrawley appeared before a 
committee of the house, which lie treated 
with great freedom, and so browbeat his 
accusers that the house declared itself satis¬ 
fied of ‘the innocence of a man who dared 
to do wrong more than they dared to censure 
bun’ (ib. iii. 108-9). Walpole characterises 
him as ‘imperiously blunt, haughty, and 
contemptuous, with an undaunted portion of 
spirit,’ and attributes to him a ‘ great deal of 
humour and occasional good breeding,’ Ty¬ 
rawley professed not to know where the 
House of Commons was; and his ‘ brutality' 
was again exhibited when he was president 
of the court-martial on Lord George Sack¬ 
ville in 1760. 

When a Spanish invasion of Portugal was 
threatened in 1762, Tyrawley was appointed 
plenipotentiary and general of the English 
forces (Walpole, Letters, iv. 23; Chatham 
Corresp. ii. 174), but was soon superseded 
as too old, and returned to England dis¬ 
gusted in 1763 (Walpole, Qeorge III, i. 
144). He does not appear to have held any 
important post after this, though he was 
sworn of George Ill’s privy council on 
17 Nov. 1762. Lord Chatham, with whom 
he had long been on friendly terms (Chatham 
Corresp. i. 218, ii. 174), writes to Lady 
Chatham to make a ‘ How-do-vou call ’ on 
his ‘ fine old friend Lord Tyrawley ’ in 1772, 
and a note acknowledging the visit is pre¬ 
served (ii. iv. 208). Tyrawley, who had 
a seat at Blaokheath (Lodoe, 1. c.), died at 
Twickenham on 14 July1773, and wus buried 
at Chelsea Hospital. 

Tyrawley married Mary, only surviving 
daughter of Lieutenant-general Sir w. 
Stewart, second viscount Mountjoy, but left 
no legitimate issue. lie was considered 
■‘singularly licentious, even for the courts of 
Russia and Portugal ’ (Walpole, Qeorge III, 


i. 144); and ‘ T-y’s crew ’ is coupled with 

1 K[innou]l’s lewd cargo’ by Pope ( Imita¬ 
tions of Horace , JSpistles, i, 6, 121). An 
illegitimate son Charles (1740P-1802) [q, v.], 
who was much with him, rose to distinction 
in the army. A large mass of his official 
despatches of various periods from Ireland, 
Minorca, Portugal, Russia, and Gibraltar is 
in the British Museum (Tyrawley Paper-, 
Addit. MSS. 23027-23642; see also New¬ 
castle Papers, 32697-32895), 

[Lodge's Peerago of Ireland; Cannon’s His¬ 
torical Records of the British Army, 7th Pool, 
10th Foot, 4th Dragoon Guards, Sea. ; Walpole’s 
Works and Chatham Correspondence, as above ; 
Ann. Reg. and Gent. Meg. 1773; Tindal’s 
Rapin, iv. 10 n. ; dates can be checked by the 
lists of Brit. Mae. Cat, Addit. MSS.] 

H. E, D. B. 

O’HARA, KANE (1714P-1782), writer 
of burlesques, born about 1714, came of an 
old Sligo stock famous for their musical taste, 
ne was youngest sou of Kane O’Hara of 
Temple House, co. Sligo, who in his will, 
doted 28 March 1719, named a Bum to be ex- 

S mded on his younger sons, Adam and Kane, 
uring their minorities. Kune, the younger, 
entered Trinity College, Dublin, and gra¬ 
duated B.A. in 1732 and M,A. in 1736. He 
subsequently resided iu Dublin, and inte¬ 
rested himself in music. The musical aca¬ 
demy at Dublin was founded in 1768 mainly 
by his exertions. Meanwhile the Italian 
burletta had been introduced into Ireland 
by a family of musicians and actors called 
D'Amici. Dublin ran mad after the new 
form of entertainment, and in 1769 O’Hara 
undertook a travesty of it at the instance 
of Lord Mornington, father of the Duke of 
Wellington. The result was an English bur¬ 
letta entitled ‘ Midas,’ which he composed at 
the seat of William Brownlow, M.P., on 
Lough Neagh. 

O Hara then lived in King Street, Dublin, 
where the Gaiety Theatre now stands, and 
John O’Keeffe states that he was present in 
this housewithLord Mornington and Brown- 
low when the latter, with a harpsichord, 
helped to settle the music for ‘ Midas.’ The 

f iece was played at Capel Street Theatre, 
lublin, in 1761. It was repeated at Covent 
Garden, with Shuter ns_ Midas, on 22 Feb. 
1764, when it was published, It was con¬ 
stantly revived in London, and was per¬ 
formed at the Haymarket as late as 28 July 
1825. 

O’Hara followed up this success with a 
similar effort, entitled ‘ The Golden Pippin,’ a 
burlesque on tbo story of Paris and the three 
goddesses, which was first acted at Covent 
Garden on 6 Feb. 1773, with Miss Catley in 
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a, prominent part. On 21 Jan, 1775, at the 
same theatre, was produced O’Hara’s ‘ Two 
Misers/ a musical farce, borrowed from the 
French (OnsrasT, v. 482), The cast included 
Quick and Miss Outlay. In the registry of 
deeds office, Dublin, under duto 18 Nov. 1780, 
is a document by which Thomas Ryder, 
innnnger of the Theatre Royal, Oiow Street, 
Dublin, covenanted to purchase this piece of 
O’iiarn and produce it at his theatre. ‘The 
Two Misers’ was publishod in 1781. Abur- 
lettd of inferior quality, ‘A Fine Day/ was 
performed for thofirst t ime at the Haymarket 
on 22 Aug. 1777, with Banister as Don 
Buffalo. It was published in the same year. 
O’Hara three years later converted Field¬ 
ing’s ‘TomThumb’ (1783) into an opera, with 
original songs, It was first performed at 
Covent Garden on 3 Oct. 1780 ( ib vi. 186). 

Before 1780, when he signed with his 
‘ mark ’ the covenant wit h Ryder, 0'IIara was 
completely blind, but, despite his affliction, 
posed as a brilliant wit and line genllomnu. 
He was notably tall, and was nicknamed 
St. Patrick’s Steeple. A favourite Italian 
gleo of tho day contained the refrain ‘Che 
no' hanno crudeltfl/ and a parody on tins, 
‘Kano O’Hara’s cruel tall/ was written by 
n local wag, which had much popularity in 
Dublin fts a slang song. In his old age lie is 
described as having the appearance of ‘ an 
old fop with spectaoles and an antiquated 
wig, yet withal a polite, sensible, agreeable 
man, the pink of gentility and good brood¬ 
ing, and an amusing companion, though some¬ 
what prosy.’ (VHava in later life isoved from 
King Street., Dublin, to Moleswortli Street j 
hut much of his time was spent on visits to 
the country Beals of his friends. TIo died on 
17 June 1782 in Dublin. Ho left no will. 

Among the songs composed by Torlogh 
O'Carolan [q. v.] on Sligo men from whom 
lie had received hospitality is one entitled 
‘ Kian 0’IIara.’ A translation from Ihe Irish, 
by Furlong, of another—‘TheOup of O’Hara ’ 
—appears m Ilardimau’s ‘Irish Minstrelsy ' 
(vol. i. p. viii). 

O’Hara, like O’Keeffe, was also gifted as 
au artist; his etching of Dr. William King, 
the learned Anglican archbishop of Dublin, 
was copied by Richardson, O’Hara's own 
portrait is still at Annaghmore, tho seat of 
his family in co. Sligo. 

A skit called ‘ Grigri, translated from the 
Japanese into Portuguese/ and clearly shown 
to he O’Hara’s, was first published in the 
‘ Dublin Monthly Magazine' for 1832. ‘ Irish 
Varieties’ by J, I). Herbert, whose real name 
was Dowling, assigns to O’nara the Dublin 
slang song, ‘ Tho night before Larry was 
stretched ;' but we know, on the authority 


of Thomas Moore, that the writ^TtU 
Rev. Dr. Burroughes. ue 

[RecoLloetions of John O’Keaffa; Resist*, 
Trinity 60 U. Dublin j Reminiscences of Michael 
Kelly ; Biographm Dramatics, Dublin, 1782 • ffll 
bort’s Dublin; Archdeacon O'Rorke’s Hist ^ 
Sligo; Registry of Deeds Office, Dublin ■ TwJt 
of the Irish Probate Court; letter Wfcfi 
to Garrick, 3 Juno 1708 ; Manuscript Account 
book of Kane O'Hara in possession of th/pC* 
writer; Irish Monthly Mug. 1832; Ge U «ft 
Account of llie Singe.] W J p 

0’HAR.TAGAIN, OINETH id. 9751 
Irish poet, was a native of tho north of Iri' 
land, and Mb death is recorded by Tighenr- 
nacli under the year 976. A poem on th B 
former grandeur and present desolation of 
Tara, beginning ‘ Domlian. dnthain alainua’ 
(‘Transitory, beautiful World’), i 8 attri¬ 
buted to lnm in tho ‘Leabhar Gabhaln’of 
the O’Olerys. Several long poems nscrihod 
to him occur in the ‘ Dinnsenchus,’a work 
which relates Ihe legendary history of the 
duns, lakes, plains, mountains, and other 
topographical features of Ireland. It gives 
a prose account of each place, followed hv an 
account in verse. 


[Book of Loins!or, fnaaimilo; Book ofBally- 
moto photograph; Transactions of Iborno-Odtir 
Society, Dublin, 1820.] N. Jt. 

O’HEARN, FRANCIS (1763-1801), 
Irish catholic divine, was born at Lismoro. 
cn. Waterford, in 1763, and educated at the 
Irish College in Louvain, where lie was or- 
daiued, a nd aft er wnrdsbecam e a professor, and 
finally rector. Daniel O’Connell [q. y,] was 
fora short time a pupil of his in this college. 
While a student there, O’lloarn attended the 
university of Louvain, and became a member 
of the Flemish ‘nation/ ono of the groups into 
which, in accordance with old custom, the 
university was di vided. Ho became o diligent 
sludeut of the Flemish language; and, more¬ 
over, did much to fostor the language, than 
much in nogleot, among the Flemings them¬ 
selves. lie wrote sovcral poems in Flemish, 
of one of which the Bollaudist Father de 
Buck 1ms remarked that few Flemings of 
that day could produce so good a poem. 

O’Hoarn was an accomplished scholar, and 
spoke several European languages fluently. 
Ho was also an enthusiastic traveller, and 
had made journeys through most of the con¬ 
tinental countries on foot. On one occasion, 
while travelling in Turkey, ho was suspected 
of instigating a rebellion against the sultan, 
and his arrest was ordered; but he escaped 
to Russia, and, it is si at.ed, wandered through 
a port ion of Siberia, and returned to Belgium 
by Norway, a remarkable feat of travelling 
in thoso days. 
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Oil the outbreak of tike revolution in 
Flanders in 1790, O’Hearn took sides witli 
tbe popular leader, Van Yonok, but, finding 
the latter's views too advanced, bo gave bis 
support to another leader of the popular 
party, Van der Noot, whose intimate friend 
ind counsellor he became, Yan der Noot 
sought to enlist the sympathies of the Eng¬ 
lish, German, and Dutch courts, and published 
a manifesto, which he despatched to those 
courts, O’Hearn being sent as envoy to the 
Hague. When the French occupied Belgium 
in 1792, the members of the Irish College of 
Louvain became dispersed, and the building 
was used as a powder-magazine. O’Hearn 
took refuge in Germany, thence returned 
to Ireland, and was appointed parish priest 
of St. Thomas’s in Waterford, where he died 
in 1801. 

[Van Even’s De Ierlander, Francis 0'Hearn, 
Louvain, 1890.] P. L. N. 

O’HELY, PATRICK (d. 1678), Roman 
catholic bishop of Mayo, called in Irish TJa 
Ilcilighe, was a native of Connaught, and 
earlv became a Frauciscnn. Proceeding to 
Spain in the fifth year after making his pro¬ 
fession, he entered the university of Alcala. 
After making much progress in the study of 
theology there, he was summoned to Rome by 
the pros incial of his order, and resided in the 
‘ convent of Ara Ccali.’ His learning came 
to the notice of Gregory XIII, who, on 4 July 
1676, appointed him to the see of Mayo. 
O’Hely set out for liis diocese almost imme¬ 
diately, with a companion, Ccnogh O’Rourke; 
passing through Paris, he landed at Dingle, 
co. Kerry, fie was at onoo arrested and 
brought before the Countess of Desmond, in 
the absence of her husband. She sent him to 
Limerick to be examined, and after impri¬ 
sonment there he was convayod to Kilmal- 
lock. There 0’IIely and his companion, 
O'Rourke, were tried by Sir William Drury 
[q,v.], condemned, and hanged, according 
to Renehan, on 22 Aug. 3678. Other au¬ 
thorities state that at the trial O’Hely sum¬ 
moned Drury to appear before the judgment- 
seat of heaven; and, by deferring the date of 
the trial till late in 1679, they suggest a 
dose coimecliou between O’Hely’s exhorta¬ 
tion and Drury’s death in October of that 
year. There is no mention, howover, of the 
trial or execution in tbe 1 State Papers,’ Ca- 
rew MSS., or 1 Annals of the Four Masters.’ 
O’Hely was buried in the Franciscan con¬ 
vent at Askoaton, oo. Limerick, 

[Wadding’s Annalcs Trium Ordinnm, xd, 
155-8; Bruodinus's Propugnaculum Oatbolicce 
Pidei, pp. 438-7; Roth's Analecta, od. Moran, 
pp. 388, 382; O’Sullovan’s Historite Oath. Hi- 
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beraise Compendium, pp.77, 104-6; DeBurgo's 
Hibernia Dominicans; Brady's Episcopal Suc¬ 
cession, ii. 155-6 ; Gams’s Series Ephcoporum : 
Moran’s Spicilegium OssorienBB, iii, 38-7 ; 
O'Reilly's Irish Martyrs and Confessors, pp, 61- 
53, and Memorials, pp, 28-30; Kenehan’s Col¬ 
lections, pp. 276, 389, &c.; Webb’s Irish Bio¬ 
graphy; Cal. State Papers, Ireland, 1674-85, 
p. 133.] A. F. P. 

O’HEMFSY, DENIS (1606 P-1807), Irish 
harper, whose name is sometimes written 
Hempson, was son of Brian O’Hempsy, and 
was born on his father’s farm at, Craigmore, 
near Garvagk, co. Derry. Local tradition 
assigns ids birth to 1695. At three years of 
age he had small-pox and lost his 9ight, and 
at twelve began to learn to play the harp from 
Bridget O’Cahan, a female harper. He after¬ 
wards received instruction from John Gar- 
ragher, Loehlann O’Fanning, and Patriok 
O'Oonnor, all Connaugktmen. When eighteen 
he lived for a half-year in the house of the- 
Canning family at Garvagh, Air. Canning, 
Squire Gage, and Dr. Bacon subscribed and 
bought him a harp. He then travelled in lie- 
land and Scotland for ten years. Sir J. Camp¬ 
bell of Aghanbmch and many other Scottish 
gentlemen enter! ained him. He paid a second 
visit to Scotland in 1746, and played before 
Prince Charles Edward at Ilolyrood. 

Subsequently ho travelled all over Ireland,, 
and at last Frederick Augustus Hervey, 
fourth earl of Bristol and bishop of Derry 
[q.v.], gave him a house at Magilligan, 
co. Derry, where he ended his days. Lord 
and Lady Bristol came to the house-warm¬ 
ing, and their children danced to his harp. 
In 1781, at the reputed ago of eighty-six, 
he married a woman from the opposite coast 
of Inishowen, and had one daughter. He 
attended the Belfast meeting of harpers in 
1792. He used to play the harp with his 
long crooked nails, oatching the string be¬ 
tween the flesh and the nail, Edward Bunt¬ 
ing, who heard him, says that the intricacy 
anil peculiarity of liis playing amazed him, 
and that his staccato and legato passages, 
double slurs, shakes, turns, graces, &c., com¬ 
prised os great a range of execution asbas Aver 
been devised by modem improvers, His harp, 
which was long preserved at Downhill, co. 
Derry, was made bv Oormac Kelly in 1702 of 
white willow, with a back of fir dug out of 
the bog. The day before he died O'fiempsy 
sot up in bed and ployed a few notes on Ins 
harp to the Eev, Sir Harvey Bruce. He was 
temperate throughout life, drank milk and 
water, and ate potatoes. He died in 1807, 
having, according to tbe ourreilt belief in the 
north of Ireland, attained the age of 112. 
His portrait was published by Bunting. lie 
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is mentioned in Lady Morgan’s * Wild Irish 
Gill.’ 

[Bunting’s Ancient Music of Ireland, Dublin, 
1840.] N. M. 

O’HENEY, MATTHEW (d. 1206), Cis¬ 
tercian biographer and archbishop of Cashel, 
called in Irish Ua Heiuni, was a monk of 
tho Cistercian bouso of Holy Cross in what 
is now Tipperary. He afterwards become 
archbishop of Cashel, and was made papal 
legate for Ireland in 1192 (Ann. Inisfalenses, 
up. O’Oonou, Hey. Jlibeyn. Script, ii. 120). 
In the same year lie hold a great synod in 
Dublin, at which the Irish magnates attended 
(tb.) His name rarely appears except in offi¬ 
cial documents, usually undated, relating to 
the affairs of -various Irish churches (Char- 
tularies of St, Mary's Abbey, Dublin , i. 148, 
146, ii. 28, 29,198', Rolls Ser.; licyister of 
St. Thomas, Dublin, pp. 808,317, Rolls Ser.) 
Tu 1103 he is mentioned as one of the pre¬ 
lates who brought the body of Hugh de Lacy, 
first lord of Meath [q. v.], one of the con¬ 
querors of Ireland, to the abbey of Bectivo 
on the Boyne in Meath, far re-interment 
(Annals of Ireland in Ckartularies of St. 
Mary’s, Dublin, ii. 307). lie is said to have 
founded many churches, and to have been an 
able man, a worker of miracles, and religious 
beyond his fellow-countrymen. Retiring to 
his old monastery of Holy Cross, he died there, 
as a humble Cistercian monk, m 1200 (ib. ii. 
278; Annals of Loch C£, i. 235, Rolls Ser.) 

O’lleney wrote a life of St. Cutlibert of 
Lindis&rne, letters to Popes Celestiue III 
and Innocent III, and other tracts, nono of 
which are known to be extant. 

[In addition to tho authorities cited in the 
text, seo Hardy’s Descriptive Catalogue of Brit. 
MSS. iii. 23; Cotton’s Fasti Eeeloa. Hiborn. i. 5, 
2nd ed.; O. de Visch’a Bibliotli. Cistsro. p. 104; 
Tanner’s Bibliotheca, p. 802; 'Ware’s Works, ad. 
Harris, i. 469, ii. 72; Brady's Episcopal Succes¬ 
sion.] A. M. C-b. 

O’HIGGIN, TEAGUE (d. 1617), Irish 
poet, known in Irish writings as Taalig dall 
Ua hUigimi, tho most famous of his family 
of hereditary poets, was son of Cairhve 
O'Higgin, and brother of Maelmuire O’Hig- 
gin, catholic archbishop of Tuam (State 
Papers, Elis. clix. No. 44). He was born in 
Magh Nenda, the plain between tho rivors 
Erne and Drobhais, on the southern boun¬ 
dary of Ulster, and was blind most of his 
life, whence his Irish sobriquet of ‘ dall.’ His 
earliest extant poom was written before 1564", 
an address of fifty stanzas to Eoglian og Mac- 
Suibbne na dtuath, urging him to make 
friends with Manus O’Donnell [q. v.] and 
Shane O’Neill fq, v.] lie wrote, betweon 
1566 and 1589, apoom of thirty-three stanzas, 


urging the fusion under Cuchonnacht Mu 
guire of the tribos called, from their nn 
costor Oolla DaChrioch, Sil Colla, and in' 



dreBsed a verse panegyric on the O’Neills 

*“■“ t0 ^ugh Luineacli 
O Neill [q. t.J, ‘ Imda sochor ag cloinn Neill’ 


(< Many the privileges belonging to the chil¬ 
dren of Niall ’). In another poem of eighteen 
quatrains, < Lios groins as Emhoin dOlltaibV 
(‘A sunny fort is an Eraania to Ulster 
men’), he praises Shane O’Neill’s residence 


comparing it to Emhain Macha, orEmania’ 
the residence of the most ancient race of 
tho kings of Ulster (Addit. MS. 39614 in 
Brit. Mus.) At Christmas 1677 ho wrote 
a poem of seventy-seven Btanzas describing 
a party at which he was a guest at Turlough 
Lumeack O'Neill’s house of Craoibhe at the 
mouth of tliB Ban, ‘ Nodlilaig do ckuamar 
do’n oliraoibli ’ At Christmas we were at 
the Cranibk ’) (Egerton MS. Ill, fa British 
Musonm). Between 1570 and 1678 was com¬ 
posed his poem of sixty-Bight stanzas in 
praise of Sir Shane MacOliver MacSImne 
MacWilliam Burko, ‘ Ferainn nlmd!,;™ 
criooh Bhanha ’ (' Swordland, the realm of 
Ireland’), in which Burke’s descent from 
Charlemagne is traced. Five texts of this 
poem are extant: in the British Museum 
[Egerton MS. Ill), ill Trinity College,Dublin 
(F. 4.13), in the Royal Irish Academy (23. L. 
17 and 23 N. 11), and one in Mr. S. H. 
O’Grady’s collection. A poetioal address to 

■o:_i_J ir. n ni:_- *d_-! ,_, 



about 1680. It asserts that chief's right to 
be inaugurated MacWilliam, tlie Irish title 
corresponding to the marquisate of Clan- 
ricarde. After 1681 he wrote a poem of 
forty-two stanzas, ‘ Tanac oidhche go heas- 
ooille ’ (‘ One niglit I came to Eascoille’), 
which describes a night which he spent m 
the house of Maelmora MncSuihhne fa the 
north of Donegal. He was at Drumleene 
in tho parish of Olonleigh, co. Donegal, in 
.Tunc 1688, and there wrol e ‘ Maighen diogUla 
druim lighen’ (‘A field of vengeance is Drum- 
loene ’), a poom of forty-five stanzas, lament¬ 
ing the battle about to take place between 
Sir Hugh O'Donnell and Turlough Luineacli 
O’Neill, then encamped on the other side 
of the river Finn. He advises O’Donnell to 

f o homo and dismiss his clansmen. In 1687 
e composed a feeling lamont of thirty- 
seven stanzas for Catlial og O’Connor Sligo, 
his patron, ‘ Derram cuntas a okatkoil ’ (‘ Let 
us balance our account, O Cathal I'); and be- 
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fore 1688 an address of forty-five stanzas to 
Mdr, wife of Domlinall MaoTadhg Mac- 
Cathail og O'Connor Sligo, ‘A mhor cuim- 
nig in eumonn ’ (‘0 Mor, remember tbe 
affection '). About 1688 be wrote a warlike 
address of seventy stanzas urging Sir Brian 
na Murtha O'Rourke [q. v.J to organise a 
great attack on the English; it begins, ‘D'fior 
chogaid cbomaillter sitnchaia senl'hocal nacli 
aaroighter ’ (‘ With a man of war it is that 
peace is observed, the proverb cannot be 
overcome’). Between 1666 and 1689 he 
wrote a poem of thirty-nine stanzas, ‘ Mairg 
fhechus ar iniscbeithleann 1 (‘ Woe for him 
that looks on Enniskillen’), telling of a 
visit paid by him to Cuchonnacht dg, chief 
of the Maguires, and containing an admi¬ 
rable description of the daily lire and sur¬ 
roundings of a powerful Irish chief in his 
castle. Other poems, undoubtedly his, but 
of uncertain date, are ‘Iomnhuin baile 
brugh Leithbhir ’ (‘Dear town of Lifford’), 
forty-four verses in praise of the county 
town of Donegal ; ‘ Dia do blieatha a 
mlieic Mliagnuis ’ (‘ God save you, son of 
Manus ’), an address of 124 verses to Aedh 
MacMnglinuis O’Donnell j an epigram on the 
sept of Mac an Bhaird; ' Euaras fein im 
moith 0 mhnaoi ’ I myself got good butter 
from a woman’), a poem against bad butter 
(copies of these four poems exist in the 
library of the Royal Irish Academy) j ‘Fear 
dana an fear so shiar ’ (‘ A man of song this 
western man ’), printed, with a translation 
by Theopkilus O'Flanagan, in 1808 (Trans¬ 
actions of Oaelia Sooiety of Dublin). His 
last poem; ‘ Sluagaeisir tainic dom ting’ (‘ A 
band of six men came into my house’), has 
been printed, with a translation by 8. IT. 
O’Grady ( Catalogue of Irish Manscripts in 
theSritish Museum). There is acopy in the 
library of Trinity College, Dublin (u. 1.17. 
f. Il6 V). The poem is a Batire on six 
O’Haias who had plundered his house. 

O'Higgin’a verses are written in natural and 
not pedantic lang nage, and most of them show 
a genuine vein of poetry, while they give a 
complete view of the learning, the habits, the 
friends, and the political viaws of an Irish 
hereditary poet, and of the rewards and 
dangers of Ilia calling. He consistently ad¬ 
vocated the laying aside of old fends, the 
union of the Irish nations or clans, and. the 
expulsion or extermination of the English. 
Sixteen other men of letters of his family 
are mentioned in the chronicles, of whom 
tbe more important were: 

Tadhg Mdr O’lliggin (d. 1816), poet, 
described by tbe chroniclers as ‘ a universal 
proficient in every branch of art appertain¬ 
ing to poetry.’ He was tutor to Haghnus 
VOL. XIV. 
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O’Connor Connacht, who died in 1293. He 
instructed him in warlike exercises, as well 
as in letters, and taught him. to despise any 
bed-clothes but a shirt of mail. O’Higgin 
wrote ‘ Cach 6a mar a adhba ’ (‘ Every bird 
after his nest ’), a poem of forty-two four-line 
stanzas, in the hectosyllabic metre known 
as rinnard, addressed to his pupil. 

Tadhg <5g O’Higgin (d. 1448), poet, son 
of Tadhg, son or Gillacohunb, the elder 
O’Hiegin, was trained in the poetic art by 
his brother, Ferghal ruadb, chief of the 
O’Higgins, and became bard to Tadhg O’Con¬ 
nor Sligo, and afterwards from 1403 to 
1110 to Tadhg MacMaelsheachainn O’Kelly, 
oliief of Ui Maine in Connaught, In 1897 
he wrote 1 Da roinn comhtkroma ar chrich 
Neill’ (‘Two equal parts in the territory of 
Nial’), a poem of forty-seven stanzns, on the 
inauguration as O’Neill of Nial og O’Neill, in 
which he explains that Ulster alone is equal 
to Connaught, Leinater, Munster, and Meath 
combined. lie wrote another poem of 
thirty-six stanzas to the same chief, ‘ O naird 
tnaia tie in cliabair’ (‘ Help comes from the 
north ’). In 1403 he wrote ‘ Mor mo chuid 
do chunnaid Thaidg’ (‘ Great my sharo in 
tbe grief for Tadhg’) on the death of O’Con¬ 
nor Sligo, and in 1410 one of forty stanzas 
on the death of Tadhg O'Kelly, ‘ Anois do 
tuigfi.de Tadhg’ (‘Now Tadhg might he 
understood'). He also wrote forty-one 
stanzas, ‘ Fuilngidh bar len a leth Ohuinn ’ 
(‘Endure your woe, O northern half of 
Ireland!’), on the death of Ulick MacWil- 
liam Ioclitair, or Burke; a religious poem 
of thirty-one stanzas, ‘Atait tri comhraic 
im chioun ’ (' Three combatants are before 
me ’) ; and a lament of twenty-eight verses, 

‘ Anooht sgaoiledh na scola’ (‘ To-night tbe 
schools are loosed’), for his elder brother. 
Ferghal ruadh. This last was written when 
he was thirty years old. 

Domlinall' O'Higgm (d. 1602), poet, bom 
in Sligo, was son of Brian O’Higgin, and 
is described in the 'Annals of the Four 
Masters ’ as ‘ professor of poetry to the 
sohoolB of Ireland.’ He wrote a poem of 
thirty-three stanzas in praise of Ian Mac¬ 
Donald, ‘ Misde nach SdmarEire’(‘Somuch 
the worse that Ireland is not jealous’). He 
died on his return from a pilgrimage to 
Oompostella. 

Mnthgkamkain O’Higgin (11. 1684), poet, 
was bard to the O’Byrnes of Wicklow. He 
wrote a poem of 120 verses in praise of 
Leinster, and of Feidklimidh O'Byrne, 
Ored do ohosg cogadk Laigheann ’ (' What 
has checked the war of Leinster? ’); and 
a devotional poem, ‘Naomhtha an obair 
iomradk De’ (‘A holy work it is to hold 

3 a 
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discourse of God ’), of which there is a copy 
in the British Museum (Egerton MS. Ill). 

Cormac O’Higgin {fl. 1500), poet, sou of 
Gillacolumh O'lliggin, wrote a lament of 
forty-five stanzas on the death of Sir 
Donnchndh og O’Oonnor Sligo, ‘ Sion choit- 
chenn chumaidh Ghaoidhel ’ (‘ Common 
blast of Irish sorrow’). 

Maohnuire O’lliggin (d. 1591), poet, bro¬ 
ther of Tadhg dill O’lliggin, became arch¬ 
bishop of Tuum, was a friend of O’Connor 
Sligo, and died at Antwerp, after visiting 
Rome, early in loOl. lie wrote a touching 
poem of twelve ter-ses on the uncertainty 
of life, even in the Lime between sowing corn 
and eating bread, ‘ A fliir threbas in tulaig ’ 
(‘ O man that ploughest the hillside'), of 
which there is a copy in the British Museum 
(Egerton MS. 111). Ho also wrote ‘A fliir 
theidh go fiodli fuunidh ’ (‘ 0 man who gonst 
to Ihe land of sunset ’), a poem in praise of 
Ireland, of 136 versos; and some religious 
poems. 

Domlinnll O’lliggin (Jl. 1000), pout, son 
of Thomas O’lliggin, wrote a poem of 164 
verses on the inauguration of Turlough 
Luineach O’Neill, ‘ Da thog Eire fear gaire * 
(‘ Ireland has chosen a watchman ’). 

[S. H. O’Gnuly’s Catalogue of the Irish Manu- 
scripts in the Biitieli Museum, in which several 
illustrative examples of the poems of the O'llig- 
gms nro printed for I hi first time, with excellent 
translations ; E. O'Reilly in Transactions of tho 
Iherno-Celtic Society, Dublin, 1820; Annala 
Biogbacbtn. Eircatm, ert. O'Donovan, Dublin, 
18ol; Tribes and Customs of Tly-Mnny, ed. 
O'Donovan; Annals of Loch Cd (Rolls Rev.), ed. 
ITonnossy, 1871; Manuscripts in British Mn^um, 
Egerton 111 and Additional 29014.] N. M. 

O’HIGGINS, Dost AMBROSIO, M ab¬ 
bots tin OsmiNO (1720 P-1801), viceroy of 
Peru, originally Ambrose ITisoinp, was born 
about 1720, of bumble parents, on the Suiu- 
mevhill estate,noftrDangan Castle, co. Meath, 
and as a small hoy used to carry letters to the 
post for Lady Boetive. lie was seat to au 
unole, a jeauil, in Cadiz, hut, having no incli¬ 
nation for tho church, went out wit h a small 
parcel of goods to South America to try his 
fortune. lie landed at Buenos Ayres, made 
his way across the pampas and cordilleras to 
Santiago, and thence to Limn, where he set 
up a stall under the platform of tho cathe- { 
dral, and hawked his goods as a pedlar, with 
little success. Subsequently he got leave to 
construct casuchas, or rest-places, in the cor¬ 
dillera, so as to open up a route between 
Chili and Mendoza, in which work lie was 
employed about 1760, Ten years lat er the 
viceroy of Chili sent him as a captain of 
cavaliy against the Araucaniaa Indians, 


whom he defeated, and founded the fort of 
San Carlos, which still exists. He gamed 
the goodwill of the Indians by his justice 
and humanity, and recovered some territory 
which the Spaniards had lost. In recogni¬ 
tion of his services, he was made a colonel 
7 Sept. 1777, and soon after became o bri™. 
dier-general. In 1786 the viceroy Crou 
appointed him intendant of Concepcion. He 
entertained the French circumnavigator 
Galaup de la Pfirouse with great courtesy 
when he visited Concepcion on his last 
voyage, no appears to have romanced to La 
rfirouee about bis origin, as the Frenchman 
records that ‘ Monsr. Iliguins ’ was one of 
those who suffered for their devotion to tfo 
Stuart cause, lie founded the city of San 
Ambrosio de Bullonar, and constructed the 
rood from Santiago to Valparaiso. In 1789 
he became a major-general, and was appointed 
viceroy of Chili. At Ibis time he prefixed 
the O’ to his patronymic of Hfoo ins. He sent 
home a sum of monoy to a London banking 
house for his relativos, and appointed os his 
almoner Father ICellet, the parish priest of 
Summerhill, who reported that his kinsfolk 
were very poor and very improvident, In 1792 
he rebuilt tho city of Osorno, which had been 
burned bv the Indians, and wus created a mar¬ 
quis. In 1704ho bocame a lieutenant-general, 
and the year after viceroy of Peru. On 16 Hay 
1790 be handedovor the government of Chili 
to Rezabal y Ugarte, proceeded to Oallno, 
and entered Lima in state on 24 July 1706. 
The eulogy pronounced at Ms public recep¬ 
tion in the theatre of Lima, 10 Ang. 1798, 
was published (Brit. Mus.) Early inhis vice- 
royalty ho hofriauded his fellow-countryman 
John or Juan Mackenna [q. v.], who thus 
commenced a distinguished career under his 
aubpicea. 

When the war broke out between Eng¬ 
land and Spain in 1797, O’niggins took 
active measures for the defence of the coast, 
strengthening Callao and erecting a fort at 
Pisco. During his brief administration he 
dovot ed his, cliiof attention to the improve¬ 
ment of tho lines of communication. He 
died suddenly at Lima, after a short illness 
on 18 March 1801. lie loft a natural son, 
Bernardo O’Higgins, horn in 1780, and edu¬ 
cated in England, who served on the popu¬ 
lar side in Chili during the war of liberation, 
and became liberator of Chili and president 
of tliecongress. After pnsRing many years in 
retirement, lie died in 1846 (see Appleton; 
Dipso Baeras Abana, lli&toria General de 
Chile, 1891, and Brit. Mux. Cat.) 

[Applvtou’b Etic, Amer. Hiogr. under '0'Hig- 
gius;’ Markham’s Ilist. of Poru, Chicago, 1898 ] 

H, M. C, 
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OHTHERE (Jl. 8S0), maxitime explorer, 
was a Norseman by bu’tli, -wlio entered the 
service of AElfred the Groat probably soon 
after the peace of Wedmore (878), or the 
frith of 88b. He was rich, he tells us, whan 
he came to seek King iE tired, in what was 
the chief wealth of the Northmen. For he 
had six hundred reindeer, all tamed by him¬ 
self,ascore of sheep, and oneof swine j heaven 
did a little tillage j ‘ and what he ploughed, 
he ploughed with horses.’ He may possibly 
have been connected with the house of Ottar 
Ohthere) TIoimseS, mentioned in the ‘ Icc- 
andic Land-nama-hok,’ or Settler’s Regis¬ 
ter. What we know of him for ceilain comes 
entirely from the account of himself and his 
voyages that he gave ‘ his lord Kingriilfred.’ 
This account appeared in the West-Saxon 
king's version ot the universal history of 
Paulus Qrosrns, completed between 878 and 
901, the year of .rElired’s death. In it refe¬ 
rence appears to be made to two distinct 
journeys made by Ohthere at the bidding of 
King /EU'red—one to tlio north, the other to 
the south. Both were probably undertaken 
between 880 and 900. 

On his first journey, which he undertook 
for the ohjocts of discovery and trade, Ohthere 
started Irom his native district of Ilaloga- 
land, the furthest of the Noroe settlements 
towards Lapland, ‘ by the West Sea.’ He 
wishod to ‘ find out how far the country 
went on to the north, and whether any one 
lived north of the waate 1 that lay beyond 
Halogaland; he also wont to find the walrus 
or ‘ hoise whale,’ because of the ‘ good bone 
in its teeth ’ and the usefulness of its hide 
for ship ropes. 

To begin with, he sailed due north for 
three days, ‘as far as the whale hunters 
ever go, 1 and then beyond this for throe days 
more, round the North Cape of Europe, Now 
the land begun to turn eastward, and he 
stayed a little, waiting for a western wind, 
with the help of which he wont eastward, 
along tho north coast of Lapland, for four 
da)s; and then, as the laua began to ruu 
south, ‘ quite to the inland sen,' he sailed five 
days moie before the north wind. Crossing 
what we now cull the White Sea, he entered 
the mouth of tho Dwma, close to the spot 
where Archangel was built in 1683,and where 
even then he found the country inhabited. 
Beween llalogaland and this point all was 
wants, except lor a few hunters and fishers. 
Ohthere traded, as no English sailors and few 
Norsemen had done, with these * Biarmiaus ’ 
of the Dwina— Russians of ‘Permia,’ a dis¬ 
trict in the north-east of Russia—and they 
told him many stories about the country, 
which he leaves as doubtful, ‘becauBo he 


could nob see the things they spoke of with 
his own eyes.’ But he thought the language 
of these people was the same os that of the 
Finns. Beyond the White Sea he does not 
seem to have gone. 

On his second voyage he started from Halo¬ 
galand, north of Trondhjem, and reached a 
port on the south of Norway, called Scirin- 
gesheal, apparently in the fiord of Christiania, 
and thence sided on to Haddeby, near SleB- 
wick, 1 where the English dwelt before they 
came into this country ’ (Britain), The chief 
interest of the second journey is in relation 
to jElfred's ‘ Description of Europe; ’ for it 
helped the king to fix with remarkable accu¬ 
racy, for tho tmiB, the localities of the people 
and countries of the European ‘Northland.’ 

[rillfi'ed’s Anglo-Saxon version of Orosius’s 
Universal History; Dr. Bosworth’a edition ot 
Voyages of Ohthore and W al&tan, &c., Pauli’s 
Lifo of Alfred tho Great; Corpus Poatauum 
Boreale,] 0. R. B. 

O'HURLEY, DERMOT (1619 P-1684), 
archbishop of Cashel, called in Irish Dior- 
maib Ua Hurthuile, the son of William 
O'Huriey, by his wifo, Honora O’Brien of 
the O'Briens of Thomond, was born about 
1619. His father, a well-to-do farmer at 
Lycodoon in the parish of Knoeltoa, near 
Limerick, also acted as agent for the Earl of 
Deamond. Being destined for a learned pro¬ 
fession, he -was sent, after receiving what edu¬ 
cation was possible for him in Ireland, to Lou¬ 
vain, where he took his degree with applause 
in the canon and civil law. Afterwards he 
appears to have gone to Paris, and about 1669 
he was appointed professor of philosophy at 
Louv ain, Subsequently he held the chair of 
canon law for four years at Rheims, where he 
acquired an unhappy notoriety for contract¬ 
ing debts. HothenproeeededtoRome,where 
lie became deeply engaged in the plans of the 
Irish exiles against Elizabeth's government. 
On 11 Sept. 1681 he was appointed by Gre¬ 
gory XIII to the see of Cashel, vacant since 
1678 by the death of Maurice Fitzgibbon, 
and on 27 Nov. he received the pallium in 
full consistory. He was a mere layman, at the 
time, and a contemporary congratulates him 
on the triple honour thus conferred on himi— 

Quid dicam? vel quid mii'er? nova onlmina? 
mirer 

Uno to p.assu tot salntse grains t 
Una sacordotem ereat, una et episenpon bora, 

Archiepiscopon et te facit bora bimul. 

In the following summer lie set out from 
Rome to take possession of his diocese, pro¬ 
ceeding by way of Rheims, where he dis¬ 
charged ins debts 'recte et gratiose/ and 
where he was in August detained for a time 

Se2 
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by a severe illness. lie embarked at Cher¬ 
bourg, and landed at Skerries, a little to the 
north of Dublin, about tho beginning of 
September. His baggage and papers he had 
sent by another vessel, which was captured 
by pirates, and in this way government was 
apprised of his intentions, and caused a sharp 
outlook to be kept for him at the principal 
ports. Disguising himself, and attended by 
only one companion, Father John Dillon, he 
made his way to Waterford; but being re¬ 
cognised there by a government agent, he 
retraced his steps to Slane Castle, where he 
lay for some time concealed in a secret 
chamber. Becoming more confident, he ap¬ 
peared at tho public table, where his con¬ 
versation aroused the suspicions of the chan¬ 
cellor, Sir Robert Dillon. Finding himself 
suspected, he proceeded by a circuitous route 
to Carrick-on-Suir, where, with Ormonde’s 
help, ho was shortly afterwards, about the 
beginning of October, captured. lie was 
taken to Dublin, and committed to prison. 
Being brought before tho lords-justioes Arch¬ 
bishop Loi'tus and Sir Henry Wallop for 
examination, little of importance was elicited 
from him, though he admitted that ho was 
‘one of the House of Inquisition,’ and his 
papers revealed his correspondence with the 
Earl of Desmond and Viscount Baltinglas. 
Wokingham recommended the use of ‘ tor¬ 
ture, or any other severe manner of proceed¬ 
ing to gain his knowledge of all foreign prac¬ 
tices against her majesty’s state; ’ but the 
lords justices, especially Loftus, were loth, 
out of respect for his position and learning, 
to resort to such extreme measures, and, on 
the ground that they had neither rack nor 
other instrument of terror, advised that he 
should be sent to London. Walsinghom, 
however, impressed with the dangerous na¬ 
ture of his mission, suggested toasting his 
feet against the fire with hot boots, and a 
commission having been made out to Water- 
house and Fenton for that purpose, O'Hurley 
was subjected to the most excruciating tor¬ 
ture. lie bore tho ordeal with extraordinary 
patience and heroism, and was taken back to 
prison more dead than alive. Torture having 
failed, and government being advised that, 
an indictment for treason committed abroad 
would not lie, and fearing to run the risk of 
a trial by jury, O’Hurley, after nine months' 
imprisonment, was condemned by martial 
law. The warrant for his execution was 
signed by Loftus and Wallop on 20 Juno 
1684, ana next day, very early in tho morn¬ 
ing, he was executed, being hanged for 
greater ignominy with a witheu rope, at a 
lonely spot in the outskirts of the city, pro¬ 
bably near wherB the Catholic University 


Church now stands in St. Stephen’s Green 
Ills remains were interred at the place of 
execution, but were privately removed bv 
William Fitzsimon, a citizen of Dublin, who 
placed them in a wooden urn, and deposited 
them in the church of St. Kevin. His grave 
became famous among the faithful for several 
miracles reputed to have taken place there 
According to Stnnihursl ( Descript . of Ireland 
ch. vii.), one Derby Hurley, ‘a civilian and 
philosopher,’ wrote ‘ In Aristotelis Physics.’ 

[Botlio’s An.ilocta Sacra nova et aura de 
rebus Oatholicorum in Hibernia, ed. Moran 
Dublin, 1884, contains noarly all that is known 
about him. Rathe’s account has been trans¬ 
lated, with additions and notes, by Myles 
O'lleilly in Memorials of those who suffered for 
the Catholic Faith in Ireland, London, 1868, pp 
66 - 81 . A short devotional life by Dean Kinauo 
was published at Dublin in 18D3. In R. Ver- 
btegan’b Thealrnm Crudelitatum literati corum 
nostri temporis there ia a elcctoli of O’Hurley 
undergoing torture and of his death by hanging, 
liruodir.ua (Catalogns Mnrtjrum Hibomorum.p. 
447) odds othor tortures besides ‘ tho boot,’ for 
which there is no good authority. Other refer¬ 
ences are : Records of tho English Catholics, 
vol. ii., containing Letters und Memorials of 


leven Bearo’a Historic Ibernho Compendium, 
tom, 2, lib. iv. eh. xix, translated in Ranehan’s 
Collections,p.263; Irish Ecclesiastical Record, 
i. 476; Bogwell’s Deland under the Tudors, iii. 
118.] B. D. 

O'HUSSEY,_ EOOnAIDn {Jl. 1630), 
Irish poet, in Irish UahEodhasa, belonged to 
a northorn family of hereditary poets and his¬ 
torians, of which the earliest famous member 
was Aanghus, who died in 1360. Another 
Aenghubaiedinl480,andinl518Ciothruadh, 
son of Athnirne O'Hnssey, whose poem, 
‘ Buime na bliflleadh fail Ruarcach ’ (‘ Nurse 
of the poets, tho blood of the O’Rourkes ’), is 
still oxtant. Soon after his time the iamily 
became chief poets to Maguire of Fermanagh. 
Eoohaidh began to write whan vory young 
(in 1693), and hisearliost poem is ontlieescape 
of Aedh ruadh O’Donnell from Dublin Oastle 
in 1692. It contains 228 versos. Rewrote four 
poems, of 608 versos in all, on Ouchonacht 
M agnire, lord of Fermanagh, and seven poems 
on his son, Hugh Maguire [q. v.] He travelled 
and, like all the poets, wrote panegyrics on 
his hosts. Of this kind are his poems, of 
two hundred verses, on Tadhg O’Rourke of 
Breifne; on Eoghan dig MacSweeny of Done¬ 
gal j on Feidhlimidh O’Beirne, and on Richard 
da Burgo MacWilliam of Connaught. He 
wrote a poetic address of 162 verses to Hugh 
O’Neill, the groat earl of Tyrone [q. V.], and 
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one of forty-four verses to Itory O'Donnell, 
aarl of Tyrconnel [q. v.] He also wrote nu¬ 
merous poems on general subjects, such as ‘ A 
dbuine na keaslainte ’ (‘ O man of ill-health 1 ’), 
in praise of temperance, and an address to 
the Deity. There are copies of his poems in 
the library of the Royal Irish Academy, 

[Transactions of Iberno-Celtic Society, Dub¬ 
lin, 1820; Annala Riogbachta Eirounn, ed, 
O’Donovan, Dublin, 1851.] N. M. 

0’HHSSEYor O’HEOGHTTSA, MAEL- 
BRIGHDE (d. 1014), who Bigned himself in 
Latin BmaiDPS Hossbus, and adopted in re¬ 
ligion the name Bona ventura, Irish Francis¬ 
can, was horn in the diocese of Clogher in 
Ulster, and admitted on 1 Nov. 1007 one of 
the original members of the Irish Franciscan 
monastery or college of St. Anthony of Padua 
at Louvain (Irish Reel. Record, 1870, vii. 41). 
He had previously been at Douay (September 
1006), and wrote thence in Irish to Father 
Robert Nugent asking him to use his infl ueuce 
to get the president of the college to send him 
to Louvain, because it was the best place ior 
theological studies, and because the son of 
O'Neill was likely to be in that neighbour¬ 
hood. He mentions that he had been asked 
to go to Salamanca or Valladolid (Oaledulit) 
{Cal. State Papers, Ireland, 1003-0, p. 311). 
He became lecturer at Louvain, first in 
philosophy, and afterwards in theology, and 
he held the office of guardian of the college 
at the time of hie death from, small-pox, on 
15Nov. 1014 (Moran, Spicilegium Oasorieme , 
iii. 62). He was held in the greatest esteem 
by his countrymen on account of his pro¬ 
found knowledge of the language and history 
of Ireland. 

His works, all composed in the Irish lan¬ 
guage, are : 1. A Christian catechism, en¬ 
titled ‘AnTeagaeg Oriosdaidhe ann so, Arna 
drama do Bonablrentura o Eodhasa, brathair 
bochd dord SanProinsi as accolaisde S. Antoin 
a Lobh&in ’ [Louvain, 1608,16mo], reprinted 
Antwerp, 1011, 8vo; and Rome, 1707, 8vo. 
It has a preface of thirty-two lines of verse. 
The Roman edition is called the second on 
the title-page; it was revised by Philip Ma¬ 
guire of the college of St. Isidore in Rome 
and a friar of the order of St. Francis (Irish 
note, p. 269, recte 260). The copy of the 
edition of 1611 in the Grenville Library in 
the British Musoum has the frontispiece of 
St. Patrick, wkioli is wanting in most copies. 
2. A metrical abridgment of Christian doe- 
trine. beginning ‘ Ataid tri Doirse air teach 
nDe ’ There are three doors to the houso 
of God’), Printed at the end of Andrew 
Donlevy’s 1 Irish Catechism,’Paris, 1042, pp. 
487-98, 8. A poem for a dear friend of lus 


who fell into heresy,‘ Truagh liom a chom- 
pain do clior ’ (‘ Sad to me, oh companion, 
thy turn ’), printed in the 1707 edition of his 
1 Teagasg Oriosdaidhe,’ pp, 237-56. Manu¬ 
scripts in Sloane oolleotion, British Museum, 
No. 3607, art. 7, and EgertonMS. 128, art. 4. 
The friend was Miler Magrath [q, v.], first 
protestant archbishop of Cashel. 4. ‘Gabh 
aitlir eachas uaim ’ (‘Accept my repentance ’), 
written on entering the order of St. Francis, 
Sloane MS. 3607, art. 8; another copy in 
Egerton MS, 196, art. 16. 6. ‘Truagh cor 
chloinne adharmh' (‘ Sad the state of Adam’s 
family ’), on the vanity of the world, trans¬ 
lated from the Latm of St. Bernard, Sloane 
MS. 3607, art. 9; another copy in Egerton 
MS. 196, art. 16. 6. A poem, of 184 verses, 
‘ Idngnadh m’aslaing a nEamliain ’ (‘ Won¬ 
drous my vision in the Navan fort ’), on the 
inauguration of Rolfe MacMahon as chief 
of his clan, Egerton MS. Ill, art. 80. 7, ‘ A 
Poem for tlieDaughter of Walter [. . .] to 
console her for the Death of her Son and 
heir,’ Egerton MS. Ill, art. 81. 8. A poem 
in. praise of Folim, son of Feagh McHugh 
O’Byme, and of the province of Leinster, 
manuscript in Royal Irish Academy. 

[Anderson's N.itivoInsli, pp. 60,273 ; Bibl. 

Grenvillinna; O'C'urry’e Cat of lush MSS. in 
But. Mub. ; O'Reilly’s IriBh Writers, p. 168 ; 
Cut. of Library of Trinity College, Dublin ; Wad¬ 
ding’s Script ores Ordims JVlinorum, p.fifl; Ware's 
Writers of Ireland (Harris), p. 102.] T. 0. 

O’KANE, EAOHMAROACH (1720- 
1790), Irish harper, for whose Irish Chris¬ 
tian name Acland or Echlin is sometimes 
substituted, was born at Drogheda in 1720. 
He was of a northern family, and was taught 
to play the harp by Cornelius Lyons, harper 
to the Earl of Antrim. He travelled to Romo 
and played before Prince Charles Edward 
Stuart there. He then visited France, and 
went on to Madrid, where he played to the 
Irish gentlemen living at that court, who 
praised him to the king ; hut his uproarious 
habits did not suit SpaniBb decorum, and he 
had to walk to Bilbao with his harp on his 
back. After returning to Ireland he went to 
Scotland, and there made many journeys 
from house to house. Sir Alexander Mac¬ 
Donald in Skye gave him a silver harp-key, 
long in the family, and originally left by 
another Irish harper, Ruaidhri Daft O’Cath- 
ain, or O’Kane. The gift is mentioned by Bos¬ 
well in the ‘ Tour to the Hebrides.’ O’Kane 

S ed all the old native airs, os well as the 
le and bass parts of Corelli’s oorrenti in 
oonoert with other music. 

[Bunting’s Ancient Music of Ireland ; Bos¬ 
well’s Journal of a Tour to the Hebrides.] 

N. M. 
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OKE, GEORGE COLWELL (1821- 
1874), legal writer, born at St, Columb 
Major, Cornwall, on 8 Eeb. 1821, was son 
of William Jane Oke. He commenced life 
as a solicitor's accountant, but by 1848 was 
acting as assistant-cleric to tbe Newmarket 
bench of justices. In 1866 ho became assist¬ 
ant-clerk to the lord mayor of London, and 
in 1864 succeeded to the chief clerkship, 
Oke’s knowledge of criminal law and of its 
practical application brought him a high re¬ 
putation. He died on 9 lan. 1874 at Rose- 
dale, St. Mary’s Rond, Pcckham, and was 
buried on the 16th at Nunhead cemetery, 
Ho married first Eliza Neile Hawkins (d. 
1808), and secondly, on 20 April 1870, 
Georgiana Percy, stepdaughter of G. M. 
Harvey, of Upper Norwood, 

Oke was author of many standard legal 
works, including: 1. ‘ The Synopsis of Sum¬ 
mary Convictions,’ 8vo, 1848, better known 
by the title of its second odition (1819) as 
'Oke’s Magisterial Synopsis ’ (14th edit, by 
Mr, IT. L. Stephen, 1893). 2. ‘An Im¬ 
proved System of Solicitors’ Book-keeping,’ 
8vo, 1840. S. ‘ Oke’s Magisterial Formulist,’ 
8vo, 1860 (7th edit, by Mr. H. L. Stephen, 
1893). 4. 1 Tho Laws of Turnpike Roads,’ 
12mo, 1854 (and 1860). 6. ‘ The Friendly 
Societies’ Manual,’ 12mo, 1856 ; withdrawn 
from circulation owing to its infringing tile 
copyright of another work. 8. 'A Handy 
Book of the Game and Fishery Laws,’ 12mo, 
1861 (enlarged editions by J. W. Willis 
Bund). 7. ‘ Justices’ Clerks’ Accounts, 1 8vo, 
1808. 8. 1 London Police and Magistracy,’ 
8vo, 1803. 9. 'Friendly Societies’Accounts,’ 
12mo, 1804. 10.' The Laws as to licensing 
Inns/ 8vo, 1872 (2nd edit, by W. Cunning¬ 
ham Glen, 1874). He wrote also 'Tho 
Magisterial Laws of London,’ which was 
announced in 1863 to be published by sub¬ 
scription, but it never appeared. 

[Bouse and Courtney’s Bibl. Cormib,; Bonso’s 
Collect. Cornub.; Times, 10 and 12 Jan, 1874; 
llluatr. Lond. News, lxiv. 80 (with portrait); 
Graphic, ix. 124, 131 (with portrait); Law 
Times, 17 Jan. 1874, p. 207.] G. G. 

O’KEARNEY or CARNEY (O’OEAR- 
NUIDH), JOHN {d. 1600 P), Irish divine. 
[See EmBNUY,] 

O’KEEFE, EOGHAN (1660-1726), Irish 

5 oet, was born at Glenville, co. Cork, in 
066. He married early, and had a son, 
whom he brought up to be a prieBt, but who 
died at Rochelle in Franco in 1709 while 
studying theology. He wrote a poem of 
fifty-six verses, ‘An tan naeh faioim fear’ 
(‘When I do not see a man ’), on the death 
of this son. His wife had died in 1707, and 


Eoghan himself entered the church and be- 
came parish priest of Doneraile, eo, Cork. He 
was president of the bardie meetings held 
at Oharleville, co. Cork, till his ordination 
He wrote ‘ Ar trensgradh i nEacbd’urmm 
do shiol Eibhir’ (‘All that at Aughrim 
are laid low of the seed of Ebei ’), a poem 
of eight stanzas, lamenting the defeat and 
denouncing the victors. It has been printed 
with a translation, by S. II. O'Grady. He 
also wrote many other poems which were 
current in the south of Ireland as long as 
Irish was generally road there. He died on 
6 April 1720, and was buried at Oldcourt 
near Doneraile. A local slonecutter named 
Donough O’Daly carved an epitaph on his 
tombstone, which slates that he was a wise 
and amiable man, an active parish priest, and 
0 learned scholarly poet ‘ a lipriomhthean- 
gadh a dlmilhcho agus a shinnseor’(‘in the 
original language of his country and his 
ancestors ’). Dr. John O’Brien, 'bishop of 
Oloyne, also wrote a short epitaph in verse. 

[O’Daly’s Poets and Poetry of Munster, Dub¬ 
lin, 184D ; S. II. O’G rally’s Catalogue of tho Irish 
Manuscripts in tho British Musoum; O’Heilly 
ill Transactions of Iborno-Celtio Society, 1820; 
Egerton MS. 154 in British Musoum.] N. M, 

O’KEEFFE, JOHN (1747-1883), dra¬ 
matist, descended from an old catholio stock 
which had gradually sunk under tke burden 
of the penal laws, was born in Abbey Street, 
Dublin, on 24 June 1747. His father was 
a native of King’s Oounty, his mother an 
O’Oonnor of co. Wexford. He was educated 
by Father Austin, a josuit, who kept aschool 
in Saul’s Court. He afterwards studied art 
in tlia Dublin school of design, together 
with a brother Daniel. Tho latter exhibited 
fourteen miniatures at the Royal Academy, 
London, between 1771 and 1786 (Ghaves, 
Catalogue ). But John had meanwhile been 
attracted to tbe stage by a perusal of 
Farquhar's plays. At fifteen he attempted 
a comedy—' The Gallant,’ in five acts—and 
he ai’torwards obtained an engagement as on 
actor with Henry Mossop [q. v.j, the Dublin 
lessee, aftor reciting to him some passages 
from Jaifier’s part. lie remained a member 
of Mossop’s stock company for twelve years. 
In the season of 1770-1 he played Gratiano 
at the Capel Street Theatre to Maeklin’s 
Shylock, But when he had reached Ms 
twenty-third year his eyesight began to fail, 
an alllictioa against which he long struggled, 
but, as in tho ease of his dramatic contem¬ 
porary, Kane O’Hara [q.v.T, it ended in 
complete blindness about 1797. 

While etill an actor, O’Keeffe tried his 
hand at playwriting, and in 1773 his farce 
‘ Tony Lumpkin in Town,’ founded on Gold* 
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smith's ‘ She Stoops to Conquer,’ was pro¬ 
duced in Dublin. The author sent it 
anonymously to Oolman, the manager of the 
Haymarket Theatre in London, and on 
2 July 1778 it was put on the stage there 
with considerable success. It was published 
in the same year. From that date O’Keefi’e 
proved an exceptionally prolific playwright, 
hut mainly confined his efforts to farces and 
comic operas. His phraseology was quaint, 
and sometimes barely intelligible, but gave 
opportunities for ‘ gag ' to comedians, of 
which they took full advantage. The songs 
in his operas had an attractive sparkle, and 
some, like * I am a Friar of Orders Grey ’ and 
‘Amo Amas I love a Lass,'are still popular. 
He was always a facile if not a very finished 
rhymester. 

About 1780 O’Keeffe removed from Dublin 
to London, with a view to obtaining an 
engagement as an actor. But in thiB en¬ 
deavour he was not successful, and he con¬ 
sequently devoted himself to writing comic 
pieces, chiefly for the Haymarketand Go vent 
Garden Theatres. He also sent verses for 
many years to the ‘ Morning Horald.’ His 
failing sight compelled him to depend largely 
on on amanuensis, but his gaiety was not 
diminished. He dictated many of his plays 
in his garden at Acton, whither he went to 
reside about 1708. 

At the Haymarket were produced his 
f‘ Son-in-Law,’ comic opera (14 Aug, 1779; 
London, 1779, 8vo); f ‘ The Dead Alive,’ 
comic opera (16 June 1781; 1783, 8vo); 
I‘The Agreable Surprise,’ comic opera, 
with music by Dr. Arnold (3 Sept. 1781; 
London,1786,8vo; Dublin, 1784 and 1787; 
printed in Cumberland’s ‘ British Theatre, 
No. 932); t ‘ The Young Quaker ’ (26 July 

1783); ‘ The Birthday, or Prince of Ara¬ 
gon,’ comic opera (12 Aug. 1783; 1783, 
8vo); + 1 Peepmg Tom of Coventry,’ comic 
opera (6 Sept. 1784; 1787, 8vo;; * ‘ A. 
Beggar on Horsobook,’ comic opera (16 June 
178o; 1786, 8vp); ‘The Siege of Curzola/ 
eomic opera (12 Aug. 1786 ; not published); 
‘Prisoner at Large,’ a comedy (2 July 1788) ; 
• ‘The Bosket-Maker,' musical piece (4 Sept. 
17901; ‘ London Hermit,’ a comedy (29 June 
1703); * ‘The Magic Banner,’ opera (22 June 
1796; not published separately, hut appa¬ 
rently identical with ‘Alfred,’ a drama, in 
the collected edition of 1798; on it James 
Pocook [q. v,] based his ‘ Alfred the Great, 
or the Enchanted Standard,’ produced at 
Covent Garden on 3 Nov. 1827. 

At Covent Garden wore represented 
O’Keeffe’s * ‘ The Positive Mon ’ (16 March 
1782) ; * ‘ Castle of Andalusia,’ comic opera 
(2Nov. 1782); “ Poor Soldier,’ comic opera 


(4 Nov. 1783); * ‘Fontainebleau’ (16 Nov. 

1784) ; * ‘ The Blacksmith of Antwerp ’ 
(7 Feb. 1786 );' Omai,’ a pantomime (20 Dec. 

1785) ; * ‘ Love in a Camp, or Patrick in Prus¬ 
sia,’ musical piece (17Feb. 1786); * ‘ TheMan 
Milliner’ (27 Jan. 1787); “The Farmer,’ 
musical piece (81 Oct. 1787); * ‘ Tantara- 
rara Roguesall’ (1 March 1788); “The 
Highland Reel ’ (6 Nov. 1788); ‘The Toy,’ a 
comedy (3 Feb. 1789) ; * ‘Little Hunchback,’ 
farce (14 April 1789); 41 The Czar Peter,’ 
comic opera (8 March 1790); ‘ The Fugitive,’ 
musical piece (4 Nov. 1790); “Modern An¬ 
tiques,’ a farce (14 March 1791); ‘AVild 
Oats,’ a comedy (16 April 1791); ‘Tony 
Lumpkin’s Rambles,’ musical piece (10 April 
1792); * ‘ The Sprigs of Laurel,’ comic opera 
(11 May 1793); ‘ World in a Village,’ a co¬ 
medy (23 Nov. 1793); ‘Life’s Vagaries,’ a 
comedy (ID March 1796); ‘The Irish Mimic ’ 
(23 April 1795); ‘The Lie of the Day’ 
(19 March 1796); “The Lad of the Hills/ 
comic opera, 9 April 1796 (reproduced 
with alterations as ‘The Wicklow Moun¬ 
tains,’ 10 Oot. 1796; * ‘ Doldrum,’ a farco 
(23 April 1706); ‘ Olympus in an Upioar/ 
6 Nov. 1796 (altered from ‘The Golden 
Pippin,’ a burletta, by Kane O'HaTa); ‘ Alad¬ 
din, or the Wonderful Lamp,’ a melodra¬ 
matic romance (19 April 1813). 

At Drury Lane appeared in 1/98 O'Keeffe’s 
1 She’s Eloped,’ a comedy (19 May) ; ‘ The 
Eleventh of June, or the Dagger-AVoods at 
Dunstable’ (6 Jane); ‘ ANoseGay of AVeeds/ 
interlude (6 June). 

O’Keeffe is also credited with producing 
many pieces which, unlike those already 
enumerated, are not mentioned by Genest. 
The additional pieces include ‘ The Ban¬ 
ditti’(1781); ‘Lord Mayor’s Day’(1782); 

‘ Maid the Mistress,’ 1 Shamrock,’ and ‘Friar 
Bacon'(1783); ‘ Harlequin Teague; ’ ‘The 
Definitive Treaty; ’ ' The Loyal Bandeau ’ 
(opera);'Female Club; ’ ‘Jenny’s AVhim; ’ 
'Allto St. Paul’s;’ ‘ TheShe-Gallant,’ In 1798, 
when O’Keeffe claimed to have composed 
fifty pieces, and he was totally blind, he 
published a selection from them by subscrip¬ 
tion in four volumes. He had disposed 
of the copyright of those marked f in the 
list already given, and was unable to include 
them. The volumes only contained those 
marked * above, all of which were now- 
printed for the first time, together with ‘ Le 
Grenadier/ intended for production at 
Covent Garden in 1789, hut not performed. 

On 12 June 1800, owing to O'Keeffe’s 
financial embarrassments, he wae accorded 
a benefit at Oovent Garden, under the 
patronage of the Prince of Wales. His 
' Lie of the Day' was performed, and, at the 
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end of the second act, he was led on the 
stage to deliver a poetical address of his own 
composition, The benefit produced 3601., 
and the Prince of WaleB sent him 50 1. be¬ 
sides. In December 1803 ho obtained an 
annuity of twenty guineas from Covent Gar¬ 
den Theatre, and sent to Harris, the manager, 
sis new plays, of which no use appears to 
have been made. In January 1820 a royal 
pension from the privy purse of one hundred 
guineas a year wos conferred on him, In 
1826 O’Keeffe issued his rambling ‘ Recol¬ 
lections,’ replete with social and dramatic 
gossip, but not remarkable for accuracy. 
Lady Morgan described the hook as ‘ feeble, 
but amiable.’ It was dedicated to George IV. 
In it O'Keeffe enumerates sixty-eight pieces 
of his own composition. The 1 Recollections ’ 
were condensed by Richard Henry Stoddard 
for his volume, * Personal Reminiscences by 
O’Keeffe, Kelly, and Taylor,’ in the Brie-i.- 
Broc series (New York, 1876). 

In his later years he was affectionately 
tended by his only daughter, Adelaide (see 
an interesting manuscript letter by Ade¬ 
laide O’Keefle, bound in one of tbe copies 
of the ‘ Recollections ’ in the British Museum, 
In the same copy are a few lines scrawled 
in O’Keefle’e own hand). About 1816 he re¬ 
tired from London to Chichester (Notes and 
Queries, 7 th ser. ii. 9). From Chichester he 
removed in 1880 to Southampton. As late as 
that year he could dictate verse epistles with 
all his youthful alacrity (£ 6 . 3rd ser, x. 807). 
Before bis death his daughter read to him 
most of Sir Waller Scott’s novels, and he 
was gratified by the ‘ two mentions ’ of Cow¬ 
slip, the leading character of hie 1 Agreable 
Surprise,’ in Scott’s 1 Talcs of my Landlord j ’ 
but when he found that Scott used the 
phrase 'From Shakespeare to O’Keeffe’ in 
‘St. Ronan’s Wall,’ he remarked sardoni¬ 
cally, 1 Ah! the top and the bottom of the 
laddor; he might have shoved me a few Bticlrs 
higher.* He died ut Bedford Cottage, South¬ 
ampton, on 4 Feb. 1883, aged 86 , aftor re¬ 
ceiving the last rites of the Roman catholio 
church. A half-length portrait of O’Keeffe 
waa pointed in 1786 by Thomas Lawronson 
[q. vlj, and is cow in the National Portrait 
Gallery, London, It was engraved in line 
by Bragg as a frontispiece to the ‘ Recollec¬ 
tions.’ 

O’Keeffe’s' Wild Oats’ is still played occa¬ 
sionally. One of the most successful of Buck- 
stone’s revivals was 'The Castle of Anda¬ 
lusia,’ in wb ich that aotor took a leading part. 
But O’Keeffe’s popularity has not proved 
permanent, and his unpublished and un¬ 
acted pieces, which his daughter offered for 
sale at his death, did not find a purchaser. 


Miss O’Keeffe published his poetical work 
“‘A Father’s Legacy to his Daughter’ui 
1834, lie had already issued in 1795 „ 
volume of verse, entitled 1 Oatlands. or tlw 
Transfer of the Laurel.’ 

His son, John Tottenham O’Keeffe (1776- 
1803), who was brought up as a protea- 
tant, matriculated at Exeter College. Ov. 
ford, 22 Nov. 1798 (B.A. 1801),becam ft 
chaplain to H.R.H. the Duke of Clarence 
went out in 1803 to Jamaica to take pov 
session of a lucrative living, but died three 
weeks after his arrival, aged 28. 

His only daughter and third child, Ade¬ 
laide O’Kxei.'ED (1776-1866 P), born 6 Not. 
1776 in Eustace Street, Dublin, contributed 
thirty-four poems to Taylor's 1 Ori ginal 
Poems for Infant Minds by Several Young 
Persons,’ London, 1804,2 vole. (cf. Notes and 
Queries, 7th ser. iii. 801-2), and was author 
of ‘ National Characters,’ 1808; 1 Patriarchal 
Times,' London, 1811, 2 vols. ( 6 th edit. 
1842); ‘A Trip to the Coast’ (poems), 1819, 
12mo; ‘Dndloy,’ a novel, 8 vols. 1819, 
12mo; ‘ Poems for Young Children,’ 1849, 
12mo; and ‘The Broken Sword, a Tale,’ 
1864, 8 vo. She also wrote ‘ Zenobia, Queen 
of Palmyra. A Narrative founded on His¬ 
tory,’ 2 vols. 12 mo, 1814; but this must be 
distinguished from tbo better known ‘Zeno¬ 
bia, or the Fall of Palmyra. An Historical 
Romance’ (New York, 1837; London, 1838), 
by William Ware, author of ‘ Julian.’ Miss 
O'Kooffo died about 1866. 


[Recollections of John O'K eoffe, London j Lady 
Morgan's Memoirs, p. 381; Gilbert's Dublin, 
3 vols. 1869; Biogr. Diet, of Living Authors, 
1816; Clark Russell’s Representative Actors, 
London, 1876 ; Annual Biography, 1833; Dublin 
University Magazine, 1833; Webb's Compend. 
Irish Biography; Epitaph on O’Keeffe’B tomb in 
Southampton churchyard; Gent.Mag. 1833,i. 
376 seq,; Baker's Biogr. Dramatics; Genesis 
Accoun t of the Si ago, passim; Notes and Queries, 
7th ser, iii. 361; O’Donoghue’s Dictionary of 
Irish Posts.] W. J. F. 

O’KELLY, CHARLES (1621-1606), 
Irish List orian, the older son of John O’Kelly, 
eighth lord of the manor ofScreen^ co. Gajway, 
by Isma, daughter of Sir William Hill of 
Bally beg, 00 . Carlow, wos born at tbe castle 
of Soreon in 1621, and educated in tbe Irish 
College at St. Omer. Soon after the outbreak 
of the civE war in Ireland he was summoned 
home to join the royal army. He accord¬ 
ingly returned in 1842, and obtained ths 
command of a troop of horse under the Mar¬ 
quis of Ormonde. After the ultimate triumph 
of the parliamentarians he retired, with two 
thousand of his oountoymen, into Spain to 
serve Oharlos IL On hearing, however, that 
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Charles was in France, he proceeded thither 
with most of the officers and soldiers be¬ 
longing to the corps which he was appointed 
to command. When Cardinal Mazarin and 
Oliver Cromwell concluded the treaty of al¬ 
liance against Spain, in consequence of which 
the royal family of England were obliged to 
quit France, O'Kelly and other exiles trans- 
ierred their services to the crown of Spain. 

He came to England on the restoration of 
Charles II, and, his father dying in 1674, he 
succeeded to the family estate, becoming 
ninth lord of the manor of Screen. His name 
annears on the list of the twenty-four bur- 


m 1087. In the parliament summoned by 
James II to meet at Dublin m 1689, O’Kelly 
sat as member for the county of Itoscommou. 
He was commissioned in the same year to 
levy a regiment of infantry for the king’s 
service, to be commanded by himself, with his 
brother John as his lieutenant-colonel. This 
legimentwas not long maintained, though he 
continued to serve the king with the title of 
colonel. He undertook to defend the province 
of Connaught, under the direction of Brigadier 
Patrick Sarsfield[q.v.], with such force of the 
county militia as could he collected. Colonel 
Thomas Lloyd [q. v.] defeated this force on 
19 Sept. 1689, but O’Kelly, on tbe rout of 
his infentry, escaped with his cavalry. He 
was one of the garrison of the island of Bofln, 
on the western coast, at the time of its 
capitulation to the forces of Kiug William 
on 20 Aug. 1691. Subsequently he was ap¬ 
pointed to guard a strong castle near Lough 
Glin, but he was compelled to surrender this 
post about 9 Sept., whereupon he proceeded 
to Limerick, then besieged by Baron de Gin- 
kell. On the conclusion of the treaty of 
Limerick he retired to his residence at Augh- 
rane, or Castle Kelly, where he died in 1695. 

He married Margaret, daughter of Teige 
O'Kelly, esq., of Gollagh, 00 . Galway, and 
had one son, Denis, who became a captain in 
the Irish army of King James II, and on 
whose death in 1740 the family in the mule 
line became extinct. 

Under disguised names he described the 
struggle between James II and William III 
in Ireland in a curious work entitled ‘Ma- 
cariee Excidium j or the Destruction of Cyprus, 
containing the last Warr and Conquest of 
that Kingdom. Written originally in Syriac 
by Philotas Phylocypres. Translated into 
Latin by Gratianus Bagallus, P.B, And 
now Made into English by Colonel Charles 
O'Kelly,’ 1692. This was first printed in 
1841 by the Camden Society in 'Narratives 
illustrative of the Contests in Ireland in 1641 
and 1690,’ under the editorship of Thomas 


Crofton Oroker,and from a manuscript in hie 
possession. It was afterwards 1 edited, from 
four English copies, and a Latin manuscript 
in the Royal Irish Academy,’ by John Cor¬ 
nelius O’Callaghan, and printed for the Irish 
Archaeological Society, Dublin, 1860, 4to. 
The Latin translation,made by the Itev. John 
O'Reilly, preserves many passages not found 
in the English version, O’Callaghan’s notes 
abound in curious and valuable matter, andl 
contain references to all the original sources 
of the history of that period, O’Kelly assart 1 ! 
that the successes of William III could not 
he ascribed to the cowardioe or infidelity 
of the Irish troops, who were abandoned 
by James II without sufficient trial, under¬ 
valued and neglected by their French allies, 
and betrayed by the policy of Tyrconnel. 
A new edition of the work, biought out 
under the superintendence of CountPlunket 
and the Rev. Edmund Hogan, S. J., under 
the title of ‘The Jacobite War in Ireland,’ 
was published at Dublin in 1894, as a volume 
of the ‘ New Irish Home Library.’ 

O’Kelly was oIbo theauthorof ‘ The O’Kelly 
Memoirs.' The manuscript volume contain¬ 
ing them was at tliB time of the French 
revolution in the possession of Count John 
James O'Kelly Farrell, minister-plenipo¬ 
tentiary from Louis Xvl to the elector of 
M&yence,but it was lost in the disturbances 
of that period. These memoirs are stated 
to have embraced narratives of the parlia¬ 
mentarian war which commenced in 1641, 
and of the subsequent war of the revolution. 

[Keating’s Hist, of Ireland, 1723, genealogical 
nppend.p 10 j Memoir by O’Callaghan; Nichols’s 
Cat. of tho Works of the Camden Soc. p. 13; 
Croker’s Narratives illustrative of the Contests 
in Ireland (Camden Soc.), Introd. p. xi j O’JDono- 
van's Tribes and Customs of Hy-Many (Irish 
Arohoeol. Soc.), p. 116; Story's Impartial Hist, 
of the 'Wart in Ireland, 1693.] T. C. 

O’KELLY, DENNIS _ (1720 P-1787), 

owner of racehorses, born in Ireland about 
1720, was brother of a cobbler. lie came to 
England, when young, as a chair-man. nis 
strength and presence of mind attracted a 
lady of high position, but the liaison came 
to an early end. O’Kelly was again thrown 
upon the world, and made his livelihood as a 
billiard and tennis marker. He seems to have 
bettered his fortunes by a permanent con¬ 
nection with a noted courtesan, Charlotte 
Hayes, who afterwards became his wife. 
His first important step towards wealth was 
the purchase of the racehorse Eclipse, This 
horse, foaled in 1764, was bought whon one 
year old after the death of his breeder, the 
Duke of Cumberland, by a cattle salesman 
named Wildman, for seventy-five guineas. 
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Before the horse ran, O'Kelly acquired a 
share in him for the sum of 650 guineas, 
a vast pries in those days for an untried 
hoTse. It was on the occasion of Eclipse’s 
first race, tho Queen’s Plate at 'Winchester, 
that, over the second heat, O’Kelly made his 
famous hat of placing the horses in order, 
which he won by running Eclipse first and 
the rest nowhere. In heat races a flag was 
dropped when tho winner passed the post, and 
all horses that were not within 240 yards of 
the post were ignored hy the judge and were 
ineligible to start in another heat. Not 
long after O’Kelly became the sole owner ot 
Eclipse for a further sum of eleven hun¬ 
dred guineas. In those days all the valuable 
sweepstakes at Newmarket were confined 
to members of the Jockey (Jlub, and Eclipse’s 
reputation made it impossible to match 
him for money. Consequently OKelly’s 
profits from him must have been derived 
more from his value as a siro than from his 
winnings. In July 1774 he bought Scara¬ 
mouch (by Snap) at the sale of the Duke of 
Kingston’s stud. In 1788 the Prince of 
Wales won a Jockey Club plate with Guu- 

S jwder, which he had bought of O’Kelly. 

Kelly improved his social position by ob¬ 
taining a commission in the Middlesex militia, 
in which he was successively captain, major, 
and colonel. He bought a country house, Olay 
Ilill, at Epsom, and subsequently the famous 
estate of Cannons, near Kdgwarc, previously 
the property of the Duke of Chandos. 

OKclly was additionally famous in his 
day as the owner of a balking parrot, which 
whistled the 104th Psalm, and was among 
parrots what Eclipse was among racehorses. 
O’Kelly is described by a contemporary as * a 
short, thick-set, dark, harsh-visaged, and ruf¬ 
fian-looking fellow , 1 yot with 1 the case, the 
ugremens, the manners of a gentleman, and 
the attractive quaintness of a humourist.’ 
lie evidently showed no wish to turn his 
hack on his poor relations, and it is to his 
credit that, although a professional gamester, 
he would never allow play at Ins own table. 
But he is said to have held post-obits to the 
amount of 20,000f. from Lord Belfast. He 
died at his house in Piccadilly on 28 Dec. 
1787. 

Eclipse, his coltDungannon, and a number 
of mares, were left to OKelly’s brother to 
ho carried on as a breeding stud. Tho rest 
of the property went to a nophew, who be¬ 
came a member of the Jockey Club, and ran 
Cardock for a Jockey Club plate in 1798. 
O’Kelly was determined that his property 
should not go as it had come j and, acting on 
the same principle as another noted gome- 
fetor, Lora Chesterfield, he inserted a clause 


in hiB will that his heir should forfeit 40ol 
for every wager that he made, 

[A Genuine Memoir of Dennis O’Kelly Lon. 
don, 1788, Gent. Mag. 1787, pt.ii.p. 1196,Scott’s 
Spoi teman’s Repository; Black’s Jockey Olubaml 
its Pounders, 1891, passim.) j t jy 

O’KELLY, JOSEPH (1832-1883), geolo- 
list, born in Dublin on 31 Oot. 1832, was the 
second son of MatthiaB Joseph O’Kelly who 
had married Margaret Shannon, His father 
was noted for a love of natural history es¬ 
pecially of conchology, and yet more for his 
actii ity in the cause of catholic emancipation 
Joseph O’Kelly entered Trinity College, DubI 
lin, m 1848, proceeded B.A. in 1852, and 
M.A. in I860. Ho also obtained a diploma 
in engineering. After working for a few 
years under Sir Bichard John Griffith [q. y.l 
lie was appointed to a post on the Geological 
Survey ol Ireland in 1854. In this capacity 
he was chiefly occupied in the field with the 
distiict around Cork, the igneous rocks of 
Limerick, and the coalfields of Queen's County 
and Tipperary, investigating the last named, 
with tlio aid of colleagues, in great detail. 
But the work involved real hardships, such, as 
exposure to stormy weather and accommoda¬ 
tion worse than humble. By these CKelly's 
health was seriously impaired, so that, after 
working for a time in Galway, he was trans¬ 
ferred, in October I 860 , to the post of secre¬ 
tary to the Survey. In his new office his 
services were of great value, not only from 
his extensive knowledge of Irish geology, 
hut also from his straightforward honesty and 

f enial disposition, which, enabled him to 
iminish motion and to promote cordial 
co-operation in official circles. 

Ilis health proved to bo permanently in¬ 
jured, and he died of acute bronchitis on 
18 April 1888. IliB contributions to the 
literature of geology, practically restricted 
to tlio memoirs published by the Survey, 
indicate Ms powers and his thoroughness as a 
geological observer, He was elected amern- 
bur of the Royal Irish Academy early in 
1806, and married in 1870 Miss Dorothea 
Smyth, by whom he had a family of five sons 
and four daughters; theso all survived him, 
[Obituary notice in Geological Magazine, 1883, 
p. 288, and information from Mrs, O’Kelly and 
friends.] T. G. B. 


O’KELLY, PATRICK (1764-1835 P), 
eccentric poet, known ns tho ‘ Bard O'Kelly,’ 
was horn at Longkrea, 00 . Galway, in 1764. 
He soems to have obtained a local reputation 
as a poet before he published his first volume, 
‘ Killarney: a Poem,’ in 1791. His fame 
rapidly spread, and subsequent volumes were 
issued by subscription. When Georgs IV 
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was in Ireland, O’Kelly wag presented to him 
in Dublin. His majesty, when Prince of 
Woles, had subscribed for fifty copies of his 
second volume of poems, He travelled over 
the south and west of Ireland selling his 
books. In July 1808 he wrote the well- 
known ‘ Doneraile Litany,’ which is his best 
production. It is a string of curses on the 
town and people of Doneraile, co. Cork, where 
he had been robbed of his watch and chain 
in the locality. On Lady Doneraile replacing 
his property, he wrote ‘The Palinode,’ re¬ 
voking all the former curses. He met Sir 
Walter Scott at Limerick in the summer of 
1826 (Loc'Khaht, Life of Sir W. Scott, 1 vol. 
Edinburgh, 1845, p. 662), O’Kelly died 
about 18S5. 

His works, which are all in verse of a very 
pedestrian order, are: 1. ‘Killarney: a De¬ 
scriptive Poem,’ 8 vo, Dublin, 1791. O’Kelly 
complained that Michael McCarthy’s ‘ Laous 
Delectabilis,’ 1810, was almost entirely taken 
from his poem. 2. ‘ The Eudoxologist, or an 
Ethicographical Survey of the Western Parts 
of Ireland : a Poem,’ &c., 8 vo, Dublin, 1812 
(containing the‘Doneraile Litany’). S, ‘The 
Aonian Kaleidoscope,’ 8 vo, Cork, 1824. 
4, ‘The Hippocreue,’ 8 vo, Dublin, 1881 (with 
portrait). 

There was another Patrick O’Kelly who 
published, in 1842, a ‘ General Ilistory of the 
Rebellion of 1798/ and translated works by 
Abbfi McGeogbegan and W. D. O’Kelly on 
Ireland. 

[Brit. Mas. Cat.; O’Donoghuo’s Poets of Ire¬ 
land ; Choker's Popular Songs of Ireland; Watty 
Cox’s Irish Magazine, September 1810.] 

D. 3. O’D. 

O’KELLY, RALPH (cl, 1361), archbishop 
of Cashel. [See Kn&iiX.] 

OKELY, FRANCIS (1719 P - 1794), 
minister of the Unitas Fratrum, was born at 
Bedford about 1719. He was educated at 
the Charterhouse school and at St, John’s 
College, Cambridge, graduating B. A. in 1789, 
About 1740 he took part with Jacob Rogers, 
an Anglican clergyman, in an evangelical 
mission at Bedford. On the advice of Ben¬ 
jamin Ingham [q. v.], this movement was 
connected in 1742 with the Moravian mis- 1 


sion. 


Okely was ordained deacon by a 
bishop of the Unitas Fratrum. On seeking \ 
priest's orders in the Anglioan church, re¬ 
cognition of his deacon’s order was refused; 
the act of parliament reoognising the Unitas I 
Fratrum as ‘ an ancient protestant episcopal! 
church ’ was not passed till 6 June 1749, 
Okely adhered to the Unitas Fratrum. In j 
ilarehl744he was with John Gambold [q. v,] 
at the synod of the brethren, at Herrn 


In 1745 a Tegular congregation was formed at 
Bedford, and a chapal erected in 1751. Later 
another chapel was built in the neighbouring 
village of Riseley. Okelv was the first regu¬ 
lar minister (1755) of the Moravian ohapel 
at Dukinfield, Cheshire, but left after two 
years to conduct a mission in Yorkshire, In 
March 1768 ho accompanied John Wesley 
from Manchester to Bolton and Liverpool. 
About 1766, having again bean settled at 
Bedford, he removed to Northampton, where 
a chapel wus built for him. Here he minis¬ 
tered to a congregation of the Unitas Fratrum 
till his death. 

Early in life Okely had been greatly in¬ 
fluenced by Law’s ‘Serious Call,’1728. He 
made the acquaintance of the author a few 
months before Law died, 9 April 1701, and this 
led him to study the works of Jacob Bahmen 
(Boehme), to which he had first been intro¬ 
duced in his earlier acquaintance with John 
Byram [q. v.] In a curious list of sympa¬ 
thisers with mysticism drawn up in No¬ 
vember 1775 by Richard Mather, it is men¬ 
tioned that Okely ‘ professes great love to the 
mystics.’ He devoted hie later years to trans¬ 
lating works of this typo in prose and verse, 
with commendatory prefaces and notes of 
some value. 

Ho died, while on a visit at Bedford, on 
9 May 1794, leaving a high character for 
piety and benevolence. 

He published: 1. ‘Twenty-one Discourses 
. . . upon the Augsburgh Confession . . . 
the Brethren’s Confession of Faith,’ &c., 1764, 
8 vo (translated from the German). 2. ‘Psal- 
morum aliquot Davidis Metaphrasis Grace 
JoannisSerrani/ftc., 1770,12mo (with other 
Greek sacred verse, and a Latin version by 
Okely), 3. * The Nature... of the New Crea¬ 
ture .,. by Johanna Eleonora de Marian/ See., 
1772, 12mo (translated from the German). 
4. ‘Dawnings of the Everlasting Gospel- 
Light, glimmering out of a Private Heart’s 
Epistolary Oorresponden.ce/ &c., Northamp¬ 
ton, 1775,8vo. 6 . ‘ A Seasonable and Salu¬ 
tary Word/ &e. (collection of mystical pieces; 
not seen), 6 . ‘ Seasonably Alarming and .,, 
Exhilarating Trut Its, 1 '&o. 1778,8va (metrical 
version of passages from Law). 7. ‘Memoirs 
of,.. Jacob Behmen/&c. 1780,12mo (trans¬ 
lated from several German writers). 8. ‘The 
Divine Y isionsof John Eugelbrecht,’ &e. 1781, 
8 vo, 2 vols. 9. ‘ A Display of God's Wonders 
... upon , . . John Engelbrecht/ 1781, &c. 
10. ‘A. Faithful Narrative pf God’s .,. Deal¬ 
ings with Hiel [Hendrik Jansen]/ &o. 1781, 
8 vo. 11, ‘The Indispensable Necessity of 
Faith/ &o. 1781,12mo (sermon at Eydon, 
Northamptonshire). 12. ‘The Disjointed 
ig. Watch, ... a Similitude ... in Metre ’ .t-e 
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1783,12mo. He prepared for publication a 
translation of Boehmo’s ‘"Way to Christ,' 
which was superseded by a reprint of an 
older version; also translations of Pierre 
Poiret’s ‘ Mystic Library,' Gerlao Petersen’s 
‘Divine Soliloquies,’ Joannes Theopbilus’s 
‘Germanic Theology,’ Tauler’s ‘ Conversion,’ 
Hiel’s ‘Letters’ and ‘Treatises,’ and ‘Me¬ 
moirs of J. G. Gichtel.’ The ‘ Gentleman’s 
Masszine’ speahs of him as ‘a valuable cor¬ 
respondent.’ 

[Gent. Mag. 1791, i. 48/5, 594; Protestant 
Dissenter’s Magazine, 1791, p. 836, Crnnz's Hist, 
of the Brethren, 1780, pp. 229, 670Nichols's 
Anecdotes of W. Bowyer, 1782; Klinesmith's 
Historical Reeoids relative to the Moravian 
Church, 1831, p. 204; Walton’s Notes and Ma¬ 
terials for Biography of W. Law, 1864, p. 896 ; 
Tyermnn’s Life and Times of John Wi sloy, 1870, 
ii. 301, and Oxford Methodists, 1873, pp. 122, 
130; list of writings appended to Okely’s Me¬ 
moirs of Behmen; information from the Eev. R. 
Hutton, Dukinfield.] A. G. 

OKEOVER, OKEVER, or OKER, 
JOHN (fl. 1619-1684), organist and com¬ 
poser, succeeded Richard Browne as vicar- 
choral and organist of Wells Cathedral on 
16 Feb. 1619 (Wood). lie graduated M.B, 
from New College, Oxford, on 6 July 1033. 
On2 Jan. 1631, when master of the choristers 
at Wells, he was charged with ‘ having given 
notice to the vicars that there should be no 
ontnmne sung in eteede of Nunc dimittia or 
Benedictus, but only according to the forme 
of common piayer,’without first consulting 
with the canons resident. He answered that 
he was commanded by the bishop to give 
the notice, but the dean pronounced him 
contumacious, and removed him from his 
office of vicar for a week. He appears to 
have married Elizabeth, daughter of John 
Beaumont, a member of a well-known family- 
in Wells. John Beaumont left in his will, 
dated 6 March 1684, legacies to his ‘daughter 
Elizabeth and to her husband John Okei',’ 

Okeover was a writer of ‘ fancies.’ Five 
of his pieces, together with a pavan, all in 
five parts, are in Brit. Mus, Addit. M8. 
17786, ff. 19-25. Another fantasia by 
Okeover, in five parts, is in MS. 17792, f. 92. 

[Wood's Fasti, i. 386,468 ; Hist, MSS. Comm, 
Bop. on MSS. of Wells Cathedral, 1885, p, 258, 
Beg. of WiUb, P. O, O. (Sadiei).] L. M. M. 

OKE3, RICHARD (1797-1888), provost 
of King’s College, Cambridge, was son of 
Thomas Verney Okes, a surgeon in extensive 
practice at Cambridge. Of his twenty chil¬ 
dren, Richard was tuo nineteenth, and was 
born at Cambridge on 25 Dec. 1797. Porson 
was a visitor at the house, and took a kindly 
interest in young Richard, Educated on the 


Okes 

foundation at Eton, where he was contend 
porary with William Mackworth Proe<L 
Lord Derby (the future premier), Pusey, and 
Shelley (who was some years ks senior) he 
became in due course a scholar and fellow of 
King’s; was Browne’s medallist in 1819 and 
1820, was appointed assistant-master at Eton 
in 1823, and lower master in 1838. During 
the years of his mastership, and afterwards 
aL Cambridge, he was a conspicuous figure 
in the school and college world, and innume¬ 
rable anecdotes grew up round his marked 
and vivid personality. Many school gene¬ 
rations of Etonians carried away a lively 
recollection of his dry and caustic wit, liis 
shrewd remarks, his bIow and deliberate 

speech, hisinimitableLatinquotations, drawn 

chiefly from familiar sources, such os Horace 
or tbs Eton Latin grammar, bis curious 
punctiliousness about minutiro of school dis¬ 
cipline, usages, and phraseology. He was a 
successful tutor, having at times as many as 
ninety pupils, and impressed his colleagues 
os well as the hoys, with a strong sense of his 
painstaking accuracy. During the latterpart 
of Dr. Keats’s headmastershiphe took much 
interest in the improvement of geographical 
studies by the iniroduction of Arrowsmith's 
‘ Atlas ’ and compendium, to which he con¬ 
tributed most of the illustrative notes. On 
his election to the provostship of King’s in 
1860, one of his first acts was to abandon 
tbo privilege which entitled members of 
King’s College to talco the B.A. degree with¬ 
out examination. Tho wisdom ox this re¬ 
form lias been proved by the buoccss of 
King's men in tho tripos lists. His provost¬ 
ship coincided with the introduction of great 
changes in the university, the result of two 
successive university commissions, and with 
the establishment ot the new governing body 
of Eton, of which he became a member. 
Though conservative in principle and feel¬ 
ing, he took part loyally in the introduction 
and conduct of reforms, and presided over 
the college with much dignity and kindli¬ 
ness for thirty-eight years, The year follow¬ 
ing his appointmont as provost he filled the 
ofiico of vice-chancellor, but after the expi¬ 
ration of his year of office he could never 
again be induced to serve. He was the edi¬ 
tor of a new series of * Mus® Etonenses’ for 
1793-1833, whioh he enriched with sketches 
of the authors written in Latin, full of felici- 
1 oas and witty phrasos. The heraldic window 
in the school museum at Eton was his gift 
in conj unction with Dr. Haw trsv. He died 
at Cambridge on 25 Nov. 1888, ana was buried 
in King’s College Chapel. 

[Personal information from old pupils and 
colleagues.] J. J. H. 
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OKEY, JOHN (d. 1602), regicide, was, 
according to Wood, ' originally a drayman, 
afterwards a stoker in a brewhouse at Is¬ 
lington near London, and then a poor 
chandler near Lion-key in Thames Street in 
London’ (Fasti, 19 May 1619). Ludlow 
states that he was a citizen of London, had 
been ‘ drat a captain of foot, then captain of 
horse, and afterwards major in the regiment 
of Sir Arthur Haslerig’ ( Memoirs , ed. 1894, 
ii. 883)- He was quartermaster of a troop 
of horse in Essex's army in 1642, and, as 
captain of horse, Okey took part in the 
defence of Lichfield in April 1043 ( Valour 
Crowned, or a True Relation of the Proceed¬ 
ings of the Parliament Forces in the Close at 
Richfield, 4to, 1648; Peacock, Army lists, 
p, 48). In the new model Okev was colonel 
of the dragoons, and fought at Naaeby, where 
his regiment was set to line the hedges on 
the left flank of the parliamentary army (A 
Letter from Colonel Okey to a Citizen of Lon¬ 
don, 4to, 1646). On 13 July Burrough Hill 
fort in Somersetshire surrendered to him, and 
he led the storming party at Bath on 29 July. 
On 1 Sept., during the siege of Bristol, ho 
was taken prisoner by a sally of the garrison, 
but was released when it capitulated, and 
took part in the siege of Exeter (Smtooe, 
Anglia Rediviva, ed. 1864, pp. 76, 84, 104, 
178). Okey adhered to the army in its dis¬ 
pute with the parliament in 1647 (Rubh- 
woeth, vi. 471). During the second civil 
war he served in South Wales and took part 
in the battle of St. Eagan’s (8 May 1648 ; 
Phillips, Civil War in Wales, ii, 361), He 
was appointed one of the king's judges, at¬ 
tended every sitting of that body excepting 
three, and signed the warrant for the king’s 
execution (Naj.son, Tiial of Charles I), 

Okey assisted in the suppression of the 
levellers in May 1619, and was one of the 
officers created masters of arts at Oxford on 
19 May 1649 (Wood, Fasti), He took no 
part in the Irish campaign, but accompanied 
Cromwell to Scotland in July 16S0, and was 
left behind under the command of Monok 
when Cromwell pursued Charles II into 
England in August 1661. In August 1061 
he captured some Scottish commissioners 
who were raising forces near Glasgow, and 
in September took port in the storming of 
Dundeo, of which he has left a graphic ac¬ 
count ( Old Parliamentary History, xx. 23; 
Maokiotton, Coldstream Guards, i. 48). 

Politically, Okey belonged to the extreme 
partv in the army, was one of the presenters 
of the petition or 12 Aug. 1652, and was 
eager for the dissolution of the Long parlia¬ 
ment ( Mercurius Politious, 12-19 Aug. 
1662). Cromwell’s expulsion of it, however, 


aroused his fears and suspicions, and he dis¬ 
approved of the terms of the instrument of 
government and of Cromwell’s assumption 
of the protectorate (Ludlow, ii. 847, 366, 
406). In the parliament of 1664 Okey sat as 
member for Linlithgow and other Scottish 
boroughs. In November 16B4 be and two 
other colonels circulated a petition, intended 
to be presented to parliament, setting forth 
their objections to the new constitution. 
For this offence ha was arrested, tried by 
court-martial, and condemned j but, on sub¬ 
mitting himself to the Protector’s mercy ( was 
pardoned as to bis life, and simply cashiered 
( Gal. State Papers, Dom. 1863-1664, p. 302; 
Thueloe, ill. 64, 147 ; Bubton, Biaru, iv. 
167 j Vaughan, Pi electorate of Oliver Crom¬ 
well, i, 86, 88). Heietired to Bedfordshire, 
where he bad bought a lease of the lord- 
ship of Leighton Buzzard and also the honour 
of Ampthill and Brogboro’ Park (Cal. State 
Papers, Dom. 1660-1, p. 248; Lrsoire, Bed¬ 
fordshire, pp. 89,127,683). Parliament had 
also settled upon him lands to the value ot 
3007. a year for his services in Scotland, so 
that, in spite of the loss of his commission, 
he was a rich man ( Commons' Journals, 
vol. vii.) In 1067 Okey was concerned in 
getting up a protest against Cromwell’s 
proposed assumption of the crown, entitled 
'The Humble and Serious Testimony of 
many Hundreds of Godly People in the 
County of Bedford’ (Thueloe, vi, 228-80). 
He had been apprehended in July 1666 on 
suspicion of a share iu the plots of the fifth, 
monarchy men, and he appears to have been 
again arrested in the spring of 1668 (Cal. 
State Papers, Dom. 1656-7, p. 581; id. 1067- 
1668, p. 346; Hist. MSS. Comm, 6th Rep.) 
In Richard Cromwell’s parliament he repre¬ 
sented Bedfordshire, hut bis speeches were 
few and brief (Bubton, Diary, ni.41, 43,78, 
248). When the Long parliament again, 
took the place of Riohard, one of their first 
acts was to vote Okey the command of a 
regiment ( Cal. State Papers, Dom. 1668-9, 
p. 388). In October 1669 be supported the 
parliament against the army, but was de¬ 
serted by his regiment when he sought to 
resist Lambert, and was cashiered by the 
council of officers (Ludlow, ii. 134-7; 
Thuelod, vii. 766, 774 ; Commons’ Jour¬ 
nals, vii. 790). He continued, nevertheless, 
actively to oppose Lambert's action, planned 
the surprise of the Tower, and when his 
scheme was discovered took refuge with 
Admiral Lawson and the fleet (Ludlow, 
ii. 169, 176). When the parliament was 
restored Okey regained his regiment, and was 
one of the seven commissioners appointed 
on 26 Dee. for the temporary government of 
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the army ( Commons' Journals, vii. 797, 805), 
As one of the commanders of the parlia¬ 
ment’s guard, he forcibly hept the secluded 
members out of the house when they tried to 
take theirseats (27 Dec. I860), and was con¬ 
sequently indicted for assault (Old Parlia¬ 
mentary History, xxii, 31 j PEl'Nsn, A Copy 
of the Indielment found by the Grand Jury 
of Middlesex against Colonel Matthew Alnred, 

Colonel John Okey, and others, 4lo, 1600). 
Two months later Mouck deprived him of 
his regiment and gave it to Colonel Rossitor 
(Merciu ius Politieus, 29 March-5 April 1600). 
Okey joined Lambert in his attempted rising, 
and was with him at Daventry, but contrived 
toescapu whan Lambert was taken (KmrsETr, 
Reg. and Chron.Eccl, and Civil, p. 110). At 
theRcsloration he fled from England, though, 
it is said, not till he had sought an interview 
with the king, and unsuccessfully begged for 
pardon (Hist. MSS. Conm. 6th Rep. p. 207). 
Capitally excepted from the act of indemnity, 
lie sought a refuge in Germany, and was ad¬ 
mitted as a hurgoss of Ilanau. In 1082 
Okey and two other regicides, Barkstoad and 
Corbet, went to Delft in Holland, intending 
to meet some friends. Okey called himself 
by the name of Frederick Williamson, oud is 
said to have taken the additional precaution 
of obtaining from Sir George Downing, the 
English minister to the United Provinces, 
an assurance that he had no warrant for Ids 
arrest. But Downing’s assurances were false, 
and all three wore orreBtcd and shipped 
off to England. As they had already been 
attainted by act of parliament, only proof of 
their identity was required, and the jury at 
once found a verdict of guilty (10 April). 
All three were executed on 10 April (Ltjd- 
mw, ii. 830-4). In Okey’s speech on the 
scaffold he professed that he acted with¬ 
out any mah.ee against the king, and had 
gained nothing by his death, saying that he 
was fully satisfied of the justice of the cause 
for which he had fought, hut exhorting his 
friends to submit peaceably lo_ the existing 
government (The Speeches, Discourses, and 
Prayers of Colonel John Barkstead, Colonel 
John Okey, and Mr. Miles Corbet, together 
•with an Aeeouni of the Occasion and Man¬ 
ner of their Taking ; Mereurius Publieus, 
10-24 March 1082; Pontalxs, Jean de 
Witl, i. 281). 

Ou the ground that Okoy had shown 1 a 
sense of his horrid crime,’ and recommended 
submission to the king, Charles II granted 
his wife, Mary Okey, license to give her hus¬ 
band’s remains Christian burial (21 April), 
Preparations were made to bury him at 
Stepney, but the order was revoked two 
days later, on the ground that the relatives 
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intendod to turn the funeral into a political 
demonstration. He was consequently pri¬ 
vately interred in. the Tower (Cal. State 
Papers, Dom. 1861-2, pp. 844, 848). A por¬ 
tion of his forfeited property was regranted 
to his widow by the Duke of Fork (Lrsons 
Environs of London, ii. 400). IDs portrait 
was engraved by P. Stent. 

[Authorities mentioned in the article; Noble’s 
Lives of the Regicides, ii. 10*; Ludlow’s Me- 
moirs, ed. Firth, 1894. Tlio following contem¬ 
porary tracts may bo added to those already 
named: A Narrative of Colonel Okey, Colonel 
Barkstoad, &c., their Departure out of England 
and tho CTnpiiiMlIolcd Treachery of Sir G. I).* 
1662; Tho Speeches and Pruyoia of John Bark- 
Stead, John Okey, &c, with some due and 
Fobor Animadversions, 1062; Colonel John 
Olcuy’s Lamentation, or a Bumper Cashiered fa 
ballad, I860).] O. H. F. 

OKEY, SAMUEL (fi. 1765-1780), 
mezzotint engraver, is first described as 
Samuel Okey junior, and obtained premiums 
in 1706 and 1707 from tlic Society of Arts, 
tho first being for a mezzotint engraving of 
‘ Nancy Reynolds,’ copied from that done by 
C. Phillips, after a picture by Sir J. Reynolds. 
In 1707 lie exhibited at the Incorporated 
Society of Artists an engraving of‘An Old 
Man with a Scroll’ after Reynolds, and in 
1708 ‘ A Mezzotint o after Mr. Cosway,’ He 
produced a few fair engravings in mezzo¬ 
tint, among his earlier works being Mtb. 
Anderson, after R. E. Pine; Lady Anne 
Dawson, after Reynolds; Miss Gunning, 
and ‘ The Gunnings as Hibernian Sisters;’ 
Nelly O’Brien, after Reynolds; William 
Powell tho actor, after R. Pyle; ‘ Miss 
Green and a Lamb/ after T. Kettle; ‘A 
Burgomaster,’ after E. llals, &c. In 1770 
ho engraved a print, ‘Sweets of Liberty/ 
after J. Collett; this was published by him 
and a Mr. Reaks, near Tempfie Bar. In 1773 
their names appear as joint publishers of an 
engraved portrait by Okey of Thomas His- 
cox, and as ‘ print sellers and stationers on 
the Parade, Newport, Rhode Island’ (U.S.) 
They published a portrait of Thomas Hony- 
mau thore in 1774, and one of Samuel 
Adams in 1776. It is uncertain whether 
Okey remained in America or returned to 
England, A print by him, ‘ A Modern 
Courtezan/was pubDshed in 1778, bntap- 

E afire to have been executed earlier. Neither 
is name nor that of Roaks appears in the 
census of Newport, Rhodo Island (U. 8.), 
taken in 1774. 

[Redgrave’s Diet, of Art infs; Chaloner Smith’s 
British ITozzotinto Portraits; Dodd’s manuscript 
Hist, of English Engravers (Brit. Hub. Add. MS. 
33408).] D, 0. 
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OKHAM, JOHN BE (fl. 1817), judge, 16S9, he took Oking with him as bis commia- 
was in 1311 appointed to act with the “king’s sary and chancellor. lie appears to have been 
escheat or beyond Trent in enforcing the royal 'a moderate advocate of the reformation. Iu 
rights on the death of Antony Bek [q. v.J 11537 he was one of those appointed to draw- 
bishop of Durham. During the next few j up ‘ the Institution of a Christian Man ; ’ in 
years he was clerk to the keeper of the ward- 1643 he was engaged in trials under the 
rohe, Sir Ingelard de Warlee ( Rolls of Par- statute of the six articles. His name was 
liament, ii. 437), and cofferer of the ward- also appended to the declaration made of the 
rohe ( Patent Polls, p. 74). On 18 June 1817 functions and divine institution of bishops 
he was appointed a baron of the exchequer and priests. In the convocation of1647 he was 
in succession to Richard de Abingdon [q. v.], one appointed to draw up a stat ute as to the 
incapacitated by sickness, and appears acting payment of tithes in cities; in the samecon- 
as judge until 1322, receiving summonses to vocation he was one of the minority opposed 
parliament during that period, the last being to the marriage of priests; and when, in 1547, 
a summons to the parliament at York in , Thomas Hancock preached iu St. Thomas’s 
1322. He appears as canon of the free Church, Salisbury, a sermon directed against 
chapel of St. Martin, London, in 1845, in superstition, Oking and Dr. Steward, who 
which year he received the custody of the was Gardiner’s chancellor, walkedout of the 
deanery of the chapel. He is not to be con- church, and were reproved by the preacher, 
fused with the 1 Sire Johan de Okham ’ men- In spite of these indications of hiH belonging 
tioned in a copy of the proposals of the j to the moderate party, he married as soon as 
ordainers of 1311 (Annales Londonienses, p. it was legal to do so, and was deprived of bis 
200). The latter was John de Hotham or j archdeaconry under Mary. He is supposed 
Hothun [q. v.], afterwards bishop of Ely. to have died before Elizabeth’s accession. 

[Foss's Judges, iii. 282; Dugd.ilo’sOrig. Jimd. | [Cooper’s Athena: Cantabr. i. 107; Dbon’B 
Chron. Ser. p. 38 j Abbr. Rot. Orig. 1 .176, 200; Hist, of the Church of Engl. ii. 331; Letters and 
Cal. Rot. Pat. p. 74; Rot. Pari. ii. 437; Pari, papers, Hen. VIII. vm. 045, xn, i, 607; Stripe’s 
Writs, vol. ii. pt. iii. p. 1244; Ann. London, .ip. Momori.ils of the Reformation, I. i. 308, ii. 336, 
Oluon. Edw. I and Edw. II, i. 200 (Rolls tier.)] Crmimer, p. 77, &c. ; Foxe’s Acts and Mon. v. 

W. H. 466, 482-6 ; Lo Nevo’s FasU.] W.A. J. A. 

OKING, ROBERT (Jl. 1525-1564), arch¬ 
deacon of Salisbury, was educated at. Cam- OLAF Godpbeybon (d. 941), leader of 
bridge. It may be presumed that he was at the Ostmen, and king of Dublin, and Deira, 
Trinity Hall under Gardiner; according to is to be clearly distinguished from his kins- 
a latter sent to Cromwell in 1638, he was man and contemporary, Olaf Sitricson [q. v.J 
brought up under the Bishop of Winchester, ne was the great-grandson of Ivor Bein- 
He was bachelor of civil law in 1625, com- laus, eon of Regnar Lodbrok, and therefore 
missary of the university in 1529, and doctor of the famous race of the Hy Ivar. His 
of civil law in 1634. Probably in 1634 he father was the. Godfrey, king of Dublin, 
was appointed commissary to Dr. Salcot or brother or cousin of Sitric, king of Deira, 
Capon, bishop of Bangor. He was also proa- who vuinly attempted to wrest Deira from 
tor of St. Lazar, and hence allowed to sell HSthelstan [q. v.] in 927. The earliest 
indulgences. There hadbeon serious disputes trustworthy mention of Olaf Godfreyson is 
in the chapter in the time of the late bishop, in 933, when, in aHioncB with the Danes of 
and Oking fell out with Richard Gibbons, the Strangford Lough, he plundered Armagh, 
registrar, who in 1636 seized vnrious papers, In the same year he allied himself with the 
and accused Oking to Cromwell of reaction- lord of Ulster in the plunder of what is now 
arv sympathies. Oking suspended Gibbons, Monaghan, but was overtaken and defeated 
who appealed, according to Cooper (Athena by Muircheartach (d. 943) [q. v.], king of 
Cantabr. i. 197), to Sir Richard Bulksloy, Aileoh (Anri. Ultonienses, ap, O’Oovok, Iter. 
chamberlain of North Wales. Bulkeley, how- Eibem. Soriptt. iv. 260; Annals of the Pour 
ever, wrote to Cromwell that he had always Master's, ecL O'Donoyan, ii. 629). In 934 he 
heard Oking ‘ speak for annulling the Bishop succeeded his father in the Norse kingdom of 
of Roma’s authority’ (Letters and Papers Dublin (Ann. TJlt. iv. 261. and Four Masters, 
EenrpVIII, Vni 644). At Christmas 1636-7 ii. 631, where the dates given axe two years 
the opposite party seem to have taken the behind the correct date). Next year he was 
law into their own hands, and Oking was again in the field, and took Lodore,nearDun- 
uearly murdered while holding a consistory shaughlin, in what is now Meath, In 930 or 
in Bangor Cathedral (ib. sil. i, 607). The 987 he plundered the abbey of Olonmacnoise 
bishop tried to get him preferment in 1638; in Offaly, and billeted his soldiers for two 
and when he was translated to Salisbury in nights on the monks (ib.) Possibly taking 



976 


Olaf 


Olaf 


advantage of Olaf’s absence, Donncbadll, was a Scot by bis father’s, a Dane by hi* 
lung of Ireland, burnt Dublin. The former, mother’s, side; but he probably had Celtic 
however, was not long delayed by the Turn blood j and Florence of Worcester (i iso 6 
of his capital, for on 1 Aug. 937 he led an Engl. Hist. Soc.) calls him ‘king of manv 
expedition against certain Danes who were islands.’ Upon the death of Sitric, Aithel- 
soiourning on Lough Rea. These he made stan at once annexed Deira, driving out olaf 
prisoners and brought to Dublin, whence the I who appears to have been too young at 
inference (Todd, War of the Qaedhil with this time to resist effectively. Ills uncle or 
the Oaill, p. 281, Rolls Ser.) that the object 1 cousin,_ however, Godfrey, Icing of Dublin 
of this attach was to compel the Danes to immediately left Ireland, and attempted to 
take part in the ensuing expedition to Eng- scoure the auecossion to the Northumbrian 
land (Four Masters , ii. 633, and Annals of throne. lie was unsuccessful in obtaining 
Clonmacnoise, quoted by O’Donoviin, ih.; of. 1 the help of Constantine II of Scotland, who 
also Arm. Vlt. iv. 261). In 937 Olaf fought was at that time in alliance with rEtbel- 
at the great battle of Brunanburh under the stan; and, after a vain attempt on York 
leadership of Olaf Sitrioson [q. v.] In the was driven from the country wfth Olaf Sit- 
rout of the northern forces he escaped to his ricson, 

ships, and returned to Dublin in 938 ( Anglo - Probably a few yoars later Olaf married a 

Saxon Chron. ii. 88, Rolls Sor,; Ann. Git. daughter of Constantine II of Scotland, and 
iv. 263; Four Masters, ii. 636). The plun- the latter now changed his policy and’sup- 
der of Kilcullsn in Kildare may more pro- ported Olaf in his preparation for the im- 
hably be ascribed to Olaf Sitricson, and pending struggle for the recovery of the 
to a later dote; but tlie year of Olaf God- Danish kingdom of Deira. This alliance 
freyson's return was again marked by the between Constantino and Olaf seems to have 
burning of Dublin and tho plunder of the been the cause of/Etkelstan’s raid into Scot- 
Norse territory by King Donncbndli (ih.) land in 031, which probably kept the allies 
Shortly afterwards (in 989) Olaf apparently in oheclc for three years. 
leftDublin, and,soon after Hithelstan's doalh In 937 the great confederacy of Scots, 

in 940, accepted, jointly with Olaf Sitric- Britons, and Irish was formed under Olaf 
son, a vaguely recorded invitation from the SitricBon, Const mtine, and Olaf Gortfrevsou 
Northumbrians to ‘ Olaf of Ireland ’ to be of Dublin. Entering the Ilumber with s 
their king (A.-S. Chron. ii. 80; Flos. Wio. powerful fleot, Olaf Sitricson drove hack the 

i. 133,Engl. Iliet. Soc.; Wnx.MA.Ut. i. 167, lieutenants of ^Ethelstan in the north, but 
Rolls Ser.; Roa.IIov.i.66, Rolls Sar.) With foolishly permitted himBelf to be held iu 
his kinsman be probably shared the kingship check by negotiations while iEthelstnn 
until his death in an obseure fight at Tyn- gathered' his foroes together. William of 
ningham, near Dunbar, in 941 (A ,-S. Chron. Malmesbury ( Gesta Regum, i. 143) tells the 

ii. 89; Svm. Dunelm. Hist. Reg. ii. 04, Rolls story that Olaf appeared in iEtbelstan’s camp 

Ser.; Rog. Hov. i. 66; TLdn. Hunt. p. 162, in the guise ot a harper, to which much 
Rolls Ser.) credit cannot be given; but lio seems to have 

Olaf married Alditha, daughter of a certain made a night att ack on the camp, which 
jarl named Orm (Matt. W ebtmon. ap. Luard, failed. The armies finally met on the famous 
Flores Mstorianm, i. 498, Rolls Ser.) field of Brunanburh, probably in Yorkshire. 

[In addition to tho authorities cited in the text, ^tlielstan was completely victorious, and 
see Ware's Antiq. Hiborn. p. 131; Hodgson’s tho uorthmen were dnvon to their ships. 
Northumberlan I, ed. Hindo, 1. 148 soq. ; Robert- Though it is difficult to distinguish the ac- 
son’s Early Kings of Scotland, i. 63; Skene's tionfl of the two Olafs in the account of the 
Celtic Scotland, i. 381.] A. M C-e, batlle given in the poem preserved in the 

‘ Anglo-Saxon Ohroniclo,’ it is clear that 

OLAF Sitrioson (d. 981), known in tho neither Olaf Sitricson, as is stated in the 
sagas as Olaf the Red and Olaf Ouaran ‘Egil-saga,’nor Olaf Godfreyson, was among 
(i.e. of the Sandal), leader of the Ostmen the 1 death-doom’d in fight;’ and tho former 
and king of Dublin and Deira, has been foe- probably went hack as he lmd come, byway 
quently confused wi f h Olaf Godfreyson [q. v.] of t he Humber into Scotland. 

Like tne latter, Olaf Sitricson was of tho race . For the next few yeavs the chroniclers are 
of the Hy Ivar, and the great-grandson of I again confused as to the notions respectively 
Ivor Beinlaus, son of llegnar Lodbrok. His of Olaf Sitricson and Olaf Godfreyson, who 
father was the Sitric, king of Deira, who j had succeeded his father in the kingdom 
married ACthelstan’s sister, and died in 927. of tho Dublin Danes in 034. The latter 
The 1 Egil-sftga’(ap. JoHNSTONR,y(ntip. delta- certainly rolm*ned to Ireland after Brunon- 
Scand. p. 82) is wrong in saying that Olaf burh, and it is probable that Olaf Sitricson 
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joined him there, and that it was he who in 
940 plundered Kilcullen in Kildare. Mean¬ 
while yEthelstan, shortly after his victory 
at Bnmanburh, had handed over North¬ 
umbria to Eric of the Bloody Axe, son of 
Harold Harfagr of Norway, to hold against 
the Danes (Rut. Reg. Olavi Tryggwijilii in 
Island. Script. Eist. i. 22). Soon afteryEthel- 
gtan’s death in 040, theNorthumbrians threw 
off their allegiance to his successor, Ead- 
mund, and called ‘ Olaf of Ireland ’ to be their 
king. Olaf Sitricson is probably meant; 
bat he was soon followed to England by 
Olaf Godfreyson, with whom he apparently 
shared the kingship until the letters deatn 
in 041. Olaf Sitricson went first to York, 
then, turning south, besieged Northampton 
and stormed Tamworth. Eadmund met him, 
probably near Lincoln, and, though the 
order of events is variously given, the arch¬ 
bishops Odo and Wulfstan appear at this 
point to have intervened and effected a com¬ 
promise. By it all Deira north of Wat¬ 
ting Street was ceded to the Danes. In 942 
Eadmund won back the five boroughs, Lin¬ 
coln, Leicester, Stamford, Nottingham, and 
Darby; and this success has been connected 
with the death of Olaf Godfvoyson shortly 
before. But in 942 Olaf Si tricson, who now 
shared the kingship with Reginald God fray- 
son, obtained the powerful support of Arch¬ 
bishop Wulfstan of York, with whom he was 
besieged in Leicester by Eadmund in913, and 
forced to fieo by night. Again a treaty was 
made this year, but not, it is to be inferred, 
so favourable to the Danes. Both Olaf 
Sitricson and Reginald Godfreyson were re¬ 
ceived into Eadmund’s friendship and into the 
Christian church. 

Such a state of things was clearly ab¬ 
normal, and. In.944, when Eadmund had gone 
south into Wessex, Olaf and Reginald seised 
the opportunity to make a raid into the terri¬ 
tory from which they had been cut off. Ead¬ 
mund returned, drove themfrom the country, 
and formally annexed Deira. 

In the year of Olaf’s expulsion from 
Northumbria, Dublin, the capital of the Irish 
dominions of his house, was socked by the 
native Irish, Next year Olaf reappeared in 
Ireland, and either drove out Blacar God- 
freyson, who had been left in command, or, 
entering into alliance with him, restored 
Dublin and firmly established his rule over 
the Irish dominions of his family. In the 
same year he allied himsolf with the bitter 
enemy of his race, Oongalach, king of Ire¬ 
land, against the Irish clauoftheO’Conanaiu, 
and in 946 doubtless led the Dublin Danes 
in their attack upon the monastery of Clon- 
macnoise in Offaly. In 947 Olaf, still in 


alliance apparently with King Oongalach, 
was severely defeated by Ruadliri O’Canan- 
nain at Slane in Meath, and lost many of 
his men. The alliance with King Congalach 
certainly terminated in this year : for Dublin 
was again plundered, and Blacar Godfrey- 
son, who was in command on thiB occasion, 
was defeated and slain. It is possible that 
this was an attack made in Olaf’s absence; 
for it was iu 949 that he made his last 
attempt to regain his father’s kingdom of 
Deira. Ho then succeeded in establishing 
his power for three years, till the North¬ 
umbrians, with their usual faithlessness, rose 
against him, and he was finally driven from 
the country in 952. Northumbria submitted 
to Edred, and after 964 was ruled by his 
earls. 

In 953 Olaf was again in Ireland, and, in 
alliance with Toole, Bon of the king of 
Leinster, made plundering raids into the 
modern counties of Waterford and Wick¬ 
low. Three years later lie took in ambush 
and slew his old enemy, King- Congalach. 
In 062, with the Gaill of Dublin, he pursued, 
defeated, and drove back to his ships a cer¬ 
tain Sitric Oam, possibly a Scottish chief¬ 
tain, who had landed in Ireland, and pene¬ 
trated ns far as Kildare (Four Masters, ii. 
083 ; but cf. Todd, War of the Gaedhil, p. 
286). Two years later Olaf met with a re¬ 
verse at IniBtioge in the modern connty of 
Kilkenny, and lost many of his men, bur 
had apparently, sufficiently recovered in 970 
to join the Leinstermen in the plunder of 
Kells, in what is now Meath, where he seized 
many hundred cows. He also gained a vic¬ 
tory over ono of the Irish clans near Navan 
in Meath. It was possibly in this same year 
(970) that he entered into a short-lived alli¬ 
ance with the son of the late King Congalach. 
and defeated the reigning king, Domhnall 
O'Neill, at Kilmoon, near Dunahaughlin in 
Meath. A few years later, probably in 977 or 
978, Olaf slew the heir to the throne of Ireland 
of each of the two contending royal lines, 
those, namely, of the northern and southern 
O’Neill, and shortly after probably led the 
Dublin Danes to his last victory at Belan, 
near Athy in Kildare. 

In 980 was fought the fatal battle of Taro, 
which broke the power of the Norse king¬ 
dom of Dublin.. With the Dublin Danes 
were fighting their kinsmen from the islands. 
It is uncertain whether Olaf was himself 
present; but the battle was fiercely contested 
by his sons,' and it was woe,’ says the chro¬ 
nicler, ‘to both sides.' The Danes were 
completely defeated, Olaf’s heir, Reginald, 
and a great number of his chieftains slain. 
With them Olaf saw the power he had. 

Sr 
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carried to a height far greater than any of 
bis predecessors laid low, and the fierce spirit 
of the old Norse king was at last broken. 
He resigned bis kingdom, and went on a 
pilgrimage to Iona. Here, in 981, he closed 
his stormy life in penitence and peace. 

Olaf had a sister Gy da who married (he fa¬ 
mous Olaf Tryggvason (Urimt.Jcnnglei, transl. 
S. Laing, i. 399-400). He was thrice mar¬ 
ried : first, to the daughi or of Constantine II 
of Scotland; secondly, to Lhe sister of Mail- 
mora,king of Leinster, GormflaiI h or Korm- 
liida, who is quaintly described in the 1 Njal's 
Saga ’(cap.clv.p. 268); thirdly toDonnflaith, 
daughter of Mnircheavtach (d. 943) [q. 7 .] 
Ttis sons were Reginald, who perished at 
Tara; Gluniaraim, who succeeded him in 
Dublin, and died in 989; Sitric, also king of 
Dublin, died 1042; Aralt, slain in 10U0; 
Amaneus or Amaccus, slain in Northumbria 
in 964; aud GiUanatraic (?). lie had also 
one daughter, Alaelmuive, who married 
Malachy or Maelsochlainn II fq. v,], and 
died in 1021 (Ifar of the Gaedhil, p. 278). 

[Anglo-Saxon Chion. ii. 85-91, Will, of l 
Malmesbury's Gesta Rogum, i. I 17-58, Hanry , 
of Huntingdon, pp. 169-63, Symeon of Dur¬ 
ham’s Hist, Rug. it. 121-6, and Hitt. Dunolm. I 
Hcclos. i. 176, Roger of Haver.on, i, 84-6, Gai- 
mar, i. 148-9, War of the Gnodhil with the 
Gaill, p. 283, &c, (all in the Rolls Snr.) ; Flo¬ 
rence of Worcester (Engl. nist. Soc.) i 131—4 ; 
Annalcs Ultoiienses, Annalos Inisfalonses, and 
Tighoarnach in O'Conor's Rernrn Hi hem Hcriptt. 
iv. 258, 262, &c ; Annals of tin Four Masters, 
rd. O’Dnnovan, ii. 617-57; Citron of Piets and 
Scots in Rolls of Scotland, p. 363; Heminghb's 
Chartul. Reel. Wigoru. ii. 441; Johnstone's 
Antiq. Cell o-Scund pp. 32-1; Petrie’s Mon. 
Hist. Brit. p. 520; see also Ware's Antiq. Hibern. 
pp. 131 soq.; LangebakV Script. Rer. Dan. ii. 
415, in. 212—13 n. ; Robertson's Scotland under 
her Early Kings, i. 56, 60 Beq., and Hisloiieal 
Essays, pp. 107-8; Skene’s Celtic Scotland, i. 
352 seq.; Raino'a Fasti Ehoraconses, i. 114 soq,; 
Green's Conquest of England, pp. 252 seq., 2 70, 
289 seq.; Hodgson’s Northumberland, fid.Himlo, 
i. 112 seq.] A. M, C_h. 

OLAF (1177 P-1238), called the Black, 
king of the Islos, was the son of Godred, king 
of the Isles, and of Fingola, granddaughter 0 f 
Aluirchoartach (d. 1166), king of Ireland [soe 
O’Loc ulaiiw, Mtjtr], Ilia parents had hBsn 
united in religious marriago through the in¬ 
tervention of Cardinal Vivian, papal logato, 
in 1176 ( Chron. Begum Mamma et’Insu- 
larum, ad. Munch, i. 76, Manx Soc.) Olaf’s 
father died in 1187, and though he had be¬ 
queathed his dominions to his legitimate son 
Olaf, the latter, being a child, was set aside 
in favour of his half-brother Reginald. Some 
years later Reginald assigned to Olaf the 


miserable patrimony of the island of Leww 
in the Hebrides, where he dwelt for sates 
time. Growing discontented with his lot 
he applied to Reginald for a larger share of 
his rightful inheritance. This was refused 
and about 1208 Reginald handed Olaf ovend 
tho custody of William the Lion of ScolI OTt l 
who kept him in prison until his own death 
in 1214. On the accession of Alexander II 
Olaf was released, and returned to Man 
whence he shorl ly sot out witha considerable 
following of men of rank for Spain, on a 
pilgrimago to the shrine of St. James at 
Oompostella. On his return, Reginald, win 
was apparently reconciled to him, caused 
him to marry his own wifo’s sister, the 
daughter of a noble of Canlyre, and again 
assigned to him Lewis for his maintenance 
(tb. pp. 82-4). Olaf accepted the gift, and 
departed to L«wis. Soon alter his arrival 
there, Reginald (P), bishop of the Isles, visited 
the churches, and canonically separated Olaf 
and his wife as being within the prohibited 
degrees of relationship, whereupon Olaf mar¬ 
ried Christina, daughter of Ferquhard, earl 
of Ross. 

Aroused to anger, Reginald's queen, the 
sister of Olnf’s divorced wife, called upon 
her Bon Godred to avenge the wrong done to 
her house. The latter collected a force and 



Lewis to Godred. Olaf was shortly joined 
1 by Paul Ballumon, tbe leading chieftain of 
Skye, who had refused to join in the attack 
on Lowis, Entering into alliance, the two 
chioftains in 1223 successfully carried out a 
night attack upon the little island of St, 
Colrn, where Godred was. The latter was 
taken and blinded, it is said, without Olaf's 
consent (ib. pp. 86-8; cf. Ann. Jlegii Islan- 
dorirn, ap. Lanodbuk, Scriptt. Ber. Dan. iii. 
84). 

Next summer Olaf, who had won over the 
chiefs of the isles, came to Man to claim 
once movo a portion of his inheritance. 
Reginald was forced to agree to a com¬ 
promise by which ho retained Man, with the 
title of king, while Olaf was to have the 
isles—narnoly, tlieSndreys. The peace was 
of short duration, for in 1226 Reginald, sup¬ 
ported by Alau, lord of Galloway, attempted 
to win back the islos. The Manxmen, how¬ 
ever, refused to fight against Olaf and the 
men of the isles, and the attempt failed, 
Shortly after Reginald, under pretext of a 
visit to his suzerain, Henry III of England, 
extorted ono hundred marks from his sub¬ 
jects, wnerewith he went to the court of 
'Alan of Galloway and contracted a highly 
unpopular alliance botwoonhis daughter sad 
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Alan's son, The Manxmen rose in revolt, 
uni called Olaf to the kingship, Thus, in 
1226, the latter obtained bis inheritance of 
Man and the Isles, and reigned in peace two 

^That Olaf diil, however, possess both the 
title of king and considerable influence be¬ 
fore this date, would seem probable if two 
extant documents are rightly held to relate 
to him. The former of these shows him to 
have been at issue with the monks of Furness 
in Lancashire with regard to the election of 
their abbot, Nicholas of Means [q. v.], to the 
bishopric of the i >lcs (Dugdale, Munaaticon 
Anglicanum, viii. 1186). The second, dated 
1217, is from Henry III of England to Olaf, 
king of Man, threatening vengeance should 
he do further injury to the abbey of Furness 
(Out nn, Momimenia da Insula Manniee, 
ii. 42, Manx Soo.) 

In 1228 an attempt was made at negotia¬ 
tion for the settlement of the differences 
between Olaf and Reginald, Letters of 
safe-conduct to England were granted by 
Henry III to Olaf for the purpose (Rymer, 
Feeders, i. 303). The attempt, however, 
seems to hove failed, for about 1229, while 
Olaf was absent in the isles, Xing- Regi¬ 
nald took tho opportunity to attack Man 
in alliance with Ainu, lord of Galloway. 
Olaf, on his return, drove them out, but 
during the winter of the same year Reginald 
made another attempt. Olaf, who appears 
to have exercised great personal influence 
over his men, met and defeated him at 
Dingwall in Orkney. Here Reginald was 
slain on 14 Feb. 1230 ( Annals of England, i. 
148; cf. Chron, Manniee, i. 92 j Ann. Regii 
Islandomm, ap. Lxnqebek, Scriptt. Serum. 
Danicarum, iii. 88). 

Soon after this event Olaf set out to the 
court of his suzerain, the king of Norway; 
for in spite of Rogiuald’s formal surrender 
of the kingdom to the pope and king of 
England in 1219, Olaf had remained faithful 
to Hakon Y of Norway (/innate of Eng¬ 
land, i. 147; Fluteyan MS. ap. Oimns, 
Monummta, i. 43). Before Olaf’s arrival in 
Norway, however, Ilakon had appointed 
a noble of royal race named Ospao lo the 
kingship of the Isles, and in his train Olaf 
and Godrud Don, Reginald's son, were 
obliged to return. After varied adventures 
in the western islands of Scotland (ii. 
i. 43 seq.), Ospao was killed in Bute, and 
Olaf was chosen as the now leader of the 
expedition, which was next directed against 
Man. _ The Manxmen^ who hod assembled 
to resist the Norwegians, again, it is said, 
refused to figbt against Olaf, and he and 
Godred Don divided the kingdom between 


Old 

them. Shortly after Godred was slain in 
Lewis, and Olaf henceforth ruled alone. 

In 1235 Olaf appears to Jiavo been in 
England on a visit to Henry HI, who 
granted him letters of safe-conduct and of 
security to his dominions during his absence 
(RraiEE, Fxdera, i. 803). It was possibly 
during this visit that Henry committed to 
him the gnardianship of the coasts both of 
England and Ireland towards the Isle of 
Man, for which service he was to receive one 
hundred marks yearly and certain quantities 
of corn and wine (ib. p. 341). In accepting 
this duty Olaf apparently renounced his 
allegiance to Hakon Y of Norway, who at 
this time threatened the coasts, and who, in 
consequence of Olaf’s defection, had to aban¬ 
don his expedition. In 1286-7 Olaf appears, 
nevertheless, to have been in Norway on 
business to the king, and with the consent, 
moreover, of Henry III, who guaranteed the 
safety of his dominions during- his absence 
(ib. pp. 303, 371). Shortly after his return 
lie died on 21 May 1238 ( Annals of England^ 

i, 160; cf. Chron. Manniee, i. 94). 

Olaf had several sons: Harold (d. 1249), 
who succeeded liim; Godfrey (A. 1238); 
Reginald (el. 1249), king of Man; Magnus 
(A. 1266), lung of Man from 1252; and 
Harold ( d. 1966) (Langjibuk, Scriptt. Her. 
Ban. ii. 212 ). 

[In addition to tho authorities cited in tho 
text, see Robertson's Early Kings of Scotland, 

ii. 98 seq.; Back's Ann. Furncsienses, pp. 169, 

187; Torfmus’a Oreadcs, pp, 161-2; Hist. Rer. 
Norvog. iv. 196-6.] A. M. C-s. 

OLD, JOnN (/. 1646-1666), trnnslator 
and religious writer, was educated in all 
probability at Cambridge, and about 1645 
wna presented to tho vicarage of Cubington, 
Warwickshire, by the Duchess of Somerset. 
He was probably the John Old, chaplain to 
Lord Ferrars, who was accused before the 
council, <m 10 July 1646, of having been a 
‘ man of light disposioion concerning matiers 
of religion,’ but, having confessed his fault 
and shown signs of repentance, ‘ was with a 
good lesson dismissed.' In his ‘ Confession 
of the most Auncient and True Christen 
CatholikeOldeBelefe,’ 1666, he admits that 
he had been a Roman eatliolic at one time, 
and dates his conversion ‘soma ten or eleven 
years ago.’ He was a commissioner for the 
dioceses of Peterborough, Oxford, Lincoln, 
and Lichfield, and also ‘Register* in the 
visitation of 1647, and made allusion to Ms 
experiences in the prologue to ‘ The Epistle 
to the Ephesians’ in one of his transla¬ 
tions. It is suggested by Strrae that at one 
time he kept a school, which he must have 

3 e 2 



Oldcastle 980 Oldcastle 


done, if he did it at all, about this time. He 
was tnado prebendary of BodfordMinor in the 
cathedral of Lincoln, and of Dunford in the 
cathedral of Lichfield in 1651. "When Mary 
came to the throne he fled. Ho seems after¬ 
words not to have been altogether satisfied 
with his conduct at the crisis, for he con¬ 
fesses that he had left ids vicarage ' some¬ 
what before extreme trouble came’ (A Con¬ 
fession, &c.); hut he adds that there wore 
other reasons than fear. He does not seem 
to have left England at once, as Becon has 
recorded that Old entertained him and Ro¬ 
bert Wisdome when they wero in hiding 
(Becon, Jewel of Joy). When Elisabeth 
succeeded Mary, he must have heon dead, 
as he was not restored to his prebends. 

Old took part in the translation of Eras¬ 
mus’s‘Paraphrase of the Now Testament,’ 
London 1648, fol.; his sliaro embraced the 
canonical epistles. lie is said to lmvo after¬ 
wards translated the books themselves. IIo 
also published a translation of five of Gunl- 
ter’e ‘ Homilies,’ under the title of ‘ Anti¬ 
christ,’ London, 1666; republished as ' A 
short Description of Antichrist’ in 1667. 
He edited ' Certaine Godly Conferences be- 
tweeneN. Ridley.. .andll.Latimer,‘London, 
1660, 8vo; another edition, 1674. IIo wrote: 
1. ‘The Acquital or Purgation of tho moost 
Oatbolyke Christen Prince, Edward VI,’ 
Waterford, 1635, 4to. This has been said 
to have been the second book ever printed 
in Ireland, but it seems more probable that, 
like most of the books of tke same kind, it 
appeared really at Antwerp (of. Notes and 
Queries, 3rd ter. iii. 29). 2. 'A Confession of 
the most Auncient and True Christen Oatho- 
like Olde Belefe,’ Southwark, 1666, 8vo. 

[Strypa’s Cramnor, i. 307, Memorials, n. i. 
47, &c. ; Lo Neve’s Fasti, i. 697,ii. 110; "Wood’s 
Athenro Oxon. ed. Bliss, ir. 061, Fasti, i. 101 ; 
Hammond’s Directory and Liturgy, 1646, p. 14; 
Acts of the Privy Council, 1642-7, p. 470 ; 
Colville's Worthies of Warwickshire, pp. 653-4 ; 
Bccon’a Works, vol. i. p. ix, ii. 422-4, Cranmer’s 
Works, i, 9, ii. 63, Ridley's Works, 161 (all in 
the Parker Soo.) j Dixon's Hist, of tho Church of 
England, ii. 481.] W. A. J. A, 

OLDCASTLE, Sin JOITN, styled Lose 
Cobiiah (d. 1417), came of a family of 
consideration, who were lords of the manor 
of Almeley near Weobley, in Western 
Herefordshire, and whoso estates touched 
the Wyo at Lett on (Cal. Inquis. post 
mortem, iv. 124), A parcel of their lands in 
Almeley was called Oldcastle, and this, no 
doubt, was the mound beside the oliurch on 
which ruins wore still visible in the seven¬ 
teenth, century. The name Old Oasllo, which 
was probably derived from some ancient, 


perhaps Roman, fortification, which had dis¬ 
appeared by the fifteenth century, is s tj]i 
or was until recently, attached to a farm' 
’--use occupying the site (Robinson, Castle, 
Herefordshire, 1869, p. 3 j cf. Rbim 
rectory of Herefordshire). It is probablv 
unnecessary then to suppose that the family 
had ever been connected with the small vil¬ 
lage of Oldcastle in the north-west comer 
of Monmouthshire, which one tradition has 
confidently pointed to as the birthplace of 
Sir John Oldcastle. Oldcastle has heon 
claimed as a Welshman ([Archecologia Cam- 
brensis, lstser. i. 47; 4th ser. viii. 126). But 
of this there is cert ainly no proof, least of 
all in the fact, if fact it be, that lie was known 
among' the Welsh as ‘Sion llendy o Went 
Iscoed , 1 which is a more translation of John 
Oldcastle of Herefordshire. On the other hand 
it is quite likely that a family living so close 
lo the marches, even if originally of purely 
English extraction, would have Welshhloo’d 
in its veins, and some might fancy that they 
could detect Celtic traits in his career. Of 
that career practically nothing is known 
prior 1 o 1101 , and even liis parentage and the 
dale of his birth aro unsettled. According 
to tile pedigree which Mr. Robinson gives in 
the work quoted above from the ‘ Visitation’ 
of 1689 (P), ho was a son of Sir Richard Old- 
caslle, ana a grandson of tho John Oldcastle 
who represented Herefordshire in the par¬ 
liaments of 1368 and 1372 (Return of Mem¬ 
bers of Parliament, i, 179, 188 ; cf. Qookb, 
Visitation cf 1609, ed. F. W. Weaver!. 
Thomas Oldcastle, who held tho same posi¬ 
tion in 1390 and 1893, and was sheriff of 
tho county in 1386 and 1391, was probably 
his uncle; ho died between 1397 and 1402, 
having married the heireBs of the neighbour¬ 
ing family of Pemhridg«,and his son Richard, 
who died in 1422, held lands in Herefordshire 
and W oveestershire (Robinson, Appendix, i.: 
Cal, Inquis.postmortem,iv. 66 ,268 1 Devos, 
Issues, p. 209; Not. Pari. iv. 99; Kaleniars 
and Inventories, ii. 63). 

Oldcostle ’8 biographers have usually repre¬ 
sented him as an old man of nearly sixty 
years of ago at his death, and have placed his 
birth, with somo confidence in 1860 (Archao- 
loyia Canibrcnsis, 4th scr. viii. 126; Gaspei, 
i, JO). But the evidenco available points to 
a considerable over-statement. Bale confused 
him with John, third lord Cohhom [a. v.], the 
grandfather of his future wife, and thus erro¬ 
neously made him tho leader of the lollards 
in the parliaments of 1301 and 1396. These 
errors, and the way in which the fifteenth 
and sixteenth century writers played upon 
tho first syllable of his name,havo doubtless 
led to an exaggerated estimate of the length 
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of his life (Bale, ‘ Brefa Ohronycle in Har- 
hian Miscellany, i. 251). Misled by this, the 
Elizabethan dramatists pictured Oldcastle, 
i my old lad of the castle,'the supposed com¬ 
panion of Henry V’s early follies, as the ‘ aged 
counsellor to youthful sin. 1 ffa have the 
statement of a not very trustworthy con¬ 
temporary that he was born in 1878, which, 
is probably much nearer tho truth (Emiiiam, 
liber Metriau, p. 156). 

The conjecture that Oldcastle met Wi- 
clif in hiding at some castle of John of 
Gaunt's in the west must be relegated to the 
same category as Bale's assumption that he 
was prominent in securing the passing of the 
great act of prtemunire (Arckveologia Cam- 
brentit, 4th ser. viii. 125). Weaver asserts, 
in his poetical life of Oldcastle (1601 ), that 
in his youth he had been page to Thomas 
Mowbray, duke of Norfolk fq. v.], who was 
banished in 1398 and died abroad in 1899. 

He makes his first appearance in contem¬ 
porary authorities as a trusted servant of the 
crown in the Welsh marches under Henry IV, 
nearly twenty yoars after Wiclif’s death, 
and we hear little of Ills lollard opinions until 
the clergy took open action against Mm in 
the first year of Ilenry V. In November 
1401 ‘Monsieur JohanOldecastille’ was sent 
np the Wye to take charge of the castle of 
Builth ( Ordinances of the Privy Council, i. 
174). A year or two later Oldcastle was 
told off to assist the constable of Kidwelly 
Oastle on the Carmurthenehire coast with 
forty lances and a hundred and twenty 
archers (ib. ii. 68). Iu tho Soplemher fol¬ 
lowing the battle of Shrewsbury, the king 
empowered Oldcastle to pardon or punish 
such of his Welsh tenants as were rebels 
(Foedera, viii. 831). He eat as knight of 
the shiie for Herefordshire in the lengthy 
parliament -which opened on 14 Jan. 1404 
(Jletums of Members, i. 265; Wylie, i. 
400 seq.) In the summer, however, he was 
called upon to take temporary charge of the 
castle of Hay on the Wye, some eight miles 
south-weBt of Almeley (Ord. Privy Council, 
i. 287). A few months later he was placed 
on a commission entrusted with the impos¬ 
sible task of stopping the conveyance of pro¬ 
visions and arms into the rebel districts of 
Wales (Wylie, ii. 5). He was sheriff of 
HareforasMre in the eighth year of the reign 
(1406-7), and in the tenth joint custodian of 
the lordship of Dinas in the present Breck¬ 
nockshire (Deqeale, Baronage, ii. 67 j Calend. 
Botul, Chart, p, 889). 

The personal friendship betweon Oldcastle 
and the Prince of Wales doubtless dated 
from the years inwhichHenry was liisfather's 
lieutenant in Wales; and in the quieter times 


which followed the subsidence of Glendower’s 
revolt the fortunes of tho Herefordshire 
knight continued to rise. He was now, for 
tke second time, a widower, and by October 
1409 he had secured the hand of a Kentish 
heiress, Joan, lady Cobham, granddaughter 
of John, third lord Cobham of Kent, a pro¬ 
minent figure under Richard II, who died at 
an extreme old age on 10 Jon. 1408 (Deb- 
dale, i. 67), Cobham Manor and Cowling 
or Cooling Castle, some four miles north of 
Rochester, at the edge of the marshes, passed 
to Joan, who was the only child of Oobham’s 
daughter Joan and Sir John de la Pole of 
Ohnshall in Essex. She was at this time 
thirty years of age, and had just (9 Oct. 1407) 
lost her third husband, Sir Nicholas Haw- 
berk, who had served in Wales ( Collectanea 
TopoymyMcaetGedeak>yica,\'n. 829; IIasibd, 
Mist, of Kent, iii. 429; ArcJicrologia Can- 
tiana, xi. 49 seq., xii. 113 soq.) Shortly after, 
and probably in consequence of his mar¬ 
riage with Lady Cohlmm, Oldcastle was sum¬ 
moned to parliament as a baron by a writ 
directed to ‘ Johannes Oldcastell, chevalier, 1 
on 20 Oct. 1409, and received similar wriLs 
down to 22 March 141S ( Complete Peerage, 
by Q. E. O., ii. 817). This is now usually 
regarded as the creation of a new barony in 
his favour. lie iB commonly styled, even 
in official documents, ‘ John OldcaBtle, 
Knight, and Lord Cobham [dominusde Oob- 
bainj ; ’ but we find Lady Oobham’s second 
husband, Sir Reginald Braybroke, called 
‘Domiuus de Cowling,' after a portion of tke 
property wMck she was to inherit from her 
grandfather ( Collectanea Topographica, vii. 
841; of. Walsiegiiam, ii. 291). 

The favour of the prince presently secured 
the newly created baron a further oppor¬ 
tunity of military distinction. In September 
1411 the prince, who was practically acting 
as viceroy for his sick father, took upon him¬ 
self to despatch an English force under the 
Earl of Arundel to the assistance of the Duke 
of Burgundy, and Oldcastle was associated 
with Arundel and Robert and Gilbert Um- 

§ bra v ills in the command (Ramsay, i. 180). 

mall as the force was, it ot once turned the 
scale between the warring French factions in 
Burgundy’s favour. By the middle of De¬ 
cember the Englishaumiarieswere dismissed 
with a remuneration, to raise which the duke 
had to pawn his jewels. Oldcastle in these 
years undoubtedly stood high in the favour 
of the prince, to whose household he seems 
to have been officially attached (Elmham, 
Vita, p. 81; Walsisgham, ii. 291), There is 
no hint, however, iu the contemporary au¬ 
thorities, hostile as they are, to support the 
view adopted by the Efizabothan dramatists 



Oldcastle 982 Oldcastle 


that lie -was one of Henry’s boon companions. 
Bale, indeed, makes him confess at his trial 
to ‘gluttony, covetousness, and lechery in 
his mail youth,’ but ■whether he had au¬ 
thority for this is by no means dear; and 
in any case he cannot refer to the time of 
Henry’s wild life in London. For Oldcastle 
was then already a convinced and prominent 
lollard, and any inconsistency in his life wo uld 
no doubt have been eagerly noted, How he 
became a lollard it is now impossible to say. 
But it is worth noticing that Herefordshire, 
and especially the district in which Almeloy 
lay, was a hotbed of lollardy in tho last do- 
cade of tbe fourteenth century. William 
Swinderby, the proceedings against whom in 
1391 are given at length by Foxe, was charged 
with having denied the validity of absolu¬ 
tion by a priest in deadly sin, aL Whitney, 
four miles south-west or Almeley; Walter 
Bruto, a Herefordshire layman, made him¬ 
self very obnoxious to the clergy hy his here¬ 
tical preaching, and was support od hy force, 
so that, the king had in September 1393 to 
order the officials and notabilities of Ilcve- 
fordsbire, among thorn Thomas Oldcastle, to 
aee that the bishop was nob interfered with, 
and that illegal conventicles were no longer 
held (Foxn, Aats and Monuments, iii. Ill, 
131,19G). 

The earliest evidence of Oldcnstlo's own 
lollard opinions belongs to 1410, when, owing 
to the unlicensed preaching of ‘ Sir John the 
Chaplain,’ the churches of Hoo, Ilalstow, 
and Cooling, all on the estates of his wifo, 
were laid tinder interdict (Wilkins, Con¬ 
cilia, iii. 329). He is said to have dono his 
utmost to convert the prince himself to his 
views (Gesta Hom'd V, p. 2). Elmlinm 
(Vita, p. 31) declares (hat Henry had already 
dismissed him from his service on account 
of his lollard heresies before he came to tho 
throne. But this seems to be contradicted 



nestneas certainly made him a most formi¬ 
dable leader of the lollard party. He was 
striving to secure the reformation of tho 
clergy m the lollard sense, and, according to 
Thomas Nettor or Walden [q. v.], ho had, at 
the instance of Joint nuss, provided for tho 
diffusion of Wiclif's writings (Goodwin 1 , 
Henry V, p. 187; Bam, p. 261). 

At tho first moating of the convocation 
which assembled at St. Paul’s on 0 March 
1418, afortnigbt before tho death of Henry IV, 
John Lay, a chaplain thoro present,, was de¬ 
nounced as a hcrel hi, and confessed to hav ing 
‘ celebrated ’ that vary morning iu the pre¬ 
sence of Oldcastle, though unable to produce 
the lieensb of his ordinary (Wilkins, iii. 


838). Convocation sat well on into tC 
summer, and accumulated fresh evidence 
against Oldcastle. A large number of Wi. 
clifite tracts were seized, condemned and 
burnt. In the course of the search a bool 
containing a number of small tracts mm.t 
more dangerous in tendency was discovered 
in the shop of an illuminator in Paternoster 
Bow, who confessed that Oldcastle was the 
owner. Tho latter was summoned to Ken- 
nington, and in the king’s closet there on 
6 Juno tho tracts were road in the presence 
of Homy and ‘ almost all tho prelates and 
nobles oi England.’ The king expressed his 
abhorrence of tho views expounded in them 
as the worst against the faith and the 
church ho had over heard. Oldcastle, being 
appealed to by him, is alleged to have con. 
fessed that they wore justly condemned, and 
pleaded that ho had not read more than two 
leaves of Iho book (ib. iii. 352). This en¬ 
couraged tbe clergy to make a general at¬ 
tack upon him for liis open maintenance 
of heresy and heretical preachers, especiallv 
in the dioceses of London, Rochester, and 
Hereford. It was thought prudent, how¬ 
ever, in view of tlio close relation in which 
the culprit, stood to the king, to consult 
Henry bofore taking any further steps. The 
bishops accordingly wenLtoKeuningtonand 
laid the matter beioro the king, who thanked 
thorn, but begged them, out of respect for 
OldcaBtle’s connection with himself and for 
the order of knighthood, to postpone any ac- 
tion until Jib had tried what, persuasion could 
do to wenn Sir John from his errors. If he 
fn iled, ho promised t hat the law should bo put 
into force m all its rigour. The clergy, we are 
told, were iuolinedto resent the delay, but 
their loaders acquiesced in the king's wishes. 
Henry must have had good hopes of the suc- 
coss of his intervention, for on 20 July he 
issued a warrant for tho payment at Michael¬ 
mas 1414 of four hundred marks, the balance 
of the purchase-money of a valuable buckle, 
povhftps part of tbo spoil of the French ex¬ 
pedition of 1411, sold to him by Oldcastle 
and four other persons (Fcedera, ix. 41). Bnt 
Oldcastle was proof against the royal argu¬ 
ments, and after a final stormy interview at 
W indsor early in Aug net, when the king chid 
him sharply for his obstinacy, he went off 
without leave and shut himself up in Cowling 
OiiBtie. llenry thereupon authorised Arun¬ 
del (about 15 Aug.) to proceed against him, 
and issued (21 Aug.) a stringent proclama¬ 
tion agniusl unlicensed lollard preaching (ib, 
ix. 40; Wilkins, iii. 362-8; cf. Baid, p. 
266). Tho archbishop sent his sununonet 
with a citation to Cowling; but Oldcastle 
refusing to accept personal service, another 
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citation was affixed to the doors of Rochester 
Cathedral on 5 Sept, requiring him to appear 
before the archbishop at Leeds Castle, near 
Maidstone, on the 11th of the month (j'i. 
p, 266, cf. ed. 1729, p. 117 j Fasciculi Ziza- 
jiiorwn, p. 430; Walshtgham, ii. 292). 
These citations were, according to one ac¬ 
count,twice torn down byOldeastle’s friends, 
and, as be failed to appear at Leeds on the 
appointed day, he was declared contumacious 
and excommunicated. A further summons 
was issued calling upon him to appear on 
Sat in Jay, 23 Sept., to show cause why he 
Ekould not be condemned as a lieretio and 
banded over to the secular arm. BalB here 
inserts a confession of faith, beginning with 
the Apostles’ Creed and including a defini¬ 
tion of the functions of the three estates of 
thechurch militant—priesthood, knighthood, 
and commons—which Oldcastle is alleged to 
have taken to the king. Henry declined to 
receive it, and, turning a deaf ear to his 
further suggestions that a hundred knights 
and esquires should clear him of heresy or 
that he should clear himself in single com¬ 
bat, allowed a summons to be served upon 
him in his own presence. "Whereupon Old¬ 
castle produced a written appeal from the 
jurisdiction of the archbishop to the pope, 
whom, according to Rale, he had roundly 
denounced as antichrist in his previous in¬ 
terviews with the king. Bale's narrative is 
generally based upon the archbishop’s offi¬ 
cial account, of which the fullest form is 
printed in the ‘ Fasciculi Zizaniorum,’ but he 
adds a good deal from sources which cannot 
always be traced even when he mentions his 
authority. 

Oldcastle was arrested under a royal writ; 
and when the archbishop opened his court in 
the chapter-house of St. Paul’B on 23 Sept., he 
was produced by the lieutenant of the Tower 
(Devon, Issues, p, 324; Fasciculi Zizaniomm, 
p, 437). Arundel, with whom sat Richard 
Clifford, bishop of London, and Henry Beau¬ 
fort, bishop of Winchester, was clearly un¬ 
willing to go to extremities, and gave Old¬ 
castle another opportunity of securing abso¬ 
lution by submission, But he presented 
instead a written confession of faith in Eng¬ 
lish, in which he defined his position on the 
four or five points on which his orthodoxy 
was principallyimpugnod. He expressed his 
belief in all the sacraments ordained by God, 
believed the sacrament of tho altar to be 
‘ Christ’s body in form of bread,’ and, with 
regard to the saorament of penance, held that 
men must forsake sin and do due penance 
therefor with true confession, or they could 
not be saved. Images, he said, were merely 
calendars for the unlearned, to represent 


and bring to mind the passion of our Lord. 
Jesus Christ and the martyrdom and good 
living of other saints. ‘ llo&o putteth feyth, 
hope, or trust in helpe of hem, as he scholde 
do to God, he doth in that the grete synne 
of mawmetrie [idolatry].’ As to pilgrimages, 
he held that a man might go on pilgrimage 
to all the world and yet he damned; hut that 
if he knew and kept God’s commandments, 
he should he saved,‘though he nevyr in hys 
lyff go on pilgrimage as men use now, to Can- 
tirbery or to Rome, or to eny other place ’ (if/. 
p. 438; cf, Baie, ed. 1729,p. 121). Arundel, 
after cousultat ion with his assessors, informed 
Oldcastle t hut his ‘ schedule' contained much 
that was good and sufficiently catholic, but 
insisted on a fuller statement of his belief on 
the two points, whether in the eucharist the 
consecrated bread remained material bread 
or not, and whether confession to a duly 
qualified priest where possible was or was not 
necessary to the elficaey of the sacrament of 
penance. Oldcastle, however, refused to add 
anything to what he had Buidin his schedule 
on these sacraments, although warned by the 
archbishop that by refusal he ran the risk of 
being pronounced a beretic. Informed by the 
court of whut the ‘holy Rmnan Church’had 
laid down on I hese point s in accordance with 
tlieteanhmgofthefatliersjheprofessed perfect 
willingness to believe and observe what 
‘ holy church ’ had decreed and God wished 
him to believe and observe, but denied that 
the pope, cardinals, and prelates had any 
power of determining such things. The in¬ 
quiry was then adjourned until the Mon¬ 
day (23 Sept.), when the court met at the 
convent of the Black Friars ‘ within Lud- 
gnte ’ (ib. p. 203; Gregory, p. 107). It was 
now reinforced bv the presence of Benedict 
Ni colls [q. v.], bishop of Bangor; besides the 
bishops, twelve doctors of law or divinity sat 
as assessors, including Philip Morgan [q. v.], 
John Kemp [q, v.], and the heads of the four 
mendicant orders, among whom was Thomas 
Fetter or "Walden. Urged again to seek 
absolution, Oldcastle declared he would do 
so from none but God (Fasciculi Zizanio¬ 
rum, p, 443). The scene described by Bale 
—Oldcastle going down on his knees and 
imploring the divine absolution for the sins 
of liis youth—is perhaps only an expansion 
of this declaration. The archbishop then de¬ 
manded wliat answer he had to give to the 
summary of the church’s faith and deter¬ 
mination on the eucharist, confession, the 
power of the keys and pilgrimages which 
had been handed to him ‘ in English for his 
better understanding thereof’on the Sunday. 
In reply, he defined quite unmistakably Ms 
position on the two critical points raised at 
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the end of his first examination. If the 
church had determined that the consecrated 
bread -was bread no longer, it must have been 
Bince the poison of property had infected 
her. As to confession to a priostg it was 
often salutary, but ho could not hold it essen¬ 
tial to salvation. There followed an argu¬ 
ment of which Bale gives a much fuller 
account than Arundel, partly based on 
Walden's writings, and in the main, perhaps, 
trustworthy. Both sides quoted scripture 
freely in support of their views, and grew 
so warm that at length Oldcastle roundly- 
denounced the pope as the head of anti¬ 
christ, the prelates his members, and the 
friars his tail. He finally turned to the 
bystanders and warned them against his 
judges, whoso teaching would load them to 
perdition if they listened to it (ib. pp, 443-6 ; 
Bale, pp. 264-72). Arundel then delivered 
sentence. Oldcastle was declared a heretic, 
and handed over to the secular arm. But 
the iing, if not the archbishop, was anxious 
to save liis life if possible, and a respite of 
forty days was allowed him in the hope tlmt 
he would recant (Guta Hmrici, p. 3; cf. 
Walsihgham, ii. 296). Nevertheless, tlio 
lollords were driven desperate by the pro¬ 
spect of what awaited them if the Mug's 
own friend were only spared on such con¬ 
ditions, and a hundred thousand men were 
declared to be ready to rise in arms for the 
lord of Oobham. The government is said 
to have replied by publishing the abjuration 
purporting to be made by Oldcnsl le, which 
is printed in the ‘Fasciculi Zizunioriun’ 
(p. 414 j cf. Rambay, i. 178, n. 6). It is un¬ 
dated, and may only be a draft prepared for 
a signature which was withheld. 

Ilenry’s chaplain, who wrote before 1418, 
says that Oldcastle was relieved of bis fetters 
bypromising to recant andsubmit to the judg¬ 
ment of the convocation which was to meet 
in November, and seized the opportunity to 
escape from the Tower. Ilis escape, which 
some of his enemies ascribed to demoniacal 
agency, was certainly rather mysterious 
{Elmiiam, Liber Metrieus, p. 90). Ouo Wil¬ 
liam Fisher, a parchment-maker in Smith- 
field, in whose house he secreted himself, 
was hanged in 1416 on a charge of arrang¬ 
ing the escape (Ramsay, i. 180 j Chron. ed. 
Davies, p. 183). Sir James Ranmy gives 
evidence to show that it was effected on 
19 Oct.; but a royal prohibition to harbour 
Oldcastle, dated 10 Oct., the very day on 
which Arundel finally ordered the sentouce 
to be published throughout England, points 
to an earlier date (Fasciculi Zizamorum, 
V, 449; Tyler, Life of Henry V, ii. 878). 
That a widespread lollard conspiracy was 


presently on foot, and that thelwJZ 
Oldcastle was engaged in it, cannot 
seriously doubted, though the evidence is fa! 
perfect, and their treason is perhaps painted 
blacker than it was. The ofheial indictment 
afLerwards charged them with plotting the 
death of the king and his brothers, with the 
prelates and other magnates of the realm 
the transference of the religious to secular 
employments, the spoliation and destruction 
of all cathedrals, churches, and monasteries 
and the elevation of Oldcastle to the position 
of regent of the kingdom (Sot. Sail, iv 
108). A plan was laid to get possession of 
tko king at his quiet manor of Eltham under 
cover ot a ‘mommynge’ on the day of the 
Epiphany, 6 Jan, (Geda Hen. p.4; Q-bimobt 
p. 108). But it was detected or betrayed 
beforehand, and Henry removed to West¬ 
minster. News had reached him that twenty 
thousand armed lollards from all parts of 
the kingdom were to meet in the fields near 
St. Giles's Hospital on the weBtem road out 
of London, and little more than a mile from 
the palace,onWednesday the 10th ( Sot.Parl. 
iv. 108 j Gesta Hen. p. 4). The night before 
the king ordered tlio city gates to be closed, 
thus cutting off the London lollards from 
thoso who would presently be flocking fro® 
the country into St. Giles’s Fields, and drew 
up bis force either in the fields tliemselvei, 
or, as the mention of Fickelt’s Field, now 
Lincoln’s Inn Fields, may seem to imply, 
between St. Giles and the city (Elihiaai, 
Vila, p. 31; tho editor of the ‘ Liber Metrieus' 
is probably wrong in translating ‘InLanacri 
lues’ (p. 07) by ‘ In Longncre.’ It occurs in 
the passage rolating the Eltham attempt, and 
tho glossator renders it ‘in fcstoEpiplianiBe’). 
The durknoss, which caused several bodies of 
lollards to take the royal force for their friends, 
and the absence of the London contingent, 
which no doubt would liavobeenthelargestof 
all, made tho task of dispersing a force which 
was never allowed to consolidate itself an 
easy and almost a bloodless one (WAisnra- 
li am, ii. 298). Thegrcater part,perhaps,heard 
of what was happening in time to turn and 
hasten homewards. Many, however, were 
taken prisoners, and at once brought to 
trial, but Oldcastle was not among them. 

Oldcastle had been lying concealed in 
London since bis esenpe from the Tower. The 
day after tho collapse of the rising (llJan.)a 
thousand marks was offered by proclamation 
to any one who should succeed in arresting 
Oldcastle. If the capture were effected by 
a corporate community, it should be granted 
perpetual exemption from taxation (Fadera, 
ix, 80; Bale, ed, 1729, App. p. 148). Redman 
(p. 17), who wrote under Ilenry Yin, says 
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villeins were promised their liberty if they 
took him i hut there is no such promise 
in this proclamation. At all events the 
loyalty of his lollard friends was proof 
against the temptation, and he remained at 
large for nearly four years. lie wee sum¬ 
moned in five county courts at Brentford to 
give himself up, and as ho did not appear 
was (1 July) formally outlawed {Rot. Pari. 
iv. 108). lie took refuge in the first place, 
it would seem, in his own county, for in 
1416 he was lurking near Malvern, and a 
premature report of the king’s departure to 
France emboldened him to send word to 
Bichard Beauchamp, lord Borgaveuuy, at 
the neighbouring Hanley Castle, that lie in¬ 
tended to have revenge upon him for the 
injuries ho had suffered at ms hands. On re¬ 
ceiving this notification Bergavenny hastily 
collected nearly five thousand men from his 
estates, and tried to hunt Oldcastle down. 
He escaped, but some of his followers were 
token, and torture elicited from them infor¬ 
mation as to the place where Oldcastle kept 
his arms and money in the hollow of a double 
wall. IBs standard and banner, on which 
were depicted the cup and the host in the 
form of bread, were found with the rest. 
The news of the failure of Scrope’s con¬ 
spiracy in July 1416 compelled him to lie 
in strict concealment again (Walmnchiasi, 
ii. 806). It was at this time that lloc- 
deve wrote his appeal to Oldcastle to aban¬ 
don his lollard errors [see below]. When 
the impression made by Agincourt had lost 
its first freshness, llio lollards began to 
move again. An alleged plot against the 
king's life when he was at Kenilworth at 
Christmas 1416 was ascribed to a follower 
of Oldcastlo, and fresh proclamations were 
immediately issued for the arrest of the 
'Lollardus LoUardorum' (Rambat, i. 261; 
Ealendars and Inventories, ii. 102). He was 
believed to have been deeply engaged in 
intrigues with the Scots. iiis ‘clerk and 
chief counsellor,’ Thomas Payne, a Welsh¬ 
man from Glamorganshire, was thrown into 
prison on a charge of arranging an escape of 
King James from Windsor, and Oldcastle 
himself was credited with instigating the 
attack which the Duke of Albauy and the 
Earl of Douglas made upon Berwick and 
Roxburgh in October during the king's 
absence in France (Eaaibat, i. 254-6). 
Walsingham (ii. 826) asserts that this was 
arranged in an interview between William 
Douglas and Oldcastle at Pontefract, and 
that lie urged the Soots to Bend the pseudo- 
king Richard into England. Otterbourne 
adds (ii. 278) that indentures to this effect 
between Albany and the lollard leader fell 


into the hands of the government. If the 
former writer may be trusted, he lay 
concealed for some time in the house of a 
villein at St, Albans. His presence was at 
length discovered, and the house surrounded 
by the abbot's servants. They found the 
bird flown, hut seized some of Ida friends and 
books, in which the images and names of the 
saints and of the 'Virgin had been carefully 
erased, This may be doubtful, at least a> 
to the time assigned, for local tradition 
declares that he had been in hiding for a 
twelvemonth or more in the Welsh marches 
among the hills between the upper Severn 
and the Vyrmvy. A secluded spot on Mool- 
y-sant, overlooking the latter river near 
Meifod, and on the Trefedrid estate, is Btill 
known as Gobham’s Garden. But his refuge 
became known to his enemies, and towards 
the close of this year (1417) he was summed 
by a number of "the followers of Sir Edward 
Charlton, fifth lord Charlton of Powis [q. v.}, 
one of the chief lords-marclier, headed by the 
brothers leuan ah Gruffydd and Gruffydd 
Vychan of Garth, near Welshpool. The Beene 
of the encounter lay in the hilly district of 
Broniorth, between Garth and Moifod, and 
still bears tbe traditional name of Cae’rBunvn 
(Baron’s field). Oldcastle was only taken 
after a desperate resistance, in which several 
on both sides were injured or slain and he 
himself sorely wounded (Citron, ed. Davies, 
p. 46). In one version of the story a woman 
is said to have broken bis leg with a stool 
as he struggled with his assailants (Liber Mc- 
tricus, p. 168). His injuries were so serious 
that when an order of the regent Bedford 
(dated 1 Dee.) reached Welshpool or Powis 
Castle, whither he had been taken, that he 
should bB brought up to London at once, he 
had to males the journey in a ‘ whirlicote ’ or 
horse-litter ( Bale, ed. 1729, p. 144; Tsimi, ii. 
891). Sir John Grey, son-in-law of the lord of 
Powis, conveyed him safely to the capital. No 
time was lost in bringing him before parlia¬ 
ment on 14 Dec., when he was summaril y con¬ 
demned as an outlawed traitor and convicted 
heretic. Walsingham says he first implored 
his judges to temper justice with mercy, and 
afterwards denied their jurisdiction on the 
ground that King Richard still lived in 
Scotland; but the official record says nothing 
of any protest, and none would have availed 
him. He was taken back to the Tower in 
the ‘ whirlicote,’ and drawn thence the same 
day on a hurdle to the new lollard gallows 
at St. Giles’s Fields, where he was ‘ hung 
and burnt hanging’ {Rot. Raid. iv. 108). It 
is generally supposed that he was suspended 
horizontally in chains and burnt alive, but 
the statements of the authorities are con- 
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sistent with his having been hung first and 
afterwards burnt, The lord of Po wis received 
the thanks of parliament, hut the payment of 
the reward had not been completed when ho 
died in 1421 (ib. iv, 111; Tii.dk, ii. 391; 
Arelueologia Cambrensis , 1st ser. i. 47; Elms, 
Letters, 2nd ser. i. 80). 

Oldcastle was thrice married, By his 
first wife, Catherine, he had a son Ilenry, and 
three daughters—Catherine, Jonu, and Maud 
—one of whom married a Kentish squire, 
Roger, son of that Richard Clidurowe who 
was parliamentary admiral in 1400 (Arr.hico- 
loi/ia Cantiana, xi. 93; Jambs, Poms, ed. Gro- 
■sart, p. 187). His second wile,whose naruo is 
unknown, bore him no children. By Lady 
Cobham he had apparently one daughter who 
died young. His widow married boforo 1428 
a fifth husband, Sir Johu Harpeden (d. 1408), 
and, dying in January 1434, was buried in 
Cobham Church, where a lino brass to her 
memory still remains (Archceolqgia Cantiana, 
u.s.; II ASiuni, Kent, iii. 429). His son, Henry 
Oldcastle, ultimately retained possession of 
tho entailed Herefordshire estates of his 
father, and represented the county in par¬ 
liament in 1437, 1442, and 1408 {Cal. of 
Patent Rolls, pp. 276, 277 ; Cal. Inquis. post 
mortem, iv. 124; Return of Members, i. 
329, 333,347). Almeley afterwards passed, 
through females, first to the Milbournes, 
and then,under Henry'VII, to the Manning- 
tons of Sarnesfield close by, who held it 
until 1G70 (RoniNsoir, Castles of Jlerefoid- 
ehire, p, 6). 

Until the heat of the battle, in which he 
was one of the first to fall, had passed away, 
a calm judgment of Oldcastle was hardly to 
be expected. His orthodox contemporaries, 
who hod felt tho ground trembling beneath 
them, could of course make no allowances for 
his violent language and his treason. The hast 
ofthem,the churchmen,Walsingham, and the 
author of the * Gastu Honrici ’ nol excluded, 
did full justice to the knightly prowess and 
the uprightness which had commended him 
to young Prince Henry, but his heresy thoy 
could not pardon. IIocclovo, in tho unlade 
which he wroto at Southampton in August 
1416, on tho eve of Henry's setting anil for 
Prance, entreated him to abandon a position 
whore 

No man with thos holdith 

Sauf oursid caitiffs, luiiras of darknosso: 

For verray routhe of thee myn hoite coldith, 
Thie poem has boon recently twice printed: 
by Dr, Qrosart in 1880, in his ‘ Poems 1 of 
Richard James [q. v.], who prepared an 
annotated edition of it about 1626; and by 
Miss Toulmin Smith from the uniquo manu¬ 
script (Phillix>ps, 8161) in ‘Anglin’ (v, 9-42). 


The fierceness of the hatred Oldcastle aroused 
is best reflected in the verses of the prior of 
Lenten (Liber Metrious, pp. 82, 158- c f 
Political Honas and Poems, if. 244). HeVas 
popularly believed to have declared that h 9 
was Elijah, and that he would rise again on 
the third day. Capgrave charges him withde- 
nounciiig civil property and marriage. With 
the rise of protestontism in the next century 
the tables were turned, and Bale, followed 
by Poxe, surpassed Elmhom himself in their 
inveclives upon the enemies of the ‘blessed 
martyr of Christ, the good Lord Cobham.' 
But on the Elizabethan stage the old con¬ 
tempt of the heretio knight still lingered 
and, on the strength of Ins friendship 6 will! 
Henry in his wild youth, lie was pictured in 
Fuller's words aB ‘ a boon companion, a jonnl 
roystor, and yet a coward to boot/ He 
appears in the anonymous ‘ Famous Victories 
of bleary V,’ written before 1088, as a cynical 
comrade of the prince in his robberies; and 
Shakespeare, it seems clearly proved, elabo¬ 
rated the character into the fat knight of 
Ilenry IV, retaining tho name in his first 
draft, and only substituting that of Falatufi 
in deference, so we learn on the authority of 
Richard JaraeB, writing about 1626, to the 
protests of the Lord Oobham of the time, and 
perhaps of the growing puritan party. This 
feeling was reflected in the old play, of which 
two editions were published m 1600, entitled 
‘The First Fort of the True and Honourable 
Historic of Sir John Oldcastle, the good 
Lord Oobham, 1 attributed to Munday,Dray¬ 
ton, and two other hands, and also in John 
Weover's poem, ‘ The Mirror of Martyrs; or 
the Life and Death of Sir John Oldcastle,’ 
which appoared in 1001, and was reprinted 
by Mr. 11. Ii. Gibbs in 1873 for the Rox- 
b urgho Club. But 1 Ilenry IV' seems to have 
boon not od with tho name of Oldcastle even 
after Shaltospeare had nmdo the change, and 
1 fat Sir John Oldcastle ’ makes an occasional 
appearance in the li teraturo of the first half of 
tho seventeenth century. In the eighteenth 
century the controversy between tho sup¬ 
porters and opponents of cliviue right touched 
lor a momoni the career of llie lollard martyr 
and rebel (Matthias Eabbijuy, The Occa¬ 
sional Historian, 1780). In our own day 
Lord Tennyson has dealt with it in his 
‘Ballads and Poems,’ November 1880. 

Hornee Walpole reckons Oldcastle as the 
first English ‘noble author;' but the only 
foundation for this is Bale’s mistaken ascrip¬ 
tion to him of the lollard articles of 1805 
(Fasciculi Zizaniorum pp. 360-9). 

[The official record of Oldcustle’s trial, drawn 
up by Arekbishop Arundel, h.is often been 
printed: in Blaekbourno’s Appondix to his edition* 
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of Bale's Chronyele, in Rymer’s Foodera (ix. 
61-3), in'Wilkins’s Concilia (iii. 833-6), and, in 
its best form, in the edition of the Fasciculi 
Zisaniorum in the Bolls Series. Walsingham’s 
Historia Anglieana, in the same series, contains 
an abridgment of it. It forms tbe basis of John 
Bale’s Brefe Chr mycle ooncernyne the Examina- 
cyon and Death of the Blessed Martyr of Christ, 
Syr John Oldec.istell, the Lorde Cobham. The 
first edition, printed in black letter, and in 
octavo, was published in 1544, probably at Mar¬ 
burg; another edition—according to Ames, the 
second—was printed at London apparently in 
1660 , also in black letter and octavo, It was re¬ 
printed by the nonjuring Bishop Blackbourne 
in 1739, in the Harloian Miscellany (in vol. ii. of 
the 1741 edit, from the 3rd edit, of the work, and 
in vul. i, of the ISOS edit, from the 1st edit.), and 
m vol. nni. of the Parker Society’s Publica¬ 
tions (1849). In addition to Arundel's record, 
Bale also drew upon the Fasciculi Zi senior am, 
and the Doctnnale Fidei contra Wiclevistas of 
Thomas Wetter or Walden [q. v.], and two sources 
vaguily described as Ex vetusto exemplar! Lon- 
dinensiiim and Ex utroque exompluri. lie men¬ 
tions a brief account by a friend of Oldcastle's, 
printed by Tyndalo in 1630, of which no copy is 
now known to exist (ef. ‘Three Fifteeuth-CBiitury 
Chronicles,’ p. 90). Foxe, in his Acts and Monu¬ 
ments of the Church (ad.Cattlcy, 1841), embodied 
Bale's narrative almost without change, and the 
special lives of Oldcastle which have appeared in 
this and the last century have been mainly based 
on Foxe These are: 1. W. Gilpin’s Lives of 
Wyoliffe, Cobham, &c„ 1765, wliiohwas severul 
times reprinted. 2. Thomas Gaspoy’s Lifo and 
Times of the Good Lord Cobham, 2 volt,. 12mo, 
1843. 3. Andrew Morton Brown’a Leader of 
the Lollards: his Times and Trials, 8vo, 1848. 
4. C. E, Maurice’s Lives of English Popular 
Leaders (1872, &c.), 8vo, vol. ii. To these may 
be added The Writings and Examinations of 
Walter Brute, Loid _Cobham, &c , 8vo, 1831. 
The general authorities for Oldcastle's life 
are; Botuli Parlinmentorumj Ordinances of 
the Privy Council, erl, Nicolas; Rymi r's Feeders, 
original edit.; Calendars of Inquisitions post 
mortem and Patent Bolls, published by the 
Record Commission; Walsingham, Elmham’s 
Liber Mutinous and Redman's Historia Hou¬ 
nd V, in the Rolls Series; Elmham’s Vita 
HonridV (1727), and Otterhourne (1732), ed. 
Ilearne; Gesta Hpnrioi V, od, English Historical 
Society; English Chronicle, 1377-1461, ed, 
Davies, and Three Fifteenth-century Chronicles, 
published by tho Camden Society; Collectanea 
Topogmphiea ot Genealogica, od. Nichols ; Mont¬ 
gomeryshire Collections (Powysiund Club), vol. i ; 
Pauli’s Geschichto lCnglnnds, vol v.; Wylie's 
History of Henry IV; Ramsay's Lancaster and 
York. Olher authorities in the text. For 
tlie iberarv history of Oldcastle, sec Richard 
James’s Iter Laneaslrense, Chatham Soc. 1846 
(Introd.), and his Poems, ed. Grusart, 1880 ; 
Fuller’s Church History and Worthies of Eng¬ 


land, ed. 1811; Halliwell’s Character of Falstaff, 
1841; New Shakspore Society’s Publications, 
1879 (Ingloby’s Centurie ofPrayse); Gairdner 
and Spedding’s Studies in English History, 1881; 
Anglia, v. 9.] J, T-t. 

OLDCORNE, EDWARD (1561-1006). 
josuit, who usually passed by the name of 
IlaxL, was born at Yoik in 1501, being the 
son of John Oldcorne, a bricklayer of that 
city. He was intended for the medical pro¬ 
fession, but, having a vocation for the priest¬ 
hood, he crossed over to France, and after 
studying for some time in the English Col¬ 
lege at llheims, he was sent in 1682 to the 
English College at Rome, where he received 
holy orders in August 1587. On 15 Aug. 

1588 he and John Gerard (1504-1637) [q, v.j 
were admitted into the Society of Jesus by 
the father-general Claudius Aquuvivu, and 
five or six weeks later 1 hoy were sent to Eng¬ 
land in company with two secular priests, and 
landed on the Norfolk coast. Oldcorne was 
employed for some tmie in London by Father 
Henry Garnett [q. v.], superior of the English 
Jesuits, whom he afterwards accompanied to 
W arwieksliive. In February or March 15SS- 

1589 Garnett placed him at Iliiulltp HaH, 
near Worcester, the seat of the ancient ca¬ 
tholic family of Habington. There he re¬ 
sided fur sixteen years, labouring zeulously 
08 a missionin', and making many converts. 
After the discovery of tho gunpowder plot, 
Humphrey Littleton, who had been impri¬ 
soned on a charge of harbouring some of 
the conspirators, sought to save his own 
life by informing the privy council that 
Oldcorne was at Uindlip, and that Garnett 
also would probably be found there, Garnett 
aud Oldcorne wore arrested there, brought 
to Loudon anil imprisoned, first in the Gate¬ 
house, and afterwards in the Tower [see 
Gartou', Hihry]. Oldcorne was put to the 
torture, but he persistently denied all know¬ 
ledge of tbe plot. On 21 March 1605-0 be 
was sent from tbe Tower to Worcester, where 
he was arraigned at the Lent assizes. The 
charges brought against him were, first, that 
ho had invited Garnett, a denounoed traitor, 
to lie OQiicealed at Hindlip; seoondly, that 
he had written to Father Robert Jones in 
Herefordshire to aid in concealing two of the 
conspirators, thus making himself an accom¬ 
plice; and, thirdly, that be had approved tbe 
plot as n good action, although it failed of 
effect, lie was found guilty of high treason, 
and on 7 April 1600 he was drawn on a 
hurdle to Redhill, near Worcester, and there 
hanged, disembowelled, and quartered. Lit¬ 
tleton, who suffered at tbe same time, pub¬ 
licly asked pardon of God for having wrong¬ 
fully accused Oldcorne of tbe conapiraoy. 
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Oldcome’s head and quarters were set up in 
different parts of Worcester, and it is related 
that ‘his heart and bowels were oast into 
the fire, which continued sending: forth a 
lively flame for sixteen days, notwithstand¬ 
ing the rains that fell during that time, which 
was look’d upon as a prodigy, and a testimony 
of his innocence’ (Ohalloiteii, Memoirs of 
Missionary Priests , ed. 1743, ii. 488). 

His portrait was engraved by Bouttats, 
and Bromley was told there was a print of 
him by Pass. 

[Bromley’s Oat.of Engr,Portraits,p.64 ; Chol- 
loner's Memoirs of Missionary Priests, 1742, ii. 
IS, 470, 48S; Dodd’s Church Hist. ii._ 415 ; 
Dorniy Diaries, p. 434; Gningor'a Bing. Hist, of 
England, 6th od. ii. 83; Eoloy’s Record 1 !, iv. 202, 
vi. 154, vii. 568; Jardine’s Narrative of the Gun¬ 
powder Plot, pp. 181,182,188, 200,210; Loudon 
and Dublin Orthodox Journal, 1830, ii. 405 ; 
More's Ilist. Provincial Anglican® S. J. p. 332; 
Morris's Condition of Catholics under James 1, 
p. 272; Morris’s Troubles of our Catholic Esiro- 
fathers, i. 103, 100, 191, ii. 490, iii. 113, 270 ; 
Oliver's Josuit Collections, p 151; Cal, of Stato 
Papers, Dom. 1003-10, p. 736; Tannor’s So- 
cietas Josu usque ad Sanguinis ot Vitae proftl- 
bioncm militans, p. 80; Winwood’s Memorials, 
ii. 208.] T. C. 

OLDE, JOHN (J. 1645-1565), translator. 
[See Old.] 

OLDENBURG, HENRY (1816 P-1677), 
natural philosopher and man of letters, who 
sometimes signed himself anagrammaLically 
as ‘Grubondol,’ born about 1616, was the 
son of neinrich Oldenburg (d. 1034), a tutor 
in theacademicalgymnasiumat Bremen,and 
afterwards professor in the Royal University 
ofDorpat. The date 1636, usually given as 
that of Qldonburg’s birth, is incorrect (Dr. 
Altliaus in Beilagc tur Allgemeinen Zeitung, 
Munich, 1880, No. 212) ; and the statement, 
so often repeated, thnl he was descended 
from the counts of Oldenburg appoars to 
have been merely a hasty inference from the 
fact that he is described in his Oxford ma¬ 
triculation certificate os 1 nobilis Saxo.’ 

Oldenburg was educated at the evangelical 
school at Bremou, which he left for the Gym¬ 
nasium Illustre in the same city on 2 May 
1633. There he took the degree of master in 
theology on 2 Nov. 1030, the subject of lus 
thesis l)oing 1 Da ministerio ecole'siastico ot 
magistrate politico.’ About 16-10 be came 
to England, and lived here for somo eight 
years, 1 gaining favour and respect from 
many dislinguishedgenlleraen in parliament,’ 
After 1648 no sooms to have travelled on the 
continonl, returning to Bremen about 1652. 
In August of that year a properly which 
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had been held by his father and grandfather 
hut which was probably of small pecuniary 
value, the Vicaria S. Liborii, was confirmed 
to him ‘ free of all taxation.’ 

In the summer of 1653 the council of 
Bremen sent Oldenburg as their agent to 
negotiate with Oromwell some arrangement 
by which the neutrality of Bremen should be 
respected in the naval war between England 
and Holland. Ilia appointment was ineffec¬ 
tually opposed, on the grounds that during 
his former residence in England he had taken 
the king’s side against the parliament, and 
that he had ‘ a peculiar temper, which pie. 
vented him from agreeing well with others.’ 
His instructions were dated 30 June 1653, 
In a letter dated London, 7 April 1664, p re .' 
served in the 1 ActsoftheSonate’atBremen 
he announced the conclusion of peaccbetween 
England and Holland on 6 April, and offered 
his further services. This ofibr (he council ac¬ 
cepted when Sweden attacked Bremen in the 
1 siimmei'oi'thntyear. Oldenburg’snewletters 
to Cromwell were dated 22 Sept. 

I While diplomacy occupied a part of Olden¬ 
burg’s time in Eugland, he chiefly devoted 
i himself to eeientiiio study or to literature. 
In 1654 he made the acquaintance of John 
Milton, then Oromwoll’s Latin secretary. 
Several of Milton’s letters to Oldenburg are 
published in Milton’s ‘ Epistol® Familiares.' 
In the earliest of them (6 J uly 1054), Milton 
complimented Oldenburg on speaking Eng¬ 
lish more correctly and idiomatically than 
any other foreigner that he knew. In May 
1066 Oldenburg was in Kent. Later in the 
year he was acting as tutor to Henry O'Brien, 
son of Barnabas, six th earl of Thomond[q. v,], 
and to Richard Jones, Bon of Catherine, lady 
Rnnelngh, thesis! or of the Hon. Robert Boyle; 
and early in 1650 he arrived with his pupils 
iu Oxford. In June ho himself was entered a 
student of the university, ‘by the name and 
title of Ilenricus Oldenburg, Bremoneie, no¬ 
bilis Saxo ’ (Wood, Fasti Oxon. pt. ii.) With 
Boyle, the uncle of his pupil Jones, Oldenburg 
enjoyed constant intercourse at Oxford, Wil¬ 
kins, "Wallis, and Petty were also among his 
friends there. Encouraged by their example, 
he devoted himself to ‘the new experimental 
learning.’ Writing to Milton early in 1656, 
he declared: ‘There are two things I wish to 
study—Nature and her Creator.’ And later 
in the year ho wrote to another friend, Edward 
Lawrence, that he believed there were still 
some few who sought for truth, instead of 
hunting after the vain shadows of scholastic 
theology and nominalist philosophy—men 
who dared to forsake the old Aristotelian 
methods, and cherished the belief that the 
world is not yet too old nor the living raw 
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too exhausted to bring forth something 
better, 

Oldenburg remained at the university until 
May 1667, when he accompanied his pupil 
Jones on a long journey to the continent, 
prom Saumur, where they spent the first 
year, Oldenburg sent letters to Milton and 
Boyle. In the second year he and his pupil 
visited other parts of Prance and Germany, 
and in May 1659 he wrote from Paris, where 
they romamed until their return to England 
in i860. 

In November 1660 the society which after¬ 
wards became the Royal Society, and which 
had existed in a more or less nebulous con¬ 
dition since 1646, took definite shape. Among 
the first members proposed and elected 
(26 Dec.) were Oldenburg and his pupil 
Ranelagh, Oldenburg was elected a mem¬ 
ber of the first council, and he and Dr. John 
AViUmis were appointed the first secretaries 
(22 April 1663) ; but he received no salary 
until 1669. In the Birch MSS. at the British 
Museum (4441, .f. 27) is preserved, in Olden¬ 
burg’s handwriting, an account of the duties 
of the ‘Secretary of ye R. Soc.’ ‘lie attends 
constantly,' the paper recites, ‘ the meetings 
both of ye Society and Councill; noteth the 
observables, Baid and done there; digesteth 
y 1 ” in privato; takes care to have y“ entred 
m the Journal- and Register-books ; reads 
over and corrects all entrys; sollicites the 
performances of taskes recommended and 
undertaken j writes all Letters abroad and 
answers the returns made to y m , entertaining 
a corresp. w ,h at least 30 psons [not fifty, as 
in Weld's ‘ History’]; employes a great deal 
of time and takes much pains in satisfying 
forran demands about philosophicall matters, 
disperseth farr and near store of directions 
and inquiries for the society’s purpose, and 
sees them well recommended, etc. Q. Whether 
such a person ought to be left vn-assisted P ’ 
It was with the intention that the sale should 
procure him a remuneration for his gratuitous 
services that ha was authorised in 1664 to 
ubliah the ‘ Transactions of the Society; ’ 
ut the net profit seldom amounted to 407. 
avear. From June 1666 to the following 
March the sittings of the Royal Society were 
suspended, owing to the plague. Oldenburg 
and his family remained in London, but es¬ 
caped the infection. In September 1666 the 
great fire of London ruined most of the 
booksellers, and greatly obstructed the pub¬ 
lication of Oldenburg's ‘ Transactions.’ Boyle 
made vain endeavours to secure for Olden¬ 
burg, who was eull'aring much pecuniary 
distress, the post of Latin secretary formorly 
held by Milton. 

While he held the secretaryship of the 


Royal Society, Oldenburg’s foreign corre¬ 
spondence grew very large. He could not ban- 
coped witkit, heeaid,hadit not been his habit 
to answer every letter the moment he re¬ 
ceived it. His aim is tersely expressed in 
his letter to Governor Wintkrop (1667): 

1 Sir, you will please to remember that we 
have taken to taske the whole Vniverse, and 
that we were obliged to doc so by the nature 
of onr Dessein. It will therefore be requisite 
that we purchase and entertain a commerce 
in all parts of y e world w th the most philo¬ 
sophical! and curious persons, to be found 
everywhere.’ Among his correspondents was 
Spinoza. Oldenburg had visited Spinoza at 
Rijnsburg (Rhynsburg) in 1601, and nume¬ 
rous letters passed between them from that 
year to 1676. At first Oldenburg enthusias¬ 
tically urged Spinoza to publish his writings: 
‘ Surely, my excellent friend, I believe that 
nothing can be published more pleasant or 
acceptable to men of learning and discern¬ 
ment than such a treatise as yours. This is 
what a man of your wit and temper should 
regard more than what pleases theologians 
of the present age and fashion, for by them 
truth is less regarded than their own ad¬ 
vantage.’ But afterwards he became cautious, 
complaining that Spinoza confused God with 
nature, ana that his teaching was fatalistic. 
In theBO letters Oldenburg defines his rela¬ 
tions to both speculative philosophy and 
exact science. 

The vastness of Oldenburg’s foreign corre¬ 
spondence, which, though mainly scientific, 
was in part political, excited suspicion at the 
English court, and, under warrants dated 
20 June 1667, he was imprisoned in the 
Tower (of. Pbpys, 28 June 1667). He was 
in the Tower for more than two months, and 
Evelyn visited him theie on 8 Ang. On 
8 Sept. Oldenburg wrote to Boyle that he 
had been stifled by the prison air, and had 
recruited his health on his release at Crayford 
in Kent, and was now falling again to his old 
trade. 

The publisher threatened at the time to 
discontinue printing the 1 Transactions,’ and 
Oldenburg, m a letter to Boyle, expressed a 
wish that he had ‘ other means of gaining a 
living,’ From the beginning of 1670 he 
accordingly undertook many translations. 
His ‘Prodromus to a Dissertation by Ni¬ 
cholas Steno concerning Solids naturally 
contained within Solids,’ 8vo, appeared in 
the following year. ‘A genuine Explication 
of the Book of the Revelation,’ by A, B. 
Piganius, 8vo, 1071; 1 The History of the 
late Revolution of the Empire of the Groat 
Mogol,’ by F. Bernier, 8vo, 1671; and ■ The 
Life of the Duchess of Mazarine,’ followed 
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rapidly. He also translated into Latin some 
ofRobert Boyle’s works. 

Oldenburg's lattor days were embittered 
by a disagreement with his colleague, Ro¬ 
bert Hooke [q. v.], the curator to the Royal 
Society. Hooke complained that Olden¬ 
burg had not dona justice in the ‘ Philoso¬ 
phical Transactions’ to his invention of the 
hair-spring for pocket watches. The quarrel 
lnstedfor two years, and was determined by 
a declaration of the council of the Royal 
Society, 20 Nov. 1676, that, ‘ Whereas the 

E ’' isker of the “ Philosophical Transactions ” 
made complaint to the council of the 
Royal Society of some passages in a late 
book of Mr. Ilooke, entitled “ Lampas,” See,, 
and printed by the printor of the said society, 
reflecting on tlio integrity and faithfulnuss 
of the scud publisher, in his management of 
the intelligence of tho said society ; this 
council hath thought fit to declare, in the 
behalf of the publisher aforesaid, that they 
knew nothing of the publication of the said 
book; and, Luther, that the eaid publisher 
hath carried himself faithfully and honestly 
in the management of the intelligence of the 
Royal Socioty, and given no just cause for 
suoh reflections ’ (WAIU), Lives of the Pro¬ 
fessors of Gresham College , pp. 178-82, fol., 
London, 1711). Oldenburg edited the‘ Philo¬ 
sophical Transactions ’ Noe. 1-130 (1861-77). 
In Maty’s ‘ Index to tho Philosophical 
Transactions ’ his name is attached to thirty- 
four papers as author or translator. He also 
edited and wrote the Latin preface to M. 
Malpighi’s ‘Dissertatio episLoliea de Bora- 
byce,’ 4lo, London, 1660. In tho archives 
of the Royal Society is a draft petition 
(undated) by Oldenburg for a patent for 
Huygkens's ‘New Invention of Watchos 
serving as well for y* pocket os otherwise, 
nsofull to find y" Longitudes both at Sea and 
Land,’ the right in which had been assigned 
to Oldenburg by the inventor. 

Oldenburg died uiddonly in September 
1077, at Charlton in Kent, leaving a son 
Rupert, a godson of Prince Rupert, and a 
daughter Sophia. lie married Lwice. Ilia 
first wife, who brought him 4007, died in 
London, in 1060. On 11 Aug. 1668 he ob¬ 
tained a liconse to marry in Loudon a second 
wife, Dora Katherine, only daughter of Jolm 
Dune (1696-1680) [q. v.] She brought him 
' an estate in the marshes of Kent,’ worth 607 
a year. In the marriage license Oldenburg’s 
age ie described as ‘ about forty,’ clearly an 
understatement, and he is said to reside in the 
parish of St. Martin’s-in-the-Fields (Onnsrxm, 
MarriageLlcmee,i,-p, 998). The Royal Socioty 
possesses a half-length life-size portrait of 
Oldenburg, paintod by John Van Cleef. ne 


is represented in black coat, broad white 
bands, and plain sleeves sewed to the narrow 
armholes. The head is massive, and wears! 
long flowing peruke; tho face clean-shaved 
except a short moustache, the mouth firm hat 
the expression somewhat anxious. The risk 
hand holds an open chronometer case. “ 

[The only connected account of Oldenburgsi life 
of any length is that by Dr. Althans, published 
in tho Beiluge znr Allgemeinen ZeitunefMumek 
1888 No 229-83, 1889 Nos. 212-14. sTatil 
Weld’s History of the Royal Society, 2 vols. 8m 
London, 1848; Masson’s Life of John Milton’ 
vole. v. vi. 8vo, London, 1877-80; Pollock'll 
Spinoza: his Life and Philosophy, 8vo, London 
1880; Hornet's Letters, 1686, p. 244. In the 
archives of the Royal Society are 406 original 
letters and drafts by Henry Oldenburg, besides 
a guard-book containing ninety-four additional 
letters to Boyle, and a oommonplaee-book of 
207 ff. written betwoon 1664 and 1661. The 
Ellis, Birch, Bloane, Hnrleian.Ward, and Egtrton 
MSS. in the British Mnsenm, all oontnin letters 
by Oldenburg and other documents bearing upon 
his life. His correspondence with Spinoza* is 
givon in Van Viol on anil Land’s Benodicti do 
Spinoza Opera, vol. ii. 1888, and in Gmsborg’s 
Opera Philosophic.! ol Spinoza, vol. ii. 8vo, 1876. 
Milton’s lei tors to Oldonburg are to he fotind in 
the various orlitions of rhe Epistoln? Familiars. 
Other letlora in Riguild's Correspondence of 
Scientific Men, printed from tlio Macclesfield 
papers; EdlosLon’s Correspondence of Sir lento 
Notvton ; Commercium Epistolicnm D. Jokinnis 
Oollins et aliorum do Annlysi JPromots; Oorre- 
spondonco of Unrllib, ITuak, Oldonbarg, and 
othoi'S of tho foundors of the R 0 y. 1 l Society with 
Governor Winthrop of Connecticut, 1061-72, 
8 vo, Bo .ton, 187B (reprint from Proc. Massa¬ 
chusetts Hist. Soe)] H. R. 

OLDFIELD, ANNE (1G83-1730), 
uctress, the granddaughter of a vintner, and 
daughter of a soldier 111 the guards, said tG 
have been a ouptain who had run through s 
fortune, was born in Pall Mall in 1683. Her 
father wns, perhaps, the James Oldfield of 
St, Martin’s-m-tho-Fieldswho married Eliza¬ 
beth Blanchard of the same parish on 4Dac. 
1682 (Giidsteb, Marriage Licences), SI 10 
was put with a sompBtress in King Street, 
"Westminster, whore she spent her time in 
reading plays. Afterwards she resided with 
her molhor at the Mitre Tavern, St. James’s 
Market, thou kept by ber aunt, Mm. Voss, 
afterwards Wood. Farquhar the dramatist 
overheard her reciting passages from the 
‘ Scornful Lady ’ of Beaumont and Fletcher, 
and expressed a favourable opinion of her 
capaoil les. This was conveyed bv her mother 
to Vanbrugh, a frequentor of the house, 
who was struck by her abilities, He in¬ 
troduced her, accordingly, to John Rich 
[q. v.], the manager of Drury Lane, by whom 
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she ivas engaged in 1692 at a weekly salary of 
fifteen shillings, soon increased to twenty. 
Concerning her hesitation to come on the 
stage, she said to Chatwood: 1 1 long’d to he at 
it and only wanted a little decent entreaties ’ 
(sic). To the same writer she said, concerning 
her early performances in tragedy: ‘ I hate to 
hare a page dragging my tail about. Why 
do they not give [Mrs,] Porter these partsP 
She con put on a better tragedy face than I 
can.’ Mrs. Cross had in 1699 temporarily 
deserted the stage, and Anne Oldfield made 
in that year, according to her biographer 
E^erton, her first appearance in that actress’s 
part of Candiope in Dry den's 'Secret Love, 
or the Maiden Queen. 1 No record of Mrs. 
Cross in that character is preserved, although 
she played five years later Florimel in the 
same piece. 

The first character in which Mrs. Oldfield 
is traced is Alinda, an original part, in a prose 
adaptation by Vanbrugh of the ‘ Pilgrim ’ of 
Beaumont nnd Fletcher, produced in 1700 at 
Drury Lane. In 1700 she was also the original 
Aurelia in the ‘ Perjured Husband, or the 
Adventures of Venice,’ of Mrs. Carroll 
(i.e. Susannah Centlivre [q v.]), and Sylvia 
in Oldmison’s opera ‘ The Grove, or Love’s 
Paradise.’ In 1701 she was the original 
Miranda in the‘Humours of the Age,’attri¬ 
buted to Balter; Anne of Britt anic in Mrs. 
Trotter's ‘ Unhappy Penitenl,’ the prologue 
to which she spoko j and Queen Helen in 
Settle’s ‘Virgin Prophetess, or the Fate 
of Troy; in 1702, Oiraene in Iliggons’s 
‘ Generous Co lquoror, or Timely Discovery; ’ 
Camilla in Burnaby’s ‘Modish Husband;’ 
Lady Sharlot in Steele’s ' Funeral, or Grief 
11a mode; ’ and Jocinta in Vanbrugh’s‘False 
Friend, 1 the prologue to which she recited; 
and in 1703 Lucia in D'Urfoy’e ' Old Mode 
and the New, or Couni ry Miss with her Fur- 
beloe; ’ Lucia in Eetcourt’s ‘ Fair Example, 
or the Modish Citizens; ’ and Belliza in Mrs. 
Carroll’s ‘ Love’s Contrivance, or Le Mfideoin 
malgr6 lui.' She also played HeUena in ' The 
Eover.’ 

During this timo her personal graces won 
recognition rather than her abilities. Wholly 
inexpert at the outset, she was long in 
acquiring a method. Colley Cibber, who 
watched her opening career, had grave doubts 
as to her future; and Oritiek, in Gildon’s 
‘Comparison between the Two Stages,’ 1702, 
speaks of her and Mrs. Rogers as ‘ rubbish 
that ought to be swept off tile stage with the 
dust and the filth’ (p. 200). Cibber first 
recognised her merits when, at Bath in 1708, 
she replaced Mrs. Verbruggen [q. vj as 
Leonora in ‘Sir Courtly Nice’ (see Bent. 
Mag. 1761, p. 264). From this time she 


began to improve, and two years later she 
stood high in public favour. In Steele’.- 
‘Lying Lover, or the Ladies’ Friendship," 
she was, on 2 Dec, 1708, the original Vic¬ 
toria ; and on 6 March 1704 the original 
Queen Mary in Banks’s ‘Albion Queens.’ 
Owing to the illness of Mrs. Verbruggen and 
the Recession of Mrs. Bracegirdle, the part 
of Lady Betty Modish in Cibber’s ‘ Careles® 
Husband,’ on 7 Dee. 1704, waB, with some 
reluctance, confided to her, In a spirit more 
magnanimous than he often exhibited, Cib¬ 
ber subsequently owned that a large share 
in the favourable reception of this piece was 
due to her, praising the excellence of her 
acting and her manner of conversing, and 
saying that many sentiments in the character 
might almost he regarded as originally her 
own. In Steele’s 1 Tender Husband, or the 
Accomplished Fools,’ on 23 April 1706, she 
was the original Biddy Tiplrin. After the 
union of Drury Lane and Dorset Garden 
theatres, she was, on 30 Oet. 1706, the first 
Arabella in Balter’s ‘ Hampstead Heath.’ 
During the season she played the following 1 
parts, all original: Lady Roveller in the 

I Basset Table ’ of Mrs. Carroll, Izadora in 
Gibber’s ‘ Pewlla and Isadora,’ Viletla in 
the 1 Fashionable Lover, or Wit in Neces¬ 
sity,’ nnd Sylvia in Farqnhar’s ‘Recruiting 
Ofbcer.’ Joinitm the seceders from Drury 
Lane to the Haymarket, Bhe made her first 
appearance at the latter house as Elvira in 
the ‘ Spanish Friar,’ playing also Lady Lure- 
well; Celia in ‘Volpone, Monimia in the 
‘ Orphan,’ and many other characters; and 
being the original Ibahella in Mrs. Ccntlivre’s 
‘Platonick Lady,’ Florimel in Gibber's ‘Mar¬ 
riage il la mode, or tha Comioal Lovers,’ Mrs. 
Sullen in Farquhar’s ‘Boaux’ Stratagem,’ 
and Ismena in Smith’s ‘ Phaedra and Hip- 
polytns,’ At the same house in 1707-8 she 
created Lady Dainty in Cibber’s * Double 
Gallant, or Sick Lady’s Cure;’ Etkelinda in 
Rowe’s ‘Royal Convert; ’ and Mrs. Conquest 
in Cibber's ‘ Lady's Last Stake,’ and she also 
plwodNarcissain Cibber’s‘Love’sLasl Shift.’ 

Returning in 1708 to Drury Lane, her 
principal parts—none of them original—. 
were: Angelica in ‘ Love for Love,’Elvira in 
‘Love makes a Man,' Semnndra in ‘Mithri- 
datos,’ Second Constantin in the 1 Chances,’ 
liuphronia in LEsop/ Lady Harriet in the 
‘ Funeral,’ and Terosia in Shodwell’s ‘ Squire 
of Alsatia.’ On 14 Dec. she was the original 
Lady Rodomont in Baker’s ‘Fine Lady’s 
Airs, or an Equipage of Lovers;’ and on 

II Jan. 1709 Luomda in ‘Rival Fools,’ 
Gibber's alteration of Fletoher’s ‘Wit at 
several Weapons.’ Once more at the Bay- 
market, in partnership with Swiney, Wilks, 
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Dogget, and Cibber, Mrs. Oldfield played 
many light comedy parts—Mrs. Brittle, 
Berinthia in the ‘ Relapse,’ and Loetitia in 
the ‘Old Bachelor’—and -was the original 
Belinda in Mrs, Centlivre’s ‘ The Man’s Be¬ 
witched, or the Devil to Bay.’ 

Returning to Drury Lano, which thence¬ 
forward she never quittedfor any other house, 
she was, on 7 April 1711, the first Fidelia in 
‘ Injured Love.’ Between this period and her 
retirement and death she took many original 
parts, the principal of which are; Arabella, 
in the ' Wife’s Relief, or the Husband’s Cure,’ 
on 12 Nov. 1711, Johnson’s alteration of 
Shirley’s 1 Gamester; ’ Camilla in Mrs. Cent- 
livre’s ‘Perplexed Lovers,’ 19 Jan. 1712; 
Andromache in the ‘Distressed Mother,’ 
17 March 1712, adapted by Ambrose Philips 
[q.v.] from Racine ; Victoria in Charles 
Hnadwell’s ‘ Humours of the Army,’ 29 .Tan. 
1718; Emiliain'Cinna’aConspiracy,’ 19Feb. 
1713; Marcia in Addison’s ‘ Onto,’ 14 April 
1718; Eripbilo in Charles Johnson’s ‘Vic¬ 
tim,’ 6 Jan. 1714; Jane Shore in Rowe’s 
‘Jane Shore,’ 2 Feb. 1714; Violanto in Mrs. 
Centime's ‘ Wonder a Woman keeps a 
Secret,’ 27 April 1714; the heroine of Rowe's 
'Lady Jane Grey,’ 20 April 1716; Leonora 
in Mrs. Gentlivre’s 1 Cruel Gift,’ 17 Dec. 
1716; Mrs. Toivnloy in ‘Three Honrs after 
Marriage’ of Cav, and, presumably, Pope 
and Arbuthnot, 16 Jan. 1717; Maria in 
Cibber’s ‘ Nonjuror,’ 6 Dee. 1717 ; Mandane 
in Young’s ‘ Busivis,’ 7 March 1719; Cclona 
in Southern’s ‘ Spartan Dame,’ 11 Dec. 1719; 
Sophronia in Cibber’s ‘Refusal, or the Lady’s 
Philosophy,’ 14 Jan. 1721; Mrs. Wf.tchit in 
Mrs. Centime's ‘ Artifice,’ 2 Oct. 1722; 
Queen Margaret in Philips's ‘Humphrey, 
Duke of Gloucester,’ 16 Feb. 1723; Princess 
Catharine in Hill’s ‘ Henry V,’ altered from 
Shakespeare, 6 Dec. 1728; the Captive in 
Gay’s ‘ Captives,’ 16 Jan. 1724; Cleopatra in 
Oillhav’s ‘Ceesnr in Egypt,’ 9 Der. 1724; 
Lady Townly in the ‘ Provoked Husband,’ 
10 Jan. 1727; Lady Matchless in Fielding’s 
‘Love in Several Masques,’ 16 Feb. 1727; 
Clorinda in the ‘ Humours of Oxford,' attri¬ 
buted to Miller, 9 Jan. 1780; and Sopho- 
nisha in Thomson’s 1 Sophonisha,’ She kept 
her powers to the end, acting this last part 
euperbly; in her delivery of the line addressed 
to Wilks as Massinissa— 

Not one base word of Carthage —on thy soul! 

she startled him, and carried away the 
audience. For her benefit, on 19 March 1780, 
sho chose the ‘Fair Penitent,’ presumably 
playing Oalistn, ‘ a gentleman ’ appearing ob 
L othano. On 28 April 1780 she made, as 
Lady Brute in the 1 Provoked "Wife,’her last 


appearance on the stage. In her last years 
she suffered much pain, and tears ere Baidta 
have often trickled from her eyee while she 
was acting. She died on 28 Oct. 1780, in her 
own house, at 69 (afterwards 00) Grosvenor 
Street. She had previously resided in New 
Southampton Street, Strand, and in the Hay- 
market. After lying in state in the Jeru¬ 
salem Chamber, her body waB buried beneath 
the monument of Congreve in Westminster 
Abbey, at the west end of the nave. Accord¬ 
ing to the testimony of her maid, Margaret 
Saunders, she was interred ‘in a. very 6 fine 
Brussels laco head, a liolland shift and double 
rutiles of the same lace, a pair of new kid 
gloves, and her body wrapped in a w inding , 
shoot.’ Thm elicited from Pope the well- 
known linos:— 

Odious 1 in woollen 1 ’twould a saint provoke 
Wore the last worda that poor Narcissa spoke- 
No, let a charming chinta and Brussels lace 
Wrap tny cold limbe and shade my lifeless fact: 
One would not, sure, be frightful when one's 

dead, 

And—Betty—give this cheek a little rod. 

Moral ISesays, i. 218. 

Her natural son, Arthur Mainwaring, was 
the chief mourner ot her funeral, the pall¬ 
bearers being the Lord De la Warr, John 
lord Hervey of Ickwortli [q.v.], GeorgeBubb 
Dodington, Charles Hedges, Walter Carey, 
and Captain Elliot. An application by Briga- 
d ior-general Ohurchill for permission to erect 
a monument to her in Westminster Abbey 
was refused by the dean. 

She left two illegitimate sons, one by 
Arthur Mainwaring [q. v.], and the other 
by General Charles Oliurehill [q. v.] Main- 
wariugleft almost his entire estate toherand 
Arthur, his son by hor, A report was current 
that she was roarriod to Genoral Churchill. 
Princess (afterwards Queen) Caroline told 
hor that she had heard of the marriage, and 
was answered, ‘ So it is said, vour royal high¬ 
ness ; hut we have not owned it yet.’ 

Ilor son by Churchill married Lady Mary 
Walpole, and Mrs. Oldfield waB thus con¬ 
nected with some of the principal families in 
England, including that of the Duke of Wel¬ 
lington. By her will,proved on 2 Nov. 1780, 
she left her fortune, which forthose days was 
considerable, between these two youths, after 
the payment of legacies to her mother, her 
aunt Jane Gourlaw, and her maid Margaret 
Saunders. Iler houso in GrosvenorStreetske 
left to her son Charles Ohurchill, who died 
there on IS April 1812. 

Ample testimony is borne to Mrs. Old¬ 
field’s beauty, vivacity, and oh arm, and to 
the excellence of hor acting. As an expo¬ 
nent of both tragedy and comedy she con 
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have had few equals. Chetwood, not too 
intelligibly rhapsodising, says: ‘She was ot 
a superior height, but with a lovely propor¬ 
tion; and the dignity of her soul, equal to 
her force and stature, made up of benevolent 
charity, affable and good natur’d to all that 
deserv’d it ’ ( General Hist, of the Stage, p. 209). 
Campbell imagines her to have been, apart 
from the majesty of Mrs. Siddons, ‘ the most 
beautiful woman that ever trod the British 
stage.’ Cibber, whose prejudices against her 
yielded to her fascination and talent, praisus 
her' silvery voice,’ and says that her improve¬ 
ment ‘ proceeded from her own understand¬ 
ing,’ with no assistance from any ‘ more ex- 
periencedactor.’ More than one of his playshe 
wrote with a special view to her, The extent 
of her powers could only, he holds, be gauged 
by the variety of characters she played. Her 
figure improved up to her thirty-sixth year, 
and ‘her excellence in acting was never at a 
stand.’ To the last year of her life‘ slio never 
undertook any part she lilted without being 
importunately desirous of having all the 
helps in it that another could possibly give 
her .... Yet it was a hard matter to give her 
any hint that she was not able to take or im¬ 
prove ’ ( Apology , ed. Lowe, i. 810). Steele in. 
the ' Tatler ’ and the ‘ Spectator ’ hears warm 
tribute to her distinction and her power. 
Her countenance, according to Davies, was 
pleasing and expressive, enli veiled with large 
speaking eyes, which in some particular 
comic situations she kept half shut, espe¬ 
cially when she intended to give effect to 
some brilliant or gay thought. In spright- 
liness of air and elegance of manner, says 
the same authority, she excelled all actresses. 
Swift (Journal to Stella, 1712-18) mentions 
her opprobriously as ‘the drah that acts 
Cato’s daughter.’ Walpole, on the other 
hand, says, concerning her performance of 
Lady Betty Modish, that had her birth placed 
her m a higher rank of life she would have 
appeared what she acted—an agreeable gay 
woman of quality, a little too conscious of 
her natural attraction. Sho was much caressed 
by people of fasbiou, and generally went to 
the theatre in a chair, attended by two foot¬ 
men, and in the dress she had worn at some 
aristocratic dinner. Thomson spoke with 
extreme warmth concerning her performance 
of Sophonisba as all that in the fondness of 
an author he could either wish or imagine ; 
and Fielding, in the preface to ‘Love in 
Several Masques,’ referred to her 1 ravishing 
erfections.’ A French author, unnamed, 
eclared her, according to Chetwood, 1 an 
incomparable sweet girl/ who reconciled hhn 
to the English stage. Richard Savage, whom ] 
she is said to have saved from a death penalty | 
VOL XIV. 


he had incurred, and to whom she allowed 
a pension of 60 1. annually (a statement made 
by Dr, Johnson and disputed, without any au¬ 
thority advanced, by Galt), addressed to her 
a eulogistic epistle, and, according to Chet¬ 
wood, an epitaph in Latin and English, which 
Johnson, for no adequate reason, refused to 
nccept as his. Her best parts in tragedy were 
Cleopatra and Calista. In comedy her Lady 
Townly has not been equalled. For her 
performance of this the managers presented 
her with SOI. She was free from the arro- 

ance and petulance frequently attending 

er profession, was always reasonable, and 
benefited thereby, as successive managements 
denied her nothing. The only difficulty in 
her career occuvrod when sho supplanted in 
several parts Mrs. Rogers, who consequently- 
left the theatre in pique. The public, espous¬ 
ing the cause of Mrs. Rogers, hissed Mrs. 
Oldfield in certain parts. A competition be¬ 
tween the two aetrossps was arranged by the 
management, and Mrs. Oldfield chose the 
part of Lady Lurewell in the ‘ Trip to the 
Jubilee.’ Iler rival, however, well advised, 
withdrew from the contest. 

In spite of the frequent sneers of Pope, 
who, apart from other allusions, wrote in 
his unpublished ‘ Sober Advice from Horace/ 

Engaging Oldfield I who with graoe and esse 

Could join the arts to ruin and to please, 

Anne Oldfield inspired warm friendships 
and affection, and was greatly respected. 
In regard to both character and talents, she 
was above most women in her profession. 

A portrait of Mrs. Oldfield by Richardson, 
now in the National Portrait Gallery, Lon¬ 
don, was engraved by Meyer, E. Fisher, and 
G. Simon. A second, a folding plate, is pre¬ 
fixed to her life by Egerlon, 1781; and 
another, engraved by G. King, is given in 
the title-page of her ‘Memoirs/ 1741. An 
autograph receipt for 2,416/. is preserved in 
a copy of Egertoris ‘ Life,’ in the possession 
of the writer of this notice. 

[Four editions at least of the Authentiek Me¬ 
moirs of the Life of that Celebrated Actress 
Mrs. Oldfield were published in the year of her 
death, 1780. In 1731 appeared Faithful Me¬ 
moirs of the Life, Amours, and Performances of 
.... Mrs. Anno Oldfield, by 'William Egerton. 
An abridgment of ibis was lidded in 1741 to 
Curll’s History of the English Stage, attributed 
by him to Betterton, but said to he by Oldys. 
The Lovers' Miscellany, a Collection of Amorous 
Tales and Poems, with Memoirs of the Life and 
Amours of Mis. Ann Oldfield, 1731, 8vo, can¬ 
not bs traced; Theatrical Oorrespondence in 
draft; an Epistle from Mrs, Oldfield in the 
Shades to Mrs. Br—cog—die upon Earth ap¬ 
peared in 1743; a life appears in Chet woods 
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History of tho Stngo; lives are also given in 
Ross, tho two Biographies G4neraJen, tho Geor¬ 
gian Era, Galt’s Lives of the Players, and many 
other compilations. See also Gonest’s Account 
of tho Enelish Stage; Horace Walpole's Letters, 
cd. Cunningham, passim; Wheatley and Cun¬ 
ningham's London Past and Present; Clark Rus¬ 
sell’s Representative Aetors; Stanley’s Historic 
Memorials of Westminster Abbey; Cibber's Apo¬ 
logy, ed. Lowe; Davies's Dramatic Miscellanies 
and Life of Garrick; Doran's Annals of tho 
Stage, ed. Lowe, &c.; Notes and Queries, 2nd 
ser. ix. 420, xi. 123, 144, 3rd ser. vi. 14S, 216, 
318.] J. K. 

OLDFIELD, HENRY GEORGE [d. 
1791P),antiquary, collaborated with Richard 
Randall Dyson in tha compilation of ‘ His¬ 
tory and Antiquities of tho Parish of Totten¬ 
ham High Cross,’ London, 1790 (‘2nd. ed. 
1792,12mo); and was the author of ‘Anec¬ 
dotes of Archery, Ancient and Modern,’ 
London, 1791, 8vo. To him also is ascribed 
a brief description of the church of St. Giles, 
Camberwell, printed without other title) than 
‘ Oamborwell Church, 1 and without place or 
date of publication. In 1790 he was resi¬ 
dent at Great Sootland Yard, Whitehall. As 
liia name is omitted from the title-page of the 
second edition of the ‘History and Antiquities 
of Tottenham High Cross,’ it is probable that 
he was dead in 1792. 

[Biogr. Diet of Living Authors, 1818; Brit. 
Museum Cat.] 3, M. R. 

OLDFIELD or OTEFIELD, JOHN 
(1627 P-1682), ejected mimstor, was born 
near Chesterfield, Derbyshire, about 1627. 
He was educated at the grammar school 
of Bromfield, Cumberland. Though of no 
university, he was a good scholar and mathe¬ 
matician. He held the rectory of Caraing- 
ton, Derbyshire, having been appointed in 
or before 1649. Ilia parishioners, according 
to Calamy, were ‘ very ticklish uud capri¬ 
cious, very hard to he pleased in ministers,’ 
hut lie suited them; and, though the living 
was worth hut 701., he refused a hotter 
offer of the perpolual curacy of Tamworth, 
Warwickshire. He was present, as a mem¬ 
ber, at the first known meeting (16 Deo. 
1651) of the Wirkswortli classis, of which 
he was a most regular attendant (fifteen 
times moderator) till its last recorded moot¬ 
ing (17 Nov, 1068), His sorrnon before the 
classis on 17 July 1G66 was ‘ well approved ’ 
as 1 orthodox and seasonable.’ On 15 Jan. 
1650, by appointment of the classis, he deli¬ 
vered tne fifth of a series of doctrinal uruu- 
ments directed against the errors of Socinians, 
his thesis being ‘ that the name Jehovah is 
incommunicable.’ In Ilia minutes, ns in the 
Carsiugtou parish register, his name is al¬ 


ways written Otefield or Oatefield (WwT 
By the Uniformity Act (1862) he 2 
elected from Carsington. After this k 
moved from place to place, sometimes et 
tending tho established church, and often" 
preaching in conventicles. Latterly k 
settled at Alfrelon, Derbyshire, Once n 
fortnight lie preached at Road Nook.Derbv 
shire, m a kouso belonging to John Spate- 
man, and was informed against for so doine 
It was proved that he was ten miles off on 
the specified day j tho informers were prose¬ 
cuted, and one of them pilloried at Berbv 
For some time before his death he was di£ 
abled. ne died on 6 June 1682, ‘ totat 65' 
and was buried in Alfrelon Church, where 
there is a brass plate to his memory. He 
married Ann, sister of Robert Porter Id 
1000) [q. v.J, vicar of Pentrich, Derbyshire' 
Four of his sons entered the ministry •' 
(1) John (4.1 Nov. 1661), who received prasi 
byterinn ordination in Soplomber 1681 and 
afterwards conformed; (2) Joshua (sepa¬ 
rately noticed); (3) Nathaniel, presbyterian 
minister (1689-90) at Globe Alley, Maid 
Lane, Southwark (d. 31 Dec. 1696, aged 32)' 
(4) Samuel, who received presbyterian ordi- 
tion on 14 April 1098, and was minister at 
Woolwich, Kent, and from 1719 at Rams- 
bury, Wiltshire (living in 1729). 

lie published ‘Tho First Last and the 
Last First . . . substance of . . . Lectures 
in tho Country,’ &o,, 1666,12mo (addressed 
by ‘ J, O, ’ to the ‘ parishioners of C. and W. in 
the comity of D,’) Calamy mentions that he 
published ‘ a larger piece about prayer.’ His 
Inst sermon at Carsington is in 1 Farewell 
Sermons,’ 1068, 8vo (country collection). 
Ilis ‘ soliloquy ’ after the passing of the Uni¬ 
formity Act is abridged in Calamy; somo 
striking sentences from it are quoted in 
1 North and South,’ 1865, vol. i. oh. iv„ by 
Mrs. Oiislcell. 


[Cnlamy’s Account, 1713, pp. 172 sq., and 
Continuation, 1727, i. 233 ; Wilton's Dissenting 
Oluirclios of London, 1814, iv. 137; Cox's Notes 
on the Churches of Derbyshire, 1875 i. 8,1877 
ii. 5G2 ; Minutos of WirkswortU Classis in 
Derbyshire Arcliinol, and Nat. Hist. Soc.1880 pp, 
130 sq.; Evans’s List (manuscript) in Dr. Wil¬ 
liams's Library; Manuscript Minutes of Not¬ 
tingham Chassis; ox tracts from Carsington Re¬ 
gister per l ho Rev. F. H. Brett,] A. G. 

OLDFIELD, JOHN (1789-1863), gene¬ 
ral, colonel-commandant royal engineers, 
only son of John Nic noils Oldfield, lieu¬ 
tenant in tlie royal matinee, who served 
with distinction on the staff' of the army 
and with tho 63rd regiment in the American 
war, and of Eliznheth, only daughter of 
Lieutenant Hammoud of the royal navy, 
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was Tjoiu at Portsmouth on 29 May 1789. 
lie was detrended from Sir Anthony Old- 
tield, created a baronet in 1600, and he 
claimed to be fifth baronet, but the proof 
was incomplete. A re-creation was deemed 
to be necessary, the cost of which Oldfield 
declined to incur, and the matter dropped. 
His father retired from the service about 
the date of Oldfield’s birth, and purchased a 
amall estate at Westbourne, Sussex, which 
still remains in possession of the family. 
He died in 1793. 

In 1799 Oldfield’s uncle, Major Thomas 
Oldfield [q.v.l, of therqyal marines, was hilled 
at St. Jean d’Aore, The distinguished con¬ 
duct of this officer led to offers from Lord 
St. Vincent, Lord Nelson, and Sir Sidney 
Smith to provide for John Oldfield in the 
navy, while Earl Spencer offered a commis¬ 
sion in the royal marines, and the Marquis 
Cornwallis a nomination for the Royal Mili¬ 
tary Academy at Woolwich. Tne latter 
was accepted. When Oldfield was old 
enough to go to Woolwich, ha was only four 
feet six inches high, and a dispensing order 
had to be obtained from the master-general 
of the ordnance to allow of his admission 
to the Royal Military Academy, the mini¬ 
mum standard being then four feet nine 
inches. The junior cadets at that time went, 
first to Great Marlow, Buckinghamshire, 
where he joined, on 23 Aug. 1803, and was 
afterwards transferred to Woolwich. When 
George III inspected the cadets on 29 May- 
1806, Oldfield was one of the seniors. The 
king was struck with his diminutive stature, 
asked his name and age, and spoke to the lad 
of his uncle’s services at St. Joan d'Acre. 

Oldfield joined the Trigonometrical Survey 
at Bodmin in Cornwall in September 1805. 
He was commissioned as second lieutenant 
in the royal engineers on 2 April 1806, and 
quartered at Portsmouth. He was promoted 
to be lieutenant on 1 July. Tlielbllowiug 
summer he was seut to Halifax, Nova Scotia, 
and after two years’ service in North Ame¬ 
rica he returned to England, and in Septem¬ 
ber 1809 was stationed at Dorchester. He 
was promoted second captain on 1 May 1811. 

From Dorchester he went to Fort George 
in Scotland, and remained there until he 
embarked for Holland in 1814. He lauded 
at Hellevoetsluis on 28 March, and entered 
Antwerp with Sir Thomas Graham on 6 May. 
Hs was promoted captain on 26 Jan. 1816. 
He was at Brussels on 7 April 1816, when 
he heard of Napoleon’s escape from Elba, 
and at once packed his family off to Eng¬ 
land, to Westbourne. Oldfield was sent to 
Ypres to construct new works of defence, 
and was entrusted with the inundation of 


the country round, a troublesome and thank¬ 
less operation. He shortly after joined the 
army of the Duke of Wellington as brigade- 
major of royal engineers, He made a sketch- 
plan of the plains of Waterloo for the use 
of the duke, and took part in the battle 
of Waterloo and the occupation of Paris. 
In April 1819, in consequence of n reduction 
in the corps of royal engineers, he was 
placed on half-pay, and passed hia time 
chiefly at Westbourne. 

In October 1823 he was sent on a special 
commission to the West Indies. He returned 
in 1824, and was quartered for some years 
in Ireland. On 23 July 1830 he was pro¬ 
moted brevet-major and made aK.H. for his 
services in 1816. In September he was ap¬ 
pointed commanding royal engineer in New¬ 
foundland. On 19Nov. 1831 he was promoted 
lieutenant-colonel. In October 1836 he re¬ 
turned to England, and was appointed to the 
command of the royal engineers at Jorsey. 
In March 1839 he was sent to Canada as 
commanding royal engineer and colonel on 
the staff. He was there during the rebellion 
and rendered good service. On 9 Nov. 1841 
be was promoted colonel in the army, and 
appointed aide-de-camp to the queen. He 
returned from Canada in the spring of 1843, 
and wus appointed commanding royal en¬ 
gineer in the western district. He was pro¬ 
moted regimental colonel on 9 Nov. 1846, 
and was appointed to command the royal en- 
ineers in Ireland in 1848. On 20 June 1864 
e was promoted major-general, and went to 
live at Westbourne. He became lieutenant- 
general on 10 May 1869. He was made a 
colonel-commandant of the corps of royal 
engineers on 26 Oct. 1869, and was pro¬ 
moted general on 3 April 1862. He died at 
Emsworth on 2 Ang. 1808, and was buried 
at Westbourne. 

Oldfield was thrice married: first, on 
12 Maroh 1810, at Dorchester, to Mary, 
daughter of Christopher Ardens, esq., of 
Dorohester, Dorset, by whom he had seven 
children (she died at Le Mans, France, on 
0 July 1820); secondly, on 8 July 1822, at 
Cheltenham, to Alicia, daughter of the Bev. 
T. Hume, rector of Arden,by whom he had 
eight ohildren (she died at Plymouth on 
5 Feb. 1840) ;and,thirdly, on 12March 1849, 
at Plymouth, to Cordelia Anne, daughter of 
the Bev. D. Yonge (she survived him). 

Oldfield’s eldest son, John Rawdon, was 
a colonel in the Bengal engineers; Anthony, 
a captain in the royal artillery, was killed ad 
Sebastopol; Itudolphus, a captain in the royal 
navy, C.B., and aide-de-camp to the queen, 
died on 6 Feb. 1877; Richard became colo¬ 
nel-commandant R.A. (1900) and a general 
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officer. Oldfield contributed ‘Memoranda 
on tho Uso of Aspbalte ’ to tho ‘ Profes¬ 
sional Papers of tlie Corps of tho Royal Engi¬ 
neers,’ new ser. vols. iii. and v. 

[War Office Records; Royal Engineers’ Re¬ 
cords; Despatches; private papers,] 

R. H. V. 

OLDFIELD, JOSHUA, D.D. (1660- 
1729), presbyterian divina, second son of 
John Oldfield or Otefield [q.v.], was born at 
Carsington, Derbyshire, on 2 Dec. 1066. His 
father gave him lus early training; he si udied 
philosophy at Lincoln College, Oxford, and 
also at Christ’s College, Cambridge, under 
Ralph Cud worth [q, v.1 and Henry More 
(1614-1687) [q. v.j Refusing subscription, 
he did not graduate. IIo began life as chap¬ 
lain to Sir John Goll (d. 1689) of Hopton 
Hall, Derbysbh-o. Noxt he was tutor to a son 
of Paul Foloy [q. v.j, afterwards speaker of 
the House of Commons. Foley offered him 
a living, bul, after deliberation, he resolved 
to remain a nonconformist. (Calamy assigns 
the offer to Sir Philip Gell, d. 14 July 1719.) 
He then became chaplain, in Pembrokeshire, 
to Susan, daughter of John Holies, socona 
earl of Clare, and widow of Sir John Lort. 
lie crossed to Dublin, but declined an engage¬ 
ment there. Returning to England, he was 
fora short time assistant to John Turner (d. 
1692), an ejected presbyterian, then minis¬ 
tering in Fetter Lnne. JIo receivod prosby- 
torian ordination, with llireo olhors, at Mans¬ 
field on 18 March 1687, his father and his 
unde Richard Porter lairing part in the cere¬ 
mony. Shortly afterwards ho became the 
first pastor of a presbyterian congregation at 
Tooting, Surrey, said to have been partly 
founded by Defoe. 

Before February 1601 lie had become 
minister of the presbyterian congregation at 
Oxford, where he renewed an intimacy with 
Edmund Calamy [q. v.j, begun at Toot¬ 
ing. He had ‘ a small auditory and very 
slender encouragement, bul took a great deal 
of pains.’ He was shy at making friends 
with, undergraduates; Calamy used to get 
him to meet them at the coffee-house, when 
‘ they found he had a groat deal move in him 
than they imagined.’ "With Iloniy Dod- 
well tho elder [q. v.l and John Wallis, D.D, 

t q, v.], I 10 formed friendships. At Oxford 
le took port in a public discussion on infant 
baptism, which considerably raised his repu¬ 
tation. 

In 1094 he removed to Coventry as co- 
pastor with William Tong [q. vj of the pres¬ 
byter ian congregation at the Leather IIn.ll. 
Here he started (before May 1696) an aca¬ 
demy for training students for the ministry, 


in which Tong gave him son 
6 Oct. 1697 he was cited to the 

court for public toaching wit__ 

from the bishop. The case"went^from 
Coventry to Lichfield, and in November 
Oldfield went up to London and obtained a 

slay of ecolesiastical proceedings,transferrins 

the suit to the king’s bench, nere it was 
argued for several terms ; but Oldfield rat 
tbe matter laid before William in, and the 
suit was dropped on au intimation from the 
king that ‘ ho was not pleas’d with euch 
prosecutions.’ 

Oldfield left Coventry in 1G9D to Bucceed 
Thomas Kentish as minister at Globe Aliev 
Maid Lane, Southwark, a charge previously 
hold by his brother Nathaniel. He brought 
his academy with him, and maintained it 
first in Southwark, afterwards at Hoxton 
Square, where he was assisted by William 
Lorimer (1041-1722) and John Spademan 
[q. v.], and (after 1708) by Jean Cappel,who 
had hold the Hebrew chair at Saumur. Na¬ 
thaniel Lardner [q. v.j was for a short 
time at, this academy in 1099 (perhaps also 
between 1703 and 1709). It gained the 
highest repute among dissenters. Early in 
his London career Oldiiold became intimate 
with Locke, who was then engaged on his 
(posthumous) work on tho Pauline epistles. 
He made tho acquaintance also of Sir Isaac 
Newton, who thought highly of his mathe¬ 
matical powers. On 2 May 1708, during 
Calnmy’s visit to Scotland, the degree of D.D. 
by diploma was conferred by Edinburgh Uni¬ 
versity on Oulamy, Daniel Williams [q. v.l, 
and Oldfield. By .Williams's -will (1711), 
Oldfiold was appointed an original trustee ot 
his numorouB foundations. 

It is worth noting that Oldfield preached 
the funeral sermon (1716) for Robert Fle¬ 
ming the younger [tj. v.l, the pioneer of the 
non-subscription principle. At the Salters’ 
Hall conference [see Brabbubt, Thomas] 
Oldfield waB chosen moderator (19 Feb. 
1719), retained the chair after the secession 
of tire subscribers, and signod the official 
letter in which tho non-subscribers ‘ utterly 
disown the Arian doctrine,’ and maintain 
tho doctrine of the Trinity and the proper 
divinity of our Lord. Lorimer, his colleague 
in tho academy, was chosen moderator of 
the seceding subscribers, of whom Tong, Mb 
former colleague, now minister at Salters' 
Hall, was a strong supporter. It has been 
suggested that Oldfield’s sympathies were on 
the same side, though as moderator he was 
bound to register the decision of the majority. 
This is not borne out by his general attitude, 
nor by his somewhat arbitrary ruling m 
3 March, which was the immediate occasion 


;e help. On 

ecclesiastical 
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of the split. Hispersonal orthodoxy is placed 
beyond question by his pamphlet of 1731, 
but he underrated the consequences of the 
division. 

Oldfield had Benjamin Grosvenor, D.D. 

S n. v.], as his assistant at Globe Alley from 
700 till 1704. He then took the ■whole duty; 
but his congregation dwindled, till in 1721 
it was revived by the appointment of Oba- 
diah Hughes, D.D. [q. v?j, as co-pastor. In 
April 1728 Oldfield was made one of the 
original agents for the distribution of the 
English regium donum. Late in life he had 
an apoplectic seizure, fell, and lost an eye. 
Otherwise he had good health, and under 
all reverses was patient and cheerful. lie 
died on 8 Nov. 1729; funeral sermons were 
preached by "William Harris [q. v.], and by 
Hughes. At Dr. Williams’s Library, Gordon 
Square, London, are a crayon portrait of 
him, and an oil-painting, which is engraved 
in Wilson's ‘ Dissenting Churches.’ 

He published five separafe sermons (1699- 
1721), including a thanksgiving sermon for 
the union with Scotland (1707) and a 
funeral sermon for Fleming (1716); also: 
1. ‘An Essay towards the Improvement of 
Human Reason in the Pursuit of Learning 
and Conduct of Life,’ &c., 1707, fivo. 2. ‘ A 
Brief, Practical and Pacific Discourse of God; 
and of the Father, Son, and Spirit,’ &c., 1721, 
8vo; 2nd edit, with appendix, same year. 

{ Funeral sermons by Harris and Hnghaa, 1730; 
amy’s Abridgement, 1713, pp. S61 sq. (docu¬ 
ments connected with Oldfield's prosecution), 
and Own Life, 1830, i. 223, 201, 402, ii, 187, 
383, 410 sq., 439. 466, 625; Protestant Dis¬ 
senters’ Mag., 1709, p. 13 ; Wilson's Dis¬ 
senting Churches of London, 1808, i. 78, 1814, 
iv. 180 sq., 392; Dunton’s Life, 1818, ii, 678 sq. 
(the 1 narrative of the Scotch commencement ’ is 
untrustworthy); Bogue and Bennett's Hist, of 
Dissenters, 1833, ii. 213 sq,; Sibroe and Caslon’s 
Independency in Warwickshire, 18S5, pp. 34 sq.; 
Cat. of Edinburgh G-raduatos, 1858, p. 239; 
Wiiddington's Surrey Congregational Hist. I860, 
p. 312; Jeremy's Presbyterian Fund, 1885, pp. 
102 sq.; Manuscript Minutes of Nottingham 
Classis; extract from Oarsington Register, per 
the Rev. E, H. Brett.) A, G. 

OLDFIELD, THOMAS (1766-1799), 
major royal marines, third son of Humphrey 
Oldfield, an officer in his majesty’s marine 
forces, was horn at Stone, Staffordshire, on 
21 June 1750. His mother was a daughter of 
Major-general Nicholls, of the Honourable 
East India Company’s service, His father 
died in America shortly after the affair of 
Bunker’s Hill, Oldfield accompanied hie 
father to America in the autumn of 1774, or 
in the following spring. lie servedasavolun- 


teer with the marine battalion at Bunker’s 
Hill on 17 June 1775. In this actionhe was 
twice wounded, and his wrist was perma¬ 
nently injured. After the action Oldfield 
accepted a commission in a provincial corps 
—it is believed Tarleton’s legion. In 1776 
he took up a commission in the royal marines 
which was intended for his brother, although 
it was by an error made out in his name. 

Oldfield,who did not join tho marines until 
the close of the American war, served with 
the 63rd regiment at the siege of Charleston, 
South Carolina, in 1780, He was promoted 
to a first lioutenancy in the royal marines 
on 16 April 1778, and, being distinguished 
by his intelligence and gallantry, was placed 
on the staff of the quartermaster-general’s 
department. As deputy assistant-quarter¬ 
master-general he was attached to the head¬ 
quarters of the Marquis (then Lord) Corn¬ 
wallis and to Lord Rawdon (afterwards 
Marquis of Hastings). He was constantly 
engaged under their immediate eye, and they 
repeatedly bore testimony to his zeal, gal¬ 
lantry, and ability. Oldfield was taken 
prisoner with Lord Cornwallis at the capitu¬ 
lation of Yorktown. 

At the termination of the war Oldfield 
went to England, and was quartered at 
Portsmouth, when lie purchased a small place 
in the pariah of WesLbourne. He named it 
Oldfield Lawn, and it is still in possession 
of the family. In 1788 Oldfield went to the 
West Indies, returning in very bad health. 
In 1793 he was promoted captain, and again 
went to the West Indies in the Sceptre, 
64 guns, Captain Dacres. In 1794 Oldfield 
commanded the royal marines landed from 
tho squadron to co-operate with the army in 
the island of St. Domingo. Oldfield dis¬ 
tinguished himself on every occasion that 
offered. In storming one of the enemy’s 
works at Cape Nicholas mole, he was the 
first to enter it, and with his own hand 
struck the enemy's colours, which are now 
in possession of tho family. He returned to 
England in the autumn of 1795 in precarious 
health, 

In 1796 Oldfield was employed on the re¬ 
cruiting service at Manchester and Warring¬ 
ton. The following year he embarked on 
board the Theseus, 74 guns, and sailed to join 
the squadron under the orders of the Earl 
of St, Vincent off Cadiz. Upon the Theseus 
reaching her destination she became the fiag- 
Bhip of JN elson, then a rear-admiral Oldfield 
was engaged in two bombardments of Cadiz 
in J une 1797, in one of which he was wounded 
while in the boat with the admiral. 

Immediately after the second bombard¬ 
ment he sailed in the Theseus, accompanied 
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by a small squadron, for Teneriflb, In the 
gallant but unsuccessful attempt upon this 
island Oldfield commanded the force of royal 
marines which effected a lauding from the 
squadron, His boat was swamped, but ho 
swam to shore, and on landing received a 
contusion in the right knee, lie materially 
contributed to the saving of the British 
detachment, whoso tcmerityin attacking with 
so inferior a force was only equalled by the 
gallantry with which they carried the attack 
into execution. Its failure mav bo attributed 
to the loss of the cutter Fox, 10 guns, which 
was sunk by the enemy’s Are, with a con¬ 
siderable part of the force destined for tlio 
enterprise. It was in this affair that Nelson 
lost his arm. In a private letter, written 
after tho battle of the Nile, Oldfield said 
that ‘it was by no moans so severe os the 
affair at Teneriilo, or the second night of the 
bombardment, of Cadiz.’ 

Until the Theseus was detachod to join 
Nelson (who had shilled his flag to tho Van¬ 
guard, and gone in pursuit of tho French 
squadron up the Mediterranean), Oldflold re¬ 
mained with the fleet undor tho orders of 
the Earl of St. Vincent. At the battle of 
tbe Nile Oldflold was tho senior ofliccr of 
royal marines in the fleet, and obtained tlio 
rank of major for his services, his commission 
dating 7 Oct. 1798. Oldfield relales in a 
private letter how, after lliu disappointment 
of not finding thoFronch fleet at Alexandria, 
tho Zealous mado tho signal at midday on 
1 Aug. that it was in tho hay of Aboukir, 
At half-past three the French fleet was 
plainly seen, and an hour afterwards Nelson 
bade the Theseus go ahead of him, Oldfield 
in the Theseus was alongsido tho Gucrrior 
at a quartor to seven o’clock, and having 

E onred in a broadside which carried away 
er main and mizon masts, ho passed on to 
the Spartiole and anchored abreast of her, 
the admiral anchoring on the other side ton 
minutes later. After the action Oldfield was 
sent with his marines on hoard the Tounant, 
and from 1 to 14 Aug. ho only occasionally 
lay down on deck. Upwards of six hundred 
prisoners were on board, of whom 160 wero 
wounded. Nelson sont word to Oldflold that 
nothing would give him greater pleasure thuu 
to Berve him; but Oldflold replied that he 
wanted nothing, 

The Theseus remained for some time at 
Gibraltar and Lisbon to repair damages. 
Early in the spring of 1799 she sailed to 
join Sir Sidney Smith off tho coast, of Syria, 
and Oldflold took part in the defence of St. 
Jean d’Aoro. On 7 April, at daybreak, a 
eortio in three columns wus made, Oldfield 
commanding tho centre column, which was 


to penetrate to the entrance of the French 
mine. The French narrative of General 
Eertliier, chef d’fitat-major of the French 
army in Egypt, relates how Oldfield's column 
advanced to the entrance of the mine and 
attacked like horoes; how Oldfield's body was 
carried off by thoir grenadiers andbroughtto 
theFrench headquarters. He was dying when 
1 niton, and breathed his last before he reached 
headquart ors. ‘ Ilis sword,’ Bays Bertbier ‘to 
which ho had done so much honour, was also 
honoured after his death. ... He -was 
buried among us, and ho has carried with him 
to the grave the esteem of tlio French army.’ 
Ilia gallant conduct was oulogisod in the 
oilicinl despatch of Sir Sidney Smith, and 
Napoleon, when on passage to St. Helena 
spoke of Oldfield’s gallantry to the marine 
officers on board the Northumberland, 

Oldfield was of middle stature nnd dark 
complexion. Ho was of a social and gene¬ 
rous disposition, and had a strong sense of 
religion. A tablet in his memory has been 
erected in the garrison chapel at Portsmouth. 

[Despatches; Memoirs printed for private 
circulation.] It. ft. V. 


OLDFIELD, THOMAS IlINTOK 
BURLEY (1766-1822), political historian 
and antiquary, born in 1765, was according 
to tho ‘Gontlemnn’s Magazine,’ 1822, pt. it. 
p. 606, ‘ an attorney of grout colebrity.’ His 
namo, however, is unknown to the ‘Law 
List.’ lie died at Exeter on 26 July 1822. 
Oldflold was a zoalous pioneer of parlia¬ 
mentary reform, and tho author of (1) ‘An 
Entire and Completo History, Political and 
Porsonnl, of tho Boroughs of Great Britain, 
togothor with tho Oinquo Ports; to which is 
prefixed an original Sketch of constitutional 
rightB from the oarliest Period until the pro- 
sent Time,’ &c,, London, 1792. Svols. 8voj 
2nd od. 1794,2 vols. 8vo. (2) ‘ History of 
the Original Oonbt it ution of Parliaments from 
tho Time of the Britons to the present Day ; 
to which is added the presonl State of toe 
Representation,’ London, 1797, 8vo. 

Both works were subsequently reprinted 
underthe title ‘A Complete History, Politi¬ 
cal and Porsonal, of the Boroughs of Grant 
Britain, togothor with tho Oinquo Ports | 
To which is now first added the History of the 
Original Constitution of Parliaments,’ &c., 
London (no date), 8 vols. 8vo. A final edi¬ 
tion, rovisod and amplified, entitled ‘The 
Representative History of Groat Britain and 
Ireland; being a History of the House of 
Commons, and of the Counties, Cities, and 
Boroughs of tho Unitod Kingdom from the 
earliest Period,’ appeai'od in 1816, London, 
0 vols. 8vo. Oldflold also compiled ‘A Key 
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to the House of Commons, being a History 
of the last General Election in 1818; and a 
correct State of the virtual Representation 
of England and 'Wales,' London, 1820,8vo, 

[Goat Mag. 1822, pt.ii. p.686; Mathias’s 'Pur¬ 
suits ofLit. p. 28, Biogr. Diet, of Li ring Authors, 
1818 ; Brit. Mus. Cat. j Edinburgh Review, June 
1816.] T. M. R. 

OLDHALL, Sir WILLIAM (1390 P- 
1460 P), soldier, son and heir of Sir Edmund 
Oldhall of Narford, Bodney, and East Dero- 
ham, Norfolk, by Alice, daughter of Geoffrey 
de Fransham of the same county, was born 
about 1390. As an esquire in the retinue of 
Thomas Beaufort, earl of Dorset, afterwards 
duke of Exeter [q. v.l, be was present at the 
sieve of Rouen in 1418-19. He also served 
under Thomas de Montacutc, earl of Salisbury 
[q. v.], in the expedition lor the relief of Cre- 
vant, July 1423, and won his spurs at the 
hard-fought field of Verneuil on 17 Aug. 1424. 
About this date lie was made seneschal of 
Normandy. By his prowess in tho subse¬ 
quent invasion of Maine and Anjou he further 
distinguished himself, and was appointed 
constable of Montsoreau and governor of St. 
Laurent des Morliors. In the summer of 1426 
he was employed in Flanders on a mission 
to the Duke of Burgundy concerning Jacque¬ 
line, duchess of Gloucester, then a prisoner 
in the duke’s hands. In October 1428 ho was 
detached by the council of Normandy to 
strengthen the garrison of Argentan, then in 
danger of falling by treachoiy into the hands 
of the Duke of Alencon. He was present 
at the great council held at Westminster, 
24 April-8 May 1434, on the conduct of the 
war in France, and also at the council of 
24 Feb. 1438 9. In 1440 he was chamber- 
lain to Richard, duke of York, and a member 
of his council, and the following year was 
madefeofi.ee to his use and that of nis duchess 
Cecilia of certain royal manors. In the dis¬ 
astrous struggle for the retention of Nor¬ 
mandy he commanded the castle of La Fort6 
Bernard, which fell into the hands of the 
French on 16 Aug. 1449. 

Oldhall was with the Duke of York in 
Walss in September 1460; was returned to 
parliament for Hertfordshire on 15 Oct. of 
the same year, and on 9 Nov. following was 
chosen speaker of the House of Commons. 
Indicted in 1462 for complicity in the in¬ 
surrection of Jack Cade and the subsequent 
rebellion of the Duke of York, he was found 
guilty, outlawed, and attainted on 22 June. 
He took sanctuary in the chapel royal of 
St. Martins-le-Grand, where he remained in 
custody of the king’s valet until after the 
battle of St. Albans on 22 May 1466, but 


obi ained his release and the reversal of His 
outlawry and attainder on 9 July. He wa- 
again attainted in November 1459 as a fautoi 
and abettor of the recent Yorkist insurrec¬ 
tion j but on the accession of Edward IV the 
attainder was treated as null and void. He 
died between 1460 and 1406. Oldhall mar¬ 
ried Margaret, daughter of William, lord 
Willoughby of Ercsby—buried in the church 
of the Grey Friars, London—by whom he 
had issue an only daughter Mary, whose 
husband, Walter" Gorges of Wraxoll, So¬ 
merset (ancestor of Sir Ferdinando Gorges, 
q. v.), succeeded to Oldhall’s Norfolk estates, 
and died in September 1460. An alleged son, 
Sir John Oldhall, appears to he mythical. 
Besides Ms Norfolk estates Oldhall held (by 
purchase)the manorsof Eastwieli and Huns- 
don, Hertfordshire, On the latter estate he 
built, at the cost of seven thousand marks, a 
castellated brick mansion, which remained in 
the crown, notwithstanding the avoidance of 
his second attainder, and was converted by 
Henry VIII into a royal residence. In 1668 
it was granted by Elizabeth to Sir Henry 
Gary [q. v.] It has since been transformed 
into the existing Ilunsdon House. 

[Archseologi. 1 , vol xxxvii. pt. ii. p 834 etseq.; 
Blomelield’sN orfolfc, cd. Parkin; HaU’s Chron. ed. 
ISO I, pp. 117,121, 127, 140-1, 225; Will. Wore, 
p. 89; Itin. pp. 180, 870; Letters and Papers 
during the Reign of Henry VI (Rolls 8er.), 
vol. ii. pt. ii. pp. 85, 885, 394, 411-12 [685], 
[622]; Proc. Privy Council, ed. NieoUs, iii. 201, 
214, iv. 108, 210 et seq.; Brantingham’s Issue 
Roll, ed. Devon, p. 477; Rot. Pari. v. 210, 349, 
vi. 435 ; Ramsay’s Lancaster and York, ii, 163, 
298 ; Fueton Letters, ed. Gairdner; Stubbs’s 
Const. Hist. iii. 158, 168, 170; Coll. Top. et 
Gen. v. 282, vii. 155; Cal. Inq, post mortem, iv. 
335, No. 33; Clntterlmck’s Hertfordshire, iii 179; 
Cu,‘•sans’s He'tfordBhire, ‘Hundred of Brangh- 
ing,’ p. 46; Manning’s Lives of tho Speakers.] 

J. M. R. 

OLDHAM, HUGH (d. 1519), bishop of 
Exeter, founder of the Manchester grammar 
school, and a great benefactor of Corpus 
Ohristi College, Oxford, wbb a native of Lan¬ 
cashire. This fact is expressly stated in the 
original statutes of Corpus Christi College, 
where one fellowship and one scholarship 
were appropriated to that county in Ms, 
honour, out the exact place, ae weU as the 
date, of his birth is uncertain. Mr. Cooper 
{Athena Cantabr.) tMnks it was Orumpsell 
m the parish of Manchester, whereas Roger 
Dodsworth maintains that it was Oldham. 
William Oldham, abbot of St. Werburgh, 
Chester, and bishop of Man, is said to have 
been his brother. He was educated in. the 
household of Thomas Stanley, earl of Derby, 
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of whom Margaret of Richmond was llie reported, 1 shall we huilil houses and provide 
third wife, together with James Mtanley, livelihoods for a company of bussingreonks 
afterwards bishop of Ely, and William Smith, whoso end and fall wo ourselves may live to 
afterwards bishop of Lincoln, founder of see P No, no I it is more meet a great deal 
Brasenoso, and a great benefactor of Lincoln that we should liavo care to provide for the 
College, Oxford. With the latter prelate ho inoreaso of learning, and for such as who by 
is said to have maintained a lifelong friend- their learning shall do good in the church 
ship. Oldham went first to Oxford, but sub- and commonwealth.’ The result of this 
sequently removed to Queens’ College, Cam- advice was the foundation of Corpus Christi 
bridge. He was chaplain to the ‘ Lady College, as ultimately settled in 1616 and 
Margaret,’ countoss of Richmond and Derby 1617, towards which object Oldham, he- 
(with whom, perhaps, he first became ac- sides other gifts, contributed what was then 
qnainted while in the household of Thomas the large sum of six thousand marks. In 
Stanley), and was the recipient of a vast return for these temporal gifts a daily 
amount of preferment, among which may mass was appointed by the rounder, to ba 
be enumerated, though the list is by no said in the chapel of the new college for 
means exhaustive, the rectory of St. Mildred, Oldham, at the altar of the Holy Trinity- 
Bread Street, the deanery of Wimborne during his lifetime, ‘ pro bonoetfelioi statu;’ 
Minster, the archdeaconry of Exeter, the after his death, for his soul and those of his 
rectories of Swineshead, Lincolnshire, Olios- parents and benefactors. The bishop died on 
hunt, Hertfordshire, and Overton, Damp- 26 June 1619 (more than nine years before 
shiro; the masterships of the hospitals of St. his Mend Bishop Foxe), being at that time, 
John, Lichfield, and St. Leonard, Bedford; it is said, under excommunication on account 
the prebends of Newington in the church of of a dispute concerning jurisdiction in which 
St. Paul, of Leigh! on Buzzard in the church lie was mvolvod with the abbot of Tavistock, 
of Lincoln, of South Cave in the church of lie is buried in a chapel erected by himself 
York, &c. That, even before his elevation in Exetor Cathedral, where there is a monu- 
to the episcopate, he was an ecclesiastic of ment bearing a striking, though somewhat 
much consideration, appears from the fact coarsely executed, recumbent figure, recently 
that on 24 Jan. 1608 (seo IIolinbued, Chro- vest orod by Corpus Christi Collage. Bishop 
nicies) he was selected, together with the Foxe was one of the executors of his will, 
abbot John Islip [q. v.], Sir Reginald Bray and lie desired that, in case he died out of 
[q. v.] the architoct (of whom lie was after- his diooeso, he should he buried in the chapel 
wards executor), and others, to lay the first of Corpus. 

stone of Jlonry VIPs chapel in "Westminster Francis Godwin, in his ‘ Catalogue of the 

Abbey. Ultimately, by a bull of provision on Bishops of England,’ says of Oldham: ‘A 
27 Nov. 1604, be was promoted to the bishop- man of more devotion than learning, some- 
ric of Exetor. During the period from 16101 o what rough in speech, hut in deed and action 
1613 he was ongaged, together with Bishops friendly, lie was careful in the saving and 
Eoxe, Filz-James, and Smith, in the long defending of his liberties, for which con- 
altercation with Warham, archbishop of Can- tinual suits wore between him and the abbot 
terbury, as to the prerogatives of the arch- of Tavistock. . . . Albeit he was not very 
bishop with regard to the probate of wills and well learned, yet a great favourer and a 
the administration of the estates of in! estates, furtlisror of looming ho was.’ Godwin says 
a cause which, having been unduly spun out that he could not be buried till an absolution 
in the papal court, was finally referred to the was procured from Rome. Possibly Oldham's 
king, who decided the points mainly in favour ill opinion of the monks mnyhave been con- 
of the bishops. It must have boon some nocted wifli tbe ‘continual suits between 
time between 1613 and 1616 that Old- him and the abbot of Tavistock.’ 
ham, aocordingto the common story ns fold Oldham is now ohiefly known as the 
by John Hooker, alias Vowell, in Ilolinslied's founder of the Manchester grammar school. 
‘ Chronicles,’ advised his friend Bishop Foxo Tho various conveyances of the property 

S seo Foxe, Riohabd] to desiBt from his which constitutes the endowment of the 
esign of building a college in Oxford for tho school aro dated respectively 20 Aug. 1616, 
reoeption of young monks holongingfo St. 11 Oct. 1615, and 1 April 1626; but the 
Swithin’s monastery at Winchester while statutes, which are a schedule to the inden- 
pursuing their academical studies, and to lure of feoffment, bear the last date, 
found instead a larger establishment for tho In the hall of Corpus there is a very fine 
education of tho secular clergy. ‘Whnt,my portrait of Oldham, of unknown workman- 
lord,’ he is represented as saying, with re- ship, but evidently contemporary. There is 
markahloprescience,iftho story boaccurately i agood engraving of this portrait by W.IIoll. 
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There is also another engraving—hut whether 
it was taken from the same original or not is 
difficult to say—sketched and published by 
S. Harding. No original is named on the 
print. 

[The present winter’s Hist, of C.O.C. pub¬ 
lished by the Oxf. Hist. Soo ; Cooper’s Athens 
Cantobr.; Whatton’sHist. of Manchester School; 
Wood's Athens Oxon.; Godwin’s Cat. of the 
Bishops of England ; Holinshed's Chronicles; 
Archbishop Parker, De Antiquitate Britannic® 
EceleMSe; Espinasse’s Worthies of Lancashire.] 

T. F. 

OLDHAM, JOIIN (1000 P-1636), one of 
the‘pilgrim ’ settlers in New England, was 
horn in England about 1600. He arrived 
at Plymouth, New England, by the ship 
Anne in July 1628. He and nine others were 
• particulars,’ or private adventurers, and did 
not belong to the regular body of the colonists. 
He brought a wile, and probably children, 
and servants, and was a man of some im¬ 
portance, as in the allotments at Plymouth 
m 1624 ten acres were assigned to mm and 
his dependents, being more than to any other 
arson. Soon after bis arrival he was invited 
v the governor to take a seat at the council. 
He ‘ was a man of parts,’ says Nathaniel 
Morton, 1 but high spirited, and extremely 
passionate, which marred all’ (Wine England?s 
Memorial, 1865, p. 79). One cause of his 
unpopularity may be explained by his episco¬ 
palian views. With another restless person, 
John Lyford, a minister, he attempted ‘ re¬ 
formations in church and commonwealth.’ 
The governor called a court; the two were 
charged with plotting against church and 
state, and expelled the colony, although. 
Oldham’s wife and family were allowed to 
remain (ib. pp. 76-6). Oldham went to Nan- 
tasket, afterwards known as Hull, whither 
he was .followed by Roger Oonant and Lyford. 
In April 1626 be returned to Plymouth with¬ 
out permission, and was expelled a second 
time in an ignominious manner. 

The Dorchester adventurers, who had com¬ 
menced a settlement at Oape Ann, chose 
Conant as governor, and asked Oldham, who 
had great skill in dealing with the natives, 
to manage their Indian trade. He preferred 
to remain independent at Nantasket. In 1020 
he took a voyage to Virginia, and was 
wrecked on Cape Cod. In the midst of 
danger he made ‘ a free and large confession 
of the wrongs he had done to the church 
and people of Plimouth’ (ib, p. 78), regained 
the confidence of the colonists, and was en¬ 
trusted by them to convey a rioter to Eng¬ 
land. While in England lie and John Dorrml 
purchased a large tract of land near the 
mouth of the Charles river, title to which 


was contested by the company (first general 
letter to Endicott, 17 April 1629, in Yotrere, 
Chronicles, 1846, pp. 147-60). He is believed 
to bave returned to America in 1629. A 
grant was registered to him and another, 
12 Feb. 1080, of a tract of country, four 
miles by eight, on the Saco river (Doyle, 
The English in America, 1887, i, 481), On 
18 May 1031 he was admitted a freeman. 

He was one of the first settlers in Water- 
town, where a larger measure of civil and 
religious liberty prevailed than in any of the 
other early plantations about the hay (Boitd, 
Family Memorials of Watertown, Boston, 
1865, p. 863). Oldham doubtless took an 
active part in the resistance of the Water- 
town people to taxation without representa¬ 
tion, and in May 1682 be was appointed the 
representative of that town at the first meet¬ 
ing of the deputies of the several plantations 
which met to confer with the court about 
levying taxes for puhlicnurposes ( Wiktheop, 
Eistory of New England, 1863, i. 91-2). 
Ilis house at Watertown, near the weir, was 
hurnt. on 14 Aug. 1682 (ib. i. 104). He was 
the projector of the first plantation ou the 
river or in the state of Connecticut. He tra¬ 
velled from Boston in 1633, with three com¬ 
panions, following the Indian trails, and 
lodging in their cabins (ib. i. 182). He was 
chairman of the first committee appointed by 
the court to consider the question of the en¬ 
largement of Boston. In September 1084 he 
was made ‘ overseer of powder and shot and 
all other ammunition for Watertown and 
Medford ’ (Bond, p. 863). 

In November 1084 the Indian chief 
Oanonicus gave Oldham an island of one 
thousand acres in Narragansett Bay (Win- 
tiibop, i. 176). Oldham and some of his 
fellow-townsmen took possession of Pyrnmg, 
on the Connecticut, and named it Water- 
town, changed to Wethersfield by the court 
on 21 Feb. 1086-7. In May 1635, though 
not re-elected deputy, he was one of the 
committee appointed to report on the charge 
against Endecott of having defaced the king’s 
colours, 

Oldham was murdered by Indians in July 
1336, near Block Island, Rhode Island, while 
tradingin his pinnace with the natives along 
the shore of Narragansett Bay (ib. i. 226-84; 
IT ubbabd, General Eistory of New England, 
1848, pp, 248-9). The murdor woe one of 
the causes of the Pequotwor. His affairs 
seem to have been left in an involved state 
(SAYA9D, Genealogical Dictionary of First 
Settlers, 1861, iii. 308). 

[Besides the authorities quoted in the text, see 
Farmer's Genealogical Bogister of First Settlers, 
Lane. 1829; Francis’sHislorical Sketch of Water- 
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town, Cambr. 1880; Tkachor’s History of Few 
Plymouth, Boston, 1833; Cheever's Journal of 
the Pilgrims at Plymouth, N. Y., 1848; Young’s 
Chronicles of the Eiiat Settlers in Massachusetts, 
Boston, 1848; Banvaid’s Plymouth and the Pil¬ 
grims, Boston, 1831; Prince’s Chronological His¬ 
tory of New England, Boston, 1862; 0liter's 
Puritan Commonwealth, Boston, 1866; Martyn’s 
Pilgrim Fathers of New England, N. Y,, 1887_; 
Winsor's Memorial History of Boston, 1882, i. 
79,268; Goodwin’s Puritan Conspiracy, Boston, 
1883,and Pilgrim Republic, 1888; Palfrey's Com¬ 
pendious History of New England, Boston, 1884, 
rol. i.; Appleton’s Cyclopedia of American 
Biography, New York, 1888, iv. 370.1 

' ‘ H. R. T. 

OLDHAM, JOHN (1358-1683), poet, 
was born at Shipton-Moyne, near Tetbury 
in Gloucestershire, 9 Aug. 1653. John Old¬ 
ham, his grandfather, was rector of Nuneaton. 
John Oldham, his father, after residing as a 
nonconformist minister at Shipton, and at 
Newton in Wiltshire, where he was 'silenced ’ 
in 1662, served a small congregation at 
Wotton-under-Edge in Gloucestershire, and 
survived in honourable repute till about 1726 
(Oalamy and Palmbb, Nonconfoi-mist'a Me¬ 
morial, 1808, iii, 868), These data both help 
to account for the straitened circumstances 
under-whioh Oldham entered life, and refute 
the incredible tradition that his scurrilous 
‘ Character of a certain Ugly Old Priest ’ 
was ' written upon ’ his father (seo Works, 
ed. Thompson, ui. 162 n.) 

After receiving his earlier education from 
his father, and at Tetbury grammar school, 
where he is stated to have begun his oaresr 
as a private tutor bv assisting m Ms studies 
the son of a Bristol alderman, Oldham en¬ 
tered at St. Edmund Hall, Oxford, in 1670. 
Although his ability and attainments aro 
said to have found recognition here, he 
quitted the university after graduating B.A. 
in May 1674, and afterwords resided for some 
months in his father's house. In the follow¬ 
ing year he Buffered the loss of his school 
and college friend, Charles Moment, the son 
of a lawyer at Tetbury, to whose memory 
he dedicated the most elaborate of his poems. 
Soon after this he began life in the humble 
position of usher in Archbishop Whitgift’s 
free school (since the parish sohool) at Uroy- 
don, where he remained about three years. 
In one of his satires, ‘To a Friend about to 
leave the University,’ he gave vent to his 
hatred of the position occupied by him at 
tMB 'Grammar-Bridewell’ {Works, iii. 22): 
A Dancing-Master shall bo bettor paid, 

The’ he instructs the IXeols, and you the Hoad. 

During Oldham’s residence at Oroydon he 
is said to have received a visit from Rochester, 


Dorset, Sir Charles Sedley, and some other 
fine gentlemen and wits, who, in the first 
instance, mistook for him the aged head¬ 
master of the school. But though Oldham 
had enough wit and enough inclination to 
the obscene to please his polite visitors, there 
is nothing to show that his meeting with 
them had any direct effect upon his career 
He left Croydon in 1678, and seems i n the 
some year, on the recommendation of a Mr- 
rister, Harman Atwood, whose death shortly 
afterwards he celebrated in a panegyrical 
ode, to have accepted the post of tutor to 
the grandsons of Sir Edward Thurland (not 
Theveland), a retired judge, residing near 
Reigate (Peptb, Diary, ed. Bright, ii. 86-6) 
Here he remained till 1681. ' 

In 1679 had been printed, according to 
Wood without the author’s consent, the 
first of Oldham’s ‘Satires upon the Jesuits’ 
(an expression of the popular panic at the 
time or the ‘ Popish plot *) and the eo-called 
* Satire against Virtue,’a production likewise 
in its way open to the charge of sensation¬ 
alism, and reprinted accordingly in 1680 in an 
edition of Rochester’s‘Poems.’ The whole 
of the ‘ Satires upon the Jesuits,’ together 
with the 1 Satire against Virtue’ and other 
pieces, were published, no doubt with Old¬ 
ham’s authority, in 1681; and in the same 
year appeared a volume containing a number 
of paraphrases and original pieces wMch 
seemed to him likely to catch the ear of the 
town. But Oldham was convinced of the 
folly of depending upon poetry (i.e, literary 
work) as the stall of life. Before thiB year 
(1081) was out, Oldham became tutor to 
the son of Sir William Hickes, at his resi¬ 
dence near London. Through him ha became 
acquainted with the celebrated physician 
Dr. Richard Lower [q. v.J, by whose advioe 
he is said to have betaken himself to the 
study of medicine. This he is asserted to have 
carriod on for a year; hut he makes no spe¬ 
cific mention of medicine among the ‘thriving 
arts ’ for which he subsequently declined to 
abandon his muse. lie is further said to 
have refused an offer of Sir William Hickss 
to accompany his son on an Italian tour. He 
was muoh befriended by the Earl of Kingston 
(William Pierrepont, who succeeded to tba 
title in 1882), and is even said to have been 
invitodby him to become Ms domestic chap¬ 
lain. But he was unwilling either to taka 
orders or to essay on experience which hs 
has graphically satirised in some of Ms best 
known lines (‘Some think themselves ex¬ 
alted to the Sky,’ &o., in ‘A Satire to a 
Friend about to leave the University’ in 
Works, iii, 28-4). In his last days he became 
personally known to Dryden and other wits 
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of the town. It was at Lord Kingston’s seat, 
Holme-Pierrepoint, near Nottingham, that 
Oldham died of the small-pox, 9 Leo. 1683. 
One of the monuments in the fine church 
of the village commemorates the admiration 
cherished for him bv ‘his patron' (see the 
epitaph in ‘Wood). The graceful tribute paid 
to his memory by Waller (which mentions 
Burnet among his admirers), and still more 
the noble lines of Dryden, show that his loss 
was felt in the contemporary world of letters. 
The imputation of malignity to Dryden, on 
the ground of a perfectly ju=t criticism 
frankly offered in his lines, is properly re- 

S d by Sir Walter Scott (Drydena Works , 
, xi. 99 seq.) Tom Brown addressed a 
eulogistic poem ‘ to the memory of John Old¬ 
ham* ( Works, iv. 244, ed. 1744). 

According to Oldham’s biographer, Thomp¬ 
son, 'his person was tall and thin, which 
was much owing to a consumptive com¬ 
plaint, hut was greatly increased by study; 
his face was long, his nose prominent, his 
aspect unpromising, hut satire was in his eye.' 
Bliss mentions a portrait of him, in flowing 
locks and a long loose handkerchief round his 
head, engraved by Vandergucht, which was 
prefixed to the 1704 edition of his ' Works ’ 
(Bbommy). Another portrait, painted by 
W. Dobson and engraved by Scbaneker, is 
in Harding’s ‘Biographical Mirrour/ 1793. 

Oldham’s productions deserve more notice 
than they have received. Their own original 
power is notable. Pope, and perhaps other 
of our chief eighteenth-century poets, were 
under important literary obligations to their 
author. The chief of them are here grouped 
according to form and species. 

Whether or no the Pindario dedicated by 
Oldham ‘ to the memory of my dear friend, 
Mr. Charles Morwent,’ in date of composi¬ 
tion preceded his moat celebrated 'Satires,’ 
it must be described as the most finished pro¬ 
duct of his genius, and as entitled to no mean 
Mace in English ‘In Memoriam’ poetry. 
Cowley is evidently the master followed in 
this ode. Oldham’s other Pindario, in re¬ 
membrance of ‘ Mr. Harman Atwood,’ is a 
less ambitions and less successful effort of 
the same kind. Among his other lyrical 
pieces maybe mentioned his ode 'The Praise 
of Homer,’ uninteresting except that one pas¬ 
sage in it conveys a suggestion of Gray; that 
‘Upon the Works of Hen Jonson,’ an early 
piece, but neither inadequate nor hackneyed 
in its appreciation of Jonson’s cardinal quali¬ 
ties j and, byway of a comparison not favour¬ 
able to Oldham, the ode for an ‘ Anniversary 
of Music on St. Cecilia’s Day,’ set to music by 
Dr, John Blow [q. v.] Some of his paraphrases 
of classioal ana biblical poetry were likewise 


composed, without particular effectiveness, 
in the same metre, for which the ode ‘Upon 
the Marriage of the Prince of Orange with 
the Lady Mary ’ likewise shows him to have 
been lacking in notural impulse. The noto¬ 
riety of the lyric first known as ‘ A Satire 
against Virtue' was chiefly due to the density 
of a public not accustomed to think for itself. 
Its irony, of which the vein is not peculiarly 
fine, was so imperfectly understood that he 
found himself obliged first to explain his 
‘ different taste of wit ’ in an ‘ Apology ’ (in 
heroic couplets), and then to indite a ‘ Coun¬ 
terpart ’ ode to the ‘ Satire against Virtue,’ 
commonplace in itself but for the daring 
iita£ Xtyopcvou in its contemptuous refer¬ 
ence to ‘ alltheTlnder-sheriff-alities of Life.’ 
Less mistakable is the lyric irony of the 
‘Dithyrambic’ (written in August 1677) in 
raise of drink, purporting to be ‘ A Drunkard’s 
peech in a Masque.’ 

From Oldham’s avowal in the ‘ Apology ’ 
for the so-called ‘ Satire against Virtue ’ that, 

Had he a Genius, and Poetic Bags 

Great as the Vicos of this guilty Age, 

he would turn to ‘ noble Satire,’ it may he 
concluded that up to this time (1679 or 
1680) his only attempt in this direction had 
been 1 Garnet’s Ghost,’ surreptitiously pub¬ 
lished as a broadsheet in 1679. The ‘ Satires 
upon the Jesuits,’ of which this was in 1681 
reprinted as the first, together with the pro¬ 
logue, stated to have been written in 1079, 

‘ upon Occasion of the Plot,’ are the best 
known among hie works. The unrestrained 
violence of these diatribes may find some 
sort of palliation in the frenzy which they 
flattered. But Pope was well within the 
mark when he spoke of Oldham as ‘ a very 
indelicate writer; he has strong rage, but 
it is too much like Billingsgate ' (Shwoe, 
Anecdotes, Singer's edit. 1820, p. 19; cf. id. 
p. 130), ‘ Satoe IV/ which Pope singled 
out from the rest as one of its author’s most 
notable productions, is a clever adaptation 
of Horace’s * Satires/1, viii. (‘ Olim truncus 
eram/ &c.) 

In bis biting ‘ Satire upon a Woman, wlo 
by her Falsehood and Scorn was tke Death 
of my Friend/ where full play is given both 
to his feverish energy and to his prurient 
fancy, the abruptness of the opening—a 
favourite device of the author’s—should be 
noticed. But his gift of simulating wrath is 
perhaps best exemplified in his ‘Satire upon 
a Printer.’ Horace, rather than Juvenal, 
was his model in the ‘Letter from the 
Country to a Friend in Town, giving aD 
Account of the Author’s Inclination to 
Poetry/ one of the pleasantest as well as 
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wittiest of Ms pieces, ending with a spirited 
rush. Pope’s ‘Epistle to Arbuthnot’ may- 
have owed something to this ‘ Letter.’ There 
is more bitterness, but equal vivacity, in his 
‘ Satire addressed to a Friend about to leave 
theTJniversityandcomeabroad in the World,’ 
which closes with a fable, excellently told. 
More ambitious, but really inadequate and 
low in tone, is tho ‘ Satire ’ in which Sponsor 
is introduced, ‘ dissuading the Author from 
the Study of Poetry.’ The passage referring 
to the calamities of authors haB been often 
quoted. 

While in 1 original ’ satire Oldham cannot 
be said to have reached the height to which 
he was desirous of climbing, he is memorable 
in onr poetic literature ns one of the pre¬ 
decessors of Pope in the ' imitative ’ or adapt¬ 
ing species of satirical and didactic verse. 
Eoileau (certainof whoso imitations wore in 
their turn imitated by Oldham') had revived 
the popularity of tho device of paraphrasing 
Latin satirical poetry while applying to 
modern instances its references and allusions. 
Oldham’s first atleinpt in this direction 
seems to have been his ‘ Horace's Art of 
Poetry, imitated in English, addressed by 
way of Letter to a Friend,’ 1681 (sea the 
‘Preface’). But the same ‘libertine ’ way, 
ns he calls it, was moro lightly and yet more 
completely pursued by him in his imitation 
of Horace's ‘ Saliros,’ T. ix. (‘ Ilmra forte vift 
sacra ’— 1 As I was walking in tho Mall of 
late ’), and in the other lloratian paraphrases 
and similar pioces published by h'm in the 
samo year. MosL of those, which include re¬ 
productions of Iloraco, Juvenal,'Virgil, Ovid, 
Catullus, Martial, as well as of ilion and 
Moschus, the Psalms, and Boiloau, aro in 
the heroic couplet; hut some of the lyrics are 
translated in Pindaric, i.o. irregular, metro. 

Oldham’s verse lacks finish, a defect spe¬ 
cially noticeable in a looseness of rhyme and 
in what Dryden censured as 

The harsh Cadence of a rugged Lino, 

Of prose Oldham left hohind him nothing 
beyond the * Character of a certain Ugly Old 
Priest,’ an unpleasing effort in the grotesque, 
and a sketch entitled ‘A Sunday Thought 
in Sickness,’ which contains certain resura- 
blanoes, probably unintentional, to the closing 
scono of Marlowe’s ‘ Doctor Faustus.’ 

An edition of 1 Poems and Translations ’ 
by Oldham was published in 1083, and one 
of his ‘Domains m Verse and Prose,’ with a 
series of commendatory versus (including 
Dryden’s),in the following year. Subsequent 
editions of his works are dated 1686,1086, 
1698, 1703, and 1722; hut. somo of these 
may bo meroly made up by booksellers. 


Those of 1886 and 1686 are identical, except 
as to the date. The most complete edition 
is that cited in the text by the eccentric 
‘ half-pay poet Edward Thompson, in 3 to i 7 
12mo, 1770. It is prefaced by a brief me¬ 
moir, and a statement of the editor’s ‘point 
of view.’ The notes are meagre and inaccu¬ 
rate. An edition by Robert Bell appeared 
in 1864. 

[The Compositions in Prose and Yerae of lit 
John Oldham, to which are added Memoirs of 
his Lifo ... by Edward Thompson, 3 vols 1770 . 
Granger's Biog, Iliat. 1779, iv. 48; Wood’s Athena 
Oxon. ed. Bliss, iv. 119; Biog. Brit.; Seward’s 
Anocdotes, ii. 187; Watts’s Horse Lyricoe, 1743 
p. 194; Pope’s WorkB, od. Eluin and Courthoje’ 
passim; Wood’B Life and Times (Oxf. Hist. Soc.), 
iii. 82-3; Dunton’s Life and Errors; Chalmers’s 
Biog. Diet.] A. W. W. 

OLDHAM, JOHN (1779-1840), engineer, 
horn in 1779 in Dublin, was apprenticed 
to an engraver there, but subsequently he- 
camo a mmiaturc-paintor. Having a strong 
incl ination formeclianics, ho invented a num¬ 
bering machine, which in 1809 he unsuccess¬ 
fully offered to tho hank of Newry for num¬ 
bering thoir bank-notoB. In 1812 the ma¬ 
chine was adopted by ilia Bank of Ireland, 
and he received the appointment of engine® 
and chiof engraver. In 1837 he enleied the 
service of the Bank of England, where he 
introduced many improvements in the 
machinery for printing nnd numbering bank¬ 
notes. This machinery continued in use 
until 1852-3, when tho system of surface¬ 
printing was adopted. lie paid much atten¬ 
tion to marine propulsion, and in 1817 he 
obtained a patent (No. 4169) for propelling 
sliipsby menus of paddles worked by a steam- 
cugitic, au endeavour being made to imitate 
tho motion of a paddle when used in the 
ordinary way. In 1820 he patented a fur¬ 
ther improvement (No. 4249), the paddles 
being placed on a shaft across the ship, and 
caused to revolve, being feathered by an 
adaptation of tho gearing used in the former 
patent. Though a very imperfect contriv¬ 
ance, it bus nu interest from the fact that it 
was used in the Aaron Manby, the first sea¬ 
going iron ship ever constructed [see Mask, 
AaiionT A further development of the idea 
result eu in the construction of ft feathering 
paddle-wheel, which was patentod in 1827 
(No. 6466). Ills system of warming build¬ 
ings, introduced into the Bank of Ireland, and 
subsequently into the Bank of England, is 
described in the ‘ Civil Engineer and Arcni- 
tcct’s 3 ournal,’ 1839, p. 96. He died at his 
house in Montagu Street, Russell Square, on 
14 Feb. 1840, leaving, it is said, a family of 
seventeen children. 
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Ilia eldest son, Thomas Oldham (1801- 
1851), succeeded to his father’s place at the 
bank. He was elected an associate of the 
Institution of Civil Engineers on 2 March 
1841 , and in 1842 he read a paper ‘On the 
Introduction of Letterpress Printing; for 
numbering and dating tho Notes of the 
Bank of England ’ (Proceedings, 1812, p. 
166), and in the following year he con¬ 
tributed ‘A Description of the Automatic 
Balance at the Bank of England invented 
by W. Cotton’ (ib. 1843, p. 121), For the 
latter he received a Telford medal. He died 
at Brussels on 7 Nov. 1851. 

[Mechanics' Magazine, xxxii. 400; Proceed¬ 
ings of the Institution of Civil Engineers, 1841, 
p. 14; Francis’s History of the Bank of Eng¬ 
land, ii. 232.] E. B. P. 

OLDHAM, NATHANIEL (J. 1740), 
virtuoso, was the son of a dissenting minister. 
Early in life he went to India ‘ in a military 
capacity ’ (Cattittdld), hut returned to Eng¬ 
land on inheriting from a near relation a for¬ 
tune said to be of 100,0001. In 1728 he was 
living at Ealing, Middlesex, where he occu- 

S ied Ealing House, formerly the residence of 
ir James Montagu (1666-1723) [q. v.], baron 
of the exchequer (Lvsorts, Environs of Lon¬ 
don, ii. 228; WALroBU, Greater London, i. 
21). He had another house at Witton, near 
Hounslow, and a London house in South¬ 
ampton How, Bloomsbury. He was intimate 
with Sir Hans Sloane, Dr. Mead, and other 
coUectors, and began to collect natural and 
artificial curiosities, though with little taste 
or judgment. A ‘ choice collection of but¬ 
terflies ’ was one of his principal acquisitions, 
lie was a constant visitor at * DonSaltero’s ’ 
coffee-house at Chelsea, where he used to 
meet Sloane and others, and compare shells, 
plants, and insects. lie patronised the artg, 
collected paintings, and had also a taste for 
the turf. He was at length compelled by 
hie extravagant expenditure (chiefly on his 
collaotions) to take refuge from his creditors 
within the sanctuary of the court of St. 
James’s. Here he used to frequent the re¬ 
freshment-room, kept by one Drurv, on Duck 
Island, in St. James’s Park. He had at last 
decided to sell his collections, with a label 
over the door, ‘ Oldham’s last shift,’ when he 
was arrested by a creditor and sent to the 
king's bench, where he is supposed to have 
died. His career in several respects resembles 
that of Henry Constantine Jennings [q. v.] 
Oldham’s portrait was painted more than 
once by his mend Highmore. A full-length 
of Oldham (date 1740), engraved by J. Faber 
after Highmore, represents him in a green 
velvet hunting coat with a gun (Catjlhelb, 


op. cit ,; Bhomlet, Cat. of Engraved Por¬ 
traits, p. 286), Oldham was godfather to 
Nathaniel Smith the printseller, whose son, 
J. T. Smith of the British Museum, con¬ 
tributed an account of Oldham to J. Caul¬ 
field’s ‘ Portraits, Memoirs, &e., of Remark¬ 
able Persons.’ 

[Caulfield’s Portraits, Memoirs, &c. 1813, ii. 
133-7; Granger's Biog. Hist. (Noble), iii. 349.] 

W. W. 

OLDHAM, THOMAS (1816-1878), 
geologist, bom at Dublin on 4 May 1810, was 
eldest son of Thomas Oldham and his wife, 
Margaret Bagot. He was educated at a pri¬ 
vate school, and began residence at Trinity 
College, Dublin, before completing his six¬ 
teenth year, In tho spring of 1836 he pro¬ 
ceeded JB.A,, and then went to Edinburgh, 
where he studied engineering, and attended 
the geological lectures of Profeasor Jamieson, 
the two becoming intimate friends. After 
a stay of about two years in Scotland, he 
returned to Dublin. 

The work of (Jldham’s life may be divided 
into two periods—the one spent in Ireland, 
the other in India. Appointed in 1839 on 
tho geological department of the ordnance 
survey of the former country, he was engaged 
especially in surveying the counties of Ferry 
and Tyrone, the report of this work being 
published in 1843. At Trinity College he 
was appointed assistant professorof engineer¬ 
ing in 1844, and professor of geology in 

1845. He held official positions at the Dublin 
Geological Society, becoming its president in 

1846. In that year, too, he took the degree of 
M.A., and was also appointed local director 
for Ireland of the Geological Survey of the 
United Kingdom. 

In addition to official work, Oldham com¬ 
municated twelve papers on the geology of 
Ireland to tho Dublin Geological Society, or 
to the British Association, and in 1849 had 
the good fortune to discover, in the Cam¬ 
brian, or slightly older, rocks of Bray Head, 
co. Wicklow, tho singular fossils or organic 
marks which have been named after him, 
Oldhamiu. 

In November 1850 Oldham was appointed 
by the directors of the East India Company 
superintendent of the Geological Survey of 
India, and reached that country early in the 
foHowingyear. Though his staff of assistants 
was small—about twelve in number—yet, 
largely owing to his industry and powers of 
organisation, rapid progress was made with 
the work, and in about ten years an area in 
Bengal and Central India twice as large as 
GreatBritflinliad been surveyed and recorded. 
During this work coalfields lmd received 
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especial attention, and, as the result, an elabo¬ 
rate report ‘ On the Coal Resources of India ’ 
•was presented to the secretary of statofor that 
country. Sixteen memoirs on separate sub¬ 
jects were also published. 

Oldham’s official labours left him little 
time for independent authorship, but he com¬ 
municated one paper (on upper cretaceous 
rocks in Eastern Bengal) to the ‘ Quarterly 
Journal of the Geological Society of London,’ 
and was joint author of another; he also 
wrote, in conjunction with Professor John 
Morris [q. v.], a memoir on the fossil flora of 
theRajmahal series. Altogether his separate 
papers number about thirty-four. But the 
best memorial of his administration and 
scientific ability will be found in tbe pub¬ 
lications of the Indian Geological Survey. 
These form four sets: (IV Annual Reports,’ 
commonced in 1858; (2) ' Records,’ com¬ 
menced in 1868; (8) ‘ Memoirs’ (on separate 
districts), commenced in 1859; (4) 1 Paloson- 
tologica Indica,’ that is, descriptions and 
figures of the organic remains obtained during 
the survey. Oldham’s last work in India 
was to complete the transfer of the library 1 
and collection of the Geological Survey ! 
from its former quarters to the Imperial 
Museum of Calcutta. A quarter of a century 
of arduous labour had so much weakened his 
health that in 1876 he retired from the sur¬ 
vey, and, on his return to England, resided 
at Rugby, where he died 17 July 1878. He 
married in 1850 the daughter of William 
Dixon, esq., of Liverpool, by whom he left a 
family of five eons and one daughter. 

Oldham was elected a member of the Royal 
Irish Academy in 1842, F.G.S. in 1843, and 
F.R.S. in 1848; he became a member of the 
Royal Aeiatic Society of Bengal in 1867, and 
was four times its president. In 1874 he 
received the honorary degree of LL.D. from 
Dublin, and in 1876 theroval medal from the 
Royal Society, and a gold medal from the 
Emperor of Austria, after the Vienna ex¬ 
hibition. Ho was also a member of many 
societies, British and foreign, 

[Obituary notices in Quart. Journ. Guol. Soc. 
London, 1879, Proc. p. 48, and Geol. Mag. 1878, 
p. 382, supplemented by information from R. D, 
Oldham, osq.] T. G. B, 

OLDIS. [See Oldis.] 

OLDIS WORTH, GILES (1619-1078), 
royalist divine, was youngor sou of Robert 
Oldisworth of Ooln Rogers, Gloucestershire, 
and of Muriel, daughter of Sir Nicholas and 
sister of Sir Thomas Overbury [q. v.] He 
was born at Coin Rogers in 1610, and was 
educated at Westminster School. He was 
admitted a pensioner at Trinity College, 


Cambridge, on 17 May 1639; was elected to 
a scholarship there on 17 April 1640 (Admis- 
sion Books), and, becoming a 1 conscientious 
churchman,’graduated BA. probablyin 1612 
or 1643. Soon after he was deprived of his 
scholarship on account of his royalist sym¬ 
pathies, and proceeded to Oxford, where by 
virtue of a letter written on 29 Jan. 1846-6 
in his behalf by the chancellor, the Marquis 
of Hertford, he was created M.A. on 20 July 
1646. 3 

Oldisworth was presented in 1645 by bis 
maternal grandfather, Sir Nicholas Over¬ 
bury, to the living of Bourton-on-the-Hili 
Gloucestershire, where he succeeded bis 
elder brother, Nicholas. He kept ou good 
termB with the parliament, and retained his 
living during the civil war. But the lauda¬ 
tory tono of tho dedication and on address 
with ‘ the lively portraiture of Charles the 
Second, king of Great Britain,’ &c., in his 
‘Stono Rolled Away, 1 show him to have 
been an ardent supporter of a constitutional 
monarchy. Ho died at Bourton-ou-the-Hiil 
on 24 Nov. 1678, and was buried in the 
chancel of tho church on the 27th. His will 
dated the day before his death (P. 0. 0. 78) 
King), appoints his brother William guardian 
to hm daughter Hester, a minor, 

Oldisworth married Margaret Warren, and 
besides three daughters (two of them named 
Muriel) who died infants, he had two sons, 
Giles (6.1650), a citizen of London in 1678, 
and Thomas (b. 1659), and two daughters, 
Mary (6. 1665) and Hester (5.1601). 

Tie was tho author of several separately 
published sermons and of ‘ The Stone Rolled 
Away, and Life moro Abundant: an Apo¬ 
logue urging Self-denyal, New Obedience, 
Faith, and Thankfulness.’ Lowndes men¬ 
tions a quarto edition, 1000, hut the earliest 
now known is London, 1663. Another edi¬ 
tion, with the title ‘ The Holy Royalist, or 
the Secret Discontents of Ohuroh and King¬ 
dom; reduced unto Self-Denial, Moderation, 
and Thankfulness^’ and without the king’s 
portrait, was published in London, 1604. A 
poem, entitled ‘Sir Thomas Overbuiy’s Wife 
Unviiled,’ is ascribed to Oldisworth, with 
some Latin verses (see W elch, Alumni West- 
man. p. 114). He also wrote, under the pseu¬ 
donym of ‘ SkotliuS;’ a manuscript poem 
(Oodices Rawlinsomaui, 0. 422), entitled 
'A Westminster Scholar, or the Patterns of 
Pietie.’ It is a narrative, written in five 
books, in high-flown language, describing 
members of the families of Oldisworth and 
Overbury under fictitious names, with some 
explanatory notes in the margin. 

His elder brother, Nicholas, also a West¬ 
minster scholar, was author or a volume of 
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raises dedicated to his wife, Marie Oldis- 
worth (7 Feb. 1044), and of 1 A Book touch- 
in,* Sir Thomas Overbury,’ &c. ( Addit. MS. 
1547 Q) which, he says, 1 1 wrote from dicta¬ 
tion, and read over to my old grandfather, 
Sir Nicholas Overbury, on Thursday, 1 Oct. 
1637.’ 

[Welch’s Alumni Wastmon. pp. 113, 114 ; 
Foster’s Alumni Oxon, early ser. ni. 1088; Ken- 
net's Register, pj.385,686,648,856-6; Walker’s 
Sufferings of the Clergy, pt. ii. 161-2 ; Wood's 
Fasti, ed. Bliss, ii. 96; Registers of Bourton, 
per the Rev. F. Farrer; Hunter’s Chorus Vatum, 
Addit. MS. 24480, p. 156. For Nicholas Oldis- 
worth: Welch’s Alumni Westmon. pp. 100,101; 
Cole MSS. xiii. f. 191; manuscript notes in 
The Father of the Faithful (Brit. Mus. copy).] 

C. F. S. 

OLDISWORTH, MICHAEL (1691- 
1664 ?), politician, was second son of Arnold 
Oldisworth (5.1661) of Bradley, Glouoester- 
shire, by Lucy, daughter of Francis Bnrty, a 
native of Antwerp. The father, who resided 
in St. Martin’s Lane, London, sat in parlia¬ 
ment in 1693 as M.P. for Tregony, and was 
afterwards keeper of the hanaper in chancery 
and receiver of fines in the king'e bench (cf. 
Oil. State Papers, 1011-8, p. 381; Foster, 
Alumni Oxon.) On 31 May 1604 the rever¬ 
sion to the keepership of the hanaper was 
conferred on his eldest son, Edward (ii. 
1603-10, p. 116; ii. 1611-8, p. 368). Arnold 
Oldisworth had antiquarian tastes, and os 
a member of the Society of Antiquaries, 
founded by Archbishop Parker in 1672, read, 
on 29 June 1601, a paper on 'The Diversity 
of the Names of this Island ’ (Hbarot, Anti¬ 
quarian Discourses, 1771, i. 98). The dates 
render Hearne’s bestowal of this distinction 
on the son Michael an obvious error (ii, ii. 
438). 

The son Michael matriculated from Queen’s 
College, Oxford, on 21 Nov. 1006, aged fif¬ 
teen, and graduated B.A. from Magdalen 
College on 10 June 1011. He was admitted 
to a fellowship by the latter society in 1612, 
and proceeded M.A. on 6 July 1614. He 
soon afterwards became secretary toWilliam 
Herbert, third earl of Pembroke, in his 
capacity as lord chamberlain. To his con¬ 
nection with the earl Oldisworth owed his 
election as M.P. for Old Sarum in January 
1624. He was re-elected for the same con¬ 
stituency in 1026,1626, and 1628; but the 
university of Oxford, of which the earl was 
chancellor, rejected bus recommendation that 
Oldisworth should become the university's 
parliamentary representative together with 
Sir Henry Martin,"in 1027. On Lord Pem¬ 
broke’s death in 1680, Oldisworth was for a 
time without employment, but in October 


1637 he succeeded ono Taverner as secretary 
to Philip Herbert, earl of Pembroke or Mont¬ 
gomery, brother to Oldisworth’s earlier 
patron and his successor in the office of lord 
chamberlain (Strafford Papers , ii. 116). 
Thenceforth he completely identified himself 
with his new master’s fortunes. He had 
always inclined to the popular party. He 
was in the early part of his parliamentary 
career afriend and correspondent of Sir John 
Eliot (Hist. MSS. Comm. 3rd Hep.), and 
when the civil war broke out he was popu¬ 
larly credited with a large responsibility for 
hie master’s adherence to the parliamentary 
cause. In both the Short and Long parlia¬ 
ments of 1640 he sat for Salisbury. ‘ Tho’ in 
the grand rebellion he was no colonel, yet 
he was governor of old Pembroke and Mont¬ 
gomery, led him by the nose (ns he pleased) 
to serve both their turns’ (Wood, Fasti, 
i. 366). On 6 July 1644 he appeared as a wit¬ 
ness against Land at the archbishop's trial, 
and testified to Laud’s efforts to deprive his 
master of the right he claimed as lord cham¬ 
berlain to appoint the royal chaplains (Laud, 
Works, iv. 294-6). His services to the par¬ 
liamentary cause did not go unrewarded, and 
he was made one of the two masters of the 
ative office. 

en in the course of the struggle Lord 
Pembroke’s association with the parliamen¬ 
tarians was confirmed by his election to the 
House of Commons, Oldisworth, who was 
popularly regarded as prompting every step 
in his master's political progress, received 
much uncomplimentary notice at the hands 
of royalist pamphleteers (cf. Cal. State 
Papers, 104fr-7, pp. 666-6), Many pas- 

S umades on Pembroke and himself were pub- 
shed, with the object of emphasising the 
earl’s illiterate and vulgar tastes, under the 
satiric pretence that Oldisworth was their 
author; and librarians who have not made 
allowance for the unrestricted boldness of 
political satire have often accepted literally 
the anonymous writers’ assurances respecting 
the authorship of the tracts (cf. Frit. Mus. 
Cat.) 1 Newes from Pembroke and Mont¬ 
gomery, or Oxford Manchestered by Michael 
Oldsworlh and his Lord ’ (1648), which was 
mockingly signed by Oldisworth, was evoked 
by Oldisworth’s presence at Oxford with his 
master, when the latter went thither to pre¬ 
side over the parliamentary visitation 01 the 
university. In the same year two other 
tracts professed to report on Oldisworth’s 
authority Pembroke’s ' speech to the king con¬ 
cerning the treaty upon the commissioners’ 
arrival at Newport at the Isle of Wight, 
and the earl’s ‘farewell to the king’ on 
leaving the Isle of Wight. Both, it was 
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S retended, were ‘ (altsn verbatim by Michael 
ildsworthUnder like conditions appeared 
next year Pembroke’s ‘ Speech at his Admit¬ 
tance to the House of Commons,’ his‘ Speech 
to Noll Cromwell, lord deputy of Ireland,’ 
20 July 1049, ‘A Thftknsgiving [si'c] for 
the Recovery of ... Pembroko,’ and his 
* Speech . . . in the House of Commons upon 
passing an Act for a Day of Thanksgiving 
for Ool. Jone’sVictory over the Irish ’ (1049). 
In the last Pembroke is madBto say, 'Hove 
my man, Michael Oldsworth, because he is 
my mouth, and prays for mo.’ In one of the 
many satires, entitled ‘The Last Will and 
Testament of the Earl of Pembroke, also bis 
Elegy ... by Michael Oldsworth ’ (Noduol, 
I860), the earl is represented as ordering 
Oldisworth, his ‘chaplain, to preaoh his 
funeral sermon,’ and to receive twenty nobles 
for telling ‘the people all my good deeds and 
crying up my nobility.’ In another lampoon, 
bearing the same title, and attributed to 
Samuel Butler, author of ' Hudihras,’ Pem¬ 
broke charges his eldest sou to 1 follow the 
advice of Michael Oldworth’ (cf, Lome, 
Portraits, iv. 344). At a later date Oldis¬ 
worth was described as ‘ Pembrochian Olds¬ 
worth that made the Earl, his master’s, wise 
speeches’ ( England's Confusion, 1669). 

Pembroke died in 1660, and Oldisworth 
was one of his executors (cf. Cal. Committee 
for Compounding, pp. 1632-4,1931). He suc¬ 
ceeded his master as keeper of Windsor Great 
Park. On 26 June 1061 he was appointed 
a commissioner to inquire mto a rebellion in 
South Wales (Cal. Stale Papers, 1061, 
p. 260), and he was continued in his post at 
the prerogative office by the council of state 
after the dissolution of the Long parliament 
in October 1663 ( ib . 1063, p. 217). He seems 
to have died a year later. 

Oldisworth was regarded as possessing 
some literary accomplishment. He was one 
of the eighty-four persons nominated to form 
the order of Essentials in Edmund Bolton’s 
project of a national acadomy in 1617. 
Derrick, addressing a poem to him in *nes- 
perides,’ described him as ‘the most accom¬ 
plished gentleman, M. Michael Oulsworth,’ 
and foretold with barely pardouabl s exaggera¬ 
tion immortality for liis fame (IIereiok, 
WorJcs, ed, Pollard, ii. 169). 

Oldisworth married, in 1617, Susan (4, 
1699), daughter of Thomas Poyntz, who was 
then dead, by his wife Jane, whose second 
husband was one Diekerie, or Doowra, of 
Luton, Bedfordshire (Chester, Marriage 
Licences, p. 994). 

[Poster’s Alumni Oxon.; Wood’s Past! Oxon. 
ed. Bliss, i. 313,334, 356; Hoaie’s Wiltshire, vi. 
390, 470.] 9. L. 


OLDISWORTH, WILLIAM~~nm 

1734), miscellaneous writer, son of the Rev 
William Oldisworth, vicar of Itohen-Stoke 
Hampshire, and prebendary of Middleton’ 
alias Longparish, in Winchester, matricn’ 
lated at Ilart Hall, Oxford, on 4 April 1608 
when aged 18. lie left the university with¬ 
out taking a degree, and probably, like his 
friend Edmond Smith, with a greater repu- 
t ation for wit than for steadiness of character 
According t o Rawlinson, he ‘ seived an 
uncle, a justice of the Peace in Hampshire 
aB his clerk,’and about 1706 he drifted to 
London, where he became a hack-writer for 
the booksellers. His chief success arose 
through Ms connection with the tory paper 
the ‘ Examiner,’ of which he edited vols. u. 
iii., iv., and v., and nineteen numbers' of 
vol. vi., whan the queen’s death put an end 
to it, Swift asserted that he had never 
exchanged a syllable with Oldisworth, nor 
ovou seen liim above twice, and that in 
mixed company (Scott, Life of Swift, p. 
134); and in tho‘Journal toStella,’12Marcli 
1712-13, wrote that 1 the chancellor of the 
exchequer sent the author of the 11 Exami¬ 
ner” [i.e. Oldisworth] twenty guineas. He 
is an ingenious fellow, but the most con¬ 
founded vain coxcomb in the world; so that 
I dare not let him see me, nor am acquainted 
with him.’ Through attachment to the 
Stuarts, Oldisworth was present at the battle 
of Preston, and, according to the ‘ Weeldv 
Pecquet ’ of 17 Jan. 1716-10, was killed 
with his sword in hand, being determined 
not to live any longer. This rumour was 
incorrect; for he survived the defeat, and 
Tusumod his life in London, but with leas 
good fortune. Hoarne wrote to Rawlinson, 
on 28 Aug. 1734, to inquire whether Oldis¬ 
worth was dead, and on 11 Nov. states that 
lie ' dyed above four months since.’ But 
this appears to have been an error, as the 
exact date is givon as 16 Sujjt. 1731. Raw¬ 
linson mentions Carshalton in Surrey as the 
place of death, though a letter to him from 
Alderman J ohn Barber says that ‘ for many 
years before lie dy’d, Oldisworth liv'd 
upon the Charily of his friends. Be had 
soveral sums of me ... and, poor man, 
ran into debt with every Body that would 
trust him; and at last would get into an 
Alehouse or Tavern Kilchin, and entertain 
all Comors and Goers with his Learning and 
Criticisms. Ho at last was sent to the 
King's Bench Prison for Dehtj where he 
dy’d. And Mr, , . , , the non-juring Par¬ 
son, that was corrector to Mr, Bowyer'e 
Press, camo and told mo lie was dead, and I 
gave liim a Guinea to buy a coffin. This is 
all I know of that unhappy Man, who had 
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great abilities, and might have been an. 
Ornament to his Country.’ Spence remarked 
of Oldisworth that he had extraordinary 
fluency in extempore Latin verse, and would 
‘repeat twenty or thirty verses at a heat’ 
(Anecdotes, p. 267); while Pope said of him 
that he could translate an ode o f Horace ‘ the 
quickest of any man in England’ ( Works, ed. 
Elwin and Courthope, x. 207). 

To Oldisworth are attributed: 1. ' The 
Oupid,’ a poem, 1698. 2. ' The Muses Mer¬ 
cury ; or the Monthly Miscellany,’ consisting 
of poems, prologues, songs, &e., never before 
printed. January 1707 to January 1708, 
hotb inclusive. But the epistles dedicaiory 
ore signed J. O. 3. ‘A Dialogue between 
Timothy and Philatheus, in which the Prin¬ 
ciples and Projects of a late whimsical Book, 
« The Bights of the Christian Church” [by 
Matthew Tindal, 1706], are fairly sLated ana 
answered. Written by a Layman,’ vol. i. 

1709, ii. 1710, and iii. 1711. The last vol nine 
has numerous supplements, each with title- 
page. From Lintot’e * Pocket-book ’ (Ni¬ 
chols, Lit. Anecd. viii. 298) it appears 
that Oldisworth received 757. for tho three 
volumes. The title was probably suggested 
by John Enchard’s ‘ Dialogue between Phi- 
lautus and Timothy,’ attacking Hobbes. 
4. ‘Vindication of the Bishop of Exoter, 
occasioned by Mr. Benjamin Hoadly’s Re¬ 
flections on Ins Lordship’s two Sermons of 
Government,’ 1700. This was answered by 
Hoadly in ‘ The Divine Rights of the Bri¬ 
tish Nation and Constitution Vindicated,’ 

1710, pp. 81-8. 5. ‘ Annotations on the 
“Tatler, written in French hy Monsieur 
Bourndle, and translated into English by 
Walter Wagstaff,’ 1710, 2 pts. They were 
marked by great eccentricity. 6. ‘ Essay on 
Private Judgment in Religious Matters’ 
(anon.), 1711. Lintot paid 15/. Is. for it. 
7. 'Reasons for restoring tho "Whigs' (anon.), 

1711, Probably satirical. The sum paid for 
it by Lintot was 2Z. 12s. 8. ‘ The Iliad of 
Homer,’ a prose translation, with notes, 1712, 
fivols. j 1714 and 1734, 6 vols. Oldisworth 
translated books 16 to end; his coadjutors 
were John Ozell [a. v.] and William Broome 
[q.v.] 9. ‘The Odes, Epodes, and Carmen 
aeculare of Horace, in Latin and English. 
With a translation of Dr. Bentley’s Notes. To 
which are added Notes upon Notes, done in 
theBcntlaian stile and manner ’ (24 pts., 0 d. 
each), 1712-13, 3 vols. Reissued with title- 
page dated 1713, 2 vols., as ‘by several 
hands,’ though some of the parts are dated 
1726. The translations were published se¬ 
parately as ‘The Odes, Epodes, and Carmen 
Sreculara of Horace in English verse. By 
Hr, William Oldisworth,’ 2nd edit. 1719. 

VOL. XTV. 


These versions are described in ‘ Notes and 
Queiies,’ 3rd sar. viu. 229, os ‘ uniformly good, 
and frequentlyvery elegant.’ Monk, however, 
in his ‘ Life of Bentley, condemns the ‘Notes 
upon Notes’ as ' miserably vapid; and their 
unvaried sneer is tiresome and nauseous.’ 
10. 'State Tracts,’ 1714, 11. ‘Works of 
late Edmund Smith. With his Character 
hy Mr. Oldisworth,’ 1714; embodied by 
Johnson in the ‘Lives of the Poets’ as 
written ‘with all the partiality of friend¬ 
ship,’ though, he adds, * I cannot much com¬ 
mend the performance. The praise is often 
indistinct, and tho sentences are loaded with 
words of more pomp than use.’ 12. 1 State 
and Miscellany Poems, by Author of “ Ex¬ 
aminer,” ’ 1716. 13. ‘ Oalfipredia; or the Art 
of getting pretty children. Translated from 
Latin of Claudius Quillet ns,’ 1729. 14. ‘ De¬ 
lightful Adventures of Honest John dole, 
that Merry Old Soul’(anon.), 1732. 16. ‘The 
Accomplished Senator; from the Latin of 
Bishop Laurence Grimald Gozliski,’ 1733. 
In an elaborate preface Oldisworth defends 
his character and asserts his independence. 

[Foster's Alumni Oxon. 1500-17H; Nichols’s 
Lit. Anecd. i. 161-2; Hearne’s Collections, ed. 
Bliss, ii. 837, 819, ed Dobls, ii. 190, 396, 463 j 
Banlinson MSS. (Bodl Libr.), v. 108, per Mr. F. 
MacUn.] W. P. 0. 

OLDMIXON, JOHN (1673-1742), his¬ 
torian and pamphleteer, was a member of 
an ancient family which had been settled 
at Axbridge, Somerset, os early as the 
fourteenth century, and afterwards held the 
manor of Oldmixon, near Bridgwater. The 
historian’s father, John Oldmixon of Old¬ 
mixon, gentleman, hy his will of 1676, proved 
in April 1679 by his daughters Hannah and 
Sarah Oldmixon, left to hie son John his 
hast cabinet; and when Elinor Oldmixon of 
Bridgwater, widow, died in 1689, letters of 
administration were granted to her children, 
John Oldmixon and Hannah Legg. Old- 
mixon’s mother seems to have been sister to 
Sir John Bawden, knight and merchant, 
whose will was proved in the same year 
(Crisp, Abstracts of Somerset Wills, copied 
from Collections of the Jlev. F. Brown, 3rd 
ser. p. 24, 4th ser. p. 106, 6th ser. p. 5; 
Weaver, Visitations of Somerset, p. 58, and 
Somerset Incumbents, pp. 76,109, 223,281. 

In his * History of the Stuarts ’ (pp. 421), 
Oldmixon, speaking of the disinterment of 
the remains of Admiral Blake, a native of 
Bridgwater, says that he lived while a boy 
with Blake’s brother Humphrey, who after¬ 
wards emigrated to Carolina, Mr, John Kent 
of Funchal bee pointed out that Oldmixon 
was in all probability author of the' History 
and Life of Robert Blake . , . written by a 
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Gentleman In'ed in Ilia Family,’ which ap- translator of the ‘ Lutrin,’ had assumed the 
peaTed without date about 1740, and eon- merit of the whole work (Add. MS, 7 i 9 j 
tains a quotation from 1 a modern historian,’ f. 89). * 1 

who is Oldmixonhimself, The political views On 6 Oct. 1710 appeared the first number 
are certainly in accordance withOldmixon's. of 'The Medley,’ a weekly paper, which M. 

In 1006, when Oldmixon was twenty- lowed Addison’s ‘ Whig Examiner ’ in re ! 
three, he published' Pooms on several Occa- plying to the tory ' Examiner ’ (Catalogue of 
sions, written in Imitation of tlio Manner of the Hope Collection of Early Newspapers in 
Anacreon, with other Poems, Letters, and the Bodleian Library, pp. 22,28). ‘TheMed- 
Translations,’and a dedication to Lord Ash- ley,’ which lasted until August 1711" was 
ley, in which he said that most of the poems bturtod at the suggestion of Arthur Main- 
were written by a person in love. In 1697 he waring or Maynwaring [q. v.l, and was writ- 
wrote ‘ Thyrsis, a Pastoral,’ which formed ton by him, with the aid of Oldmixon (who 
the first act of Motleux’s * Novelty, or Every had been recommended to Maynwaring W 
Aot a Play; ’ and in 1698 * Amintas, a Pas- Garth) and occasional assistance from Hen- 
toral,’ based on Tasso’s ‘ Amy nta.’ This play ley, Rennet, and Steele. In 1712 the papers 
had a prologue by John Dennis, hut was not were reprinted in a volume, but, as then* 
successful on the stage. In the same year was little sale, tho impression was thrown on 
Old nixon published ‘ A Poem humbly ad- Oldmixon’s hands, to his loss (Life of Arthur 
drest to the Right Hon. tha Earl of Port- Maynwaring, 75sy., 1715, pp xiv, 107-0, lfn 
land on his Lordship’s Return from his Em- Gay, in ‘ The Present State of Wit,’ 17lf 
hassy in France,’in which he refers to Prior; spoke of tho author of 'The Medley’ as a 
and in 1700 lie produced at Drury Lane an man of good sense, hut ‘ for tho most part 
opera,‘The Grove, or Love’s Paradise.’ The perfectly a stranger to fine writing;’ and he 
music was by Purcell, and the epilogue by attributed to Maynwaring the few papers 
Farquhar. Ilis last and hast play, ‘ The which were decidedly superior to the others. 
Governor of Cyprus,’ a tragedy, was ael od at Oldmixon says that he was to have had 100/, 
Lincoln’s Inn Fields in 1703. It was fol- down and 100/. a year for his work upon 
lowed by ‘ AmoresBritannic!: Epistles Ilia- ‘The Modley,’ but that he was never paid 
toricnl and Gallant, in English heroic Verse, (Memoirs of the Press, 1742, p. 18). His 
from several of the most illustrious Person- anonymous * Reflect ions on Dr. Swift’s Let- 
ages of their Time,’ 1703, and ‘ A Pastoral ter to the Earl of Oxford about the English 
Toom on the Victories at Schellcubuvgli and Tongue ’ (1712) was a political attack; and 
Blenheim,’ 1704, dedicated to the Duchoss it was followed in the same year by ‘The 
of Marlborough. From January 1707 to Dutch Barrier Ours, or the Interest of Eng- 
Jonuary 1708 Oldmixon published a quarto land and Holland inseparable,’ an answer to 
periodical, 1 The Muses Mercury, or the the ‘ Conduct of the Allies.’ 

Monthly Miscellany,’ which contained verses In 1712 Oldmixon published two parts of 
by Steele, Garth, MoLtoux, and others (Att- ' The Soorot History of Europe,’ in order to 
kbit, Life of Richard Steele, i. 147,161-2, expose tho faction which had brought Eurone 
102). _ to tho brink of slavery by advancing the 

Oldmixon’s work as an historian began in power of Franco. A third part appeared in 
1708, when he published in two volumes 1713, and a fourth in 1716, with a dedication 
‘The British Empire in America,’ a history to the Prince of Wales, explaining that the 
of tho several colonies written to show the accession of George I had made it possible 
advantage to England of the American plan- to bring the design to an end. Similar works 
tations. In 1709-10 he published 1 The Ilis- wore ‘ Arcana Gallica, or tlio Secret History 
tory of Addresses,’ a criticism of tho profus- of Franco for tlio last Century/1714; ‘Me- 
sions of loyalty thou, as at formor polit ical moirs of North Britain,’ 1716; and ‘Memoirs 
crises, so freely presented to tho sovereign, of Ireland from! lio Restoration to the Present 
In 1711 he wroto to Lord Halifax, protest- Times,’ 1716, in all of which the desigasof 
ing that a book of his—‘The Works of papists and Stuarts against the protestant 
Monsieur Boileau, made English by several religion and the British constitution warp 
Honda ’ (1711-13)—had been dodicated to his exposed. Tho anonymous 1 Life and History 
lordship in another man’s name, and without of Belisarius . . . and a Parallel between 
his consent or knowledge. Having quarrelled Him and a Modern Iioroe’ (Marlborough) 
withtliopiihHshpr,hehadrefusodtooompleto appoared in 1713, and in 1715 ‘ The life and 
the work; but tlio missing poems had open Posthumous Works of Arthur Maynwaring, 
supplied by Samuel Cobb |q. v.] and John Esq.,’ with a dedication to Walpole, in 
Ozell [q. v.] IIo had had no opportunity to which, as well as in the preface, Oldmixon 
correct mistakes, and Nicholas Rowe, the spoke of his own service's to the party, and 
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of the neglect he had experienced, In the 
‘Memoirs of the Press’ he says that he 
saw much time-serving at the accession of 
George I, and men of different principles 
included in the ministry, whereupon, know¬ 
ing the evil that followed from a similar 
course under William III, he wrote a pam¬ 
phlet, ‘False Steps of the Ministry after 
the Involution.’ As an illustration of the 
way he was treated, he describes how he was 
disappointed in his efforts to obtain a com¬ 
mission as consul in Madeira for the princi¬ 
pal merchant in that island, who was his 
own Mnsman, though Stanhope had pro¬ 
mised Garth that it should be done. Nearly 
two years after the king’s accession Oldmixon 
was offered the post of collector of the port 
of Bridgwater. It was represented that the 
profits were double the real amount, and he 
says that in a month after accepting the 
office he wishad himself back in Loudon, but 
relatives and friends persuaded him to stay 
(ii. p. S3). ‘Mist’s Weekly Journal’ for 

2G July 1718 noticed that Oldmixon had re¬ 
tired from his garret to Bridgwater, and 
was intelligencer-general for that place to 
the ‘ Flying Post.’ A satirical list of a dozon 
treatises which might he expected from him 
was added. 

At Bridgwater Oldmixon acted aa a sort of 
political agent (State Papers, Public Record 
Office,Dom., 1719, bundle 19, Nos. 131,138, 
lGl),andwaa twice in trouble with the local 
authorities in 1718. The mayor summoned 
him to appear before him to disclose the 
names of certain persons who had paraded 
the streets crying ‘ Ormond for ever : he is 
come;’ and the sexton and parish clerk laid 
an information that Oldmixon and others 
frequented the preshyteriau and anabaptist 
com enfcieles, though of late they had come 
to the church {Hist. MSS. Comm. 3rd Rep., 

a In December 1718 Oldmixon asked 
onson to apeak to the Duke of New¬ 
castle that he might succeed Rowe as poet- 
laureate, a post he would have had before, as 
Garth know, but for Rowe. He was now 
banished in a corner of the kingdom, sur¬ 
rounded by Jacobites, vilified and insulted. 
He was, lie said, the oldest claimant, and his 
present life was not worth living {Add. MS. 
28276, f. 46). He did not get the laureate- 
ship, however, and in 1720 other letters to 
Tonson oontainedfurther complaints of slight, 
and requests for money due to him (i6.fi; 81, 
96,133). 

At this time Clarendon’s ‘ History of the 
Rebellion’ was muhk discus-ed, and Old¬ 
mixon felt it necessary to set the facts of 
history in a truer light. In his ‘ Critical | 
History of England,’ m two volumes, which i 


appeared in 1724-6, he attacked Clarendon 
and Laurence Eckard fq. v.j, and defended 
Bishop Burnet. Dr. Zachary Grey [q. v.l 
replied with a 1 Defence of our antient and 
modem Historians againBt the frivolous Ca¬ 
vils of a late Pretender to Critical History,’ 
and this was followed by OldmixonV Review 
of Dr. Zachary Grey’s Defence,’ 1726, and 
‘ Clarendon and "Whitlock compar’d,’ 1727, 
in which he hinted that Clarendon’s editors 
hod taken undue liberties with the text. It 
is interesting to find that Dr. Cotton 
Mather, having made Oldmixon’s acquaint¬ 
ance, highly praised the ‘ Critical History ’ 
for truthfulness in his 1 Manuductio ad hti- 
nistorium,’ published at Boston, Massachu¬ 
setts, in 1726, though he had previously re¬ 
sented reflections made by Oldmixon on bis 
‘History of New England’ (Ni0U0t,s, Lit. 
Anecd. ii. 646). 

In 1728 Oldmixon printed ‘ An Essay or 
Criticism as it regards Design, Thought, and 
Expression, in Prose and Verse,’ and ‘The 
Arts of Logick and Itketorick,’ based upon a 
work by Father Douhours. In these pieces 
he attacked Laurenco Eusden the laureate, 
Echard, Addison, Swift, and Pope. He kad 
already incurred Pope's anger in connection 
with the publication of ‘ Court Poems,’ 1717 
(Pom, od. Elwin and Com-lhope, vi. 436; 
Curlina!, 1729,pp. 20,21), and various articles 
in the ‘ Flying Post ’ for April 1728, and he is 
said to have written a ballad, ‘ The Catholic 
Priest, , 1716 1 which was an attack on Pope’s 
‘Homer’ (tb. pp. 27-81). Pope revenged 
himself by giving Oldmixon a place in the 
‘ Dunciad ’ (bk. ii. H. 283-9(3), and in the ‘Art 
of Sinking in Poetry’ (ck. vi.) Oldmixon 
figures also in the * Revengeby Poison ontlio 
Body of Mr. Edmund Curll,' and ‘A further 
Account of the most deplorable Condition 
of Mr, Edmund Curll.’ Steele is said to 
have satirised him in the ‘ Tatler,’ No. 62, 
as Omicron, the uubora poet; but this is im¬ 
probable, especially in view of the remarks in 
No. 71. 

After three years of work, and at con¬ 
siderable expense, Oldmixon brought out in 
1780, or rather the end of 1729, ‘ The His¬ 
tory of England during the Reigns of the 
Royal House of Stuart,’ a folio volume that 
was afterwards to bB followed by others 
which, taken together, moke up a con¬ 
tinuous history ol' England. In this hook 
he charged the editors of Clarendon’s * His¬ 
tory 1 —Atterbury, Smalridge, and Aldrich 
—with altering the text to suit party pur- 

E oses, basing his statements on what he nod 
een told by George Duckett [q. v.j who 
in his tnm had received information from 
Edmund Smith [q. v.l Bishop Atterbury 

m O 
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[q, v,], then in exilSj the sole survivor of (he 
ersons attached, printed a ‘ Vindication ’ of 
imself and friends, dated Paris, 20 Oct. 3731, 
which was reprint ed in London. Other pam¬ 
phlets, including a * Reply ’ by Oldmixon 
and ‘ Mr. Oldmixon's Reply . . . examined,’ 
followed in 1732, containing vindications of 
the Earl of Clarendon and of the Stuarts, 
and charges Oldmixon with himself altering 
Daniel’s ‘History,’ which he had edited for 
Rennet's ‘ Complete History of England ’ in 
1700. In June 1783 Oldmixon printed and 
gave away at his house in Southampton 
Buildings ‘A Reply to the groundless and 
unjust Reflections upon him in three Weekly 
Miscellanies' (Gent. Mag. 1731, p. 514; 
1788, pp. 117,129, 140,835). It is true that 
the earlier editions of Clarendon did not givo 
the manuscript in its complete form, but Uld- 
mixon had no sufficient ground for the ex¬ 
plicit charges which lie made, and passages 
which he said were interpolations were after¬ 
wards found inLord Clarendon's handwriting 
(J Edinburgh Review, June 1820, pp. 42-6). 
Dr. Johnson unfairly said (Idler, No. 65) 
that the authenticity of Clarendon's ‘ His¬ 
tory ’ was brought in question ‘ hy tlio two 
lowest of all human beings—a scribbler for 
a party and a commissioner of excise,* i.o. 
Oldmixon and Duckett. The second volume 
of Oldmixon’s history, ‘ The nistory of Eng¬ 
land during the Reigns of King 'William and 
Queen Mary, Queen Anne, King George 1: 
With a large Vindication of the Author 
against the groundless Charge of Partiality,’ 
appeared in 1735; and the third, ‘ The His¬ 
tory of England during the Reigns of 
Henry VIII, Edward VI, Queen Mary, 
Queen Elizabeth,’ in 1739. One main object 
was to show that our cona! il ution was origi¬ 
nally free, and that we do not owe our liber! y 
to the generosity of kings. 

In 1780, owing, it is said, to Queen Caro¬ 
line’s interest, Walpole orderod Oldmixon’s 
salary of 1 001. at Bridgwater to bo doubled, 
hut the money was irregularly paid (Memoirs 
of the Press, pp. 40,47), while the promised 
increase gave rise to a report that Oldmixon 
wae a court writer. Moreover, during the 
three years which Oldmixon spent in town 
preparing theseoond volume of the ‘History * 
His deputy involved him in a debt to the 
crown which after inquiry was reduced to 
8601, hut Oldmixon was ordered to pay it at 
once. This he managed to do from the ar¬ 
rears of his allowance of 1001 which the 
queen directed to he paid him. To ease him¬ 
self of his troubles, Oldmixon, who was lamed 
by an attack of gout, soon resigned. In 
July 3741 he wrote to the Duke of New¬ 
castle in great troublo and distraction, ‘ I 


am now dragged,’ he wrote, ‘to a plwel 
cannot mention, in the midst of all the in¬ 
firmities of old age, sickness, lameness and 
almost blindness, and without the means 
even of subsisting ’ (Add. MS. 82097 f 
308). H is last work ‘Memoirs of the Press! 
Historical and Political, for Thirty YearsP»«t 
from 1710 to 1740,’ with a dedication to the 
Duoliess of Marlborough, was not pu blished 
until immediately after his death (London 
Magazine, 1742, p. 364). In th B postscnpt 
Oldmixon asked those who wished to show 
their concorn for his misfortunes to Bubacriho 
towards a ‘History of Christianity’ which 
be had written some years earlier, on the 
basis of Basnage’s ‘ Ilistoire do la Peiy;™, 
des Egliaes roform6es.’ 

Oldmixon diod on 9 July 1742, aged 69 
at his house ill Great Pull eney Street, having 
marriod in 1703 Elizabeth Parry (the license 
was granted on 8 March at the faculty 
office of (he Archbishop of Canterbury), Bfe 
was buriod at Ealing on tho 12th, near his 
son nnd daughter (Ll’BONB, Environs of Lon¬ 
don, 1795, ii. 236). Another son, Goorge,died 
on 16 May 1779, aged 68 (Fauikhbb, Eis- 
iory and Antiquities of Brentford, Ealing, 
and Chiswick, 1845, p. 194). One daughter, 
presumably Mrs. Elennora Marella (Cmp, 
Somerset Wills, 4tli ser. p. 108), sang at 
Iliekford’s Rooms in 1746; and another, 
Hannah Oldmixon of Newland, Gloucester¬ 
shire, died in 1780, aged 84 (Gent. Mag, 
1789, p. 89). A Sir John Oldmixon died in 
America in 1818 ; hut nothing seems to be 
known of the title, or whether he was related 
to tho historian (Notes and Queries, 3rd ser. 
xi. 399, xii. 70). 

Besides the books already mentioned, Old¬ 
mixon published ‘ Court Tales,’ 1717, and a 
‘ Life' prefixed to ‘ Nixon’s Cheshire Prophecy,' 
1719, besides, of course, anonymous pam¬ 
phlets, translations, &c., which hove keen 
forgotten. Of those the ‘History and LifB 
of Robert Blake’has been already mentioned, 
nis historical work has little value now, 
as his main object in writing it was to pro¬ 
mote tho cause of his party. He never 
hositnted in at tacking those on the otherside, 
whether doad or living. 

[Oldmixon’s Memoirs of the Press is the chief 
Bourne of information for his life. There are 
short, shot olios in (ho Biog. Dram, and Cibber's 
Lives of tho Poots; and other particulars will 
bo found in Nichols's Lit. Aneed. i. 662, ii. 638- 
630, iv. 86, viii. 170, 208; Nichols's Lit. Illus¬ 
trations, iv. 186, 282; Swift's Works, ed,Scott, 
i. 128, 167, vi. 108, xiii. 227, 234-6; Pogeh 
Works, cd. Elwin and Courtborpe, ii. 69, m. 
24, 262, 201, 436, iv. 66, 884, 338, vi. 436, w. 
83, x. 206, 362, 487, 474; Genest’e History of 
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the Stage, ii. 116, 103, 280-3 ; Lowndes's, Bill. 
Mamuil (articles 1 Oldmixon’ and * Clarendon ’); 
Disraeli’s Calamities of Authors ; Monthly Chro¬ 
nicle, 1729, pp. 225-6, 1731, p. 181; Hist, MSS. 
Comm. 3rd Bep. pp. 804, 306-7, 350, 363; 
Colliuson’sHist. of Somerset, iii. 691.J 

&. A. A. 

OLDSWORTH. [See OiniswoRTE.] 

OLDYS or OLDIS, VALENTINE (1620- 
1685), poet, son of Valentine Oldis, -was born 
in 1620, and educated at Cambridge. He was 
made M.D. of Cambridge per hteras regias 
on 6 Oct. 1671, and honorary member of the 
College of Physicians on SO Sept. 1080, He 
died in 1686, and was buried near his father 
in Great St. Helen’s, by St, Mary Axe. Oldis 
published ‘ A Poem on the Restoration of 
King Charles,’ 1660, fol., and was a patron 
of literature and men of letters, ne is 
among the contributors of commcndiiLory 
verses to Henry Bold’s ‘Poems Lyriquo, 
RIacaronique, Heroique, &c.,’ London, 1064, 
and has one of the poems in the volume ad¬ 
dressed to him. He also contributed to 
Alexander Brome’s ‘ SonM, and other Poems,’ 
London, 1664. John Phillips dedicated to 
Oldis his ‘ Macoronides: or Virgil Travesty,’ 
London, 1678. 

[Memoirs of the Family of Oldys, Birch MS. 
4240 (Brit. Mus.); Munk’s Coll, of Phys. i. 415; 
Corner's Collectanea Anglo-Poatica, iv. 1, 34, 36: 
Chalmers's Biographical Dictionary, xxiii. 330.] 

R. B. 

OLDYS, WILLIAM (1606-1701),Norroy 
king-of-arms and antiquary, born, according 
to his own statement, on 14 July 1696, pro¬ 
bably in London, was the natural son of Dr. 
W tt.lta m Omits (1636-1708), an eminent 
civil lawyer. 

The antiquary’s grandfather, William 
Oldts (1691P-1645), born about 1691 at 
Whilwell, Dorset, was a scholar of Win¬ 
chester College from 1008, and subsequently 
graduated from New College, Oxford (B.A. 
1614, M.A. 1618, B.D. 1626, D.D. 1648). ne 
was proctor in the university in 1028, and 
vicar of Adderbury, Oxfordshire, from 1627 
till his death. As a devoted royalist he ren¬ 
dered himself during the civil war obnoxious 
to the supporters of the parliament in his 
neighbourhood, and, fearful of their threats, 
he concealed himself for a time in Banbury. 
In 1646 he met by arrangement his wife and a 
son, when on a journey either to Winchester 
or Oxford, and resolved to ride a port of the 
way with them, Some parliamentary soldiers 
had, however, learnt of his intention, and 
intercepted him on the road. He fled before 
them in the direction of Adderhuiy, but when 
he arrived in fron t of his own house, his horse 


refused to go further. One of hit. pursuers 
consequently overtook him, and shot him 
dead (Walter, Sufferings of the C'ieigy, ii, 
323), A tablet in the chancel of Adderbury 
Church bears a long Latin inscription to his 
memory. He married Margaret (d. 1706), 
daughter of the Eev. Ambiose Sacheverell, 
and left eleven children (Wool, Fasti Oion. 
ed. Bliss, ii, 64; Beeslet, Hist, of Banbui y, 
pp. 397, 60D. 

Of these, William the civilian, born at Ad- 
dorbury in 1630, gained a scholarship atWin- 
chester in 1048, was fellow of New College 
from 1655 to 1671 (B.O.L. 1061,D.C.L. 1667), 
and was admitted an advocate of Doctors’ 
Commons in1670. He became advocate of the 
admiralty and chancellor of the diocese ofLin- 
coln. Ho was removed from the formei olIic“ 
in 1693 for refusing to pronounce the sailor-, 
acting against England under the orders of 
Jamesn guilty of treason and piracy (Notes 
and Queries, 3rd ssr. i. 417). He unsuccess¬ 
fully contested the parliamentary representa¬ 
tion of Oxford University in 1706, and con¬ 
tributed the life of Pompey to the co-operative 
translation of Plutarch (1683-0), in which 
Dryden took part. He died at Kensington 
in 1708. His ‘ great library' was purchased 
by the College of Advocates at Doctors’ Com¬ 
mons, whose books were finally dispersed by 
sole in 1861. He was unmarried, but he 
‘ maintained a mistress in a very penurious 
and private manner' (Ooote, English Civilians, 
1804, p. 96). In his will he devised ‘ to his 
loving cozen, Mrs. Ann Oldys, his two houses 
at Kensington, with the residue of his pro¬ 
perty,’ and appointed * the said Ann Oldys 
whole and sole’ executrix of lxis will. Ann 
Oldys was the mother of the future king- 
of-arms. By her will, proved in 1711, she 
gave, after two or three trifling bequests, 

1 all her estate, real and personal, to her 
loving friend Benjamin Jackman, of the said 
Kensington, upon trust, for the benefit of 
her son William Oldys,’ and she left to 
Jackman tho tuition and guardianship of her 
son during his minority. 

After the death of Ids parents, "William 
the antiquary made his way in life by his 
own abilities. In 1720 he was one of the 
sufferers in the South Sea bubble, and was 
thus in volved in a long and expensive lawsuit. 
In 1724 he lemoved to Yorkshire, leaving 
his books and manuscripts in the core of 
Burridge, bis landlord. The next six years 
he chiefly spent at the seat of the first Earl 
of Molton, a friend of his youth. Oldys 
was at Leeds soon after the death of Ralph 
Thoresbv the antiquary in 1726, and paid a 
visit to his celebrated museum (Oldts, Life 
of Ealdgh, 1736, p. xxxi). He remained in 
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yorirskiro for about six years, and apparently 17,"1, tto. It reappeared in Morgan’s 1 PhcpnV 
assisted Dr, Snowier in editing tlie ‘Earl Bvitannicua,’ London, 173d, 4to and i 
of Straflbrde’a Letters and Despatches,’ Nichols’s 'LiteraryAnecdotes’(iv! 08-111 \ 
2 vols. 1730. In 1729 he wrote an 1 Essay Oldys also contributed to the 1 Phoenix bo¬ 
on Epistolary Writings, with respect to the tannicus’ (p. 05) a bibliographical liiatorv 
Grand Collection of Thomas, earl of Rtraf- of ‘A Short View of tho Long Life and 
ford,’dedicated tolheEarl of Maltnn. While Raigne of Henry the Third, King of Ena- 
on a visit to Wentworth Jlouso he witnessed land: prosontod tolling James by Sir Robert 
the wilful destruction of tho collections of Cotton, but not printed till 1627.’ Accord- 
the antiquary Richard G ascoigne [q. v.], con- iug 1 o Dr. Ducarol, Oldys wrote in the 1 Scar- 
sisting of seven groat chests of manuscripts borough Miscellany,’ 1732-4 John Tavlor 
[see GUscokjnh, Riciiabd, 1579-1661 PI. tho author of ‘ Monsieur Tonson,’ informed 
On returning to London in 1700, Oldys Isaac D’Israoli that ‘ Oldys always asserted 
discovered that Burridgo had dispersed his that I 10 was the author of the well-known 
boohs and papers. Tho form or included Lang- song 

bailie’s ‘ Dramat ick Poets,’ with mnnuscript Busy, curious, thirsty flyi 

notes and references by Oldys. This anno¬ 
tated volume hud passed into the possession which first appeared in the ‘ Scarborough 
of Thomas Coxetor, who, says Oldys in his Miscellany ’ for 1732. 
second annotated copy of Langbuinn, ‘kept it Tho London booksellers employed Oldys 
so carefully from my sight that I never could in 173G to^oo through the press anew edi- 
liavo the opportunity of transcribing into (ion of Sir Wnll or Raleigh's ‘History of tho 
this [volume which] 1 am now writing in tho World.’ To this edition (2 vols. 1736, fol.) 
notes I had collected in that.’ The book in is prefixed ‘ Tho Life of the Author, newly 
question afterwards belonged to Thoophilus compil’d, from Materials more ample end 
Cibber [q. v.], and from tho notes of Oldys authoutiek than have yet been publish'd, by 
and Coxeter was dorivod tho principal part Mr. Oldys/ The ‘ Lifo ’ occupies 282 pages, 
of the additional matter furnished by Cibber and embodies much labour and research. It 
for rather by Sliiels) for tho ‘Lives of tho was reprinted inl740,8vo, and waspre&red 
Poets,’ C vols. 1763,12mo. To tho ‘Uni- to the collected edit ion of Raloigli’s ‘ Works,' 
vcrsal Spectator’ of JTonry Stnnecastle [ecu 8 vols. Oxford, 1829. Gibbon meditated a 
Bakjui, IIunuy, 1698-1774] Oldys coatri- 'Life of Raleigh,’ but he relinquished the 
buted about twenty papers between 1728 and design froin a conviction 1 hat ‘ his ambition, 
1731. While in 1730 SumuelBurrougliH and exclusive of tho nneertain merit of style and 
others wore engagod in a project for printing sentiment, must he confined to the hope of 
the 'Negotiations of Sir Tliomas Roe,’ Oldys giving n good abridgment of Oldys ’ (Gmuos, 
draw up' Some Considerations upon the Puli- Mw-cUancmut Work*, 1837, p. 68). 
lication of Sir Thomas Roe’s Epistolary Col- Tho ‘Life of Rsleigh’ greatly increased 
lections ’ (now in tho British Museum, Acldi fc, Oldvs’s fume, lfqwns frequently consulted 
MS. 4168). at his oluiinbers in Gray’s Inn on obscure 

Oldys had by 1731 brought together a and obsolete writers by eminent men of let- 
valuable library. It contained 1 collect ions toi's. no aided Thomas Jlaywnrd in com- 
nfmanuscripts, historical and political,which piling his ‘ British Muse,’ aiid_Mrs, Cooper 
had been the Earl of Clarondon’s; collcc- m lior ‘ Muses’ Library,’ and his jottings for 
tions of Royal Loiters, and other papers of a life of Null Gwynno ho gavo to Edmund 
Stato; togelhor with a very largo collect ion Uurll. In 1787 Oldvs published anony- 
of English heads in sculpt lira, which alone mously his ‘British Librarian: exhibiting 
had token [him] some years to collect at the u Compendious itoviow or Abstract of our 
exponso of at least tlirco score pounds.' In most source, nsoful, aiid valuable Books in 
tho course of tho same year ho booamo nil Sciences, as woll in Manuscript as in 
acquainted with Edward Tlarloy, second Print: with many Characters, historical 
eaid of Oxford [q. v.], who purchased for 40J., and critical, of tho Authors, their Anta- 
witli tho prospect of ‘ a moro substantial gonists, &c,, in a manner never before at- 
recompense horaafter,’ Oldys’s collections, tempted, and useful to all readers,’London, 
‘with tho catalogues’ ho had drawn ‘ up of 1788, 8vo. It was originally brought out as 
them at his lordship’s request,.’ a monthly serial, in six numbers, from 

Oldys had free access to Harley’s cole- January to June 1737, though the post- 
braled library, and one result of his studios script is signed ‘Gray’s Inn, Peb. 18,1737/ 
there was the publication of ‘A Dissertation i.c. L737-8. Tho work contains curious de- 
upon Pamphlets. In a Letter to aNoblo- tails of works now excessively rare (c£ 
man’ [probably tlio Earl of Oxford], London Dunuxr, Bibliomania , ad. 1842, p. 52). 
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In 1738 he -was appointed literary secre- of literature Illustrated, ed. 1888, p. 177). 
tary to the Earl of Oxford, ■with a salary of In 1778, when Dr. Kippis undertook the 
200/., and during his brief tenure of this editorship of the second edition of the ' Bio¬ 
office he frequently met George "Vertue, graphio Britannica,’ he secured a portion of 
Alexander Pope, and others, At the death Oldys’s manusoripL biographical collections, 
of the earl in 1741 he received about three- which were quoted in the articles ‘ Arabella 
quarters of a year's salary, on which he lived Stuart,’ 1 John Barclay,’ ‘ Mary Beale,’ ‘ W. 
as long as it lasted, and for the next fourteen Browne,’ and ‘ Samuel Butler.' 
years earned his bread by literary drudgery | From 1751 to 1758 Oldys was involved in 
for the booksellers. In 1742 Thomas Osborne pecuniary difficulties, and, being unablo to 
[q. v.] the bookseller purchased for 18,000/. discharge the rent due for bis chambers in 
the collection of printed books, consisting Gray’s Inn, he was compelled to remove to 
of 20,74S volumes, that had belonged to the the Licet prison. In 1758 he, in conjunction 
Earl of Oxford, and, intending to dispose of with John Taylor the oculist, published 
them hv sale, projected an elaborate classi- 1 Observations on the Ciure of William Tay- 
fied and descriptive catalogue. The editors lor, the Blind Boy of Ightham in Kent.’ 
selected by Osborne were Dr. Johnson and Oldys remained in confinement till Mr. 
Oldys, who worked together at the task for Southwell of Cockermonth (brother of the 
several years. While the catalogue was pro- second Lord Southwell) and other friends 
gressing Osborne issued proposals for print- procured his release ( Gent. Mag. 1784, pt. i. 
mg by subscription ‘ The Harleian Mis- p. 200), John Taylor, however, states that 
celluny; or a Collection of scarce, curious, it was the Duke of Norfolk who paid bis 
and entertaining Tracts and Pamphlets found debts and thus obtained his liberLy. Soon 
in the late Earl of Oxford’s Library, inter- afterwards tbe duke procured for him the 
spersed with historical, political, and critical situation of Norroy king-of-arms. He was 
Notes.' Johnson supplied the ‘Proposals’ created Norfolk herald-extraordinary at the 
or ‘An Account of this Undertaking,’ ns College of Arms by the Earl of Effingham, 
well as the preface to this work (8 vole, deputy earl-marshal, on 15 April 1766, to 
1744-6,4to), while Oldys selected and edited qualify him for the office of Norroy, to 
the pamphlets. Oldys also drew up and which he was appointed by patent on 6 May 
annotated ‘A Copious and Exact Catalogue following (Noble, College of Arms, pp. 880, 
of Pamphlets in the Harleian Library,’ 4to, 419). Oldys appointed as bis deputy Ed- 
which ib a choice specimen of ‘ recreative ward Orme 01 Chester, tbe compiler of 
bibliogrnpby.' This was issued in fragments pedigreesforOheshirefamilies. ‘The heralds,’ 
with tho ‘ Harleian Miscellany,’ and also in says Noble, ‘ had reason to he displeased 
a separate form. It was reprinted by Park in with Oldys’s promotion to a provincial king- 
thelast edition of the‘Harleian Miscellany ’ ship. The College, however, will always 
(x. 867-471). A new edition of ‘Health's he pleased with ranking so good a writer 
Improvement,’ by Thomas Moffett [q. v.], ap- among their body.' Francis Grose, Rick- 
peaied in 1746, with a memoir of the author mond herald, asserts that Oldys was accus- 
by Oldys, whose connection with Osborne tornod to indulge ‘in deep potations in ale,’ 
then terminated. The editorship of Michael and was so intoxicated at the funeral of tho 
Drayton’s ‘Works,’ 1748,has been attributed Princess Caroline that he reeled aboutwhile 
to him, but he only furnished the ‘ His- carrying the coronet on a cushion. In refii- 
toricai Essay ’ to that edition and to the one tation of this story Noble pointed out that 
of 1763. the crown, when borne at the funeral of a 


Between 1747 and 1760 Oldys contri¬ 
buted to the first edition of the ‘ BiogTophia 
Britannica ’ twenty-two exhaustive articles. 
A tabular description of his labours on this 
important work is given by Bolton Corney, 
who says: ‘It, may be safely asserted that 
no one of the contributors to the “ Bio¬ 
graphic Britannica ” has produced a richer 
proportion of inedited facts than William 
Oldys j and he seems to Lavs consulted 
every species of the more accessible autho- 
ritiesj from the “ feedern ” of Rymer to the 
inscription on a print. His united articles, 
set up as the text of Chalmers, would occupy 
about a thousand octavo pages’ (Curiosities 


king or queen, or the coronet at the burial 
of a prince or princess, is always carried by 
Olarenceux, and not by Norroy. In a con¬ 
temporary account of the funeral of the 
Princess Caroline, however, it is distinctly 
stated that the body was preceded by ‘Norroy, 
king-of-arms, carrying tho crown on a black 
velvet cushion’ ( Cent. Mag. 1787, p. 765; 
Notes and Queries, 2nd ssr. iii. 614). 

Oldys was connected with the College of 
Arms for nearly five years. His library was 
the large room up one flight of stairs in 
Norroy's apartments, in the west wing of 
the college. His notes were written on Sips 
of paper, which he afterwards classified and 
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deposited in parchment hags suspended on Edward Vernon Utterson had an inter- 
the walls of his room. In this way; he leaved La ngbaine, but it is not known what 
covered several quires of paper with laborious became of it. It is hardly possible to talre 
collections for a complete Life of * Shake- up any work on the history of the stage or 
speure,' and from these notes Isaac Reed this lives of our dramatists without finding 
made extractswhich axe included among the these curious collections of Oldys quoted to 
‘ Additional Anecdotes’ appended to Rowe’s illustrate some obscure point, 
life of the poet, At this period Oldys fre- Oldys also annotated a copy of Fuller's 
quently passed his evening's at the house of 'Worthies of England’ (1G 02), and the 
John Taylor the oculist of Hatton Garden, notes wore transcribed by George Stoevens 
where he always preferred the fireside in the into his own copy of that work, which Ma- 
kitchen, so that he might not be obliged to lone afterwards purchased for 431. A copy 
mingle with the other visitors. His last of 13ishop Nicolson’a ‘ Historical Library' 
literary production was ‘ The Life of Charles (J 736), with a great number of manuscript 
Cotton,’ prelixod to Sir John Hawkins’s additions and references by Oldys, is pre¬ 
edition of Walton’s‘Oomploat Angler,’1760. served in the British Museum. He also 
na died at his apartments in the College of annotated 1 England’s Parnassus ’ (1600) 
Arms on 16 April 1761, and was buried on and discovered the fact that its compiler 
the 10th in the north aisle of the church of was Robert Allot! [q. v.] This volume ba- 
St. Benet, rani’s Wharf. Ilis friend John longed successively to Thomas Warton and 
Taylor on 20 June 1761 administered os Colonel Stanley, at whose sale in 1813 it 
principal creditor, dofrnyed iho funeral ex- was purchased by Mr. R. Triphook for 
penses, and obtained possession of his official thirteen guineas. 

regalia, books, and valuable manuscripts. Among the works he left in manuscript 
The original painting of Oldys, formerly are: 1. Extracts for a work to be entitled 
belonging to Taylor, was believed in 1802 to ‘ l'lio Patron; or a Portraiture of Patronage 
bo in the possession of Mr, J. H. Burn of and Dependency, moro especially as they 
Bow Street. An engraving from it by appear in their Domest iclt Light and Attf- 
Bnlston appeared in the ‘ European Maga- tuues,’ Addit. MS. 12523. 2. ‘ Of London 
sine ’ for November 1796. Libraries: with Anecdotes of Collectors of 

Some of the printed books belonging to Books, Remarks on Booksellers, and of the 
Oldys were enriched with manuscript addi- first Publishers of Catalogues.’ Appended 
tionB of great value. Ilis first annotated to Yeowell’s ‘ Memoir of Oldys,’pp. 68-109. 
copy of Langbaine’s ‘ Dramntick Poets' S.'CatalogueofBooksnndPampliletsre- 
paesed out of bis bands [see Languajne, Gr- 1 nting to tiro City of London,’ fol. This was 
baud, the younger]. In 1727 ho purchased a lent by Steovens to Richard Gough [q.v.], 
second Langbaino, and cont innod to nnnotat o who made usp of it in compiling bis 1 British 
it till the latest period oi his life. This copy Topography.’ The manuscript was subse- 
was purchased by Dr. Birch, who bequeathed quontly m Sir J ohn nawlrins’s library, which 
it to the British Museum, It is not intor- was destroyed by fire. 4. ‘ Memoirs relating 
leaved, but fillod with notes written in t.ho to the Family of Oldys,' Addit. MS. 4240, 
margins and between the linos in an nx- Tho ancedotos relating to Dr. Oldys the 
tremely small hand. Birch granted the loan civilian are printed in the ‘Gentleman’s 
of it to Dr. Percy, bishop of Dromore, who Magazine/ 1784, pt, i. p. 829. 6. A collec- 
made a transcript of tlio notes into an inter- tiou of poems by Oldys. 6. Diary, ap- 
leaved copy of Langbaino in 4 vols. 8vo, It pernlod to Ycowell’s ‘Memoir of Oldys,’ 
was from Bishop Percy's copy Hint, Joseph pp. 1-29. This diary was discovered in a 
Haslewood annotated his Langbaino,which cominonplaco hook of the Rev. John BowIb 
is now in the British Museum. George (1726-1788)[q.v,], usuallycallodDonBowle, 
Steovens likewise made a transcript of Oldys’s now in tho British Museum (Addit. 118. 
notes into a copy of Landmine, which is 22667). It was first printed in ‘ Notes and 
also now in the British Museum, having Quorics ’ for February 1801. 7. Adversaria, 
passed through tho hands of Sir Samuel from which a selection of ‘ ChoiceNotes’was 
Brydges and Dr. Bliss. Malone, Isaac Rood, printed by Yeowoll in ‘Notes and Queries’ 
and the Rev. Rogers Ending [q.v.] also made . for 1801, and subsequently appended to the 
transcripts of Oldys’s notes. The Mnlone 1 Memoir,’pp. 80-67. 
transcript is now at Oxford, but Itudiug's [Memoir liy James Yeowril contributed to 
has not been traced. In Ilebor’s ‘ Catalogue ’ Notes and Queries, January-and February 1862, 
(pt. iv. No. 1216) is noticed another copy of and afterwards reprinted under the title of A 
Langbaino, with many important additions Literary Antiquary: Memoir of William Oldys, 
by Oldys, Steevens, and Reed. In 1846 Norroy King-at-Arms, London, 1862, 8yo; 
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Bailey s Life of Fuller, p. 787 j Beloe’s Anec¬ 
dotes, i. 205; Bentley's Exccrptu Historica, 
176 ; Boswell’s Johnson (Croker), i. 202 ; 
Brnslifiold’s Bibl. of Sir W. Ealeigli, 1886; 
Brydges's Censura Lit. 1st edit. i. 488; Jjrydgee’e 
Bestituta, ii. 30 n, iv. 107 ; Chambers's Cyclo¬ 
pedia of Engl. Lit. lbt edit, ii. 121; Corney's 
Curiosities of Literature Illustrated, 2nd edit, 
p i62; D’Israeli's Curiosities of Literature, 
-ji. 363; Fry’s Bibliographical Memoranda, 
p. 33; Gent. Mag. 1784 pt. i. pp. 161,260,272, 
329, pt. ii. pp- 744, 016,976, 1786 pt. i. pp, 106, 
107, pt. ii. p. 587; Gough’s Brit, Topography, 
1780 , i. 31, 667; Grose’s Olio; Nichols's 
IUoEtr. of Lit. iv. 168, vii. 669; Nichols's Lit. 
Anecd. vii. 300, x. 641; Notes and Queries, 
7th ser. ii. 640 (and general indexes); Taylor’s 
Becords of my Life, 1832, i. 25.J T. C. 

O’LEARY, ARTHUR (1729-1802), Irish 
priest and politician, was born in 1729 at 
Acres, a townland in the parish of Fanlobbus, 
near Dunmanway, co. Cork, his parents being 
of the peasant class. Having acquired some 
knowledge of classical literature, he went to 
a, monastery of Capuchin friars at St. Malo 
in Brittany. There he entered the Capuchin 
order, and was ordained priest. In the course 
of the war between England and France 
which commenced in 1768 prisoners of war 
made by the French were confined at St. 
Malo; many of them were Irishmen and 
catholics, and O’Leary was appointed chap¬ 
lain to the prisons and hospitals. The Due 
de Choiseul, minister of foreign affairs, di¬ 
rected O’Leary to persuade the eatholio sol¬ 
diers to transfer their allegiance to France, 
but be indigently spumed the proposal. 
'I thought it,’ wrote O’Leary long after¬ 
wards in his ‘ Reply to Wesley,’ 'a crime to 
engnge the king of England’s soldiers into 
the service of a catholic monarch against 
their protestant sovereign. I resisted the 
solicitation, and my conduct was approved 
by the divineB of a monastery to which I 
then belonged, who unanimously declared 
that in conscience I could not have acted 
otherwiso.’ He continued to hold the chap¬ 
laincy until peace was declared in 1702. 
Among distinguished personages whose in¬ 
timacy he enjoyed in France was Cardinal 
de Luynes, archbishop of Sens. 

In 1771 he returned to Ireland, aud for 
several years he officiated in a small edifico 
in the city of Cork, long known as Father 
O'Leary’s chapel, where ho preached to 
crowded congregations, his sermons being 
‘chiefly remarkable for a happy train of 
strong moral reasoning, bold figure, and scrip¬ 
tural allusion.’ Jn 1776 a Scottish phy¬ 
sician named Blair, residing in Cork, pub¬ 
lished a sceptical and blasphemous work 
under the title of ‘Thoughts on Nature and 


Religion,’ O’Leary obtained permissionfrom 
Dr. Mann, protestant bishop of the diocese, 
to reply to this in'A Defence of the Divinity 
of Christ and the Immortality of the Soul,’ 
Cork, 1770. O’Leary’s next publication ap¬ 
peared about 1777, under the title ‘ Loyalty 
asserted; or the new Test-oath vindicated 
and proved by the Principles of the Canon 
and CivilLaws, and the Authority of thomost 
Eminent Writers, with an Enquiry into the 
Pope’s deposing Power, and the groundless 
Claims of the Stuarts. In a letter to a Pro¬ 
testant Gentleman.’ In 1779 the hostile 
French fleet rode menacing and unopposed 
in St. George’s Channel, and much anxiety 
prevailed regarding the attitudo of the Irish 
catholic body. At this critical moment 
O'Leary, in ‘An Address to the common 
People of the Roman Catholic religion con¬ 
cerning the apprehended French Invasion,’ 
explained to Irishmen their obligation of 
undivided allegiance to the British govern¬ 
ment. In 1780 he issued ‘Remarks on 
the Rev. John Wesley’s Letter on the civil 
Principles of Roman Catholics and his de¬ 
fence of the Protestant Association,’ Dub¬ 
lin, 1760, 8vo. This witty, argumentative, 
and eloquent treatise elicited from Wesley 
a reply which was noticed by O'Leary in a 
few pages usually printed with the ‘ Re¬ 
marks,' and entitled 4 A rejoinder to Mr. 
Wesley’s Reply.’ Someyears later the two 
controversialists met. Wcsloy noted in his 
‘ Journal ’ on 12 May 1787: ‘ A gentleman 
invited me to breakfast with my old anta¬ 
gonist, Father O’Leary. I was not at all 
displeased at being disappointed. He is not 
the stiff, queer man that I expected, but of 
an easy, genteel carriage, and seems not to 
be wanting either in sense or learning.’ About 
1780 John Howard visited Cork, and was 
introduced to O’Leary, who was an active 
member of a society which had for some 
years been established in that city ‘for the 
relief and discharge of persons confined for 
small debts.’ In after time3 Howard fre¬ 
quently boasted of sharing the friendship 
and esteem of the friar. 

O’Leary’s ablest work was ‘ An Essay on 
Toleration; or Mr. O’Loaiy’s Plea for Liberty 
of Conscience ’ [1780 P ], One consequence 
of its publication was his election aa one 
of the 4 Monks of St. Patrick ’ or ‘ Monks of 
the Screw,’a political association which was 
started by Barry Yelverton, afterwards lord 
Avonmore. He was, however, only on hono¬ 
rary member of the association, and did not 
join in the orgies with which the soi-diennt 
monks celebrated their reunions. In 1781 
he collected his ‘ Miscellaneous Traots,’ and 
published them at Dublin in a single octavo 
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volume (Lowmhm, Bill. Manual, ed. Holm, 
iu. 1723). 

In 1782 O’Leary publicly announced Ilia 
support of the Irish national volunteer move¬ 
ment, and a body of volunteers known as the 
‘Irish Brigade 'conferred on him the honorary 
dignity of chaplain. Many of the measures 
discussed at the national convention held 
in Dublin were previously submitted to him. 
On 11 Nov. 1783 ho visited that assembly, 
and met with a most enthusiastic reception. 
He was now the idol of his catholic fellow- 
countrymen, who regarded him as one of the 
stoutest champions of the nationalist cause. 
But he was at the same timo actually in the 
pay of the government, lli s biographer, Eng¬ 
land, gives the following account of his posi¬ 
tion : During his visit in Dublin a confiden¬ 
tial agent of the ministry proposed to him 
that he should write something in defence 
of their mensures. On Ilia refusal, it was 
intimalud that his silence would be accept¬ 
able to tho government, and that an annual 
pension of WO/, was to bo offered for his 
acceptance without any condition attached 
to it which would bo ropuguant to his feel¬ 
ings as an Irishman or a catholic. A clmngo 
in tho administration occurred shortly after¬ 
wards, and the promise romainod unfulfilled. 
It is doubtful whether this story is quite 
accurate. Before 1784 he was obviously in 
receipt of a secret ponsion of at loast 100/. a 
year, which had been conferred on him in 
acknowledgment of the value set by tlxe au¬ 
thorities on the loyalist tono of liie writings. 
In 1781 it was proposed to him, in considera¬ 
tion of an extra 100/. per annum, to under¬ 
take a now task, namely, to give information 
respecting tho secrot designs of the catholics. 
Lord Sydney, secretary of state in Pitt’s 
ministry, wrote thus to tho Duke of Port¬ 
land, viceroy of Ireland, on 4 Sept,. 1781: 
1 O’Leary has been talked to by Mr. Nepean, 
and ho is willing to undertake) what is wished 
for 100/, a year, which has boon granted him j ’ 
and on 8 Sept. Orde, the chief secretary, 
wrote to Nepoan thanking him for sending 
over a spy or dotoctive namod Parker, and 
adding: ‘I am very glad also that you havo 
sottled matters with O’Leary, who can get 
to the bottom of all secrets in which the 
catholics are concerned, and they aro cer¬ 
tainly the chief promoters of our present 
disquietude, Ilemust, however, be cautiously 
trusted, for ho is a priest, and, if not too much 
addicted to the general vice of his brethren 
here, lie is at least well acquainted with the 
art of raising alarms for the purpose of claim¬ 
ing a merit in doing thorn away.’ Again 
Ordo writes on 23 Sept.: ‘ Wo are about to 
make trial of O’Leary’s sermons and of 


Parker’s rhapsodies; They may be both, b 
their dtflorent callings, of very great 4e 
The former, if wo can depend upon him lmj 
it in his power to discover to us the’real 
dosigns of the catholics, from which quarter 
after all, the real mischief is to spring,’ W 
Lecky remarks that Father O’Leary, whose 
brilliant pen had already been employed to 
vindicate both tho loyalty and faith of the 
catholics and to induce them to remain at¬ 
tached to tho law, appears to have consented 
for money to discharge an ignominious office 
for a government which distrusted and de- 
spisod him (History of England, vi. 869)- 
while Mr. Froude does not hesitate to d£ 
scribe him ns ‘ a paid and secret instrument 
of treachery ’ (The English in Ireland, ii. 
461). Francis Plowdon, O’Leaiy’s friend 
ignoring tho early date at which O’Leary 
first placed himself at tho government’s dis¬ 
posal, asserted that the ponsion was granted 
to O’Leary for life in the name of a trustee, 
hut upon tho secret condition that he should 
for tho future withhold his pen and reside no 
moro in Ireland (Plowdtm, Ireland since the 
Union, L8L1, i. 6). The Rev. Mr. Buckley 
was informed that the pension was accepted 
on the und orstanding that Mr. Pitt would 
keep Mb word as a man of honour in pro¬ 
mising that ho would bring about the eman¬ 
cipation of tho calholics and the repeal of 
the penal laws in case O’Leary consented to 
write nothing against tho union of the Irish 
with tho British parliament {Life of O'Leary, 
1808, p. 350). In an endeavour to extenuate 
O’Leary’s conduct, Mr. Fitzpatrick says: ‘He 
had already wriUouin denunciation of French 
dosigns on Ireland; and what more natural 
than that he should now bo asked to track 
tho movements of certain French emissaries 
who, the government heard, had arrived in 
Dublin, and wero conspiring with the catho¬ 
lic loaders to throw off tho British yoke? 
This task O’Loury, as a staunch loyalist, may 
havo satisfied his conscience in attempting, 
especially as he must have known that m 
1784 thu catholics ns a body had no treason¬ 
able designs, (bough doubtless some excep¬ 
tions might he found ’ {Secret Service under 
Pitt, 2nd edit. p. 221), O’Lenry’s biographer 
represents that tho pension of 200/. was not 
offered him until 1780, aftor he had finally 
left Ireland, and, although this is dearly in¬ 
correct, some doubt isj ustiflable as to whether 
tho whole sum was actually paid him until 
he had ceasod to concern himself with Irish 
politics. 

About 1784 O’Leary was solicited to write 
a history of the * No Popery’ riots in Lon¬ 
don under Lord George Gordon. For a short 
lime ho entertained tho idea, and began to 
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collect materials, but eventually abandoned 
the design. In 1780 he wrote his 'Review 
of the Important Controversy between Dr. 
Carroll and the Dev. Messrs. "Wharton 
and Hawkins; including a Defence of Cle¬ 
ment XIV.’ Appended to it is ‘A Letter from 
Candor to the Right Hon. Luke Gardiner on 
his Bill for a Repeal of a part of the Penal 
Laws against the Irish Catholics.’ This was 
written in 1779, and had appeared in the 
newspapers of that time, In 1785 and 1786 
the peace of the county of Cork was disturbed 
at night by mobs under the guidance of a 
leader who assumed the name of ‘ Captain 
Right,’ and O’Leary published ‘Addresses 
to the Common People of Ireland, particu¬ 
larly such of themes are called Wliitehoys,’ 
demonstrating in a familiar, eloquent, and 
hold mode of reasoning the folly, wickedness, 
and illegality of their conduct, His personal 
exertions were further solicited by the magis¬ 
trates of the county, and he accompanied 
them to different places of worship, exhorted 
the deluded people to obedience to the laws 
and respect tor religion, and was successful 
in persuading numbers of them to quit the 
association. Ho afterwards published ‘A 
Defence of the Conduct and Writings of the 
Rev. Arthur O’Leary during the late Dis¬ 
turbances in tlxo Province of Munster, with 
a full Justification of the Irish Oat holies, and 
an Account of the Risings of the White- 
boys ; "Written by Himself, in Answer to 
the Raise Accusations of Theophilus [i.o. 
Patrick Duigenan], and the Ill-grounded In¬ 
sinuations of the Right Rev. Dr. Woodward, 
Lord Bishop of Oloyne.’ 

The controversies in which his equivo¬ 
cal position involved him induced him 
to quit Ireland in 1789, when he was ap¬ 
pointed one of the chaplains to the Spanish 
embassy in London, his colleague there being 
Dr. Hussey, afterwards bishop of Waterford. 
They afterwards had a dispute, and a ' Nar¬ 
rative of the Misunderstanding between the 
Rev. A. O’Leary and the llov. Mr. Hussey ’ 
appeared in 1791 (Fitzpatrick, p. 265 n.) 
On his arrival in London, O’Loavy was 
anxiously sought after by his countrymen. 
Edmund Burke introduced him to the Duke 
of York, and always spoke with character¬ 
istic enthusiasm of the good effect of his 
writings. He used to attend the meetings 
of the English catholic committee, hut lie 
opposed its action, and took exception to the 
absurd appellation of ‘Protesting Catholic 
Dissenters? Charles Butler, the secretary 
of the committed says: ‘ The appearance of 
Father O’Leary was simple. In his counte¬ 
nance there was a mixture of goodness, so¬ 
lemnity, and drollery which fixed every eye 


that beheld it. No one was more generally 
loved or revered j no one less assuming or 
move pleasing iu his manner. Seeing his 
external simplicity, persons with whom he 
was arguing were sometimes tempted to 
treat him cavalierly; but then the solemnity 
with which he would mystify his adversary, 
and ultimately lead him into the most dis¬ 
tressing absurdity, was one of the most de¬ 
lightful scenes that conversation ever exhi¬ 
bited’(Hist. Memoirs of the English Catholics, 
1822, iv. 438). Surce.ssfi.il efforts were mean¬ 
while made by his friend Plowden to secure 
the full payment of the ponsion of 2001, with 
all unpaid arrears. 

St. Patrick’s chapel, Sutton Street, Soho 
Square, was, during the later years of his 
life, the scene of his labours. His sermons 
wore widely admired, Rnd his auditory in¬ 
cluded all grades of society. His collections 
for a projected history of the Irish rebellion 
of 1798 he presented to Francis Plowden. 
He published in 1800 an ‘ Address to the 
Lords Spiritual and Tompornl of the Par¬ 
liament of Great Britain; to which is added 
an Account of Sir n. Mildmay’s Bill relath o 
lo Nuns.’ This w as followed bv ‘ A Memo¬ 
rial in behalf of the Fathers of La Trappe 
and the Orphans committed to their Care,’ 
which was probably the last of his literary 
labours. Towards the end of 1801 he went 
to France for the benefit of hie health. He 
was again iu London on 7 Jon. 1802, and 
diod on the following morning at No. 46 
Great Portland Street. His ‘ Funeral Ora¬ 
tion, 1 'pronouncedby the Rev. Morgan D'Arcy, 
has been printed. The body was interred in 
Old St. Pancras churchyard, and a monu¬ 
ment was placed over the grave by Earl 
Moira, afterwards marquis of Hastings 
{AMU, MS. 27488, f. 16C). This monu¬ 
ment was repaired by public subscription in 
1861. Another was erected in St. Patrick’s 
Chapel. When old St. Pancras churchyard 
was taken by tho Midland railway for tho 
extension of their station buildings, the re¬ 
mains of O’Leary were removed, and on 
8 Feb. 1891 they were interred in the catho¬ 
lic cemetery at Ivensal Green, in a grave 
close to that of Cardinal Wiseman ( Tablet , 
28 Feb. 1891, p. 866). 

His earliest biographer, England, in por¬ 
traying his character, states that ‘good sense, 
unaffected piety, and extensive knowledge 
gained him the respect and admiration of 
the learned and grave, whilst by his un¬ 
bounded wit, anecdotes, and unrivalled bril¬ 
liancy of imagination he was the source of 
delight and entertainment to all whom he 
admitted to his intimacy.’ A more discri¬ 
minating critic, Mr. Lecky, admits that 
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O'Leary was by far the most brilliant and 
popular writer on the catholic side ; ‘ buL, 
though his devotion to his creed was incon¬ 
testable, it would be hardly possible to find 
a writer of his profession who exhibits its 
distinctive doctrines in a more subdued and 
attenuated form, and no one appears to have 
found anything strange or equivocal in the 
curiously characteristic sentence in which 
Grattan described his merits: “If I did not 
know him to he a Christian gentleman, I 
should suppose him by his writings to he a 
philosopher of the Augustan age ” ’ (Hist, of 
England, vi. 41(3). Mr. Froudo considers 
that O'Leary was ‘ the most plausible, and, 
perhaps, essentially the falsest, of all Trisli 
writers’ ( The English in Ireland, ii. 87 «.) 
A collected edition of liie works, edited by 
‘ a clergyman of Massachusetts,' appeared at 
Boston m 1868, 8vo. 

There is a portrait prefixod to England’s 
biography, ‘ engraved by W. Bond from tho 
scarce print, after a drawing by Murphy’ 
(Brommy, Cat. qf Engraved Portraits, p. 
364). Another portrait, ongravod by T. II. 
Ellis from o painting by E. Shicl, is pro- 
fixed to Buckley's * Life.’ 

[England's Life of O’Leary, inclading Histori¬ 
cal Anecdotos, Memoirs, and many hifhorto un¬ 
published Documents, London 18122 , 8vo; Buck- 
lay’s Life and Writings of O'Leary, Dublin, 1808, 
8vo; Addit. MS. 6875. f. 1085; Barrington's 
Personal Sketches, ii. 130; CnnsicVs Epitaphs 
at St. Puncrss, Middlesex, i. 80; Chalmers's 
Biogr. Diet.; Oroly’e Life of Goorgo IV, p. 129; 
European Mag. 1782, pt. i. pp. 192-6; Fitzpa¬ 
trick’s Secret Sorvico under Pitt, 2nd edit. pp. 211- 
262; Froude’s English in Ireland, 1881, ii. 37 », 
460,461; Gont. Mag. February 1802; Gordon’s 
Personal Eominibeoncos.i. 110,230,242; Kelly’s 
Reminiscences, i. 298 ; Laity’s Directory, 1803 ; 
Lecky's Iliat. of England, iv. 330 »,_496, vi. 309, 
410, vii. 211, 271; Literary Memoirs of Living 
Authors, 1798, ii. 02; London and Dublin Or- 
tliodox journal, 1812, xv. 117; Lysons’s Envi- 
rons, Snppl. pp. 266, 202, 263; Maodonough's 
Irish Graves in England; MeDinigall’s.Skok'lies 
of Irish Political Characters, p. 2C1; Maguire’s 
Life of Father Mathew, pp. 23-0; Lady Mor¬ 
gan’s Memoirs, i. 2; Nichols’s Illuslv, of Lit, vi, 
74, vii. 488, 489; Nichols's Lit. Anecd. i. 071 ; 
Notes and Queries, 26 March 1893 p. 228, 
28 Oct. 1893 p. 369; O'Keeffe's Recollections, 
i.244; Public Characters, 1790,i, 331; Southey’s 
Life of Wesley, 2nd edit, 1820, ii. 640; Tablet, 
22 Nov. 1890, p. 821, &c,; Oat, of Library of 
Triii. Ooll. Dublin; Watt's Bibl. Brit, under 
Leary.) T. C. 

O’LEARY, ELLEN (1831-1889), Irish 
poetess, and an active participator in tho 
Ionian movement in Irolaud, was born in 
1831 in tbe town of Tipperary. Ilor falhor 


O’Leary 

was a shopkeeper. Miss O’Loary - ^^ 
butod versa to various Irish journals from 
an early age; but after her brother kd 
accepted tho invitation of James Stephenj 
* chief organiser of the Irish republic,’to take 
charge of tho ‘ Irieh People,’ which was esta¬ 
blished in November 1863, she wrote ex¬ 
clusively for that journal, and soon became 
a distinguished member of the band of poets 
whose gifts the feniaus, in imitation of the 
Youn" 1 Irelanders of twenty years earlier em¬ 
ployed in spreading their opinions. The'iririi 
Poople ’ was seized by the government on 
15 Sept. 1885; its editor, John O’Leary, and 
other leaders of the movement were arrested 
and Stephens, who escaped, and was in hiding 
at Sandymount, near Dublin, employed Mb® 
O’Leary to carry mossages between Sandy- 
mount and Dublin, and to airl him generally 
in directing the affairs of tho fenion organisa¬ 
tion. Stephens was arrested at Sandymount 
on 11 Nov. 1805, but on tho 24th he escaped 
from Richmond prison. A sum of 2007. was 
raised by Miss O’Leary on a mortgage on her 
property to aid the fonian loader in getting 
out of tho kingdom. 

Aftortlio collapse of the fonian movement 
Miss O’Leary went to hor home in Tipperary, 
and lived there in retirement, devoting her¬ 
self to literature, till 1886. She then re¬ 
joined her brother John, who, after being im- 

E risoned for five yoars and exiled for fifteen, 
ad in that year rolurned to Ireland, She 
died on 16 Oct. 1889 at Cork. 

A soloclion of her poems, ontitled ‘Lavs 
of Country, Ilome, and Erionds,’ wag pub¬ 
lished in Dublin in 1891. It contains a 
biographical skotoh by Mr. T. W. Rolleston, 
and an apprecial ivo oril icism ofMiss O'Leary’s 
poems by Sir ClsurlesGayanDufiy, which had 
first appoarad in tho ‘Dublin University Re¬ 
view,’ in Doeombev 1886, under the title ‘A 
Celtic Singer.’ Miss O’Leary’s songs are 
sweat and simple lays, couched in the natural 
colloquial languago of tho Irish peasant. 

[Tho Irieh uowspapors of 1864, 1866, and 
1800; O'Lonry’s Lays of Country, Home, and 
Friends, Dublin, 1801.] M. MaoD. 

O’LEARY, JOSEPH (d. 1845 P), song¬ 
writer and journalist, was born in Cork about 
1796. In youth ho joined a company of stroll¬ 
ing players, hut his theatrical experience 
was short, as the manager was insolvent. 
About 1818 ho commonced to write for the 
Cork papovs—notably, tho ‘Freeholder,’ a 
scurrilous sheet which was edited by John 
Boyle, and lasted till 1843. O’Leary’s contri¬ 
butions were considered very powerful, and 
it was in its columns his famous Bacchana¬ 
lian song, ‘ Whiskey, drink divine,’ appeared. 
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About 1818 lie also wrote for tlie ‘ Baga¬ 
telle,’ a short-lived Cork periodical: and for 
a time he edited the ‘ Cork Mercantile Re- 
porter.’ Between 1825-8 he contributed to 
< Bolster's Cork Quarterly,’ and to two Lou¬ 
don periodicals, the ‘Dublin and London 
Magazine ’ and ‘ Captain Eock in London.’ 
Iticnard Byan [q.v.], the Irish biographer, 
who seems to have known him, says in his 
‘Poets and Poetry’ (1828, ii. 141), that 
he was, in 1826, preparing a translation of 
Tibullus. In 1830 O'Leary published a 
pamphlet * On the Lato Election in Cork,’ 
under the signature of ‘A Reporter.’ There 
are also some poems by him in Patrick 
O’Kelly’s ‘Hippocrene’ (1831) [see O'Kelet, 
Patkici] ; and in 1833 a small collection of 
his poems and sketches appeared at Cork in 
an anonymous volume,entitled ‘TheTribute.’ 
In 1834 he came to London and joined the 
staff of the * Morning Herald ’ ns parlia¬ 
mentary reporter. He seems to have met 
with little success in London, and drowned 
himself in the Hegent’s Canal about 1845. 
O’Leary has been confused with ‘ The Irish 
Whiskey-Drinker’—i.e. John Sheehan. 

Another contemporary Joseph O’Leap.v 
(Jl. 18S5), a barrister, published ‘Law of 
Tithes in Ireland,’ Dublin, 1836,8vo j ‘ Rent 
Charges in lieu of Tithes,’ Dublin, 1840,8vo; 
‘Dispositions for Religious and Charitable 
t'ses in Ireland,’ Dublin, 1817, 8vo. 

[Brit. Mub. Ont.; Windole's Cork and its 
Vicinity, p. 128; Byan h Poets and Poetry, 1828, 
ii. 141; Bentley’s Ballads, ed. Sheehan, 1809, p. 
142; Dublin and London Magazine, 1825-7; 
0‘Donoghuo'b Poets of Ireland, p. 193.1 

D. J. O'D. 

OLEY, BARNABAS (1002-1686), 
royalist divine, was baptised in the old parish 
church of Wakefield on 20 Dec. 1002, ns son 
of ‘ PranciB Oley, clarke,’ who married Mary 
Mattersouse on 25 June 1600. He was edu- 
catad at Wakefield grammar school, which 
he entered in 1607. In 1017 he proceeded 
to Clare College, Cambridge, probably as 
Cave’s exhibitioner from his school, and gra¬ 
duated B.A. 1621, M.A. 1825, and B.D. A 
crown mandate for the degree of D.D. to 
him and two other eminent divines was 
dated 14 April, and published 17 June 1663, 
hut the honour was declined. He was elected 
probationer-fellow of the foundation of Lady 
Olare at his college on 28 Nov. 1628, and a 
senior fellow in 1627, and filled tlie offices of 
tutor and president. In these positions he 
showed great zeal and ability, the most illus¬ 
trious of his pupils being Peter Gunning, 
bishop of Ely. Oley was also taxor for the 
university in 1684, and proctor in 1635. In 
1633 he was appointed by his college to the 


vicarage of Great Grausdcn, Huntingdon¬ 
shire, and held it until his death; hut for 
several years he continued to reside at 
Cambridge, The first steps for the rebuild¬ 
ing of the college, which was begun on 
10 May 1638, though not finished untill715, 
were taken under his direction, and, accord¬ 
ing to George Dyer, the structure was much 
indebted to his ‘benefaction, zoal, and in¬ 
spections.’ Extensive purchases of bricks 
are recorded in the college books as having 
been made by him, and he was called by 
Puller its ‘ Master of the Fabric.’ He was 
a zealous loyalist, and when the university 
sent its plate to the king at Nottingham to 
be converted into money for his use, it was 
entrusted to his care and safely brought to 
the king’s headquarters, August 1642. Par¬ 
ticulars of the plate, and of the manner by 
which, through the skill of Oley, who knew 
all the highways and byways between Cam¬ 
bridge and that town, the troops of Crom¬ 
well were circumvented, are given in the 
‘ Life of Dr. John Barwick ’ (pp. 23-7). He 
also lent a considerable sum of money on 
the communion plate of Clare College, which 
is of solid gold and very valuable, and re¬ 
stored it to tbe college in 1660 on receiving 
a portion of tbis advance. There is a tra¬ 
dition in the college that its three other very 
old pieces of plate were preserved by his care. 
For not residing at Cambridge, and for not 
appearing before the commission when sum¬ 
moned to attend, he was ejected by the Earl 
of Manchester from his fellowship on 8 April 
1644. He wub also plundered of his personal 
and landed property, and forced to leave his 
benefice. For seven years he wandered through 
England in great poverty. In 1C43 and 1040 
he was at Oxford. Early in 1616, when 
Poutefraot Castle was being defended for the 
king, he was within its walls, and preached 
to the garrison; and when Sir Marmaduke 
Langdaie was condemned to death in 1648, 
hut escaped from prison, and lay hid for some 
weeks in a haystack, the fugitive at last 
made his way to London in the costume of 
a clergyman which was supplied by Oley. 
Next year he was very ill, ‘ but God strangely 
brought me back from the Gates of Death.’ 
For some time he lived at Heath, nearWake- 
■fisld, and in 1652-S he stayed ‘ in the north 
privately, near the place of Lady Savil’s de¬ 
molished. habitation’ (Maxoh, Ferrar, pp. 
303-4). 

In 1669 Oley returned to Gransden, when 
Sir John Hswett of Waresleyin Hunting¬ 
donshire gave him some furniture, and on 
9 July 1CU0 he was restored to his fellow¬ 
ship by an order of the same Earl of Man¬ 
chester. Through the ‘ voluntary mediation ’ 
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of Archbishop Sheldon, he was presented on 
3 Aug. 1030 to the third prehendal stall of 
Worcester Cathedral, and on 8 Nov. 1679 
lie was collated, on the nomination of Gun¬ 
ning, his old pupil, to the archdeaconry of 
Ely. This preferment he resigned in the 
following year through donhts of his ability 
to discharge iis duties; hut herolained the 
stall at Worcester until his death, being 
theu 1 the senior prebendary of venerable 
memory’ for his saint-like qualities, and 
having been the means of establishing a 
weekly celebration in the cathodral (Hioees, 
Life of Dr. William Hopkins ; Ferrar and 
his Friends, 1892, pp. 228, 271-2). Oley 
died at Granados, at an extreme old age, on 
20 Feb. 1686-6, and, in accordance with liis 
will, was buried there oil the night of 22 Feb. 

‘ with ft private and very frugal funeral.’ An 
inscription to his memory was placed on the 
wall at the west end of the interior of the 
church. 

Oley edited in 1062 ‘ Herbert’s Remains, or 
sundry pieces of that Sweet Singer, Mr. 
George Herbert,’ containing ‘ A Priest to the 
Temple, or the countrey parson, Jacula 
Prudontum,’ &c. Prefixed was an unsigned 
‘prefatory view of the life and vertuea of the 
authour, and excellencies of this book,’ which 
was written by Oley. The second edition 
appeared in 1071 as ‘ A Priest, to the Tomple, 
or the Country Parson,’ with a new preface, 
signed Barnabas Oley, and beginning with a 
confessionofthe authorship of the old notice. 
The old prefuce was also repriuled at the 
end. Both of them, hut lliu now preface in 
a slightly enlarged form, were contained in 
the editions of 1076 and 1701, and reprinted 
in the editions of Herbert's ‘Works’ by 
Pickering (] 848) and Ball and Daldy (1859). 
Tba manuscript of ‘Tho Country Parson’ 
was tho property of Horbort’s friend, Wode- 
note, who ‘ commended it to the hands ’ of 
Oley, and from liis prefaces wore drawn some 
of the facts set out in Izank Walton’s me¬ 
moir of Herbert. Three volumes of the works 
of Thomas Jackson [q.v.], president of Corpus 
OlrriBti College, Oxford, appeared under the 
editorial care of Oley in 1663-57. The first 
of them (1653) contains on account by him 
of the work, acknowledging Jackson as his 
1 master in divines,’ ana pronouncing him 
‘The Divine of his Rank and age.’ The 
merits of Jackson had been pointed out to 
him by N. F,, i.e. Nicholas Ferrar. To the 
second volume (1664) was prefixed a preface 
to tho reader by him, aud in the third volume 
(1657) were an epistle dedicatory to Sheldon 
—in which ho announced that ‘ God, by con¬ 
vincing me of disability, hath taken away 
all hopes and desires of publishing any work 


of miuu own ’—and a preface, both by 0W 
The three volumes were reissued in 1673 
with a general dedication by him to Sheldon’ 
then Archbishop of Canterbury, and with a 
preface to the reader enlarged and altered 
‘ out of the three composed before.’ It dwells 
upon tho feebleness of Oley’s memory < b v 
the suddain ingruenee of a Lothargy 0 ‘ r 
Apoplexy.’ This dedicatory address and pre¬ 
face are reprinted in Jackson’s ‘Works’ (ed 
1844), vol. i. Some lines by him, prefixed 
to the translation of Lessius, entitled 
4 Hygiastieon,’ which appeared in 1684, are 
reproduced in Mayor’s ‘Nicholas Ferrar’ 
]». viii. Oloy was one of those appointed by 
Gunning to sort and revise all his papers 
and a long lettor on Ferrar from Dr. Robert 
B.yiig to him is printed in Peckard’s ‘Life 
of Ferrar,’ pp. 29-31, and reproduced in 
Mayor’s ‘ Memoir,’ pp. 7-11. Some of his 
letters were formerly in the possession of 
Mr. Bigg, vicar of Great Grunsden,and others 
are now at Glare College. 

Oley’n charitable gilts were widespread. 
To the church of Grnnsden he gave, in his 
lifetime, the pulpit (1633) and the wainscot 
seats in tho clmncol (1G81). He was the 
‘ first contriver and cliiol bonefactor’ of the 
brick school-house, 1661, which he endowed 
with SOI. a year. He built brick houses for 
six poor people upon his own freehold land, 
leasing them for one thousand years to the 
churchwardens for the t ime being at a pep¬ 
percorn rent; aud he oructod a vicarage, still 
a bolid and comfortable place of residence, 
with barns, Hi allies, outhousos, and a brick 
wall next the elroet and aguinst the church¬ 
yard. IIo also gave one acre of freehold land 
to ‘ enlarge the Herd Oununons at Hanginton 
Lay on ’ in that parish, and six leather buckets 
to prevent casual fires in the village. Warm- 
field had a share in his bounty, the vicarage 
receiving a considerable augmentation. To 
King's College, Cambridge, he gave 1001. for 
putting up canopies and pillars for the stalls 
in the chapel (Cole MHS.\ Addit. MS. 
0802, £ 985, 09a), and a like sum to St. 
Paul’s Cathedral, 

liis will, datod 28 May 1684, with codicils 
10 Aug. 1684, 16 Oct. 1086, and 18 Oct. 
1086, is in the Lansdowne MS. 988, fol. 
916, &c., and Ilarloian MS. 7013, fol. 
191, &e., the lust taken from the copy ol 
Mr. Thursby, the executor, and containing 
his marginal notes. With the exception of a 
fow specific legacies, all hiB property was be¬ 
queathed to pious uses, and no only left 
twelve pence to liis brother; Joseph Oley, 
and one copy of ‘The Duty of Man’ to 
■*acli of his (ihildrcn, as ho had given them 
urge sums in his lifetime. Other relatives, 
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called Shillito, Tomson, Dixon, and Pres¬ 
ton, are mentioned in the will. The boohs 
which he had taken from the library of Dr. 
Timothy Thurscvosse were left to the vicars 
of North Grimston, Yorkshire, in succession. 
IXis own books were to be sold and the 
proceeds to be expended by William Nicol- 
son [q. v.], the Bishop of Carlisle, in pur¬ 
chasing the works of certain specified divines 
for such parishes as lie might select. A list 
of the hooks given to ten poor vicarages in 
the diocese of Carlisle under this bequest and 
the agreement of the various incumbents are 
printed in Bishop Nicolson's * Miscellany Ac¬ 
counts/ pp. 7-9. lie inquired after their exist¬ 
ence and condition at his primary visitation. 
The manuscripts of Jackson passed to Lam- 
plugk, biskop of Exeter. 
r Oley left certain articles of furniture to 
Sir John Ilewett in exchange for the gifts 
which he had received in 1G69. To the dean 
and chapter of Worcester he gave 2001. for 
buttresses for the choir and the chapel at the 
east end of the cathedral) to Clare College 
he loft one hundred marks English for build¬ 
ing a library, and 101. to the descendants of 
John West ley, ‘that good workman that 
built the college,’ through fear that the 
omission to state his accounts before the 
royalists were ejected from the university 
might have been prejudicial to his interests. 
The junior fellows of King’s College received 
the sum of 501. to he expended in making 
walks for their recreation, and money was 
left for the augmentation of poor vicarages. 

[La Neve’s Fasti, i. 362-3, where Oley is called 
Hoyolt, iii. 81, 023, 037; Todd’s Table of T. 
Jackson’s Writings (1838), p.iii; Walton's Lives, 
ed. Zouch (1807), pp. 320-1; Luptou’s Wake¬ 
field School; Buntham's Ely, p. 279 j Hearno's 
T.Caii Vindicire, li. 690-2; Letters from the Bod¬ 
leian Library, ii. 80-81; Wulkor's Sufferings of 
the Clergy, ii. 141-42; Notes and Queries, 2nd 
eer. ii. 170; Clergyman’s Instructor, 1824, pp. 
6-17; Konnet’s Case of Impropriations, pp. 288— 
290; Brit. Mua. Addit. MS. 21489, pp. 472- 
474; Farrar and his Friends (1892), pp. 223, 
271—2; Life of J. Bar wick, pp, 111-12 ; Baker’s 
St. John’s Coll.Oambr., ed. Mayor,i. 219, ii. 032, 
047; information from Rev. l)r. Atkinson, Clare 
College. A chapter on Oley, 1 his life, letters, 
benefactions, and will,' is in the History of Groat 
Granadan, now being published by its vicar, the 
Rev, A. J. Edmonds ; and among the illustrations 
is a view of 1 Barnabas Oley's Almshouses,' Oley 
is introduced into the lust chapter of Short house's 
romance of' John Inglesant,'] W. P. 0. 

OLIFAKD, Sir WILLIAM (d. 1329). 
fSee Oliphant, Sjr William.] 

OLIPHANT, CAROLINA (1780-1815), 
song and ballad writer, [See Nairne, Ca¬ 
rolina, Baroness Nairne.] 


OLIPHANT, FRANCIS WILSON 
(1818-1859), painter and designer of stained 
glass, son of Thomas Oliphant, Edinburgh, 
of an ancient but fallen iamily in Fife, was 
born on 31 Aug. 1818 at Newcastle-on-Tyne, 
during the temporary residence of his parents 
there. He was trained 03 an aitist at the 
Edinburgh Academy of Art. In early life 
the revival of Gothic style and ornament 
led him to make a profound study of ec¬ 
clesiastical art, and while still very young 
he attained considerable reputation as a 
designer of painted glass in the works of 
Mes»rs, Wailes of Newcastle-on-Tyne. He 
afterwards removed to London, and worked 
much with Welby Pugin, especially upon 
the painted windows in the new Houses of 
Parliament. He also sent in a cartoon to 
the competition for the decoration of West¬ 
minster Hall, which was not successful. 
During this period Oliphant exhibited seve¬ 
ral pictures in the Royal Academy, the chief 
being a large Shakespearean study of the 
interview between Richard II and John of 
Gaunt, and a striking picture of the Prodi¬ 
gal Son ‘Nearing Home.’ In 1852 he mar¬ 
ried his cousin, Margaret Oliphant Wilson, 
who was beginning to be known as a writer, 
and smeo achieved a wide reputation in 
many departments ol' literature [see Supple¬ 
ment]. His latter years were occupied with 
an energetic attempt to improve the art 
of painted glass by superintending the pro¬ 
cesses of execution as well as the design, 
in the course of which he produced the win¬ 
dows in the ante-chapel of King’s College, 
Cambridge, those in the chancel of Ayles¬ 
bury Church, and several in Ely Cathedral. 
The famous choristers’ window at Ely was 
the joint work of Oliphant and William 
Dyco, R.A., the former being responsible for 
the original design. This work, however, 
was interrupted by ill-health, which obliged 
him to seek a warmer climate. He died at 
Roms in October 1859, chiefly from the 
effects of overwork. He had published in 
I860 a small treatise entitled ‘ A Plea for 
Painted Glass.’ 

Oliphant had two sons, both of whom died 
in early manhood after making some pro¬ 
mising efforts in literature. The elder son, 
Cyril Francis Oliphant (1858-1890), who 
graduated B.A. at Balliol College, Oxford, in 
1883, published in 1890, in the series known 
as ‘ Foreign Classics/a biography and criticism 
of the work of Alfred ds Musset, which was 
notable for some well-rendered translations 
from the French. The younger son, Francis 
Romano Oliphant (1869-1894),born at Rome 
after his father’s death, graduated B.A. at 
Oxfordin 1883. Heissuedinl891‘Nolesof 



Oliphant 1024 Oliphant 


a Pilgrimage to Jerusalem and the Holy 
Land, 1 which originally appeared in the form 
of letters addressed to the 1 Spectator,’ lie 
was a frequent contributor to that and other 
periodicals, and largely aided his mother in 
the preparation of her 'Victorian Age of Lite¬ 
rature f (1802). 

[Private information.] 

OLIPHANT, JAMES (1734-1818'),Scot¬ 
tish divine, second son of William Oliphant 
of Stirling, was born in Stirling in 1734. 
He matriculated at the university of Glns- 

f ow in 1703, and graduated M.A. in 1766. 
n 1767 Oliphant entered as a divinity stu¬ 
dent, and attended for four sessions the 
classes in the hall of the secession church 
at Glasgow. He left that body, howevov, 
owing to a differenco with some of the pro¬ 
fessors, and joined the communion of tko 
church of Scotland. After receiving his 
license in 1760 from the presbytery of Kin- 
tyre, he officiated for a time in the Qorbals 
Ohurch, Glasgow, from which ho was pro¬ 
moted in 1704 to he minister of the chopul- 
of-ease in Kilmarnock. Oliphant, who hud 
a strong and sonorous voioo, was afterwards 
lampooned by Robert Burns—who, before 
he was fiftoen, had heard him preach—in the 
second stanza of his poom entitled ‘ The Or¬ 
dination : ’— 

Oaist Common Sense, that imp of hell, 
Oam' in wi' Maggie Lauder ; 

But Oliphant aft mado lior yell, 

An' Russell sair misca'd hor. 

(Russell was Oliplnuit’s successor in Kilmar¬ 
nock.) Oliphant’s ultra-Calvinistie views 
excited not only the satire of Bums, hut the 
more earnest hostility of the Arminian clergy, 
lie ministered in Kilmarnock for olovcu 


27 April 1784, to Janet, daughter of HunT 
phroy Colqahoun of Barnhill, who died m 

27 June 1806, leaving three daughters ir» r 
garet, Janet (who married Robert Hart" 
merchant in Glasgow), and Anne (who mar' 
ried the Rev. William Taylor, minister of tha 
associate burgher congregation, Levenside) 
Oliphant was a ‘ sound aud racy theolo¬ 
gian, and an interesting and highly accom 

E lishod preacher.’ ‘There was a vein 0 f 
umour which pervaded his mind, and oc¬ 
casionally burst forth in the pulpit in some 
striking, homely, or quaint remark’ (Bio¬ 
graphical Notices, by Jr. W. Taylor, 1852). 

lie was the author of two small pamphlets 
which had an immense popularity in their 
day: 1. ‘ Tho Mother’s Catechism,doctrinal 
and historical, designed for the school and 
family; and enlarg ed for the benefit of younu 
communicants,’ 12mo, Glasgow, 1772, (ff 
tins work more thun twenty editions were 
published before and afler his death. 2. ‘A 
Sacromental (JnLochism, designed for com¬ 
municants old and young ... to which is 
subjoined an abstract of that solemn mode 
of public admission to the Lord’s Table 
which has been practised in the parish of 
Kilmarnock,’ 12mo, Glasgow, 1770. This 
has also run through numerous editions. 
Oliphant also wroto the history of the parish 
of Dumbarton for Sir John Sinclair’s 1 Statis¬ 
tical Account of Scotland,’ 1792. 

[Presbytery Register of Dumbarton; tomb¬ 
stone in Dumbarton oburchyaril; McKay’s His¬ 
tory of Kilmarnoolc; Scot’s Fasti, pt. iii.; Irv¬ 
ing’s Book of Dumbartonshire; Taylor’s Life of 
liov. William Taylor; Cleland’s Annals, vol. i.; 
matriculation album of Glasgow University; Dr, 
Charlos Rogers's Boole of Robert Burns.] 

G. S-h. 


ears, and in 1773, at the request of tho in- 
abitants of Dumbarton, he was presontod 
by the town council with the charge of tho 
pariah church in that town. To check the 
spread of the Arminian heresy, which was 
causing no little excitement in Scotland at 
the time, Oliphant compiled a little cate¬ 
chism for tho use of schools and young com¬ 
municant s. In order to annoy him, his op¬ 
ponents in Kilmnrnook—tho moderates, as 
they were termed—employed a man to walk 
the streets of Dumbarton, proclaiming as he 
went * the whole works of tho Rev. James 
Oliphant, presentee to this parish, for tho 
small cliargo of two pence.’ Oliphant lost 
his sight shortly before his death, which 
took place on 10 April 1818. lie was twice 
married: first to Elizabeth Hay, on 27 Nov. 
1764 (she died on 29 March 1780, leaving 
a daughter Chariot to, who married Captain 
David Denny of Glasgow); secondly, on 


OLIPHANT, Silt LAURENCE, of Aber- 
dalgio, first Bakon Olikiaht id . 1500 P), 
was tho oldest son of Sir John Oliphant of 
Aberdalgie ( d . 1446), by Isabel, daughter of 
"Walter Ogilvy of Auchlerhouse, and sister 
of Alexander Ogilvy, second baron Ogilvy 
of luverqukarity [q. v.] In his youth he 
went to Francs to study the art of war, 
and subsequently travelled in Italy and else¬ 
where. He was created a peer some time be¬ 
fore SO Oct. 1468, when lus name so appears 
as witness to o charter; and under tho title 
of Lord Oliphant he sat in the parliament 
of 14 Oct. 1467. IIo had a charter of the 
barony of Owres. Kincardineshire, from his 
maternal grandfather, Walter Ogilvy, on 
7 Nov. 1468 {Reg. Mag. Sig.Scotl. 1424-1618, 
entry 966). Inl470ho hal4,tho office of sheriff 
of Perthshire (Exchequer Molls of Scotland, 
viii. 36). On 24 July 1474 the Marchmond 
herald was sent with lettors to him and the 
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Earl of Buchan to 1 si lunch their gathering second lord, in 1310, and was one of the 
for the court of Foifar ’ ( Accounts oj theJLord Scottish nobles taken prisoner at the rout of 
High Treasurer of Gotland , p. 31), and on j Solway Mo'-s on25 Nov. \oi'2(l)iurmUf Oc- 
28 Aug. to summon them for their gathering cut rents, p. 25), his capture? being Buck's 
(it.) The gathering seem-, to have resulted servant (Hamilton Papers, ed Bain, i. 326). 
in bloodshed, for in September Oliphant was He reached Newark on 16 Dec., he end 
summoned to answer for the slaughter of J other prisoners being then so 1 crazed’by the 
Thom of Preston (ib.) _ _ ' hardships of their march that tlieir subse- 

Uliphant was one of a commission named quent journey to London was a little delayed 
on 30 Aug. 1184 to negotiate a marriage (ib. p. 336). The annual value of his laudB 
between James, duke of Rothesay, heir-ap- was then e-timated at two thousand merits 
nun at of the Scottish throne, and Lady Scots, or five hundred merks sterling, and 
Anne do la Pole, daughter of John, duke of the value of his goods at four thousand 
Shellield, and nieoo of Richard III of Eng- marks Scots (State Papers, Henry VIII, v. 
land (Cal. Documents relating to Scotland, 233). He remained in England m the ous- 
1367-1500, ontiy 1601), and also to treat tody of Sir Thomas Lee, knt., but on 1 July 
for a peace anil alliance with England (ib. 1648 was allowed to be ransomed for eight 
entry 1602). Of the treaty, concluded at hundred merks sterling, on condition that, 
Nottingham on 12 Sept, (ib.), he was one of along with other captive .Scottish nobles,he 
the conservators (ib. entry 1605). He sat should acknowledge Henry VIII as lord- 
in the first parliament of James IV ou 6 Oct. , superior, should co-oporate in procuring him 
1488, when ho was chosen a lord of the the government of Scotland, and should 
articles for the barons. lie was also sworn exert his influence to get the infant Queen 
a privy councillor, and in 1490 constituted a Mary delivered to Henry, to he brought up 
justiciary within hie own bounds and those in England. On obtaining Ins liberty he, 
of Strathbnird. lie sided with the king however, made no attempt to fulfil these 
during the rebellion of 1189, and, while the pledges, and be declined to enter himself a 
king was crushing the rising ill the west, prisoner in Engl md in August for mnlting 
sent information to him of the movements of his bond and ] romise for the payment of 
of the rebel nobles in the north (Accounts the ransom. When Lord Iluntly began a 
if the Lord High Treasurer, p. 129). On reformation of religion in his territories, 
26 Feb. 1190-1 he had a safe-conduct to Lord Oliphant, in Februnry 1530, at a meet- 
Englund for six months (Cal. Documents ing at Aberdeen, promised to do as Huntly 
relating to Scotland,, 1337-1509, entry 1600); advised (Cat. State Papers, For. Ser. 1569- 
andon 14 June lie received a safe-conduct 1600, entry 710); but it is doubtful if he 
and protection for a year from Henry VII ever joined against the queen-downger (ib, 
as ambassador to Charles, king of France, 15G0-1, entry 172). He died on 26 March 
and the kin<r and queen of Castile, Aragon, 1568, By Margaret, eldest daughter of 
and Sicily (i6. untry 1674). In 1491 lie was James Sandilands of Cruvie, he had three 
bailie of Metliven (Exchequer (Rolls of Scot- sonB and four daughters. The sons were: 
land, v. 287), and in 1193 and subsequent Laurence, fourth baron Oliphant [q. v.J; 
years he was keeper of Edinburgh Castle Peter, ancestor of the Olinhantsof Langton; 
(ib. pp. 388, 460, 505). He was one of the and William. The daughters were: Cathe- 
lords chosen by the king to the session of rine, married first to Sir Alexander Oliphaut 
14 Oct. 1495. He died about 1600. By his of Eellie, and secondly to George Duudns of 
wife, Lady Isabel Hay, youngest daughter Dundns j Margaret, married first to William 
of William, first earl of Errol, he had three Murray of Aberrairny, and secondly to 
sons: John, second lord Oliphaut (d. 1616); James Olepbnne of Carslogio; Jeon, to \Vil- 
Williatn of Berriedale, Caithness (acquired liam Moncriefte of Moncrieffe; and Lilias, 
through marriage with Christian, heiress to Robert Lundie of Ealgonie. 
of Alexander Sutherland of Duffus); and [Diurnal of Occurrents (Bannatjne Club); 
George. Sadism's State Papers; State Papers, Hen. VIII; 

[Authorities mentioned in the text; Douglas’s Ho milton Papers; Anderson's OliplntDts in Scot- 
Seottish Peerage, ed Wood, ii. 332-3.] laud, 1879, pp. xixvii-il; Dougins’-. Scottish 

T. F, II. Peer,me, ed. Wood, ii. 333-4.] T. P. H. 

OLIPHANT, LAURENCE,third Banos' OLIPHANT,LAURENCE,fourthBxnoir 
OurnA.Ni id. 1366), was the son of Colin, Oliphant (1629-1593), eldest son of Lau- 
master of Oliphant (killed at the battle of rence, third baron Oliphant, by Margaret San- 
Flodden in»1613), by Lady Elizabeth Keith, dilands, was bom in 1629, In 1543 he was 
second daughter of William, third earl Ma- sent to England as a hostage for his father, 
rischal, He succeeded his grandfather John, After the Burnley marriage he, while master 
VOL. xiv. 3 v 
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of Oliphant, sat as an ext inordinary member pliant attended tbe meeting of the rariiT 
of the privy council in August 1605 (JJec/. meat in 1 he castle of Stirling on 10 j u i' 
P. (J. Scotl. i. 547). In i 666 certain persons 1678, presided over by the king (Moysie 
accused of slaughter and other crimes took Memoir*, p. 12). In November 1680 he 
possession of his house of Eerrydnla, -which was charged 1 o answer before the council for 
they garrisoned and held; but on 18 April an attack on Lord Rutliven (i‘4. p,28 . 

1600 they were ordered by the council to James the Sett, p. 100), and on 7 Dec. cau- 
give it up to him within twenty-four hours tion was given for him in 1,000/. that he 
under pain of being treated as rebels (tS. pp. would on tho 9th outer into ward in the 
447-8). He succeeded his father on20 March cnstlo of Douno in Menteith (Peg. p. q 
of the same year, and was served heir on Scotl. iii. 836). Subsequently disputes" be^ 
2 May. Ho sat on the assize for the trial of twoonhimandtheEarlofCaillmessoccupied 
Bothwell for the murder of Darnley, signed tho frequent attention of the privy council 
the baud for Botliwell’s marriage to the (ib. iv. passim). Oliphant died at Caithness 
queen, and was one of tho nine temporal on 10.Tan. 1598, and was buried in the church 
lords present at the marriage. At the samo of Wick. By Lady Margaret Hay, second 

time as John Hamilton, archbishop of St. daughter of George, seventh earl of Errol ha 

Andrews, he was admitted a member of the had two sons and three daughters. The sons 
privy council (ib. p. 609). ne joinod the were: Laurence, master of Oliphant; and 
association on belialt of Mary at Hamilton John Oliphant. of Newlands. The daughters 
on 8 May 1668, and fought for her at Lang- were : Elizabeth, married to William, tenth 
side. On this account he was charged to earl of Angus; Jean, to Alexander Bruce of 
appear before the regent and lords of the Cultmalimlie; and Margnret, to Sir James 
privy council, and, failing to do so, was on Johnstone of Wosterlinll. 

2 Aug. 1608 denounced a rebel and put to Laurence, master of Oliphant (d. 1684P), 
the horn (ib. p. 083) ; but on 5 April 1669 he was concerned in the raid of Ruthven, and on 
signed a ‘ band for the king’ (ib. p. 064 ), and thisaocounlwas in March 1684charged,along 
on 16 Juno again appeared us a member of the with his brother-in-law, Robert Douglas, son 
privy council (ib. p. 670). lie was one of of William Dougins of Lochleven, to quit 
sixteen appointed by Queen Mary at Bolton the realm. They sot sail for .the continent, 
Castle on 6 March 1669 1 o act as advisers but never reached it. According to Calder- 
with Chatolherault, nuiilly, and Argyll in wood, 1 they perished by tho way, and were 
the critical circumstances of the kingdom nover bbbu again, they, nor ship, nor any be- 

g iABANOPr, Lettres de Marie Stuart,iu 271), longing t hereunto. The manner is uncertain, 
e attended the convention at Perth on hut the most common report was that, being 
31 July of the same year, and voted against invaded by Hollanders or Elusingew, and 
the queen’s divorce from Bothwell (die//. P. O. fighting valiantly, slew one of the principal 
Scotl. ii. 8). An attack on him and his ser- of their number, in rovenge whereof they 
vants on 18 July at the instance of the Earl wera all sunk, or, as olliors report, after they 
of Caithness was the subject of deliberation had rendered, Ihoy were hanged upon the 
by the privy council on 12 Oct. (ib. pp, 87- mast of tho ship’ (History, iv. 46). Another 
40) and 22 Nov. (ib. 67-8). report was that they had been made slaves 

AfterthedeathoftheregentMovayinJanu- by the Turks, and detained in captivity in 
ary 1670. Lord Oliphant mat the leaders of the town of Algiers on the coaBt of Bar- 
the queen’s party at Linlithgow, whore they bary ( Cal. Scottish State Papers, 1609-1608, 
bad a conference witli the French amhassa- pp. 431, 670). 

dor. nis name also appears among those [Beg. P. C. Scotl. vole, i.-iv.; Col, State 
who, in April 1670, subscribed a lotter to Papers, Se.otl. Sor. and For. Ser Eliz.; Notes 
Elizabeth, petitioning her to 1 enter into such and Queries, 7th sor, ix. 863; Hiet. James the 
candit ions witlitheQueen’sIlighnessin Scot- Soxt, and David Moysie’s Memoirs, both in tho 
land us may he honourable for all parties’ Bnnuatyno Club; Otilderwood’s History of the 
( Oat.dotwooh, ii. 660). lulligrow, in a letter Church in Scotland; Antlorson’s Oliphants in 
to Burghley in 1678, mentions 1 hat <iliphant 8oiit,land, 1879, p_p. xl-lxii; Douglas’s Scottish 
joined the anti-Marian party after Morton’s 1 00V ‘’S° (Wood), n. 834.) T. F. H. 

succession to the regency ( Cal. State Papers, OLIPHANT, LAURENCE (1601-1767), 

For. Ser, 1672-4, entry 761) ; hut he appears Laird of Gaslc, Jacobite, son of James 
to have joined before this, having attended Ogilvio, laird of Gaslc, by Janet, daughter 
a meeting of tho privy council at Leith in of the Rov. Anthony Murray of Woodend, 
May 1672, while tho regent Mar was still Perthshire,was born ml 091. The Gask branch 
alive ( Ttcg. P. C, Srotl. ii. 136). After the oT the Oliphants deseonded from William 
retirement of Morion from the regency, ()li- | Oliphant of Newlon,Perthshire,second eonof 
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Colin, master of Oliphant, slain at Flodden, 
The estate of flask came into the possession 
of the family in 1625. The family possessed 
strong royalist sympathies. At the rebel¬ 
lion of 1715 the laird of Gask sent his two 
sons to support the insurgents, Laurence re¬ 
ceiving a commission in Lord Hollo's regi¬ 
ment dated 2 Oct. 1715. He was present at 
the battle of Sherrifl'muir, and in January 
1716 he acted as one of the garrison’s adjutants 
during the short time that the Pretender re¬ 
mained at Scone. After the suppression of 
the rebellion he remained for some time in 
hiding, but subsequently he was permitted 
to return home unmolested. He succeeded 
his father as laird of Gask in 1732. On the 
arrival af the Chevalier in 1746, he joined 
him at Blair Athole. So indignant was he 
with his tenants for refusing to take up arms 
that he laid an inhibition on their cornfields 
(Ciiamdurs, History of the Rebellion, ed, 
1809, pp. 63-4); but the prince on arriving 
at Gaslt laughingly removed the inhibition. 
Laurence, eldest son of the laird of Gask, 
born 26 May 1724, acted as aide-de-camp 
of the prince at the battle of Prestonpans, 
and after the battle was sent by the prince 
to prevent the fugitive dragoons from taking 
refuge in Edinburgh. On hie way thither 
he slew ten of them, and took a pair of 
colours. When the prince set out for Eng¬ 
land, he sent the laird of Guslc back to Perth, 
to undertake, with Lord Strathnllan, the civil 
and military government of the north, the 
duties discharged by Gask being ohiefly those 
of treasurer. Both lather and eon were present 
at Falkirk and Culloden j and after the battle 
of Falkirk, when the prince’s troops, on ac¬ 
count of the slight resistance and rapid flight of 
the enemy, dreaded some ambuscade, young 
Gask and the eldest son of Lord Stratkallan 
went down together from the hill towards the 
town of Falkirk, in the guise of peusants, to 
obtain information (Home, History of the Re¬ 
bellion, p. 176). When the prince, after Oullo- 
den, declined further to continue the contest, 
the laird of Gask and his son fled eastward into 
Aberdeenshire, and, after remaining in hiding 
for about six months in the neighbourhood 
of the Dee, obtained, with other Jacobites, a 

S in a vessel which landed them in 
: on 10 Oot. 1746. Thence they 
passed south to France. The estates of Gask 
were seized by tke crown and sold, but in 
1768 they were purchased by some friends 
and presented to Uliphant. On the death of 
Charles, seventh lord Oliphant, on 19 April 
1748, Gask laid claim to the title, whioh, how¬ 
ever, was assumed by Charles Oliphant of 
Langton, who died on 8 June 1761, and in 
his will acknowledged the laird of Gask to 


be heir to the title. The peerage was also 
confirmed to him by the Prelender in 1760. 
He was permitted to return home in 1768, 
but the attainder was not reversed. He died 
early in 1767. Oliphant married Amalia Ann o 
Sophia, second daughter of William, second 
laid Nairne. His heir, Laurence, paternal 
grandfather of Carolina, lady Nairne [q. v.], 
the poetess, died on 1 Jan. 1702. 

[Hi&toneB of the Rebellion; Anderson’s Oli- 
phants in Scotland; Kington Olipbant’s Jacobite 
Lairds of Gask.] T. F. H. 

OLIPHANT, LAURENCE (1829-1888), 
author of ‘ Piccadilly,’ only child of (Sir) 
Anthony Oliphant (1793-1869), by his wife 
Maria, daughter of Colonel Campbell of the 
72nd highlanders, was bom at Capetown in 
1S29. Thomas Oliphant [q. v.], the musician, 
was his uncle. Ilia father, who was third son 
of Ebenezer Oliphant of Condie and New¬ 
ton, Perthshire, by Mary, daughter of Sir 
William Stirling of Ardoch,had been called 
to the bar at Lincoln’s Inn in 1821, and 
practised for a time in London as an equity 
draughtsman, but just before his son’s birth 
he was appointed attorney-general at the 
Cape. Laurence’s father and mother were 
both fervent evangelicals. The mother re¬ 
turned to Europe on account of her health, 
and took her son with her. He was sent 
to the school of a Mr. Parr at Durnford 
Manor, Salisbury. Ho spent part of his 
holidays with his mother at Condie, an an- 
costral home of the Oliphant family. His 
father was in 1880 made chief justice of 
Oeylon, and was knighted. Lady Oliphant 
rejoined him in Ceylon in 1841. Laurence 
was sent out in the winter of the same year, 
in charge of a private tutor, who continued 
to teach him in Ceylon; but his education 
was much interrupted. His father returned 
on two years’ leave about 1840, and spent the 
time in a continental tour. Laurence was 
allowed to accompany his parents instead of 
going to Cambridge, as had been intended. 
The family spent the winter of 1846-7 at 
Paris, travelled through Germany and the 
Tyrol during 1847, and at the end of the 
year crossed the Alps to Italy. Here young 
Oliphant was present at some of the popular 
disturbances in the beginning of 1848. He 
went with his parents to Greece, and then 
accompanied them to Ceylon, where he acted 
as his father’s private secretary, and was 
called to the colonial bar. At the age of 
twenty-two, he says, he had been engaged in 
twenty-three murder cases. In December 
1861 he was invited by Jung Bahadur, who 
had touched at Ceylon on a return voyage 
from England, to join a hunting excursion 
in Nepaul, After reaching Khatmandu he 
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returned to Ceylon. A. few months later he 
came to England with his mother, and at 
the end of 1851 bogan to keep terms at Lin¬ 
coln’s Inn. Besides studying law, he took 
on interest in various labours undertaken by 
Lord Shaftesbury and others among the Lon¬ 
don poor. In the spring of 1852 he puh- 
liehed on account of his tour in Nepaul, 
called 1 A Journey to Khatmnndu.’ lie re¬ 
solved to be called to the Scottish os well as 
the English bar, and began liis studies at 
Edinburgh in the summer of 1852. In Au¬ 
gust 1852 ho started with Mr. Oswald Smith 
for a visit to St. Petersburg, thenoe to Nijni- 
Novgorod, and ultimately to the Crimea. Ho 
published an account of part of the journey, 
< The Russian Shores of the Black Sea in the 
Autumn of 1862, and a Tour through the 
Country of the Don Cossacks,’ at the end of 
1868. Tho approach of the Crimean war 
gave special interest to thie hook, which soon 
reached a fourth edition. Lord Raglan ap¬ 
plied to him for information, and lie was 
engaged to wrile for the ‘Daily Nows.’ 
While keenly interested in this ho received an 
offer of an appointment from James Bruce, 
eighth earl ot Elgin Jq. v.l, then governor- 
general of Canada, with whose family Lady 
Oliphant was intimate. Oliphant acted as 
secretary to Lord Elgin during the negotia¬ 
tion at Washington of the reciprocity treaty 
with Canada. The treaty, ‘ floated through on 
champagne,’ was signed in June, and Oli¬ 
phant then accompanied Lord Elgin to 
Quebec. There he was soon appointed 
‘ superintendent of Indian affairs,’ and made 
a journey to Lake Superior and hack by the 
Mississippi and Chicago, described soon after¬ 
wards in ‘ Minnesota and the Par "West,’ 
1865. Dancing, travelling, and politicnl 
business filled up his time agreeably ; but on 
Lord Elgin’s retirement at the ana of 1864, 
he declined offers of an appointment under Sir 
Edmund Head, Elgin’s successor. Ho curna 
hack to England, whither his father had now 
finally returned. He put forward a plan 
suggosted by his previous journeys, which is 
described in a pamphlet called ‘Tho Trans- 
Caucasian Provinces the proper Field of 
Operation for a Christian Army,' 3856. He 
succeeded in obtaining from Lord Olarondon 
a recommendation to Lord Stratford do llod- 
cliffe. He wished to be sent as an envoy to 
Soliamyl, with a view to a diversion against 
the Russians. His father accompanied him to 
Const antinople. They found Lord St ratft>rd 
about to visit the Crimea, and accompanied 
him thither. Oliphant had a glimpse of the 
siege of Sebastopol; and, though he could 
not obtain an authorisation for Mb scheme, 
was invited by tho Duke of Newcastle to 


join him on a visit to tho Circassian coasts 
lie sailed at the end of August, and made" 
a short rush into the country, He after- 
wards joined tho force under Omar Pasha 
and was present at the battle of the logout 
The fall of Kars made the expedition fruit 
less; and after much suffering, and a conse¬ 
quent illness during the retreat, he returned 
to England at, the end of 1866. ‘ The Trans- 
Caucasian Campaign .. . underOmerPasha- 
a personal narrative,’ 1866, describes his ex¬ 
periences. He had been acting as correspon¬ 
dent, of the ‘ Times ’ during this expedition 
and in I860 he was invited by the editor, Dc- 
lane, to accompany him on a visit to the 
United States. He travelled through the 
Southern States to New Orleans, and there 
joined the filibuster Walker. His motive, he 
says, was partly the fun of the thing, and in 
some degree an offer of confiscated estates if 
the expedition Bhould succeed. The expedi¬ 
tion foil in with II.M.S. Cos9aek at the mouth 
of the St. Juan river. Her captain, Cockbum, 
camo on hoard, declared hie determination to 
prevent a fight, and carriod off Oliphant, who 
had admitted himself to he a British subject. 
Oliphant wns made welcome as a guest on 
hoard tho Cossack, and, nftor a few excur¬ 
sions, returned to England. An account of 
his first trip in tho Circassia, and of this 
adventure, is given in his ‘Patriots and 
Filibusters: Incidents of political and ex¬ 
ploratory Travel,’ 1800. 

In 1867 Oliphant Locarno private secretary 
to Lord Elgin on his visit to China. He went 
with Elgin to Calcutta when the outbreak 
of the mutiny mado it, necessary to change 
the destination of tho Chinese force. He 
then accompanied Elgin to Hongkong, was 
presout at tlio bombardment of Canton, and 
Jsolpod to storm Tientsin. He was em¬ 
ployed in several minor missions, and visited 
Japan with t he expedition. He published a 
‘Narrative of the Earl of Elgin’s Mission to 
China and Japan in the years 1867-8-9 ’in 
1860 ; translated into French in 1860, with 
on introductory letter from Guizot. His 
father, with whom lie was always upon the 
most affectionate terms, had died just before 
Ms return. Oliphant was without employ¬ 
ment for a time, hut in 1860 amused himseli 
by a visit to Italy, where he saw Oavour, 
and formed a plot with Garibaldi for break¬ 
ing up the ballot-boxes at Nice on occasion 
of the voto for annexation to France. He 
gave Ms view of tho value of a plebiscite in 
a pamphlet called ‘ Universal Suffrage and 
Napoleon the Third,’ 1860. Garibaldi's ex¬ 
pedition to Sicily broko up the Nice soheme, 
In 1861 Oliphant travelled in Montenegro 
and olsuwhere, and soon afterwords aocepted 
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an appointmont as first secretary of legation 
in Japan. He arrived at Yeddo at the end 
of June 1861. On the evening of 6 July a 
night attack was made on the embassy. 
Oliphant rushed out with a hunting-whip, 
andwas attacked bv a Japanese with a heavy 
two-handed sword. A beam, invisible in 
the darkness, interfered with the blows, but 
Oliphant was severely wounded, and sent on 
hoard ship to recover, He had to return to 
England after a visit to the Corea, where he 
discovered a Russian force occupying a re¬ 
tired bay, and obtained their retirement. 

Visits to Corfu with the Prince of Wales, 
then on his way to Palestine, and after¬ 
wards to the Herzegovina and the Abruzzi, 
were his only occupations in 1862, He 
was now compelled by ‘family considera¬ 
tions’ to retire from the diplomatic service. 
Early in 1863 he ran over to look at the in- 
aurrection in Poland, and later in the year 
made another attempt, but was turned back. 
He then travelled in Moldavia, and went 
northwaide to see a little of the Schleswig- 
Holstein war. He was now disposed to 
sottle down. He had already once or twice 
canvassed the Stirling Burghs, and made 
himself popular with the electors. In 1864 
he joined Sir Algernon Borlliwielc and some 
other friends in starting a journal called ‘ The 
Owl,’ of which Thomas Onwhyn [q. v.] was 
the publisher. It was suggested at a dinner¬ 
party in fun, and was intended to he purtly 
a mystification, supported by an affected 
knowledge of profound political secrets. Sir 
Algernon Borthwick undertook to print it, 
and it caused much amusement to the 
initiated. Oliphant contributed only to the 
first ten numbers, retiring when it was taken 
up more seriously. In the following year 
he published ‘Piccadilly: a Fragment of 
Contemporary Biography,’ in ‘Blackwood’s 
Magazine ’ (republished, with illustrations by 
E. Doyle, in 1870). 

In 1866 Oliphant was returned at the 
general election for the Stirling Burghs. He 
did little in parliament, and was not much 
edified, it appears, by the manmuvres which 
attended the passage of the Reform Bill of 
1867. A singular change now took place in 
his life, nis rambling and adventurous 
career had given him much experience, but 
had not made up for a desultory education. 
He loved excil ement, was a universal favourito 
in society, and had had flirtations in every 
quarter of the globe. He was a clear-headed 
man of business, had Been the mysteries of 
official life, and’was a brilliant journalist. 
From his earliest years, however, ha had 
also strong religious impressions, and in his 
letters to his mother speculations uponkis own 


state of mind and the various phenomena 
of religions of all v arieties had alternated 
with sparkling descriptions of adventure and 
society. He had been interested successively 
in many of the books which reflect contem¬ 
porary movements of thought, He had read 
Theodore Parker, W. Smith’s ‘ Thorndale,' 
Maurice’s writings, and Morell’s 1 History of 
Philosophy.’ His want of intellectual ballast, 
however, left him at the mercy of any pre¬ 
tender to inspiration. His offioial and social 
experience had dispersed many illusions, and 
his‘Piccadilly,’ very brightly written, is not 
a novel proper, hut a satire directed against 
the various hypocrisies and corruptions of 
society. He had come, he sayB, to think that 
the world at large was a ‘lunatic asylum,’ 
a common opinion among persons not them¬ 
selves conspicuous for sanity. He mentions 
in it ‘ the greatest poet of the age, Thomas 
Labs Harris,’ author of‘The Great Republic: 
a Poem of the Sun.’ Ilarris is also typified 
in a mysterious prophet who meets the hero, 
and was, in fact, the head of a community in 
America. The creed appears to have been 
theusunl mixture of scraps of misunderstood 
philosophy and science, with peculiar views 
about ‘ physical sensations ’ caused by the life 
of Christ in man, and a theory that marriage 
should he a Platonic rotation. Oliphant 
had also some belief in‘spiritualism,’though 
he came to regard it as rather diabolical 
than divine. In 1867 he resigned his seat in 
parliament, and joined Harris’s community 
at Brocton, or ‘ Salem-on-Erie.’ Harris 
was in the habit of casting out devils and 
forming magnetic circles among his disciples. 
Oliphant became his spiritual slave. He 
was set to work on the farm, was ordered 
to drive teams and ‘cadge strawberries on 
the railway,’ and, after walking all day, was 
sent out at night to draw water ‘till his 
fingers were almost frost-bitten.’ He made 
over all his money to the community. Oli- 
phant’s mother also joined the community 
in 1868, and, though living at the someplace, 
was not allowed to hold any confidential 
communication with him. After going 
through this probation the disciples were to 
regenerate the world, and mother and son 
are said to have ‘found perfect peace and 
contentment.’ In 1870 Oliphant returned 
under Harris’s orders, and was supported by 
a small allowance. Ho roBumed ms former 
occupation by becoming ‘ Times ’ correspon¬ 
dent in the Franco-German war. He was 
with the French and afterwards with the 
German armies, and suddenly returned to 
America, in obedience, it is said, to a sign 
prescribed by Harris—namely, by a bullet 
grazing his hail 1 . He soon came back, how- 
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ever, and was again ‘Times’ correspondent 
at Paris towards the end of 1871. His 
mother was permitted to join him there. 
There he met Alice, daughter of Mr. Henry 
le Strange of Hunstanton, Norfolk, ana 
stepdaughter of Mr. "Wynne-Finch. All 
who know her speak of her singular fascina¬ 
tion. She was twenty-six, and she had been 
much admired in society, but shared some of 
Oliphant’s dissatisfaction with the world, 
She adopted his creed, and they were en¬ 
gaged at. the beginning of 1872, The con¬ 
sent, however, ofHarris was required, and the 
genuine' human sentiment ' was to be con¬ 
sidered as an ‘ abstract and spiritual passion,’ 
a text upon which Oliphant, discourses in 
letters quoted by his biographer. Her family 
were naturally displeasod at the pecuniary 
arrangements, as the ‘ whole of her properly 
was placed unreservedly in tliB hands’ of 
Harris (Life, p. 116). Oliphant appears (i/>. 
pp. 120-2) to have equivocated upon this 
occasion in a rather painful way, though the 
details are not very clear. Hi* was married 
in Juno 1872 at St, George’s, Hanoi or 
Square, though it would seem the relation 
was regulated in some way by tlio spiritual 
authorities (ib. p. 126). In 1873 Oliphant, 
with his wife and mother, returned to Broc- 
ton by IIarris's orders. The wi fo and mother 
were employed in menial offices. Oliphant 
himself was directed to tako part in various 
commercial enterprises for the benefit, appa¬ 
rently, of the community. ITe was in New 
York and Oanada, and occasionally sent over 
to England. In 1874 he joined the ‘ Direct 
United States Cable Company,’ and was 
‘ coaching a bill through tho Dominion Legis- 
lature.’ He learnt the secrets of commer¬ 
cial ‘ rings,’ and was kindly treated by tho 
great Jay Gould, upon whose mercy ho throw 
himself. In 1870 he contributed to ‘ Black¬ 
wood’s Magazine ’ the 1 Autobiography of a 
Joint-stock Company,’ revealing soma mys¬ 
teries of commercial juggleiy. lie is said 
'to have ehown much financial ability iu 
these transactions. 

Meanwhile Harris had migrated to Santa 
Ilosa, near San Francisco, and taken Mrs, 
Oliphant with him. In the beginning of 
1878 Oliphant went to San Francisco, to thu 
office of Mr. J. D, "Walker of San Rafuol, 
whose friendship he had won by an act of 
kindness. His purpose was to soe his wifo, 
but permission was refused, and he returned 
to Brooton. In the following autumn Mrs, 
Oliphant left Santa llosa, though still under 
Harris's rule, and supported nersulf for a 
time, first at "Vnllego and then at Donida, 
by hooping a school. Slio was warmly ap¬ 
preciated by tho Californians, and Mrs. 


Walker was able to see her occasionally 
It seems that about this time Harris had 
discovered not only that the marriage was 
not a marriage of ‘ counterparts,’ but that 
Oliphant had a spiritual * counterpart ’ m 
the other world; who inspired him with 
rhymed communications, and was therefore 
an obstacle to union with his earthly wife. 
Ills belief in these communications strikes 
his biographer as the 1 only sign of mental 
aberration 1 she ever noticed. Meanwhile 
Oliphant took up a scheme for colonising 
Palestine with Jews, and early in 1878 went 
to the East to examine the country, and en¬ 
deavour to obtain a concession from the 
Turkish government.. An account of his 
journey was given in ‘The Land of Gilead, 
with Excursions in tho Lebanon,' 1880. The 
attempt upon tho Turkish goverment failed 
and the sehomo broke down. Oliphant re^ 
turned to England, and there, in the early 
wint or of 1880, lie was rejoined by his wife. 
She had obtained Harris’s permission to re¬ 
turn by accepting ‘ irritating conditions on 
the freedom of their intercourse.’ They 
made, however, a journey to Egypt in the 
winter, described by him in ‘ The Land of 
Kkemi, up and down the Middle Nile,’ 
1882. An accidental difficulty at Cairo pre¬ 
vented them from formally making ovei; to 
Harris their right, in tho land at Brocton. 
In May 1881 Oliphant returned to America 
to see his mother, who was still at Brocton. 
He found her both ill and troubled by doubts 
ur to t he fl arris creed. They went to Santa 
llosa, where tho Bight of a‘valuable ring’ 
of Lady Oliphant’s upon the finger of one 
of Harris's household staggered their faith. 
Oliphant took liis mothor, m spite of orders 
from Harris, to a villago whore there was a 
woman with an infallible panacea. She 
tltoro diod, in tho presence of her son and 
tlioir kind friend Mrs. Walker. Oliphant 
himself now bocame seoptical as to the pro¬ 
phet's inspiration, and, with the help of Mr. 
Walker, recovered Ids land at Brooton by 
legal proeooclings. Harris and his disciples 
took a different view of fhoso transactions. 
IliBwire had received a lelogram from Santa 
Anna during his absenco requesting her sanc¬ 
tion to placing him in confinement. This 
appoars to linvo onded her allegiance to tha 
prophet. Oliphnnl was again in England in 
January 1882, and prepared the volume 
oallod ‘Traits and Travosties,’ 1882, consist¬ 
ing chiefly of reprints from ‘ Blackwood's 
Magazine.' Oliphant now took up the Pales¬ 
tine colonisation scheme. He travelled with 
his wife to Constuntinople in the summer of 
]882, and ROttled for somo time at Therapia, 
At tho end of the year they moved to Haifa 
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in the Bay of Acre, in the neighbourhood of 
various Jewish colonies. He wrote there his 
story ‘AltioraPeto,’ 1883, in the ‘Piccadilly 1 
style, the name being derived from a motto of 
his branch of the Oliphant family. At Haifa 
they collected a number of sympathisers, 
though, they did not form exactly a commu¬ 
nity. Oliphant, it seems, was now regarded 
as a ‘sort of hold of affairs at Brocton,’ 
which was no longer in connection with 
Harris. Visitors from Brocton, as well as 
natives and Jewish immigrants, gathered 
around them. They built a small house at 
Dalieh in the neighbourhood, and endea¬ 
voured to carry out their ideal of life. They 
gave expositions of their views to various 
inquirers, and were not converted to ‘ Eso¬ 
teric Buddhism.’ A strange book, called 
‘ Sympneumata,’ was written by them in 
concert and, as they thought, by a kind of j 
common inspiration. Some who had sym¬ 
pathised, however, were alienated ‘ in fear ’ 
and others ‘ in disgust.’ Olliers regarded it 
as harmless nonsense. Oliphant also wrote 
‘Massollam,’ 1886, which gives his final 
judgment of Harris. 

During a trip to the Lake of Tiberias, at j 
the end of 1880, ill's. Oliphant caught a 
fever, and died on 2 Jan. 1887. Oliphant 
believed that she soon came hack to him in 
spirit, and sent messages through him to her 
friends. Her presence was shown bv strange 
convulsive movements. He returned to Eng¬ 
land to carry out a tour which they had 
planned to take together. He was much 
broken, though he could still often talk with 
his old brightness. He wrote a scries of 
papers in ‘Blackwood,’ published in 1887 os 
1 Episodes in a Life of Adventure ; or Mots 
from a Rolling Stone,’ which describe his 
early career with great spirit. lie also 
published at Haifa a description of Pales¬ 
tine and ‘ Fashionable Philosophy,’ 1887, a 
collection of various stories. In 1887 he re¬ 
turned to Haifa, and wrote a pamphlet called 
‘The Star in the East’ for the benefit of 
Mahomniedans. It is said to have made one 
Arab convert, who was 1 not much credit to 
his leader.' He returned to England and 
finished his last book, ‘ Scientific Religion; 
or Evolutionary Forces now Active in Man,’ 
1888, It helped to bring about him a crowd 
of ‘spiritualists’ and people capable of mis¬ 
taking twaddle about the masculine-feminine 
principle for philosophy. He visited America 
in 1888, and returned with Miss Rosamond 
Dale Owen, daughter of Robert Dale Owen 
[q. vj, to whomjhe was monied at Malvern 
on 16 Aug. A few days later he was seized 
with a dangerous illness at the house of his 
old friends, the Walkers, at Surbiton. Thence 


he was moved to York House, Twickenham, 
to be the guest of his friend Sir Mount- 
stunrt Grant Duff. The illness was hopeless 
from the first, though he was flattered by 
hopes of a miraculous cure, He was still 
cheerful and even witty to the last, and died 
peacefully on 28 Dec. 1888. 

The charm of Oliphant’s alert and versa¬ 
tile intellect and sympathetic character was 
recognised by a wide circle of friends. It 
was felt not least by those who most re¬ 
gretted the strange religious developments 
which led to the waste of his powers and his 
enslavement to such a prophet as Harris. 
He was beloved for his boyish simplicity 
and the warmth of heart which appeared 
through all bis illusions. Suggestions of 
insanity were, of course, made, but appa¬ 
rently without definito reasons. Remark¬ 
able talents without thorough training have 
thrown many minds off their balance, and 
Oliphant’s case is only exceptional for the 
singular combination of two apparently in¬ 
consistent careers. Till his last years, at 
any rate, his religious mysticism did not 
disqualify him for being also a shrewd 
financier, a charming man of the world, and 
a brUliaut writer, nis works have bean 
mentioned above. He also contributed many 
articles to ‘ Blackwood's Magazine ’ and the 
‘ Times.’ 

[Memoir of the Life of Laurence Oliphant 
ana of Alice Oliphant, hie wife, by Margaret 
Oliphant W. Oliphant, 2 vols. 1891. Oliphant's 
writings give many details of his early travels 
and adventures. See also Permn.il Reminis¬ 
cences of L. Oliphant, by Louis Loesching 
(n.d.); and, for Borne account of the Brocton 
community from the other side, Brotherhood of 
the New Life: a letter from Thomas Lake 
Hurris, 1893, and the Brotherhood of the Now 
Life by Richard MacCuily, Glasgow, 1893, pp. 
148-61.] L. S. 

OLIPHANT, THOMAS (1799-1873), 
writer and musical composer, was bom 
26 Dec. 1799, at Condie, Sfemthearn, Perth¬ 
shire, in the house of his father, Ebenezer 
Oliphant; his mother was Mary, the third 
daughter of Sir William Stirling, hart., of 
Ardoch, Perthshire. After being educated 
at Winchester College and by private tutors, 
he became for a short time a member of 
the Stock Exchange, London, hut soon re¬ 
linquished commerce to devote himself to 
literature aud music. In 1830 he was ad¬ 
mitted a member of the Madrigal Society, 
of which he afterwards became honorary secre¬ 
tary, and, for the use of its members, he adapted 
English words to a considerable number 
of Italian madrigals, in some cases writing 
original verses, m others by merely trans- 
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lating. In 1831 lie took part in the chorus, 
ns n bass vocalist, in the great Handel 
festival held in Westminster Abbey, and in 
t lie same year p ublishcd, under t he pseudony m 
‘ Solomon Sackbut,’ 1 Commonts of a Chorus 
Singer at tho Koyal Musical Festival in 
Weatminstei Abbey,’ He also published in 
1836 ‘ A Brief Account of the Madrigal 
Society;’ in 1830, ‘A Short Account of 
Madrigals; ’ in 1837 ‘ La Musa Madrigaleaca,’ 
a volume containing the words of nearly 
four hundred ‘ madrigals, ballets, and 
roundelays, chiefly of the Elizabutlian age, 
with remarks and annotations,’ In 1837 lie 
composed the words and music of a madrigal, 
‘ Stay onoMoment, gentle Sires,’ which hepro- 
duced as the work ofan unknown seventeenth- 
century composer, Blasio Tomasi, and as such 
it was performed at the anniversary festival 
of the Madrigal Society. He wrote Eng¬ 
lish versions of Beethoven’s ‘ Fidelio ’ and the 
‘ Mount of OlivuB,’ and the words for nume¬ 
rous songs of llnttoii and other composers, 
By desiio of the directors of the Philhar¬ 
monic Sooioty he translated portions of 
'Wagner’s opera 1 Lohengrin,’ which wore 
performed by the society’s orchostra and 
chorus, the composer conducting, at the 
Hanover Squaro Booms in March 1866, 
He was engaged for some years in catalogu¬ 
ing the music iu the British Museum, and 
he occasionally lectured in public on musical 
subjocts. In 1871 he was elected president 
of the Madrigal Society. lie died unmarried, 
on 9 Alarch 1873, in Gro.it Marlborough 
Street, and in the following April his valu¬ 
able collection of ancient music was sold by 
Messrs. Puttick & Simpson. 

[Private knowledge.] W. H. 0. 

OLIPHANT or OLIFARD, Sin WIL¬ 
LIAM (d. 13:20), of Aberdalgie, Perthshire, 
was eldest son of Sir Walter Olifard, justiciar 
of Lothian under Alexander I. This ollieo 
was originally bestowed on his ancestor, 
David do Olifard, who, while a soldier in the 
army of King Stephen, rescued King David I 
of Scotland [q. v.J at the siege of Winchester 
Castle in 1141, and enabled him to ruacli 
Scotlond in safety. Sir William Oliphaut’s 
name first appears as witness to a charter of 
John, earl of Atholl, some time before 1290 
(Hist, MSS. Comm. Oth Hep. p. 1)90). Being 
taken prisoner at the capture of Dunbar 
Castle in 1200, after the defeat of tho Scots 
army by John do Wareune, earl of Surrey, 
he was on 16 May committed a prisoner to 
the castle of Devises, whore he remained till 
October 1297 ( Cal, DocwnenUrelating to Scot¬ 
land, 1272-1807, entry 963), and then only 
received lus release on condition of serving 


Edward I beyond seas, W bile at Sandwich 
previous to embarkation for Flushing ha 
and Edward de Bamsay were allowedly 
a day, and each of their squires 6 d. a dav 
(Stevenson’, Documents illustrative of the 
history of Scotland, ii. 40). Subsequently 
Oliphant returned to Scotland, and supported 
Wallace in his endeavour to uphold Scottish 
independence. On the capture of Stirling 
Castle from tho English in 1299, he was ei£ 
trusted with its detence by the governor Sir 
John Foulis. After a feeble attempt to’ bar 
the progress of Edward in 1304, Comyn [see 
CotiYN, John, the younger] gave in Ms sub¬ 
mission to Edward, and Stirling Castle re¬ 
mained the sole fortress in Scotland that had 
not surrendered to the English king. Oli- 
phant, on being eommandud to give it up, re¬ 
plied that, having received the custody of it 
from Sir John Foulis, he could not hand it 
over to Edward without forfeiting his oath 
and honour as a knight, but if permit! ed would 
inslantiy go to Franco to inquire of Sir John 
Foulis wliutworo hie commands, and if they 
countenanced surrender he would obey them. 
But Edward, according to Langloft, being 
then ‘ full grim,’ replied that he would agree 
to no such tonnB, and that Oliphant would 
retain the castle at his peril ( Chronicle, p, 
326). During tho siege all tho goods and 
chattels of OftpluuiL wore seized by Edward 
and bestowed on Gilbert Malherbe (Cal. 
Documents relating’ to Scotland, 1272-1307, 
ont ry 1617). The si ego continued for ninety 
daj s ( Chronicon Onlfridi Ic Baker, ed. Thomp¬ 
son, p. 2), and the reduct ion of the custle 
taxed all Edward’s ingenuity and resources. 
Thirt eon ‘ groat engynos ’ wore brought by 
him to bailor down its defences (Lanutokt, 
p. 326), tho leaden roof of the refectory of St. 
Andrews being molted down to supply leadon 
ballB for Ihoir use. The siege was under the 
immediate direction of Edward himself, who, 
in his eagerness to oiled tho fall of the castle, 
frequently exposed himself to imminent 
eril. For a long time the defenders held a 
ucided advantage, but ultimately, by the 
use of Greek Are and Iho construction of 
two immense machines for throwing stones 
and leaden balls, he made such breaches 
on thu inner walls, and so harassed the de¬ 
fenders, that Oliphant offered terms of sur¬ 
render. It is stated that he stipulated for 
the froudom of himself and the garrison, but 
that Edward ‘ boliod his troth ’ and broke 
through the conditions; for ‘William Oli¬ 
phant, the warden thereof, he threw bound 
into prison, and kept long Jime in thrall ’ 
( Joins’ 03 ? Loudoun, ed. Mkene, i. 386; 
Wyntoun, ed, Laing, ii. 362). The castle 
was surrendered on 24 July 1301 (Cal. 
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Documents relating to Scotland, 1272- 
1307, entry 1563), and Oliphant is mentioned 
os a prisoner in the Tower on 21 May 1305 
iib. entry 1608 j Sxe\bxm>k. Documents ilr 
lucrative of the History of Scotland, p. 11). 
From Michaelmas 1306 till Michaelmas 18d7 
the sum of 6 1. 20 A. was paid for his main¬ 
tenance by the sheriffs of London to the 
committee of the Tower (Col. Documents 
relating to Scotland, 1307-67, entry 36). 
On 24 May 1308 Edward II gave command 
to the constable of the Tower to liberate 
him on his giving surety for his good be¬ 
haviour (ib. entry 46). On his way to Scot¬ 
land ho came to Lincoln, and took out of 
prison foul' Scotsmen who had served under 
bun in Stirling Castle, who were to go with 
him on the king’s service into Scotland 
(Potitli Scotiee, i. 61). lie was in receipt of 
pay from the king of England in January 
1310-11 (Cal. Documints relating to Scot¬ 
land, 1307-67, entry 193), and he was ap- 
ointed by Edward governor of Perth, which 
eld out for six weeks against Robert Bruce. 
Ultimately it was captured by stratagem, 
Bruce, after retiring with his army for eight 
days, returning suddenly during the night, i 
and scaling the walls at the head of his troops. 
The town was token on 8 Jun. 1811-12, 
when Oliphant was sent a prisoner to the 
"VV astern Isles (Chronicle of Lanercost, p. 
272). On 22 i’ch. 1311-12 the collectors of 
customs of wool and hides in Perth were re¬ 
quired to pay the whole of these to Oliphant, 
in satisfaction of the king of England’s 
debt to him (Cal. Documents relating to 
Scotland, 1307-57, entry 247). Oliphant 
obtained his freedom at least before 21 Oct. 
1313, when lie received protection on his 
setting oat for Scotland, and for his return 
to England (ib. entries 318, 839). On 
26 Bee. 1317ha received from Robert Bruce 
the lands of Newtyle and Nynprony, For¬ 
farshire, to he held in free barony; also, by 
subsequent charters, the lands of Muir- | 
house in the shirs of Edinburgh; and by 
charter at Scone, on 20 March 1326, the 
lands of Ochtertyre, Perthshire. He was J 
present at a great parliament held at Aber- 
brothwick in April 1320, and his seal is 
attached to the remonstrance then addressed 
to the pops asserting the independence of 
Scotland, He was also present at aparlioment 1 
held at Holyrood on 8 March 1326, He 
died in 1S29, and was buried at Aberdalgie, 
where the original monument to his memory 
is still in fair preservation, He left a son, j 
Sir Walter Oliptpmt of Aberdalgie, who 
married the Princess Elizabeth, youngest 
daughter of Robert Bruce. From, him the 
Lords Oliphant are descended, 


[Authorities mentioned in the text: Ander¬ 
son’s Oliphanta in Scotland, 1879, pp. xti-xzi.] 

T F H 

OLIPHANT, Sib WILLIAM, 'lom 
Newton (1651-1628), advocate, son of Wil¬ 
liam Oliphant of Newton, parish of For- 
gandenny, Perthshire, was admitted to the 
Scottish bar on 20 Oct. 1577. Five yearn 
later (14 Oct. 1682) he was appointed a 
justice-depute (Pitcaibn, i. 101), and in 
1604 he acted as advocate-depute for Sir 
Thomas Hamilton, king’s advocate. In the 
same vear a commission was chosen to dis¬ 
cuss the question of union with England, and 
Oliphant was added as one ‘best affected 
and fittest for that eirnnd ’ (Peg. of Privy 
Council, vii. 457). He was also a commis¬ 
sioner (1607) for reforming the teaching of 
grammar in schools, which had fallen into 
disrepute by the 1 curiositie of divers maisters 
. . . taking upon thaim efter thair fantesie 
to teacke such grammer as pleases them’ 
(Acts of Pari. iv. 374). His reputation at 
the bar meanwhile advanced; he appears in 
many of the leading cases (Pitcaibn j 1leg. 
of Pricy Council, passim). He was chosen, 
with Thomas Craig, to defend the six mi¬ 
nisters in January 1606; but lie gave up his 
brief on the eve of the trial, on the pica, 
us Bolmerino explained, that the lung’s 
promise of leniency, provided, they acknow¬ 
ledged thoir offence, did not justify their 
obstinacy (ib. vii. 478). He thereby won the 
king's favour, and was soon amply rewarded. 
In 1608 the council, in a letter to the king, 
named him first of four who were 1 the most 
learned and best experienced of tlieir pro¬ 
fession ’ ( Dmmylnc MSS. A. 2.89. No. 66). 

I In November 1010 he appears os a justice of 
the peace for Perthshire and the stewartries 
of Stratkeam and Menteilh (Peg. of Pricy 
Council, is. 78). 

He was elevated to the bench in January 
1611, in succession to Sir David Lindsay of 
Edzell, one of the lords-ordinary. There¬ 
upon the privy council wrote a long letter 
to the king, m which they declared how 
popular had bBeu the election of one ‘ whose 
bipast callage is and hes bene onlie force- 
able to hald him in your Majesteis remem- 
berance’ (ib. ix. 692). Next year (19 June) 
he was nominated in a royal lotter as king’s 
advocate, in succession to Hamilton, who 
had been appointed clerk of register. On 
0 July following he was admitted of the 

K council as lord-advocate, and was 
ted by the chancellor in conformity 
with a mandate from the king. He retained 
his seat on the bench (ib, k. 403). Parlia¬ 
ment ratified his appointment in October, 
and granted a pension of 1,0001. for life. 
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which the king had intimated to the council 
in a letter of 8 April 1011. 

He played a prominent part in the politi¬ 
cal stir of the closing years of James’s reign; 
the sederunts of the privy council show that 
he was present at almost evory meeting. 
In December 1612 he was one of a select 
commission of flvo for the settling of con¬ 
troversies between burgh and landward jus¬ 
tices of the peace (ib. ix. 003); in AugusL 
1613 a commissioner for the trial of llm 
jesuit Robert Philip, in December 1614 for 
the trial of Father John Ogilvie [q.v.], and 
in June 1610 for that of .James Moffat ; in 
December 1610 he was appointed a member 
of the reconstructed court of high commis¬ 
sion, and in May 1616 one of the committee 
to report on the book * God and the King,’ 
which James had determined to introduce 
into Scotland as he had done in England and 
Ireland. On 17 Dec. 1G10 Oliphant was 
elected a member of the financial committee 
of the council known as the commissioners 
for the king’s rents (ib. x. 676: B AIYFOUB, 
Annals, ii. 65). As king’s advocate lie ap- 
pears in all the great political trials, notably 
thoso of Gordon of Gichfc and Sir James 
Macdonald of Islay. IIo hod the care, too, 
of putting into force the now aots against 
the sale of tobacco and the carrying of hag- 
huts ; and the numerous prosecutions which 
he onrried out testify to liis activity. The 
parliament of 1021 ratified tho possession of 
the family lands to him and his sons James 
and William in fee (Acts of Pari. iv. 602). 
CharlesI's proclamation prohibiting tlio hold¬ 
ing of an ordinary soat in the court of ses¬ 
sion by officers of state and nobles compelled 
him to leave the bench (February 1026). He 
died on 1 (13 f ) April 1028, and was buried 
iu the Greyfriara’ churchyard at Edinburgh. 

To Oliphant is due the present procedure 
of examining witnesses in the hearing of 
the jury. Hitherto evidence had been t alcen 
by deposition, anil the duly of the jury had 
been to examine the indictment in tho light 
of this evidence. Tho change was effected 
iu the trial of one Liston, accused of the 
murder of a certain John Mayne (Pitoaimt). 

|Register of the Privy Countil of Scotland; 
Acts of Parliament of Scotland; Retours, Den- 
mylne MSS. in Advocates' Library, passim; 
Rrunlon and Haig's Senators of tho College of 
Justice; Pitcairn’s Criminal Trials, Anderson's 
Oliphantb in Scotland, 1879, p. 166.] G. G. S. 

OLIVER oif Malmesbury, otherwise 
known as Eilmer, Elmer, or iEinELMiEii 
(fl. 1066),astrologer andmechanician, a monk 
of Malmesbury,is said by William of Malmes¬ 
bury, who calls him Eilmer, a latinised 
form of the English name /Ethelmrer, to 


have been a man of learning. In his youth 
he attempted to follow the example of 
Dredalus, fitted wings on to his hands and 
feet, ascended a tower to get the help of 
the wind, threw himself off, and is said to 
have flown a furlong or more. Becoming 
frightened at the strength of the wind ho 
fell and broke his logs, and thenceforward 
was lame. . He attributed his failure to Us 
having omitted to provide himself with a 
tail, which would have steadied him in his 
llignt. He was advanced in years when, on 
24 April 1066, thero appeared the great 
comet, which, though seen with awe in 
every part of Europe, was held in England 
aud elsewhere to have been a presage of the 
Norman conquest (Freeman, Norman Con¬ 
quest, iii. 71, 72, G4C-00). On beholding it 
Eilmer cried ‘ Thou hast come, thou hast 
come, bringing sorrow to many mothers. 
Long ago have I seen thee, but now more 
terrible do I behold tliee, threatening the 
destruction of this country’ (Will.Malm. 
Oesia Negum, ii. c. 226). The story seems 
to linvo been popular. It is possible that 
(Jrdenc, writing independently of William of 
Malmesbury,refills l o Elinor's wordsfp. 492); 
Alberic of Trois Foutnines (an. 1068) took 
the slory from William of Malmesbury. It 
appears‘in the ‘ Speculum nistoriale’ of Vin¬ 
cent of Beauvais (d. 1204), and is given by 
ILigden in his ‘ Polychronicnn,’ where the 
monk of Malmesbury js . called Oliver, and 
tho story consequently is iu the two English 
translations of that work. Lastly, it was 
copied by John Nauclerus of Tubingen, 
who wrote his ‘Commentaries’ about 1600. 
Bale, in the 1619 edition of his ‘ Catalogue,' 
attributes to Oliver the authorship of the 
jEulogium Historinrum; ’ he corrects this 
strange mistake in the edition of 1667, where 
ho quotoB Capgrave as showing that the 
‘Eulogium’ was compiled in the reign of 
Edward III. lie says that Oliver was the 
author of three works: ‘ Aslrologorum dog¬ 
mata quredam,’ * De plunetarum signis,’ and 
‘ Du Goomautin,’ none of which are at pre¬ 
sent known to exist. 

[Will. Malm. Gosla Rognm, lib. ii. e. 226 (Rolls 
Sor.); Ordoi'ic, p, 492, ed. Duchesne; Vincent 
of Beauvais's Speculum Majus, IV, Spec. Hist, 
bk. 26, e, 36, f. 360 ; Higden’s Polycbronicon, 
vii. 222 (Rolls Sor.); John Nuuclerus’s Memo- 
lubilium Commontarii, f. 160; Bale's Oat. Illustr. 
SS. eont. ii. p. 108 (1667); Eulogium Hist. l. 
Prof, xxvii (Rolls Ser.); 1’roeinan’s Norm. Oooq 
iii. 72. Wright (Biogr. Brit. Lit. ii. 18), vhodid 
not know that Oliver of Malmesbury was the 
same with tho Eilmor of William of Malmes¬ 
bury's * Gcsto Rogum,’ Buys that Bale is the only 
authority &r Oliver’s oxistenoe.] W. H. 
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OLIVER (d. 1210), bastard son of King 
John, by a mistre-s named Hadwisa, who 
must be distinguished from Hadwisa of 
Gloucester, John’s first -wife, is mentioned, 
along with such men as Ilubert de Burgh, 
as a royalist champion during Louis’s attack 
upon England in alliance with the revolted 
English barons in the last year of John’sreign. 
The invaders, advancing onWinchester,found 
their progress barred (June 1216) ‘ by the 
great castle of the king, and that of the bishop, 
called Wolvesey,’ overlooking the city, in 
•which last was ‘ Oliviers, uns fils le roi de 
has, qui escuiers estoit.’ Later on (March 
1217), under Henry III, Oliver took part with 
Hubert de Burgh, in the defence of Dover 
against the French. A grant was made 
him of ‘ irnurn doliura vini,’ under date 8 Oet. 
1215, by the king at Canterbury. The ‘ Cas- 
tiam de Tonge’ was given him at Roches¬ 
ter on 10 Nov. of the same year, and this was 
confirmed by Henry III on 28 June 1217. 
The ' Mansio de Erdington’ was granted him 
on 17 July 1216, and the property of Hane- 
don or Hamedon on 14 March 1218, to hold 
‘until Eva de Tracy, who claims it, shaU 
have made satisfaction for the same with, 
sixty marks.’ 

Oliver left England in 1218 to join in the 
fifth crusade Early in October 1218 he 
arrived at Damietta with the legate Pelayo, 
Earl Ranulf of Chester, Earl William of 
Arundel, and Lord William of Harecourt 
(Matt. Pajiis). In the following year he 
died at Damietta, but -whether by disease or 
in battle is unknown. 

[Tournoi do Ham’s Histoire des Dues de Nor¬ 
mandie et tlos Rois cl’Angleterre, pp. 173, 
180; Clobe Rolls (Rotuli Littorarum Clau- 
barum), 1215, 1218, pp. 230 A, 234, 235 h, 208, 
277 b, 207, 299, 312 A, 322, 855 [edit, of 1833] ; 
Olirerus Scholasticus in Eccard’s Corpus Histo- 
ricum Medii TEvii col 1408, Histoiia Damia- 
Una, sub ann. 1218; James of Vitry’s Historia 
Orientalis, lib. iii. 6ub ann. 1218, in Gestn Dei 
per Francos; Mritth Paris. Ohron. Maj. 1218, 
Kolls ed. iii. 41. For Oliver's mother, Hadwisa, 
refer to Close Rolls, a,d 1217, p.326. Grant of 
2 Oct. from Lambeth mentions her, along with 
Eva de Tracy, as possessing Hamedon,] 

0. R. B. 

OLIVER, ANDREW (1706-1774), lieu¬ 
tenant-governor of Massachusetts, born in 
Boston, Massachusetts, on 28 March 1706, 
was son of Daniel Oliver, by Elizabeth, 
daughter of Andrew Belcher. His father, a 
member of the council, was a son of Captain 
Peter Oliver, afl eminent merchant, and 
grandson of Thomas Oliver, a surgeou and 
ruling elder of Boston Church, who arrived 
in Boston from London in 1682, Andrew 


graduated at Harwud in 1721 He was 
chosen a member of the general court and 
afterwards of the council. In 1748 he was 
sent with Governor Thomas Hutchinson as 
a commissioner to the Albany congress that 
met to conclude peace with tho heads of the 
Six Nations, and arrange a rectification oi 
the frontier. In 1756 he wub appointed 
secretary of the province. When the British 
parliament passed the Stamp Act he ac¬ 
cepted the office of distributor of stamps, 
and in consequence nearly lost his seat on 
the council. On 14 Aug. 1765 he was hanged 
in effigy between figures of Lord Bute and 
George Grenville, on the large elm called the 
‘ liberty tree.’ In the evening the mob, with 
ones of 1 Liberty, property, and no stamps ! ’ 
demolished the structure that was building 
for a stamp-office. The next morning Oliver 
signed a public pledge that he would not 
act as stamp-olHcer. 

A few months later it was rumoured that 
Oliver intended to enforce the Stamp Act, 
and on the day of the opening of parliament 
the ‘ Sons of Liberty ’ compelled him to 
march to the tree and there renew his pro¬ 
mise in a speech, and take oath before a 
justice of the peace, Richard Dana, ‘ that he 
would never, directly or indirectly, take 
measures for the collection of the stamp- 
duty.’ In October 1770 he was appointed 
lieutenant-governor. Greatly to his annoy¬ 
ance, some letters which he had written to 
Thomas Whateley, one of the secretaries of 
the treasury, in 1768 and 1769, fell into 
Benjamin Franklin's hands soon after Whate¬ 
ley's death, and were laid before the assembly 
in 1772, The worst possible construction 
was put upon them, and Oliver’s removal 
demanded. 

Oliver died at Boston on S March 1774. 
His remains were followed to the grave by 
a howling mob, and in the evening a coffin, 
rope, ana gallows were exhibited in tho 
window of one of the public offices. Oliver 
married first on 20 Jane 1728 Mary (d. 1782), 
daughter of Thomas Fitcli, by whom he had 
two sous and a daughter, and secondly, on 
6 July 1783, Mary (d. 1773), daughter of 
William Sanford, sister of Governor Thomas 
Hutchinson’s wife, by whom he had seven 
sons and seven daughters. Two of Ms sons, 
Andrew (1781-1799) and William Sanford 
(1748-1818), were prominent on the royalist 
side during the revolution. 

A photograph of his portrait by Copley is 
in Thomas Hutchinsorns ‘Diary.’ 

S Whitmore’s Descendants of W. Hutchinson 
. T. Oliver, 1886; Diary and Letters of 
Thomas Hutchinson, ed. P, O. Hutchinson ; 
Appleton’s Oyelop. of Amer. Biogr,] G. Q-. 
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OLIVER, ARCHER JAMES (1774- 
1843), portrait-painter and associate of tlie 
Royal Academy, was born in 1774. In 1791 
he exhibited a portrait of himself at the 
Royal Academy, and in 1793 was admitted 
.1 student in the schools of that institution. 
He was a regular exhibitor at the Royal 
Academy and the British Institution for fifty 
years, his chief work being portraits, though 
he occasionally painted small domestio sub¬ 
jects or still-life. At one lime Oliver bad a 
large and fashionable practice as a portrait- 
pointer, with a studio in New Bona Street. 
He was elected an associate of the Royal 
Academy in 1807. Latterly his practice fell 
off, and he was appointed curator of the paint¬ 
ing school of the Royal Academy. Towards 
the end of his life his health failed, and he 
was supported to a great extent out of the 
Academy funds. Oliver died in 1842. 

[Redgrave’sDiet, of Artists; Graves’sDicL. of 
Artists, 1700-1880 , Sandby’s Hist. of tho Royul 
Academy; Royal Academy Catalogues.] L. 0. 

OLIVER, GEORGE, D.D. (1781-1861), 
catholic divine and historian of Exeter, was 
bom at Newington, Surrey, on 9 Feb. 1781, 
and was educated, first at Sedgley Park, Staf¬ 
fordshire, and afterwards at Stonyliurst Col¬ 
lege, where he taught humanities for five 
years. From an early ago he was devoted 
to tho study of antiquities, and while at 
Stonyliurst he rode with John Milner, after¬ 
wards bishop of Castabala, to explore the 
abbey of Whatley (Htjsdnbutii, Life of Mil¬ 
ner, p. 121). During the eleven years that he 
spent at Stonyliurst, Father Charles Plowden 
was his spiritual director, and took much 
interest in the progress of his literary studies 
(OuniB, Jesuit Collections, p. 168). ne was 
promoted to holy orders at Durham by Dr. 
Gibson, bishop of Acanthus, in May 1806. 
In October 1807 he was sent to the ancient 
mission of the Society of Jesus at St. Ni¬ 
cholas, Exeter, as successor to Father Tho¬ 
mas Lewis (Western Antiquary, iv. 42). 
This mission he served for forty-four years, 
retiring from active duty on 6 Oot. 1851. 
lie continued, however, to reside in the 
priory, and occupied the same room till the 
day of liis death. During the whole of his 
career he enjoyed the regard of members of 
his own faith, and was highly esteemed by 
his fellow-citizens of all denominations. 

Oliver was nearly the last survivor of a 
number of catholic priests, pupilB of tho Eng¬ 
lish jesuits, who, though never entering the 
society, always remained in the service of the 
English province, and subject to its superiors 
(Folux, Hecords, vii, 859), On 80 March 1 
1848 he wus elected an honorary member of t 


the Historical Society of Boston, U.S. and 
on 16 SBpt. 1844 he was created D.D bv 
Pope Gregory XVI. On thB erection of the 
canonical chapters in 1852, after the restora- 
I tion of the hierarchy by Pope Pius IX 
; Oliver was appointed provost of the chapter 
of Plymouth, which dignity he resigned in 
j 1857. He died at St. Nicholas Priorv 
Exeter, on 28 March 1861, and was buried 
1 on 2 April near the high altar in his chapel. 

Oliver’s numerous worlrs relate principally 
to the county of Devon, and are standard 
authorities. The titles of his chief publica¬ 
tions are: 1 . ‘Historic Collections relating 
to the Monasteries in Devon,’ Exeter, 1820 
8 vo. 2 . 1 The History of Exeter,’ Exeter, 1821* 
8 vo ; 2nd edit. Exeter, 1801, 8 vo. In some 
respects the first edition is more useful than 
the second. An index to the second edition, 
privately printed in 1884, was compiled bv 
J. S. Attwood. 8 , A translation of Father 
John Gerard’s Latin ‘ Autobiography’ from 
the manuscript at Stonyliurst Oollem; 
printed in fourteen Numbers of the ‘ Catholic 
Spectator,’ 1823-6. 4. ‘ Ecclesiastical An¬ 
tiquities of Devon, being Observations on 
many Churches in Devonshire, originallj 
published in the “ Exeter and Plymouth Ga¬ 
zette,’’with a Letter on the Preservation and 
Restoration of our Churches,’ Exeter, 1828, 
12 mo; written in conjunction with the 
Rev. John Pilce Jones of North Bovey,who, 
however, only contributed the introduction 
and the descriptions of twelve churches. 
5 . 1 Ecclesiastical Antiquities in Devon, being 
Observations on several Churches in Devon¬ 
shire, with some Memoranda for the His¬ 
tory of Cornwall,’ 3 vols., Exeter, 1889-40- 
1842, 8 vo. Although professedly a second 
edition of the former work, it possesses claims 
to be considered au entirely new one. The 
introduction is the only contribution of the 
Rev. J. P. Jones that was retained. An ex¬ 
tended edition was sent to the press, and 
partly printod, but never published. It was 
intended to contain a complete list, arranged 
in alphabetical order, of all the churches de- 
soribed by Oliver, many of which had not 
appeared in the previous* editions. 6 . ‘ Olif- 
fordiana,’ privately 311 'iuted, Exeter [1828], 
12 mo, containing a detailed account of the 
Clifford family, three funeral addresses, and 
a descriptivo list of the pictures at Ug- 
brooke Park. The author made collections 
for au enlarged edition of this work. These 
were probably utilised in a series of thirteen 
articles on the ‘Cliffords of Devonshire’ that 
appeared in the 1 Exeter Mying Post ’ be¬ 
tween 1 June and 29 Sept, 1867. 7. ‘ Memoir 
of the Lord Treasurer Clifford,’ London 
[1828P], 8 vo, reprinted from the ‘ Catholic 
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Spectator;' the article was subsequently 
rewritten, and appeared in the * Exeter Fly- 
jug Post,’ 22 and 20 June 1857 , 8. * Col¬ 

lections towards illustrating thB Biography 
of the Scotch, English, and Irish Members of 
the Society of Jesus,’ Exeter, 1888, 8vo; a 
second edition, limited to 250 copies, Lon¬ 
don, 1846, 8vo, These valuable biographical 
notices appeared originally in the ‘London 
and Dublin Weekly Orthodox Journal, 1 vols. 
ji.-iv. (1886-7). An interleaved copy of the 
work, with numerous corrections and addi¬ 
tional notes byOanon Tiemev, and notes and 
transcripts byW. B.Turnbull,is in the posses¬ 
sion of the Bishop of Southwark (Boisn and 
OoirrcrifEX, Bibl. Comub. p, 410). 9.' Merrve 
Englaunde; or the Goldens Daies of Goode 
QueeneBesse’ (anon.), London, 1811,12mo. 
This first appeared as a serial story in ths 
'Catholic Magazine/ vols. ii., iii. (1838-0). 
The plot is laid in Cornwall, and is based 
upon the adventures and persecutions of 
some catholic families in that county. 
10. ‘Description of the Guildhall, Exeter,’ 
in conjunction with Pitman Jones, Exeter, 
1846, l2mo ; 2nd edit. 1863. 11. 'A View 
of Devonshire in MDCTXXX, with a Pedi¬ 
gree of most of its Gentry, by Thomas West- 
cote,’ edited by Oliver in conjunction with 
Pitman Jones, Exeter, 1846,4to. 12. ‘ Monos- 
ticonDioecesis Exonieneis, being a Collection 
of Records and Instruments illustrating the 
ancient conventual, collegiate, and elee¬ 
mosynary Foundations in the Counties of 
Cornwall andDevon, with IlistoricalNotices, 
and a Supplement, comprising a list of the 
dedications of Churches in the Diocese, an 
amended edition of the Taxation of Pope 
Nioholas, and an Abstraot of the Chantry 
Rolls,’ Exeter, 1846, fol. An ‘Additional 
Supplement... with a Map of the Diocese, 
Deaneries, and Sites of Religious Houses,’ 
appeared in 1864. Without these additions 
the edition of Dugdnle’s ‘Monasticon’ by 
ElliB and Bandinel must be considered in¬ 
complete. 13. ‘ Collections illustrating the 
History of the Catholic Religion in the 
Counties of Cornwall, Devon, Dorset, Somer¬ 
set, Wilts, and Gloucester... . With notices 
of the Dominican, Benedictine, and Francis¬ 
can Orders in England,’ London, 1857, 8vo. 
Some of the manuscripts of this work are in 
the Cambridge University Library (Jim, vi. 
40); others are at Stonyhurst College {Cat. 

<i f MSS. in Univ. Library, Cambndye, iv. 
401). The copyright he presented to Dr, 
F. 0. Husenheth, together with very copious 
additions, and several corrections for a second 
edition, 14. ‘Live? of the Bishops of Exeter, 
and a History of the Cathedral,’ Exeter, 
1861, 8vo. 15. Letters on ecclesiastical 


and parochial antiquities, family history, 
I and biogiapliy, extending over a period oi 
nine years, and communicated, under the 
signature of ‘ Cnviosus,’ to local newspapers, 
and principally to the ' Exeter Flying Post.’ 
Upwards of two hundred of these communi¬ 
cations were collected and inserted in two 
folio volumes by Pitman Jones, who added 
many valuable notes. Mr. Winslow Jones, 
son of the latter, presented these volumes in 
1877 to the library of the Devon and Exeter 
Institution. Forty-eight of the communica¬ 
tions contain the memoirs of about sevemy- 
five celebrated Exonians 

Oliver was a contributor to all the English 
catholic periodicals of his time, his articles 
relating generally to catholic biography, his¬ 
tory, or antiquities. He also had the principal 
share in preparing for publication the ‘Liber 
Pontificalis' of Edmund Lacy, bishop of Exe¬ 
ter, which appeared in 1847, as edited by Ro¬ 
bert Barnes, without any mention of its chief 
editor. A copy ofPolwhele’s ‘History ot 
Devonshire,’ with copious manuscript notes 
by Oliver, is preserved in the British Museum. 

A very characteristic lithographed portrait 
of Oliver was published shortly after his 
death by George G. Palmer of Exeter. This 
was reproduced as a frontispiece to Dr. 
Brumfield’s ‘Bibliography.’ There is also 
an excellent statuette [Western Antiquary, 
v. 163). 

[The Bibliography of the Rev. G. Oliver, D.D., 
of Exeter, by T. N. Brushfleld, M.D., vaa re¬ 
printed in 1886, 8vo,from the Transactions of 
the Devonshire Association for the Advancement 
of Science, Literature, and AiL, xvii. 266-78. 
Use has been made in this article of a copy of 
Dr. Brushfield’s Bibliography, with numerous 
manuscript additions, kindly lent by the author. 
See also Boase and Courtney’s Bibl. Cornu- 
bieneis, i. 270, 410 ; Catholic Miscellany, 1828, 
ix, 148; Gent. Mag. May 1861, p. 676 ;*Hueen- 
beth’s Life of Milner, pp. 121, 361; Journal of 
Arch ecological Institute, xviii. 406; Lowndes’s 
Bibl. Man. (Bohn), p. 1723; Martin’s Pri¬ 
vately Printed Books, 1864, p. 360; Notes and 
Queries, 2nd ser. ix. 104, 614, 3rd ser. v. 137, 
202, 6th ser, v. 396, 7th ser. i. 467. 514; 
Oliver’s Cornwall, p. 868, and Jesnit Collections, 
p. 168; Tablet, 13 April 1861 p. 285 (by Dr. 
Hnsenheth), and 20 April p. 261; Trewman’s 
Exeter Plying Post, 27 March 1861 ; Weekly 
Register, 6 April 1861 p. 2, 13 April p, 2, 
20 April p 10.] T. 0. 

OLIVER, GEORGE, D.D. (1782-1867), 
topographer and writer on freemasonry, was 
descended from an ancient Scottish family, 
some members of which cams to England m 
the reign of James I, and were subsequently 
settled at Olipstone Park, Nottinghamshire. 
He was eldest son of Samuel Oliver, raotor 
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of Lambley. Nottinghamshire, by Elizabeth, 
daugliterof George Whitehead, esq., of Blylh 
Spital in that county. He was born at Papple- 
wtclt, Nottinghamshire, on 5 Nov, 1782, and, 
after receiving a liberal education at Notting¬ 
ham, he became in 1803 second master of the 
grammar school at Caistor, Lincolnshire. Six 
years afterwards hewnsappointadto Lite head- 
mastership of King Edward’s grammar school 
at Great Grimsby. 

He was ordained deacon in 1818, and priest 
in 1814; and in July 1810 Bishop Toinline 
collated him to the living of Oleo, when Iris 
name was placed on the boards of Trinity Col¬ 
lege, Cambridge, by Dr. Bayley, subdean of 
Lincoln and examining chaplain to the bishop, 
as a ‘ ten-year man.’ In the same year he was 
admitted as surrogate, and a steward of the 
clerical fund. In 1831 Bishop Kaye gave 
him the rectory of Scopwick, Lincolnshire, 
which he hold till his death. A Lambeth 
degree of D. D. was conferred upon Mm 20 J ulv 
1830 ( Gent. Mag. 1867, i. 037). Prom 1831 
to 1846 he was perpetual curate of St. Peter's 
collegiate church, Wolverhampton (Clergy 
Lists, 1841 and 1842; Simjis, liibl. Stafford. 
p, 83C). lie was also domestic chaplain to 
Lord Kensington. Hehadbeeuelecteddeputy 
past grand must er of masons for Lincolnshire 
m 1832, and in 1840 he was appointed an 
honorary member of the grand lodge of 
Massachusetts, with the rank of deputy grand 
master. 

In 1846 the lord chancellor conferred on 
him the rectory of South Hyckham, Lincoln¬ 
shire, and he vacated the incumbency of Wol¬ 
verhampton. In 1854 his voice began to fail, 
and, confiding the charge of his parishes to 
curates, lie passed the remainder of his life 
in seclusion at Lincoln. There he died on 
3 March 1807. He was buried on the 7th, 
with masonic rites, in the cemetery attached 
to the church of St. Swithin. 

lie married in 1805 Mary Ann, youngest 
daughter of Thomas Beverley, eBq., by whom 
he left five children. 

His topographical and theological works 
are; 1. ‘ A Vindication of the Fundamental 
Doctrines of Christianity against the Attaoks 
of Deism and Infidelity, in a Series of Pas¬ 
toral Addresses,’ Great Grimsby [1820 PI 8 vo. 
2. ‘ The Monumental Antiquities of Great 
Grimsby: an Essay towards ascertaining its 
Origin and Ancient Population,’ Hull, 1825, 
8 vo. 8 , 1 The History and Antiquities of 
the Conventual Church of St. James, Great 
Grimsby,’ Grimsby, 1829,8vo. 4.‘ The His¬ 
tory and Antiquities of the Town and Min¬ 
ster of Beverley, in the County of York, with 
Historical and Descriptive Sketches of the 
Abbeys of Walton onu Meaux, the Convent, 


of Hultemprise, the Villages,and the Hamlets 
comprised within the Liberties of Beverlev' 
Beverley, 1839, 8 vo. 6 . ‘ An Historical and 
Descriptive Account of the Collegiate Church 
0 f Wolverhampton, in the County of Stafford' 
Wolverhampton [1886), 8 vo. 6. ‘Historyof 
the Trinity Guild at Sleaford, with an Ac¬ 
count of its Miracle Plays, Religious Mys¬ 
teries, and Shows, as practised in the Fif¬ 
teenth Century. ... To which is added an 
Appendix detailing the Traditions which still 
prevail, and a Description of the Lincoln 
Pageants exhibited during tho Visit of Kin* 
James to that City,’ Lincoln, 1837, 8 vo. 
7. ‘Jacob’s Ladder: tlio Ascent to Heaven 
plainly pointed out, in eighteen practical 
Addresses,’ London, 1845, 12mo. 8 . ‘An 
Account of the Religions Houses formerly 
situated on the eastern side of the River 
Witham,'London, 1816,12mo. 9. 'Theexist¬ 
ing Remains of the Ancient Britons within 
a small District lying between Lincoln and 
Sleaford,’ London, 184-0, 8 vo. 10. ‘ Y e Byrds 
of Gryme : nn Apologue ’ [a history of 
Grimsby], Grimsby, 1806,8vo. 

TIL masonic works are ill. ‘ The Antiqni- 
ties of Froj-Mftsonry, comprising Illustra¬ 
tions of the five grand Periods of Masonry, 
from Hits Creation of the World to the Dedi¬ 
cation of Solomon’s Temple,’ London, 1823 
and 1848, 8 vo. 12. ‘The Star in tho East/ 
1826; new edition, 1842. 13. ‘Signs and 
Symbols illustrated and explained in a 
Course of Twelve Lectures on Freemasonry/ 
Grimsby, 1826,8vo; reprinted London, 1837, 
and again 1857, 8 vo. 14. ‘The History of 
Initiation, comprising a detailed Account of 
the Rites, Ceremonies, &c., of all the Secret 
Institutions of the Ancient World,’London, 
1829 and 1841, 8 vo. 16. ‘The Theocratic 
Philosophy of Freemasonry,’ London, 1840, 
8 vo, and 1866,12mo. 16. ‘ History of Free¬ 
masonry,' 1841. 17, * Brief History of the 
Witham Lodge, Lincoln,' London, 1841,8vo. 
18. ‘Historical Landmarks and other Evi¬ 
dences of Froemusonry,’ 2 vols. London, 
1844-6, 8 vo, 19. ‘An Apology for the 
Freemasons,’London, 1846, 8 vo. 20.‘The 
Insignia of the Royal Arch Degree illustrated 
and explained,’ London, 1847,8vo. 21. ‘The 
Golden Remains of the Early Masonio Wri¬ 
ters, illustrating the Institutes of the Order/ 
6 vols, London, 1847-60, 8 vo. 22. ‘ Some 
Account of the Schism which took place 
during the last Century among the Free and 
Accepted Masons in England, showing the 
presumed Origin of the Royal Arch Degree,’ 
1847. 28. ‘A Mirror for the Johannite 

Masons/ 1848. 24. ‘InatftuteB of Masonic 
Jurisprudence; being an Exemplification of 
the English Book of Constitutions/ London, 
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1849 12mo; reprinted in 1859 and 1874. huguenots to take refuge in London, among 

26. ‘"Book of the Lodge, or Officer’s Manual,' whom may well have been Oliver’s parentB. 

London, 1849, 12mo; 2nd ed., to which with their boy of five or six years old, More¬ 
ls added 1 A Century of Aphorisms,’ 1866 ; over, in the portrait by Hondius mentioned 
3rd ed. 1864; 4th ed. 1879. 26. ‘The above there is seen through a window a river 

Symbol of Glory, shewing the Object and scene resembling nothing in England, but 
Bad of Free-Masonry,’ London, 1860, 8vo. very like the scenery of the Seine near Rouen; 

27, ‘Dictionary of Symbolical Masonry,’ this may indicate the place of his birth. This 

1853. 28. ‘The Revelations of a Square, identification would possibly lead also to 
exhibiting a Graphic Display of the Sayings that of the anonymous author of a treatise 
and Doings of eminent Free and Accepted t on limning {Brit.Mus. Earl.MS. 0000), who 
Masons,’ London, 1866, 12mo, with curious alludes more than once to his late cousin, 
engravings. 29. ‘Freemason’s Treasury,’j Isaac Oliver. Sara Gheeraerts, Olivier’s wife, 
1863. 30? ‘Papal Teachings in Freemasonry,’ | appears to have been daughter of Marcus 
1866. 31. ‘ The Origin of the Royal Arch ! Gheeraerts the elder [q, v.J, by his second 
Order of Masonry,’ 1867. 32. ‘ The Pvtha- j wife Susanna De Critz, who was certainly 
gorean Triangle, or the Science of Numbers,’ 1 related to John De Critz [q. v.], serjeant- 
1876. 33. ‘Discrepancies of Freemasonry,’ . painter to James I. Francis Mercs, in his 
1876. He also edited the fourteenth edition ' ‘PalladiB Tamia’ (1698), selects the three, 
of ‘Illustrations of Masonry,’ by "W, Preston, ‘ Hilliard, Isaac Oliver, and John De Critz ’ 
i bringing the History of Freemasonry down eh especially excellent in the art of painting, 
to 1829 , London, 1829,12mo, 16th ed. 1840, Assuming De Critz to be n cousin by marriage 
10th ed. 1849; Ashe’s ‘ Masonic Manual,’ of Isaac Oliver, he may well have been the 
1843, and again 1870; and Hutchinson's author of the said treatise on limning. There 
< Spirit of Masonry,’ 1843. seems no ground for connecting Oliver with 

Several of the masonic works contain the the family seated at East Norton in Leicester- 
author’s portrait. There is also a large en- shire, as stated in But! on’s manuscript col- 
graved portrait of him, in masonic costume, lections for that county (Nlciinns, Hist, oj 
published separately. Leicestershire, vol. iii. pt. i. p. 480). 

[Lincoln, Rutland, and Stamford Mornury, . Oliver was the pupil of Nicholas Ililliard 
8 March 1867 p. 4 col. 6 and 6, nml 16 March [q-yO. l C!UTl E ; Haydooke’s m- 

p. 4 col. 6 ; Freemasons’ Mag. 3 March 1867 traduction to Lomazzos ‘Art of Painting.’ 
p. 186.16 March p. 217; Notes and Queries, 7th He followed Hilliard's manner in miniature- 
ser. vii. 288, 366 ; Gent. Mag. 1867, i. 637 ; painting very closely, and often excelled 
Lowndes's Bibl. Man. (Bohn), pp. 838, 1721; him. Their works, being very similar and 
Dr. BrushfieUl’s Bibliography of the Rev. G. contemporaneous in many cases, have been 
Oliver of Exeter; Out. of Books in the Library frequently confused. Like Hilliard, Oliver 
at Freemasons’ Hall, London, p. 28; Gowans s paiuted most of his miniatures on a light 
Cat. of Buoks on Freemasonry, p. 13; Simms's blue ground (no doubt adopted by Hilliard 
Bibl. Stafford 1891, pp. 336-7.] '1.0. from Hans llolbein), and sometimes on a 

OLIVER, OLIVIER, or OLLIVIER, ! crimson satin ground. The actual portrait 
ISAAC (1666 P-1617), miniature painter, j often forms but a small portion of the minia- 
appears to have been of French origin, and , lure, great attention being given to the de- 
to have been born about 1566. Sandrart, in I tails of coBtume, armour, jewels, and other 
his ‘Tcutsch Academie,’ speaks of him as , accessories, with a decorative purpose. Oli- 
‘membranarum pictor Londinonsis,' and in ver’s portraits are to be found in nearly every 
the inscription below the portrait of him en- important collection, such as those of the 
graved by Hendrik Hondius he is styled queen, the Duke of Buccleuch, the Duke of 
1 Isaacus Oliverus, Anglus,’ His contempo- Devonshire, the Earl of Derby, Mr. James 
paries appear to have all regarded him as an Whitehead, Dr. Lumsdpn Propert, &c. They 
Englishman (seePniOiiAJi, Treatise on Brmu- have always been highly prized, and figured 
ing and Limning, 1634). On the other hand, conspicuously at the exhibitions at South 
when he signs his name in full he always Kensington in 1862 and 1866, at Burlington 
spBllsit ‘Olivier’or'Ollivier.’ There is some House m 1870, at the Burlington Fine Arts 
ground for supposing that he is identical Club in 1889, and other exhibitions. H6 
with ‘ Isaac Olivier of Rouen,’ who on 9 Feb. painted James I, his family, and most of the 
1002 was married at the Dutch Church, Aus- court and nobility of the time. Among the 
tin Friars, London, to Sara Gheeraerts of best known is the full-length portrait of Sir 
London (Mobns, Registers of Butch Church, Philip Sidney, formerly Dr. Mead’s, and now 
Austin Friars). The siege and capture of in the royal collection at Windsor. A. big 
Rouen by the Guises in 1602 drove many limning of Henry, prince of Wales, in gilt 
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armour, was in tho collection of Charles I. 
‘V series nf miniature portraits of the family 
of Sir Kenelm Digby [q. y.] and bis wire 
Venetia Stanley, done by Isaac and Peter 
Oliver, was formerly at Strawberry Hill, but 
is now divided between the collections of 
Mr. Wingfield Digby and Baroness Burdett- 
Ooutts. Oliver usually signed wit h his initials 
in a monogram. Perhaps the earliest minia¬ 
ture known with a date is that of Sir John 
Olenoh (1583), in the collection of the Duke 
of Buccleuch. An interesting group of the 
three sons of the second Viscount Montagu, 
painted by Isaac Oliver in 1698, was one of 
the few treasures saved from the disastrous 
fire at Cowdray House in 1793. It is not cer¬ 
tain whether Oliver painted any miniatures 
of Queen Elizabeth, though there are some of 
her attributed to him. He certainly drew 
the portrait of her in the richly ornamented 
robes supposed, without ground, to he thoso 
in which she went to St. Paul's Cathedral to 
return thanks for the defeat of the Spanish 
Armada. This portrait was finely engraved 
by Crispin Van do Passe the elder, and a pen 
drawing on velllim in the royal collection at 
Windsor may be Oliver's original drawing 
(see O'Dcmot; litre, Portraits of Queen Elisa¬ 
beth, p. 70, No. 160). Several pen drawings 
by Oliver exist, some being copies from old 
masters. Six drawings by him nro in tho 
print-room at the British Museum, two of 
which are signed ‘ Oilmen' 

Vertue states on the authority of Antony 
Russel, a painter, that Oliver also painted 
larger pictures in oil, and he mentions two 
pictures of ‘ St. John the Baptist’ and ‘ The 
Holy Family’ as then in Russel’s possession 
(Brit. Mas. Add. MS. 91111, f. 60). Russel 
was doubtless well acquainted with Oliver's 
work. His grandfather, Nicasius Itoussell 
or Russel, jeweller to James I, seems to 
have been a kinsman of Oliver. To Nicusius’s 
son, Isaac RusbbI, Oliver stood godfather in 
1010, while Oliver’s widow stood godmother 
to Nicasius, another of Nicasius’s sous, in 
1619. A portrait of Sir Thomas Overbury 
(1681-1018) [q.v.], on a blue ground, in ilie 
Bodleian Library at Oxford, is attributed to 
Oliver. 

In 1810 Oliver had commenced a large 
limning of ‘The Entombment of Christ,’ with 
a great number of figures. This he left un¬ 
completed at his death, and it oventually I 
passed into the royal collection, where it still 
remains; it was the subject of unstinted 
admiration from liis contemporaries. Oliver, 
who resided in Blackfriars, died on 2 Oct. | 
1817, aged about 61, and was buried in the 
church of St. Amie, Blackfriars, where a 
monument was erect od to his memory, with 


a bii9t and opitaph. Elis was destroyed in 
the groat fire of London; but Vertue saw „ 
clay model of the bust in the possession of 
Russel, with several leaves from Oliver’s 
sketch-book (loc. eit. f. 62). Bv his will 
dated 4 June, and proved 30 Oct. 1017 (P p.p] 
93 "Weldon), Oliver appointed his wife Eliza¬ 
beth his executrix, and bequeathed all his 
‘ drawinges allreadye finished and unfinished 
and Lymminge pictures, he they histoiyes’ 
efcoryes, or anything of. Lymming whatsoever 
of my owne hande worlce as yet unfinished ’ 
to his ' eldest eonne Peter, if he shall live 
and exercise that arte, or Science which lie 
and I nowe doe; ’ and failing him, * to suehe 
another of my sonnes ub will use and exercise 
that arte or Science.’ As his younger sons 
appear to have been under age at the time 
ot his death, they must have been sons of a 
later wife than the mother of Peter Oliver 
[q. v.] If the identification given above is 
correct, it would show that Oliver was twice, 
if not thrice, married —a not uncommon 
event in the small community of artists in 
London. lie fnrlher mentions his kins¬ 
woman Judith Morrell, and signs liis will 
1 Tsnac Oliver.’ Oliver painted his own por. 
Irait in miniature more than once; one ex- 
ample is in the royal collection at Windsor. 
Russel (loc. oil.) also possessed an oil paint¬ 
ing of Oliver by himself, with those of his 
wife and children. Two engravings hy 
Tlonclius and Miller are mentioned by Brom¬ 
ley. 

[Walpole’s Anecdotes of Painting (ed. Wor- 
nnm, pp 17C-83) contains all that was known 
of Oliver from Vertue and other sources to the 
present time; other authorities cited in the text] 

Tj. 0. 

OLIVER, JOHN (d. 1663), dean of 
Christ Church, Oxford,graduated intheuni- 
versity of Oxford. Ilia degrees were B.0.L, 
on 30 June 1616, B. Oan. L. and D. Can. L. 
on 20 May 1622, D.O.L. on 11 Oet. 1522. 
lie must have had powerful influence in the 
church, as he reoeived very numerous pre¬ 
ferments. He may have been the John 
Olivur or Smith who became probendary of 
Hinton on 6 July, and of Norton on 20 July 
1612, both in the cathedral of Hereford. On 
22 Aug. 1622 ho received the living of Win- 
forton in the diocese of Hereford, and in 
1622 he became an advocate at Doctors’ Com¬ 
mons, He was also rector of St. Alary Mount- 
haw, London, but resigned the hying in 
1627. Oliver seems to have been one of the 
many young men whom Wolsey advanced, 
and m 1627 was hie commissary. On 4 Sept. 
1627 he received the living of Pemhridge in 
the diocese of Hereford, and on 8 Sept. 1528 
that of Whitchurch, Lincolnshire; lie bed 
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other minor preferments or promises of pre¬ 
ferment. lie had now become prominent at 
the court as an active official of the new way 
of thinking. On22Feb. 1628 -9 he was sent to 
take the fealty of Elizabeth Zonche, the new 
abbess of Shaftesbury ; and at the end of the 
same year he became prebendary of South- 
well. ’ In 1631 he was employed in the pro¬ 
ceedings about Henry's divorce, and in 1682 
he was one of those consulted by the king as 
to the consecration of Cranmcr. In the same 
year ho took part in the trial of James Bain- 
ham [q. v.] for heresy. On 4 May 1533 Oliver 
was made dean of Christ Church, Oxford, in 
succession to John Hygdon [q. v.] He at¬ 
tended to other affairs, however, and in 1633 
formed one of the court, which declared 
Queen Katherine contumacious, In 1540 
he was consulted by convocation as to the 
validity of the king’s marriage with Anne of 
Cloves; and other similar public duties were 
confided to him (Acts i(f the Privy Council, 
1642-7, pp. 118,126, 292). 

When it was determined to alter the foun¬ 
dation of Christ Church, Oliver had to resign 
Ms deanery. This ho did on 20 May 1645, 
receiving in exchange the substantial pen¬ 
sion of 701 a yoar. He returned to Doctors’ 
Commons, became a master in chancery in 
1647, and at some time master of requests; 
on Wriotliesley’s fall the same year, he was 
one of the commissioners who transacted the 
lord-chancellor's business in the court of 
chancery. Ho took part in Gardiner's trial 
at the olose of 1660, was a commissioner for 
the suppression of the anabaptists in Kent 
and Essex in 1651, and the same year ac¬ 
companied the embassy to France to treat of 
the king’s possible marriage. He took part 
in 1661 in the trials of Day and Heath, 
bishops of Chichester and 'Worcester, and, ns 
Lord-chancellor Rich [q. v.] was ill, he 
helped to clear off the chancery business, 
He died in Doctors’ Commons about May 
1662. 

Another John Oliver (1001-1661) wns 
horn in Kent, of an obscure family, iu 1601, 
matriculated from Merton College, Oxford, 
on 26 Jan. 1016-16, became a demy of Mug- 
daleu College on 7 April 1619, graduated 
D.A. ou 11 Dec. 1619, and became fellow in 
1020. He also proceeded M.A. on 8 July 
1622, B.D. on 18 May 1681, D.D. on 29 April 
1639. He was tutor to Edward Hyde, earl 
of Clarendon, when he was at Oxford, be¬ 
came vice-president of his college in 1634, 
held several livings and was made canon of 
Winchester in 1(538, chaplain to LaudlfUO, 
and president of Magdalen College in 164-1. 
Lina left him ono of his watches by his will. 
He was duly ejeetud in 1617, suffered great 
VOL. xiv. 


hardship, but war restored to his preferments 
at the Restoration, and, by Hyde's influence, 
made dean of Worcester on 12 Sept, 1660. 
He died 27 Oct. 1661, and was buried in 
Magdalen College antechupel. 

[Foster’s Alumni 0.\on 3500-1714; Wood’s 
Athenss, ed. Bliss, iv. 300 si., »n<l Fasti Oxen. ed. 
Bliss, i. 60; Laud’s Works (Libr. Anglo-Gath. 
Theul.), iii. 130, iv. 444, vi. 58S, vii. 545, 563; 
Bloxnm’s Bog. of Magdalen Coll, v. 82-8; Welch’s 
Alumni Westmon. i.; Wood’s Hi6t. and Antiij. 
Umv. of Oxf. ed. Gutcli, i. 428-9; Coote’s Engl. 
Civilians, p. 18; Beg. Umv. of Oxf, (Oxf. Hist 
Soc.l i. 60; Lit, Bern, of King Edv. VI (Box- 
burghe Club),p. 316,&o.; Lo Here's Fasti Eccl. 
Angl. i. 508, 619, iii. 488; Loacb’s Visitors and 
Memorials of Southwell (Camd. Soc.), pp. 163, 
158; Letters and Papers Hen. VIII passim; 
Poxe's Aotsund Mon. iv. 703, &c.; Dixon's Hist, 
of the Church of Engl. i. 161-2, iii. 257; Strype’s 
Cramner, p. 24, Memorials, 1 . i. 601), n. i. 385, 
ii. 199, &a., in. i. 88, &c.; Acts of the Privy 
Council.] W. A. J. A. 

OLIVER, JOHN (1016-1701), glass- 
painter and master-mason, horn in 1616, has 
been without ground supposed to have horn 
related to lease and Peter Oliver [q. v.], the 
celebrated miniature-painters. He was more 
probably related to John Oliver, who was 
master-mason in the reign of James I. lie 
appears to be identical with John Oliver, 
who wns city surveyor and one of the three 
commissioners for the rebuilding of London 
after the great fire in 1060. Oliver uppears 
to have executed many small glass-paint¬ 
ings for windows. One of these remains 
in Northill Church, Bedfordshire, in a win¬ 
dow originally put up by the GrocBra’ Com¬ 
pany, but no longer in its original position; 
it is signed and dated 1604, and represents 
the royal arms and other heraldry connected 
with the company. Another window at 
Christ Church, Oxford, signed and dated 
1700, and presented by Oliver Mmself, por¬ 
trays ‘ Rt. Peter delivered out of prison.’ In 
Lambeth Palace there were formerly paint¬ 
ings in a window (notv removed), erected 
by Archbishop Sheldon, representing a sun¬ 
dial with the archbishop’s arms and a view 
of the Sheldonian theatre at Oxford. He is 
probably also identical with John Oliver who 
engraved a few portraits in mezzotint, includ- 
mgacnriousonaofLord-chief-]ustice Jeffreys, 
ns earl of Flint (this he published himself at 
the ‘ Eagle and Child ’ on Ludgate Hill), and 
who also etched soma views of Tangier after 
Hollar. Oliver died in 1701. aged 86. In 
his will (P. O. C., 167, Dyer), dated 19 March 
1699, and proved 18 Nov. 1701, lie describes 
hims >lf ns master-mason to the king, directs 
that he shall he buried in St. Paul’s Oatlie- 

•i x 
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dral, and gives legacies to his wife Susanna, 
his daughter Grace Sliaw, his son-in-law 
George Seagood, and also to the Company of 
Glaziers. William Faithorne the older [q. v,] 
drew his portrait. 

[Walpole’s Anocdotes of Painting, od, Wor- 
num; Olialoner Smith's British Mczzotinto Por¬ 
traits.! L. 0. 

OLIVER, JOHN (1838-1806), Welsh 
poet, was born on 7 Nov. 1888 at Llanfynydd, 
a small village in Carmarthenshire, where 
liis parents kept a shop. He spent seven 
years (1813-50) at the village school, and 
nearly four at a Carmarthen school. Before he 
was sixteen he passed on to the preshyterian 
college in the same town. Here he mads 
great progress with the regular studies, and 
read widely, on his own account, in English 
and German literature. He was soon able 
to preach with equal facility in "Welsh and 
English. He left collego in his twenty-first 
year, and abandoned an intention of con¬ 
tinuing his etudies at Glasgow, owing to 
failing health. Subsequently ho preached 
occasionally, and devoted himself to Welsh 
poetry. Most of his Welsh poems wero 
written during his enforced retirement. His 
most ambitious poem is one on ‘David, 
the Prince of the Lord.’ Other long-poems 
are ‘ The Beauties of Nature,’ ‘ The Widow 
of Nain,’ ‘ The Wreck of tlio Royal Charter,’ 
all showing great promise. His shorter 
poems, however, aro his best, and there is 
not a better in the language than 1 Myfyrdod,’ 
a meditation or soliloquy. Of his English 
oems, the best me perhaps ‘Life'and ‘ When 

die 5 ’ hut being his earliest productions, 
they ore inferior to his Welsh poems, Oliver 
died on 24 Juno 1866, in his twenty-eighth 
year, and his remains wore interred in the 
arish churchyard of Llanfynydd, of which 
e had sung so ewoetly. His collected works 
(Welsh and English) wore published at New¬ 
port, Monmouthshire, under the name ' Oerddi 
Oysludd,' by Mb brother, the Rev. Henry 
Oliver, with biographical preface and a photo¬ 
graphic portrait, in 1867, small 8 vo. 

[Biography as above, and biography in 
Atluw, 1B0Q, from the pen of the Rev. W. 
Thomas, M.A.; article in Cymru, February, 
1894; personal knowledge,] R, ,T. J. 

OLIVER, MARTHA OHANMER, 
always known as Pattid Olivdp. (1834- 
1880), actress, daughter of John Oliver, a 
Bcsne-paint er, was born at Salisbury in 1834, 
and appeared on the stage of the theatre 
in that town when only six yoars old. Ilore 
and at Southampton liar performances of 
children’s ports attracted attention, till in 
1847 she made her metropolitan d&but 


under Mrs. Warner’s management at the 
Marylehone Theatre. Her bucopp-, mdm.il 
her an engagement with Madame Yostri, ,n 

the Lyceum, which lasted from 1810 in ] y -5 

In 1855 she went to Drury Lane, where on 
10 Oct. she played Matilda in ‘ Married for 
Money,’ and on 4 Sopt. 1856 Celia in ‘ As 
you like it.’ In the same year liBr perform¬ 
ance of Helen in the ‘ Hunchback’ won suck 
raise from the critics that Buckstone offered 
er an engagement at thollaymarket. There 
she was seen in Talfourd’s burlesque of 1 At¬ 
lanta’ on 14 April 1857. Accepting an offer 
from Miss S wauborough,she became the lead¬ 
ing actress in comedy and burlesque at the 
Strand Theatre for sove”al seasons. On 
29 Dec. 1858 she acted Amy Rohsart in the 
burlesque of 1 Ye Queen, ye Earl, and ye 
Maiden j’ on 14 June 1859 Paulino in Byron's 
burlesque, lire ‘ Lady of Lyons; ’ on 26 Dec, 
Lisetta in Talfourd's burlesque < Tell and the 
Strike of the Cantonsand on 20 Dec. 1860 
the Prince in Byron ’8 hnrlesq uo,' Cinderella.’ 

At the Tlnvmarket, on 10 Nov. 1861, Bke 
was cast for Mary fireredith in ‘Our Ame¬ 
rican Cousin,’ on Sol,hern’s first appearance 
as Lord Dundreary in London. In 1863 she 
woe at tlio Princess’s, and on 10 April took 
the titlo-role in Byron’s bnrlesqne, ‘Beauti¬ 
ful Haidee.' On 31 March 18G6 she became 
raaimgerees of the New Royalty Theatre, 
and opened with a revival of the 1 Ticlcet-of- 
Leave Man,’and Reece's hnrlesquo, ‘Ulf the 
Minstrel.’ In a clever and successful piece 
by II. T. Craven, entitled ‘ Meg's Diversion,’ 
which was produced on 17 Oct., she noted 
Meg, the author played Jasper Pidgeon, and 
F. Dewartook Lliepart ofRolaud. On 29Nov. 
1806 she put on the stage F. 0. Burnand’s 
burlesque , 1 The Latest Edition of Black-eyed 
Susan, or the Littlu Bill that was taken up.' 
The pieco although it failed to please the 
critics, lmd an unprecedented run, and on 
its performance at the Royalty on 23 Sept. 
1808, it was said that, Miss Oliver had re¬ 
peated the song of ‘ Pretty See-usan, don’t 
say no,’ no less than 1776 times. During 
the run of this burlesque she produced as a 
first piece Andrew IJtilliday’s drama, ‘Daddy 
Gray,’ 1 Feb. 1808, and on 26 Nov. 1868 a 
serio-comic drama by the same author, en¬ 
titled ‘ The Loving Cup.’ Other burlesques 
were afterwards introduced, but they were 
not very successful. 

On 3 March 1870 ‘ Black-eyed Susan’was 
revived, and played for the four hundred and 
twenty-first time. The last night of Miss 
Oliver’s lesseeship was 30 J^pi'il 1870, when 
the burlesque was given for the four-hundred- 
and-ninetietli time. After this period she 
was seldom seen on tlio stage. She was a 
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very pleating actress and singer, and a general 
favourite with the public. She led an un- 
blemi-hed life, and gave liberal aid to the 
aced and unfortunate members of her profes¬ 
sion. She diedatfi Grove End Road, St. John's 
Wood, London, on 20 Dec. 1880. She married 
by license at the registry office, Marylebone, 
on 20 Dec. 1876, William Charles Phillips, 
auctioneer, aged 31, son of William Phillips, 
auctioneer, of Bond Street, London. 

[Blanchard’s life, 1891,1. 113, ii. 513, 719; 
Player?, I860, i. 97-8, with portrait; Era, 1 Jan. 
1881 p. 8; Theatre, 1 Feb. 1881, p. 127 ; Towne- 
hend's Handbook of 18G8, 1869, pp, 864-5.] 

G. 0. B. 

OLIVER or OLIVIER, PETER (1594- 
1648), miniature-painter, was eldest eon of 
Isaac Oliver [q. v.J, probably by his first wife. 
Like his father, he excelled in portrait- 
miniature, and attained as high a repute. 
He painted many of the court and nobility 
during the latter part of the reign of James I 
and the whole of that of Charles I, and was 
especially noted for his copies in water- 
colour of celebrated pictures by the old 
masters. Besides the great miniature of ‘ The 
Entombment of Christ,’ begun by Isaac Oliver 
and finished by Peter, several miniatures by 
Peter Oliver, made at the king’s request, are 
enumerated in the catalogue of Charles I’s 
collection, being copies of historical subjects 
after Raphael, Titian, Correggio, and Ilolbein. 
These were dispersed at the sale of the col¬ 
lection, but seven still remain in the royal 
collection at Windsor. On one of those pieces 
he signs himself 1 P. Olivier fecit, 1628? Ho 
also made a number of drawings in sepia and 
blackload. In the collection of portraits of 
the Digby family [sec under Oliver, Isaac] 
there are two fine copies after Vandyck by 
Peter. His copy of vandyok’s portrait of 
RaohelMassuodo Ruvigny, countess of South¬ 
ampton, is one of the most remarkable works 
in miniature existing. Oliver resided at Isle- 
worth in Middlesex, where lie died in De¬ 
cember 1648, and was buried beside his father 
in St. Anne’s, Blaokfriars. By his will, dated 
12 Dec. 1047, and proved 15 Deo. 1648 
(P.O.O. 184, Essex), he left his whole estate 
to his wife Anne. Antony Russel the painter 
[bp6 under Oliver, Isaac] told Vertua [Brit. 
Mus. Add. MS. 21111, f. 49) a story, that 
after the Restoration Charles II heard that 
Oliver usually made duplicates of all pictures 
which he painted for the king, and, finding 
that Olivers widow was still living at Isle- 
worth, went thither incognito to see them. 
When she declined to sell them until the 
king had seen them, he declared himself, and 
purchased the greater part of what was left, 
giving her in payment, an annuity for life of 


3007. It was subsequently reported to the 
king that Mrs. Oliver had denounced in dis¬ 
respectful terms the royal mistresses to 
whom some of the pictures hail been given, 
and her salary was consequently stopped. 
The rest of the limnings in Mr^. Oliver’s pos¬ 
session passed into the hands of Theodora 
Russel, father of Vertue’s informant. Several 
portraits of Peter Oliver exist. At Hampton 
Court there is a portrait by Adriaen Hanue- 
man [q. v.]; of this there is afine hut anony¬ 
mous engraving, in which the picture is attri¬ 
buted to Vandyck. Ilanneman is said to have 
painted a companion portrait of Oliver’s 
wife. Bromley mentions a portrait of Oliver 
painted by himself and engraved by T. Cliam- 
bars, as well as an anonymous etching. In the 
Earl of Derby’s collection there is a loaf ol 
a pocket-book with drawings by Oliver in 
hlacklead of himself on one side and of his 
wife on the other side. 

A licenso was issued in the diocese of 
Canterbury for a marriage between Peter 
Oliver of Sandwich and Elizabeth Tylman of 
Sellingo, on 18 Sept. 1602 (Oowpmq Canter¬ 
bury Marriage Licenses ); and on 8 April 1600 
a grant was made of the reversion to Peter 
Oliver of the office of bailiff of Sandwich for 
life [Cal. State Papers, Dom. Ser. JameB I, 
1003-10). Tt does not appear likely that this 
was the miniature-painter; he was probably 
a member of a refugee family known to be 
then resident at Sandwich. 

[For authorities other than those mentioned 
in the text, seo under Otivra, Isaac.] L. O. 

OLIVER, RICHARD (1734 P-1784), 
politician, the only surviving son of Rowland 
Oliver, a puiBne judge of the court of com¬ 
mon pleas of the Leeward Islands, nnd 
grandson, of Richard Oliver, speaker of the 
House of Assembly in Antigua,was baptised 
in St. John’s, Antigua, on 7 Jan. 1734-5. 
At an early age he was sent to London, 
where he entered the office of his uncle, 
Richard Oliver, a West India merchant, 
lie took up his freedom in the Drapers’ 
Company on 29 June 1770, and on 4 July 
following was elected alderman of Billings¬ 
gate ward. At a by-election a few days 
afterwards he was returned to the House of 
Commons for the oity of London, which he 
continued to represent until the dissolution 
of parliament in September 1780. On 0 Dec. 
1770 Oliver seoouded Serjeant Glynn’s mo¬ 
tion for a committee to inquire into the 
administration of criminal justice [Pari. 
Hist. xvi. 1216-7). 

I 11 March 1771 he became engaged in the 
famous struggle between the city and the 
House of Commons [see Crosby, Brass], 

3x2 
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and was committed to the Tower by order 
of the speaker on the 20tli of that month 
(ib. xvii. 165). On 6 April he was brought 
up on a writ of habeas eoipua before Lord 
Maubfield, who declined to interfere, as par¬ 
liament was still sitting. A similar appli¬ 
cation was made on his behalf to the court 
of exchequer on 80 April, with the same 
want of success. The parliamentary session, 
however, closed on 8 May, when Orner and 
Crosby were released from the Tower, and 
conducted in a triumphal procession to the 
Mansion House. Though formerly an active 
supporter of Wilkes, Oliver refused to serve 
as sheriff with him in 1771 (Gent. Mag. 
1771, p. 189), and was elected to that ollice 
with Watkin Lewes on 1 July 1772. The 
friends of Wilkes were so enraged at the 
election of Townshend as lord mayor in this 
year that they appear to have accused Oliver 
‘ of having taken the vote of the court be¬ 
fore their party had arrived ’ (Fiizju union, 
Life of William, Lari of SJieibunw, 1875- 
1870, ii. 289). On 20 .Tan. 1778 Oliver 
spoke in favour of Sawbridge's motion for 
leave to bring in a hill for shortening the 
duration of parliaments (Pari. Jlut. xvii. 
692-6), and on 1 Feb. 1776 he seconded a 
similar motion (ib. xviii. 210). On 27 Nov. 
1776 his proposed address to the king re¬ 
specting ‘the original authors and advisers’ 
of the measures ugaiiiRl the American colo¬ 
nies was defeated by 163 votes to 10 (ib. 
xviii. 1005-7, 1021). His name appears for 
the last time in the ‘ Parliament ary Hist ory ’ 
on 10 May 1770, when he seconded Saw- 
bridge’s resolution that the American colo¬ 
nies should ‘be continued upon tho snrao 
footing of giving and granting their money 
as his Majesty’s subjects in Ireland are, by 
their own representatives ’ (ib. xviii, 1353). 
Oliver resigned his gown at a court of aider- 
men held at Guildhall on 25 Nov. 1778, and 
shortly afterwards sailed to Antigua in 
order to look after his West Indian estates, 
lie died on board the Sandwich packet, 
while returning to England, on 10 April 
1784. ^ 

Oliver married, on 2 Feb. 1768, liis cousin 
Mary, daughter of Richard Oliver of Low 
Leyton, Essex, by whom he liqd no issue. 
He was elected a general of the honourable 
artillery company in August 1778. The 
silver-gilt oup which was presented to him 
by the livery in March 1772 ‘for joining 
with other magistrates in the release of a 
freeman, who was arrested by order of the 
House of Oo m mons, and in a warrant for 
imprisoning the messpngor who had arrested 
the citizen and refused to give hail,’ is pre¬ 
served among the corporation plate at the 


Mansion House. His portrait, which m, 
painted in the Tow er by It. Pine in 1775) 
has been eimr.rved 1 

[Walpole's Memoirs of the Reign of Geoinc m 
1846, iv. 211, 291,299-301, 307, 316-17,327-8; 
Chatham’s Correspondence, 1838-10 iv lei' 
125-7, 129-34, 138-40, ]87 ; Woodfall’s 
1814,ii. 206—22, iii. 345 ot scq.; Mrnioir of 
Bras'- Crosby, 1829; Trevelyan’s K.irly HLtorv 
of C J. Fox, 1881, pp 339-66, 362-77 ; BeWa 
Sexagenarian, 1818, ii. 23, £ 6 - 8 ; Oldmixon’s 
British Empire in America, 1741, ii 206 216- 
Highmore’s History of the Artillory Cempanv’ 
1804, pp. 291-8, 303, 312; Orrklgos Some 
Account of the Citizens of London and their 
Rulers, 1867, pp 97-101, 249; Gent. Mae 
1768 p. 94, 1770 pp. 339-40, 341, 1771 m 
139-41, 188,233, 234, 284, 330, 1772 pp 294 
338, 480, 492, 1776 pp, 147-8, 1778 pp. 434-6’ 
619, 806, 1784, pt. i. p. 395 ; Notes and Queried 
8th slv. iv. 67, 217 ; Oflicinl Return of Lists of 
Members of Parliament, pt. ii. pp. 140 ,1531 

G. F. B. B, 

OLIVER, ROBERT DUDLEY (1760- 
1860), admiral, was born on 31 Oct. 1766. 
He ontered the navy in May 1779, on board 
the Prince George, carrying the flag of Rear- 
admiral Robert Digby [q. v.T and in her, 
during the early months of 1780, was ship¬ 
mate of Prince William, afterwards Wil¬ 
liam IV, Remaining in the Prince George, 
Oliver went in her to North America in 
1781, and later on to the Wesl Indies, where 
he was present in the operations before St. 
IvitlB in January 1782 |see Iloon, Samuel, 
Viscount] and at the defeat of the French 
fleet oil' Dominica on 12 April [see Rodney, 
Geoiuwj Brydbeh,] iOiui]. After further set- 
vioo in North America and in the Channel, 
he was in 1793 lieutenant of the Active in 
tho North Sea; in 1794 in the Artois with 
Captuin Edmund Nagle [q. v.], and after the 
capture of the R6volutionnaire on 21 Oct. 
he was promoted to he commander, taking 
seniority from the date of the action. In 
1705 ho commanded the Hazard sloop on the 
con=l of Ireland, and on 30 April 1796 was 
posted to tlie Nonsuch, guardship in the 
Humber, which he commanded till February 
1798, when he was appointed to the Nemesis 
going out to Quebec with a large convoy. 
In March 1799 he joined the Mermaid, in 
which he went to the Mediterranean, and 
after an active and successful commission 
brought home Lord Hutchinson from Egypt 
in July 1802. On the renewal of the war 
he was appointed in March 1808 to tho 
Melpomene, which during the next two years 
was actively employed on Hy» coast of France. 
In Soptember 1806 ehewas in dock ot Ports¬ 
mouth, and Olivor, calling on Lord Nelson, 
then on the point of sailing to resume the 
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command off Cadiz, expressed liis concern 
that his ship was not able to accompany 
him. 1 1 hope,’ answered Nelson, ‘ you will 
come in time to tow some of the rascals.’ 
The Melpomene joined the fleet off Trafalgar 
the day after the battle, and did help to tow 
off the prizes. Oliver was appointed to the 
Jfars, vacant by the death of Captain Duff, 
which he commanded on the coast of France 
till September 180U. In May 1810 he com¬ 
missioned the Valiant, in which, in 1818-14, 
he took part in tlio operations on the coast 
of the United States. He resigned the com¬ 
mand in July 1814, and had no farther ser¬ 
vice, though promoted in regular succession 
to he rear-admiral 12 Aug. 1819, vice- 
admiral 22 July 1830, admiral 23 Nnv. 
1841. He died at his residence, near Dublin, 
on 1 Sept. I860. Oliver married, in 1800, 
Mary, daughter of Sir Charles Saxton, hart., 
for many years resident commissioner of the 
nary at Portsmouth, and by her had a large 
family. 

[M.ushiiU'b Hoy. Nav. Biogr. i. 725; O'Byrne’s 
N.iv. Biogr. l)ict.; Gent. Slag. 1850, li. 617; 
Ketmn of Services in the Public Boeord Office.] 

J. K. L. 

OLIVER or OLYUER, THOMAS (d. 
1824), physiciau and mathematician, is stud 
to have been educated at Cambridge. lie is 
probably the Thomas 01i\ or who matriculated 
as pensioner from Christ’s College, Oumbridgo, 
iiiNovember 1569. lie certainly published 
his chief book at the university press. Before 
1597 he was settled at Bury St. Edmunds as 
a physician, and usually described himself as 
‘BuriensL Philiatros.’ lie practised his pro¬ 
fession at Bury St. Edmunds until his death 
in 1824. 

Oliver was a matliemalican as well as a 
physieian, and wrote learnedly in both 
capacities. In 1601 he published ‘ A New 
Handling of the Planisphere, divided into 
three sections . , . pleasant and profitable 
generally for nil men, but especially such 
as would get handiues in using tko ruler and 
oompasse, and desire to reapo lhe fruits of 
astronomicall and geograplucall documents 
without being at the charge of costly in¬ 
struments. Invented for the most part, and 
first published in English, by Thomas 
Olyver/ London, by Felix Kyngston for 
Simon Waterson and Rafe lacson, 1001, 
4ta. In a dedication dated from Bury St. 
Edmunds 6 Jan. 1600-1, and addressed to 
Sir John Peter of Thorndon, Essex, he ac¬ 
knowledges obligations to ‘ damns liis 
Astrolabe.’ Many diagrams appear in the 
text. 

In 1004 Oliver published at the press of 


John Legate [o. v.] at Camhiidge four 
sepai ate tracts uound in a single volume, 
and usually know n by the title of the first 
tract: ‘De Sophismatum Preestigiis cavendis 
Admonitio,’ dedicated to Henry Howard, 
earl of Northampton, from Bury, 28 Nov. 
1603. This tract is succeeded by ‘De 
Rectarum LinearumParnllelismoet Concursu 
Doctrina Geometrica,’ dedicated to Lancelot 
Browne [q. v.], 1 archiatro doctissimo,’ and 
by ‘ De Missions Sanguinis in Pueris ante 
annum decimum quartum Diatribe medica,’ 
dedicated to William Butler (1530-1618) 
[q. v.],‘medico etphilosopho prrestantissimo 
amico suo charissimo Caufabrigiam.’ The 
book concludes with ‘ De Circuli Quadra¬ 
ture Thesis logica,’ dedicated to ‘ Adriano 
Romano equiti aurato in Academia Wurce- 
biirgensi Matliemalicorum profossori cele- 
barrimo nunc medico Otesareo,’27 Aug. 1597. 
In Addit. MS. 4626 (art. 23 or 24) are two 
unpublished tracts by Oliver, respectively 
entitled ‘ Thom® Oliuori Buriensis Tabula 
Longitudhiumetlatitudinumlocornmmemo- 
rabiiium in Europa,’ and ‘Mechanica Circuli 
quadratura cum equatione cubi et sphreree.’ 

[Davy’s Athena; Suffolcenf.es in Addit. MS. 
10165, f. 267; Wood’s Fasti Oion. ed. Bliss, 
i. 510, Oliver’s WorkB.] S. L. 

OLIVER, THOMAS (1725-1799), me- 
thodist preacher. [See Olivehs.] 

OLIVER, THOMAS (1734-1815), lieu- 
tenaut-governor of Massachusetts, said to 
have been born in Dorchester, Massachusetts, 
on 6 Jan. 1734, was son of Robert Oliver by 
Ann, daughter of James Brown of Antigua. 
His father was living in Antigua in 1788, 
hut. had settled at Dorchester heforo 1747. 
Thomas graduated at Harvard in 1753. 
He probably resided at Dorchester until 
1766, when lie purchased an estate on Elm¬ 
wood Avenue, near Mount Auburn, Cam¬ 
bridge, Massachusetts, and erected the man¬ 
sion afterwards the residence successively 
of Governor Gerry, the Rev. Dr. Lowell, 
and James Russell Lowell. Being a man of 
fortune, he was not actively engaged in 
business, nor did he take much part in public 
affairs until March 1774, when he accepted 
the office of lieutenant-governor of the pro¬ 
vince and president of a oounoil appointed 
by the king in a manner especially galling 
to popular feeling. The councillors were 
visited by bands of Middlesex freeholders, 
and one after another forced to renounce 
their offices. On the seizure by the royal 
troops of the public stock of powder pro¬ 
vided for the militia, the yeomen of the 
neighbouring towns marched to Cambridge, 
some of them bringing arms. General Gage 
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thereupon prepared, to send troops against 
them. Oliver, aftervainly endeavouring to 
persuade the people to turn back, hastened 
to Boston and prevailed on Gage to retrain 
from military action. On lus return the 
resignation of his seat on the council hom'd 
was demanded. He urgently requested de¬ 
lay, inasmuch as he could not with pro¬ 
priety renounce that office while he held 
that of lieutenant-governor; but when a 
threatening multitude surrounded liis house 
on the morning of 2 Sept, he yielded, and 
signed a solemn engagement ‘ as a man of 
honour and a Christian' that he would 
‘never hereafter, upon any terms what¬ 
soever, accept a seat at the said hoard, on 
the present novel and oppressive plan of the 
government.’ He left Cambridge imme¬ 
diately and never returned. At the evacua¬ 
tion of Boston he accompanied the British 
forces, und soon afterwards took passage 
from Halifax to England. lie was pro¬ 
scribed in 1778, and his estate confiscated. 

Oliver died at Bristol on 29 Nov. 1815 
(Gent. Mag. 1816, pt. ii. p. 641). By his 
marriage in 1760 to Elizabeth, daughter of 1 
Colonel John Vassall, he had a family of 
daughters. He ie represented as being of a 
enfle, retiring disposition. It has even 
een suggested that his name was insorted 
in the commission by mistake instead of the 
name of Ohief-justico Peter Oliver (1718- 
1791). 

[Paige's Hist, of Cambridge, MassacliusolU; 
Appleton’s Cyclop, of Amor. Biogr.] G. G. 

OLIVER, TOM (1789-1864), pugilist, 
born at Breadlow in Buckinghamshire in 
June 1789, left his native place as a hoy, and 
entered the service of Mr. Baker, a gardeuor, 
at Mil Ibanlc, London. A visit to a prize-fight 
in 1811 fired his ambition to enter the ring. 
Ilia first essay was with Kimber, a stone¬ 
mason, at Tothill Eields in the same year. 
In a fight of an hour and forty minutes ho 
washailedthe conqueror. He at onco became 
known as the Chelsea gardener, an appella¬ 
tion which adhered to him throughout his 
career. After several minor fights, he on 
15 May 1813 encountered Goorgu Cooper at 
Moulsey Hurst, Surrey, and, after thirteen 
rounds of a severely contested engagement 
lasting soiontecn minutes, was declared the 
victor. On Tuesday, 17 May 1814, he met 
Ned Puinter at Shepperton Range, Middle¬ 
sex, for a purse of 507., given by the pugi¬ 
listic club, to bo contended for in a 24- 
foot ring. In the second round Oliver re¬ 
ceived a blow which all but disabled him; 
bul, coming up to time and adopting Tom 
Cribb’s system of milling on tbo retreat, lie 


won the battle in the eighth round. II e 
now became the landlord ol the Luke’s Head 
31 Peter Street, ‘Westminster, a houseiihick 
‘ the fancy ’ of the Westminster district made 
their headquarters. On 4 Oct. 1816 he met 
Jack Carter, 1 the Lancashire hero,’ at Gretna 
□ icon, for one hundred guineas a side. The 
spectators numbered about thirty thousand 
and the Marquis of Queensberrv and Captain 
Barclay acted, as the umpireB. In the tlnrty. 
second round, at the end of foriy-sixminutes 
he was taken out of the ring in a state of 
stupor, and completely deprived of sight. 

On 10 July 1818 Oliver encountered Bill 
Neat of Bristol at Gorrard’s Cross, but the 
authorities interfered, and the ring was re¬ 
moved to Riokmansworth, Hertfordshire, 
where Lord Yarmouth, Sir Henry Smith, and 
other celebrities were present. After one 
hour had elapsod, and twonty-eight rounds 
had been fought, Oliver was knocked sense¬ 
less, and could not come up to time. How¬ 
ever, on 28 May 1819 he completely defeated 
Hendrioktheblack. Henext,on21 July 1819, 
encountered D an Don nelly, the champion of 
Ireland, at Crawley Ilurst, Sussex, for one 
hundred guineas a aide. Intense interest was 
manifested in this affair in both countries, 
and betB amounting to upwards of 100,0007 
were made on the result. Oliver fought with 
his accustomed bravery, hut in the thirty- 
fourth round the victory fell to the Irishman. 
On 13 Jan. 1820 Oliver defeated TomShelton 
at Sawbridgoworth, Hertfordshire; but in a 
fight with his former opponent, Ned Painter, 
atNorlhWalsham,Norfolk,on 17 July 1820, 
ho lost the battle. lie was then matched to 
fight Tom Spring on 20 Eeb. 1821 at Hayes, 
Middlosox. Spring was too much for him; 
but he showed great forbearance in the fight, 
and allowed Oliver much latitude. In en- 
count ers with T. Hickman, the gas-lightman, 
on 12 June 1821, and with Bill Abbott on 
6 Nov. 1821, Oliver’s age told against him. 
He was now appointed to take charge of the 
ropes and stakes of tlie prize-ring, and he 
was a constant attendant at the ring-side as 
commisBorv. His last fight was with Ben 
Burn at Hampton, Middlesex, on 28 Jan. 
1834, when he won the victory in twenty- 
five minutes. On 16 July 1846 he was sen¬ 
tenced at the Oxford assizes to three weeks' 
imprisonment for being present at a fight 
between Gill and Norley. During his latter 
years he was a fruitorer and greengrocer in 
Pimlico aud Oholsea. Ho died in London 
in June 1861, leaving a son, Frederick Oliver, 
also a pugilist and a commi^.ary of the ring, 
who died on SO Jan. 1870. 

[Eistiana, by (ho oditor of Bell’s Life (1868), 
pp. 03—3 ; Boxiamij 1818-24, ii. 96 he., iii. 202, 
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with portrait, iv. 233 &c.; Miles's Pugilistiea, 
1880, li. 89-103, with portrait; Hannan s Guide 
to British Boxing, pt, ii. pp, 43-6 ; The Fancy, 
by an Operator, 1826, i, 609-16, with portrait,] 

G. 0. B. 

OLIVER, WILLIAM (1659-1716), phy¬ 
sician, born in 1659, belonged to the family 
of Oliver dwelling at Trevnrnoe, in Sitkney, 
Cornwall. He was entered in the physic line 
at Leyden University on 17 Dec, 1683, when 
aged 24, but Ilia medical studies were inter¬ 
rupted byliisjoining tlieDuko of Monmouth’s 
expedition to England, and serving with the 
troops as one of their three surgeons (Roberts, 
Life of Monmouth, i. 263). After its defeat 
he rode off the field with the duke, Lord 
Grey, and a few others. When they had 
ridden about twenty miles he proposed to tho 
duke to turn oft' to the sea-coast of Somorset, 
seize a passage-boat at Uphill, and cross to 
Wales. This advice was not adopted, and 
Oliver rode away to Bristol, about twelve 
miles distant (Oldmixon, History under the 
Stuarts, p. 701). There he concealed him¬ 
self with his friends, and, after the ‘ bloody 
assizes,’ travelled to London with the clerk 
of Judge Jeffreys, to whom he had been 
recommended by a tory friend. lie then 
escaped to the continent, and made liis way 
to Holland. In 1085 he was at Kunijjsburg 
in Prussia, and be spent one winter in the 
most northern part of Poland; but his name 
appears again in the list of the students at 
Leyden on 17 Feb. 1688. He accompanied 
William III to England in 1688 as an oilicer 
in bis army, and was soon rewarded for his 
services. On 80 Sept. 1692 Oliver qualified 
as a licentiate of the College of Physicians at 
London, and lie held from 27 April 1693 to 
1702 the post of physician to the red squa¬ 
dron. This caused him to be with the fleet at 
Cadiz in 1694, and to spend two summers in 
the Mediterranean, during which period he 
eagerly prosecuted liis inquiries in medicine 
and science. Extract s from two letters written 
by Oliver when with the fleet were communi¬ 
cated by Walter Moyle to the ‘Philosophical 
Transactions,’ xvii, 908-12, and a third letter, 
written at the same period, was published in 
the same ‘Transactions,’ xxiv, 1662-4. A 
letter ‘on his late journey into Denmark and 
Holland,’ about 1701, also appeared in the 
‘Philosophical Transactions,’ xxiii. 1400-10. 
These communications led to his election as 
F.R.S. on 6 Jan. 1703-4. From 1702 to 1709 
he dwelt in London and Bath, his‘Practical 
Essay ’ being dated from ‘ Red Lion Court 
in Fleet Street,,July 10,1704; ’ ‘ but it is 
doubtful whether he ever practiced at Bath ’ 
(Falconer, Bath Hosjntal, ed. 1888, p. 11). 
From 1700 to 1714 lie was physician to the 


hospital at Chatham for sick and wounded 
seamen, and from 1714 to 1716 he was phy¬ 
sician to the Royal Hospital at Greenwich. 
He died uiunamod at Greenwich on 4 April 
1716, and was buried in the abbey church at 
Bath, where a monument was erected to his 
memory. 

Oliver published in 1704 ‘ A practical 
Es*-ay on Fevers, containing Remarks on the 
hot and cold Methods of their Cure,’ at page 
202 of which begins ‘ a Dissertation on tbe 
hot waters of Bathe,’ the first draft of his 
subsequent work. The essay, through its 
author's references to Dr. Kadclifte, was at¬ 
tacked in ‘ A Letter to Dr. Oliver, desiring 
him to reconcile some few of the contra¬ 
dictory assertions in his Ebsay on Feavers,’ 
dated from Tunbridge, 25 July 1704. The 
treatise on Bath was expanded into • A 
Practical Dissertation on Bath Waters; to 
which is added a Relation of a very extra¬ 
ordinary Sleeper near Bath,’ 1707,1719; 6th 
edit. 1764. This account of the sleeper, 
Samuel Oliilton, a labourer at Timsbury, and 
twenty-five years old, is also in Gib ‘ Philo¬ 
sophical Transactions,’ xxiv. 2177-82, and 
was issued separately in 1707 and 1719. A 
further communication by him is in the same 
‘Transactions,’ xxiv. 1596. Oliver's dis¬ 
course of ‘ Christian and Politike Reasons 1 
whv England and Holland should not war 
with each other, with other manuscripts, 
will be found in tbe Sloane MS. No. 1770 at 
the British Museum, and a letter from him 
to James Petiver [q. v.] is in the same col¬ 
lection, No. 4064. 

[Hunk’s Coll, of Phys. 2nd edit. pp. 493- 
494; Bonse and Courtney's Bibliotheca Cor- 
unbieneis; V right's Historic Guide to Bath, 
p, 194 j Britton’s Bath Abbey, p. 91; Peach’s 
Historic Houses of Bath, 2nd eer. pp. 73-6.] 

W. P. O. 

OLIVER, WILLIAM (1695-1764), phy¬ 
sician and philanthropist, born at Ludgvan, 
Cornwall, on 4 Aug. 1696, was baptised on 
27 Aug. 1695, and described as son of John 
Oliver. The statement of some writers that he 
was the illegitimate child of William Oliver 
(1659-1710) [q. v.j may be dismissed from 
consideration. His family, originally seated 
at Trevarnoo in Sithuey,resided afterwards in 
Ludgvan, and the estate of Treneere in Ma¬ 
dron, which belonged to him, was sold, after 
his death, in 1768. When be purposed erect¬ 
ing a monument in Sithuey churchyard to 
the memory of his parents, Pope wrote the 
epitaph and drew the design of the pillar 
(Quarterly Jteriew, October 1876). He was 
admitted a pensioner of Pembrolto College, 
Cambridge, on 17 Sept. 1714, graduated M.B. 
in 1720, and M.D. in 1726, and, to complete 
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Jiia medical training, entered at Leyden Uni¬ 
versity on 16 Nov. 1720. On 8 July 1766 
lie was incorporated at Oxford, and he was 
elected F.R.S. on 22 Jan. 1720-SO. 

On returning from Leyden, Oliver prac¬ 
tised for a time at Plymouth, hut about 1726 
he settled at Bath and remained there for 
the rest of his life, obtaining in a very short 
time the leading practice of the city. This 
was mainly due to his friendship with Ralph 
Allen (afellowCornishman, who introduced 
him to Pope^ Warburton, and the rest of the 
uests at Prior Park), and with Ur. Borlase, 
is ‘friend and relation,’ who, after being his 
patient in 1780, sent to him the gentry of 
the west country. Oliver took great pains 
in obtaining subscriptions for the erection of 
the Water or General Hospital, now called 
the Royal Mineral Water Hospital, at Bath, 
and in 1737 made an offer of some land for 
its site, which was at first accepted, hut 
afterwards declined. Next year he was ap¬ 
pointed one of the treasurers to the fund, 
and in July 1780 he became a deputy-pre¬ 
sident. On 1 May 1740 he was appointed 
physician to the hospital, and on the banic 
day Jeremiah (known as Jerry) Peirce be¬ 
came the surgeon. The regulations for the 
admission and removal of English patients 
were drawn up by him; and in 1760, when 
the privileges were extended to patients 
from Scotland and Ireland, he compiled a 
set of rules applicable to their case. Until 
1 May 1761, when he nnd Peirce both re¬ 
signed, he ruled the institution. The third 
article in Oharleton’s ‘Three Tracts on Bath 
Waters,’ 1774, consisted of ‘ histories of 
hospital cases under the care of the late Ur. 
Oliver,’ a subject on which he had himsell 
contemplated the publication of a volume; 
and ‘Some Observations on Stomach Com¬ 
plaints,’ which were found among hia papers, 
were printed in pp. 76-96 of the same work, 
Peirce and Oliver were painted together by 
William Hoare, R.A., in 1742, in a picture 
now in the board-room of the hospital, in the 
act of examining three pationts, candidates 
for admission. Oliver’s position in the m edi- 
cal world of Bath involved him in trouble. 
Archibald Cleland, one of the hospital sur¬ 
geons, was dismissed in 1748 on a charge of 
improper conduct, and the dismissal led to 
many pamphlets. An inquiry was held into 
the circumstances, under the presidency of 
Philip, brother of Ralph, Allan; this lesu'lled 
in Oliver’s conduct being highly commended. 
In 1767 Oliver and some other physicians in 
the city declined to attend any consulta¬ 
tions with William Baylios, M.U. [q. v.], and 
Charles Lucas, M.U, [ip v.J, in consequence 
of thuir reflections on the use and abuse of the 


waters, and their censures on the conduct of 
the physicians at the hospital. Much corre¬ 
spondence ensued, and it was published as 
proving the existence of a ‘ physical con¬ 
federacy in Bath.’ His medical skill ismen- 
tioned by Mm. Anne Pitt (Suffolk letters 
1824, ii. 210-60) and by Mrs. DeknyGW 
biography, ii. 17, iii. 026). Ho andPeirca 
attended Ralph Allen in his last illness, and 
each received a complimentary legacy oflOOf. 

Oliver purchased in 1740, ns a Vacation 
residence, a small farmhouse two miles from 
Box, near Bath, nnd called it Trevarnoe 
afLor the scene of his childhood and the abode 
of his fathers. For many years before his 
death he was subject to the gout. He died 
at Bath on 17 March 1764, and was buried 
in the church of Weston, near that city, 
where an inscription ‘on a white tablet, sup¬ 
ported by palm-branches,’ was erected to bis 
memory. There is also a plain mural tablet 
to his memory in the abbey church. The 
statement in the ‘ Life and Times of Selma, 
countess of Huntingdon’ (i. 460-1), that he 
remained ‘ a most inveterate infidel till a 
short time before his death’ is probably an 
exaggeration. He was generally admitted 
to have been an eminently sensible man, and 
one also of a most compassionate and bene- 
volont nature. HiB library waB sold in 1764. 
His son, the third William OliveT, matricu¬ 
lated from Christ Church, Oxford, on 20 Jan. 
1748-9, aged 18, and his name appears on 
the books at Leyden on 21 Sept. 1763. The 
eldest daughter married a son of the Rev. 
John Acland, rector of Broadclyst, Devon¬ 
shire : the Becond daughter, Charlotte, mar¬ 
ried, 14 April 1762, Sir John Pringle, bort., 
F.R.S. Some of his descendants are said to 
have been living at Bath in 1862. 

Ho invented the ‘ Bath Oliver ’ biscuit, and 
shortly before his death confided the receipt 
to his coachman Atkins, giving him at the 
same time lOOf. in money and ten sacks of 
the finest wheat-flour. The fortunate re¬ 
cipient opened a shop in Green Street, and 
soon acquired a large fortune. The ‘ Bath 
Oliver ’ is still well known. 

Oliver published, in 1768, ‘Myra: a pas¬ 
toral dialogue sacred to the memory of a 
lady who died 29 Bee. 1768, aged 26.’ His 
‘Practical Essay on the Use and Abuse of 
warm Bathing in Gouty Cases’ came outm 
1761, passed into a second edition in 1761, 
and into a third in 1764. Philip Thiclmesse 
inserted some remarks on this essay in his 
‘Valetudinarian’s Bath Guide,' 1780, pp. SO¬ 
SO. Oliver was also the anonymous author of 
‘ A Faint Sketch of the LifS, Character, and 
Manners of the late Mr. Nash,’ which was 
prinlod at Bath for John Ivoene, aud sold at 
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8 af. It was praised by Goldsmith as ‘ written 
■with much good sense and still more good 
nature/ and it was embodied in Goldsmith’s 
‘Life of Beau Nash.’ It also appeared in the 
‘Public Ledger’ of 12 March 1761, and in 
the Rev.Richard 'Warner’s 1 History of Bath/ 
pp, 370-1. To the ‘ Philosophical Transac¬ 
tions 1 for 1723 and 1765 respectively he 
contributed brief papers on medical topics, 
the former being addressed to Dr. Richard 
Mead. 

Oliver wrote some elegiac lines on the 
death of Ralph Tliicknesse; he was standing 
at Tkicknesse’s elbow at the moment that 
Thicknesse fell dead as he was playing the first 
fiddle in a performance of a piece ot his own 
composition at a concert in Bath (cf. Philip 
Thickness!), New Prose Bath Guide, p. 88 ; 
Nichols, Lit. Anecd. is. 268; Bhiiion 1 , 
Bath Abbey Church, p. 92; Bhtdges, Bestir- 
tuta, iv. 421-2). Hie lines to Sir John Cope 
‘upon his catching Sir Anthony’s tire by 
drinking Bath waters/ are in Mrs. Stopford 
SackviUe’s manuscripts {Hist. MSS. Comm. 
9th Rep. App. iii. 182). 

Oliver applied to Dr. Borlnse forminerals for 
Pope’s grotto, and his name frequently occurs 
in the letters of Pope and Borlaeo at Castle 
Horneck, near Penzance. A letter to Oliver 
from Pope, dated 8 Oct. 1740, and the pro¬ 
perty of Mr. H. G. Bohn, was inserted with 
the first draft of the reply in Carruthers's 
‘Life of Pope’ (Bohn’s Illustrated Library, 
1857, pp. 178-4). Several other letters were 
formerly in the possession of Upcott. One, 
dated 28 Aug. 1743, is printed in Roscoe’s 
‘ Works of Pope/ i. 641-2, and it was re¬ 
printed with two others which were token 
from the ‘European Magazine/1791, pt. ii. 
p. 409, and 1792, pt. i. p. 6 , in Courthope’s 
edition, x. 242-6. In the summer of 1743 
Oliver wrote to Pope to free himself from all 
knowledge of John Tillard’s attack on War- 
burton, which was dedicated to him without 
his knowledge ( Works, ed. Courthopo, ix. 
233). Two letters from WaTburton to Oliver 
are in Nichols’s 1 Literary Anecdotes/ v. 581- 
682, and several communications from him 
to Doddridge from 1748 to 1749 are con¬ 
tained in the latter’s ‘Correspondence/v. 223- 
226, 802-4, v. 06-7, 126-9. Three letters 
from Stephen Duck to him are printed in 
the ‘European Magazine/ 1795, pt. i. p. 
80 and pt. ii. p. 79. He bestowed many 
favours on Duck, and was, no doubt, the 
polite son of AEsculnpius depicted in that 
author’s ‘ Journey to Marlborough, Bath, &c.’ 
(Works, 1763, p*76). A letter from Oliver 
to Dr. Ward un two Roman altars discovered 
at Bath is in the British Museum, Addil., 
MS. 6181, f. 63, and throe more letters re- I 


' ferring to some dirty and miserly old ac- 
I quaintance of Jacob Ton son at Bath in 1736, 
I are in Addit. MS. 28275, i'ols. 356-61. 
Some manuscript lettois to Jurin belong to 
the Royal Society. Benjamin Heath dedi¬ 
cated to him in 1740 ‘ The Estav towards a 
d emonstrati ve Proof of theDi vine Existence; ’ 
plate 18 in the ‘Antiquities of Cornwall’ 
was engraved at his expense and inscribed 
to him by Dr. Borlase; and the later impres¬ 
sions of Mary Chandler’s ‘Description of 
Bath 1 contained (pp. 21-3) some verses to 
him acknowledging that he had corrected 
liar poem, and that ‘ ev’n Pope approv’d 
when you had tun’d my Lyre.’ 

[Gent. Mag. 1764, p. 147 ; Collinson’B Somer¬ 
set, i. 166 ; TuustaU’s Bath Rambles (1848), p. 
83; Peach’s Historic Houses of Bath, 2nd ser. 
pp. 77-9 ; Britton’s Bath Abbey, p. 98; Hunter’s 
Bath and Literature, p. 89; Monkland’s Litera¬ 
ture of Bath, pp. 6-7, and Suppl. p. 61; Wright’s 
Historic Guide to Bath, pp. 131-4; Murch’s Bath 
Physicians, pp. 21-2; Pidconer’s Bath Hospital, 
passun ; Bouse and Courtney’s Bibl. Ooruub.; 
Poster's Alumni Oxon.; Nichols's Lit Anecdotes, 
iii. 636, v. 92; D. Gilbert’s Cornwall, iii. 88; Pea¬ 
cock’s Leyden Students (Index Soc.); Quarterly 
Reriow, Octobar 1876, pp. 379-94 (by W. C. 
Borlnse) ; Western Antiquary, vii. 8 ] 

W. P. G. 

OLIVER, WILLIAM (1S04P-18C3), 
landscape-painter, was horn about 1804. 
He painted in oil as well as in water-colours, 
hut chiefly in the latter, and took most of his 
subjects from foreign scenery, especially in 
Erance and the Pyrenees. He began to ex¬ 
hibit in 1829, when he sent to the Society 
of British Artists' A Beach Scene in Kent ’ 
and a ‘ Fish Boat.’ In 1834 he was elected a 
member of the New Society (now the Royal 
Institute) of Painters in Water-Colours, and 
his drawings appeared annually at its exhibi¬ 
tions until 1854. He also sent oil-paintings 
to the Royal Academy from 1885 to 1853, and 
to the British Institution from 1886. He 
published in 1842 a folio volume of‘Scenery 
of the Pyrenees/ lithographed by George 
Barnard, Thomas Shottur Boys, Carl Hughe, 
and others. 

Oliver died at Langley Mill House, Hal¬ 
stead, Essex, on 2 Nov. 1858, aged 49. 
There is an oil-painting by him of ‘ Foligno ’ 
in the South Kensington Museum, 

His wife, Emu Sophia Oliver (1819- 
1886), daughter of W. Eburne, coachbuilder, 
of Ratbbone Place, London, was bom on 
15 Aug. 1819, and married in 1840. She 
wae elected a member of the New Society 
of Painters in Water-Colours in 1849, and 
exhibited also landscapes both in water¬ 
colours and in oil at the Royal Academy, 
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British Institution, Society of British Artists, 
and various provincial galleries. After Oli¬ 
ver's death she married, about 1836, John 
Sedgwick, a solicitor, of Watford, Hertford¬ 
shire, but continued to follow her profession 
in her first husband’s name until her death, 
which took place at the Brewery House, 
Great Berkhamstead, on 16 March 1886. 

[Art Journal, 1833,p.3U; Bryan's Dictionary 
of Painters and Engravers, ad. Graves and Arm¬ 
strong, 1886-9, ii. 225; Miss Clayton's English 
Female Artists, 1876, ii. 227-30; Exhibition 
Catalogues of the Royal Academy, British In¬ 
stitution (Living Artists), Society of British 
Artists, and Mow Society of Painters in Water- 
Colours.] R, E. G. 

OLIVERS, THOMAS (1725-1799), Wes¬ 
leyan methodist preacher and hymn-writer, 
was the son of Thomas and Penelope Oliver. 
The parish register of Tregynon, Montgo¬ 
meryshire, shows that he was baptised at that 
church on 8 Sept. 1726. nie father died in 
December 1728 and his mother in 1729, and 
he was then entrusted to the care of a great- 
uncle, who, however, did not long survive 
Olivers’s parents, but left him a small for¬ 
tune, providing that the interest should be 
omployed in the lad’s bringing-up, and the 
principal paid to him when he came of age. 
He received only an imperfect education, and 
was, at the age of eighteen, apprenticed to a 
shoemaker. According to his own account, 
he was a restless, idle youth, who, as he grew 
to manhood, spent his time in roving from 

J dace to place, no doubt earning a precarious 
ivelihood as a cobbler. In the course of his 
wanderings he happened to hear Wliitcfield 
preach at Bristol, and this at once changed 
the current of hie life. He .joined the me¬ 
thodist society at Bradford, Wiltshire, and 
soon became one of tlio local preachers of tho 
organisation, taking long journeys in dis¬ 
charge of his Sunday duties. Wesley soon 
prevailed upon him to become one of tho 
itinerant preachers whose time was fully 
taken up by the work. On 24 Oot. 1763 he 
set out for Cornwall, In 1766 he was at 
Dundee. After travelling for twenty-two 
years, he was, in 1770, appointed by Wesley 
supervisor of the methodist press, a position, 
which he held until 1789, when Wesley re¬ 
moved him, because, as he said, ( the errata 
were insufferable,’ and pieces were inserted 
in the magazine without his knowledge 
( Journal, 8 Aug. 1780). The remainder of 
his life was spont in retirement in London, 
where hedied in March 1799. He was buried 
in Wesley's own tomb, in the Oity Road 
burying-ground. Ilia portrait is among the 
collection of portraits of Wesleyan mo- 
thodist ministers who occupied the meeting- 
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house at Dundee which was lent by "ju 
George Worrell to the Old Dundee Evhil 
bition, 1892-3. 

Olivers was the author of: 1 . ‘Twelve 
Reasons why the People called Methodists 
ought not to buy or sell uncustomed Goods.’ 
2. 1 Reply to a Pamphlet entitled “ A few 
Thoughts on Matters of Pact concerning 
Methodism.” ’ 3. * Reply to a Pamphlet on 
Wesley and Erslrine.’ 4. ‘Letter to Top- 
lady.’ This was a part of the Oalvinistic 
controversy among the early methodists in 
which Olivers figured prominently. 6. ‘ Pan,, 
plilet against Richard Hill.’ 6. ‘A Pull 
Defence of the Rev. John Wesley against 
Rev. Caleb Evans,’ 1776,12mo. 7. ‘ Answer 
to Rowland Hill.’ 8. Account of his own 
life, 9. ‘ A Full Refutation of the Doctrine 
of Unconditional Perseverance,’ 1790, 8vo. 
10. ‘Defence of Methodism,’ Leeds, 1818^ 
8vo. 11. ‘ Tract against Dancing.’ Better 
known are Olivers’s verso compositions, 
12. ‘Hymn on the Last Judgment’ (‘Come, 
Immortal King of Glory,’ 1st edit. Leeds, 
n.d.; 2nd edit. Bristol, 1763). 13. ‘Ilymn 
of Praise to Ohrist’ (‘Our HeartB and Hands 
to Christ we raise,’ composed and printed in 
Ireland about 1766; 2nd edit. Bristol, 1763). 
14. ‘Hymn to the God of Abraham’ (‘The 
God of Abraham praise,’ 1st and 2nd edit. 
Nottingham, n.d.; others in rapid succession, 
1772-9). It is upon this hymn, now to be 
found in nearly all collections, that Olivers's 
fame chiefly rests. 15. ‘ A descriptive and 

g lointive lilogy on the Death of the late 
ovorend John Wesley/ London, 1791. Oli¬ 
vers also composed the hymn-tune called 
‘ Halmsley.’ 

[Olivers's Account of my own Life in Lives 
of Early Methodist Preachers; Southey’s and 
Tyerm lie's Lives of Wesley; reprint of hymns 
and elegy, with biography, by the Bev. John 
Kirk, Loudon, 1868 ; Williams’s Moiitaomery- 
shiro Worthies, 2nd edit. 1894; Julian’s Diet, 
of Hymnology.] J. E. L. 

OLLIER, CHARLES (1788-1869), pub- 
lisher and author, was born tn 1788. Ilewas 
descended from a French protestant family 
which migrated to England in 1685, and he 
began life in the banking-house of Messrs. 
Ooutts. About 1816 he was in business as 
a publisher in Vere Street, Bond Street, 
in partnership with his brother James. James 
was the man of business; Charles possessed 
a keen sense of the beauties of poetry, and, 
having mado the acquaintance of Leigh 
Hunt, undertook tho publication of bis 
‘ Foliage,’‘Hero and Leandpr/ andthesecond 
edition of ‘ The Story of Rimini.’ Through 
Hunt he became known to Keats, and, out 
of admiration for his genius, volunteered to 
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ublisli liia first poems (1817)- The hoolc 
id not succeed, and Keats, attributing the 
failure to Ollier’s inactivity, quarrelled with 
him, and published his subsequent books 
with Taylor and Hessey. Shelley was more 
constant, although he, too, with equal un¬ 
reasonableness, complained of Ollier for insist¬ 
ing on the alterations which converted ‘ Laon 
and Cythna ’ into ‘ The Revolt of Islam,’ and 
without which the Rale would soon have been 
stopped by a prosecution. All the subsequent 
works of Shelley published in his lifetime, 
except ‘ Swellfoot the Tyrant,’ were never¬ 
theless brought out by Ollier, to whom the 
unsold copies of ' Alastor,’ published in 1815 
by Baldwin and Cradock, wero also trans¬ 
ferred. ‘Julian and Mnddalo’ was also ad¬ 
vertised for publication by Ollier, but did not 
appear until printed by John Hunt, along 
with the posthumous poems, in 1824. Shelley’s 
letters to Ollier are published in the 1 Shelley 
Meinouals,’ and are very valuable for the 
literary history of his works. The most im¬ 
portant of Ollier's other publications wore 
the collected works of Charles Lamb and 
several of Barry Cornwall’s early volumes. 
In 1819 he published ‘ The Literary Pocket 
Book,'in which Shelley’s poem of ‘Marianne’s 
Dream' was first printed; and in 1820 he 
brought out the first part of ‘ Ollier's Lite¬ 
rary Miscellany,’ not continued. Besides a 
remarkable articlo on the German drama by 
Archdeacon Ilaro, this publication contained 
Peacock’s paradox, ‘ Tko F our Ages of Poetry,’ 
msmorablo for having provoked Shelley’s 
‘Defence of Poetry.’ Sholleygave his essay 
to Ollier for the second part of the ‘ Miscel¬ 
lany,' but this never appeared; and whim 
Ollier’s unsuccessful business was shortly 
afterwards wound up, the ‘ Dofenco ’ came 
into the possession of John Hunt, who pre- 
ared it for publication in ‘The Liberal,’ 
ut that periodical also expired before it 
could be published. Ollier became, and long 
continued, a literary adviser to Bentley, and 
would seem, from a passage in one of Leigh 
Hunt's letters to him, to have contributed to 
the ‘Naval and Military Gazette,’ as well as to 
‘Ainsworth’s Magazine.’ His independent 
publications were: 1. ‘ Altham and Ins Wife; 
a domestic Tale,’ 1818. Of this Shelley wroto: 
‘It is a natural story, most unaffectedly told 
in astrain of very pure and powerful English.’ 
2, ‘ Inesilla; or the Tempter: a Romance, 
with other Tales,’ 1824; also very well 
written. This had been announced for pub¬ 
lication several years before, but the compo¬ 
sition was impeded by the author’s grief for 
the loss of a daughter. 3. ‘Ferrers,’ 1842, 
a romance on the execution of Earl Ferrers 
in 1760, somewhat in the style of Harrison 


Ainsworth, but much inferior. 4. ‘-Fallacy 
of Ghosts, Dreams, and Omens, with Stories 
of Witchcraft, Life-in-Deatli, and Mono¬ 
mania,’ 1848; reprinted from ‘Ainsworth’s 
Magazine,’ and published by the author him¬ 
self. Several letters from J .eiqh Hunt, pub¬ 
lished in the latter’s correspondence, cast an 
agreeable light upon Ollier's latter years, 
showing that his literary tastes and sym- 
thies remained unimpaired. He died at 
d Drompton on 5 June 1869, while the 
letters which he had contributed to the 
‘ShellBy Memorials’ were passing through 
the press, nis son Edmund is separately 
noticed. 

[Atliemnum; Leigh Hunt in Spectator, 18 Jun6 
1869; Shelley Memorials; Leigh Hunt's Corre¬ 
spondence; Shelley’s Works (Forman’s edition).] 

It. G. 

OLLIER, EDMUND (1827-1886), au¬ 
thor, son of Olmries Ollier [q. v.], was born 
in 1827, and privately educated. lie ‘ be¬ 
held Charles Lamb with infantile eyes, and 
sat in poor Mary Lamb’s lap.’ As a boy he 
used to listen to Leigh Hunt’s and B. R. 
Haydon’s stories. lie adopted the profes¬ 
sion of literature, and, after some years ol 
miscellaneous work, became connected with 
the ‘ Daily News,’ ‘ Athenaeum,’ ‘ Household 
Words,’ and ‘ All the Year Round.’ In 1867 
hB republished verses which had originally 
appeared in thB periodicals under the title of 
‘ Poems from the Greek Mythology, and Mis¬ 
cellaneous Poems.’ In the same year he 
contributed an edition of the first series of 
the ‘ Essays of Elia,’ with a memoir of the 
author, to ‘Hottcn’s Worldwide Library;’ 
and in 1869 published an edition of Leigh 
Hunt’s ‘ Tale for the Chimney Corner.’ Be¬ 
coming connected with the publishing firm 
of OassolL Pettor, & Galpin, Ollier wrote a 
memoir of Dor6, &c., for the ‘Dor6 Gallery,’ 
1870; ‘ Cassell’s Illustrated History of the 
War between France and Germany,’ 2 vols. 
1871-2; * Our British Portrait-Painters from 
Sir Peter Lely to J. Sant,’ 1874; ‘ Cassell’s 
Illustrated History of the United States,’ 
3 vols. 1874-7; ‘Cassell’s Illustrated His¬ 
tory of the Russo-Turkish War,’ 2 vols. 1877- 
1879; ‘ A Popular History of Sacred Art,’ 
1882 ; ‘ Cassell’s Illustrated Universal His¬ 
tory,’ 4 vols. 1882-6, At the time of his 
death, he was engaged upon the ‘ Life and 
Times of Queen victoria.’ The first eleven 
chapters wsre by Oilier, and the remainder 
of the work by Robert Wilson. 

Ollier died at his house in Oakley Street, 
Chelsea, on 19 April 1886. He married a 
Miss Gattie, who survived him, but, left no 
issue. He was a man of wide biographical 
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and topographical knowledge, but liis works 
were chiefly compiled from obvious sources, 

[Times. 23 April 1886 j Atlionsemn, 1 May 
1886; Brit. Mus. Cat.; personal knowledge 1 

L. 0. S. 

OLLIFFE, Sts JOSEPH FRANCIS 
(1808-1809), physician, son of Joseph Olliffe, 
merchant, of Cork, by Elizabeth, daughter of 
Charles McCarthy of Sunville, co. Limerick, 
was born at Cork in 1808. He was educated 
in Paris, and graduated M. A. at the university 
in 1829, and M.D. iu 1810. For some time he 
acted as tutor in the family of the Count de 
Cresnoi, hut in 1840 he commenced the 
practice of medicine in Paris. lie was a 
fallow of the Anatomical Society of Paris, 
and at one period filled the post of president 
of the Paris Medical Society. Louis-Philippe 
in 1840 appointed him a knight of the Legion 
of Honour, and he was promoted to the rank 
of nffleier in 18C5 hy Napoleon in, In March 
1852 he became physician to the British em¬ 
bassy, and on 18 June in the following year 
was knighted at Buckingham Palace. The 
board of trade nominated him a juror for 
hygiene, pharmacy, surgery, and medicine in 
the French international exhibition in April 
1866 j in 1861 he was appointed one of the 
committee for sanitary appliances in tho 
international exhibition of 1862, and he 
became a fellow of the Royal College of 
Physicians of London in 1869. He en¬ 
joyed for many years a largo practice and 
considerable social position. Inheriting by 
his marriage in 1841 with Laura (cl. 1898), 
Becond daughter of Sir "William Cubitt, a 
large fortune, bo was able to entertain 
largely. The friend as well as the physician 
of Count de Morny, he joined him in ex¬ 
tensive building operations at Deauville, near 
Trouville, a watering-place which they may 
be said to have created. Tbs heavy responsi¬ 
bilities connected with this unremunoralivo 
speculation much clouded his later years. 
He died at Brighton on 14 March 1869. 

[Register end Magazine of Biography, April 
3 860, p. 296; British Medical Jonruul, 20 Maicli 
1809, p. 274.] G. C. B. 

OLLIVANT, ALFRED (1798-1882), 
bishop of Llandafl) son of William Ollivant 
and Elizabeth, daughter of Sir Stophen Lang¬ 
ston of Great Horwood, Buckinghamshire, 
some time alderman of London, was born in 
Manchester, where his father was engaged in 
business, on 16 Aug. 1798. The family after¬ 
wards removed to London, and Ollivant’s 
father, whose affairs had become involved, 
obtained a clerkship in the navy office, anil 
then resided at 11 Smith Street, Northamp¬ 
ton Square, On 22 A ug, 1809 Alfred was 


admitted a scholar of St, Paul’s School, along 
with an elder brother,Langston, llisingto be 
captain of the school, he was elected in 1817 
to n Campden exhibition at Triuity College 
Cambridge. His career at tbe univBrsfty 
was brilliant. After gaining a Perry exhibi¬ 
tion in 1819, in 1820 he was elected Craven 
scholar, nndiu 1821 graduated sixth wrangler 
obtaining also—what was then the highest 
classical distinction—tho senior chancellor’s 
modal. Soon afterwards he was elected fellow 
of Trinity. In 1822 he gained the Tyrwhitt 
Hebrew scholarship, and in 1822 and 1823 
the members’ prize for a Lat in essay. He pro¬ 
ceeded M. A. in 1824, B.D. and D.D. in 1838. 

In 1827 he was appointed vice-principal 
of the newly founded college of St. David, 

Lampeter,under theRov. Llewelyn Lewellin 

afterwards dean of St. David’s. In tliisoffico 
he continued sixteen years, during which he 
hold several small preferments in Wales, and 
obtained a competent knowledge of the lan¬ 
guage. ne was prebendary (third citrsal) of 
St. David’s, 28 July 1829; sineoure rector of 
Llangeler, Carmarthenshire, 22 Feb. 1831 j 
prebendary of St. Harmons, Brecon, 10 Nov. 
1831; vicar of Llangeler, 10 April 1832; 
rector of Bottws Bloch-ws, Cardiganshire, 
31 March 1836; and vicar of Kerry, Mont¬ 
gomeryshire, 8 Nov. 1836 (Fostuk, Index 
jSeeleaiastincs, pp. 131-2), In 1843 he was 
elected to the regius professorship of divinity 
at Cambridge, carrying with it the rectory 
of Somersham, Huntingdonshire; and in 
1849, on tho nomination of Lord John Rus¬ 
sell, he was raised to the see of Llandaff 
(nom. 29 Oct., cons. 2 Dec.) in succession to 
Edward Copleston [q. v.] 

His long episcopate of thirty-three yeara 
was marked by much useful work and by 
many reforms. For many generations no 
bishop had been, properly speaking, resident. 
Copleston, as dean of St. Paul’s, spent 
much of his time in London. The small in¬ 
come, before the provision of one by statute, 
coupled with the want of a residence, had 
proved fatal to ths interests of the see; but 
Ollivant devoted himself wholly to his dio¬ 
cese, only leaving it to attend convocation or 
to sit in parliament when church questions 
were under disoussion, or to fulfil Ins duties 
as a member of the Old Testament revision 
company. The proposal in convocation in 
1870 to revise the New Testament had been 
extended to the Old on his initiative. As a 
result of his self-denying labour he could 
point in the end to a cathedral finally restored 
from its ruins (the work, ^vhieh commenced 
under his predecessor, costing about 86,0001), 
while about one b uudred and seventy churches 
were built, rostored, or enlarged, more thou 
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seventy parsonage-hou-os added or rendered 
habitable, and a sum of not less than 860,000/. 
raised and spent on church work in liis dio¬ 
cese. One of the most valuable eltbrts of 
his episcopate was the establishment of the 
Church Extension Society (Morgan, Four 
Biographical Skotohei,^.20). On 30Nov. IKS:/, 
little more than a fortnight before his death, 
his portrait, painted by Ouless, was presented 
to him bv Lord Abei’dare in the town-hall 
at Cardiff in behalf of the clergy mid laity of 
his diocese. He died at Bishop’s Court, Llnn- 
daff, on 10 Dec. 1882, having 1 been for some 
time the senior member of the bench, and was 
buried in the churchyard of his cathedral. A 
tomb, with his effigy in marble by Armit- 
stead, was erected by the dioce^ in his 
memory on tlio north side of the altar steps. 

By liis wife Alicia Olivia, daughter of 
Lieutenant-general Spencer of Dramley 
Grange, Yorkshire, who died on 13 July 
1886, in her eighty-fifth year, he had several 
children, of wham three sons survived him: 
Alfred, colonel B.S.C. j Joseph Earle, chan¬ 
cellor of the dioceses of Llandaff and St. 
David’s; and Edward, colonel Jt.H.A. 

In person the bishop was tall and spare, 
with features said by many to resemble those 
of the Duke of Wellington. In advancing 
years he suffered from deafness, bnt his in¬ 
tellect was keen and vigorous to the last. 

His published works, which are numerous, 
consist chiefly of sermon-, and charges, rang- 
ingin date from 1327 to 1881. Among these 
may be specified: 1. 1 An Analysis of the 
Text of the History of Joseph,’ in Hebrew, 
for the use of his students at Lampeter; an 
interleaved copy of the second edition (1883), 
with the author's notes, is in the library of 
St. Paul’s School, and another of the third 
edition (1836) in that of St. David's College, 
Lampeter. 2. 1 Some Account of tho Con¬ 
dition of the Fabric of Llandaff Cathedral,’ 
of which the first edition appeared in 1857, 
and the second, with plates, in 1800. 

[Gardinor’s Admission Registers of St. Paul’s 
School; articles in the Paulino, Fobruary 1883 ; 
Morgan’s Four Biographical Sketches, IS!)2; 
Guardian, 20 Dee, 1882; Anaunl Register, 1882, 
p. ] 86 ; Le Neve's Fasti, ii. 257, ill. 636 ; personal 
knowledge.] J. H. L. 

OLLYFFE, JOHN (1617-1717), divine, 
son of John Ollyffe of Arundel, Sussex, was 
horn there in 1647. After spending three 
years at Cambridge he removed to Oxford, 
and matriculated at Queen's College on 
7 Feb, 1667-8. In 1672 he proceeded B.O.L. 
from New Inn If all, and took holy orders. 
He was instituted, in 1073, vector of West 
Aimer, Dorset, whero he rem lined twenty 
years. In 1693 he was preferred to the 


rectory of Dunlou, Buckinghamshire, where 
lie remained until bis death on 21 ,Tunel7J7. 

Oil;.fie had three sons: John (h. 1676), 
rector of t redgerley, Buckingham dure, 1699- 
1748; George (/>. 1012), vicar of ivomble 1707, 
ami of W-ndover 1716; and Thomas, vicar ot 
Unnton and Ev worth, Bedfordshire, 1712-42, 
and rector of Denham, Buckin'iiamshiro. 
1742-8. 

Ollyffe published, besides separate ser¬ 
mons : L ‘A Brief De'cnco of Infant-Bap¬ 
tism : with an Appendix, wherein is shewed 
that it is not nece-.ary that Baptism should 
be administred by Dipping,’ London, 1694. 
2. 1 The Blessedness of Good men after 
Death: a Sermon Preach’d at the Funeral 
of the llov 11, Mr. Henry Cornish, B.D. . . . 
with a Preface to Rectify :.oine Misrepre¬ 
sentations, &c., in a late Pamphlet entitled 
" Some Remarks on the Lffe, Death, and 
Burial of the said Mr. Cornish,” 1 London, 
1809. 3. ‘ An Essay towards a Compre¬ 
hension, or a Persuasive to Hnity amongst 
Protestants. Humbly offered to the Con¬ 
sideration of the two HouseB of Parliament, 
and especially to the Most Reverend the 
Archbishops, the Right Reverend the Bi¬ 
shops, and the ro-L of the Clergy assembled 
in Convocation,’London, 1701.' -J, ‘A De¬ 
fence of Ministerial Conformity to the Church 
of England: in answer to the Misrepre¬ 
sentations of the terms thereof by Mr. 
Ciilamy, in the Tenth Chapter of Ms 
Abridgement of the “ History of Mr. Bax¬ 
ter's Life and Times,” ’ London, 1792. This 
was replied to by * J. A.’ in ‘ A Letter to the 
Reverend Mr. Jolin Ollyffe touching the 
Declaration of Assent and Consent to the 
Liturgy and the Imposition of certain things 
scrupled therein,' London, 1703, and by 
Edmund Caliuny the younger in ‘A Defence 
of Moderate Non-Conformity,’ 3 pts. London, 
1708-G, The third part contains 1 an Index 
of some Peculiarities in Mr. Ollyfi'e'a manner 
of writing in this controversy.’ Ollyffe 
replied with (6) 1 A Second Defence of Minis¬ 
terial Conformity to the Church of England,’ 
London, 1705; and again with (0) ‘ A Third 
Defence of Ministerial Conformity to the 
Church of England,’ London, 1706. 7. ‘ A 
Practical Exposition of the Church Cate¬ 
chism,’ 2 vols. London, 1710. 

[Foster’s Alumni Oxon. 1300-1711; Hutchins’s 
Hist, of Dorset, iii. 408; Wood's Athemo Oxon. 
ed. Bliss, iv. 533; Rennet's Register, 337; Wil¬ 
son's Dissenting Churches, i. 380, iv. 75; Register 
of Arundel, per the Rev. J, E. G. Fniraer; Rnw- 
linson MS. B. Irry.] C. F. 9. 

OLMIUS, JOHN LUTTRELL-, tMrd 
Earl on Carhampton (d, 1829). [See under 
Luttrble, James,] 
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O’LOCHLAINN, DOMHNALL (1048- 
1121), king of Iraland, torn in 1048, w&a son 
of Ardglial, chief of the Cinel Eogliain and 
1 nrd of Oilech, who received the submission of 
Connaught in 1063, died at Tullagkoge, and 
was buried at Armagh in 1604. Domlinall 
became king of Oilech, as the chief of Oinel 
Eogliain was called, in 1083, and immediately 
made a foray into Conaille (co. Cavan), whence 
he carried oiF a large number of cattle. In 1084 
hoplimdevedUlidia(Down and Antrim), and 
also attacked and slow Domhnall O’Gairm- 
leaghaidh, a weak neighbour. In 1087 lie slew 
another minor chief, Domhnall O'Laithen, 
and made an unsuccessful expedition into 
Meath. I 11 1088 he invaded Connaught, and 
received the submission of Iiundhri O’Conor 
[q.v.j, the king, marched on into Munster as far 
south as Kilmalloek, co. Limcriclr, plunder¬ 
ing Emly, co. Tipperary, Loch Gur, Bruree, 
Dunachip,Drummm,andSingland, co. Lime¬ 
rick, and Coauncoraclk, co. Clare, and bring¬ 
ing home eight score hostages, afterwards 
redeemed by Mnrtough O’Brien [q. v.] for 
a ransom of cows, horses, gold, mid silvor. 
He slew two of his kinsmen on one day in 
1090, Maelruanaidh O'Cnirallan of Tirlteo- 
ran, co. Londonderry, and Gillachrist O’Lui- 
nigli, chief of Oinel Moen, and in the same 
year received a formal submission from Muir- 
chenrtachO’Brien,kingof Casliel or Munster, 
Domlinall < I’Maelcuchlainn, Icing of Meath, 
and Ruadhri O’Oouor, king of Connaught; 
and thenceforward the chroniclers apeak of 
him as king of Ireland. The Danes of Dublin 
gave him two hostages to secure his passive 
support in a plundering expedition which 
they made into Magh Breagh as far us Ath- 
boy, co. Mouth, with O’Brien. He captured 
Aedli O’Cannannin, chief of theOinel Conaill 
(co. Donegal), in 1093, and put out his eyes, 
and thenceforward ruled the Cinel Conaill, 
and led them with him into all his wars. 
In 1094 he again invaded Ulidia, aud slew 
Dnnnsleihhe O'lloochadha, its king, at the 
battle of the pass of Gortinure, co. London¬ 
derry, after which he marched south nt the 
head of the Cinel Eogliun and Cinel Conaill, 
and, in alliance with the Danes of Dublin 
under their king Godfrey, defeated the Mun- 
stermen and the men of Leinster and Ossovy 
atOughturard, co, Kildare. lie then returned 
to Ulster, while the Munslermen marched 
east, drove Godfrey out of Dublin, and forced 
the king of Meath, who had also joined in 
the attack, to fly to the north. Four years 
lator he repelled an invasion of Ulster by 
Muircheartach O'Brion at Fidli Conaille, co. 
Loath. The archbishop of Armagh made 
peace between them; but in 1099 a second 
Attack was made by the Mimstcrmon near 


Bliovu Fuaid, co. Armagh, whero Domhnall 
again hold them in check, A year’s peace be¬ 
tween the north and south was t hen made bv 
I ho archbishop, Domhnall orossedinto Ulidia 
between Lough Neagh and Lough Beg, and 
after a battle at Creove, co. Antrim, chiefly 
, between horsemen, the Ulidians gave up an 
abbot and two chiefs as hostages. He cut 
down the great tree called Craobh Tulcha 
under which the kings of Ulidia were in¬ 
augurated. As soon as the year of peace 
was up, Muircheartach O’Brien tried to in¬ 
vade Ulster at Assavoe, co. Donegal, but was 
driven back by Domhnall, who afterwards 
marched on into Meath and brought home 
1 mch booty. O’Brien, with the aid of a 
Danish fleet, attacked Derry from the sea 
and was again defeated; but in 1101 be 
got into Ulster at Assaroo, and destroyed 
Guianan Oiligh, near Londonderry, in re¬ 
venge for tho sack of Cenncorndli by Domh¬ 
nall. Domlmull’s sou and Iub foster-brother 
had boen captured by the Ulidians, and he 
gave up Donnekadk O’Hcockadka, tlieir king, 
whom he had captured some years before, in 
exchange. In 1102 Domlmidl MacAmknl- 
ghaidh, archbishop of Armagh, took hostages 
from him aud from O’Brien l'or another year's 
peace between them. In 1103 he expelled 
t he successor of t hat O’Cannanain, whom lie 
had blinded in 1090, and again mnde war on 
the Ulidians, who obt ainod aid from Munster, 
Leinster, Connaught, Ossory, and Meath. 
Domhnall held them in check near Armagh 
till O’Brien, with mosLof his men and the 
men of Meath and (lonnauglit, marched away. 
He then full upon the Leinslermen, who were 
supported by some Munstormen, the clans 
of Ossory, and Borne Danes of Dublin, and 
doI'pnted 1 hom wit li groat slalighter on 7 Aug. 
1103, near Donaglimore in the barony of 
Iveagh,co. Down. Domhnall oblainedmuch 
spoil. In 1100 lie permitted Ceallach, arch¬ 
bishop of Armagh, to make a general visi¬ 
tation of Ulster, and to receive a cow from 
ovory six inhabitants. The archbishop again 
prevented a battle between Domlinall and 
(I’Brien at Slieyo Fuaid, co. Armagh, in 1109. 
lie made peace in 1111 with kis old enemy, 
Doiuichadh O’Hooehadka, king of Ulidia, 
in 1112 attacked the Danes in Fingall, 
co, Dublin, and carried off many cattle and 
prisoners: and in 1118 again made war on 
Jlomichadli, drove him from Ulidia, and 
caused his own tribe to put out his eyes. 
Twice during this year, near Armagh and at 

Greenogu, co. Meal h, tho archbishop prevented 

a battle between O’Brien and O Locblainn. 
After marching to Itathlcenny, co. Meath, in 
1114, O’Lochlainn took hostages from the 
men of Meath, and, with the Connaught men, 
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invaded Munster and made peace for a year 
at Tullagh O’Den, co. Claro, He came home 
through Connaught. His last expedition 
was in 1120, when he marched to Athlona 
to support Murohadh O’Maeleachluinn, who 
was attacked ky the king of Connaught. He 
(Ued at Derry on 9 Feb, 1121. He is praised 
for his fine physical form by the Ulster 
chroniclers, and for his virtues; hut, except 
some traces of religious feeling shown in his 
relations towardstwo archbishops of Armagh, 
nothing but acts of unrelenting warfare are 
recordedofhim. He married Bebhinn, daugh¬ 
ter of Cenneidigh O’Brien, in 1090, and had 
by her two sons—Muircheartach, who died 
in 1114, and Niall, who died in 1119. She 
died in 1110. 

[O'Donovan’s edition of Annala Rioghachta 
Eireann, Dublin, 1851, vol. ii.; Colgun's Acta 
Sanctorum Hibernia!, Louvain, lfifiO; Clarendon 
MS. xlv. in British Museum.] N. M. 

O’LOCHLAINN, MUIRCHEARTACH 
(d. 1166), king of Ireland, son of Niall 
O’Lochlainn, son of Domhnall O’Lochlainn 
[q. v.], chief of the Cinel Eoghain, was ninth 
in descent from Domhnall, brother of Niall 
(870 P-919) [q. ▼.], king of Ireland, from 
whom, and not from their more remote an¬ 
cestor, Niall Naighiallach, the O’Neills lake 
their name, according to O'Donovan. His 
family, who in later times were more often 
called MacLochlaiun, were the senior branch 
of the Cinel Eoghain, the descendants of 
Eoghan, son of Niall Naighiallach. He first 
appears in the chronicles in 1189, when 
he defeated the Churn Laithbheartaigh or 
O'Dubhdaa of Ulster, and slew their chief, 
Mathghamhain. In 1142 he won a battle 
over the O’Donnellys, a sept of the Cinel 
Eoghain, in which he received a severe 
wound. The ehiefahip of tho Cinel Eoghain 
was assumed in 1143 by Domhnall O'Gairm- 
leadhaigh, the tribe having expelled Muir- 
cheartaoh. He went to the Cinel Conaill, 
and, with their aid, displaced O’Gairmlea- 
dhaigh, and was established as chief of Cinel 
Eoghain. Ou Uladh MacDuinnsleibhe, king 
of Ulidia or Lesser Ulster, made a foray in 
1147 into Famey, co. Monaghan. Muirchear¬ 
tach O'Neill led the Cinel Eoghain, in alliance 
with Donnchadh O’Ceai'bhaill and the Oir- 
ghialla, and attacked the Ulidiane, whom 
they found at Uchdearc, co. Down, drove be¬ 
fore them to Dundrum, co. Down, and routed 
in a battle fought on the feast of SS. Peter 
and Paul, returning with much plunder to 
Tyrone. He againjnvaded Ulidia in 1148, and 
took hostages ; hut the Oirghialla, who had 
marched with him, unexpectedly joined the 
Ulidians, and he had to retreat. Ho soon 


returned, crossing tho Ban at Toome Bridge, 
deposed Cu Uladh, and set up Donnchadh 
MneDtiinnsleibhe ns king of Ulidia. Later 
in the year he attended a convention of the 
chiefs of the Cinel Eoghain, the Oivqhialla, 
and the Ulidians, who all sworu to preserve 
general peace on a famous relic—the crozier 
known as tho ‘bachall iosa’—in tho pre¬ 
sence of Cilia MacLiag, archbishop of Ar¬ 
magh. The Oirghialla, Cinel Conaill, and 
Ulidians, all gave him hostages at this time. 
TVar, however, broke out in 1149, and he again 
invaded Ulidia and took many cattle, and re¬ 
ceived the Icing’s son as a hostage. He went 
on with all his horsemen to Louth, and 
there received hostages sent by Tighearnan 
O'Rourke from Breifne. He next marched 
to Dublin, and received the submission of 
the Danes and hostages from Diarmaid Mac- 
Murchadha, king of Leinster. In 1160 he 
gave a gold ring of five ounces and other 
gifts to Flaibheartach O’Brolchain [q. v.], 
coarb of Columba, and permitted a genoral 
taxation of Cinel Eoghain for the wants of 
the church of Derry, ne marched to Inis- 
moclita in Meath, and there received hostages 
sent to indicate the acknowledgment of his 
supremacy by Connaught, afterwards going 
on to Danlocliad, near Tara, where he ratified 
a treaty of peace with the foreigners of Dublin 
and Fingall. Turlough O’Brien and Tur¬ 
lough O’Connor [q. v.j were engaged in war, 
and the Munstermen, under the former, suf¬ 
fered a disastrous defeat at Moinmor in 
Munster in 1161. O’Lochlainn, taking ad¬ 
vantage of this, led the Cinel Eoghain, Cinel 
Conaill, and Oirghialla across the Erne at 
AssaToe, co. Donegal, to the Curlew Moun¬ 
tains. Turlough O’Connor, unable to resist 
such an attack after his long fighting with 
O'Brien, sent hostages. Next year OTioeh- 
lainn expelled Donnchadh O’Cearhhaill from 
the kingship of the Oirghialla, in revenge for 
an insult to tho Archbishop of Armagh. He 
met Turlough O'Connor at the Moy near 
Ballyshannon, co. Donegal, where they de¬ 
clared amity an the bachall iosa and some 
relics of St. Columba. They afterwards met 
at Rathkenny in Meath, ana Diarmaid Mac- 
Murchadha also came to the meeting. They 
deprived Tighearnan O’Rourke of Con- 
mhaicne,a country consisting of Longford and 
the southern part of Leitrim, and divided 
Meath into east and west, giving the west 
to Murch&dh O’Maeleachlainn, and East 
Meath to his son Maeleachlainn O'Maeleach- 
kinn. In 1163 he decided to try and re¬ 
store Turlough O’Brien, and marched to 
Creeve, co.Westmeath. Tadhg O’Brien, who 
hRd displaced Turlough O’Brien, marched 
thither to attack him, and Turlough O’Connor 
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advanced from Connaught, Muirclieirtach, 
with a light division, advanced vapidly and 
defeated Tndhg O’Brien, then returning to 
Cveeve, and marched with his whole army 
against Tnrlough O’Counor, lie found 
liuaidhri, Turlough’s son, pitching his camp 
at Eardrum, co. Westmeath, attacked him at 
onco and routed his force. Tnrlough O’J $rien 
was then restored as king of .Munster. Xur- 
lough O’Connor tried in 1154 to attack 
O’Lochlainn by sea; but his fleut was de¬ 
feated off Inishowen. and his commander, 
O’Dubhda of Connaught, was slain. Muir- 
cbeartacb O’Lochlainn at onco invaded Con¬ 
naught, but was not strong enough to ob¬ 
tain hostages or plunder. He then crossed the 
Shannon intoBreifne and drove out Godfrey 
O’Reilly, went on to Dublin, was received 
as king by the Danes, and gave them twelve 
hundred cows, which he had collected in 
Meath, to secure their future service in war. 
In 1156 he made an expedition to Dungol- 
man, eo. Westmeath, and took hostages for 
the territory of Teat libha. He rest ored to the 
Meathmen the cattle lie had taken from them 
in the previous year. Turlough O’Conner 
died in 1156, and this year is considered by 
the ann alists to he the first of Muircheart act 
O’Loehlainn’s reign as king of all Ireland. 
He was entitled to the succession, being of 
the royal rnc-e, the head of the northern Hi 
Neill, the descendant of Niall Naigliiallach, 
in the two brandies of whose descendants 
the kingships had rested, in alternate suc¬ 
cession, for the six hundred years preceding 
Brian [q. v.] The Ulidiuns attacked him, 
and he invaded Daluaraidhe and killed 
O’Loingsigh the king, ne then madB a foray 
into Ossory with Diormaid MacMurchadha, 
who had given him hostages. In 1167 he 
attended a synod at the abboy of Mellifout, 
eo. Louth, at which a papal legate, sovanteen 
bishops, and the Archbishop of Armagh were 
present. He gavo to the abbey ICO cows, 
Bixty ounceB of gold, and the lauds in Month 
called Einnablmir-nan-Tughean. He then 
marched through Leinster into Desmond, 
and thence into Thomond, obtaining host¬ 
ages ; t ookLimerick, and received the submis¬ 
sion of the Danes. He ret urned in triumph, 
but found that Roderic O'Connor [q. v.] had 
made a foray into Tyrone in his absence. 
O’Lochlainn had a quarrel with the Cinol 
Oonaill in 1158, and ravaged their country. 
About this time he gave a charter and bene¬ 
faction to the Cistercian abbey of Newry, eo. 
Down. This charter, which has never'been 
accurately printed, though a copy was in the 
possession of Sir James Wars, stylos the king 
‘Mauritius MngLachlain Iiex totiua Tliber- 
ni n>.’Tnll60 holed auai'iuy to Rubhaohonaill, 


co.Wc'-lmeath, and deposed the kingoP,[oath 
Diarmait O’Maeleachlainn, and set up his 
brother Donnoliadh O’M.teleachlainn over all 
Meath, ne was threatened bythe Connaught- 
men, who, with the men of Breifne and of 
Thomond, crossed Meath to attack the Oir- 
ghialla. He came up with them at Ardee 
and defeated them wit h great slaughter. He 
then marched homo, and immediately after 
ravaged Connaught as far as Tuam, co. Gal¬ 
way. Tie returned thence by way of Meath 
and quartered his army on that country. The 
sept of his old enemy O'Gairmlondliaigh at¬ 
tacked him in Tyrone after ho had, in 1100 
induced the chief of Fermanagh to entrap and 
kill Domhnall O’Gjirmlsadhaigk and several 
of the gentlemen of the sept. lie dafented 
them in a pitched battle at MurIi Luadiiat 
near Newtown-Stewart, co. Tyrone, and 
captured a great booty of cows. Ha met 
Jlodcric O’Connor at Assaroe to arrange a 
treaty, hut none was rnude. In 1161 he took 
hostages from tho III Briuin, and marched 
through Breifne to Lickbla, co. Westmeath. 
There Roderic O’Connor and Diarmaid Mac¬ 
Murchadha formally submitted to him, so 
that lie was Icing of Ireland not only by right, 
but ‘ con fresabhra ’ (‘ without opposition 'i 
—a term used by Irish historians to express 
undisputed sway, In 1163 he aided Flai- 
bheartach O’Brolchain in improving Derry, 
besieged Dublin, and plundered Fingall, The 
Danes paid him 120 ouncos of gold. He 
was paid one hundred ounces of gold for the 
kingdom of Westmeath in 1163. He again 
aided the Bishop of Derry, and the cathedral 
was rebuilt in 1164. The Ulidians attacked 
him m 1106, and he in return ravaged their 
country, banished Eochaidh MacDuina- 
sloibhe, their king, burnt their stronghold 
of Inislachan, and returned with muck 
spoil. lie gave to the church of Saul, co. 
Down, some land which the king of Ulidia 
handed over to him, with the sword of the 
son of the earl (probably a Dane) and many 
juwols. In 1106 he put out the eyes of this 
king Eochaidh, breaking an oath he had 
sworn at Armagh after the war. Donnclmdh 
O’Cearbhaill invaded Tyrone to revenge this 
violation of treaty, and met the CinelEoghain 
in small force at Leitir Lain, near New- 
town-IIamRton, co, Armagh. M uircheartach 
O’Lochlainn was there slain in 1186. He 
wan succeeded by lib son Niall. 

[Annalu Rioghnehta Eiroann, ad. O'Donovan; 
Annals of Ulster, 2 vols. (Rolls Sar.); Claren¬ 
don MS. in British Museum, xlv. 179; Reeves’B 
Ei'olasi.isfieal Antiquities of Poivn, Connor, and 
Dromore, Dublin, 1847; O’Doiioviin'e Topographi¬ 
cal Poems of O’Dulihng.iin and O’lXuuIhrin { 
O’Flaherty’s Ogygin.J N. H. 
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~~0'LOGHLEN, Sin OOLM AN MICHAEL 
(1819-1877), lawyer and politician, eldest 
son of Sir Michael O’Loghlen, hart, [q.v.], 
and Bidelia, daughter of Daniel Kelly of 
Dublin, was born on 20 Sept. 1819, and was 
educated at private schools in England, 
afterwards graduating B.A. at Dublin Uni¬ 
versity in. 1840. In the same year he was 
called to the Irish bar, and went the Mun¬ 
ster circuit; he took silk in 1852. From 
1856 to 1859 he was chairman of Oarlow 
quarter sessions, and from 1859 to 1861 held 
the same position in Mayo. Tn 1868 he be¬ 
came M.P. for Clare, and in 1866 was made 
athird serjeant-at-law for Ireland, becoming 
second serjeant in the following year. He 
was appointed judge-advocate-general in 
Mr. Gladstone’s ministry and a member of 
the privy council in December 1868; he 
held the former office till November 1870. 
He introduced and carried the bill enabling 
catholics to obtain the position of lord 
chancellor of Ireland. His unassuming 
manner and his good nature made him uni¬ 
versally popular. He died suddenly, on 

22 July 1877, on hoard the mail-boat while 
crossing from nolyheud to Kingstown. He 
was buried in the family vault in co. Clare. 
He was unmarried, and his brother Bryan 
succeeded to the title. 

[Foster’s Baronetage and Knightage; Dimes, 

23 and 27 July 1877 ; Todd’s Dublin Graduates; 

Ward’s Men of tho Eeign; Haydn’s Book of 
Dignities.] D. J. O’D, 

O’LOGHLEN, Sib MICHAEL (1789- 
1842), Irish judge, horn in October 1789, 
was the third son of Column O’Loghlen of 
Port, co. Clare, by hie second wife, Suaannoh, 
daughter of Michael Finucane, M.D., of 
Ennis. He was educated at the Erasmus 
Smith school at Ennis and Trinity College, 
Dublin, where he graduated B.A. in 1809 
(Todd, Dublin Graduates, s.v.'O’Loughlin’), 
and he was called to the Irish bar in Michael¬ 
mas term 1811. His first distinction was 
gained in 1815, in a case involving important 
questions of law, in which he was O'Connell's 
junior. The ease came on for argument in 
the king’s bench the day after the fatal duel 
between O’Connell and D’Esterre, and O’Con¬ 
nell was in consequenoe absent. O’Loghlen 
asked for a postponement, hut, the other side 
objecting, he argued the case alone, obtained 
judgment in his favour, and was specially com¬ 
plimented by the court on the ability and learn¬ 
ing of bis argument. He became afavourite 
with O'Counell, was constantly employed as 
bis junior, and succeeded to a large part of 
bis practice when O’Connell became absorbed 
in politics. In a ‘ Sketoh ’ by Sheil, written 
YOL. xiv. 
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in 1828, he is described as an excellent 
lawyer, a master of the practice of the courts, 
in receipt of an immense income, and a great 
favourite with the judges because of the 
brevity, simplicity, and clearness with which 
his points were put. His custom wub on re¬ 
ceipt of a fee to take the shilling from each 
guinea and put it in a box for his wife, and at 
the end of one term Mrs. O’Loghlen is said 
to have received fifteen hundred shillings 
(O’Fla^asan, The Irish Bar). On the pass¬ 
ing of the Catholic Emancipation Act 
(April 1829), the leading catholic barristers 
expected to be made king’s counsel. The 
honour was somewhat unfairly deferred till 
Trinity term 1880, when, at the instance of 
Lord Francis Leveson-Gower (afterwards 
Lord Francis Egerton), then chief secretary, 
O'Loghlen, Sheil, and two other catholics 
were called within the bar (McOttliagh, 
Memoirs of Sheil, 1866, vol. ii. p. 68). 

In January 1881 O'Loghlen was appointed 
third serjeant, and in 1882 he was elected a 
bencher of the King’s Inns. In the some 
year he unsuccessfully contested the repre¬ 
sentation of the city of Dublin in parliament. 
For a few mouths in 1834 he was solicitor- 
general for Ireland in Lord Melbourne’s first 
overnment. At the general election in 
anuary 1886 he was returned for Dungar- 
van, and, on the formation of LordMelboume’s 
second government in that year, became again 
solicitor-general for Ireland, and in August 
of the same year attorney-general. In No¬ 
vember 1836 he was appointed a baron of the 
court of exchequer in Ireland, and in the 
following January he succeeded Sir William 
McMahon [q. v.] as master of the rolls. He 
was the first catholic law officer and the first 
catholic judge in Ireland since the reign of 
James if. In 1838, on the coronation of the 
queen, he was created a baronet. He died in 
George Street, Hanover Square, London, on 
28 Sept, 1842 (Dublin Evening Post, 1 Oct. 
1842 ; Times, 3 Oct. 1842). 

Both at the bar and on the bench O'Logh¬ 
len enjoyed a high reputation. O'Connoll, 
writing to Lord Duneonnon in October 1834, 
says: ‘ Than O'Loghlen, a more amiable man 
never lived—a more learned lawyer, a more 
sensible, discreet, and, at the same time, a 
more powerful advocate never belonged to 
the Irish bar. He never made an enemy, he 
never lost a friend.... He possesses inan emi¬ 
nent degree all the beet judicial qualities ’ 

i Correspondence af O'Connell, ed. Fitz- 
'atrick, i. 490). On the bench he justified 
O’Oonnell’s forecast of his judicial powers. 

‘ There never was a judge who gave more en¬ 
tire satisfaction to both the suitors and the 
profession; perhaps never one sitting alone 

2t 
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and deciding so many cases of whose deci¬ 
sions theie werefewerreversals’ {Irish Equity 
Reports, v. ISO). He was so industrious, and 
so anxious to save tile suitors of his court 
from unnecessary costs, that he frequently 
undertook work which might properly have 
been referred to the master. He was very 
courteous, carried patience almost to a fault, 
and was especially kind and considerate to 
young men appearing before him. His statue, 
by McDowell, is in the hall of the Four 
Courts, Dublin; and another, by Kirke, in 
the Court House, Ennis. 

He married, 3 Sept, 1817,Bidelia, daughter 
of Daniel Kelly of Dublin. His eldest son, 
Colman Michael (second baronet), is sepa¬ 
rately noticed ; his third son, Bryan (1828- 
1905), third baronet, called to the Irish bar 
in 1866, admitted to the Victoria bar in 1868, 
was twice attorney-general of Victoria, and 
premier of that colony 1881-3. 

[Annual Register, 1842, p, 282; OTlanogan’e 
Irish Bar, 1879; Shell's Sketches, Legal and 
Political, 1865 ; Timos, 3 Oct. 1842; Burke’s 
Peerage and Baronetage, 1894 ; Debrett’s Baro¬ 
netage, 1894; Smyth’s Law Officers of Ireland.) 

J. D. F. 

O’LOTHGHAIN, OTIAN (d. 1024), 
Irish historian, was Primheices or chief 
man of learning to Haelseohlainn II [q. v.] 
After the death of that king in 1022, the 
‘ Annals of Clonmacnoise ’ state that Chian 
O’Lothchain and Corcrnn deirech governed 
Ireland. Tighearnach, who may have known 
some of O’Lothchain’s contemporaries, re¬ 
cords his death in 1024. He was slain by 
some men of Teffia, oo. Westmeath, ne pro¬ 
bably lived near Dun-na-sciath, Maelsech- 
loinn’s chief residence in Westmeath. He 
wrote an account of the rights of the king 
of Tara, in the eleventh century the title of 
the king of Ireland, and of Tara itself, be¬ 
ginning ‘Teamair toga na tulaoh’ (‘Tara, 
choice of hills’), of which there is a oopy in 
the ‘ Book of Ballyxnote,’ a fourteenth-cen¬ 
tury manuscript, fol. 361,column A, line 47. 
The library of Trinity College, Dublin, has 
a copy (numbered II, 3.3), which Dr. Petrie 
states is more ancient (Tara Hill, p. 143), 
and other good copies exist. The poem begins 
by stating the rights of the king, then de¬ 
scribes the several roads, ramparts, wells, 
and rathe, and the past history of each land¬ 
mark, with some account of Comao MacAirt 
and other famous dwellors at Tara, which 
ceased to be a royal residence in the sixth 
century. The concluding lines give alively 
picture of the following of a king of Ireland 
m the eleventh century: the lesser king and 
thn ollav next to him, the learned man, the 
physician, tho cup-bcarcr, the smith, the ad¬ 


ministrator of the law, the builder of earth¬ 
works, the maker of shields, the soldier who 
had all a right to he in the king’s bouse «do 
ibdis corn ’ (‘to drink liquor’); then follow 
the sorcerer, the chess-player,the buffoon, the 
piper, and many others, all entitled to enter- 
tamment. A poetical account of the origin 
of the name of the river Shannon, wHch 
forms part of the ‘Dinnsenchus ’ in the ‘Bool: 
of Lecan,’is attributed to him in that manu¬ 
script. In the ' Book of Leinster,’ a twelfth- 
century manuscript, this passage m not attri¬ 
buted to any separate author, but (fol. 161) 
there is a long poem, undoubtedly by Mm, 0 u 
the origin of the name of the hill of Drumcree 
co. Westmeath. The direct statement of au¬ 
thorship in a manuscript written within one 

hundred and fifty yeara of the death of Cuan 
O’Lothohain is supported by the interne! evi¬ 
dence of the poem. The name of the hill 
is derived from the fate of the sons of Eochn 
Feidlecli, and the poom concludes by con¬ 
necting the history of the hill with Maelsech- 
lninn II, O’Lothchnin’s patron, and tracing 
Maelsechlaiim’s descent from Eochu Feidlech 
through Oolman MacDiarmada, Oairpe Liph- 
eclmr, Ferad&ch Eechtnach, and other kings, 
A prose treatise ascribed to him, 1 Geasa sgus 
bundha riogh Eireann’ ('The restrictions and 
prerogatives of the kings of Ireland’), is con¬ 
tained in the 'Book of Lacan,’ and has been 
printed and translated by O’Donovan. 

[Book of Leinster, facsimile, 1880; Book of 
Bnllymote, face. 1887; Leablmr nag'Ceart, ed, 
O’Donovan, Celtic Socioty, Dublin, 1847; Georgs 
Petrie’s History and Antiquities of Tara Hill, 
1839, in Trans, of Royal Irish Academy; Annaln 
Rioghacbta Eireann, ed. O'Donovan, vol. ii.; 
O’Carry’s Lectures on Manuscript Materials of 
Iribk History; Whitley Stokes’s The Bodleian 
Dinnshenohas in Folk Lore, vol. ili. No. 4, where 
the text with translation of tho article on the 
Shannon in the Bodleian manuscript Rawlinson 
B. 608 is printed.] N. M. 

OMAELOHONALRE, FEARFEASA 
(Jl. 1686), Irish chronicler, belonged to a 
family of hereditary men of loiters in Con¬ 
naught, where he was horn, probably at 
Oluainnahoidliehe, near Lochnahoidhche, in 
the parish of Olooncraff, co. Roscommon. Be 
was ono of the authors of the ‘Annals of 
the Kingdom of Ireland’ [see O’CSkeiu , 
Michael], and, with the three other chief 
writors, was included by Colgan in the de¬ 
signation ‘Annnles Quatuor Magistroriun 1 
(Preface to Aota Sanotorum Hibemits, p.7), 
which has become the popular name of the 
book. A trace of his influence in the work 
is the record of more than forty of the Ci 
Maelchonoire, Of these, two were distin¬ 
guished ecclesiastics: Thomas, arch deacon of 
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Tuarn, who died in 1230: and Flathri, son of 
Fithil, archbishop ol'Tuam, who died in 1629, 
and is described under FLonnsroE Const, 
the name by which he is known in English 
state papers. Neidhe, who is described as a 
seanchaidhe or historian, is the earliest of 
the family. He died in 1136. 

Duinnin, who died in 1231, was ollamh of 
the Sil Muireadhaigh, the O’Connors, and 
allied elans, and was succeeded in office by 
many others of the family; Maoileoin the 
Deaf (d. 1206); Tanaidhe mor, sonof Duinnin 
(d. 1270); Dubhsuilech (d. 1270); Conaing 
(d. 1314) ; Tanaidhe (d. 1385). Gregory, son 
of Tanaidhe (d. 1400), was heir to the office, 
and qualified for it, but was killed by a dart 
thrown at him by William MacDavid Burke, 
who mistook him for a foo. His importance 
is indicated by the eric of 120 cows which 
was paid as compensation for his homicide. 
Donnckadh the Fair (d. 1404) wrote a poem 
of 172 verses still extant, 4 Eisdigh a eigsi 
Banbha’ (‘Attend, 0 learned of Ireland 1 ). 
It recounts the succession and deeds of the 
kings of Connaught. Maoilin (d. 1441) wrote 
a poem on the kings of Ireland, of which four 
lines are quoted under the year 1384 in the 
‘Annals ofthe FourMasters.’ Hewas buried 
at Kilbarry, co. Roscommon. 

Toma (d. 1468) is described as 4 ollamh. 
a seanchus ague a filidlieokt’ (‘professor in 
history and in poetry’). He lived at Lisfea- 
ihain, co. Roscommon, and was buried at 
Ehjhm. 

Erard (d. 1483) succeeded Torna as ollamh 
of Sil Muireadhaigh, and is described as 
learned both in Latin and in Irish. He was 
buried at Elphin, co. Roscommon. 

Siodkraidhe (d. 1487) succeeded him, and 
is praised by the chronicles for joaularity. 

Maurice (d. 1487) went to Donegal to 
teach poetry and there died. 

Maurice (d. 1643), son of Paidin, was rich 
as well ae learned, lie made a copy in a fine 
Irish handwriting of the ‘ Old Book of Oail- 
lin,’ now called the 4 Book of Fonagh,’in 1616, 
for the ooarb of Fenagli, Tadlig O’Rdduighe. 
This copy was in tho possession of the catholio 
bishop of Ardagli, himself a member of the 
family of O'Maelchonaire, in 1876, The book 
is a statement in prose and verse of the 
tributes and privileges of the abbey of Fenagh, 
the ruins of which are still to be seen a few 
miles from the foot of the mountain Sithmor, 
co. Leitrim. In its general plan it resembles 
the more important Lenbhar na g'Ceort,which 
states in prose and verse the rights and 
duties of the king of Ireland and his subject 
kings. In the manuscript Maurice O’Mael- 
chonaire states that the coarb O’Roduighe 
asked him to reduce to prose some of the 


verse of the original manuscript, and that 
he had done so (Book of Fenagh, pp. 310, 
312). A printed edition was prepared in 
1871 by TV. M. Heunessy and D. H. Kelly. 

Maoilin (d. 1619) was ollamh of Sil Mui¬ 
readhaigh, but was later made their ollamh 
by the Fitzgeralds, and died at Abbeyderg, 
co. Longford. 

3 ohn (ft. ] 566) wrote aninterestingpoem on 
Sir Brian-na-Muitha O'Rourke [q. v.J, of 130 
verses, ‘ Fuoir Breifne a diol do shaeghlann * 
(‘Breiihe has obtained her due of a prince 1 ). 

Maurice (ft. 1001) wrote 4 Orpheus og airnn 
Eoghain’ (‘ Young Orpheus is the right name 
for Eoghan') (a harper named O’Halloran). 
He took part for one month (Coisan, Preface 
to Acta Sanctorum') in the compilation of the 
4 Annals of the Four Musters.’ 

Diarmait (Jl. 1601) wrote three poems on 
Our Lady, of which copies are extant, and 
which were prepared for publication by Dr. 
J ohn Carpenter,catholic archbishop of Dublin. 

Peter (ft. 1701), son. of Fearfasa, was poet 
to the O’Rdduighe, and lived in Leitrim. He 
wrote a poem of 224 verses in praise of hie 
patron’s family: 4 Niamhadh na buaisle an 
eagna’ (‘Wisdom is the beauty of nobility’); 
one of sixty verses, in March 1696, on the 
illness, and ono of sixteen verses on the want 
of liberality, of his patron; and one on the 
misery of the Irish. There are copies in the 
Royal Irish Academy. 

[Annala Rioghachto Eireann, od. O'Dono¬ 
van, Dublin, 1851; Oolgan’s Acta Sanctorum 
Hibernise, Louvain, 1846 ; Tho Book of Fenngh, 
ed. Homiessy and Kelly, Dublin, 1871; Irish 
Arehseological Miscellany, vol. i.; O’Boilly in 
Proceedings of Iberno-Caltic Soc. Dublin, 1820,1 

N. M. 

O’MAHONY, CONNOR or CONSTAN¬ 
TINE (ft. 1630), Irishjesuit. [See Mahony.] 

O’MAHONY, DANIEL (d. 1714), 
general in the French and Spanish sorvices, 
came of an. ancient Irish stock which claimed 
descent from Brian (926-1014) [q. v.], king 
of Munster. His brother Dermod attained 
the rank of oolonel in James II’s Irish army 
and disting nished himself at the Boyne and at 
Aughrim, where he met his death, Having 
attained the rank of captain in the royal Irish 
foot-guards, Daniel went to France in 1692, 
and became major in the Limerick and Dillon 
regiments successively. Ho served under Vil- 
leroy in the north of Italy in the autumn of 
1701, and he held the command of Dillon’s 
regiment during the absence of its colonel in 
January1702, The regiment was thenforming 
part of the garrison of Cramon a, and O'Mahony 
woke up on 1 Fob. to find Villeroy a captive, 
and the Austrians, who had obtained entrance 

8 y 2 
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into Oremona by means of a sewer, in pos¬ 
session of the town. Prince Eugene had dis¬ 
covered the quarters of many of the French 
officers, who were captured before they had 
time to dress. O'Mahony, however, seized his 
pistols, and found means of joining a detach¬ 
ment of his regiment which held the Po gate. 
This position formed the nucleus of an effec¬ 
tive resistance to Eugene’s occupation of the 
town. As O’Mahony obtained reinforcements 
he spread them along the ramparts, and lrcpt 
up a galling fusillade on the enemy, This 
diversion gave the Comte de Revel time to 
concentrate and reanimate a large number 
of French troops in the neighbourhood of the 
Mantua gate, and Eugene, finding himself 
between two fires, thought it expedient to 
retire from the city after a vain attempt to 
bribe O’Mahony to relinquish his occupation 
of the Po gate. Thus ended the surprise of 
Cremona, one of the most remarkable events 
in modern warfare: a garrison of sevou 
thousand men, m a town strongly fortified, 
surprised iu their beds, obliged to march in 
their shirts, iu the obscurity of the night, 
through streets filled with cavalry, meeting 
death at every step: scattered in small bodies, 
without officers to lead them, fighting for tan 
hours without food or clothes, in the depth 
of winter, yet recovering gradually every 
post, and ultimately forcing the enemy to a 
precipitate retreat. On account of the im¬ 
portant service rendered by the Irish major 
to the French cause, he was selected to carry 
the despatch to Paris. Louis accorded him 
an hour’s private conference at Versailles, 
gave him his brevet as colonel, and a pension 
of a thousand livres, besides a present of a 
thousand louis-d’or to defray the expenses of 
his journey. From Versailles O'Mahony 
proceeded to St. Germains, where he was 
ltnighted by the Pretender, James III (Snvnr 
mi Qtjxhov, Hist. Militaire , iii. 629 j Puldt, 
M&moires Militaires, ii. 870, 'Relation de 
M. de Vaudry ’). The gallantry displayed by 
the Irish in this affair occasioned the once 
favourite air, ‘ The day we beat the Germans 
at Oremona.’ O’Mahony continued to serve 
in North Italy under Venddme ; he was ap¬ 
pointed governor of Brescello upon its sur¬ 
render on 28 July 1703, and in January 1704 
he took part in Venddme’s successes at San 
Sebastian andOastelNovodeBormida. Earlv 
in the same year, however, O’Mahony loft 
Tlalv. Efficiont officers were urgently needed 
in the Spanish service, and Louis XIV con¬ 
sequently recommended the Irish colonel to 
Ida nepheWj Philip V. A regiment was soon 
found for him, composed largely of doserlers 
from the British expedition to Cadiz (Jour¬ 
nal de Danffeau, ix. 368), and during the re¬ 


mainder of 1704 and the whole of 1705 
O’Mahony made himself conspicuous under 
the Prince de Tilly by his services against 
the miquelets of the archduke’s party. Th« 
picturesque details of hie being circumvented 
by Peterborough at Murviedro early in 1706 
drawn from Carleton’s ‘ Memoirs ’ andFieind's 
‘Relation of Peterborough’s Services in 
Spain,’ are probably wholLy fictitious, O’Ma¬ 
hony had at the time but a small force under 
his control, and was occupied in the trans- 
ort of wounded soldiers, so that he probably 
ad no alternative hut to let Peterborough 
pass on his wav to Valencia. If he had been 
culpable of such indiscretion as the story im- 
lies, he would hardly, as was the case, have 
een created mardchal-de-camp by Philip V 
in the course of this same spnng. Shortly 
after his promotion O’Mahony stormed and 
sacked Enguera, and in June he bravely de¬ 
fended Alicante against Sir John Leake. 
Though the garrison was small, and the 
ramparts needed incessant repairs, he would 
have held out much longer than twenty- 
seven days had not the Neapolitans under 
his command forced the surrender by delibe¬ 
rately poisoning the wells. As it was, his 
troops marched out with the honours of war, 
and were transported to Cadiz without loss 
of service. The courtesy of General Gorges 
permitted a British surgeon to attend to the 
severe wound which O’Mahony received in 
the course of the defence. Early in 1707 
O'Mahony resumed his command in Valencia, 
and captured several towns from the allies. 
He also commanded a brigade of horse at 
the battle of Almanza, and at the head of 
his Irish dragoons, according to Bellarive, 
performed astonishing actions. On 7 July 
he was again badly wounded at the siege of 
Denia. Before the close of 1707, however, 
ho was again in command of Borne six thou¬ 
sand regular troops iu Valencia, and he cap¬ 
tured the important town of Alcoy on 2 Jan. 
1708 (Lauttentii, Historia, xviii. 207). In 
March 1709 he was appointed to the com¬ 
mand of the Spanish forces in Sicily, com¬ 
prising upwards of three thousand infantry, 
in addition to his regiment of Irish dragoons, 
lie reached Messina in April, suppressed 
several Austrian conspiracies, and took such 
procautions as effectively prevented the Eng¬ 
lish fleet from landing any of the allied 
forces. In 1710 he returned to Spain, where 
he was required to command the cavalry oi 
the Gallo-Spanish army. On his return 
Philip promoted him lieutenant-general, and 
created him a count of Castile. He subse¬ 
quently served in the campaign of Ivaris, 
under the Icing, and on 20 Aug. 1710 he 
commanded the Spanish cavalry at Sara- 
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goisa, Placed upon the extreme right, lie 
was opposed to the Portuguese horse, whom, 
he utterly broke and drove into the Ebro; 
then, continuing his impetuous charge, he 
rode over the enemy’s artillery, and, as he 
could not carry it oil', cut the sinews of four 
hundred artillery mules. In the meantime 
the main body of "Vendfime's army was in 
retreat, and O'Mahony had the utmost diffi¬ 
culty in rejoining. He was criticised for 
having corned his successful onslaught too 
far. He was, however, placed at the head 
of the cavalry at Villa Viciosa, and specially 
distinguished himself. The Spanisli king 
rewarded his valour by a commandership or 
the order of St. Iago, producing a rent of 
fifteen thousand livres (Bacallah y Sana, 
Comentarios ). O’Mahony pursued the re¬ 
treating army into Aragon, and captured at 
the stronghold of Illueca Lieutenant-general 
Dom Antonio de Villaroel with a detach¬ 
ment of 660 men (Quincy, vi. 468). He 
continued to act in Spain under Venddme 
until the cessation of hostilities in 1712. 
Before the end of that year O’Mahony, whose 
first wife, Cecilia, daughter of George Weld 
of the ancient Dorset family, had died 
about 1708, remarried Charlotte, widow of 
Charles O’Brien, fifth viscount Clare [q. v.], 
and a sister of the Duchess of Berwick. 
O’Mahony had been ennobled by Louis XIV, 
and the marriage took place at St. Germains, 
where the bridegroom was warmly received 
by tho court, lie did not, however, long 
survive his second marriage, dying at Ocana 
in Spam in J anunry 1714. By his first wife 
he left two sons: James, who rose to be a 
lieutenant-general in the Spanish service, 
governor of Fort St. Elmo, commander of 
the order of Saint Januarius, and inspector- 
general of cavalry in the Spanish kingdom 
of Naples j and Demetrius (Dermod), who 
became ambassador from Spain to Austria, 
and died at Vienna in 1776. Neither of the 
6uns left male descendants. A collateral 
descendant, who also held the title Count 
O’Mahony, commanded a regiment of dra¬ 
goons at Barcelona in 1766. 

* Le fameux Malioni,’ as he was called, to 
distinguish him from others of his family 
who had taken service under the Bourbons, 
was more than a dashing officer; he was an 
accomplished soldior, and Bellerive says of 
him with justice, 1 He was not only always 
brave, but laborious and indefatigable; his 
life was a continued chain of dangerous 
combats, desperate attacks, and honourable 
retreats’ ( Camp, dej^endosme, pp.237-9). St. 
Simon says of O’Mahony that lie was a man 
of wit as well as of valour j and Louis XIV 
assured Do Oliainillart, when O’Mahony was | 


at Versailles in 1702, * qu’il n’avait jamais 
vu personne rendre un si bon compte de 
tout, ni avec taut de nettetd d’esprit et de 
justesse, mdme si agrdablemenl.’ When at 
the end of his first interview Louis observed, 
‘But you have said nothing of my bravo 
Irish’ at Cremona, O’Mahony replied, ‘They 
fought in conjunction with the other troops 
of your majesty.’ 

[O’Callaghan’s Irish Brigades in the Service of 
France, pp. 204-21, 231-5, 241-51, 273-8, 
O’Conor’s Military History of the Irish Nation, 
pp. 245, 264, 829, 838, 350; D’Alton’s King 
James’s Irish Army List, p. 266 ; O’Hart’s Irish 
Pedigrees, 1887, i. 238, n. 803 ; Burke’s Peerage, 
s.v ‘Newburgh’, Wileon’s James II and tho 
Duke of Berwick, val. ii passim; Sevin de 
Quincy’s Histoire Militaire, vols. iii. v. and vi. 
passim, Parnell’s War of the Succession in Spain, 
pp. 145, 182, 215, 227, 281,295; Kousset’a His- 
toire Militaire dnPrincB Engine, ii. 70-76; Belle- 
rive’a Histoire das Campagnes, de Monseigneur 
le Due de Vendosme, 1715; Targe’s Hist, de 
l’avinement de la miiison de Bourbon au trine 
d’Espagne, ii. 84-6 ; Eolation exacte de l’Entre- 
prise faite sur Crdmono par le Prince Eugine, 
1703 ; Pelet’s Mdmoires Militaires relatifs a la 
Succession d’Espagne sons Louis XIV, passim; 
Bacallar y Sana’s Comentarios de la Guerra 
de Espafia, bk. iv.; Lafuente’s Hiatoria General 
de Espana, xvii. 187, 207, 287-0.] T. S. 

O’MAHONY, JOHN (1816-1877), Irish 
politician, horn at Xilbeheny, co. Limerick, 
in 1810. His family was one of the oldest 
and most popular in the country, and still re¬ 
tained some small remnant of the tribal lands, 
adjoining and partly jutting into the demesne 
of the Earls of Kingston. Hence, as well 
as from more general causes of race and re¬ 
ligion, there was a permanent feud between 
the O’Mahonys and their powerful neigh¬ 
bours. The father and uncle of John were 
both ‘ out ’ in the rebellion of 1798. 

O’Mahony was sent early in life to a good 
classical school in Cork, and afterwards en¬ 
tered Trinity College, Dublin, but never took 
a degree. He was a good Greek and Latin 
scholar, and always more or less devoted to 
linguistic and philological pursuits, especially 
in connection with his native Gaelic tongue. 
In 1867hepuhlished‘The History oflreland, 
by Geoflrey Keating, D.D., translated from 
the original Gaelic, and copiously annotated’ 
(New York, 1867). It is the best translation 
yet published. According to Dr. Todd, the 
Irish antiquary, ‘ it is a great improvement 
upon the ignorant and dishonest one pub¬ 
lished by Mr. Dermod O’Connor more than 
a century ago . . . but has been taken from 
a very imperfect text, and has evidently been 
executed [as O’Mahony himself confessed] 
in great haste.’ O’Mahony contributed to 
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various Irish-American newspapers, but it is 
doubtful whether, as Mr. Webb states, lie 
wrote articles for French journals. His 
articles were mostly political, and generally 
somewhat ponderous in style. 

It is, however, as a man of action that 
O’Maliony is remembered, Through his 
whole life he showed little care for anything 
save the cause of his country, and ns little 
for self as any man who has striven to serve 
Ireland. He was a repealer in O'Connell’s 
time. But he had holder aspirations than 
O’Connell and liis immediate followers, and 
he seceded with the Young Irelanders in 
1846. In 1848 he joined in Smith O’Brien’s 
attempted insurrection [see O’BbUXT, 'Wil¬ 
liam Smith]. After its collapse at Ballin- 
gany, co. Tipperary, O’Mahony, with John 
Savage and others, maintained a sort of 
guerilla struggle on the borders of the coun- 
tios of Waterford and Kilkenny. But he, too, 
had to succumb and fly to France, whore 
he lived in Paris for several years in great 
poverty. Hi 1862 he left Paris for New 
York. There, for several years, (J’Muliony 
found it impossible to do anything otfective 
in the way of organising resistance to the 
English government inlreland. The Emmet 
Monument Association had been founded 
about 1864 by Michael Doheny, O'Mahony, 
and others, to carry on the struggle, but it 
failed to affect anything. Some time in 1868, 
however, an envoy was sent, from a committee 
in Now York composed of O’Mahony and Ills 
friends, to James Stephens in Dublin, with 
proposals for the foundation of a new socrot 
organisation in Ireland, with the objoct of 
overthrowing the English rule and establish¬ 
ing an Irish republic. Stephens consented, 
under certain conditions, notably the send¬ 
ing over of definite Burns of money at statod 
times. Thus originated what is commonly 
called the FenianTBrotherhood, a name, how¬ 
ever, which was not ueod in America till 
some years afterwards, and was never borne 
at all by the allied body in Ireland. Tho 
word seems an adaptation of tho Irish ‘ Fian 
Fianua 1 or ‘Fianna Eirionn ’ (i.o. champions 
of Ireland). These terms were applied in 
Irish heroic tales to the niombers of oerlain 
septs who formed tho militia of the ardrig 
or king of Erin. (Fionn waB the chief war¬ 
rior in the Irish legends in which Oisin or 
Osaian [q. v.l figured.) In the ‘Fenian’ 
movoment O’Mahony played the greatest part 
next to that of Stephens. For several years 
the society languished for laok of funds, only 
about 800/. in all reaching Stephens up to 
1868. Between that and 1865 some 8,000/. 
was sent over to Ireland, and this was the 
period of the greatest Fenian activity. Mr. 


Webb estimates the whole sum contributed 
to the Fenian exchequer by the United States 
and Canada at 80,000/., but James Stephens 
sets it down as Little over 40,000/. 

During all these years O’Mahony worked 
persistently, though exposed to much oppo¬ 
sition from many of his colleagues. In the 
later years of the movement, too, there was 
constant conflict of opinion between himself 
and Stephens. In the abortive attempt at in¬ 
surrection in Ireland in 1867, tbe olcfFenian 
movoment, which Lord Kimberley stated in 
parliament to have been the most formidable 
effort since 1788 to sever tbe connection be¬ 
tween England and Ireland, may be said to 
have come to an end, and with it the career 
of O’Mahony practically closed. The Fenian 
Brotherhood still dragged on a precarious 
existence, For several years O’Mahony re¬ 
mained head centre, hut neither he nor it 
thenceforward had any appreciable influence 
on IriBh or Irish-American politics. Through¬ 
out this period O’Mahony lived in peat 
poverty. He died in New York on 7 Feb. 
1877. Ilis remains, which were brought back 
to Ireland, were followed to Glasnevin by a 
groat conoouree of people. O’Mahony waspby- 
sioally a very powerful and handsome man. 

[Personal knowledge; Webb’s Irish Biogr. 
Dublin, 1888. Tlio Celtic Magazine of New York 
contains many articles on O’Maliony by bis 
friend, Colonel Michael Kavouogh, who, it is 
understood, contemplates a full biography.^ 

O’MALLEY, GEORGE (<7.1843),major- 
general, was a voluuleor in the CaBtlebar 
yeomanry when tho town was attacked by 
the French under Humbert on 27 Ang. 1708, 
and was present when the pikee was attacked 
a fortnight latov by a strong robel force, which 
was defeat eil by the yeomanry and a com- 
panv of Fraser fencihles. O’Malley was 
conflrmod as a lieutenant in the Castlebar 
yeomanry by Lord Cornwallis in recognition 
of his services, and soon after joined the North 
Mayo militia, from which he brought volun¬ 
teers to the 18th foot. Ho was appointed en¬ 
sign on 23 Feb. 1800 ; served with the 13th at 
Ferrol and in Egypt, where ho was severely 
woundod in the action of 18 March 1801, and 
afterwards at Malt a and Gibraltar. Fot his 
success in recruiting in Ireland he received a 
company in the new second battalion 89th 
foot on 26 April 1806, and served with it until 
Colonel Ilenry Augustus (afterwards thir¬ 
teenth Yiscount) Dillon or Dillon-Loe [q. v.] 
raised the 101st foot, in which O’Malley was 
appointed major. By his activity and local 
connection inMayo ho assisted materially in 
forming the regiment. He served with it in 
Ireland and Jersey, and was despatched 
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with three hundred men to St, John's, New 
Brunswick, in 1808, when war with the 
United States was imminent, and the Ameri¬ 
cans were collecting a large force near that 
place, For his services in command of that 
garrison for eleven months, and the exem¬ 
plary conduct of the troops under his com¬ 
mand, he received the freedom of the city on 

19 July 1809. As major, he afterwards com¬ 
manded the regiment four years in Jamaica, 
obtaining the brevet rank of lieutenant- 
colonel 4 June 1818. The regiment was dis¬ 
banded as the 100th in 1817. His repeated 
applications for employment in Europe were 
unsuccessful, but on 12 June 1815 he was 
appointed to the 2nd battalion 44th foot, and 
commanded it in Picton’e division at Quatre 
Bras and Waterloo. On 18 June the battalion 
lost very heavily, being reduced to five officers 
and two hundred men. O'Malley was twice 
wounded and had two horses shot under him, 
but did not leave the field (O.B. and medal). 
He commanded the battalion in Franca until 
it was disbanded in 1816, when he was placed 
on half-pay. He was appointed major SStli 
foot on 12 Aug. 1819, and lieutenant-colonel 
S8th Connaught rangers on 2 Jane 1825. He 
commanded that corps, which he had in a 
fine state of discipline, until promoted major- 
general on 23 Nov. 1841. He died in London 
on 16 May 1843. A statue was erected to 
him at Castletown, Isle of Man. 

[Army Lists; Naval and Military Gazette, 

20 May 1843, p. 310.] H. M. C. 

O’MALLEY, GRACE (1630 P-1600 P), 
Irish chieftain’s wife, called in Irish writ¬ 
ings Graine Ni Maille (ni being the femi¬ 
nine form of ws, grandson or descendant), 
and in the State Papers, Grany O’Mayle, 
Groinne O’Mailley, Grany Ne Male, Grany 
Ny Mayle, Qrayn Ny Vayle and Grany Ne 
Halley, was daughter of Dubhdara O’Malley, 
chieftain of Umhaill Uachtrach Ui Mhaille, 
now the barony of Mnrrisk, co. Mayo, and of 
hia wife Margaret, daughter of Oonchobhar 
O'Malley, according to her own statement in 
state papers dated July 1693. She is often 
called in local traditions and songs Graine 
Mliaol. Maol, of which the nominative singu¬ 
lar feminine after a noun is Mhaol, means 
cropped or docked, as in the well-known 
Irish tale ,' Eachtra agus imtheact an mhadra 
mhaol ’ (‘ The Adventures of the Dog with 
Docked Ears and Tail ’), and hence tonsured, 
as in the name of an ecclesiastic of the 
eleventh century, Maolauthain, translated by 
himself Calvus pejennis. The incident or 
peculiarity which gave rise to the name in her 
case is not related in any of the numerous 
stories about her. The O’Malleys are one of | 
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the few clans of Ireland celebrated in the 
native histories as sea-roverSj and Graino’s 
ohildhood was spent on the mainland of their 
country and among the islands of Iuisbofin, 
Inisclerie, Inisturke, Inissearc, Imsdallduff, 
and Inisdeyellan. She married, first, Domh- 
noll-an-choeaidh O’Flaherty, son of Gilla- 
dubh O’Flaherty, chieftain of Bailenahinsi, 
co. Galway, called in the State Papers Bal- 
lynehenessy, and at the present day Ballina- 
hinck. By him she had two sons, Eoghan, 
who married Catharine, daughter of Ed¬ 
mund Burke of Castle Barry, and Murchadh. 
Her husband was ‘ assured cousin in nine 
degrees ’ to the Sir Murrough ne doe 
O'Flaherty (called by the Irish, Murchadh 
na dtuagh, of the axes), whom Queen Eliza¬ 
beth recognised as head of the O’Flaher- 
ties. She married, secondly, Richard Mac 
Oileverius Burke (colled by the Irish, Ria- 
deart an iarain, of the iron), who became 
Mac William Iochtar, or chief of the Burkes 
of Mayo, in 1682 (Annals of Loch Ci, ii. 
453). By him she had one son, Theobald 
(called in Irish, Tibot na long, of the ships), 
who married Medhbh, daughter of O'Connor 
Sligo. She must also have had a daughter, 
if the statement in the state papera is correct 
that she was mother-in-lnwtoRichardBurke. 
called by the English ‘ the Devil’s Hook,’ 
and in Irish, Deamhan on Ohorrain, fiend of 
the sickle. She made many expeditions by 
sea, and was famous as a bold and active 
leader. In 1676, she, with her second hus¬ 
band, came to Sir Henry Sidnevat Galway, 
end made alliance with him. He knighted 
Richard Burke, with whom he conversed in 
Latin, the only language, except Irish, which 
Burke knew. Her husband died before 
1686 (State Papers). In 1677 she was cap¬ 
tured by the Earl of Desmond, and brought 
to Dublin soon after 1 July 1678. She was 
released, and in Ootober 1682 was suspected 
of plotting with the Earl of Thomond, Lord 
Birmingham, several Burkes, O’Madden, 
MaoMorris, MacDavey, and Sir Murrough 
ne doe O’Flahertv, She was reported to think 
herself no small lady. At the end of the year 
(tb. 27 Jan. 1583), when Theobald Dillon came 
into her country, she swore to have Mb life for 
coming j but her husband quieted her. Both 
afterwards came to Sir Nicholas Malby [q. v.] 
to arrange not to pay 6001, arrears of taxes due 
from them to the government. Her husband 
being dead, she went to Oarraicanchobhlaigh, 
her castle in Borrisowle, co. Mayo, with a 
thousand cows and mores, and in 1586 ob¬ 
tained letters of conduct from Sir Richard 
Bingham. He seized her, stating that she 
had plundered Aran Island, tied her with a 
rope, and built a gallows for her. She was 
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lot off on a pledge from the Devil’s Hook, 
Richard Burke. When he rebelled, she fled 
to Ulster, and stayed with O’Neill and 
O’Donnell, being unable to return owing to 
loss of her ships. She received Queen Eliza¬ 
beth’s pardon through Sir John l'errot, and 
returned to Connaught. Sir Richard Bing¬ 
ham, who usually took an unfavourable 
view of the Irish, describes her, on 23 Aug. 
1693, 1 as a notable traitress and nurse of all 
rebellions in the province for forty years.’ 
On 6 May 1596 she sent a petition to 
Burghley for the restoration of ono-tliird of 
her husband's lands to her. She died in 
great poverty a few years later, and local 
tradition states that she is buried on Clare 
Island. 

Numerous current stories of her adven¬ 
tures are unsupported by records. An old 
time, known to all Irish fiddlers and piper3, 
is called after her, and is printed in Bunt¬ 
ing’s ‘Ancient Music of Ireland.’ In the 
south of Iroland it was regarded as a tune 
proper to the catholic interest, as is shown 
m (Jerald Griffin’s [q. v.] ballad, ‘ Orange 
and Green.’ 

[Calendar of State Papers, Ireland, 1574-85, 
1588-92, 1592-6; O'PhiWty's Chorographical 
Description of West or H-Iar Connaught, ed. 
Etodiman, Dublin, 1846.] N. M. 

O’MALLEY, THADEUS (1796-1877), 
political writer, born at Qarryoweu, near 
Limerick, in 1796, completed at the age of 
twenty-three his studies for tho Roman 
catholic ministry. lie oblained preferment 
in America; but, strong-willed and inde- 

E endant in spirit, he was in 1827 suspended 
y his ecclesiastical superior (Life of Bishop 
Biii/land). Returning to Dublin, ho was at¬ 
tached 1 0 the cathedral in Marlborough Street, 
and officiated as an assistant priest under 
Archbishop Daniel Murray [q. v.] 

Dr. James Warren Doyle [q. v.], in oppo¬ 
sition to O’Connell, had distinguished him- 
Belf by his powerful advocacy of a legal pro¬ 
vision for the Irish poor; and after the death 
of that prelate his mantle fall upon O’Malley, 
who, in a series of able public letters, resolutely 
demanded a poor law for Ireland. O’Malley 
also supported a system of national educa¬ 
tion, but was suspended by Dr. Murray bo- 
cause he addressed a very caustic letter to 
Archbishop MacHale in vindication of his own 
chief, whose publicpolicyon the question of 
national education Dr, MacIIale had severely 
impugned. After a short interval O’Malloy 
was restored. To demonstrate his view on 
the subject, he published 1 A Sketch of the 
State of Popular Education in Holland, 
Prussia, Belgium, and Franco ’ (2nd edition, 
1840, 8vo). Subsequently he received from 
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the government the appointment of vector of 
the catholic university of Malta; but bavins 
set on foot some reforms in discipline amoZ 
the ecclesiastical students, he was rebuked 
and dismissed, O’Malley vainly urging that 
he ought not to yield to the behests of pro- 
testant laymen in matters wholly pertainin? 
to his ecclesiastical functions. He returned 
to Dublin, and in 1846 started a newspaper 
entitled ‘ The Social Economist,’ which soon 
fell into disfavour with the church in con. 
sequence of some articles deprecating the 
enforced celibacy of clerics. It was a viva- 
cious periodical, one column otfarctiai being 
headed ‘Sips of Punch.’ Differing with 
O’Connell on the question of a complete re- 
peal of the act of union, ha urged the esta¬ 
blishment of a federal parliament for Ire¬ 
land, and the question was orally debated 
by both in public disputation; and in tbs 
ond many former disciples of the Liberator 
flocked to O’Malley’s standard. The priest 
followed up his advantage by starting a 
newspaper called ‘ The Federalist,’ in which 
his opinions obtained eloquent advocacy. 
Soon after he engaged in an effort to unite 
Old and Young Iroland. The former, headed 
by O’Ooimell, advocated moral force; while 
Young Ireland favoured an appeal to arms, 
and seceded from O’Connell. For the next 
twenty years O’Malley remained in compara¬ 
tive retirement, living alone in a back lane 
of Dublin, 

In 1870, when Isaac Butt, Q.C., inaugu¬ 
rated tho home-rule movement, he found m 
O'Malloy a zealous and energetic ally. The 
priest supported the new movement oy voice 
and pen, and rejoiced to see his early opinions 
becoming more widely popular. It was at 
this time that O’Malloy issued anonymously 
1 Ilormony in Religion,’in which sonaealleged 
divergence of opinion between Cardinals 
Manning and Oullon was pointed out, and 
some modifications in ecclesiastical discipline 
boldly urged. Cardinal Cullen nowruled the 
see of Dublin, and O’Malley was once more 
visited with urehiepiseopal displeasure. His 
last publication, ‘ Ilomo Rule on the Basis of 
Federalism ’ (London, 1878, l@mo), went to 
a second edition, and, in a prefatory letter 
of fourteen pages, is inscribed ‘ To the Irish 
Conservative Fnity,’ Though bold in urging 
changes of ecclesiastical discipline, O’Malley 
was unswerving on articles of faith. He died 
at Mb lodgings m Henrietta Street, Dublin, 
at the age of eighty-one, on 2 Jan. 1877,and 
was bunofl in Glasnevin cemetery. 

[Personal knowledge; Uifo of Bishop Eng¬ 
land ; Life, Times, ond Contemporaries of Lord 
Qloncuvry, Dublin, 1866; Webb’s Compendium 
of Irish Biography.] W. J. E. 
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O’MAOLMHUAIDH, FRANCIS (ft. 
I860), theologian and grammarian. [See 
Moitor.] 

O’MEARA, BARRY EDWARD (1780- 
1836), surgeon to Napoleon I, born in Ireland 
in 1786, was the son of Jeremiah O'Meara, 
a < member of the legal profession,’ by Miss 
Murphy, sister of Edmund Murphy, M.A., 
of Trinity College, Dublin, and rector of 
Tartnraghan, eo. Armagh. lie is supposed to 
hare been a descendant of the Irish medical 
family, of which Dermod Mean, [q, v.] was 
a member (cf. CamukoX, Royal College of 
Surgeons in Ireland , p, 8). The statement 
has been repeated that he wes educated at 
Trinity College, and at the Royal College of 
Surgeons, in Dublin; but his name is not 
borne upon the registers of either society, 
and it is more probable that he studied sur¬ 
gery in London. He entered the army in 
1804 os assistant-surgeon to the 02nd regi¬ 
ment, served with it in Sicily and Calabria, 
and in General Fraser’s expedition to Egypt 
in 1807, and was senior medical officer to the 
troops which held the fortress of Scylia. 
After the conclusion of the expedition of 
1807, he was second in a bloodless duel at 
Messina in Sicily between two military 
officers, one of whom was O’Meara's old 
schoolfellow; and owing to the intervention 
of Lieutenant-colonel Sir John Stuart, who 
was resolved to suppress the practice of 
duelling, O’Meara and his principal, who was 
the challenger, wero both ordered to leave 
the service. Subsequently O’Meara became 
assistant-surgeon on board H.M.S, Victo¬ 
rious (Captain Sir John Talbot), and later 
was surgeon successively on board the Es- 
piegle, the Goliath, and the Bellerophon 
when it received Napoleon in 1815. In both 
the Goliath and the Bellerophon he served 
under Captain Maitland [see Maitland, Sib 
Frederick Lnwis], who epolce highly of him. 
During the passage from Rochefort to Ply¬ 
mouth Bonaparte was attracted by his power 
of speaking Italian, and, when his own sur¬ 
geon, Mengeand, declined to follow him 
into exile, he asked that O’Meara should be 
allowed to accompany him to St. neleuaas 
his medical attendant. The admiralty readily 
permitted him to join the emperor. Napo¬ 
leon seams to have felt little confidence in his 
medical skill, hut treated him with greater 
friendliness t ban was agreeable to Month olon, 
Las Cases, and other members of his suite. 

O'Meara had foreseen that Ms position 
might become delicate and difficult. Lowe 
wished him to a*t to some extent as a spy 
upon his prisoner, and to repeat to him the 
private conversations of the emperor. He 
recommended that O’Meara’s stipend should 


be raised from 8667. to 5207. per annum, and 
for some time their relations were cordial. 
But Lowe soon detected O’Meara in several 
irregularities, for which he reprimanded him 
with asperity. O’Meara retaliated by with¬ 
holding his reports of Napoleon's conversa¬ 
tions. The breach rapidly widened, and 
O'Meara lent himself with increasing readi¬ 
ness to Napoleon’s policy of exasperation. 
Lowe asked the government torecallO’Meara, 
Lord Bathurst at first declined, hut in May 
1818 evidence of O’Meara’s intrigues reached 
Mm from a source other than the governor’s 
despatches, and in July O’Meara was dis¬ 
missed from his post. He carried with him 
from the island an autograph note from Napo¬ 
leon, dated 25 July 1818, which ran: ‘ Je prie 
mes parens et mes amis de croire tout ce que 
le docteur O'Meara leur dira relativement 
& la position ou je me trouve et aux senti¬ 
ment que je conserve. S’il voit ma bonne 
Louise, je la prie de permettre qu’il Ini boise 
la main.' Upon Ms arrival in England he 
despatched, on 28 Oct. 1818, a letter to 
the admiralty, insinuating that Napoleon’s 
life was not safe in Lowea hands. The ad¬ 
miralty, by way of reply, informed O'Meara 
on 2 Nov. that Mb name had been erased 
from the list of naval surgeons. There seems 
no doubt that his conduct throughout was 
that of an indiscreet partisan, orratherpuppet, 
of Napoleon; and his diagnosis of Ms patient’s 
cose as one of liver disease induced by the 
malignity of the climate was falsified by 
Napoleon’s subsequent death from a disease 
wMch ie not affected by climate (Abbott, 
Napoleon's Last Illness'). 

O’Meara’B attitude rendered him extremely 
popular with a large party in England, and 
Byron, in his ‘Age of Bronze,’thus mentioned 
the incident of his dismissal: 

The stiff surgeon who maintained hie cause 
Hath lest his place and gain'd the world’s 

applause. 

O'Meara subsequently attached Mmself to the 
opposition, and espoused the cause of Queen 
Caroline. Moore the poet, writing in 1820 in 
Ms ‘Journal,’says that O’Meara devoted him¬ 
self to the queen’s business, and collected her 
witnesses, &c., at her trial, ne also became 
an activB member of the Reform Club, joining 
the first committee in 1836, and was a worm 
adherent of Daniel O’Connell. 

O’Meara had commenced a pamphlet war 
against his enemy Lowe by the anonymous 
publication in 1817 of' Letters from the Cape 
of Good Hope,’ of which a French version 
appeared two years later. This was written 
in reply to Dr, William Warden’s ‘ Letters 
written on board the Northumberland and 
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at ot. Helena/ 1816. In 1819 an attempt to 
vindicate Lowe's position was made in an 
anonymous pamphlet (assigned to Theodore 
llook), ‘ Facts illustrative of the Treatment 
of Napoleon Bonaparte,’ which was criticised 
severely in the ‘ Edinburgh Review ’ (xxxii. 
148-70). Later in the year O’Meara pub¬ 
lished ‘ An Exposit ion of some of the Trans¬ 
actions that have talion place at St. Helena 
since the appointment of Sir Hudson Lowe 
as Governor,’ in v.hich he replied to the 
anonymous pamphlet. His 1 Exposition ’ was 
well received, and in 1822 he produced on 
expanded version as ‘ Napoleon in Exile j or 
a Voice from St. Helena. The Opinions and 
Reflections of Napoleon on the most import¬ 
ant events of his life and government, in his 
own words,' 2 vols. 8 vo, This work created 
a great sonsation, and it soon reached a fifth 
edition, while a French translation appeared 
in three volumes hotween 1822 and 1825. 
Its most valuable feature was on account 
of Napoleon’s oul spoken conversations with 
O’Meara j but the chapters that chiefly ren¬ 
dered it popular were those that pitilessly 
denounced the treatment meied out to Napo¬ 
leon by Lowe and the government. Croker 
in the ‘ Quarterly Review 1 (October 1822, 
xxviii. 219-64), and Christopher North in 
‘Blackwood’s Magazine’ (xiv. 172), in re¬ 
viewing it, assailed O'Meara furiously; while 
the ‘ Edinburgh ’ for June defended him with 
equal warmth (xxxvii. K4L204). 

Lowe did not tnlm any steps to defend his 
character from O'Meara's embittered attacks 
till, in Hilary term 1823, he applied for a rule 
for a criminal information. Ho was then in¬ 
formed that hie case was ‘lost in point of 
time,’ and he was dissuaded from indicting 
O’Meara, or bringing an action for damages I 
against him. But Lord Bathurst advised 
Lowe to draw up a full vindication of his go¬ 
vernment at St. Helena, and publish it with 
other documents. This counsel Sir Hudson 
did not follow, but, instead, wearied the go¬ 
vernment with applications for redress. It 
was not until 1868 that the publication of 
WilliamForeyth'a 'Captivity of Napoleon at 
St. Helena, from the Letters and Journals of 
Sir Hudson Lowe,’ proved that O’Meara had 
overstated his cuso, and was largely inspired 
by bitter personal feeling against Lowe. Be¬ 
sides a few pamphlets, O'Meara’s only further 
publication was somo ‘ Observations upon 
the Authenticity of Bourriemie’s “ Memoirs ” ’ 
(1881). He left iu manuscript a journal 
kept at St. Helena, which he bequeathed to 
Mr. Mailliard of Bordentown, Now Jersey, 
formerly Joseph Bonaparte's private secre¬ 
tary. lie died on 8 June 1886 at hie house 
iu Edgware Road, of erysipelas in the head, 


contracted, it wae said, by attending one 
of O’Connell’s meetings. Many relics of 
Napoleon, including a tooth extracted bv 
O’Meara, which fetched seven guineas and a 
half, were sold at the sale of hie effects m. 
18 and 19 July. 

O'Meara w as twice married. He became 
in 1823, the third husband of Theodosia’ 
daughter of Sir' Edward Boughton of Law- 
ford, Warwickshire. She firet married, in 
1777, Captain John Donellan, who was 
hanged at Warwick in 1781 for poisoning 
ker brother, Sir Theodosius EdwnrdAUesIev 
Boughton. Her second husband was Sir 
Egerton Leigh, bart. (d. 1818), by whom she 
had one son and three daughters. She died 
in 1880 (Gent. Mag. 1880, pt. ii. p. 179 ), 
Kathleen O’Meara, the granddaughter oi 
O’Meara, is noticed separately. 

[Las Cases’ Memorial do Sainte-HAl&ne, pt.vi. 
p. 870; ‘ Napoleon 4 Sainte-Hdl&ne, 1 Rapports 
Officials du Baron Sturraor; Eirmin-Didot’a La 
Oaptivitd de Sainte-Hdlfcne d'apriia les Rapports 
du Marquis de Montchrau, 1884; Thiers’s Hist, 
do l’Empire, 1878, iv. 878, 681; Alison’s Hist, 
of Europe; Moore’s Corrcsp. vol. iii.; Pagan's 
Reform Club, pp. 27, 30, 36 , Annual Register, 
1838; Gent. Mag. 1836, pt. ii. pp. 218, 434; 
Allibone’s Diet.; Brit. Mus. Cat.; information 
kindly given by Charles M. Tonison, esq., of 
Hobart, Tasmania; and see art. Lown, Sia Hud¬ 
son.] W. W. K. 

O’MEARA, DERMOD or DERMITIUS 
(11. 1610), author and physician. [See 
Muaba.] 

O’MEARA, EDMUND (d. 1680), pby- 
sioinn. [Sec Mhaju.] 

O’MEARA, KATHLEEN (1839-1888), 
biographer and novelist, oldest surviving 
daughter of Dennis O’Meara of Tipperary, 
the son of Barry Edward O'Meara [q.v.], was 
born in Dublin in 1889. Sliu accompanied 
her parents to Paris at an oarly ago, and it is 
doubtful whether she afterwards visited her 
native land. She adopted the literary pro¬ 
fession, and, under the pseudonym of 1 Grace 
Ramsay/ became woll known ae a writer of 
works or ficl ion, which were remarkable for 
purity of tone, delicacy of feeling, and sym¬ 
pathetic language. Her biographical workB. 
also won her a high reputation. For many 
years she wab the Paris correspondent of the 
1 Tablet ’ newspaper. She died in Paris on 
10 Nov. 1888. 

Among her works of fiction are: 1. ‘A 
Woman’s Trials/ a novel, 3 vols. London, 
1807, 8vo. 2. ‘ Iza’s Story/ 8 vols. London, 
1809, 8vo, reprinted under the title of ‘Iza: 
a Story of Life in Russian Poland/ London, 
1877, 8vo. 8. * The Battle of Connemara/ 
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London, 1878, 8m 4. 'Are you my WifeP* 
a novel, 3 vols. London, 1878, 8vo. 6. ‘The 
Old House in Picardy,’ a novel, London, 
1887, Svo. 6. ‘Naika,’ a novel, 2 vols. Lon¬ 
don, 1888, Svo. 

Her biographical works are: 7. ‘Frede¬ 
rick Ozanam, Professor at the Sorbonne, his 
Life and Works,’ Edinburgh, 1876, 8vo. 
S. ‘ One of God’s Heroines: a Biographical 
Sketch of Mother Mary Teresa Kelly/New 
York, 1878, 10mo. 9. 'The Bells of the 

Sanctuary: Maw Benedicta, Agnes, Aline, 
One of God’s Heroines, Monseigneur Dax- 
boy,’ London, 1879, 8vo. Some of these bio¬ 
graphies had previously been published 
separately. 10. ‘ Henri Perreyve, and his 
Counsels to the Sick,’ being n translation of 
Perreyve’s ‘ JoumSe des Malades,’ with a 
sketch of his life prefixed, London, 1881, 
Svo. 11. ‘Madnmo Mohl, her Salon and 
her Friends. A Study of Social Life in Paris,' 
London, 1836,8vo; another edition. Boston, 
Massachusetts, 1886, 8vo; translated into 
French, Paris [1886], 12mo. 12. ‘ Queen by 
Eight Divine, and other Tales, being the 
second series of “ Bells of the Sanctuary,”' 
London, 1886, 8vo. 13. ‘Thomas Grant, 
First Bishop of Southwark,’ London, 1874, 
Svo; 2nd edit., with a preface by Dr. 
William Bernard Ullathorne, bishop of 
Birmingham, London, 1886, 8vo. 14. ‘ The 
Blind Apostle (Gaston de Sfigur), and a 
Heroine of Charity (Madame Legras), being 
the third series of “ Bells of the Sanctuary,’’’ 
with an introduction by Cardinal Manning, 
London, 1890, 8vo. 16. ' The Venerable 
Jean Baptiste Vianney, Ourfi d’Ars,’ a bio¬ 
graphy, London, 1891, 8vo. 

[Irish Monthly, October 1889, xvii. 527; 
Times, 13 Nov. 1888, p. 1 col. 1, and 14 Nov. 
p. 6 col. 3; Tablet, 17 Nov. 1888, p. 789,] 

T. 0. 

OMMANNEY, Sib JOHN AOWOETII 
(1773-1866), admiral, horn in 177S, eldest 
son of Keax-admiral Oornthwaite Ommanney 
(d. 1801), entered the navy in 1780 on board 
the Rose frigate, commanded by Captain 
Henry Harvey [q. v,], on the Newfoundland 
station, ne afterwards served, 1788-92, in 
the Mediterranean, and in July 1792 was ap¬ 
pointed to the Lion, which, under the com¬ 
mand of Sir Erasmus Gower [q. v.], took 
Lord Macartney to China. On 20 May 1793 
Ommanney was promoted to the rank of 
lieutenant, and on returning to England was 
appointed, in October 1794, to the Aquilon 
frigate, cruising in the Channel. In March 
1795 he was moved into the Queen Char¬ 
lotte, one of the ships with Lord Bridport in 
the engagement off Lorient on 23 June. On 
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6 Dee. 1796 he was promoted to he com¬ 
mander. During the mutiny at the Nore he 
commanded gun-brig No, 28 for the defence 
of the Thames, and in December 1797 was 
appointed to the Busy brig, in which, during 
the next two years, he cruised in the North 
Sea with considerable success. In August 
1799, in company with the Speedwell brig, 
he stopped a fleet of Swedish merchant ships 
under the convoy of a frigate. Ommanney 
had intelligence that some of these ships 
were laden with contraband of war, and 
were bound for French ports, and, as the 
frigate refused to allow them to he searched, 
he sent the whole fleet into the Downs for 
examination. His tact and determination in 
this business received the particular approval 
of the admiralty. In January 1800 he went 
to the West Indies, but was obliged by the 
state of his health to return in July. On 
16 Oct. he was advanced to post rank, and 
during 1801 commanded, in rapid succession, 
the Hussar frigate, the Robust, and theBar- 
fleur,bearing theflag of Rear-admiral Colling- 
wood, in the Channel fleet. From 1804 to 
1806 he was flag-captain to Sir Erasmus 
Gower on the Newfoundland station. In 
1826 he was appointed to the Albion, in 
which, after some time at Lisbon, he joined 
Sir Edward Codring ton [q. v.) in the Medi¬ 
terranean, and had an important part in the 
battle of Navarino on 20 Oct. 1827, for which 
he was made a O.B., and from the allied 
powers received the crosses of St, Louis, the 
third class of St. "Vladimir, and the Redeemer 
of Greece. On 22 July 1830 he was pro¬ 
moted to he rear-admiral, was knighted on 
23 May 1836, and nominated a K.C.B. on 
20 July 1838. From 1887 to 1840, with 
his flag in the Donegal, he had command of 
the Lisbon station, and from September 
1840 to October 1841 he commanded at 
Malta, during the prolonged absence of the 
commander-in-chief, Sir Robert Stopford 
fq. v.J He became a vice-admiral on 23 Nov. 
1841, and admiral 4 May 1840. He was 
commander-in-chief at Devonport from 1851 
to 1854, during the latter part of which 
time the fitting out of the fleet for theBaltio 
brought a severe strain on nerves enfeebled 
by age, He died on 8 July 1866. Ommanney 
had married in 1808 Frances, daughter of 
Richard Ayling of Slidham in Sussex, and 
had by her four daughters. Lady Ommanney 
died a few days after her husband, on 17 Aug. 
Sir Francis Molyneux Ommanney, the navy 
agent and M.P. for Barnstaple, was the ad¬ 
miral’s brother. 

[Marshall’s Roy. Nav. Biogr. ill (vol. ii.), 303 ; 
O’Byme’s Nav.Biogr,Diet.; Gent.Mag. 1856, ii. 
816.] J.K.L, 
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O'MOLLOY, ALBIN, or Alpin 
0'Moni.mruAimi (d. 1223), bishop of Feme, 
was a native Irishman, who became a 
Cistercian monk at Baltinglass, and even¬ 
tually rose to be abbot of that house, In 
Lent 1186, when John, archbishop of Dub¬ 
lin, held a synod at Holy Trinity Church, 
Albin preached a long sermon on clerical 
continency, in which he laid all the blame 
for existing evils on Ihe Welsh and English 
clergy who had come over to Ireland (Gin, 
O.VMB. Opera, i. 60), Albin was shortly 
afterwards made bishop of Ferns or Wex¬ 
ford, the see having been previously declined 
by Giraldus Cambrensis, He was present 
at the coronation of Richard I on 3 Sept, 
1189 (Oesta Rieardi, ii. 79). On C Nov. 
ho was appointed hy Pope Innocent^ III, 
with the Archbishop of Tuam and Bishop 
of Kilmacduagh, to excommunicate ihe 
Bishop of Waterford, who had robbed the 
Bishop of Lismore ( Cal. Papal Registers, L 
15). In 1205 Albin received 102. from the 
royal gift, and on 8 April 1206 was recom¬ 
mended by the king to the chapter of Cashol 
for archbishop (Calendar of Documents rela¬ 
ting to Ire/and, i. 268, 291). In November 
1207 Innocent addressed a letter to Albin 
with reference to persons who had been im¬ 
properly ordained. On 17 June 1208 Albin 
was sent by the king on a mission to the King 
of Connaught. On 15 Sept. 1215 he had pro- 
l action while attending the council at Rome; 
and on 6 Sept. 1210 received custody of the 
bishopric of Killaloa (ii. i. 386, 668, 721). 
William Marshal, ilrst eurl of Pembroke [q. v .1, 
while in Ireland between 1207 and 1213, 
seized two manors belonging to the Bishop 
of Ferns. For this Albin excommunicated 
him; but the earl pleaded that it was done 
in time of war, and retained the manors all 
his life. After Marshal's death, Albin came 
to the king at London and petitioned for the 
restoration of his lands. Henry begged the 
bishop to absolve the dead, but Albin refused 
to do so unless restoration were made. To 
thiB the younger William Marshal [q. v.l and 
his brothers refused their consent, and Albin 
then cursed them, andforetold the end of their 
race (Matt. Pakis, iv. 492). The quarrel 
appears to have been at a crisis in 1218. Un 
18 April of that year Albin was prohibited 
from prosecuting his plea against William, 
earl Marshal, and on 25 Juno Ilonorius III 
directed the Archbishop of Dublin aud the 
legate to effect o reconciliation between the 
bishop and the earl (Calendar of Documents 
relating to Ireland, i. 823; Cal. Papal Re¬ 
gisters, i. 66). Albin died on 1 Jan. 1223 
(Annals of Loch Ci, i. 207). Matthew PariB 
speaks of him us conspicuous for his sanctity. 


Albin consecrated the infirmary chapel at 
the Cisterciun abbey of Wavurley on 6 jfov 
1201, and dedicated five altars there mi 
10 July 1214. The monks of St. SwitW* 
Winchester, made him a member of their 
fraternity. lie appears as a witness to 
several charters in the ‘Chartularv of St 
Mary, Dublin’ (i. 31, 142-3, 147-8, Rolls 
Ser.) 


|Matthew Paris, iv. 492 (Dr. Luard isclearlv 
mistaken in identifying the Bishop of Ferns with 
Albin’s successor, John St. John); Annates Mo- 
nastici, ii. 253, 282; Surrey Archaeological Col¬ 
lections, viii. 165; Annals of the Four Masters 
ad. O'Donovan; Cotlon’e Fasti Feci. Hib. ii! 
331; Ware's Works on Ireland, i. 430-40,' cd 
Harris; Lanigan’B Ecclesiastical History of 
Ireland, iv. 264-6, 277.] O. L. K. 


O'MOLLOY, FRANOIS (ft. 1800), theo¬ 
logian and grammarian. [See Molloy.] 

O’MORAN, JAMES (1736-1794), lieu¬ 
tenant-general in the French service, was 
born in 1735 at Elphin, co. Roscommon, 
where his father is said to have been a shoe- 
mnkor. Domiciled at Morm-le-Montagne, 
Pns-de-Oalais, James was appointed a oadet 
in the regiment of Dillon in the Irish brigade 
on 15 Nov. 1762, and became a lieutsnant- 
en-second on 14 Jan. 1769. He served in 
Germany in the campaigns of 1760-1, be¬ 
came BoiiB-lieutenant, on 1 March 1763, sons 
aide-major on 4 Feb. 1769, captain on 16April 
1771, oapt ain-on-sucond on 6 June 1776, cap- 
tain-commandant on 30 Jan. 1778, major on 
20 Oct. 1779, mestre-de-enmp (colonel) on 
24 June 1780, lieutenant-colonel of Dillon 
on 0 June 1785, and colonel of the regiment 
on 25 Aug. 1791. ne served as major in the 
trenches, and was wounded at the siege of 
Savannah in 1779. lie was in Grenada, west 
Indies, in 1779-82, and in America in 1783. 
On 6 Fob. 1792 he was appointed marfohal- 
de-camp (general of brigade), in which capa¬ 
city he served under Dumouriez in Cham¬ 
pagne and Belgium. Ho captured Touniuv 
and occupied Cassel. On 3 Oct. 1792 he 
was made a general of division (lieutenant- 
general). On the representations of the 
Division Ferrioros, aud apparently under 
suspicion of receiving English gold, he was 
arraigned before the revolutionary tribunal 
of Paris, was condemned as a traitor to bis 
country, ‘ en contrarinnt les plans au moment 
de l’ex6cution,’nud was guillotined onl6 Ven- 
tose of the year 2 (6 March 1794). 

fO’Onllnghan’s Irish Brigades in the Service 
of Franca (Glasgow, 1870) for^articulivrs of the 
regiment of Dillon; Lists des Generatix . .. 
Paris, year viii; Prudhomme’a Les Crimes du la 
Revolution.] H. M. C. 
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O'MORE, RORY or RURY OGE (d. 
1678), Irish rebel, called in Irish Ruaidhri 
og ua Mordha, was second son of Rory 
O’More, captain of Leix, by Margaret, daugh¬ 
ter of Thomas Butler, and granddaughter 
of Pierce or Piers Butler, eighth earl of Or¬ 
monde [q. v.l (cf. Lonan, Peerage of Ireland, 
ed. Archdall, iv. 19; and Sari. MS. 1426, 
f. 1196). Sir Henry Sidney once called him 
‘an obscure and base varlet, 1 but his family 
was one of the most important of the minor 
Irish septs, and also one of the most tur¬ 
bulent. 

Rubtt O’More (jl. 1654), the father, was 
son of Connell O'More (d. 1587), and early 
acquired the character of a violent and suc¬ 
cessful chieftain. On the death of Connell 
a fierce dispute broke out between the three 
sons—Lysaght,Kedagh, and Rory—and their 
uncle Peter the tanist. Peter wa3 for the 
time a friend of the Butlers. Consequently 
the deputy, Lord Leonard Grey, supported 
the sons; and, although Peter was acknow¬ 
ledged chief, Grey got hold of him by a ruse, 
ana led him about in chains for some time. 
Ivedagli then seems to have secured the chief¬ 
tainship, Lysaght having been killed; but 
ha died early in 1642, and Rory, the third 
brother, succeeded. lie, after a period of 
turmoil, agreed on 18 May 1642 to lead a 
quieter life, and made a general submission, 
being probably influenced by the fact that 
Kedagh had left a son of the some name, 
who long afterwards, in 1665, petitioned 
the privy council to be restored to his 
father’s inheritance. Like other Irish chiefs 
of the time, O’More was only a nominal 
friend to the English. In a grant after¬ 
wards made to his eldest sou his services to 
King Edward VI are spoken of; but they 
must have been of doubtful value, as an 
order of 16 March 1660-1 forbade any of 
the name of O'More to hold land in Leix 
(App. to 8 th Sep. Pep.-Keep. Publ. Sec. 
Ireland). At some uncertain time between 
1660 and 1667 Rory O’More was killed, and 
was succeeded by a certain Connell O’More, 
who may be the Connell Oge O’More men¬ 
tioned in 1666 in the settlement of Leix (cf. 
Bagwell, Ireland under the Tudors, i. 400, 
and Cal. State Papers, Irish Ser. 1609-73, 
pp. 136,414). He was put to death in 1667 
Annals of the Four Masters, ii, 1545). Rory 
eft two sons, Callagh and Rory Oge, Callagh, 
who was brought up in England, was called 
by the English 1 The Calougk,' and, as he de¬ 
scribes himself os of Gray’s Inn in 1568, he 
may be assumed^to be the John Callow who en¬ 
tered there in 1507 (Fosteb, Seg. of Cray's 
Inn, p. 39), In 1671 Ormonde petitioned for 
the Oalough’s return, and soon afterwards he 


came hack to Ireland, where in 1582 he 
wa3 thought a sufficiently strong adherent 
to the English to receive s grant of land in 
Leix {Cal. State Papers, Irish Ser. 1674-86, 
pp. 392,412). 

Rory Oge O’More, the second son, was 
constantly engaged in rebellion. He received 
a pardon on 17 Feb. 1666-6, hut in 1671 he 
was noted as dangerous, and in 1672 he 
was fighting Ormonde and the queen at the 
same time, being favoured by the weakness 
of the forces at the command of Francis 
Coshy, the seneschal of Queen’s County, and 
the temporary absence of Ormonde in Eng¬ 
land. In this little rebellion the Butlers and 
the Fitzgeralds were united against him; 
but when, in November 1672, Desmond es¬ 
caped from Dublin, it was Rory Oge O’More 
who escorted him through Kildare and pro¬ 
tected him in Queen’s County (cf. 12 th Sep. 
Pep.-Keep. Publ. Sec. Ireland, p. 78). He 
was mixed up in Kildare’s plots in 1674, 
and taken prisoner in November. But he 
was soon free, and Sidney, when on his tour 
in 1675, wrote of him: ‘ Rory Oge O’More 
hath the possession and settling-place in the 
Queen's County, whether the tenants will or 

no, as he occupieth what he listetli and 
wasteth what he will.’ However, O’More 
was afraid of the deputy, and when Sydney 
came into his territory, he went to meet him 
in the cathedral of Kilkenny (December 
1576), and ‘submitted himself, repenting (ns 
he said) his former faults, and promising 
hereafter to live in better sort (for worse 
than he hath been he cannot be).’ Hence 
we find a new pardon granted to him on 
4 June 1676 {ib. p. 179). But in the next 
year he hoped for help from Spain, and, 
pushed on by John Burkp, his friend, he 
made a desperate attack on the Pale. Ho 
allied himself with some of the O’Oonnors, 
and gathered an army. On 18 March 1676-7 
the seneschal of Queen’s Oounty was com¬ 
manded to attack Rory Oge and the O'Con¬ 
nors with fire and sword (IStA Sep. Pep.- 
Keep. Publ. Sec. Ireland, p. 26). There was 
good reason for active hostilities, as on the 
3rd the insurgents had burned Naas with 
every kind of horror. Sidney wrote to the 
council the same month : 1 Rory Oge O’More 
and Cormock M'Cormock O'Conor have 
burnt the Naas. They ranne thorough the 
towne lyke haggas and furies of hell, with 
flakes of fier fastned on poles ends ’ (Cal. 
State Papers, Irish Ser. 1674-86, p, 107; 

of. Carew MSS, 1676-88, f, 110). Later in 
the year O'More captured Harrington and 
Cosby. They were rescued by a ruse. 
O’More’s wife and all hut O'More himself and 
one of those who were with him were killed. 
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Infuriated at being caught, O'More fell upon 
Harrington, ‘ hacked and hewed ’ him so 
that Sidney saw his brains moving when 
his wounds were being dressed, then rush¬ 
ing through a soldier's legs, he escaped prac¬ 
tically naked (Carno Mb'S. 1575-88,f. 366). 
He soon afterwards burned Oarlow; but in 
an attempt to entrap Barnaby Fitzpatrick, 
baron of Upper Ossory, into his hands, he 
was hilled by the Fitzpatricks in June 1578, 
and his head set up on Dublin Castle. He 
left a son, Owen McRory O’More, whom 
John Burke, son of the Earl of Olanricarde, 
took charge of. The English got hold of him 
after some difficulty, and foolishly allowed 
him to return to his own country. He be¬ 
came as great a rebel as his father, and, after 
a life of fighting and plundering, in which, 
however, he recovered almost all Leix, was 
hilled in a skirmish near Timahoo, Queen’s 
Oounty, 17 Aug. 1600. Moryson enlied him 
< a bloody and bold young man ,’ 1 The Four 
Masters’an ‘illustrious, renowned, and cele¬ 
brated gentleman.’ After his death the im¬ 
portance of the O’Mores as a sept was gone. 

[Bagwoll'fl Ireland under the Tudors j Webb’s 
Compendium of Irish Biogr,; Oal. of Stats 
Tapers, Irish Ser., and of tha Carew MSS.; 
State Papers; Annals of the Four Masters, ed. 
O’Donovan, vols. vi. vii, ; authorities quoted.] 

W.A. J.A. 

O’MORE, RORY (fi. 1620-1662), Irish 
rebel, often called Roger Moore or More, 
son of Calvagli O’More, was descended from 
the ancient chiefs of Leix. After tha plan¬ 
tation of the Queen’s County the O'Mores 
raised various rebellions, which were after¬ 
wards reckoned as nineteen in number. A 
transplantation to Kerry, Oloro, and Con¬ 
naught was undertaken during the reign of 
James I, of which the state papers con¬ 
tain many details. But they kept always 
drifting back to Ihoir own district, and it 
was said that they preferred dying thore to 
living anywhere else. Chichester, with a 
reference to Spanish history, called them 
White Moors. One of this harassed clan was 
Roger’s father, Oalvagh, who had become 
possessed of a castle and lands at Ballina 
m Kildare, and these were not affected by 
the transplantation. Roger, the older son, 
inherited Ballina, married a daughfer of Sir 
Patrick Barnewall[q. v.], the noted catholic 
champion, and was thus connected with the 
best families of the Pale. 

It has been said that O’More, who was in 
poor circumstances, had hopes of recovering 
the lands of his family from Strafford; hut 
there is no trace of any such idea in that 
statesman’s correspondence. There was a 
moment of weakness after the great viceroy’s 


final departure in April 1640; the Endiri, 
government were busy in Scotland, and the 
time seemed propitious for an effort by the 
Irish catholics to regain their lost territories 
and to restore the splendour of their religion’ 
O’More, who afterwards admitted to auEmr' 
lish prisoner (Tbjipm, Rist. of Irish Mebel 
hon, p. 103) that a plot had been hatching fop 
years, began negotiations with John or Shane 
O’Neill, the great Tyrone’s younger son and 
last surviving heir, who was acknowledged 
by the Irish and on the continent as Earl 
of Tyrone, ne sounded some of the dis¬ 
contented gentry of Connaught and Leinster 
having an ally among the latter in Colonel 
Richard Plunkett, who was his wife’s first- 
cousin. Plunkett, who was a needy man 
wn3 well known at the English court and 
in Irish society, and had seen service in 
Flanders. The disbanding of Strafford’s army 
had loft a great many officers and soldiers 
without employment, and these very will¬ 
ingly listened to the plotter. O’More’s means 
of persuasion were mainly two: there web a 
chance for old Irish and Anglo-Irish fami¬ 
lies to recover their lost estates or to win 
new oneB; and there was something like a 
certainty that the puritan parliament inEng- 
land would deal harshly with the adherents 
of Rome. Many lent a favouring ear; but 
nil agreed that nothing could he done with¬ 
out a rising in Ulster. His position made 
O'More the fittest porson to mediate between 
the Pale and the native clans. 

Iu February 1611 O’More applied to Lord 
Maguire [see Maouirb, Oonnoe, second 
Baeoit op EOTiBUMUir], who was in Dub¬ 
lin for the parliamentary session, with Hugh 
Oge MnoMohou [q. v.L and others of the 
northern province. Richelieu promised arms, 
ammunition, and money to the titular Earl 
of Tyrone; hut the Ialtor was killed in Spain 
in the spring of 1641, and the conspirators 
transferred their hopes to Colonel Owen Roe 
O’Neill [q. v.], who was then in Flanders, 
O'More appears throughout as the main¬ 
spring of the whole plot, and his parish 
priest, Toole O’Conley, was chosen as the mes¬ 
senger to Owen Roe. It was O’More who 
s woro Maguire, .Sir Plielim O’N will [q.v.J, and 
the rest to socrocy (IPraKsoir, Ireland, m the 
Seventeenth Century, ii, 100). About 1 Sept. 
1641 it was decided to soize Dublin Castle 
on 6 Oct., but the day was afterwards 
changed to the 2Srd. O'More was to lead 
the party charged with seizing the lesser of 
the two gates. He visited Ulster at the be¬ 
ginning of October, shifting,constantly from 
place to place to avoid suspicion, and was 
one of the five who made the final arrange¬ 
ments on the 16th. The place of meeting 
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was his son-in-law'shouse in Armagh county, 
gir Phelim O’Neill [q. v.l and Lord Maguire 
baing present there with him. But it is hard 
to he hidden in the country, and Sir William 
Cole, in a letter dated 11 Oct., warned the 
lords justicesthat there was mischief brewing 
(Nalsoit, Collections, ii. 619). He did not 
name O'More, and nothing really was known 
until the evening of 22 Oct., when Owen 
O'Connolly made his statement to Lord-jus¬ 
tice Parsons. Late that night O’More went to 
Lord Maguire and told him that the cause 
was lost. It is from Maguire’s often printed 
narrative that we know most of the details. 
O’More, with Plunkett and Hugh O’Byrne, 
escaped over the river, and was perhaps not 
at nr3t suspected, for O’Connolly did not 
mention him, nor does his name occur in the 
first statement made by MacMahon, or in the 
letter of the Irish government to Lord Leices¬ 
ter. His brother-in-law, Lord Kingaland,was 
one of those on whom the frisk government 
at first relied for the preservation of peace. 

The plot to seize Dublin Castle totally 
failed, but the Ulster rebellion broke out as 
arranged, and O’More almost at once appears 
in the field as colonel with a large, but only 
partially armed, force under him . His brother 
Lewis had the rank at first of captain, and 
afterwards of colonel. O’More fought victori¬ 
ously at Julianstown, in Meath, on 29 Nov., 
and acted as spokesmanfor the Ulster Irish at 
the conference held a few days later on the 
hill of Crofty, between their chiefs and the 
• of the Pale. The substance of hie 
speech, which had been carefully prepared, 
is preserved by Ballings (Sihbhbt, Mist, of 
Confederation and War, i. 36). In the pro¬ 
clamation of the lords justices, dated 8 Feb. 
1641-2, a price was put upon his head—400J. 
for its actual production, and 3001, for satis¬ 
factory evidence of having slain him. He 
was present when Ormonde defeated the Irish 
at Bulrush on 16 April 1G42. Carte says he 
went to Flanders about this time: and, i f so, 
he probably returned with Owen Roe O’Neill, 
who reached Ireland in July. He web serv¬ 
ing in the King's Oounty at the end of that 
month, the title of general being accorded to 
him by the Irish thereabouts. On the forma¬ 
tion of the supreme counoil of the confederate 
catholics at Kilkenny in October he was ap¬ 
pointed to command intheKing’s Oounty and 
half the Queen’s Oounty, and was present at 
the taking of Birr in January 1642-8 (Met. 
MSS. Comm. 2nd Hep. p. 218). 

In spite of his many connections, O’More 
was not thoroughly trusted by the Anglo- 
Irish ; he was a Celt, and towards the Celtic 
party he drifted more and more. The gentry 
of the Pale were soon sorry for the war, which 


ruined most of them; and when O’More con¬ 
fessed to his brother-in-law Fleming that he 
was the real originator of it, the latter an¬ 
swered that he found himself mistaken, for 
he thought the devil had begun it (Cahte). 
In 1644 O’More’B name appears in a list of 
Owen Hoe's followers, his title in the Irish 
cipher being ‘the shoemaker’ ( Contemp. 
Mist. i. 605). In the same year he offered 
himself for service in Antrim’s Scottish ex¬ 
pedition [see MACDOinniLi, Raudal, 1609- 
1083], with a half-armed regiment of fif¬ 
teen "hundred men (ii. i. 662). In 1648 he 
was living at Balhnakill, in the district 
where his clan once ruled (id. i. 229). In 
the same year he was in arms against the 
Kilkenny confederation, and was employed 
by Owen Hoe in abortive negotiations with 
Inchiquin (ii. i. 747, 761). Early in the 
following year the author of the ' Aphoria- 
mical Discovery,’ who regarded him as a 
mere temporiser, says he was one of O’Neill's 
cabinet council, and that he tried to bring 
about an understanding between his leader 
and Ormonde, but only succeeded in offend¬ 
ing both (ii. ii. 21). After the declaration 
of Jamestown on 12 Aug. 1660 O'More and 
his brother Lewis both took arms, and he 
commanded some foot in Connaught in the 
following year (ii. ii. 114, 168). He had 
Olanricarde's commission as commander in 
Leinster, with full civil and military au¬ 
thority (ii. iii. 1,16). But the cause was 
quite lost by this time, and O’More was 
driven into the remote island of Bofin. The 
author of the 1 Aphorismicsl Discovery ’ says 
that ha was basely deserted there by Bishop 
Lynch and others in December 1062; that he 
escaped to the Ulster coast, and lived there 
for a time disguised as a fisherman; and that 
he was reported to have escaped to Scotland 
(ii. iii. 148). It seems quite as likely that 
he perished obscurely in Ireland. Both 
brothers were excepted from pardon for life or 
estate in the Cromwellian Act of Settlement 
12 Aug. 1662, and Lewis was soon after¬ 
wards hanged as guilty of murder (Ludlow, 
Memoirs, u. 8). 

O’More was an accomplished man, and 
could speak well both in English and Irish. 
He was undoubtedly the main contriver of 
the rebellion; but he was not a professional 
soldier, and played no great part in the war. 
He was distantly connected by marriage 
with Ormonde, and Oarte gives him credit 
for doing his best to check the barbarities of 
which Sir Phelim O’Neill’s followers ware 
guilty. That he was considered reasonable 
and humane by the protestants may he in¬ 
ferred from the fact that Lady Anne Parsons 
applied to him for protection, nis answer 
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has bean preserved {Hist. MSS. Comm. 2nd 
Bep. p. 218). He wrote like a gentle¬ 
man, but did not grant thB lady's request. 
Popular tradition clings to the name of Roiy 
O'More, but it is probable that some of this 
glory belongs to Rory O’More (d. 1578) [q.v.] 

[Calendar of Irish State Papers, 1803-25; 
Carte’s Life of the Duke of Ormonde, Jik. iii.; 
Nelson's Collection, vol. ii.; Ludlow's Memoirs; 
Temple’s Hist, of Irish Rebellion, ed. 1736; 
Lodge’s Peerage, ed. Arehdall, art, ‘ Viseotmt 
Kingsland; ’ Hickson’s Ireland in the Seventeenth 
Century; Gilbert's Hist, of the Confederation 
and War in Ireland and his Contemporary Hist, 
of Affairs in Ireland; Carte MSS. in the Bod¬ 
leian Library, paBsim,] E. B-l. 

O’MULOONRY, FEARFEASA (ft. 
1686 ), Irish chronicler. [See O'Maeloho- 

HAXKH.] 

O’MULLEN,THOMAS (ft. 1686-1708), 
informer. [See Taam, Joiih.] 

O’NEAL or O'NEALE. [See also 
O’Neill.] 

O’NEAL, JEFFREY IIAMET (ft. 1760- 
1772), miniature-painter, was a native of Ire¬ 
land. lie practised for many years in London 
as a miniature-painter, ana exhibited occa¬ 
sionally with the Incorporated Society of 
Artists, of which he was a fellow, signing 
the declaration roll in 1706. O'Neal is also 
stated to have painted landacapes, natural 
history, and ‘Japan’ pieces, the last for a 
printseller in Chenpside. In 1772 he was 
living in Lawrence Street, Chelsea. 

[Pasquin’s Artists of Ireland; Graves’s Diot, 
of Artists, 1780-1880; Catalogues of the 80 c. of 
Artists.] L, 0. 

O'NEIL, O’NEALE, and O'NEAL. 
[See also O’Nbill.] 

O’NEIL, HENRY NELSON (1817- 
1880), historical painter, was born of British , 
parentage at St. Petersburg ou 7 Jan. 1817. 
lie came to England at the age of six, and 
in 1836 entered the schools of the Royal 
Academy, where he formed a close friend¬ 
ship with. Alfred Elmore [q. v.J, with, whom 
he afterwards visited Italy. Ilia first pic¬ 
ture, ‘A Student,’appeared at the Royal 
Academy in 1838, and was followed in 1840 
hy ‘ Margaret beforo tho Image of the Virgin,’ 
and in 1841 by ‘The First Thought 011 
Love ’ and ‘ Theokla at the Grave of Max 
Piocolomini.’ In 1842 he exhibited ‘Paul 
and Francesca of Rimini,’ and ‘ Peasants re¬ 
turning from the Vineyard;' in 1843, ‘ Jeph- 
thah’s Daughter: the last day of mourning,’ 
whioli was engraved in line by Peter Light- 
foot for the Art Union of London; in 1844, 


‘ Boaz and Ruth,’ wliioli waa purchased h T 
the prince consort; and in 1846, < gy 
Rivers of Babylon, there we sat down vea 
we wept, when we remembered Zion,’ Sub! 
sequently his chief contributions to the 
Royal Academy were 'Mozart’s Last Mo. 
ments,’ 1849; ‘ Esther,’ 1850; * The Scribes 
reading the Chronicles to King Ahasuerus’ 
1861; ‘Katharine’s Dream,’ 1853; ‘The 
Return of the Wanderer,’ a work which 
marked great progress, and was engraved 
in mezzotint by W. H. Simmons, 1865- 
‘ Eastward IIo I ’ the most popular of 
all his works, engraved in mezzotint bv 
W. T. Davey, 1868; ‘Home again,’ also 
engraved by \V. T. Davey, 1869; ‘ A Vohm- 
teor,’ an incident connected with the wreck 
of the Royal Charter, 1860, in which year 
he was elected an associate of the Royal 
Academy; ‘ The Parting Cheer,’1861; ‘The 
Landing of TI.R.H, the Princess Alexandra 
at Gravesend,’ 1864 ; ‘ The Lay of King 
Canute,’ 1866; and ‘ The Last Moments of 
Raflaelle,’ 1866. He exhibited also at the 
British Institution, where ho bad in 1840 1 A 
Musical Party ’ and ‘ La Biondina in Gondo- 
letta,’ and in 1843 a ‘Sceno from Twelfth 
Night,’ and at the Society of British Artists. 
Latterly his work bocamo very unequal, and 
it was often coarse of touch and crude in 
colour. lie painted also landscapes and some 

E ortraits, among which were those of the 
hike of Newcastle, John Phillip, R.A., Ro¬ 
bert Keeley, and William MaclcworthPraed. 
Some interesting portraits by him belong to 
the Garrick Club. 

O’Neil published in 1866 his ‘ Lectures on 
Painting delivered at the Royal Academy,’ 
and afterwards made some other attempts 
in literature. ‘ Two Thousand Years hence’ 
appeared in 1808; ‘Modern Art in England 
and France’in 1869; ‘ Satirical Dialogues,’ 
in verse, in 1870 ; and ‘ The Age of Stucco; 
a Satire in three Cantos,’ in 1871. He was 
alao an amateur musician and a good violin 
player. lie died at 7 Victoria Road, Ken¬ 
sington, London, on 18 March 1880, and was 
buried in Kensnl Green cemetery. 

[Art Journal, 1880, p. 171 ; Times, 15 March 
1881), notice by Anthony Trollope; Athcnscum, 
1880, i. 384; Academy, 1880, i. 220, Eoyal Aca¬ 
demy Exhibition Catalogues, 1838-70 ; Exhibi¬ 
tion Catalogues of the Society of British Artists, 
1838-43; British Institution Exhibition Cata¬ 
logues, 1839-1891.) R. E. ft 

O'NEILL, CON BACACH, i.e. Claudius 
or the Lame, first Earl ot? Tykokd (1484 P- 
16B9 P), grandson, of Heflry O'Neill, lord of 
Tyrone (d. 1489) [q. ▼.], and youngest son of 
Con O’Neill and Alice, daughter of Gerald 
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Fit/i?erftld, eighth earl of Kildare [q. v.], was 
hom about 1484, and succeeded his elder 
brother, Art Oge O’Neill, as chief of Tyrone 
in 1S19. His connection with the house of Kil¬ 
dare rendered himnaturally hostile to Henry’s 
policy of anglicising Ireland, and immediately 
on the arrival of the Earl of Surrey in 1520 
lie invaded the English Pale. His a t tempt to 
obstruct Surrey's government was not, how¬ 
ever, very successful, owing to the hostility 
of Hugh ‘ Black ’ O’Donnell, and the support 
which the Earl of Ormonde rendered to the 
viceroy, and before long he submitted. In the 
hope of retaining him in his obedience, Henry 
sent him ‘ a collar of gold of our livery,’ and 
authorised Surrey to make him a knight, and, 
if possible, to induce him to repair to Eng¬ 
land. In the following year lie consented to ac¬ 
company the viceroy against O’Melaghlin, but 
was compelled, much to Surrey's annoyance, 
to return to defend his own country agniust 
O’Donnell, with whom his strife was in¬ 
cessant. He retaliated in 1322 by invading 
Tyrconnel, and was successful in capturing 
Ballyshannon, Bundrowes, and Belleek; but 
in a pitched battle at ICnocknvoe, near Stra- 
bane, he was utterly defeated by O’Donnell. 
In 1624 Kildare succeeded Ormonde as vice¬ 
roy, and at his installation O’Neill carried the 
sword of state before him. In 1628, (luring 
Kildare’s detention in England, O’Neill and 
Brian O’Connor [q. v.] did their utmost, 
acting on Kildare’s instructions, to obstruct 
the government of the Earl of Ormonde. 
Some stronger hand than Ormonde’s was 
needed to suppress them, and in 1680 the 
deputysliip was transferred to Sir "William 
Skeffington [q. v.] 

The restoration of Kildare, and his sub¬ 
stitution for Skeffington in August 1632, 
established things on their old footing, 
and complaints were soon rife that O'Neill 
was allowed to plunder the Pale at his 
pleasure. He supported the rebellion of 
‘Silken Thomas,’ "but, after the capture of 
Mayuooth, submitted to Skeffington at 
Drogheda on 28 July lG3fj. He renewed 
his submission to Lord Leonard Grey in 
the following year; but the deputy, though 
he found him ‘very tractable in words,’ 
could not, without employing force , 1 where- 
unto time serveth not,’ persuade him to put 
in hostages for Ms loyalty. The result was 
that next year (1337) O’Neill attacked 
Ardglass. Grey wished to retaliate by in¬ 
vading Tyrone, but he was overruled by 
the council, and commissioners were sent 
to treat with O’STeill, who found him ‘very 
reasonable,’ but obstinate in his refusal to 
give hostages for his loyalty. He renewed 
his assurances of loyalty in the following 
YOI>. XIY. 
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year, but early in 1539 he concluded an 
allianco with Manus O’Donnell [q, v.] at 
Donegal, the object of which was supposed 
to be the restoration of Gerald Fitzgerald, 
the young heir to the earldom of Baldaru. 
Failing to induce O’Neill to surrender Fitz¬ 
gerald, Grey invaded Tyrone, and ravaged 
much of his country. O’Neill and O’Don¬ 
nell in the autumn invaded the Pale with the 
greatest army,assome thought, that had ever 
been spen in Ireland. After burning Navan 
and Ai'dee,and accumulating immense booty, 
they were on their way homewards when 
they were overtaken and utterly defeated 
by Grey at Ballakoe, In May 1640 O’Neill 
consented to parley with the lord justice, 
Sir William Brereton, at the Narrow-water, 
and promised to observe the conditions of 
the treaty made with Skeffington in 1633. 
But his agents were at the time in Scotland 
negotiating for assistance, and there was a 
plot on foot to inveigle the lord justice to 
Fore in Westmeath, under pretence of par¬ 
leying, preparatory to a general attack on 
the Pale. 

The plot was frustrated by Brereton; 
but the hollowness of O’Neill’s professions 
was sufficiently apparent., and after vainly 
endeavouring ‘ by all honest persuasions to 
bring him to conformity,' St. Leger deter¬ 
mined to prosecute him with fire and sword, 
lie was fortunate to detach O’Donnell and 
some of his urraghs or vassal chiefs from 
him, and in September 1641 he invaded 
Tyrone. O’Neill made an unsuccessful 
counter-attack on the Pale, and the lord 
deputy, after destroying 1 miche of his comis 
and butters, whiche is the grete lyvinges uf 
the said Oneil and his followers,’ retired. 
A few weeks later he again invaded Tyrone, 
and carried off several hundred head of 
cattle. A third invasion in December 
brought O’Neill to his knees. He sent 
letters to St. Leger at Armagh, offering un¬ 
qualified submission, and promising, as no 
O’Neill had ever done before, to surrender 
his son as hostage far his loyalty. It was 
doubtful if his submission would be ac¬ 
cepted, for the propriety of extirpating him 
and planting his country with English set¬ 
tlers had been seriously mooted. But the 
difficulties in the way of such a plan were 
insuperable, and St, Leger thought it wise 
to accept his offer, and ‘ to beate him, and 
siuko like as he is, with the some rodde 
that they huveoften betenyour subjects here; 
that is, to promyse tbeim faier, to wymie 
tyme, whereby other enterprises more beni- 
ficiall for your poore subjectes here mought 
be acheved.’ Accordingly O’Neill, having 
promised to become a loyal subject, to re- 
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nounce the pope, to attend parliament, to 
cut down the woods between him and the 
Pale, and to rebuild the ruined churches 
in his country, was received to mercy. lie 
renewed his submission to St. Leger on 
19 May 1(542, attended a parliament at Trim, 
and shortly afterwards repaired to England, 
St. Leger lending him two hundred marks 
‘ rather to adventure the losse thereof, then 
lie should lette to come to your Majestic.’ 

On 24 Sept, lie submitted to Henry at 
Greenwich, and a week later was created 
Earl of Tyrone for life, with remainder to 
liis supposed son Mathew, alias Ferdoracli 
O’Neill, alias Kelly, who was created at 
the same time Baron of Dungannon, with 
remainder to the eldest son of the Earl of 
Tyrone for the time being. The expenses 
of his installation were borne by Henry, 
who also gave him a gold chain of the value 
of‘ three score pounds and odde,’ and one 
hundred marks in ready money. Subse¬ 
quently, on 7 May 1648, Tyrone was ad¬ 
mitted a privy councillor of Ireland, and oil 
9 July received a grant of lands in Dublin 
for hw maintenance during liis attendance 
on parliament. liis submission produced a 
profound sensation in Ireland, and St. Leger 
was in hopes that, if the arrangement could 
only he continued for two generations, the 
country would be for ever reformed. It was 
afterwards urged Ly Tyrone’s eldest legiti¬ 
mate son, Sliane, that, in surrendering his 
lands and consenting to hold them by Eng¬ 
lish tenure, Tyrone exceeded liis rights as 
chief of his clan; and it was doubtless true 
that, in theory atleast, an Irish chief possessed 
merely a life interest in the lands of liis tribe. 
But it pleased Shane to forget that the ar¬ 
rangement was one established at the point of 
the sword, and that Tyrone’s submission im- 

E lied the submission likewise not only of 
is immediate followers, hut of his urraghs 
os well. It was not here that the real 
difficulty lay, but in the attempt to substi¬ 
tute succession by primogeniture for that by 
tanistvy, and in the unfortunate accident 
that led to the choice of Mathew as Tyrone’s 
heir. Still, liis acceptance of an English 
title did unquestionably impair Tyrone’s 
authority. It was felt to he a degradation, 
and it only wanted that some ambitious 
rival, such as ultimately presented himself 
in Shone O’Noill, should arise to oust him 
from his position, and restore things to their 
old footing. 

For some time, however, the arrangement 
worked fairly well, and in 1644'Tyrone fur¬ 
nished ninety kerne to the Irish contingent 
for service in France. But rumours were rife 
of intrigues with Rome; the claims of Tyrone 


over his urraghsledto constant hreachesof the 

peace, and there were not wanting signs tint 
Tyrone himself waa growing discontented 
with lus position, to which he was not recon¬ 
ciled by the impolitic behnviourofsubordmate 

officials, like Andrew Brereton, in calling him 
a traitor. The government fixed its hopes on 
the Baron of Dungannon, hut it was inevi- 
table that as power slipped from Tyrone’s 
grasp, it should fall into the hands of Shane 
Still tlic result waa not at first bo apparent' 
and the baron was by no means a despicable 
rival. One consequence of the struggle was 
that the country suffered severely. ‘The 
cont re of Tyrone,’ Cusack wrote on 27 Sept 
1661, ‘is brought thronglie warre of the 
Eric and his sonnes (oon of them silies 
against other) to snche extream myserie is 
there is not ten ploweB in all Tyrone.' 
‘Hundreddis,’ he calculated, ‘this last yere 
and tliis somer died in the field throghe 
famen. 1 At the request of the Baron of 
Dungannon, Tyrone waa persuaded to go to 
Dublin, and an attempt, was made to restore 
the country to somo sort of order. But even 
with the assistance of government, the baron 
was barely able to hold his own against 
Shane, and after a year's trial Tyrone was, 
in December 1662, restored, in the vain hope 
* that quiet and tranquillity would follow, 
and that the Scots could be tlic more easily 
expelled from the northern parts.’ But 
practically Shane was master of the situa- 
1 ion, and in 1667 Tyrone and the Baron of 
Dungannon were obliged to seek shelter in 
the Rale. After Shane's defeat by Oalvagh 
O'Donnell [q. v.], they were restored by the 
Earl of Subssx ; but in 1658 the baron was 
murdered by Shane's orders, and Tyrone 
once more fled for safety into the Pale, where, 
worn out with age and injuries, he died, 
apparently, in 1659. 

Con O’Neill married, first, Mary, a daughter 
of Ilugh Boy O’Neill, lord of Clandehoye, 
who was mother of Shane [q. r.J ; secondly, 
a daughter of O’Byrne, by whom he had a 
Ron, Niall Riach, the father of Turlough 
Breaslach. In addition to his putative son 
Mathew or Ferdoracli, he had among other 
illegitimate children Henry, Oon, a priest, 
and Shane Glade, and two daughters, one of 
whom was married to Sorley Boy MacRon- 
nell, and the other to Hugh Oge MaeMahon, 
lord of the Dartrie. 

[State Papers, Henry VIII (printed); Cel. 
State Papers, Irel. ed. Hamilton, Cal. Oaxow 
MSS.j ware's Annals, Annals of the Poor 
Musters, ed. O'Donovan; Antals of Loch Ca, ed. 
Hennessy; Marquis of Kildare’s Earls of El- 
dare; Irish Genealogies, Harl. MS. 1425.] 

B. D. 
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O'NEILL, DANIEL(1612 P-1064 ), loldier, 
royalist, and postmaster-general, elder son of 
Con M'Neill M'Eachavtaigh O'Neill, by his 
wife, a sister of Owen Roe O’Neill [q. v.], was 
bom in Ulster about 1612. His father must 
be distinguished from another Con O’Neill 
who was nephew of Hugh O’Neill [q. v.], the 
great earl of Tyrone, was younger brother 
of Owen Roe O’Neill, and also had a son 
Daniel (Btjbke, Extinct Peerage, p. 41S). 

Con M'Neill HtFachartaigh O’Neill was 
very distantly related to the Tyrone branch 
of the O’Neills ( Montgomery MSS. ed. Hill, 
14); he possessed lands in Ulster called 

S Olaneboys or Clandeboye, Ards, and 
t or Slut O’Neill, worth 12,000/. a 
year, and had served during Elizabeth’s reign 
on the English side. In 1005, owing either 
to a difference with Lord-deputy Chiches¬ 
ter and dealings with the rebels, or to a 
riot in which his servants came into colli¬ 
sion with the English troops, Con was im¬ 
prisoned at Carricltfergus. Thence he es¬ 
caped to Scotland, where he entered into an 
agreement with James Hamilton, afterwards 
viscount Clnneboye [q. v.], and Hugh Mont¬ 
gomery, afterwards viscount Ards, to grant 
them two-tlurds of liis lands on condition of 
their obtaining his pardon. This was done, 
and Con afterwards lived quiotly on his re¬ 
maining estates. He left two sons, Daniel 
and Con Oge; the latter took an active part 
in the rebellion of 1641, became a colonel, 
and was hilled in an action at Clonos in 
1648 by a presbyterian minister after quar¬ 
ter had been given (Hurray O’Nnili's Diary 
in Lodge, Desiderata Our. fflbei nica, ii. 
492; Castidhaven, Memoirs, ed. 1763, p. 

33). 

Daniel, the elder son, was early introduced 
at the court of Charles I, and, unliko the rest 
of his family, became a protestant. He spent 
‘many years between it [the court] and the 
Low Countries, the winter seasons in the 
one, and the summer always in the army in 
the other, which was as good an education 
toward advancement in the world as that 
age knew any; he had a fair reputation in 
both climates, having a competent fortune of 
his own to support himself without depend¬ 
ence or beholdingness, and a natural insinua¬ 
tion and address which made him acceptable 
in the best company ’ (Clarendon, Rebellion, 
bk. viii. §§ 268 et seq.) Before 1685 he 
took service as a volunteer under Sir Horace 
Vere, and was also omployed on missions to 
the titular queen of Bohemia and the elec¬ 
tor-palatine. Soqp after his father’s death 
Viscounts Olaneboye and Ards managed to 
secure the remaining third of Con’s property, 
leaving Daniel and his brother little more 
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than 160/. a year. In 1685 O’Neill enden- 
voured to recover his heritage, and, armed 
with letters of recommendation from Arch¬ 
bishop Laud and the electoi-palatine, pressed 
his suit at Dublin on IVentworth, who or¬ 
dered the two viscounts to treat with him. 
Nothing, however, came of the negotiation. 
Wentworth resented O’Neill’s importunity, 
and threatened to put him in prison. Thus 
led to bitter animosity between the two, and 
O'Neill was henceforth one of Wentworth’s 
most active enemies. In 1636 O'Neill was 
again in theNetherlands, andnext year served 
at the siege of Breda, being wounded in the 
thig h in an assault (Hexiiam, Siege of Breda, 
1687, pp. 28-31, &c.) When the troubles 
broke out with Scotland in 1639 he was given 
the command of a troop of horse, ‘to which 
hs was by all men held very equal, having 
had good experience in the most active armieR 
of that time, and a courage very notorious’ 
(Clauundon, viii. 268). After the retreat 
from Berwick in May 1639 O’Neill returned 
to the Netherlands with letters for the queen 
of Bohemia, and is mentioned as a devoted 
servant to Northumberland and Conway. 
When the Scots again took up arms early m 
1640 Sir John Conyors eagerly pressed upon 
O'Neill a command in his regiment l Cal. 
State Papers, Dom. Ser. 1039-40, p. 422). 
At the rout of Newbnrn on 28 Aug. he was 
ordered to protect the rear, but after a sharp 
skirmish was surrounded and taken prisoner, 
being reported as dead. He was well treated 
by the Scottish officers, some of whom he 
had known in the Netherlands, and was re¬ 
stored to liberty at Ripon in October (Baillid, 
Letters, Bannatyne Club, i. 267 ; Nausox, i. 
420; Rusilwobth, n. ii, 1238; Cal. State 
Papers, Dom. Sbt. 1640-1, p. 5; Cal. Claren¬ 
don State Papers, ed. Macray, i. 204; Wnt- 
ronD, Newcastle and Oatesheadm Seoenteenth 
Century, p. 400). 

During the ensuing winter he was with 
the army in the north of England; early 
next year he made another attempt to re¬ 
cover his lands by petitioning the House of 
Lords, which referred the matter to the ordi¬ 
nary courts of law; the civil war stopped 
fui'theT proceedings. At the same time he 
was implicated in the first army plot, being 
early token, into consultation by Percy, Gor¬ 
ing, and others; he was also, under the pseu¬ 
donym ‘Louis Lanois,’ in communication 
with his relatives in Ulster, who were plan¬ 
ning the Irish rebellion, and his brother 
Con O'Neill was sent over to secure his ser¬ 
vices. In May he went down to York in con¬ 
nection with the second army plot, to sound 
Conyers and Sir Jacob Astley [q. vj as to 
the possibility of bringingthe army to London 

3 z 2 
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(D’Ewia, Diary in Dari. MS. 164, f, 167). that it would be long before he returned to 
Neither Conyers nor Astley would hear of assume his duties. He arrived at Kilkenny 
that plan, and meanwhile the secret com- on 23 Feb., and superintended the despatch 
mittee of the House of Commons had re- of fifteen hundred troops for Scotland bat 
ported on the first plot, On 14 June O'Neill otherwise the mission was unsuccessful! 
was summoned to answer for his share in. it, O’Neill had returned to Beaumaris b- 
but fled from York, and, in spite of his re- 26 June, and joined Rupert’s army in time to 
por led capture in Norfolk, escaped to Brussels take part in tho battle of Marston Moor era 
in safety. 2 July; he commanded Rupert's regiment 

A committee of the house was appointed of foot (Saotobd, Studies of the Great lie- 
to inquire into hie proceedings, and in August bellion, p. 696; Markham, Life of Fairfax 
hispaywas stopped; in September O’Neillre- pp. 101-9), He then joined the army of 
turned to AYey bridge with Sir John Berkeley, the west, at Bath, on 17 July, and marched 
and surrendered himself at Pvrn’s house m into Devonshire ‘ Essex-hunting’(O'Neillto 
Chelsea during the recess. After on exami- Trevor in Came, Original Letters, i. 58-61)- 
nation bail was refused, and he was taken he was present in September when Essex 
into custody by the sergeant-at-arms, On allowed liimself to he surrounded in Corn. 
20 Oct. he was committed to the gatehouse, wall, and fought at the second battle of New- 
und on 4 Dec. was brought to the oar of the bury on 27 Oct. ITe was again at Oxford 
house. Ho pleaded the act of oblivion, but during the winter, and fought at Naseby on 
this was disallowed; it was resolved to 14 June 1646; he was then directed, on 
impeach him, and articles of high treason 27 June, to proceed to Falmouth to procure 
were passed on 13 Dec. After further exami- ships, probably in order to secure a retreat 
nation by tho House of Lords, his trial was for Prince Charles (Husband, A Collection 
postponed by a difl'erance between the two of Ordinances, 1646, pp. 866-6; Ludlow 
houses; in January 1042 ha was removed, on Memoirs, ed. 1763,iii. 306). Thoncehewas 
the plea of ill-health, to the Tower, whence sent with a letter of recommendation from, 
on 6 May he escaped in female attire, and Charles I to Ormonde, and landed at Pas- 
made his way to Brussels in spite of pro- sage, CO. Waterford, on 24 Aug. 
elaiuationsfor liis arrest (Treason Discovered, For the next few years O’Neill was prin- 
or the Impeachment of Daniel Oneale, 1643 ; cipally engaged in fruitless negotiations he- 
Oneale's Escape out of the Tower, 1642; tween Mb uncle Owen Roe and Ormonde, 
Commons’ Journals, ii. 176, &c.; Lords' and in endeavours to save the royalkt cause 
Journals, iv. 399, Sea. ; Evelyn, Diary, od. in Ireland. In 1047 he was treating with 
Bray, App. passim). Sir James Turner and the Scots (Tram, 

On the outbreak of tho civil war O'Neill Memoirs, Baunatyuo Olub, p. 47); and in 
returned to England; hie first commission October of the same year he was despatched 
was that of major in Colonel Osborne's regi- by Ormonde to seek aid at St. Germains, 
ment (Mabbon,' Life qf Milton, ii. 442; Pda- when he Look port, as second, in the duel 
uocie, Army Lists, p. 17); in October bo was between Digby and Wilmot (O’Neill to Or- 
witb Rupert at Abingdon, complaining of mondB in Cautb, Original Letters, L146-69), 
the bad discipline of hie troops (Wakbtjr- Returning to Ireland, he was made governor 
ION, Prince Ihipert, ii. 82). Ilis promotion of Ormonde's horse-guards, and served with 
was retarded by Charles I, who could not Costlehaven in Onrlow (Castxdhavun, Me- 
forgivc O’Neill’s hostility to Strafford. Tn moirs, ed. 1763, pp, 87, &c.) In July 1649, 
June 1643 he was fighting at Gloucester, as governor of Trim, ho defended that town 
and on 27 Sept, was at the first battle of against the parliamentarians, and in the 
Newbury. During the wintor he was at Ox- autumn he brought to a successful issue the 
ford (Oaktb, Original Letters, &c. 1 . 20). In fresh negotiations with Owen Roe, which 
January 1643-4 be was selected to accom- bad been started early in the year. Soon 
pany Randal MacDonnell, second earl of An- after lie was sent with two thousand foot 
trim fa. v.], on his mission to Ormonde, with and four hundred horse to recover places in 
the object of procuring ten thousand Irish Down and Antrim, hut retired on finding 
troops for England and threo thousand for the country completely in the power of the 
Scotland. O'Neill was on good terms with parliamentarians. O'Neill was now promoted 
Ormonde, and had great influence over An- major-general, a step which subsequently 
trim, with whom ho was distantly connected, formed one of the charges brought by the 
By a court intrigue of Digby's, detailed at bishops against Ormonde (Cox, Hibernia 
great length by Clarendon, O'Neill was pro- Angl. vol. ii.) For a short time during his 
vious to bis departure mado groom of the bed- uncle’s illness he actually commanded the 
chamber by Charles, under the impression Ulster army, being the only man from whom 
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its various sections ■were -willing to receive 
orders (The Marquees of Ormond's Answer 
to the Declaration , &c., in Cox, vol. ii.) He 
endeavoured to bring the army to Ormonde’s 
assistance -while Cromwell was marching on 
Wexford. Owen Roe died on 6 Nov. Daniel 
was proposed as his successor, and the nobility 
and gentry were generally in his favour; he 
was also supported by Ormonde, but as a 
protestant he was obnoxious to the papal 
arty, and Haber orEmer MacMahon [q. v.J, 
ishop of Clogher, who had promised, if 
elected general, to hand over the command 
to O’Neill, made Ms conversion an absolute 
condition (Henry O’Neill’s Diary in Lodge, 
Desiderata Our. Hib. j OiEin, Life of Or¬ 
monde, iii. 582). O'Neill declined to abjure 
his faith; the royalist cause in Ireland was 
now hopeless, and O'Neill sought terms from 
Ireton, who gave him permission to enlist 
five thousand Irish troops for the service of 
Spain or the States-General (O’Neill to the 
Marchioness of Ormonde in Caste, Original 
Letters, i. 884-90). 

O'Neill arrived at the Hague just in time 
to accompany Charles II, who embarked at 
Terheyden on 2 June 1650 for Scotland. As 
in the case of most of Charles’s followers, his 
expulsion had been already voted by the 
Scottish parliament. Falling into the hands 
of (he Scots, he was accordingly expelled, 
but was first forced to sign a document con¬ 
senting to Ms death if ever he returned. In 
October he was back at the Hague pressing 
his services upon the Spanish ambassador. 
He stipulated for the command of all the 
Irish in the Spanish dominions, with the rant 
of colonel-general. This was apparently re¬ 
fused; ana after a visit to Pans, O’Neill, in 
April 1651, ngain joined Charles in Scotland 

S Nigoix, Diary of Transactions, Bannatyne 
Hub, p. 62). Charles was now practically 
at liberty to choose his own followers. 
O'Neill remained in Scotland throughout the 
summer, and joined in the Scottish invasion 
of England; he was at Penrith on 8 Aug., 
but he ridiculed the idea of invading Eng¬ 
land while Charles was utterly unable to 
hold Scotland (Oaky, Memorials of the Civil 
War, ii. 306). After the battle of Worces¬ 
ter on S Sept, he made Ms escape to the 
Netherlands. 

From this time he was the busiest of the 
exiled intriguers, and his journeys in Hol¬ 
land, Flanders, France; and Germany were 
incessant. He was principally attached to 
the princess royal, but as groom of the bed¬ 
chamber to Ohorlee II Ms influence was con¬ 
siderable ; at one time Nicholas complained 
that O’Neill directed all the correspondence 
of the court. In 1652 he waB in England; 


in March 105 4—5 he paid another visit to 
estimate the prospects of a royalist rising. 
Landing at Dover, he proceeded to London, 
where, after interviewing the principal 
royalists, he was arrested, hut soon made his 
escape to Holland. In the same year his 
expulsion from France was stipulated in the 
treaty between Cromwell and Mazarin. In 
February 1667-8 he set out with Ormonde 
from Cologne, landed at Westmarohin Essex, 
and, leaving Ormonde at Chelmsford, pro¬ 
ceeded to London, whence he returned in 
safety to Flanders. In August 1669 he ac¬ 
companied Charles through France to Fuen- 
tarabia, and returned with him to Brussels 
in November. 

At the Restoration O’Neill received nu¬ 
merous rewards for his loyal exertions; he 
was made captain of the king’s own troop 
of horse-guards, became M.P. for St. Ives, 
and was admitted a member of Gray’s Lm. 
His numerous grants of land, in London and 
elsewhere, included one of fourteen hundred 
feet in length and twenty-three feet broad 
between St. James’s Park and Pall Mall; he 
was also sole manufacturer of gunpowder to 
the orown, and accountant for the regulation 
of alehouses, ne received a pension of 6007. 
and a grant of the profits of all mines north 
of the Trent, thB working of which he had 
investigated as early as 1641 (Cal. State 
Papers, Dorn. 1041-8, pp. 12, 13, 1660-1). 
In Maroh 1662-3 he became postmaster- 
gBneral; he paid 21,5007. annually for the 
lease, in return for which he had a monopoly 
of carrying letters, with liberty to make as 
much as he could from it provided he ad¬ 
hered rigidly to the rates fixed by parliament; 
he was also empowered to make contracts 
with foreign postmasters for the transmission 
of letters abroad (Cal. State Papers, Dorn. 
1661, &c.; Joyce, Hist, of Post Office, pp. 
88-4). With the wealthhe thus acquired he 
built Belsize House, Hampstead, ‘ at vast ox- 
snse ’ (Evelyn, Diary, ed. Bray, ii. 106) ; 
s also had a country house at Boughton- 
Malherbe, Kent, He died on 24 Oct. 1064. 
Charles II ; writing to the Duchess of Orleans, 
said: ‘ This morning poor O’Neill died of an 
ulcer in the guts ; he was as honest a man 
as ever lived. I am sure I have lost a good 
servant by it.’ Pepys writes: ‘ This day the 
great Oneole died; I believe to the content 
of all the Protestant pretenders in Ireland’ 
(Diary, ed. Wheatley, iv. 278-4; cf, also 
Cal. State Papers, Dom. 2664-5, pp. 48, 49 ; 
Edward Savage to Dr. Sanoroffc in Earl. MS. 
3785. f. 19). He was buried in Boughton- 
Malherbe church, and Ms tomb was subse¬ 
quently removed within the altar rails, but it 
no longer exists; afull inscription on it stated 
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time he died in 1663, aged 60, both of which 
assertions are erroneous. lie could not have 
been more than fitty-two years old at the 
time of his death, which took place a year 
later than the inscription stated. 

Clarendon draws on elaborate portrait of 
O'Neill: ‘A great observer and discerner of 
men’s natures and humours, and very dexter¬ 
ous in compliance when he found it useful,’ 
he had, ‘by a marvellous dexterity in his na¬ 
ture, an extraordinary induenoe ’ over thoBe 
with whom he was brought in contact. N atur- 
ally inclined to 1 ease and luxury, his industry 
was indefatigable when his honour required 
it, or his particular interest; ’ ‘ ho was in sub¬ 
tlety and understanding much superior to the 
whole nation of the old Irish’—qualities 
which earned him the nickname of ‘ Infallible 
Subtle,’ and the distinction of being the first 
Irishman to occupy a conspicuous position at 
the court and in the English administration. 

In the year 1612 O’Neill was described as 
being ‘of a sanguine complexion, of a middle 
stature, light brown hair, about the age of 
thirty years, little onto beard.’ A number of 
letters from O’Neill are printed in the works 
mentioned below, especially Carte’s ‘ Collec¬ 
tion of Original Letters,’ the ‘ Clarendon State 
Papers,’ and Gilbert’s * Coni omporory History 
of Affairs;’ many letiors, memoranda, and 
plans by Daniel O'Neill arc also among the 
Carte MSS. in the Bodleian Library. 

He married Catherine, eldest daughter of 
Thomas, second baron Wot ton [see ivini- 
hoyen or Kdmkiioybn, Catherine, Lady 
Stanhope and Countess op Cjiesteiipiedd]. 
O’Neill had no issue by her, to whom he left 
all his wealth; the son Harry, to whom re¬ 
ference is rnado in the ‘Clarendon State 
Papers,’ is no doubt his wife’s sou by her 
second husband, JohnPoliauder Kirkhoveu; 
lie subsequently becatno Baron Woti on and 
Earl of Bellouiont [see under Kirxhoyen, 
Catherine, ad fin.] 

[There is considerable confusion in the O’Neill 
genealogy, and O’Hart makes two persons of 
Daniel O'Neill, giving each a separate pedigree. 
For the genealogy and for Con O’Neill see Gal. 
State Papers, Irish Ser. 1603-6, passim ; Laud’s 
Works, ed. I860, vii. 226; Montgomery MSS. od. 
Hill, p.il; Reeves's Bool. Antiq. of Down, Con¬ 
nor, and Dromors, pp. 343-7; Morriu's Old. Pa¬ 
tent Bolls (Charles I), passim; Ulster Journ, of 
Archaeology, iii. 136, &e.; Richey's Lectures on 
Irish Hist. ii. 464-72; Lodge’s Peerage, ed. 
ArcbdiiU, iii. 2-4 ; O’Hurt’s Irish Pedigrees, od. 
1887, i. 724. 734. For Daniol O'Neill see, be¬ 
sides authorities quoted, Cal. State Papers, Dom. 
imbsim; Hist, MSS. Comm. Appondices to 3rd 
Rep. p, 426, 4th Rep. passim, 6th Bop. passim, 
6lh Rep, p, 771 b, 7th Rep. pp. 74, 466, 9th and 
Iflth Rop. passim, 12lhRep. is. 264, 496, 13th 


Rep. v. 99; Nalson, Rusbworth, and Thnrloe’s 
Collections, throughout; Journals of the Lords 
and Commons for 1641-2 ; Clarendon’s Hist, of 
the Rebellion ; Clarendon State Papers, ad. 1788 
vol. iii. and Cal. by Macray, passim; Strafford 
Papers, passim ; Nicholas Papers (Camden Soc) 
passim; Hatton Corr. (Camden Soc.), i. 42 . yj" 
King's Packet of Lottere, 1615, pp. 8 -tl; D'E^es's 
DiaryinHarl.MS. 164,f.I 676 ; PythousePapers 
ed. Day, pp. lv-lvii, 25;Lloyd’s Memoirs, 1668,pp! 
3 0 1-5, B urr oil’s Diary, ed. Rutt, vol. i. p caacmii' 
The Warr of Ireland, p. 114; Sir John Temple’s 
HisL. of the Rebellion, 1646, p. 74; Borkse'sHist. 
of tlio Execrable Robellion, 1682, pp. 152, 227 - 
Col. Henry O’Neill’s Diary in Lodge’s Desiderata 
Curiosa Hibernica, ii. 492, &c.; CaBtlehaven’s Me¬ 
moirs, ed. 1753, pp. 53,87; Rinuceini'sEmbassy 
in Ireland, od. Hughes, p. 325; Pepys’B Diary, ed. 
Wluatley, ii. 274, iv. 273-4, ed. Braybrooke, i! 
279, ii. 176 ; Evelyn's Diary, ed. Bray, passim; 
Cox'b Hibernia Anglicanu, vol. ii. App. pp. 179 ] 
191, 202; Somers Tracts, v. 664; Rapin’s Hist! 
of England, ii. 400; Carte's Life of Ormonde] 
throughout, especially vol. iii. and Letters, &c., 
throughout; D.ilrympla's Memorials of Great 
Britain and Ireland, ii. 27 App.; Laud’s Works, 
ed. 1800, vol. vii. 122,226-7; Warhurton’sPrinca 
Rupert and Ruport MSS.; Gilbert’s Confedera¬ 
tion and War, and Coni. Hist, of Affairs, through¬ 
out; G-ardinor’s Hist, of England, vols. ix.midx., 
Civil War, and Commonwealth, vol. i. passim; 
Cary’s Memorials of the Civil War, ii. 136,104; 
Laland'b Hist, of Ireland, vol. iii.; George Hill’s 
Montgomery MSS. and MucdonneUb of Antrim; 
Joyce’b Hist, of the Post OfficB, pp. 33-4; Ulster 
Journal of Archteology, ii. 07,iv. 37, Y.276.&C.; 
Officiul Returns of Members of Pari.; Dircks’s 
Life of the Marquis of Worcester, 1866, p. 113; 
Foster's Register of Gray’s Inn, p. 291; Peer¬ 
ages by Burke (Extinct), Collins, iii. 316, and 
Lodge, od. Archdall; Hosted’s Kent.ii. 431,497; 
Dalton’s English Array Lists, 1661-1714, i. 4-6; 
Notes and Queries, 6th ser. ii. 48.] A. F. P. 

O’NEILL, ELIZA (1791-1872), actress. 
[See Buokeu, Eliza, Lady.] 

O’NEILL, Sir FELIM (1604P-1653). 
[See O’Neiil, Sir Puelih.] 

O’NEILL, PLAITHBIIEARTAOH (l 
1030), king of Ailech, non of Muircheartaoh 
(«i. 948) [q. v.], and grandson of Niall (870P— 
919) [q. vi], is sometimes called Flaithbheoi- 
tach an trosbain, i.e. of the pilgrim’s staff-—a 
name given to him because he went on a pil¬ 
grimage to Rome. lie first appears in the 
chronicles in 1004, when he ravaged the dis¬ 
trict of Lethchathail, now Lecale, co. Down, 
and then part of the kingdom of Lesser Ulster 
or Ulidia. He slew the long of Lethchathail, 
and in a second battle overthrew the Uli- 
dians and killed the heir <5f the chief of the 
Ui Ealhach, their allies. In 1006 he plun¬ 
dered Oonaille Murtheimhne, a let el district 
of Louth, but was attacked and defeated with 
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great loss by Maelseacklaiun II [q. y.], king 
of Ireland; but nest year he again invaded 
Ulidia, and slew another lord of Lethckathail, 
Ouuladh Mae Aenghasa, taking home seven 
hostages. In 1008 he plundered the rich 
plain culled Magk Breagh, in the south of 
Meath, and in 1010,in alliance with Munster- 
men under Murchadh, son of Brian (928- 
1014) [q. v.l king of Ireland, and with some 
of the southern O’Neills from Meath, he at¬ 
tacked Oinel Luighdheach, now the barony 
of Kilmacrenan, co. Donegal, then the patri¬ 
mony of the O’Donnells, and carried off three 
hundred cows. Laterinthevearhe demolished 
DunEathach, a fortress inUlidia, He invaded 
theCinel Oonaill as far as Moy, co. Donegal, 
in 1012, and later marched right through it 
to Drumcliff, co. Sligo. In his absence, Mael- 
seachlainn invaded Tyrone, but retired, and 
Elaithbheartach attacked the Ards, co. Down, 
and again obtained a great spoil from the 
Ulidians. In 1013 he attacked Meath hy 
way of Maighin attaed, a place not hitherto 
identified, but which is clearly Moynalty, 
co. Meath, since the chronicle adds, 1 i ttaobli 
Ceanannsa’ (near Kells), a phrase which, by 
a miBprint in O'Donovan’s translation of the 
‘Annals of the Four Masters,’ is rendered 
‘ by the son of Cenanus.’ The pass by which 
the Ulstermen came down may still be traced 
in the hills on the right bank of the river 
Borora, which here divides Cavan from 
Meath. He slew Muireadhach Ua Duibh- 
eoin, chief of Ui Micuaishrengh in Meath, in 
1017, and in 1018 was at war with Masl- 
seacklainn, the king of Ireland. Next 
year he again ravaged O’Donnell's country. 
He was defeated by the people of Magh 
Breagh in 1026, but again invaded Meath in 
1096. In 1030 he went on a pilgrimage to 
Home, and came hack in 1031. It was a 
year of plenty, and he was able to lead a 
force into Inishowen. In 1036 he died, 
‘iar ndeighbheathaidh agUB iar bpeanain’ 
(‘after a good life and penance’), says the 
chronicle. He had two sons: Domhnall, who 
died in 1027; and Muireadhach, who was 
slain hy the Ui Lahhradha, a sept of the 
Ulidians, in 1039. 

[Annala Bioghachta Eireann, sd. O’Donot an, 
vol. ii.; Annals of Ulster (Holla Sar.), ed. Hen- 
nessy and MacCarbhy; Annals of Loch 06 (Bolls 
Ser.), ed. Heunessy,] N. M. 

O'NEILL, HENRY {d. 1392), Irish chief, 
called by Irish writers Enri aimhreidh or 
the Contentious, was son of Niall indr O’Neill, 
chief of the Oinel Eoghain, son of Aedn 
reamhar or the Jat, also chief, who died in 
1364, and was descended from Brian O’Neill, 
who was slain at the battle of Down in 1260, 


and was twelfth in descent from Muirchear- 
tach ( d. 943) [q.v.], son of Niall (870 P-919) 
[q. v.] These points of descent explain seve¬ 
ral references to him in poetry. Some verses 
hy Brian rnadh Mac Conmidke [q. v.] in the 

oem 1 Temair guch baile i mbi ri ’ (‘ Any 

emesae whatever in which there is a king 
may justly be held to be Tara ’), addressed 
to Henry O'Neill (d. 1489) [q. v.], great- 
nephew of Emi aimhreidh, suggest that the 
Irish Enri is not Henricus, but Cnri, sole king. 
Enri aimhreidh is the earliest O'Neill of the 
name. The ‘ Annals of Loch C6’ state that 
he was called the Contentious by antiphrasis 
because he was so peace-loving. His de¬ 
scendants were among the most turbulent 
of the Ulsteimen. He lived at Ardsratha, 
now called Ardstraw, co. Tyrone, not far 
from Strabane, where a gateway, flanked by 
towers and other fragments of "his castle, is 
still to be seen, at the foot of Slieve Truim, 
a mountain often marked on maps as Bessy 
Bell. He never became chief of Oinel 
Eoghain, as he died in 1392, before his elder 
brother, Niall 6g, whose son, Owen Eoghan, 
is noticed separately. Enri married his 
cousin Aiffric, daughter of Aedli O’Neill. 
She died in 1389, having home him Bix sons: 
Domhnall, Brian, Niall, Ruaidkri, Seaan, and 
Enri. The six sons, their followers, and de¬ 
scendants formed a sept known as Chum Enri, 
and afterwards as Sliocht Enri aunhreidh, 
most of whose lands at the plantation of Ul¬ 
ster became the property of the Earl of Aber- 
corn. Domhnall was taken by the English in 
1399, and sent a prisoner to England, hut was 
ransomed in 1401, and in 1403 became chief 
of Oinel Eoghain. He was slain at Keenagkt, 
co. Derry, by Domhnall and Aibline O’Cahan 
in 1432. Brian made an expedition into 
Donegal in 1401. lie was met by the Oinel 
Conaill under Toirdhealbhach, son of Niall 
garbli O’Donnell, and hard pressed while 
driving off his spoil of cattle. At last 
he was surrounded, and after killing Enri 
O’Gairmleagliaidh with one strobe of his 
sword, was himself killed by Toirdhealbhach 
O'Donnell, 

[Annala Bioghachta Eireann, ed. O’Donovan, 
vols, iii, and iv.; Bishop William Beeves’s Acts 
of Archbishop Colton, Dublin, 18 BO; Annals of 
Loch C4, ed. Hennessy, vol. ii. (Rolls Sar.); Fitz¬ 
gerald's Statistical Account of Ardstraw j Lewis’s 
Topographical Diet, of Ireland, vol. i.; Egerton 
MS. Ill (Brit. Mus.), fob 08 6.] 1ST. M. 

O’NEILL, HENRY (d. 1489), chief of 
Cinel Eoghain, called in Irish Enri Mao 
Eoghain UaNeill, was son of Owen or Eoghan 
O'Neill [q. v.] and his wife Caitriona, daugh¬ 
ter of Ardghal MacMakon, and wastwentieth 
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in descent from Niall (870 P-919) [q, v.], king 
of Ireland. He was a young man in 1-131, 
when lie was taken prisoner by Neachtan 
O’Donnell, who released him as one of tho 
conditions ofapeacewithEoghanO'Neill. In 
1435 Neachtan O’Donnell, m alliance with 
Brian dg O’Neill, decided to attack Eoghan 
O’Neill and his sons Envi and Eoghan dg. As 
soon as the news arrived, Eoghan, with Enrf 
and his brother, marched into the heart of 
O’Donnell’s country by the pasB now known 
as the bridge of Duchary to the Rosses, tho dis¬ 
trict between the Q-weebara and Ghveedore, 
co. Donegal, and tliore encamped. That a hos¬ 
tile army was able to live there shows that 
the district can hardly have hcenless produc¬ 
tive then than it is now. O’Donnell attacked 
the O’Neills, drove thorn out, and occupied 
the camp. Enrf O’Neill, after a short retreat, 
made a speech to his clansmen and to his 

S illowglasses, or hired men at arms, the Mne- 
onnells, and again led them against the 
camp. lie led the assault, and drove O'Don¬ 
nell out. Mac Suihhno of Fanad, leader of 
the gallowglasses of O'Donnell, obstinately 
resisted MncDounell, and seems to have led 
off his men in good order. lie retreated 
eastwards, probably with tho intention of 
marching north along the Foyle, and so 
reaching Fanad, but was overtaken near 
Slieve Truim, co. Tyrone, by Enrf O'Neill. 
In the act ion which ensued MacSuibhne was 
defeated and taken prisoner. Brian O’Neill 
tried to get into favour by giving up O’Don¬ 
nell’s cnstle of Ballysliannon, and craning (o 
O’Neill with his two sons. O’Neill cut off 
nno fool and one hand from each, and one 
of the sons died at once. In 1439 he marched 
to Porfora on Lough Erne, and released tho 
chief of the Maguires, who had been made a 
prisoner in his own castle bv one of his 
i nssals. With soma English allies he again 
defeated Neachtan O’Donnell in 1442, and 
obtained from him Castle Finn, co. Donegal, 
the territory of Cinel Moain, and the tribute 
of Inishowen. In tbe same year lie fought 
for MaoQ.uillin against Aedlx Buidk O’Nuill, 
and in 1441 sustained a severa defeat fight— 
ingwith MacQuiUin against O’Neill of Olaue- 
boy, co. Down, and had to give up his son 
Aedh os a hostage. He again helped Mnc- 
Quillin in 1450, and in the same year his 
son Niall was slain while on a foray by bis 
cousin Enrf, great-grandson of Euri aimh- 
reidh. He aided his father in 1462 iu ob¬ 
taining an eric from MaeMabou, who had 
slain MacDonncll, the chief of O’Neill’s gal¬ 
lowglasses. Enri O’Neill had married the 
daughter of MocMurcliadha, a stepsister of 
the Earl of Ormonde, but had for some time 
beeu living with the daughter of MaoWil- 
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liam Burke, widow of Neachtan O’Domidl 
The Earl of Ormonde marched against him 
and compelled him to send away Bab’ 
treabhach O’Donnell, and to take back hia 
lawful wife. He deposed his father, who 
was probably iu a state of senile decay in 
1465, and was inaugurated O'Neill at Tufln- 
boge, in tho presence of the Archbishop of 
Armagh and of all the O’Neills. lie went 
to war with the O’Donnells in 1456 and 
established Toirdhealbhach Cairhrech ns their 
chief, with whom in 1468 he successfully 
jilundered Lower Connaught and Breifne 
In 1469 he tried, with English allies, to take 
the castle of Omagh from tho Sliocht Airt 
Ui Neill, but failed, and made peace with 
them. The king of England sent him forty- 
eight yards of scarlet cloth, a chain of gold, 
and other presents in 1463, thus recognising 
him ft chief king of the Irish. In 1464 he 
plundered and burned Donegal ns far as 
Jlallyshminon, and in 1467 ravaged Oireackt 
Ui Oathain or O’Oalian’a country, co. Derry, 
His alliance with MncQuillin still subsisted, 
and they invaded Olaneboy in 1470, and 
captured tho castle of Sgnlhdeirge on Sket- 
rick Island in Strangford Lough. In 1471, 
after a siogc of six months, he took the castle 
of Omagh, and later in the year plundered 
Tirbrensail, co. Donegal. Five years later 
he again attnekod the O’Neills of Olaneboy, 
and demolished their castle of Belfast. Li 
1479 and 1480 he plundered Donegal. These 
were his last expeditions, and in 1483 he had 
his son Con inaugurated chief of the Cinel 
Eoghain in Ills stead, and after six years of 
retirement diod in 1489. The poet Brian 
i'u adh Mac Conmidho [a. v.], who also praised 
his enemy, Neachtan O’Donnell, praises him 
as chief king of the Irish in a poetical 
address of which there is a Into copy in the 
British MuReum (Egevton MS. 111). 

[Anniila Rioghnehta Eirounn, ed. O'Donoran, 
vol. iv.; Annuls of Loch Cd, ad. Hennessy, 
vol. ii.; Transactions of Ibarno-Caltio fc'oc. 
(O'Reilly),Dublin, 1820; S.H.0’Grady’sCat.of 
Irish MSS. in British Museum.] N. M. 

O’NEILL, HENRY (1800-1880), Irish 
archaeologist, bom at Dundalk in 1300, issued 
two works which are held in high estima¬ 
tion by Irish antiquaries. Tho first of theee, 
entitled 1 Tho Most Interesting of the sculp¬ 
tured Crosses of Ancient Ireland, drawn to 
scale and lithographed by H. O’Neill,’ anim- 
perinl folio, containing thirty-six fine tinted 
lithographs with descriptive letterpress and 
an essay on ancient Irish art, was published 
by the author, London, 1867. It was fol¬ 
lowed by ‘ lire Fine Arts and Civilisation of 
Ancient Ireland,illustrated with ehromoand 
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other lithograph-., and several woodcuts.’ 
London, 1608. This ambitious-work attempts 
to prove the existence of ad\ anced civilisa¬ 
tion in Ireland at a prehistoric period, and 
to refute the conclusions of Dr. GeoTge Petrie 
q. v,] in his ‘ Ecclesiastical Architecture of 
Ireland’ (1845). O’Neill maintained that 
the round towers were of pagan origin, hut 
this view is now discredited; nor have his 
other contentions borne the test of criticism 
as well as those which he attacked. lie also 
wrote in 1808 a brochure claiming 1 Ireland 
for the Irish ’ and attacking ‘ landlordism.’ 
Ilis last production was a lithograph, with 
a careful description of the twelfth-century 
metal cross known as the 1 Cross of Cong.’ 
O’Neill died at 109 Lower Gardiner Street, 
Dublin, on 21 Dec. I860, in the same year 
as his namesake the artist, Henry Nelson 
O’Neil [q. v.}, leaving a family in straitened 
circumstances. 

[Irish Times, 24 Dee. 1880 ; AthenfEiun, 1881, 
i. 27 (where, and also in the Academy, O'Koill is 
wrongly credited with a separate work on the 
Bound Towers); Brit. Mns. Cat.] T. S. 

O’NEILL, HUGH (A 1230), lord of Cinel 
Eoghain, often called less accurately lord of 
Tyrone, was perhaps a son of the Aedh or 
Hugh O'Neill whom tlie ‘Annals of Ulster’ 
relate to have been slain in 1177. The younger 
Hugh O’Neill seems to have become chief of 
tlie Oinel Eoghain about 1197. In 1199, 
while John de Oourci was plundering in Ty¬ 
rone, Hugh went to some place near Larne, 
and was in the act of burning the town when 
the English took him by surprise. Hugh, 
however, defeated the English, and so forced 
De Oourci to come back from Tyrone. Later 
in the same year O'Neill was engaged in war¬ 
fare with the Cinel Connell and O’Heignigk 
the chief of Fermanagh, but in the end some 
sort of pence was made. In 1201 Hugh and 
O’Heignigk went to help Cathal O’Connor 
(1160 P-1224) [q. v.l in Connaught against 
Cathal Carracn and William Burke [see 
under FiTZALOitULii, Wilijah]. They raided 
as far as Tebohine in co. Eoscommon ; but 
when Cathal Orobkderg wanted to proceed 
against Cathal Carracli and William Burke, 
the northern Irish refused, and turned home¬ 
wards. Burke and. Cathal Carrach pursued 
them, and overtook them near Ballysadare. 
At first the men of Connaught would not 
join battle, but eventually they defeated and 
slewO'Heignigh, and compelled Hugh to give 
hostages to Calhnl Carracn. It was perhaps 
inconsequence of this defeat that Hugh was 
deposed by the Cinel Eoghain in favour of a 
MacLochlainn. O’Neill, however, soon re¬ 
covered his lordship ; in 1207 Hugh deLacy, 


earl of Ulster [q. v.], made a raid into Tyrone, 
hut could exact no pledges from O'Neill. In 
1209 Hugh O’Neill was plundering Inish- 
owen, and had a great fight with the elder 
O’Donnel, hut eventually the two made peace, 
and unitedagainst the English. Inl211Hugh 
defeated the English at Narrow-Water in co. 
Down, and next year repulsed an invasion of 
Tyrone by John de Gray, and afterwards 
burnt the castle of Clones, which the justiciar 
had lately erected. In 1214 he defeated the 
English with great slaughter, and burnt Oar- 
lingfozd, and next year was again raiding in 
Ulster. In 1222 Hugh de Lacy returned to 
Ireland against the king's consent, and, join¬ 
ing with Ilugk O’Neill, destroyed the castle 
of Coleraine, and ravaged Meath and Lein¬ 
ster. O’Neill also supported De Lacy in his 
later warfare, which led to the despatch of 
William Marshal, second earl of Pembroke 
and Striguil [q. v.], to Ireland in 1224. In 
1226 0 Neill went to the aid of the sons of 
Hoderic O’Connor (1116-1198) [q. v.] against 
Hugh, son of Cat kal O’Connor called Croibk- 
dheai'g Tq. v.], and set u p Turlough O’Connor, 
Eodenc’s third son, os prince of Connaught. 
O’Neill himself evaded the English, but Tur¬ 
lough was soon expelled and forced to take 
refuge in Tyrone. Hugh O’Neill died a natu¬ 
ral death in 1230, though he was ‘the person 
that it was least thought would find death 
otherwise than hy the foreigners ’ ( Annals of 
Ulster, ii. 286). 

The Irish annalists speak of Hugh O'Neill 
with much exaggeration, as ‘ a king who had 
never rendered kobtages, pledges, or tribute 
to English or Irish; who had gained victories 
over the English, and cut them off with great 
slaughter; who had never been expelled or 
exiled, and was the most hospitable and de¬ 
fensive that had come of the Irish fora long 
period’ ( Annals of Kilronan). The ‘ Annals 
of Loch 06' call Hugh the ‘ most generous 
king and very best man that had come of the 
men of Erinn for along time.’ Hugh O’Neill 
is spoken of as ‘ worthy future arch-king of 
Ireland’ ( Annals of TJ liter, ii. 286) ; and in 
a solitary reference to him in the English 
records, he is said to have styled himself 
king of all the Irish of Ireland ( Calendar of 
Documents relating to Ireland, i. No. 1840). 
In the same place reference is made to his 
having been brought into the English king’s 
peace. 

[ Annals of the Fonr Masters, ed. O'Donovan ; 
Annals of Loch Ce (Bolls Sor.), and Annals of 
Ulster, ed. Heunessy (the dates are given in 
accordance with the Ulster Annals; the chrono¬ 
logy of the Annals of the Four Masters is gene¬ 
rally ayear earlier); Webb’s Irish Biography,;pp. 
40fi - a -J (J. L. K. 
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O’NEILL, HUGH, third Baboit of Dmr- 
SAiraoir and second JSael of Tteoke (1040 ?- 
1616), the second son of Mathew or Fe- 
doragh O'Neill, iirst haron of Dungannon, the 
reputed son of Oon O’Neill, first earl of Ty¬ 
rone [q. v.], was horn about 1640. After 
the murder of his elder brother Brian by 
Turlough Luineaoh O’Neill [q. v.], on 12 April 
1662, he became Baron of Dungannon, and, 
being taken under tho special protection of 
the state, was for greater security removed 
to England. Beyond the fact recorded by 
Goinsforde that ‘he trooped in the streets of 
London with sufficient equipage and orderly 
respect,’ nothing particular is known of his 
life at court, though from certain expressions 
in his letters it seems probable that he at¬ 
tached himself to the household of the Earl 
of Leicester. After the death of Shone 
O’Neill [□. v.1 in Juno 1667, and the inaugu¬ 
ration of Turlough Luineach as O’Neill, go¬ 
vernment began to regard Hugh as a sort, of 
counterpoise to tho latter. Ho returned to 
Ireland early in 1668, and was established 
by Sir Henry Sidnoy in that part of Tyrone 
which corresponds with tho modern county 
of Armagh. At first he found it no easy 
matter, even with the assistance of Sir Ni¬ 
cholas Bagonal, to maintain himself against. 
O’Neill, who, on one occasion, was said to have 
robhud him of thirty thousand head of cattle, 
and is bolioved to have instigated more than 
one attempt to murder him. In 1674 he as¬ 
sisted Walter JJovereux, earl of Essex [q. v.L 
against Sir Brian Mac Phelim O’Noill, and 
tho earl spoke strongly in favour of advanc¬ 
ing him to the earldom of Tyrone. Bat 
after the failure of Essex’s enterprise, feeling 
that he was unequally matched against Tur¬ 
lough, he accopled his overtures for a recon¬ 
ciliation, and was reported to be about to 
marry his daughter. 

The government strongly remonstrated 
against this change of policy; and Hugh 
was easily dissuaded from pursuing it be¬ 
cause Turlough’s age and ill-health rendered 
it probable that his death was at hand. In 
that ovonl Turlough’s position as O'Neill 
would fall into Hugh’s hands in the natu¬ 
ral course of events, But Sir William 
Drury, who thought lie detected in Hugh an 
ambition to follow in the footsteps of his 
predecessors, advised, as a further precau¬ 
tion, that Henry MacShaue O’Nuill, one 
of Shane’s sous, should he maintained as a 
check on him. Alter 1 el liming to his alle¬ 
giance, H ugh wrol 0 piteously on 6 Sept, 1680 
to the lord deputy, Arthur, lord Gray of 
Wilton, that he had been driven by Turlough 
to take refuge in the woods, and l bat unless 
he was speedily relieved he would bo com¬ 


pelled to submit to him. Later in the vent 
he was given a troop of horse, and served 
against the Earl of Desmond in Munster 
Subsequently, in January 1682, ha did good 
sorvico by capturing John Cusack, of Allis- 
ton-read, 00 . Sleuth, who had taken a promi¬ 
nent part in the rebellion of William Nugent 
[q. v.j The fact that, on a report of Tur¬ 
lough Luineaoh’a supposed death during s 
drunken debauch in May 1688, he rode post¬ 
haste to the stone at Tulloghoge, with the 
intention of having himself elected O’Neill 
does not appear to have come to the ears of 
government, or, if it did, did not shake their 
confidence in him; for about this time the 
defence of the northern marches was en¬ 
trusted to him, and the appointment was 
confirmed from England. But Sir Nioholss 
White and Sir Nicholas Bngenal agreed that 
the state was raising up for itself a formidable 
enemy, and that he would never rest eatisfied 
with lesB than Shane possessed. Their 
opinion received some confirmation from a 
rumour early in 1684 that he had been elected 
taniet, and that he, Turlough, and O’Donnell 
had arrived at an understanding. 

But whatever tho obj eot of the combination 
may have been, it ceasud to exist, or at any rate 
Bank into abeyance, on the arrival of Sir John 
Perrot. Dungannon’s name is attached to an 
order fora general hosting issued on 22 June, 
and he accompanied Perrot on liis expedition 
against the Ulster Scots. His request to be 
admitted Earl of Tyrone was allowed, and 
he sat by that title in the parliament of 1686. 
About the same time Turlough, at Perrot’i 
instance, consented to an arrangement by 
which Tyrone was put. in possession of that 

S ortion of Tyrone which lies between the 
ilackwator and the Mullnghcame moun¬ 
tains, at an annual rent or one thousand 
marks, to which Parrot added the command 
of all the urraghs or vassal chiefs lying be¬ 
tween the Pale and Sliove Gullion. The ar¬ 
rangement, which was to hold good for eeven 
years, hut to he terminable at Turlough’s 
option at the end of throe, worked badly 
from the first. Tyrone’s treatment of Sir 
Hugh Mageunis, one of his urraghs, aroused 
suspicion as to his ulterior intentions, and in 
January 1687 it was nolBd that 1 generally 
all meii of rank within the province are be¬ 
come Ilia man, receive his wages, and pro¬ 
mise him service according to tbe usual 
manner of that country.’ With Turlough 
Luineach, his only really formidable rival,he 
was on particularly bad terms. Accusations 
of aggressions on the one side, of non-pay¬ 
ment of rent on the other, f were_ bandied to 
and fro. In March Tyrone obtained permis¬ 
sion to go to England to petition for a regions 
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of all thelands contained ia the patent granted 
by Henry VIII to his reputed grandfather 
Con. But the government thought enough 
had already been conceded to him, and he 
•was obliged to accept a patent which prac¬ 
tically confirmed the settlement arrived at 
by Parrot. 

Eetuming to Ireland, Tyrone was soon 
involved in fresh disputes with Turlough 
and Sir Bos MacMahon. In March 1588 
Perrot, who was beginning to lose con¬ 
fidence in his professions of loyalty, pro¬ 
claimed a general hosting against him; but 
Tyrone at once submitted, went to Dublin, 
and put in two of his best pledges as guaran¬ 
tee to keep the peace. Commissioners Ben- 
von and Merriman were sent to settle his 
differences with Turlough, but he resented 
their intrusion, and in April invaded Tur- 
lough’s territory with a large army. He took 
Turlough by surprise, and harried his country 
up to the very walls of Strabone. But at 
Carricklea, onl May,he was utterlyrouted by 
the combined efforts of Turlough, Nioll Gaw 
O’Donnell [q. r.], and Hugh Mac Deaganach, 
and forced to seek safety in flight. The news 
of his defeat was received with great satis¬ 
faction in Dublin. ‘ Nothing,’ according to 
Perrot, ‘had done so much good in the north 
these nine years.' But it required some¬ 
thing like a threat of instant war to compel 
him to desist from attempting to revenge his 
defeat by a fresh invasion. Later in the 
year Turlough took advantage of the pro¬ 
viso in his agreement to demand the restora¬ 
tion of his lands between tho Mullaghcarne 
mountains and the Blaekwater. The privy 
council were inclined to concede liis demand; 
but Tyrone swore he would lose his life 
sooner than surrender them. Lord-deputy 
Fifczwilliam was afraid that Shane O'Neill's 


some cattle and horses to surrender Hugh 
Geimhleaelqandii'he did not, as was asserted, 
hang Hugh with his own hands on a thorn 
tree, he procured a hangman from Cavan to 
execute him. Fitzwilham was indignant, 
and summoned Tyrone to Dublin. But the 
earl merely said he thought he had done well 
to execute him, ‘ being the eon of a traitor and 
himself a traitor f end having given surety 
in 2,0001 to appear whenever he was wanted, 
he was allowed to return home. But he sub¬ 
sequently professed sorrow for what he had 
done; and FitzwiUiam, who was inclined to 
regard him with favour, gave him permission 
to go to England. On arriving at court in 
March 1590, he wasfor some time placed under 
restraint. But the deputy -wrote eloquently 
in hie, behalf, urging that of his own know¬ 
ledge the Pale had ‘ felt great good and secu¬ 
rity in his neighbourhood,’ and that so long 
as Turlough lived he was not really dan¬ 
gerous, though ‘when he is absolute and 
hath no competitor, then he may shew him¬ 
self to be the man which now in his wis¬ 
dom he hath reason to dissemble.’ He was 
accordingly ‘purged with mercy,’ and re¬ 
turned to Ireland on 20 Aug. For some 
time he caused the government little or no 
anxiety. 

In January 1691 his wife, the daughter of 
O’Donnell, died, and Tyrone, who had been 
attracted by the personal charms of Mabel 
Bagenal, daughter of Sir Nicholas Bogenal, 
made overtures to her brother, Sir Henry, for 
an. alliance with her. But Bagenal repulsed 
his overtures with contempt. Tyrone, how¬ 
ever, found opportunities to speak with the 
young lady in private, and, having succeeded 
in winning her affections, persuaded her to 
elope with him ‘to an honest gentleman’s 
house within a mile of Dublin ... whenl did 


sons, who had found a patron in Turlough, not once touch her until I had sent to Dublin 
and had a strong following in the country, and had entreated tho Bishop of Meath to 
would seize the opportunity to assert their many us together in honest sort, which he 
claims. Turlough was consequently induoed did’ in August. The elopement oaused a 
in May 1689 to waive his demand, and to great sensation. Sir Hemy refused to pay 
consent to a renewal of tho lease for the his sister's dowry, which henceforth became 
rem ainin g four years at an increased rent of a principal grievance with Tyrone. Accord- 
five hundred fat beeves. ing to a statement attributed to Tyrone himself 

The new arrangement was equallydistaBte- (Trevelyan Papers, ii. 101), Mabel herself be- 
ful to Tyrone and to Turlough, and served to fore long regretted her rashness, and ‘because 
embitter still further the relations between I did affect two other gentlewomen, she grew 
them. Depredations occurred oa both sides, in dislike with me, forsook me, and went unto 
and Tyrone complained that Turlough was her brother to complain upon me to the 
instigating Shane’s sons, Hugh Geimhleach counoil of Ireland, and did exhibit articles 
and Con, to plunder him. FitzwiUiam, who against me.’ She died a year or two later, 
went to Newiy to inquire into the matter, and so did not live to see her brother killed 
thought that furlough was the principal in battle by her husband. As for Tyrone, he 
sufferer, hut he agreed in laying the blame declared that his chief object in marrying 
on Shane’s sons. About the end of the year her was ‘ to bring civility into my house and 
Tyrone bribed Hugh Muguire [q. v.] with 1 among the country people ’—a specious plea, 
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and likely to carry weight with the govern¬ 
ment. 

In July 1592 Tyrone was instrumental in 
persuading Hugh Roe O'Donnell [q. v.] to go 
to Dundalk and submit to the deputy. But 
as the year draw to a close rumours of a dis¬ 
quieting nature reached Eitzwilliam’s ears. 
Hitherto Tyrone's ambition had been limited 
to crushing his rival,Turlough Luineach, and 
asserting his supremacy as head of the 
O'Neills. Hostility towards Turlough rather 
than towards the government was the motivo 
of his conduct. Afterwards, when he was 
seen to be aiming at the separation of Ireland 
from England, it became the fashion to ascribe 
to him a degree of astuteness and duplicity 
of which he was certainly innocent. Private 
ambition, the influence of Hugh Eoe O'Don¬ 
nell, and Spanish intrigues, rather than any 
statesmanlike interest in tho welfare of his 
country or regard for the catholic religion, 
were at the bottom of his revolt. Cautious 
even to timidity, ho resorted to a system of 
duplicity, to call it by no moreofl'ensivB titlo, 
which, while it proved wholly ineffective, lias 
served sufficiently to perplex his biographers, 
and to give rise to a view of his character 
which has no foundation in fact. In May 
1693 he came to terms with Turlough 
Luineach, and the latter having resigned the 
chieftainship in his favour, he was inaugu¬ 
rated O’Neill. Something of what had hap¬ 
pened reached the cava ol' the deputy, who, 
failing to inveigle him to Dublin, ordered him 
to repair to Dundalk on 20 June, ‘ so that, 
under pretence of border causes, wc might lay 
hold on him there.’ Tyrone obeyed the sum¬ 
mons, expressed profound grief at having hosn 
falsely aocused of disloyally, and consented 
to concede a life interest in the district of 
Strabano to Turlough. Ho was allowed to 
return home, Eitzwilliam explaining that ho 
had not sufficient ground to proceed against 
him on a chargo of foreign conspiracy ns 
directed in her majesty’s letters. 

It was deoniod advisable to overlook his 
delinquencies, and to employ him to reoover 
Hugh Maguire [q,v.], who in June had invn ded 
Oonnaught and defeated tho president, Sir 
Bichard Bingham, at Taluk, co. Roscommon. 
Jt was a hazardous proceeding if, as there 
were good grounds for believing, Maguire 
was only noting on secret instructions from 
Tyrone and O'Donnell. Tyronereadily under¬ 
took the task committed to him, hut failed 
to induce Maguire to submit. Accordingly, 
in September 1693, Sir Henry Bagenal, 
with 148 horse and 208 foot., iuvadoa Fer¬ 
managh from the side of Monaghan. At 
Enniskillen he was joined by Tyrone with 
two hundred horse and 6ixhundredfool. On 


10 Oct. they encounteredMaguire at Belleek 
and gained ‘a splendid victory’ over him’ 
During the fight Tyrone was wounded in 
the leg, of which lie did not fail to make the 
most; but it was noticed in his disparao-e- 
ment that he ‘ made earnest motion to be 
gone tho (lay before the conflict.' He pro¬ 
tested that Bagenal and Eitzwilliam had 
conspired to rob him of the honour that was 
due to him; but the impression that he had 
assisted unwillingly at Maguire’s discom¬ 
fiture was shared by the Irish (O’Gebrt 
Life of O’Donnell, p, 05). After the battle 
he retired to Dungannon, where he awaited 
the further development of events. InMarch 
1594 Archbishop Loftns, Chief-justice Gar¬ 
diner, and Sir Anthony St, Leger, being 
pereome gratce, were sent to Dundalk to 
treat, with him. Tyrone, after keeping the 
commissioners waiting some days, handed in 
a list of his grievances (Cal. CarewMSS. in. 
87), chiefly to the effect that Eitzwilliam and 
Bagenal were knit together to take his life 
and deprive him of all honour. Official 
opinion was divided, the commissioners sug¬ 
gesting the removal of Bngenal; Sir Richard 
Bingham and Solicitor-general Wilbraham 
urging that Tyrone’s country should he shired 
ana partitioned as Monaghan had been. 
Eventually, on 15 March,‘ a kind of truce ’ 
was concluded, ‘to last till her majesty’s 
pleasure touching the earl’s griefs and peti¬ 
tions may be ascertained.’ 

On 11 Aug. Eitz william surrendered the 
sword of slate to Sir William Russell. A 
day or two later Tyrone, in fulfilment of a 
promise he had made to Ormonde, but to the 
evident astonishment of the council, appeared 
in Dublin, and, having deluded the deputy 
with tliB belief that he was the moBt loyal 
of subjecls, was allowed to slip quietly 
away again. The deputy had soon good 
reason to regret his short-sighted leniency. 
Proof was forthcoming that lie was secretly 
supporting Maguire, and had arrived at an 
understandingswith Eiagh MacHugh O'Byrne 
[q. v.] Spanish gold was current in Tyrone, 
and rumours were rife of a Spanish invasion, 
supported from Scotland by the Earl of 
Hunlly. The government deemed an imme¬ 
diate attack on Tyrono essential. Reinforce¬ 
ments under Sir .tolin Norris [q. v.] were ad¬ 
vertised as boing on the way; but Tyrone had 
prior information, and struck the first blow 
by invading Louth, which he burned up to 
tho very walls of Drogheda. When Norris 
landed at Waterford on 4 May 1505, the 
fort at the Blockwater hpd fallen into 
Tyrone’s hands, and a day or two later En¬ 
niskillen was recap Lured by Maguire. Be¬ 
fore Norris could take the Held, Sligo Oastle 
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had fallen, and its commander, George Bing¬ 
ham, been slain. On 24 June Tyrone was 
proclaimed a traitor in English and Irish at 
Dundalk. There was plenty of skirmishing 
and considerable loss of life; but Norris failed 
to bring him to an open engagement, and 
Cecil, who thought the situation dangerous, 
advised a compromise. ‘Her majesty,’ he 
wrote, ‘would be content to see what was in 
the traitor’s heart, and what he would offer.’ 
But Tyrone insisted on a general pardon all 
round, and to this Norris refused to consent. 

In the midst of the struggle old Turlough 
Luineach died, and Tyrone assumed the title, 
as he had for some time past possessed the 
authority, of O’Neill. ‘ The coming to the 
place of O’Neill,' wrote Norris, ‘ hath made 
the rebel much prouder and harder to yield 
to his duty, and he flattereth himself much 
with the hope of foreign assistance.’ As if 
to confirm Norris’s statement, letters were 
shortly afterwards intercepted from him and 
O’Donnell to Philip II and Don John d’Aquila, 
soliciting speedy assistance. But Tyrone pro¬ 
tested that he had never corresponded with 
Spain before 20 Aug., which was probably 
true enough, and, the government being wil¬ 
ling to accept his assurances, a truce was 
concluded on 2 Oct. for a week, hut was sub¬ 
sequently extended to 1 Jan. 1590. Gardiner 
and Wallop were sent to Dundalk to come to 
some terms with him ; but Elizabeth thought 
their language too subservient to him, and 
substituted Norris and Eenton. On 9 April 
Maguire, MacMahon, and O’Reilly sub¬ 
mitted on their knees in the market-place of 
Dundalk. But Tyrone and O’Donnell re¬ 
fused to meet the commissioners anywhere 
except in the open fields, and, this being re¬ 
garded as undignified, intermediaries were 
appointed. 1 Eree liberty of conscience ’ and 
local autonomy were the points chiefly in¬ 
sisted on. But there were explanations, and 
Elizabeth having professed herself satisfied, 
a hollow peace was signed on 24 April. 

A day or twolater a messenger arrived from 
Spain with a letter from Philip to Tyrone, 
encouraging him to persevere in his valiant 
defence of the catholic cause. There 
can be no question as to the nature or 
Tyrone’s answer, for it is extant in the 
archives at Simancas, and has been pub¬ 
lished (O’Clehy, Life of O'Donnell, p. Ixxviii). 
But to Norris Tyrone declared that he had 
told the Spaniard who brought the letter 
that he and O'Donnell had been received 
into the favour of their own princess, and 
therefore could* not answer Philip’s expecta¬ 
tions. To put the matter at rest, he sub¬ 
mitted Philip’s letter to Russell’s inspection. 
But in this he rather overshot his mark, 


for Russell retained the letter, and caused it 
to be transmitted to Philip, who was indig¬ 
nant at Tyrone’s breach of faith. Tyrone 
excused himself by saying his secretary had 
run away with it. 

For the next two years it is impossible to 
describe the relations between Tyrone and 
the government as those either of settled 
peace or open war. So far as Tyrone was 
concerned, it was, of course, to his interest 
to avoid coming to an open breach with the 
government until the arrival of Spanish as¬ 
sistance was assured. The unfriendly rela¬ 
tions existing between Sir William Russell 
and Sir John Norris, and the obstinate blind¬ 
ness of the latter to Tyrone's real inten¬ 
tions, favoured his design. He manifested 
no eagerness to sue out his pardon, hut when 
it arrived he received it, according to Fenton, 
‘ most dutifully, and, as a public token of his 
rejoicing, caused a great volley of shot to he 
discharged in his camp.’ He proffered his as¬ 
sistance to restoro order in Connaught; hut 
nothing came, as it was meant nothing should 
tome, of his intervention. To everybody ex¬ 
cept N orris it was evident that he was merely 
spinning out the time, Atthe end of August 
1690 two * barks of adviso’ were announced to 
have arrived at Killy begs, and Tyrone, O'Don¬ 
nell, and O’Rourke at once posted thither. 
Letters addressed by them to the king of 
Spain, the infante, and Don John d’Aquila, 
calling for instant support, were betrayed by 
Tyrone's secretary, Nott, blit it was some 
time, ‘owing to the handling of the matter 
by the Earl of Tyrone,’ before any absolute 
knowledge of the correspondence came into 
the possession of the government. After 
this, further dissimulation on his part might 
have seemed impossible. Nevertheless, lie 
was highly indignant at what he called 
Russell’s breach of faith in attacking his ally, 
Fiagh MacIIugli O’Byrne, and threatened 
instant war unless the deputy desisted from 
his purpose, But Russell treated his threats 
with contempt, and Tyrone, after making a 
demonstration on the borders of the Pole 
end cutting off all supplies from the garrison 
at Armagh, abandoned his ally. 

In January 1697 Norris moved down to 
Dundalk, ana the earl, ‘contrary to the minds 
of his brethren and chief followers, who 
would have him still remain Irish,’ consented 
to parley. He could not deny having written 
iettersto Spain, hut he laid the blame partly 
on O’Donnell, partlv on the government. He 
protested his loyalty with ‘ oaths deep and 
vehement.’ But Norris doubted whether his 
words corresponded with ‘ his heart or in¬ 
ward meaning,’ and refused to assure him of 
the queen’s pardon, though agreeing to an- 
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other parley in March. A few days later 
Tyrone wrote to O’Donnell that he had re¬ 
fused to make peace, and advised him to 
strengthen himself in Connaught. The day 
appointed for the parley arrived, hut Tyrone 
asked that it might be postponed, ‘ pretend¬ 
ing that his pledges were not changed ac¬ 
cording to covenant, nor restitution made 
him hy those that had purged his country, 
and that his confederates could not come so 
soon.’ Norris, Bourchier, and Fenton, who 
had been appointed to treat with him, re¬ 
plied that they were not to he deluded with 
his oxcuses, and fixed 16 April as the last 
day of grace. Meanwhile,a ship from Spam 
arrived in Donegal, and Tyrone hastened to 
Lifford to learn the news. He asserted at 
the same time that, ‘ if all llic Spaniards in 
Spain should come into Ireland, they could 
not alter his mind from being a dutiful sub¬ 
ject to her majesty, if promise was kept 
with him; ’ hut by this time neither Norris 
nor Fenton believed him, and Tvri me thought 
it prudent not to go to Dundalk on 16 April. 

On 22 May Russell surrendered the sword 
of state to Thomas, lord Borough, and on the 
same day Norris wrote to Tyrone, offering a 
final meeting for 20 June. The new deputy, 
who declared that he was ‘ not so covetous 
of action that he would not most willingly 
hearken to terms of humiliation,’ refused to 
be deluded hy Tyrone’s excuses, and sternly 
reproved him for his disloyalty. A general 
hosting was proclaimed for 6 June, and a 
day or two later Captain Turner attacked 
Tyrone between. Newry and Armagh. The 
earl was completely taken hy surprise, but 
managed to escape, with the loss of his horse 
and hat, into a neighbouring bog. Armagh 
was revictualled by Turner, and Tyrouo 
withdrew across the Blackwater. On l4 July 
the lord deputy captured the fort on the 
Blackwater, and, having placed a strong gar¬ 
rison in it, rotumed to Dublin. But Tyrone, 
who 'hanged twenty of Ms knaves that were 
appointed for the defence of the sconce,’ 
pressed the garrison so closely that Borough 
was compelled to return to their relief. Suc¬ 
ceeding in this, hut failing to come to ' prick 
proke ’ with Tyrone, he was pushing forward 
to Dungannon, when he was taken suddenly 
ill, and compelled to retire to Newry. There 
he died, a few days later, on 18 Oct. It was 
anticipated that Tyrone would seize the op¬ 
portunity to overrun the Pole, which, accord¬ 
ing to Loftus, he could very easily have done, 
' even to the gates of Dublin.’ But instead 
of doing so, he wrote submissively to the 
Btate, and on 22 Deo. humbly submitted him¬ 
self to the Earl of Ormonde at Dundalk,‘ and 
upon the knees of his heart professed most 


hearty penitence for his disloyalty, and 6SD( , 
cially his foul relapses thereinto.’ He JL. 
mised to renounce the title of O’NeilT to 
refrain from putting obstacles in the way of 
victualling tho fort on the Blackwater • and 
undertook not to correspond with Spain or 
any other foreign nation. Ormonde promised 
to transmit his grievances and petitions in 
which 'free liberty of conscience for all the 
inhabitants of Ireland’ held the foremost 
placOj to Elizabeth, and on these terms a truce 
for eight weeks, subsequently renewed to 
7 June 1C98, was concluded. 

Tim pardon passed the great seal on 11 April 
1698; but, feeling that the demands of the 
crown, if yielded to,would completelydestroy 
his authority over Ms urraghs, he took advan¬ 
tage of the expiration of the truce to besiege 
the fort on the Blackwater. His efforts to 
capture it were not successful, hut lack of 
provisions before long reduced the garrison to 
the direst extremities. In August a strong 
force, under the command of Marshal Sir 
Henry Bagenal, was sent to relieve it; but 
on 14 Aug. it was cut to pieces and almost 
annihilated hy Tyrone at Beal-an-atha- 
buidhe, orthe Yellow Ford on the Blackwater, 
The government was panic-stricken at the 
news. But Tyrone, who might have marched 
directly on Dublin, showed no ability to profit 
by bis unexpected victory, and was content 
to allow the remnants of BagenaTs army to 
retreat to Newry, ‘so that the fort might bs 
delivered him, to the governor whereof, Cap¬ 
tain Williams, and his soldiers, he would give 
no bettor conditions than to depart in their 
doublets and hose only with rapier and dagger.’ 
As a result of tho victory, the smouldering 
elements of discontent burst everywhere 
into open activity. Nowhere was the effect 
more visible than in Munster, which, in the 
expressive language of the Irish annalists, 
again became ‘ a trembling sod.’ But three 
months elapsod before Tyrone showed any 
appreciation of the advantage he hod won, or 
manifested any design of extending his opera¬ 
tions beyond the limits of a provincial revolt. 
In October he sent a strong force into Mun¬ 
ster under Tyrrell, and Oeeil was informed 
‘ that the very day they set foot within the 
province, Munster to amun was in arms before 
noon.’ The goueral estimation in which Ty¬ 
rone was at this time hold may be gathered 
from the fact that the king of Spain was said 
to have stayed all Irieh ships that had not 
the earl’s pass, Under his protection James 
Fitzthomas Fitzgerald, commonly called the 
Sngan Earl [q. v.j, assumed the title of Earl 
of Desmond, and before long found himBelf 
at tlie head of oight thousand clansmen. 
Donald MaoOarthy, Florence MacOartby’s 
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rival, seized the opportunity, with Tyrone’s 
consent, to have mmself proclaimed Mac- 
Carthy mor. The English planters fled with¬ 
out striking a blow, and the settlement on 
which English statesmen had set such store 
vanished like the unsubstantial fabric of a 
vision. 

But Tyrone possessed few of those quali¬ 
ties, of which foresight and breadth of 
aim are not the least essential, that go to 
constitute generalship, and mouths of pre¬ 
cious time were lost during which he might 
have made himself master of Ireland, and 
welded into one homogeneous mass all those 
scattered elements of hostility towards Eng¬ 
land, to which recent events had imparted 
extraordinary vigour. When Essex landed 
at Dublin on 16 April 1699, the situation, so 
far as Tyrone was concerned, was practically 
unaltered. Essex’s plan of first securing the 
three provinces of Munster, Leinster, and 
Connaught,-‘that thereby the main action of 
Ulster may he proceeded with with less dis¬ 
traction,’ whether his or the council’s, has 
been harshly criticised; but it was rather the 
manner of its execution than the plan itself 
that was mainly responsible lor his failure. 
After a fruitless expedition into Munster,he 
returned to Dublin on 8 July with his forces 
‘weary, sick, and incredibly diminished.’ 
The wisdom of postponing further operations 
for that year was manifest to every one on 
the spot. But towards the end of July letters 
arrived from Elizabeth with peremptory 
orders to attack Tyrone with all speed. Ac¬ 
cordingly, on 28 Aug., Essex left Dublin with 
a wholly inadequate force of 2,500 men. As 
he approached the borders of Ulster there 
was some skirmishing between him and Ty¬ 
rone's outposts, hut nothing like a general 
engagement. Tyrone, according to his wont, 
made overtures for a parley, and on 7 Sept, 
he and Essex met ataford on the river Lagan, 
identified as Anagh-clint. What passed at 
this meeting has been much disputed, for 
Tyrone, according to Essex, flatly refused to 
commit to writing the conditions on which 
he was willing to submit, and Essex, un¬ 
wisely as the event proved, consented to 
humour him. There is an interesting account 
of the meeting in the ‘ Trevelyan Papers ’ (ii. 
101-4), in which Essex is made to say ‘if I 
was sure you would not violate your oath 
and promise, as heretofore you have already 
done, I would he very well content to speak 
unto the Queen’s majesty, my mistress, for 
you’ (cf. Addit. MS. 6496, f. 16). The gist 
of Tyrone’s demands appears in a document 
called 1 Tyrone’s Propositions,’ printed in 
Winwood’s ‘ Memorials’ (i. 119); hut a fuller 
copy of the same, contained in a letter from 


Captain Warren, has been printed in Gil¬ 
bert’s ‘ Account of the National Manuscripts 
of Ireland,’ p. 249. The suggestion of trea¬ 
son on Essex’s part maybe dismissed as mere 
calumny. It was surely enough to condemn 
him in Elizabeth’s eyes that he had shown so 
little regard for the dignity of the crown by 
consenting to treat on equal terms ‘ as best be¬ 
comes soldiers’with aproscribed traitor. Sus¬ 
sex and Sidney would nave shown themselves 
much more sensitive in this respect. It 
was agreed that commissioners should be ap¬ 
pointed to arrange the details of the pacifica¬ 
tion, and that in the meantime there should 
he a truce for six weeks to Bix weeks, until 
1 May 1600, either side being at liberty to 
break it on giving fourteen days’ notice. 

On 8 Nov. Tyrone in a letter signed 
O'Neill—the style he now openly adopted— 
announced his intention not to renew the 
cessation, but in December he was induced 
by tha Earl of Ormonde to consent to a truce 
for one month. The interval was employed 
in completing his preparations for an expedi¬ 
tion into Munster. Letters, little less than 
regal in style, were sent to MacCarthy Mus- 
kerry, to Florence MacCarthy, to Lords Barry 
and Roche, the ‘White Knight,’ and the 
‘ Sugan Earl of Desmond,’ appointing a meet¬ 
ing at Holy Cross in Tipperary ‘ to learn the 
intentions of the gentlemen of Munster with 
regard to the great question of the nation’s 
liberty and religion.’ Eor the benefit of the 
catholicB of the towns in Ireland a mani¬ 
festo was drawn up and scattered broadcast, 
calling on them to join Tyrone’s standard, and 

himself, he’Jeclared that he had only the in¬ 
terests of religion at heart, and protested ‘ that 
if I had to belong of Ireland without having 
the catholic religion, I would not the same 
accept. ’ Early in Januarv 1600 he began his 
march southward. Proceeding slowly through 
the central districts, scrupulously observing 
his promise to plunder all those who refused 
to join his standard, he reached Holy Cross 
on the appointed day. Saluting with all re¬ 
verence the sacred relic preserved there, he 
proceeded to Cashel, where he was joined 
by the ‘ Sugan Earl.’ Passing the Blackwater 
on 18 Feb., he fixed his camp at Innie- 
oaxra, on the river Lee, where he received 
the homage of the principal magnates of the 
province, and caused Florence MacCarthy 
fq. v.j to he inaugurated MacCarthy Mor. 
He pillaged the country of Lord Barry, who 
defied him; hut, on the whole, the expedition 
was a failure. His principal henchman, Hugh 
Maguire, lost his life in a skirmish with Sir 
Warham St. Legeron 1 March. The loss 
was irreparable, and Tyrone, hearing that Sir 
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George Oarew was on his way to Cork with 
reinforcements, thought it prudent to de¬ 
camp. He relumed, by forced marches to Ul¬ 
ster, and by doing so avoided Mountjoy, who 
waspreparing to intercept him in Westmeath. 

Shortly after his return he received wel¬ 
come intelligence that a ship from Spain had 
arrived at Donegal bearing onboard Mathew 
de Oviedo, titular archbishop of Dublin, with 
letters from Philip III, and considerable sup- 
lies of money and ammunition to be divided 
etween him and O’Donnell, together with a 
plicenix feather (penna phcenicis) from Cle¬ 
ment VIII for himself, and indulgences for 
all who should rise in defence of the faith. On 
16 May Sir Henry Docwra [q. v.l landed with 
four thousand foot and two hundred horse on 
the shores of Lough Foyle; and, in order to 
assist him in establishing himself firmly at 
Derry, Mountjoy drew down with the army 
to Newry. These tactics were successful, and 
the continued efforts of Tyrone and O’Donnell 
during the summer proved inadequate to dis¬ 
lodge Docwra, who was assisted by Sir Art 
O’Neill, Turlough’s eldest son, and later by 
Niall garv O'Donnell [q, v.J During the 
summer Mountjoy was occupied in settling 
the disturbed districts of Leix and Offaly, 
but in September he established his camp at 
Faughard, near Dundalk, with the intention 
of conducting a winter campaign against 
Tyrone. There wns some sharp fighting in 
the Worry Pass, whore Tyrone had en¬ 
trenched himself, hut he n as compelled to 
retire to Armagh. Do was unable to pre¬ 
vent the erection of fori Mount Norris ; 
but Mountjoy, finding insufficient forage for 
his horses, contented himself with offering 
a reward of 2,0001. for his apprehension and 
1,0001. for his head, and retired to Uurling- 
land, slcirmiahiug all the way with Tyrone, 
who narrowly escaped being shot. During 
the winter Tyrone stood on tlio defensive. 
In May 1G00 Mountjuy again invadod Ulster, 
and meeting with no resistance from Tyrone, 
he had penetrated as far as Beuburb, and 
was making preparations in connection with 
Docwra for a winter campaign, when lie was 
suddenly called south by the news that the 
Spaniards were preparing to land at Kinsale 
(September). 

But it was not till tho beginning of No¬ 
vember that Tyrone was able to put his 
army in motion, and tho month was fast 
drawing to a elosa before he united his forces 
with those of Hugh Roe O’Donnell at Ban- 
don. Ifemmod in by file forces of thecrown, I 
and weary of his enforced inactivity, Don j 
John d’Aquila, tho Spanish commander, 
urged a comhinod attack on the English j 
lines. Tyrone and O'Donnell, who seem to ; 


have been agreed on the expediency of s t ttrT 
mg out the besiegers, yielded to his vw ~ 
sure, the former very reluctantly, and it-was 
resolved to make a joint attack on Christ¬ 
mas morning. The plan was betrayed to 
Mountjoy, who, beiug forewarned, was also 
forearmed. Tho attack was badly managed 
and when morning broke the Irish fell imd 
confusion on finding themselves confronted 
by a well-prepared and active enemy and 
withdrew in disorder to Inishannon. ’ The 
situation was far from hopeless, and Tyrone 
was strongly in favour of a fresh attempt 
but his opinion was overruled by O’Donnell’ 
who very unjustly laid the blame of the 
fail tiro on Don John d’Aquila,and immediately 
sailed for Spain in order to solicit fresh as¬ 
sistance from Philip, After his withdrawal 
Tyrone returned to Ulster, when was ful¬ 
filled the saying of O’Donnoll that ‘they 
which did kiss thorn in their going forward 
did both strip them and shoot bullets at 
tdiem on their return; and for then- arms 
they did drown them and tread them down 
in every bog and soft place.’ According to 
Oarew, a troop of women could have beaten 
Tyrouo’s army on its homeward march. 

During his absence, Docwra had esta¬ 
blished a fort at Omagh; and Tyrone, after 
burning Dungannon, retreated into the fast¬ 
nesses of GUenuonkoiu. IIo pleaded earnestly 
for pardon, and tho queen, after much hesita¬ 
tion, authorised Mountjoy to promise him his 
life. But Tyrone was by no means at the 
end of his resources, and refused to make an 
unconditional surrender, knowing I hat if the 
worst did indeed como to the worst he could 
always effect his escape into Scotland, where 
he hoped, and not without reason, to find a 
sympathiser in .Tames VI. In August 
Mountjoy eslablished a garrison atAugher, 
and broke down the inauguration-stone of 
tho O’Neills at Tullnghoge; hut though the 
end was far from doubtful, it was uncertain 
how long Tyrone might succeed in evading 
his efforts or tboso of Docwra and Chichester 
to capture him. In February 1G03 Eliza¬ 
beth authorised Mountjoy to promise him 
life, liberty, and pardon, with restoration, 
on certain conditions, of his estate, and on 
those terms he consented to treat with Sir 
William Godolphin wul Sir Garret Moore. 
The fact of Elizabeth’s death, which oc¬ 
curred in the interval, was carefully con¬ 
cealed from him; and on 3 April, in entire 
ignorance of if, lie submitted to Mountjoy at 
Mallifoni. ITe abjured the title of O’Neill, 
renounced all dependency on any foreign 
prince, especially on the king of Spam, 
and promised to forbear all intermeddling 
with the urrnghs. Accompanying Mountjoy 
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to Dublin, he -was greatly chagrined on 
learning of the death of Elizabeth; but he 
sinned the proclamation of James I, and on 
8-ipril renewed his submission before the 
lord deputy and council in Dublin. He con¬ 
sented to go to England, and about the end 
of May he sailed v. lth. Mountjoy and Rory 
O'Donnell [q.v.] on board the Tramontana. 

Narrowly escaping shipwreck on the 
Skerries, he and liis companions landed at 
Beaumaris, and immediately proceeded to 
London, where they arrived, not without 
some rough experience on Tyrone's part of 
the feelings of hostility with which he was 
regarded by Englishmen, on 4 June. He was 
graciously received by the king at Hampton 
Court, and confirmed in his title and estate. 
But a feeling of hitter hostility towards him 
prevailed. ‘ X have lived/ exclaimed Sir John 
Harington, ‘to see that damnable rebel Ty¬ 
rone brought to England, honoured, and wall 
liked... .How I did labour after that knave’s 
destruction I... who now smiletk in peace at 
those who did hazard their lives to destroy 
him.’ He returned to Ireland towards the 
end of August, and was shortly afterwards 
involved in a dispute with Donnell O'Cahan 
"q. v.], formerly his principal un-agh, but, by 
the terms of his submission to Sir nenry 
Docwra on 97 July 1602, constituted mi in¬ 
dependent chieftain. Tyrone maintained that 
O'Cahon’s independence was incompatible 
with the terms of his own restoration, and 
insisted on exacting his customary rents from 
him. He was supported by Mountjoy, and 
O’Cakau submitted. Subsequently, during 
the deputysliip of Sir Arthur Chichester, it 
became the object of the government to re¬ 
verse Mountjoy’s policy, and, by persuading 
the minor chiefs ‘ to depend wholly and im¬ 
mediately ’ upon the crown, to break down the 
territorial influence of the native aristocracy. 
At the instigation of Q-eorge Montgomery, 
bishop of Derry, O'Oakan in 1006 renewed 
his suit against Tyrone. The government, 
which, without having anything very definite 
to charge Tyrone with, had for some time past 
suspected his intention to raUe up a fresh 
rebellion, thought the matter worthy of close 
attention, and in April 1007 summoned the 
earl to Dublin to answer O’Cohan’s plaint. 
Whether the suspicions of the government 
were well founded or not—and subsequent 
revelations seem to show that they were— 
Tyrone’s violent behaviour towards O’Cahan 
in the council-chamber greatly damaged his 
cause. The government, unable to come to 
any definite conclusion, referred the matter 
to the king’s decision, and Tyrone promised 
to go to London. 

Meanwhile information had reached Cu- 
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counacht Maguire in the Netherlands that 
it was intended to arrest Tyrone if he went 
to England, Subsequent arrests seem to 
prove that the information was not so ill- 
founded as has been imagined, though the 
undisguised surprise of Chichester when he 
heard of Tyrone’s flight, proves that he at 
least was unaware of any such design. Maguire 
at any rate believed the information to be 
sufficiently reliable to justify him in sending 
a vessel of eighty tons into the north of 
Ireland in order to facilitate his escape. 
Tyrone was at Slane with the lord deputy 
when the news of its arrival reached him. 
lie seems to have come to an immediate de¬ 
cision, and it was afterwardsrecollected ‘ that 
he took his leave of the lord deputy in a more 
sad and passionate manner than he used at 
other times.* His wife, who hated him for 
his brutality, ebowed somo reluctance to 
accompany him, but he swore to kill her on 
the spot ‘ if she would not pass on with him 
and put on a more cheerful countenance 

son, Con, was left behind. At midnight' on 
14 Sept 1607 Tyrone, Tyreonnel, their wives 
and retainers—ninety-nine persons in all— 
‘having little sea-store, and being otherwise 
miserably accommodated,’ sailed from Ratk- 
mullen. 

The story of the flight was written in Irish 
by Teigue O’Keenan, a member of a family 
who acted ns ollavs or hereditary bards to 
Maguire, in 1009. The original, which is in¬ 
complete, is preserved in the Franciscan con¬ 
vent removed from Home to Dublin, and forms 
the basis of O. P. Meehan’s ‘ Fate and Fortunes 
of Tyrone and Tyreonnel.’ Intending to make 
for Spain, the fugitives encountered a violent 
storm, which drove them out of their course, 
and after three weeks’ buffeting about they 
were glad to make the mouth of the Seine. 
Proceeding to Bouen, they were on their 
way to Paris, when, in consequence of the re¬ 
monstrances of the English ambassador, they 
were compelled to withdraw into the Spanish 
Netherlands. PassingthroughAmiens, Arras, 
Douay, and Brussels, where they were splen¬ 
didly entertained by Spinola, they reached 
Louvain on 9 Nov. There they passed 
the winter, and there Tyrone drew up that 
extraordinary catalogue of hie grievances 
now preserved in the Record Office, London, 
which must astonish any one who expects to 
find in it any adequate explanation of his 
flight. Debarred from entering Spain, Ty¬ 
rone accepted the hospitable offer or Paul V 
to take up hie abodein Borne, and on 28 Feb. 
1608 be and his companions, now reduced 
to thirty-two persons, left Louvain. They 
reached Borne at the end of April, and were 
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welcomed by a large concourse of eccleaioa- 
tiua and others. The pope granted them an 
audience on the following day, and assigned 
to Tyrone a monthly pension of a hundred 
crowns, a house (called the Borgo Yeccliio) 
rent free, together with au allowance of 
bread and wine for ten persons; the Icing of 
Spain added four hundred ducats a month. 
Itory O’Donnell, earl of Tyreonnel, died In 
June 1008, and in December 1613 Tyrone, 
who by that time was probably fully con¬ 
vinced of his folly in leaving Iroland, made 
overtures through the Earl of Somerset for 
his restoration. But his overtures met with 
no response from the government, which 
was engaged in perfecting the plantation of 
Ulster, to which in the following year the 
Irish parliament gave its sanctionby passing 
an act of outlawry and attainder against the 
fugitives. Tyrone talked of recovering his 
inheritance by force of arms, aud lived in 
hope of soeing and profiting by a rupture be¬ 
tween England aud Spain. But llio govern¬ 
ment contented if self with watching his 
movements and taking such steps as wore 
necessary to frustrate liis designs. He was 
seized with a settled melancholy. His eye¬ 
sight, failed him at the beginning of 1010, 
and later in the year he was prostrated by 
frequent attacks of intermittent fever, to 
which he eventually succumbed on 20 July. 
Ilo is said to have been buried with great 
pomp aud ceremony between liis eldest son 
and the Earl of Tyreonnel in the church of 
Wan Pietro di Monlorio. The absence of any 
memorial slab, and the existence of several 
copies (Egerton MSS. 127 [39], 1136 [0OJ, 
174 [8]) of a poem by an anonymous author 
011 seeing his skull, beginning ‘O Man that 
gozest on the bone,’ lead irresistibly to the 
conclusion that his remains wore subse¬ 
quently removed, but to what iiual resting- 
place is not known. 

Tyrone’s first wife was a daughter of Sir 
Brian MacPhelim O’Neill, lord of Clande- 
boye, whom be divorced, and who subse¬ 
quently married Niall MacBriau Faghartach 
O'Neill. Ilia second wife, tbo daughter of 
Hugh MacMunus O’Donnell, died in 1691. 
By her he had Hugh, called the baron of 
Dungannon, who died in Homo in September 
1608, and was buried in. San Pietro di Mon- 
torio j Henry, a colonel of on Irish regiinimt 
in the archduke’s army, who died about 1026; 
Ursula, said to baye been married to Sir 
Nicholas Bagenal, aud two other daughters 
—one married to Mageunis, and the other ,to 
Richard Butler, viscount Moirntgairet. The 
oircumatannes of his marriage with his third 
wife, Mabel, f.be daughter of Sir Nicholas 
Bageual, have already been recounted. His 
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fourth wife was a daughter of Sir Hurt 
Magennis of Iveagh. She accompanied hL 
in his flight, and is believed to have died at 
Louvain in 1007. She was the mother of 
Shane Niall or John O’Neill, who entered tho 
Spanish army, was called ‘El conde de Ty¬ 
rone,’ and was killed in Catalonia in 1841 ” 
Con Brian, who either wus murdered or com¬ 
mitted suicide at Brussels on 1C Aug. 1617- 
and several daughters, 0110 of whom married 
Sir Randal MacDonnell, lirst earl of Antrim 
[q. v.], and another Hugh Roe O’Donnell 
It is probable Tyrone married a fifth time! 
for mention is made of a young countess oi 
Tyrone during his residence in Rome. He 
had, in addition, numerous illegitimate chil¬ 
dren, of whom one, Con, who was left behind 
at the time of the flight, was educated at Eton 
as a protest ant, and died apparently nbonr 
1022 m the Tower. J 

Two portraits of Tyrone—one in armour 
anil the other made in his decrepitude at 
Rome—belonged in LK66 to Mr. O. de Ger- 
non (Cat. First FI 1 kibition of National Por¬ 
traits, Nos. 376,878). A portrait forms the 
frontispiece to O. P. Meehan’s ‘ Life and For- 
tuuos of the Earls ol' Tyvonn and Tyreonnel. 

[Cal. State Papers, Ireland, Kite. and James I; 
Cal. Carow MSS.; Annuls of 1 lie four Musters, 
ed. O'Donuvau; Oainsforde’s True Exemplary 
and Roiuarkablo History ot Hugh, Earl of Ty¬ 
rone, London, 1819; Meehan's Pate and For¬ 
tunes of the Earls of Tyrono and Tyreonnel, 
O’SuUivati-Reuro’d Hist. Oath. Iborn. Compen¬ 
dium, ed. O’Eolly; O’Clery's Life of Hugh Boa 
OjDonnell, od. Murphy; Mitchol's Life and 
Times of Aodli O'Neill; Fynes Moryson’s 
Itinerary; Stafford's Panda Hibernia; Mac- 
Curt hy’s Life and Letters of Florence MncCarthy 
Rough; Trevelyan Papers, pt. ii. (Camden Sot); 
Abbot's B .10011 end Essex; Leo’s Brief Declara¬ 
tion in Doeideruta Ouriosn Ilibcrnica, and the 
sumo author's Discovery and Recovery of Ire¬ 
land in Addit. MS, 337-13, Cal. Cotton MSS.; 
Ayeemigh’s Catalogue of MSS. in Brit. Mus. pp. 
161-3; Addit. MS. 12603. f. 389 sqq.; Hist. 
MSS Comm, 1st Rep. p. 48, 3rd Rep. pp. 179, 
203, 281 , 4th Rep p. 697, 5th Rep. pp. 138-7, 
6th Rep. p. 668, 7th Hop. up. 251, 525-8, 0th 
Rep. p. 205, 10th Rep. pt. 1 . p 535, 11th Hep. 
pt. vil, p. 133; Cal. Hatfield MSS. passim, Cal. 
Portland MSS. ii. 23; Iribli Genealogies in Bari. 
MS 1425 ; Shirley’s Hist, of Monaghan; De- 
voreux’s Lives of the Earls of Essex; Lumbnrdus 
DoRognoIIib.Oommentarius; Kilkenny Aretneol. 
Soc. Journal, new sor. vol. i.; Chamberlain's 
Letters (Camden Soc.); Oarieton’s Thankful 
Romoinbrauceof God’s Morey; Hill's MacDon- 
nells of Antrim; Moran’s Catholic Archbishopi 
of Dublin; Gilbert’s Account of Facsimiles of 
National MSS. of Ireland ? Bagwell’s Ireland 
under the Tudors; Lyto’s Hist of Eton College; 
Webb’s Compendium of Irish Biogr.J E, D. 
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O’NEILL, HUGH (f. 1642-1860),major- 
geneial, born in the Spanish Netherlands, 
was son of Art Oge, who was elder brother 
of Owen Hoe O’Neill (.d. 1649) [q. v.], and 
nephew of Hugh O’Neill [q. V.J, the great 
earl of Tyrone. Hugh guined distinction as 
an officer in the army of Spain, and accom¬ 
panied Owen O’Neill in 1642 to Ireland, 
where, from his father, he was known as 
■ JlacAvt,’ and styled in Irish 'buidke, 1 or 
the swarthy, from’his complexion. 

O'Neill was taken prisoner in a skirmish 
with British troops in tliecoiinty of Monaghan 
in 1618, and remained in durance till re¬ 
leased through exchange after the battle of 
Benburb in 1646. In that year he was ap¬ 
pointed major-general of the Irish forces in 
Ulster; and they were partly under his di¬ 
rection during the illness of his uncle, G oneral 
Owen Roe O'Neill, whoso confidence he en¬ 
joyed, and by whom he was despatched with 
two thousand soldiers to aid the Marquis of 
Ormonde. After Owen O'Neill's death, in 
November 1649, Hugh was, like his cousin, 
Daniel O’Neill [q. v.j, one of the numerous 
unsuccessful candidates for the command of 
the Ulster army. 

Ill February 1650 Ormonde appointed him 
governor of (Jlomncl. He had under his 
command somo 1,200 men, of whom all but 
fifty-two were infantry, and with these forces 
he inflicted on Cromwell the mod serious 
check he experienced in Ireland. On 27 April 
Cromwell opened a formal attack on the 
place, which had been more or less blocked 
up since February. O’Neill vainly appealed 
to Ormonde for succour, and on 9 May, after 
effecting a breach, Cromwell ordered the 
place to be stormed. Never did the parlia¬ 
mentary army meet with stouter resistance. 
No sooner had they entered the breach than 
they found themselves face to face with a 
ne .v semicircular wall, from which the be¬ 
siegers poured into their ranks a steady fire. 
Cromwell’s soldiers were caught in a trap, 
‘and when night fell the survivorsstaggored , 
back to acknowledge for once that they had , 
been foiled ’ (Gardiner, Hist, of the Com¬ 
monwealth, i. 174; Carlxm, Cromwell, ii, 
291-6; Ludlow, Memoirs, ed. Firth, i. 238). 

Nevertheless, the garrison could not pro¬ 
long the struggle, and in the dead of night 
O’Neill and his followers slipped away in the 
direction of Waterford, leaving instructions 
with the mayor to come to terms. On 10 May 
Cromwell received a deputation, and granted 
them terms. It was not until he got within 
the walls that he learnt of the escape of the 
garrison, He kept 13s word, but sent in pursuit 
of O’Neill, and, according to Ludlow, killed 
two hundred of his soldiers. O’N eill himself 


escaped. A letter to him from Oliver Crom* 
well, in relation to exchange of prisoners, has 
been reproduced in the 'Facsimiles of Na¬ 
tional Manuscripts of Ireland ’ from the ori¬ 
ginal in thu Bodleian Library, Oxford. In 
the same publication will also be found a 
facsimile of a letter signed by O’Neill and 
the mayor of Clonmel in April* 1650. 

O'Neill subsequently commanded in Lime¬ 
rick during the protracted siege of that city 
by Iretou. In the articles, dated in Octobei 
1651, for the surrender of Limerick, the 
governor, Major-general Hugh O’Neill, was 
excepted from quarter, and excluded from 
any benefit, on the ground that he had 
largely contributed to ‘ the long and obstinate 
bolding out of the place.’ In conformity 
with them, O'Neill, as governor, on 29 Oct. 
1651 surrendered the city to Ireton, and was 
committed to prison. A council of war on 
the same day voted that O’Neill and others 
should be executed. On the following day 
O’Neill, in a letter, remonstrated against the 
judgment passed on him. He averred thaf 
he had not been guilty of any basu or dis¬ 
honourable act, having only discharged his 
duty as a soldier, and appealed to the justice 
of the lord-deputy, Ireton. Onl Nov.,after 
reconsideration, the vote for the death ol‘ 
O'Neill waB m oked, and it was determined 
to send him os a prisoner to be dealt with 
by the authorities of the parliament at Lon¬ 
don. This course, it would appear, was 
adopted mainly in consequence of O’Neill’s 
rights as a subject of the king of Spain 
(having bean bom in Flanders) and his 
numerous influential connections. 

As a prisoner in the Tower of London, 
where ho arrived on 10 Jan. 1053, O’Neill 
was treated with consideration bv the govern¬ 
ment, and allowed twenty shillings a week 
for his maintenance; he was also granted 
the privilege of having ‘ the liberty of the 
Tower.' In July 1662 Cardenas, the Spanish 
ambassador at Loudon, applied officially for 
the discharge of O'Neill from the Tower, on 
the grounds that he was a subject of the king 
of Spain, that he had not been guilty of ex¬ 
cesses inlreland,and that his liberation would 

diers then about^to be levied for the Spanish 
service. 

O’Neill appears to have ended his days 
in. Spain after 1660. In October in that 
year he addressed letters from Madrid to 
Charles II and the Marquis of Ormonde in 
reference to his hereditary right to the earl¬ 
dom of Tyrone, consequent on the death in 
Spain in 1641 of John O’Neill, titular earl of 
Tyrone, and youngest son of Hugh O’Neill, 
the great earl of Tyrone. A reproduction 
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of O’Neill's letter to Charles II was given, in 
Gilbert’s ‘ Contemporary History of Affairs 
in Ireland, 1641-1062,’ printed in 1880, 

[Authorities quoted; Ormonde Archives, Kil¬ 
kenny Castle; Carte Papers, Bodleian Library; 
0‘Hart's Irish Pedigrees, od. 1887, i. 728 j 
Gilbert’s Hist, of Irish Confederation, 1890; 
Bate's Elenchus Motuum, 1676; Articles for 
Limerick, 1661; 'Whitolocke’s Memorials, 1853 ; 
Ludlow’s Memoirs, od. Firth, 1894; of, also 
authorities for art. O’Neiix, Dasihl.] J. T. G. 

O’N EILL , HUGH (1784-1824),.architec¬ 
tural draughtsman, son of an architect who 
designed aportion ofPortlandPluce, was born 
in Bloomsbury on 20 April 1784, He spent 
the early part of his life at Oxford, wliero 
he taught drawing, and afterwards resided 
in Bath, Edinburgh, and Bristol. Of Bristol 
alone he made over five hundred drawings. 
The originals he usually worked up and re¬ 
tained, disposing only of copies. Six sketches 
by him of the ruins of the fire at Christ 
Church, Oxford (3 March 1809), were en- 
raved by W. Crotch, and published, with 
escriptive letterpress, at Oxford in 1809. 
Five drawings of Oxford and its vicinity 
were engraved by Skelton for his ‘ Oxonia 
Antique Eestaurata’ (vol. ii. plates 109,110, 
116, 117, 119). Brewings of St. Peter’s 
Church and of Balliol, Magdalen, Exotor, 
and All Souls Colleges (ongraved by Basire 
and Storer) were published in the ‘Oxford 
Almanacks’ for 1809,1810, 1812, 1813, and 
1828. Several of his drawings wore engraved 
bv Skelton for his ‘ Antiquities of Bristol ’ 
(Oxford, 1820,1826). In the print-room, of 
the British Museum are fifteen of O'Neill’s 
drawings in pencil and water-colour, and ill 
the South Kensington Museum there are 
three. A lithograph by him of a large manor- 
house, with wings, is in vol. ii. of ‘ Polyauto¬ 
graphy vel Lytkography ’ in the print-room, 
British Museum. He was possibly the H. 
Neill who exhibited drawings in the Royal 
Academy in 1800,1802,1803, and 1804. He 
made a fair collection of fossils, minerals, 
and other curiosities. 

O’Neill died in poverty, in Princes Street, 
Bristol, on 7 April 1824. 

[Bodgrave’s Diet, of Artists; Bryan’s Diet, of 
Paintars and Engravers (Graves); Oat. of the 
Library of the Boyal Institute or British Archi¬ 
tects; Gent. Mag. 1824, pt. i, p, 881 ; Farley’s 
Bristol Journal, 10 April 1824.] B. P. 

O'NEILL, JOHN, first Viscount O’NniLii 
in the peerage of Ireland (1740-1798), horn 
at Shane’s Castle, co. Antrim, on 16 Jan. 
1740, was the eldest son of Charles O'Neill, 
of Shane’s Castle, by Catherine, daughter of 
the Right Hon. St. John Brodrick. lie 
matriculated at Christ Ckurok, Oxford, on 


14 April 1762, and was created M A n B 
16 June in the same year. In the irk? 
parliaments elected in 1761, 1769, and 1776 
he Eat for the family borough of Randal* ’ 
town, co. Antrim, In 1783 and 1790 he 
was returned for Antrim county as -well n* 
the borough, but preferred to sit for the 
former. ‘ n 

During these years he acted both in and 
out of parliament with the nationalist partT 
(cf. Irish Pari. Debates, 2nd ed. i. 8-10), On 
12 Aug. 1786 ho spoko against Pitt’s pro- 
posal for free trade between Great Britain 
and Ireland, holding that the government 
disturbed the settlement of 1782 by legislat¬ 
ing for Ireland (ib. v. 317). Holiday, writing 
to tko first Earl of Ohovlemont on 27 Dee, 
1786, said; ‘I spent Saturday at Shane’s 
Castle, and was delighted to hoar Mr. O’Neill 
express himself with such animation against 
this reprobated bill, and on behalf of the in- 
dependency and rights of Ireland; he la¬ 
mented at the same lime that opposition was 
but a rope of sand, and seemed anxious that 
soma means oould bo found to cement it and 
bind it together’ (‘Oharlemont Papers’ in 
Hist. MSS. Comm. Pep. ii. 81-2), Daring 
the session of 1787 O’Neill was prominent 
among the opponents of the Riot Bill, which 
he regarded as unnecessary, and designed to 
overawe the spirits of the people (ib. vE 
199, 206, 207, 440-62). In the course of 
these dobatos O’Noill was consequently 
singled out for attack by the attorney-gene¬ 
ral, John Fitzgibbon, afterwards Earl of 
Clare [q. v.J ( Irish Pari. Debates, vii, 471-4: 
cf. Grattan's Life, iii. 309-12). 

O'Neill was one of the four delegates ap¬ 
pointed by the Irish House of Commons on 
20 Fcb.1789 to presont ajoint addressofthe 
two houses requesting tho Prince of Wales 
to assume the rogoncy in Ireland without 
stipulating any conditions; and on 20March 
he moved that the prince’s answer he rood 
from the chair ( Irish Pari, Debates, ix. 146, 
831), On the question of catholic relief he 
at first hesitated, but finally, though a pro- 
testant and representative of a protestant 
county, became & warm supporter of emanci¬ 
pation (ib. xii. 82, 84, 123, 124, xiii. 6, 0, 
810; Luoxr, Mist, qf England, vi. 667), 
O’Neill had been one of the five Ulster 
delegates to the national convention of 
1783. He signed the so-called ‘round robin’ 
of 22 Feb. 1789, the signatories to which pro¬ 
mised not to accept any office which might be¬ 
come vacant by the dismissal of any of them 
in consequence of their votes on the regency 
question. He was also Cne of the onginol 
members of the Northern "Whig Club formed 
at Dublin on 26 June of the same year. 
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Jsevertheless, on 23 Oct. 1793, la was raised 
to the Irish peerage os Baron O'Neill of 
Shane's Castle, and advanced to the rank of 
viscount on 3 Oct. 1795, 

■When in the spring of 1798 the rebellion 
broke out in the north of Ireland, O’Neill was 
governor of Antrim. Having received intelli¬ 
gence of the intended outbreak while in Dub¬ 
lin, he summoned by public notice the county- 
magistrates to meet lnm at Antrim on 7 June. 
Thereupon the rebel leaders resolved to at¬ 
tack the town of Antrim on the same day, 
and to seize O’Neill and the magistrates. 
O’Neill slept at Hillsborough on the night 
of 6 June, while on his way from Dublin, 
and, having passed through Lisburn unre¬ 
cognised early next morning, arrived at 
Antrim soon after noon. His servants, who 
followed him, were robbed of their arms. 

The rebels attacked the town before the 
greater part of the reinforcements promised 
by General Nugent had arrived. Duringthe 
engagement O’Neill was in the main street 
with a party of dragoons. After the enemy 
had gained a temporary advantage, Colonel 
Lumley ordered a retreat of the troops 
within the town towards the Lisburn road, 
along which reinforcemonts wore advancing. 
O’Neill’s horse was disabled, and he was 
left behind in the town. Here he was 
knocked down by one of the rebel pikemen 
(according to one account, his own park- 
keeper), and, after shootiug one of liis as¬ 
sailants, was mortally wounded. He died 
on 18 June at Lord Massereene’s oastle in 
the neighbourhood (cf. a full account in 
Chartemont Papers, ii. 326-0, 828-9). 

Sir Jonah Barrington speaks of O’Neill's 
•portly and graceful mien,’ and adds that 
he was ‘high-minded, well-educated, his 
abilities moderate, but his understanding 
sound; incapable of deception; one of the 
most perfect models of an aristocratic pa¬ 
triot.’ Musgravo bears testimony to other 
amiable qualities, and to the fact that he 
was charitable in all senses of the word. 
Grattan’s son calls O’Neill ‘ a high-spirited 
and independent member; ’ but Lord Cliarle- 
mont, in a letter to Ilicb&rd Jepbson, dated 
4 Dee. 1793, while admitting that ‘ it is im¬ 
possible not to love O’Neill,’ speaks of the 
great fault in his character—‘ his too great 
pliancy’—the cause of which was hits 1 milki¬ 
ness of disposition ’ (Hardy, Life of Cliarle- 
mont, ii. 822; Oharlemont Papers, ii. 226). 
O'Neill married on 18 Oot. 1777 Henrietta, 
only child of Charles Boyle, lord Duugarvan, 
son of John Boyle, fifth earl of Cork and 
Orrery. She died on 3 Sept. 1798, leaving 
two sons, both of whom were successively 
Viscounts O’Neill, 


A portrait was painted by Peters, and en¬ 
graved by Reynolds. Another, engraved by 
Maguire, is in ‘Walker’s Hibernian Maga¬ 
zine ’ for August 1798, where also are printed 
some highly eulogistic memorial verses by 
Amyas Griffith, esq., ‘who for a series of years 
(since his Misfortunes in the year 1786) has 
existed by his unsolicited bounties.’ 

Charles Henry St. Jo jin O’Neill, 
second Viscount and first Ease O'Neill 
(1779-1841), elder son of the first viscount, 
was bom 22 Jan. 1779. He was educated at 
Eton and Oxford, matriculating at Christ 
Church 23 Nov. 1796. Lord Cornwallis, in a 
letter to the Duke of Portland of 3 June 
1800, recommended that he and Lord Ban- 
don should have precedence in the creation 
of Irish earls then contemplated. On 7 Aug. 
O’Neill accordingly become Viscount Ray¬ 
mond and Earl O'Neill, His borough of 
Bandolstown was disfranchised at the union 
(Cornwallis Oorr. 2nd ed. iii. 245, 819, 823;. 
In September he was elected one of the first 
Irish representative peers in the imperial 
parliament. In 1807 he was appointed joint 
postmaster-general of Ireland. On 13 Feb. 
1809 ho was created a knight of the order of 
St. Patrick. In 1831 he became lord-lieu¬ 
tenant of Antrim. He was also grandmaster 
of the orangemen of Ireland until the union 
of llio English and Irish bodies under the 
Duke of Cumberland. He died unmarried at 
the Bilton Hotel. Sackville Street, Dublin, 
on 23 March 1841. The earldom then be¬ 
came extinct, the viscounty devolving on his 
younger brother. 

John Broth Richard O’Neill, third 
Viscount (1780-1866), was horn on 30 Dec. 
1780, He entered the army as an ensign in 
the Coldstream guards on 10 Oct. 1799, saw 
much active sendee, and attained the rank 
of major-general 27 May 1826, lieutenant- 
general 28 June 1838, and general 20 June 
1854. He also represented the county of An¬ 
trim from 19 July 1802 till his succession to 
the peerage on the death of his brother iu 
1841. He supported the Reform Bill, hut 
took little part in public affairs. He was re¬ 
elected on 16 May 1811, after his appoint¬ 
ment as constable of Dublin Castle, and also 
on 9 May 1812, ‘he having vacated his seat 
by sitting and voting without having taken 
tlie oaths’ (Official Peturns Memb, Pari) 
In February 1842 be was elected a repre- 
sentativepeer of Ireland. Besides being con¬ 
stable of Dublin Castle^be was vice-admiral 
of the ooast of Ulster. He died of a complica¬ 
tion of gout and influenza at Shane’s Oastle 
on 12 Feb. 1865. 

The name of O’Neill was assumed by the 
inheritor of the estates, the Rev. William 
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Ohicliester (1813-1883), wlio is separately 
noticed. 

[OTIart’s Irish Pedigrees, 1887, i. 738; 
Burke’s Peorage; Poster's Peeingo, 1882, and 
Alumni Oxon,; Gent, Mag. 1798, i. 544 ; Irish 
Pari. Debates, 2nd ed. vols i. xiii. passim; Mus- 
grave’s Itebtlho's in Ireland, pp. 647-54 j Tool¬ 
ing’s Personal Narrative of the Bebeliion of 
1708 (Glasgow ed.), p, 145; Grattan’s Life, by 
his son, iii. 300-12, 882, 482, Append, i.iv., and 
vol, iv. 58; Bari ington's Hist. Anecdotes, i. 198, 
201; Bet. Momb. Pari.; Evans's Cat. Engr. Por¬ 
traits; Madden's United Irishmen; see also 
Ann Bog. 1841 App, to Chron. p. 192, 1865 
App, to Chron. p. 251; Ilnydn’s Book of Dig¬ 
nities; Smith’s Military Obituary for 185.3; 
Times, 14 Pob. 1866; Morning Post, 15 Peb. 
1855.] G. Lrc G, N. 

O’NEILL, JOHN (1777 P-1860 F), tem¬ 
perance pootl, was horn in the cily of Water¬ 
ford on 8 Jan. 1777 or 1778, and was tko 
son of a poor shoemaker, lie left school 
when nine yoars of age, and was apprenticed 
to tho shoomnkiug business under his uncle. 
In. 1708 lie was living in Cnrrick-on-Suir, 
and in 1790 went to Dublin in search of 
employment. He ret timed to Garrick in t he 
following year, and there married, though 
in extremely poor circumstances, At this 
time he began to write verse, some of which 
became popular, and he produced a satire 
against master-tailors called * The Clothier's 
Looking-Gla”.’ Ilis poverty was groat, but 
ho prided himself on his sobriety. A dor hi s 
removal to London early in the contury ho 
tried many callings, but was unsuccessful 
in all. Meanwhile Iip wrote pociry, eight 
dramas, and a novel in three volumes, en¬ 
titled 1 Mary of Avonmore; or the Foundling 
of the Leach.’ None of these works seem 
now accessible. Ilamperod by a very largo 
family, he managed to subsist by working as 
a shoemaker. 

Connecting himself with temperance or¬ 
ganisations, ho prominently identified him¬ 
self wilh their principles, and nttrnotcd the 
notice of Mrs. S. C. Hall and George Cruik- 
shanlt. In 1810 he published a poem called 
'The Drunkard,’ and dedicated it to Father 
Mathew [q. v.] For a new edition of 1842 
Cruikshank designed his remarkable etchings 
of the e fleets of tho ‘ Bottle.’ O’Neill died 
about 18G0. 

Ilis published works are: 1. ' Irish Melo¬ 
dies.’ 2. ‘The Sorows of Momory, 1 a poem. 
3. ‘Alva,’a drama, 1821. 4. ‘The Drunkard,’ 
a poam, 12mo, London, 1840 ; ditto, with a 
portrait and etchings by Goorge Cruikshank, 
8vo, 1842; another edition, under the title 
of "The Blessings of Tcmperanoe,’ and con¬ 
taining tho author’s life and portrait, l2mo 


London, 1851 
anco; or 


B6i. b. 1 he Triumph of Temper- 
—» — the Destruction oi the British 
Upas Tree,’ a poem in three cantos, 12ma 
London, 1852. 7. ' Handerahan tho Irish 

Fairy-Man, and Legends of Garrick’ feditwl 
by Mrs. S. C. Roll), 12mo, London, 1854 
Another John O’Neill published a no™ 
out it led 1 Hugh O’Neill the Prince of Ulster ’ 
in Dublin, 1859. ’ 


[The Blessings of Temperance, 1851, intro, 
duction; O’Donoghuo’s Poets of Ireland’ Brit 
Mns. Cat.] D. J. 0D. ' 


O’NEILL, Sin NEILL or NIALL 
(1058 P-l 690), soldier, born late in December 
1657 or early m January 1058, was the eldest 
son ofSir Henry O’Neill of Slmne’s Castle co 
Antrim, who was created baronet of KtU e - 
lngli on 23 Feb. 1GC6, and his wife, Eleanor 
Talbot,, sister of Richard Talbot, earl of Tyr- 
eonnel [q. v.] lie must bo distinguished 
from Niall Og O’Neill, a well-known Ulster 
tory (ef. PnmnDROASr, Ireland fro,n the Re¬ 
storation to the Jtevolu'ion, pp. 101-2). 
1087 O’Neill raised a regiment of dragoonsfor 
tho servico of James II; on 10 May 1089 he 
was Bent, wilh liis dragoons into Down and 
Antrim, whero ho signalised himself by his 
bravery. He was also prosunti at the siege 
of Derry early in 1089, and was afterwards 
despatched tn oppose a detachment of Schom- 
berg’s army in Sligo. On 25 March 1690 
lie had a skirmish with nn English force 
at Ilncketstown, co. Month, when he wa? 
wounded in the thigh, but quickly recovered 
(An Ecact Journal if the T ictoriaus Progress 
of their Maji sties’ Forces in Ireland, 1690, 

1 1 , 4). About tho same time he wan appointed 
ord lien! ennnt, of Armngh. At tho battle of 
the Boyne he was placed with his dragoons at 
tlm furtl of Kcisnaroo, a little below the bridge 
of Slano, which had been previously broken 
down; the object was to prevent Schombrrg 
crossing and attacking tlm flank of James IPi 
army. For some time O'Neill defended the 
ford with conspicuous bravory, more than 
once charging through the river and beating 
bark Schomberg's t ronps. At length ho was 
wounded and his troops gave way. Hewos 
carried from t.lio battlefield to Dnblin, and 
thence to Waterford, where, owing to tlie 
carelessness of Ins surgeons, he died of his 
wound on 8 July, aged thirty-two years and 
six months. Rc wns buried in the cluirch 
of the Franciscan abbey at Waterford, where 
hiR tomb is still extant. He was attainted 
in 1091. and his estates confiscated, 

O’Neill marriodFranceSjdaughtorafCnryll, 

third viscount Alary boroiign[soe under Molt- 

ndctx, Sir Rtciuart), Viscount Mabv 
horouqiiJ. By her he had four or five daugb- 
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tars, but no sons, and he was succeeded by 
his brother, Sir Daniel O’Neill. His widow, 
who survived until 1732, succeeded in re¬ 
covering his estates in 1700. 

[A Light to the Blind, or a Brief Narration 
of the Wurr in Ireland, among the Earl of 
FingaU’s H^S. in Hist. MSS. Comm, 10th Hep. 
App. pt v. pp. 133—5, 2nd Hep. App. p. 530; 
jlacpherson’s Original Papers, i. 228, 839; 
Memoirs of Ireland, pp, 86,122; Somers Tracts, 
•d. 411: O’Kelly’s Macarius Excidium, p, 362; 
O’Conor’e Hilitiry Memoirs, p 107; Irish 
Compendium, 1766, p. 288; Claikos Hist, of 
■Tames IL ii. 382, 396-6; Rapin’s Hist, of Eng¬ 
land, iii. 137; Lodge’s Peerage, ed. Archiliill, 
id. 256; O'Hart’s Irish Pedigrees, ed. 1887, i. 
726-7,787; D’Alton’s Army Lists of James II, 
pp. 99, 299-304; O’Callaghan’s Irish Brigades, 
pp. 130-1; Cusack’s Irish Nation, p. 9U(!; 
Macnnlay’s Hist, ii 190.] A. if. P. 

O’NEILL, OWEN or EOOTIAN (1880?- 
1466), Irish chieftain, probnblv born about 
1380, was the oldest son of Niall Og O’Neill, 
chief of Cmel Eoghain, less correctly known 
as king of Tir-Eoghain or Tyrone, who was 
styled one of the four kings of Ireland, was 
knighted by "Richard II in 1396, and died 
in li02. In 1393 Owen slow limy Maguire, 
and perhaps for this offence was next year 
a prisoner in Dublin Castle, when his father 
raised a large force, and threatened to ravage 
the Pale unless he were released. In 1410 
Owen was engaged in war with liis kinsman, 
Afdk Hugh O'Neill; in 1414 his brothers 
attacked Owen, and took him prisoner as a 
hostage forDonnellBov O’Neill, 1 the O’Neill,’ 
andOwon’skinsman, fie was soon afterwards 
released, Inl417OwenO’NeillrepulsodTal- 
bot’s attack on Eastern Ulster; but in 1419 
war broke out between O’Neill andDonnell 
O'Neill; Owen sought alliance with hisneigh- 
bours,the O’Donnells: a league was formed, 
and the allies marched into Tyrone, ‘the 
O’Neill’s’ country, where, being Joined by 
Brian MacMahon, 'lord of Oriel’ (i.e, a por¬ 
tion of co. Louth), and Thomas Maguire, lord 
of Fermanagh, they ravaged the country, and 
expelled the O'Neill, who Bought refuge with 
the English across the Bonn. Peace was 
concluded the same year, but in 1420 Owen 
again drove the O'Neill into Sligo. In 1421 
Owen was taken prisoner by Mac- i-Neill 
Boy, hut was Tansomed next year by his wife 
and sons j then, uniting with Other chiefs, 
Owen plundered Oarbery, and, marching 
against Mac-ui-Neill Boy, recovered more 
than the equivalent of hisransom. Next year 
he co-operated with the English in an attack 
upon Oonnaught, ‘hut in 1428 ho lurned 
against his new allies, and ravaged Louth 
in alliance with Magsnnis and MacMahon. 


O’Neill 

In 1423 O’Neill was captured by Sir John 
Talbot [q. vj at Trim, and after imprison¬ 
ment in Dublin Castle was ransomed. In 
order to protect settlers and the tenants of 
Richard, duke of York, on whom the earldom 
of Ulster had devolved, Ormonde in the 
same year entered into a compact with 
O'Neill. In an elaborate indenture, drawn 
up in Latin, and printed in the * Reports on 
the Records of Ireland, 1810-1816,’ pp. 54— 
56, Owen acknowledged the suzerainty of 
the king of England, and declared himself a 
teirnnt of the Duke of York; he covenanted 
that neither he nor his people would molest 
the EnolLh settlers or invade the lands of 
the earldom of Ulster, but wonld aid King 
Henry and the Duke of York in war and 
peace. But in 1430 he was again in open 
war, Living contributions on the Pale, plun¬ 
dering the settlements in the plains, and 
burning fortresses. Descending from Ulster 
on Longford and "West Meath with other 
chiefs, he made war on the English settlers 
until they came to terms. In 1481 he 
attacked the MacQuillins, and maintained 
his army in tlieir country for six weeks. In 
1432, on the death of Donnell Boy O’Neill, 
Owen was inaugurated ‘O’Neill’ and chief 
of Cinel Eoghain. In 1433 he won the vic¬ 
tory of Sliabh-tniim (now the mountain 
Bessy Bell) over Brian Oge O'Neill and the 
Conallachs, and in 1443 he slew Emher Mac- 
Matbgluimhna (MacMahon). In the follow¬ 
ing year he again levied blackmail 0 n the 
English settlers of the Pale and in Ulster, 
and John Mey [q. v.], archbishop of Armagh, 



frorn the kingship of Tyrone, and banished 
by his eldest son, Hemy, who was inaugu¬ 
rated the O’Neill in his stead. Owen died 
in the following vear. 

He married Catherine or Coitriona (at. 
1427), daughter of Ardgbal MacMahon, by 
whom he had numerous offspring, of whom 
Niall was killed in 1436. Henry, the eldest, 
who became the O'Neill in 1466, is separately 
noticed. 

[Annals of the Pour Musters, passim; Annals 
of Loch 04 (Rolls Ser.), ii. 147—03; Hardiman’s 
Stntuto of Kilkenny (Irish Archseol. Soe.),pp. 62- 
58; Gilbert’s Viceroys of Ireland, pp. 292-364; 
O'Hart’s Irish Pedigrees, ed, 1887, i. 719; 
"Wright’s Hist, of Ireland, i, 211-41; Lingard’s 
Hist, of England, in. 176; Burke’s Extinct 
Peerage, Webb’s Compendium of Irish Bio¬ 
graphy.] A P. P. 

O’NEILL, OWEN ROE (1690P-1649), 
Irish patriot and general, bom about1690, was 
the son of Art O’Neill, the younger brother of 
Hugh O’Neill, earl of Tyrone, whose flight in. 
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1607 -was the immediate cause of the pi ant a- j to Pliolim O’Neill, Owen’s rival in thenortL 
lion of Ulster. Owen Roe, or the Ruddy, as The differences, however, between Owen 
he was called, entered the Spanish military and the council wore also political. Owen 
service about 1610 (‘Aphorismical Discovery’ and the Ulstermen represented the purely 
inGiMERT’s Contemporary History ofAffairs Celtic element in Ireland, while the Bupreme 
in Ireland, i. 6). After a distinguished service council in great part represented the Antdo- 
of about thirty years, ho conducted the do- Norman element. The former aimed at mak- 
fence of Arras in 1640, surrendering it to the ing Ireland practically independent, in it 5 
French after a notable resistance (tb. i. 360). political and social life, of England,'and re- 
According to Irish ideas the chieftainship did Iiodonthe organisation of the Roman catholic 
not necessarily follow heredi! ary right, and clergy; while the latter aimed at establish- 
afterthe deaths of Tyrone and liis sons, Owen ing under the authority of the English crown 
was looked up to as the representative of the a parliamentary system in which the Irish 
pretensions of the O’Neills, though his own nobility and gontry should bo preponderant, 
elder brother, Art Og O'Neill, and a son of and liberty of religion should be conceded 
his father’s elder brother, Con MacCormac to Roman catholics. 

O’Neill, were still living. His position was In November 1042 Owen visited Kilkenny 

also strengthened by bis marriage with Rose, whore lie received supplies for his troops and 
daughter of Sir Oahir O’Doghorty [q. v.] of swore the oath of confederacy (Gimert, u.s 
I nishowen, who lmd led an abortivo iusur- i. 53). The cainpnignoflG48wasadesnltorv 
rection againsl the English in 1608, and one. None of the parties had sufficient sup- 
widow of Rory O’Donnell, earl of Tyreonnel plies in money or in warlike stores to enablt 
[q, v.iwho had lied with Tyrono in 1007. As it to strike a decisive blow, and when on 
Owen’s aunt had been married to Sir Randal 16 Sept, a cessation was agreed to between 
MacDonnell, first earl of Antrim [q. v.], he the supremo oounoil and Ormonde, the kmg' 6 
was connected by blood or alliance with lord deputy, it was loyally accepted By 
the leading families in every port of Celtic O’Neill. In one way O’Noill had showakun- 
rjlstor. His nephews, Daniel O'Neill and self a successful general. In spiteof enormous 
Hugh O’Neill (Jl. 1042-1000), mo separately difficulties ho had succeeded in attaching to 
noticed. himself the force which ho commanded, and at 

Absence from Ireland, however, provonlad no time was ho desorl ed by his men as Mont- 
Ow T en from taking part in the Ulster insur- rose was deserted aftor Kilsyth. To feed 
rectionof 1611,and,nsfar as tlieO'NoiUswero them without resort to plunder was beyond 
concerned, the leadership fell into the hands his power ; and whether the Ulster army 
of Sir Phelim O’Neill [q. v.] operated in the centre or south of Ireland.its 

As the Ulster insurrection widonud into a presence caused alarm among the population, 
gonoral resistance to English domination, from which it was compelled to draw its 
Owen resolved to carry his sword to the de- support. 

fence of his country (O’Neill to Wadding, YYlion Rinuceim lauded inlroland aspapnl 
28 May-7 Juno 1642, in Giiheht, u.s,, 1 . nuncio in October 1646, he found in O’Neill 
476). He arrived in Lough Swilly at tho a warm supporter in his policy of pushing the 
end of July 1642, when lie was at once claims of the Roman catholic church to the 
chosen general by the Ulstcmon. For sonio uttermost. When on 28 March 1010 a treaty 
tirno ho carried on a partisan warfare with was signed between Ormonde and the con- 
tlio Scottish army under the command of fedorato catholics, O'Neill took advantage of 
Robort Monro (d. 1080 P) [q. v.] Ho al- it, and of tlio supplies with which I 10 wa? 
ways consistently maintained (hat ho fought furnished by Rinucoini, to all ack Iko Scottish 
as a loyal subject of tho king against the par- army under Monro, Over this army he gained 
liamentary rebels, but Charles's authority in a complete victory at Bcnburb, on theBlack- 
Ireland wns so slight that it was of little wator, on 6 Juno [see Monro or Mmnao, 
importance whether an Irish commander no- Rob get, d. 1680 P], During the next three 
minally adhered to him or not, Of more months O’Neill, though protesting his devo- 
immedinte interest wore the relations be- t ion to Ormonde, did little to follow up hi; 
tweon O’Neill and the supreme counoil of tho victory, and on 1 Sopt. Daniel O'Neill [q. V.I. 
confederate catholics, which had been osta- who had been sent by Ormonde to his uncle 
blishod at Kilkenny in October 1642, Be- Owen to discover the cause of his linger- 
tween Owen and the supreme council thore ing, gavo his opinion that Owen was not to 
were, personal misunderstandings, as it had bo trusted. Two days later Daniel forwarded 
appointed as its gcnoral in Leinster Thomas a statement of the grievances of thB Ul- 
Proston [see Preston, Thomas, first Vis- stermen, from which it appeared that they 
count Taea], whoso daughter was married oxpected a restoration of at least s ecu* 
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pitlerahlc part of the lands which Iiad been 
(onfiscatea at the time of the plantation 
(Daniel O'Neill to Roscommon, 1 Sept.,<3/m-- 
nneesofthe Ulster Party, 3 Sept., in Gilbert, 
i. 701, 701). The revolution, in short, was 
religious and political at Kilkenny, hut reli¬ 
gious and agrarian in Ulster, 

By this time the situation was complicated 
hyt'ke rejection of the peace by Rinucciai 
aiid by most of the towns in the south of 
Ireland. Before tlio end of September the 
supreme council had been replaced by one 
entirely at Rinuccini's devotion. In the 
campaign of 1047 nil attempt was made to 
combine the whole Irish force against Ormonde 
in Dublin, but there w-as rivalry between 
O’Neill and Preston, and the former with¬ 
drew to Connaught. In August, Preston 
having been defeated by Jones [see Jones, 
Michael], who had been appointed governor 
of Dublin by the English parliament when 
Ormonde left Ireland, at Duugan Hill, the 
supreme council summoned O'Neill to its 
aid. He soon established himself in Leinster, 
and skilfully kept Jones in check, but his 
plunderings roused the southern Irish against 
him, and Jones and Ineliiquin, who were now- 
in arms for the English parliament, proved 
too strong to be resisted. By May 1048 the 
supreme council had revolted against the 
ascendency of Rinuccini, and on 20 May a 
cessation of arms was signed between it and 
Inckiquin [see O'Bhien, Mhurottgii, first 
Earl op Inciiiquin], with the object of 
forming a combination ngainst Jones and 
the parliamentarians (Yindiciarum Catho- 
licorum Hibernia libri duo, p. 88). This pro¬ 
ceeding having been violently condemned by 
Rinuccini, O'Neill sided with the latter, and 
the disputes which arose prevented the Irish 
enemies of the parliament from taking the 
opportunity afforded by the absorption of 
the parliamentary army in England in the 
second civil war. On 17 June O’Neill and 
his commanders issued a declaration that 
they weTe still loyal to the king and to the 
Irish confederacy, but that they abhorred the 
authors of the cessation as virtually subor¬ 
dinating themselves to Ormonde, who had 
been guilty of surrendering Dublin and other 
garrisons in his power to the English parlia¬ 
ment (Declaration in Gilbert, i. 741). On 
SO Sept, the general assembly of the con¬ 
federates replied by declaring O’Neill an 
enemy nnd a traitor (ib. p. 749). Yet on 
13 Oot. O’NeiR, hearing that Ormonde had re¬ 
turned to Ireland as the king’slord-lieutenant, 
sent him a congratulatory letter (ib.) 

It is unlikely fhat there was any genuine 
feeling behind these congratulations. O’Neill’s 
real thoughts were expressed in a letter to 


Ormonde of 6 Dec. ‘ The distance,’ he wrote, 
‘your Excellency finds ms at with the rest of 
the confederates is occasioned by my obliga¬ 
tion to defend his Ilolyness’s Nuncio and 
the rest of the clergy that adhered to him, 
and myself too, from the violenco and indis¬ 
cretion of some of the council that were at 
Kilkenny.... As for the treaty which your 
Excellency hath begun with the Assembly, if 
it end with the satisfaction of the clergy in 
point of religion, and of the rest of the As¬ 
sembly in what concerns the common interest 
of the nation and the safety and advantage of 
the poor provinces which entrusted me with 
their army, I shall with much joy nnd glad¬ 
ness submit to the conclusion of it, for these 
are the ends which made me quit the good 
condition I was in abroad, and with a great 
deal of trouble to myself and expense of 
my fortune, stay here’ (O’Neill to Ormonde, 
6 Dec., ib. p. 754). 

Even-tiling was against the realisation of 
O'Neill’s ideal of an Ireland strongly or¬ 
ganised under the Roman catholic clergy, 
and practically independent with the English 
king as a figure-heau. Rinuccini, vanquished 
by the alliance between Ormonde, Incniquin, 
aiid the supreme council, left Ireland in 
February 1040, and the English Common¬ 
wealth was by that time preparing an attack 
in force on both Irish parties. All that 
O’Neill could do was to keep aloof as much 
as possible from the parliamentarians and 
from the supreme council. In a letter written 
to the Cardinal de la Cuova on 18 May 1649. 
he denounced vigorously the members of the 
latter body who 1 iniqua collegatione se con- 
junxerint iuereticis et ecclesiic inimicis, imo 
ojusdom perfidies caput et gubernatorem in- 
stituerint Tegni Marehioncm Ormonise ’ (Gil¬ 
bert, ii, 485). Isolated as he was, it was 
difficult for him to make his weight felt, and 
his weakness was the greater because lie was 
in great want of ammunition and provisions. 
During the spring of 1649 he negotiated with 
one or other of the parties which he detested, 
merely, it would seem, with the object of 
keeping his array on foot till he received the 
supplies which Rinuccini had promised to- 
send him from the continent. Hehad for some 
time been in communication with Jones, but, 
finding nothing was to be gained in that 
quarter, he asked Ormonde in February to 
send commissioners to treat for an alliance. 
We have but little information on the course 
of this negotiation, but in the beginning of 
April it had practically broken down. O'NeiR 
then turned to Monck, who commanded the 
parliamentary forces in the neighbourhood of 
Dundalk and Belfast, and was being attacked 
by the Scots for his refusal to renew the* 
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■•ovonant. As O’Neill, wanted supplies, and 
Monde wanted his hands free to cope with the 
Scots, a bargain was easily struck On 8 May 
a cessation of hostilities for three niont las was 
signed between them, Monde was to forward 
to parliament O’Neill's demands for religious 
and other concessions in Ireland, and to give 
him a lived quantity of supplies [seo Monck, 
Ononan, first, D fku op AtumrAran], O’Neill 
was to assist Monde against Ormonde and 
Xncliiqnin, who wore now closely combined, 
fn July Monck, fearing an attack by Inchi- 
quin, summoned O'Neill to his aid, and on 
:lo July O'Neill sent a party of men to 
Dundalk to receive the promised ammuni¬ 
tion. Unluckily they got drunk, and as they 
staggered out, of the town with their loads 
were routed by Inchiquin, into whose hands 
the ammunition passed. 

On 31 July the three months of 1 he cossa- 
t ion expired, without any concession arriving 
from England, and carry in August O’Neill 
made fresh overtures to Ormonde (Ormonde 
to Clanricarde, 8 Aug., Carte MSS. xxv. i'ol. 
193). Before an auswor lind been received 
he liad supplied himself with ammunition 
and provisions by an agreement with Sir 
OharlesCoote, afterwards first Enrl of Mount- 
rath [n, v.l, who was besieged in London¬ 
derry by the Scots. On 9 Aug. the Scots 
broke up the siego, and Coole, according to 
promise, gave O’Neill the supplies which ho 
needed. Tlio nows of Ormonde’s defeat by 
Jones at Eatlimincs on 2 Aug. soon altered 
the conditions of the Irish war. and this was 
still mora tho case after Cromwell's landing 
at Dublin on the 15th. The danger from lliu 
English forces waa now far greater than any 
danger from Ormondo and the confederate ca¬ 
tholics, and O’Neill now offered heartily to 
co-operato with tho latter. YotOrmnnde com¬ 
plained bitterly of tho tardiness of O’Neill’s 
movements. Of that tardiness there can bo 
no question, tbe only difference of opinion 

S ae to its cause. O'Neill's health was 
ing down and his end approaching, but, 
though no evidence exists on tho point, it 
seems unlikely that lie would not kavo rnado 
greater effortsthan ho did to hasten forward 
his army if ho had not wished Ormonde to ho 
still further weakened before his own troops 
appeared on the econo. However that may 
have been, lio advanced with extreme slow¬ 
ness. Jlo suffered much, and even when 
carried in a litter lie could only travel by 
easy stages. On 0 Nov. ho diod. No credit 
need he given to tlio assert ion that ho had 
botm poisoned. A long Irish elegy on him 
"s in i'ljierton MR. 171, f. 53. 

O’Neill’s position in Irish history is clearly 
marked. lie is not, like his uncle, Hugh 


O’Neill, the Trish cliivflain of a sept - hen 
the trained soldier who fights for the inde¬ 
pendence of his country. 'Whether ho was 
a great commander there is not sufficient 
evidence to show. To keep an army together 
under the circumstances in which he fought 
was m it self a marvel of skill, and he succeeded 
inwiuningwith it the one victory obtained hv 
tho Irish in the course of the war in which 
lio fought. His material resources were, how¬ 
ever, 1 00 small to enable him to conduct a 
successful campaign, and even if this had not 
been the case, the divisions between thepurcly 
Collie population of Ireland and tbe Anglo- 
Norman landowners made resistance to n, 
English roconqnesl in the long run impos¬ 
sible. It must, howevor, be remembered to 
his credit that the forco which he had or¬ 
ganised was the nncleiiB of the long and 
stubborn resist anco offered by Celtic Ireland 
which began when his nephew,Iliigh O’Neill' 
drovo back Cromwell himself from the walls 
of Clonmel. 

A 111 hographed copy of a portrait of O'Neill 
from an original Dutch painting is in Mr. 
,T. T. Gilbert's ‘Contemporary History of 
Aflairs in Ireland ’ (i. 1). 

(Tlio greater part or llie authorities fortha 
life of Oivon O’Neill liavn been collected by Mr. 
Gilbert in his Contemporary History of Affairs 
in Ireland. There still, however, remain somo 
gleanings in tho Onrto M8S. in the Bodleian 
Library. Other authorities aro noted under 
0’Njiii.t, DAmur, and O’Nbiti, 8m Pnur.iH.l 

8. B. G. 

O’NEILL, Sin P1IELIM (1604 P-1G53), 
liisli rebel, culled in Irish Foidlimidh O’Neill 
mid Ecidlimidh ruadli, horn about 1604, the 
eldest son of Tnrlough O’Neill, inherited con- 
siderabloproporty in Armagh and Tyrone from 
his grandfather, Rir Henry O’Noill, who was 
killed in action against Sir Cnliir O’Doghertv 
[<!• v.] on 20 June 1008. Sir Phelim at that 
time was four and n half yoars old, and the 
lord-deputy, Sir Arthur Chichester [<j.v.],in 
pursuance of his policy of woakomng the 
native aristocracy by diminishing tlieir re¬ 
sources, suggested that, notwithstanding Sir 
Henry’s letters patent, his pvoperty should 
ho divided among his heirs ‘ legitimate and 
illegitimate,’ with fpecial provision for Sir 
Phelim and his mother, Catherine ny Neill, 
subsequently Catherine Hovenden. Sir 
riielim was said {Cal. State Papers, M. 
Jas. I, iv. 200) to have given his consent to 
this arrangement, which was sanctioned by 
the king on 31 March 1012; but the consent 
of a more infant cannot hayo earned much 
weight, and it. is doubtful"'if tho arrange¬ 
ment was over executed, for on 6 Aug. 
1029 SirPholim obtained an order for a now 



O’Neill 


1099 


O’Neill 


patent, vesting in him all tlio lands men¬ 
tioned in Ins grandfather's grant, lie was 
entered a student of Lincoln’s Inn, hut is 
said to have contracted extravagant habits: 
and it is certain that his estate was greatly 
encumbered by bini with mortgages of one 
sort and another long before the outbreak of 
the rebellion (Repertory of Inquisitions, Ty¬ 
rone, CharlesII.p. 3). I 11 1611 he wasolected 
member of the Irish House of Commons for 
Dungannon, hut lie was expelled with others 
for his share in the rebellion on 1 7 Nov. 1611. 

Whether it was from a desire to mend 
his own broken fortunes or from a patriotic 
interest in the civil and religious liberties 
of his countrymen, he entered heartily into 
a proposal, suggested apparently to him by 
the Earl of Antrim some time in 1641, to 
create a diversion in Ireland in favour of 
Charles I. The affair is involved in con¬ 
siderable obscurity; but it would appear 
that in the summer of that year Charles, 
being hard pressed by the parliament, sug¬ 
gested or countenanced a conspiracy to wrest 
the government of Ireland out of Ihe hands 
nf the parliament, and to use his advantage 
there as a mpans to recover his authority in 
England. The design was imparted by An¬ 
trim to Lords Gormanston and Slane, and 
to others in Ulster. ‘But the fools, 1 as 
Antrim called the northern chief®, ‘well 
liking the business, would not expect our 
timeaudmanner for ordering the work; but 
fell upon it without us, and sooner aud 
otherwise than we should have done, taking 
to themselves, and in their own way, the 
managemaut of the work, and so spoiled it ’ 
(Cox, Sib, Anffl. App. p. xlix). It is likely 
that Antrim’s account of the origin of the 
rebellion is correct. It is certain that dur¬ 
ing the autumn frequent communications 
passed between O’Neill aud his immediate 
associates and the nobility of the Pale, and 
that Kii.ard,SirPhelim’s residence in Tyrone, 
was a principal meeting-place of the northern 
conspirators. In accordance with Ihe final 
arrangements for the rebellion, Sir Phellm 
on the evening of 22 Oct. surprised Ohnrle- 
mont Castle, a place of considerable strategic 
importance, commanding the passage of the 
Blackwater, on the great northern road, 

The circumstances attending the outbreak 
of the rebellion have beoa, and still are, the 
subject of fierce reorimination. Sir Phelim 
himself, besides being held responsible for the 
outrages that took place in his neighbourhood, 
was directly charged with the murder of Lord 
Caulfeild. But of this crime hewas acquitted 
by the high courf’of justice sitting in Dublin 
in Maroli 1653; and it depends mainly on 
ths degree of credibility to he attached to the 


depositions relating to the massacres, pre¬ 
served in Trinity College, Dublin, whether 
he was the monster of iniquity he is de¬ 
scribed to have been by Carte and more 
recent historians, or n much-maligned man. 
In any case, his success in capturing Charle- 
mont Castle and other northern fortresses 
aloup provenled the rebellion from proving n 
irLcmhle failure. On 21 Oct. he published 
a proclamation declaring that, in taking up 
arms he and his associates had done so ‘only 
for the defence and liberty of ourselves and 
the Irish natives of this kingdom;' and that it 
was in no way directed to the harm either 
of the king or any of his subjects, English and 
Scottish. His success and energy inspired 
confidence in him, and at a meeting of the 
Ulster leaders at Monaghan he was chosen 
commander-in-chief of the northern forces. 
At Newry on 4 Nov. he and Bory Maguire 
published a commission, purporting to come 
from the king, expressly authorising the Irish 
to rise in defence of their liberties against the 
parliament. The commission was a manifest 
lorgery, butit created an immense sensation, 
and repeated efforts were made by the parlia¬ 
ment at the time of Sir Phelim’s trial to in¬ 
duce him to admit its genuineness. Thi®, 
however, Sir Phelim declined to do, declaring 
dial he had forged it himself, in the belief 
that he was justified in using any means ‘ to 
promote that cau®e he had so far engaged in.’ 

The hope of meeting with support from 
the Scottish settlors proving before long 
delusive, Sir Phelim prepared to reduce 
them by force. On 13 Nov. he captured 
Lurgan, but was repulsed from Lisburn, with 
considerable loss, by Sir Arthur Terringbam 
and Major Ravdon on Sunday, 28 Nov. 
Turning on his heel, he marched into the 
north-west, captured and plundered the town 
of S trabano, and, wit h t he connivance of Lady 
Strabane, widow of Claude Hamilton, lord 
Strubane, whom he subsequently married, 
succeeded in getting possession of the castle. 
He remained in the neighbourhood for several 
weeks, hut the Lagan forces under Sir Wil¬ 
liam Stewart, though unable to prevent him 
burning and plundering at his pleasure, 
frustrated his efforts to capture Castlederg 
and Atighcr. Meanwhile the siege of Dro¬ 
gheda had not been progressing as favourably 
as had been expected, and the gentry of the 
Pale ,' being no longer able to conceal their 
engagement with those of the north, 1 and 
perceiving the besiegers ‘ to decrease daily, hv 
reason that the soldiers, as soon as they were 
become masters of any considerable booty, 
stole from the camp with it. resolved at 
length to call upon Sir Phelim O'Neill,whose 
power they thought unresistible. 1 Sir Phelim. 
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at once obeyed the summons, reaching tlie 
camp before Droglieda apparently about 
10 Jan, 16-12; ‘ ana the lords,’ says Beltings, 
‘ to endear Sir l’helim O’Neill by the highest 
marks of their confidence in him, not only 
offered to receive him as general of all the 
forces which wore designed for the siege, hat 
by an instrument in form of a commission 
entrusted him with the government of the 
county of Meath daring that service.’ 

Finding after a brief experience that the 
resources at his command were inadequate 
to the reduction of the place, Sir Phelim 
determined to renew his attempt to subju¬ 
gate the Scots in Down and Antrim; but 
not succeeding in this, he returned to 
Drogheda about 10 Feb, Two days pre¬ 
viously (8 Feb.') ho had been proclaimed a 
traitor, and a reward of 1,0001 plaeed on his 
head by the government at Dublin, About 
the smno 1 ime there appeared in London 1 Tho 
Petition of Sir Phelumy Onoale, Knight . . . 
Presented to thelliglit tlonourablo the Lords 
and Commons now assembled in tlie Ifigh 
Court of Parliament in England.’ The thing 
was ahoax; hut Ormonde’s name having been 
appended as a petitioner, it was ordered, on 
8 March, that some speedy course be taken 
to repair his honour, and ‘for tho corporal 
punishment of the printer and contriver,’ 
Several such pamphlets were in circulation 
calculated to inflame the public mind against 
Sir Pbelim. A mnro specious but equally 
spurious one was that entitled ‘Tho True 
Demands of the llebells in Ireland. Declar¬ 
ing the Cause of their taking up Annus. Sent 
into England by Sir Pholom O’Nealo . . . 
Vlster. February 10, 1611. Published for 
preventing false copies already extant or that 
may bo hereafter printed.’ 

After several months had been spent In a 
fruitless attempt toroducoDrogheda, Sir Phe¬ 
lim was compelled in April, by tho approach 
of Ormonde, i o raise the siege. In one of the 
numerous sallies made by tho garrison at this 
1 ime, be narrowly escaped capture by oresping 
into a fir bush. Retiring t o Armagh, ho was 
about the beginning of May forced by Monro 
to set fire to tho place, and to heat a hasty re¬ 
treat to Oharlemout, while tho groat er part of 
his troops betook themselves 1 o the fastnesses 
of the ibogs and mountains of Tyrone. About 
this time, according to the author of tho 
‘ Aphorismioal Discovery,’ Sir Phelim, ‘ in¬ 
flated with some odd concoits of his own 
notions,’ assumed the title of Earl of Tyrono, 
hut was immediately prevailed upon by 
Daniel O’Guhan to drop it. Sir Phelim him¬ 
self denied that he ever subscribed himself 
ns such in any official document. He was 
groatly crippled in his operations by want of 
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powder, and though he made every effortto 
improve his position in the north-west he 
was unablo to prevent the recapture of 
Strahane by Sir William Stewart. He was 
joined by Alexander MacDonald (<Z, iQm 
[q. v.],but on 10 Junethe allies were defeated 
at Glenraaquin, near Raphoe, after the sharp¬ 
est encounter that had taken place in Ulster 
Returning to Oharlemout, ho was confronted 
with a new danger. On 20 June Lord Mont¬ 
gomery, with a small force, having managed 
to capture Kinard, including Sir Pkeliw s 
own house, was preparing to attack Oliarle- 

mont itself. Somewhere near the place mode 

famous by Tyrone’s victory over Sir Henry 
Bagonal, Sir Phelim contested the passage 
of tho Blackwater with him, hut was 
defeated, and narrowly escaped being cap¬ 
tured. The samo day Dungannon was 
surprised by Sir William Erownlow; hut 
after a vain attempt to terrify the gar¬ 
rison of Clinriemont into surrender, Lord 
Montgomery was compelled, by lack of am¬ 
munition, to raise tho siege. Hitherto the 
possession of Fori Mount joy had enabled Sir 
t’holim to command Lough Neagh, but on 
20 J ane tho fort was captured without ahlow 
by Colonel James Clotwortliy. Sir Phelim 
wasobligod to retire into Charlomont Castle; 
his resources were exhausted; his followers, 
having lost all coufldonce in him, obeyed or 
disobeyed him as they likod; ‘ one day he 
had two or throe thousand, the next day bat 
five hundred.’ 

Such was the situation when the news 
that Owon lloo O’Neill (d. 1619) [q. v.] had 
arrived with supplies at. Doe Castle revived 
the drooping spirits of the Irish. Hastening 
to meet Owen lloo, Sir Pholim escorted him 
in safoty by way of Ballyshannon to Ckarle- 
mont. lie nt onco yielded to the superior 
claims of Owon O'Neill to command the 
northern forces; hut though it was endea¬ 
voured to render his resignation as palatable 
as possible by making him general of the 
horse, it was almost inevitable that jealousies 
Bhould arisehetwoen t ho twokinsmen. Feeling 
luraselfeclipsod,SirPkelimgraduallydrewto 
the side of tho confederation. Tlie exertions 
of Scarampi, and subsequently of Rinueoini, 
produced a temporary reconciliation;hut,ac¬ 
cording to Bellings,’ ‘ their differences ware 
never entirely appeased, and each of them 
endeavoured upon all occasions to strengthen 
Iris faction .. . wherein Sir Phelim O’Neill 
thought he had outstripped the other by the 
allianco he had contracted with General 
Preston, whose daughter he took to wife/ 
Ho was oleoted a representative of Ulsteron 
the supreme council of the confederation, 
aud on 1 Nov. 1642 was appointed oneoftke 
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committee to ‘ consider and lay down a 
model of civil government.’ He io said to 
lave been present at the battle of Benburb 
on S June 1646, and, according to Rinuccini 
(Embassy, p. 175), 1 bore himself most bravely,’ 
■and ‘ when ashed by the colonels for a list of 
his prisoners, swore that his regiment had 
not one, as he had ordered his men to kill 
them all without distinction.’ He supported 
Ormonde’s endeavours at a pacification in 
lO40,andreceivedthclord-lieutenaut’sthanks 
for his exertions. In September 1648 he was 
appointed a commissioner to treat for a peace, 
and for his services it was proposed to re¬ 
ward him with a title and an addition of 
estate. He was subsequently nominated a 
commissioner of trust for the government of 
Ireland, and appointed governor of the fort 
of Charlemont and commander of a regi¬ 
ment of foot. He still continued his opposi¬ 
tion to Owen Roe O’Neill, and did lus ut¬ 
most to prevent an alliance between him 
and Ormonde. 

After Owen’s death he was disappointed 
in his expectation of succeeding to the com¬ 
mand of the northern forces. ELe took part 
in the battle of Scarrifl'kollis, and after¬ 
wards escaped into Tyrone. He displayed 
great courage in his defence of Olmrlemont 
Castle against the forces of the parliament, 
but was forced to capitulate on 3 Aug. 
1660. Ha was excepted from benefit of the 
articles of Kilkenny, and on 28 Aug. 1652 
a reward of 300Z. was offered for his ap¬ 
prehension. His hiding-place on an island 
in co. Tyrone was betrayed by Philip Roe 
’MacHugh O’Neill to Lord Oaulfeild, 'who, 
having brought together a party of horse and 
fool, entered the island in boats and seized 
him there’early in February1662-8. He was 
token to Dublin, and on 6 March placed on 
his trial before the high court of justice, pre¬ 
sided overhy Sir Gerard Lowther. A pardon 
was several times offered him if he would 
admit the genuineness of the commission 
said to have been received from Charles I at 
the beginning of the rebellion, but, refusing 
to do so, he was executed as a traitor on 
10 March 1652-3. Accordingto the impartial 
estimate of a contemporary calling himself 
a ‘British officer,’ Sir Phelim ‘was a well- 
bred gentleman, three years at court, os free 
and generous as could be desired, and very 
complaisant; stout in his person, hut, not 
being bred anything of a soldier, wanted the 
main art, that is, policy in war and good 
■conduct.’ A portrait of him, from a print 
in the British Museum, will be found in Mr. 
Gilbert’s ‘ Oontflnporary History of Affairs,’ 
ii. 208. 

He was apparently married three times. 


Ills first wife is said to have died shortly 
before the rebellion. His second wife was 
a daughter of Thomas Preston, a younger 
brother of Lord Qormanston, by whom he 
is said to have been influenced in his rela¬ 
tions with Owen Roe O’Neill. In 1649 he 
married Jean Gordon, widow of Claude 
Hamilton, baron of Strahane, by whom he 
had a son named Gordon, from his grand¬ 
father, the Marquis of Huntly. 

Gobdon O'Neill (d. 1704), captain of 
grenadiers in the infantryregiment of William 
Stewart, lord Mountjoy, was one of those 
catholic officers greatly favoured by the Earl 
of Tyrconnel in carrying out his plan for re¬ 
modelling the government of Ireland in the 
interests of James II. He was made lord 
lieutenant of Tyrone, and represented the 
county in parliament in 1689. When the 
war of the revolution broke out he raised 
a regiment of foot for the royal cause, and 
was actively engaged at the siege of Derry, 
where he was wounded in the thigh, tile 
was present at the battle of the Boyne, and 
was severely wounded at the battle of Augh- 
rim, being left for dead on the field. He 
was discovered hy some Scottish officers, 
relatives of his mother, in William’s army, 
and removed to Dublin. On his recovery 
lie took advantage of the treaty of Limerick 
to retire to Prance, where he was made 
colonel of the Irish infantry regiment of 
Charlemont. From 1092 to the peace of 
Ryswick in 1697 the regiment served against 
the emperor, and in February 1698 was in¬ 
corporated in the infantry regiment of Gol- 
xnoy, to which he was attached as a super¬ 
numerary or reformed colonel. He married 
a protestant lady of the city of Derry, and 
had a daughter Catherine, who became the 
wife of John Bourke, fourth lord Brittas, 
and ninth Lord Oastle-Oonnell. He died 
in 1704. 

[Carte’s Life of Ormonde; Gilbert’s Contem- 

n Hist. of Affairs in Ireland and Hist, of 
sh Confederation; Raid's Hist, of the 
Presbyterian Ohurehin Ireland; Hickson's Ire¬ 
land in the Seventeenth Century; Gardiner’s 
Hist, of England and Great Civil War; Brodie's 
Hist, of the British Empire; Engl. Hist. Review, 
vol, ii-; Borlase’s Hist, of the Execrable Irish 
Rebellion; Cox’s Hib. Anglicans; Clarendon’s 
Historical View of the Affairs of Ireland; Bram- 
hall's Works, ed. Haddan; Dean Bernard’s The 
whole Proceedings of the Siege of Drogheda, 
London, 1842 ; Milton’s Prose Works; The 
Mysteris of Im'quitie, aseribedtoEdward Bowles; 
Audley Mervyn's An exaot Relation of all such 
Occurrences as have happened in the several 
counties of Donegal, &e„ London, 1842; A Re¬ 
lation of the Proceedings of the English Army in 
Ulster, from the seventeenth day of June to this 
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present,London, 30 July 1642; A True Million 
of tho Inking oi Mountjoy... by Col. Clotwortliy, 
London Aug. 4, 1642; Hugh Reilly’s Inland's 
Casa briefly stated, 1695; Berm's Hist of Hoi fast; 
"Ulster Journal of Ai ehseology, vol. i j Journals 
House oi Commons, Irol.; Rinuccini's Embassy, 
transl. Ilutron; Pi endorgast’s Cromwellian 
Settlomont; State Papers, Irel. Commonwealth, 
P. R. 0., Dublin ; Ludlow’s Mamoirs, ed. Filth; 
Hill’s MacDoriiudls of Antrim, and Montgomery 
MSS.; Lowry’s Hamilton MSS.; O’Callnghan's 
Hist, of tlia Irish Bng.ulab; O’Kelly’a Macarise 
Exciilmin, ed. O’Calliiglinii; Hart's Index Ex- 
purg ilorius Anglicauus ; Notes and Queries, IsL 

ser. it 457, 4t,b ser. xii. ISO, 237; Hist. MSS. 
Comm. 6th Rep. p. 418, bth Rop. p. 40?, 10th 
Rep. pt i. p. 49, pt. v. pp. 140, 141), 164, 179, 
1H0.1 B D. 

O’NEILL, SHANE, surnamed an-dio- 
mais, or ‘the proud,’ lord of Tyrone (1530 P- 
1667), was the eldest legitimate son of Con 
O'Neill, first earl of Tyrone [a. v.J, by 
Jtis wife ilfary, daughter of Hugh Boy 
O'Neill, lord of Olanlieboye. He was born 
uppuroutly about 1530. He was fostered 
among the O'Diinnellys, whence his title of 
‘ Lho Donnullyuu,' turn in 1031, when a mere 
infant, was carried oil' by force from flailo- 
Ui-Dlwnuglmile, now Castle Canlfoild, by 
Niall Og O’Neill. In the settlement of 
1542, when his father was created Earl of 
Tyrone, he was probably, on account of bis 
youth, passed over in' favour of his sup¬ 
posed eldir brother, Mill hew, or I'Vrdorach 
O'Neill, or K >lljr, created Baron of Dun¬ 
gannon. But being a man of overweening 
ambition, lie refused to submit to lus ex¬ 
clusion, and, on reaching manhood, he raised, 
with Ills father's cornu vanuo, a fnel ion against 
the Huron of IHmgununn. In 1661 govern¬ 
ment interfered, but 81iline nevertheless suc¬ 
ceeded in holding his own, though in one of 
the frequent skirmishes that took place, lie 
narrowly escaped capture by the Baron of 
Dungannon. Government would have beeu 
glad to get hold of him 1 anywise,' but Shane 
was too wary io allow linusolf to be cn- 
trupped as his father luid boon, und tin attempt 
on the part of Sir Thomas Cusack in tun 
spring ol 1652 to reduce him by force proved 
equally unsuccessful. In December the Earl 
of Tyrone was restored, and things reverted 
to their eld position, 

One of the principal motivos with the 
government in consenting to Tyrone's re¬ 
storation was the expectation of obtaining 
the assistance of the O’Neills in expelling’ 
the Hebridean Scots from their settlement a 
along the Antrim coast. Bub Shane, whoso 
policy at this time totaled to an alliauce 
with the MucDoimells, not only refused 
when eailod upon by Sussbx in 1660 to 


assist him, but actually joined his W, 
with those of J am os MaeDounell. The alii» 
were defeated, and Shane sued for and oL 
tained pardon. Bat bo continued to intrimi» 
with the Scots, and in the following year h 
lent underhand assistance to the JlacDoa 
nells against Sussex. The same year he ex' 
polled his father and the Buron of Dungannon 

who sought shelter, in the English Pale au j 
at the instigation of Hugh O’Donnell he 
assembled a large army on the borders of 
Tyrcounel against CaUagh O’Donnell fn T ] 
But he was utterly defeated by O’Doimeli j£ 
the neighbourhood of Strabauo, and Susses 
talcing advantage of the opportunity, invaded 
Tyrone, and restored the earl mid the Baron 
of Dungannon, lie was again pardoned 
but again in 1558 refused to assist 
against tho ScotH, and ‘ ilyd cruelly, wylfidiy 
and trayterously murlber bis brother, the 
Baron of Duimamiou, seko to repossessehhu- 
selfe of his father’s and brother's estates, and 
. . . cause his meu to pray and borne dyvers 
of tliu possessions of her Majesties true and 
good subjects in t lie Englysb pale.’ 

Notwithstanding bis misdeeds, Elizabeth 
shortly after her accession authorised Sussex 
lo recognise him us Ins father’s legitimate 
bueccssov. In taking this btep she cannothaie 
been unconscious of ueling unjustly to tin 
Baron of Dungannon; but her anxiety fin 
peace, and llie fact tliut Shane possessed the 
suffrages of his clan, and was already in quiet 
possession, led her to acquiesce in auau-imge- 
nient which from tho standpoint of govern¬ 
ment was repugnant to decency and honour. 
At the same time she insisted that Shane 
should acknowledge her authority, andsubmit 
his cause to her deputy, the Earl of Sussex. 
Bui Shane flatly refused even to meet Sussex 
until hostages had been given for bis safat^, 
though u\entuully be repaired to Dundalk, 
anil, ‘ lifter some proud and arrogant wordeb 
spoken,' consented to refer hiniBelf and his 
cause to her mtijesly’s commissioners. He in¬ 
sisted, however, on the recognition of his claim 
to dispose of bis urragbs or vassal chiefs as he 
pleased, which was the main point in con¬ 
tention, and Elizabeth, finding after a little 
time that lie was likely to prove mimanage- 
able, in August. 1500 revoked her former 
decision, and authorised Shane’s subjugation 
and tho rest ilution of rights to Matliew’ssou 
Brian, tho young baron of Dungannon, 1 being 
ye boyre in right.’ Preparations were ac¬ 
cordingly made to invade Ids country. But 
ho offered to submit, whereupon ‘therlo of 
Kyldave was with others sent to parle with 
him, who concluded with lrfm upon artycles, 
whereunto he subscry bed, and was swome 
to observe them, and to repaire with allspede 
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to tho Queene’s Majestie.’ His demaud for 
a safe-conduct under tlie queen’s own hand, 
though reflecting on the Earl of Sussex, was 
conceded, hut Shane manifested no inclina¬ 
tion to fulfil his promise; on the contrary, he 
endeavoured 1 by warres and other practicis 
to dratvo O'Donel, O'Raylie, and others. . . 
to joyu with him in his damnable and tray- 
terous enterpusys.’ In this he was not v ery 
successful, but it was clear that nothing but 
force would reduce him to submission. Efforts 
were accordingly made through the Earl of 
Argyll to detach the HacDonnells from him, 
while the hostility of O’Donnell and O’Reilly 
w as stimulated by the prospect of a coronet. 

The scheme failed, for O’Neill by a cleverly 
contrived stratagemsiiccecdod in getting hol’d 
of O’Donnell, and though Sussex proclaimed 
him a traitor, and harried his country with 
fire and sword, he managed not only to avoid 
capture, but also to keep a tight hold of his 
prisoner. Feigning an air of injured inno¬ 
cence, lie charged Sussex with hindering his 
approach to the queen by beginning ‘ an 
unjust w ar’ against bim, and swore roundly 
that until the garrison Sussex had placed in 
Armagh Cathedral was withdrawn he would 
not go near Elizabeth. Nor did he confine 
himself to mere piotests, and though nee a' 
venturing into the open, ho succeeded by 
watching his opportunity in t.o harassing the 
army that Sussex wus compelled to with¬ 
draw to Newry. Fixing tlie blame entirely 
on the lord-lieutenant, he expressed him¬ 
self willing, if the garrison at Armagh was 
withdrawn, to give hostages to the Earl 
of Ormonde for liis speedy repair into Eng¬ 
land, and, in order to demonstrate his ap¬ 
preciation of English, civilisation, he at the 
same time preferred a request for the hand 
of Sussex’s sister. Sussex, who must have 
regarded hie request as an insult, was not 
deluded by his professions, and insisted that 
his excuses were of ‘ the nature of Sir John 
Oaskon’s tales, who devysing them himselfe, 
beleved by often tellying of them that they 
were true in dede.’ Thinking himself j ustified 
in using every weapon, Sussex, while pre¬ 
paring to take the field once more, tried to 
bribe O'Neill’s messenger to assassinate him. 
The attempt, if made, failed, and, compelled 
to resort to more legitimate methods, Sussex 
inflicted considerable damage on O'Neill’s 
territory, when to his chagrin the Earl of Kil¬ 
dare arrived as the envoy of the government 
in Dublin with authority to treat. Shane, 
who was master of the situation^ declined to 
treat unless his demands, which included the 
evacuation of Armagh, were conceded. The 
Earl of Kildare, who was blamed for having 
too little regai d for the honour of the crown, J 


yielded, though he subsequently induced 
! Shane to waive his demand for the with- 
| drawal of tho garrison, and on 18 Oct. 1501 a 
treaty was arranged, and Slmne, having first 
obtained good security for his safe return, 
consented to go to England. 

The expenses of his journey were defrayed 
by government, and accordingly, accompanied 
by the Earls of Kildare and Ormonde, and 
with a tram suitable to his pretensions, he 
sailed from Dublin on 8 Dec., arriving in 
London on 4 Jan. 1502. His appearance at 
court and in the streets of London, attended 
by hia bareheaded gallowglasses in their 
safl'rou-coloured shirts and shaggy frieze 
mantles, caused un immense sensation. On 
6 Jan. he publicly submitted to Elizabeth, 
prostrating himself before her, and confess¬ 
ing his crimo and rebellion • with howling,’ 
as it seemed to the bystanders, who did not 
understand Irish. Being interrogated as 
to his claims, lie insisted that ha was the 
eldest legitimate son of Con O’Neill, and by 
joint consent of the nohility and people de¬ 
signated O’Neill. The surrender made by 
Con he maintained was invalid, ‘forasmuch 
os Con h id no estate in that which he sur¬ 
rendered but for life, nor could suriender it 
without the consent of t he nobility and people 
by whom he was elected to the honour cl 
O'Neill,' For the crown it was argued that 
Mathew, the lata baron of Dungannon, and 
bis son Brian claimed by letters patent and 
not by legitimation, end that the arrange¬ 
ment arrived at was by right of conquest. 
It was hopeless to attempt to reconcile view - 
j so diametrically opposed. But the question 
' that chiefly concerned Elizabeth was whether 
it was expedient or not under the circum¬ 
stances to recognise Shane's claims. Her 
word had been passed for his safety, but 
nothing had been said about the length of 
liis stay, and accordingly he was under one 
pretext and another detained in England, 
in the vain hope that something would turn 
up to rescue government from itB dilemma. 
But his detention was not without risk. On 
8 April de Quadra wrote to Ghnnvulle that 
Shane and ten or twelve of his principal fol¬ 
lowers had received the sacrament at the 
Spanish embassy in secret, and had promised 
to be perfectly steadfast on the question of reli¬ 
gion, and de Quadra, though he looked onhirn 
as little better than a savage, was not without 
hope that Philip when he saw fit to interfere 
in English affairs would find a useful instru¬ 
ment in him. Something of this seems to 
have come to Cecil's ears, and the murder of 
Mathew’s son Brian by Turlough Luineach 
O'Neill [q. v,] on 12 April furnishmga reason¬ 
able excuse to get rid of him, he was allowed 
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1 0 return to Ireland about tlie middle of May. and provisioned that before three week 1 Hi 
He was acknowledged os actual captain of elapsed or a battlo Lad been fought Sue 
Tyrone, with a general reservation of the was obliged to withdraw into the PabT^i 
rights of Mathew’s younger son Hugh, after- fortnight later he again took the held 'ant 
wards carl of Tyrone [q. v.J In return he crossing the Blaohwater at Braintree iib 
promised to keep the peace with his neigh- fcrnted as far as Ologher. A thousancif 
hours, to submit his grievances to arbitration, Shane’s cattle wore captured; but they bawl 
and not to molest the garrison at Armagh. lufheed for the needs of the army and , 
He landed at Dublin on 20 May 1GG2, ong the second expedition ended like tT 
but, hearing that ‘not iii dnyes before kys first, in failure. Orders were given for 
landyng’ Turlough Luinoach had caused general hosting; but the gentry of the 
himself to he created O’Neill, he declined showed no willingness to respond to the cill* 
to mako any stay in the city, and having and, obliged to acknowledge himself beat™’ 
caused the queen’s proclamation in his favour Sussex retired to Drogheda. 1 

to be published, he departed the sumo day Force Staving failed, Ormonde and Kildare 
with a guard into Tyrone. Boosting of the were sent to try what could be effectedbv 
victory he had obtained over Elizabeth, ho diplomacy; but Shane stoutly refused to 
soon made it apparent what value he at- abate one jot of his pretensions as O'Neill 
taclied to tho concessions extorted from him and the negotiations were broken off. But 
in England by breaking thorn in overy single for the shame of it, Elizabeth would have 
particular. When Sussex landed about tho onsented to purchase peace even at his own 
end of July, he hod a long story to toll of price. She knew that to yield to his de- 
Shane's lawless behaviour in harrying Ma- mauds would touch Sussex to the quick- 
guire and tho Scots, and in levying forces but she implored him to farther Sir Thomas 
against Con O'Donnell. Determined to catch Cusack's proposals for an agreement rather 
him by fair means or foul, heremindedhimof than to force hor to grant Shane an unqunli- 
his promise to submit his grievances to arbi- fiedpardon. Accordingly, early in September 
-tration, and sent him an ambiguously worded Cusack and the Earl of KildaTo met 
safe-conduct, appointing a meeting at Dun- at Drumcrco. Professing his willingness to 
dallt. But Shane was too wary to be en- obsorve his faithfulness to her majesty bo 
trapped after that fashion, and Sussex was laid the blame of his recent behaviour on 
fain to content himself with reminding him Sussex, whom he charged with persistent 
of bis ' ‘ * attompts to assassinate him. He could not, 

liconse. .... he declared, omit the statutes and ordinances 

plundered Tyrconncl, and reduced Maguire of his predecessors, as neither he nor bis 
to the direst extremities. Maguire warned subjects WBrosltillodin thoEnglishlawjbut 
the lord lieutenant that unless O'Neill was understanding that it was not her majesty’s 
eftectuallyeubducd, ho would ba'tbe strongest intention to deal sharply with him, he was 
man of all Erlond.’ ooutenl to consent to a treaty, by which 

Sussex and Fitz william, the latter of whom he gained everything and yielded nothin" 
was despatched to England to report povson- (see tho form of peace made at Drnmcreo 
ally on the situation, were convinced that 11 Sopt. 15G3, in Cal. Carew MSS. i. 862), 
nothing hut force would bring Shane to his Tho surrender on tho queen’s part was corn- 
senses. Meanwhile, until Elizabeth’s oonsont plet 0 , and though Sussex contrived to put a 
could be obtained to that course, the lord good face on it, he felt the disgrace keenly, 
lieutenant was obliged to act ou the du Even Elizabeth, when alio saw the conditions 
fensivc. He managed to detach Tuilougl of the treaty, was moved to anger, and with 
Luinoach from Shane, which somowha 1 hor own hand struck out a clause exempting 
crippled him; but, hoaring that he wa. Shane from attendance on the viceroy‘ante- 
meditating a fresh attack on Con O’Donnell quam intolligat an is ost illi amicus et fate- 
ha determined, if the report proved correct rabilis an non,’ and referring any differences 
‘to drawe downe tliarmy to Armagh; tkntmiglitarisebotwoenhimandtkegovem- 
agynst the full moone, w“ h will staio him ment to arbitration. Shane was of course 
from goyng into eny other countrio while I indignant, and insisted on having the original 
w ,!l the Armye snalbe in his count rie,' treaty signod, or none at all. But the queen 
Moved by Sussex’s representations, Eliza- thought sho had yielded enough, and Shane, 
both reluctantly consented to tho employ- who had other projects on hand, agreed to a 
ment of force, and preparations were made temporary cessation of hostilities, 
to take tho field agnmBt Shane early in I-lis prisoner, Calvagh O’Donnell, who for 
April 1GG8, On G April the army en- nearly three years had preferred to suffer ths 
camped at Armagh, hut so badly equipped mostexquisitetorturesrathertlmnyieldtohis 
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demands, submitted about this time, and-was 
liberated, on condition that be surrendered 
Lifford, together -with his claim to the over- 
lordship of Inisliowen, and paid a heavy ran¬ 
som. But O'Donnell, instead of fulfilling his 
part of the bargain, appealed to the govern¬ 
ment for assistance, and Shane was obliged 
to enforce his demands with the sword. lie 
managed to get hold of Oon O'Donnell, C'al- 
vagh’s eldest son, and shortly afterwards 
captured Lifford. For some time past Shane 
had regarded the encroachment of the Scot¬ 
tish settlers on the Antrim coast with dis¬ 
trust. The growth of a strong indepen¬ 
dent power in that quarter would, he 
felt, prove fatal to his design of extending 
his dominion over the whole of Ulster, and 
he was therefore anxious to take advantage 
of his truce with the government to expel 
the intruders. A letter from Lord Robert 
Dudley, urging him to do something to merit 
the queen’s favour, arrived opportunely, and 
Shane naively replied that he knew of no 
better service he could render than to expel 
her majesty’s enemies the Scots. His in¬ 
tention was applauded by the government, 
and in September li e attacked the Scots under j 
Sorley Boy MncDonnell [q. v.l in the neigli- j 
haurliood of Coleraine. Neither side could ' 
claim the victory, hut Shane was able to 
point to it as an earnest of hiB good intentions. 
Shortly after Easter in the following year, 
1665, he again invaded Olandeboye, and pro¬ 
ceeding from Edenduff Carriole northward 
by way of Brouglisliane and Ologh, he de¬ 
stroyed almost every trace of the Scottish 
settlements along the Antrim coast. On 
2 Ray he encountered the MacDonnells in 
the neighbourhood of Ballycastle. Out¬ 
numbering his enemies by more than two to 
one, he gamed a complete and bloody victory. 
Among liis prisoners were James MaoDoimell 
and his brother, Sorley Boy. 

His victory caused a great sensation, and 
produced a feeling something akin to con¬ 
sternation in government circles, especially 
when it was known that he had already com¬ 
menced colonising those parts with his own 
people. Master of the north, he was less 
inclined than ever to treat with Elizabeth 
except on equal terms. It was clear that 
Sir Nicholas Arnold’s policy of setting the 
Irish by the ears was producing disastrous 
results, and in June Elizabeth had made up 
her mind to entrust the government of Ire¬ 
land to Sir Henry Sidney fq. v.] It was not 
till January 1580 that he landed at Dublin. 
Notifying Shane of his arrival, he called on 
him to appoint (^parley at Drogheda orLun- 
lalk. Shane replied by fixing a meeting at 
Dundalk on 6 Feb. The date was incon- 
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venient to Sidney, and Shane, either know¬ 
ing it to he so, or because he had thought 
better of it, refused to meet him at all until 
the peace concluded with Cusack atDrum- 
cree on 11 Sept. 1683 was confirmed, and his 
additional petitions, including the hand of 
Sussex’s sister, were granted. He reminded 
the deputy of Sussex’s treacherous behaviour 
towards him, and of the frequent attempts 
made to assassinate him. He knew Sidney's 
‘ sweetness and readiness for all good things,’ 
but his ‘timorous and distrustful people’ 
would not, he declared, suffer him to run 
the risk. He eventually condescended to 
offer to meet the deputy in the open fields, 
and Sidney, though he thought proper to 
decline the proposal as incompatible with 
the dignity of the crown, promised to send 
commissioners to the borders to treat for a 
ratification of Cusack’s peace. 

But to Leicester, Sidney opened his mind 
more freely. ' I believe,’ he wrote, ‘ Lucifer 
was never puft vp w tb more pryde nor nmby- 
tyon than that Onele ys.’ Far from being 
sony for his rebellious behaviour, he had tola 
the commissioners that ' if yt wear to do 
agaynlwould do yt, for my ancestoryswaar 
kyngys of Vlster, and VIsterwas thearys, and 
Vlster vs myne, and shalbc myne.’ ‘ He con¬ 
tinually kepytli 600 armed men, as it wear 
his Janyzery about hym; he ys able to bring 
to the field a thousand horamen and 4,000 
footmen; he hath alredy in Dundrum, as I 
am credybly aduertysed 200 toon of wvne 
and mutch more he lokyth for; he ys "the 
only strong man of Ireland; hys cuntro 
was neuer so ryteh nor so inhabyted; he 
armyth and weaponnyth all the peasantes of 
his cuntre, the fyrsl that ever so dyd of 
an Iiyshman; he hath agentys contynually 
m the coor of Scotland and w th dyuers 
potentates of the Irysli Scottes.’ ‘ Trust me, 
my lord,’ Sidney concluded, ‘ he ys able if 
he wyll to hum and spoyle to dublyn gates 
and go away vnfoght? Sidney's letter was 
submitted to the queen, and afterwards laid 
before the privy council. Every one, Cecil 
wrote, was inclined to the extirpation of the 
proud rebel, and the queen, perhaps with a 
view to minimise the expenditure, proposed 
to send over Sir Francis Knollys fq. v.] to 
consult with Sidney as to the best course to 
ursue. Knollys arrived in April, and oon- 
rmed Sidney’s proposal for a winter cam¬ 
paign, After some hesitation Elizabeth 
yielded her consent, and preparations were 
made for Shane’s extirpation.^ 

Meanwhile Shane, thinking, in the insolence 
of his pride, that Elizabeth, because she hesi¬ 
tated to Btrike, was really afraid to do so, had 
been busily intriguing in support of Mary 
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' iueen of Scots, The reconciliation of Mary 
and Argyll had greatly encouraged him in 
the belief that ono determined effort would 
lead to the emancipation of Ireland, and in 
April he addressed letters to OharleH IX 
and the cardinal of Lorraine, calling on them 
(o assist him in expelling the English, and 
promising for himself ana his successors to 
become tno humble subjects of the crown of 
Franco. Elizabeth had rightly conjectured 
that on hearing of the preparations that were 
being made against him, he would ‘ break his 
bryclclo peace.’ About the middle of July he 
invaded the Pale with fire and sword, hut 
an attempt to capture Dundalk was repulsed 
with heavy loss. lie was proclaimed a traitor 
i in 3 Aug. 1680, and, probably feeling that the 
outlook was critical, he burned Armagh, 
razed most of his castleSj entered into nego¬ 
tiations for a reconciliation with Alexander 
Oge MacDonnell, and sent a pressing message 
la the Earl of Desmond, urging him to join 
noth him against the English. It was Sep¬ 
tember before Colonel Edward Randolph 
[q. v.] landed at Derry, and the middle of the 
month when Sidney ontered Tyrone. Pur¬ 
suing his usual tacLics, Rhnnc, though able 
to muster four thousand foot and seven hun¬ 
dred horse, evaded a battle, contenting him¬ 
self with hanging on the rear of the enemy 
and cutting off stragglers. At Lifford Sidney 
effected a junction with Randolph, and, leav¬ 
ing reinforcements with him, crossed the 
Foyle into Tyrconnel. Donegal. Ballyshau- 
non, RelleekJ and Sligo wero eupt urod, and 
having re-eslablisliedO’Donnell in his former 
possessions, the deputy continued his journey 
into Oonnanglit. 

Beyond the loss of somo corn and onttlc, 
the uaual results of a raid, Shane had suffered 
comparatively little, and, the death of O’Don¬ 
nell in the hour of his triumph affording him 
apparently an opportunity to recover all I hat 
lie had lost, ho invaded Tyrconnel. TIo was 
defeated by Randolph, but, the death of the 
English commander speedily gave him nil 
the advantages of a victory. At first being 
harassed by the attacks of tho Soots under 
Alexander Og MaoDouncll, lie wrote to the 
lord deputy and council, expressing his readi¬ 
ness to agree to the articles of Sir Thomas 
Cusack's pence, But his overtures meet ing 
with no response, ho renewed his application 
for assistance to the court of Franco, and en- 
doavoured to secure tho support of the Earl of 
Argyll,sending him as a propitiatory oiFering, 
among other things, the robes of stain givon 
by Henry VIII to his father Oon. In May tho 
garrison at Derry was withdrawn, and Shane 
at once seized the opportunity to invade Tyr- 
connel, lie was defeated', and iris ariny 


almost annihilated by the O’Donnells in tl lf , 
neighbourhood o f Letterkenuy. Riding forhh 
very life, he managed, ‘ under the ffuidan Mn f 
a party of the O’Gallaghers/ta reach his own 
country in safety. For a moment he thought 
of appoaling to Sidney for mercy with a row 
round his nock, but was ultimately persuaded 
to appeal to tho MaoDonnells fur assistance 
Taking with him Iris captive, Sorley Boy 
and Oatherino MacLean, Formerly wife of (M- 
vogli O’Donnell, subsequently O'Neill’s mis¬ 
tress, but now his wife, and altom led by a few 
retainers, he made his way to Oushendun. It 
was a foolhardy step, but'possibly, if lie could 
have kept a civil tongue in his head, the Mac- 

Donnells miglithave consented toareconcilia- 

t ion on his own forms of restoring Roriey Boy 
surrendering Olandoboye, and payings heavy 
flue. It is doubtful whether his assassination 
was premeditated, hut hisinjuries to the Mac- 
Donnolls were too fresh in their memory to be 
easily forgotten, and it is probable that when 
boated with wine he may have irritated them 
by his insolent behaviour boyond endurance, 
lie mot his death on tho evening of 2 Juno 
1567. lie was litorally hacked to pieces, 
and his body, 1 wrapped in a kerne’s old shirt/ 
was thrown into a piL near the place of his 
assassination. A reward of 1,0004 had been 
offered by the stato for his body, one thousand 
murks for his head, and 600/. * to him that 
shall kill him, though he bring neither headt 
nor bodie.’ Of this Iris murderers seem not 


to have been awavo; but the governor of 
CurrickftTgus, Captain William Piers, ‘by 
whose devise the tragedie was practised,’ 
having managed to get hold of his head, and 
sent it, 1 pickled in a pipkin,’ to Sidnoy, ob¬ 
tained the promised reward. It was stuck 
on a polo over Dublin Castle, where it was 
seen by Campion in 1671. Shane’s body is 
said to have been privately buried in the 
Franciscan monastery at Glenorm. A local 
tradition (Hill, MaoDonnells of Antrim . 
p 146) st at os that soon after his burial there 
a friar from Armagh appeared at the gate of 
the monnst ory to claim it, 1 Have you/ ashed 
the friar, ‘ brought with you the remains of 
.Tames MacPommll, lord of Antrim and Can- 
tiro, who was buried among strangers at 
Arnwgh P ’ The monk confessed that lie had 
not. 1 Then,’ replied the friar, * whilst von 
continue to tread on tho grave of James, lord 
of Antrim and Oantiro, know ye that we 
here in Glenarm will tramplo on the dust of 
your great O'Neill.’ Shane O’Neill was at¬ 
tainted by net of parliament in 1669, and hi-, 
lands declared forfeit to tliB crown, but no 
advantage was taken of tins act till after the 
Ilight. of Hugh, carl of Tyrone, in 1607. 

O’Neill married, first, Catherine,daughter 
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of James MaeDonnell, lord of Cantire, and 
by her, whom he divorced, he had two sons, 
Shane Oge, who was slain in battle by Philip 
O'Reilly in 1581, and Ilenry, for some time 
a prisoner in Dublin Castle, who escaped with 
Hugh Roe O'Donnell[q. v.] in 1092, and was 
alive in 1616. By Catherine MacLean, wife 
of Calvagh O’Donnell, whom he apparently 
married in 1505, ho had at least two sons— 
Art, sometime a prisoner in Dublin Castle, 
who, escaping in 1592, was frozen to death 
among the icklow mountains; and Hugh 
Geimhleach ‘ of the fet ters,’ who is said to have 
been hanged by Tyrone with his own hand in 
1590. He had also a sou Con by a daughter 
of Shane Ogo Maguire, who was alive in 1014. 
Other sons of doubtful origin attributed to 
him are Brian, Cormac, Edmund, Niall, and 
Turlougli. Judged even by the lax standard 
of his age, ho was a bad man—n glutton, a 
drunkard, a coward, a bully, an adulterer, and 
a murderer. He could speak no language ex¬ 
cept Irish,and was unable even tosignkisown 
name. Ilis views were limited to the aggran¬ 
disement of his power in Ulster, but within 
those limits he displayed somu of those qua¬ 
lities that go to make a great ruler. He was 
treacherous, vindictive, and cruel, but in 
these respects he was as much sinned against 
assinning. His diplomacy was tho diplomacy 
of tho age of Catherine de’Medici, hut in that 
diplomacy he was a past master. Coming at a 
later time, ho might havo proved a dangerous 
enemy to England. As it was, the poverty 
of the mown and the unwillingness of Eliza¬ 
beth to fritter away her strength in petty 
quarrels gavB him an importance which he 
would otherwise nob have possessed. 

[Cal. State Papers, Eliz., Ireland, Foreign 
and Spanish; Cal. Curew MSS., Annals of the 
Four Masters, ed. O’Donovan; Ulster Journal of 
ArehastJogy, i. 160, ii, 218, iii. 259, Hi. 45, ix. 
122; Irish Statutes, Dublin, 1785, i. 322 j Cata¬ 
logue of Cottonian MSS.; Irish Genealogies in 
Ilarl. MS. 142 0 ; O'Sullivan-Eeare's Historire 
Catholic® Tbcrnia! Compendium ; Hooker’s con¬ 
tinuation of llolinshod; Hill’s MaoDonnells of 
Antrim; Fronde's llist.. of England; Bagwell's 
Ireland nndor the Tudors; Kilkenny Archied, 
80 c. Journal, 4lh sor. viii. 449, ix. 53.] R. D. 

O’NEILL, Stb TURLOUGH LUI- 
NEACH (1530 P-1595), lord of Tyrone, was 
styled Luineaob from having boon fostered by 
O Luinigli of Muintir Luiuigh in Tyrone; he 
was son of Niall Oonallach O’Neill, a grand¬ 
son of Art Og O’Neill, a younger brother 
of Con mor O'Neill, the father of Con, first 
earl of Tyrone, and was bom about 1630. 
His mother wnsvRose, daughter of Manus 
O'Donnell fq. v.] He became tanist when, 
his cousiu Shane [q. v.] was elected O’Neill., 


In 1562, when Shane was detained in Eng¬ 
land, he tried to supplant him as chief of the 
clan, and it was probably m pursuit of bis 
aim that on 12 April he waylaid and mur¬ 
dered, bolweeu Newry and (Jarlingtord, the 
young baron of Dungannon, Brian, the son ot 
Mathew or Ferdorach, and brother of Hugh, 
subsequently second earl of Tyrone [q.v.] 
Ilis intention to usurp tho chieftaiuship was 
frustrated by the loyalty ofShaiui's foil crera, 
the O'Donnellys, and by the opportune re¬ 
turn of Shane himself. His conduct natu¬ 
rally produced a coldness between the two 
kinsmen, and Sussex took advantage of it 
to draw Turlough into a combination against 
Shane. But, finding after a short experience 
that his alliance with the government was 
not likely to be productive of much benefit 
to him, Turlough came to terms with Shane, 
and after his death in June 1687 was in¬ 
augurated O'Neill with the customnry cere¬ 
monies at Tullaghoge. 

Fearing the vengeance of the gorernmeut, 
lie apologised for his 1 thoughtless ’ behaviour, 
offered to renounce the title of O’Neill, and 
to prove his loyaLty by not entertaining any 
Scottish mercenaries without license. It was 
thought best to wink at his misdemeanours, 
and furlough, who had not the slightest in¬ 
tention of abandoning either the policy or 
the pretensions of Ins predecessor, had time 
to strengthen his pusition. To this end ho 
contracted an alliance with O'Donnell, made 
overtures for a reconciliation with tho Mac- 
Donnells, offering to marry either the widow 
or daughter of .Tames MaeDonnell, and, in 
order to mitigato thohostility of theMacQuil- 
lins, gave one of his daughters in marriage to 
Rory Oge MacQuillin. Notwithstand¬ 
ing his protestations of loyalty, there was 
only one interpretation to be placed upon his 
conduct, and in June 166S Sir William 
Fitz william [q. v.] formed a plan to lay hold 
of him, which was frustrated by the lord 
justice’s inability to provision his army. 
Later in the year Turlough met Sir Henry 
Sidney [q. v.] at the Bann, and created a 
favourable impression. Rumours were subse¬ 
quently current of an understanding between 
him and James Fitzmaurice Fitzgerald [q.v.], 

‘ the arch traitor; ’ but Turlough apparently 
found sufficient to occupy his attention in 
Ulster. In the summer of the following 
year (1669) he married Agnes Campbell, 
widow of James MaeDonnell; but the mor- 
riage, though it brought him considerable 
accession of strength from a milita.y point 
of view, proved in other respects of doubtful 
advantage. Before long it was reported 
hat lie had ‘ eaten himself up' by support¬ 
ing liis new allies, and would gladly be 
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rid of them and his wife at any price. To add 
ro his discomfort, it was said that ho had 
been accidentally shot by liis jester while 
sitting at supper with his wife. But Sir 
Nicholas Malby, who was inclined to regard 
him with suspicion, was of opinion that he 
was merely ‘ winning time,’ana thathe would 
never be content with less than the absolute 
control of his urraghs or feudatory chiefs. 
To this the government would not consent; 
hut on 20 Jan. 1671, acting, it is said, by the 
advice of his wife, but more probably by the 
intervention of Six Edward Moore [q. v.T, he 
agreed to a temporary peace in order to afford 
tune to enable him to submit bis demands to 
the queen, Meanwhile he promised to dis- 
miss his Scottish mercenaries, but declined to 
be drawn into a combination againBt them. 

Matters continued in this uncertain state 
till the rumour of the intended colonisation 
of Antrim by Sir Thomas Smith in the spring 
of 1572 drove him into active opposition. 
Professing his doubts as to Smith’s authority 
for his undertaking, he took measures to 
render it abortive. But the prospect became 
more serious whonit was known that Smith’s 
project had been taken up by Walter Deve- 
reux, earl of Essex [q. vi] Refusing to be 
deluded by Essex’s specious announcement, 
that the expedition was directed against the 
Scots, and not against loyal Irishmen, Tur- 
lough declined to render him the assistance 
he demanded ; and in February 1674 Essex 
prepared to carry out his threat of wasting 
him with fire and sword. But for this his 
resources proved inadequate, and in March he 
consented to a truce, promising to transmit 
his petition to thequeen. Elizabeth,who had 
been inclined, on the first news of Essex’s in¬ 
ability to moke good his footing in Ulster, ‘ to 
lap up ’matters withTurlougli, but could not 
make lip her mind to any consistent policy, 
now ordered her deputy to givo Essex every 
assistance in order to bring Turlougli to his 
senses. Accordingly, in September Easex 
invaded Tyrone. Turlougli suffered severely. 
But the expedition was productive of little 
advantage to Essex; and tho eagerness with 
which Ktzwilliam obeyed Elizabeth’s fresh 
instructions for a disbandment produced a 
coldness between him and Essex, which 
Turlough endeavoured to improve to his own 
advantage by addressing ‘a politic letter’ to 
the deputy, favourably contrasting his con¬ 
duct with Essex’s. But Elizabeth was an¬ 
noyed at Filzwilliam’s precipitancy, and 
Turlough, fearing that the storm had not 
blown over, sent his wife to the viceroy to 
sue for peace. Me still insisted on having 
his urraghs, and ton days were given him to 
reconsider his position. It was deeply mor- 
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tifying to Essex, just when things seemed 
to be improving, to learn from Elizabeth 
herself that his enterprise had proved a 
failure, and that all that remained to he 
done was to induce Turlough to consent to 
reasonable conditions ‘ as our honour may 
best be salved,’ and, if possible, to erect l 
fort at the Blackwater. Essex obeyed with 
a heavy heart; but seizing the oppoitunitv 
of an attempt on Turlough’s part to hiadat 
the erection of the new fort, he crossed the 
Blackwater, captured twelve hundied of his 
cattle, and pressed him 60 hard that he was 
compelled, at no little personal risk, to seek 
safety in a neighbouring bog. Turlough there¬ 
upon submitted, and on 27 June 1676 articles 
of peace were signed whereby he promised 
to surrender his urraghs, to keep the peace 
with O’Donnell, the baron of Dungannon, 
and others of tho queen’s loyal subjects, and 
to assist in expelling the Scots. In return 
he was to receive a grant of all the lands 
from Lough Foyle to the Blackwater, and 
from tho Bunn to Lough Erne; to be ev¬ 
en sed from coming to any governor against 
his will; and to bo allowed, ‘ for the better 
security of hie person,’ to retain three hundred 
Scots, bo long as they were not of the Mac- 
Donnell connection. 

Tho treaty was a victory for Turlough; 
and to prove that his rebellious behaviour 
was solely, as he declared, due to Essex’s 
arbitrary conduct, he took the opportunity 
shortly afterwards to present himself be¬ 
fore Sir Henry Sidney at Armagh, ‘without 
Pleadga, Promia, or Hostage,’ and so won 
upon the lord deputy that, while refusing 
to countenance his petition for ‘as ample an 
Estato and Rule as others of his Surname 
heretofore have had,’ he recommended that 
he Bhould he treated leniently so far as his 
urraghs were concerned, and that he Bhould 
bo ennobled by the title of Clononeill for life, 
which Sidney thought could not be long,‘cou- 
sideringe his Age, wounded and imperfect 
Boddyo, his ill Diet, and contynuallSurfett’ 
(Collins, Sidney Pagers, i. 78; cf. Derricei:, 
‘Image of Ireland,’ in Somers Tracts , i. Oil, 
and the corresponding woodcut illustrating 
Turlough’s submission). Sidney’s suggestion 
was approved; hut it was not till May 1678 
that a patent creating him Baron of Ologher 
and Earl of Olanconnell was passed, The 
retirement of Sidney from the government 
of Ireland, the outbreak of the rebellion in 
Munster, tho questionable behaviour of Tnr- 
lougk himself in refusing to meet Sir Wil¬ 
liam Drury [q. vj, coupled with the fact 
that he and the Baron of Dungannon had 
beoome fast friends, frustrated the realisa¬ 
tion of Sidney’s proposal. After Drury's 
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death, on SO Sept, 1679, he assumed a more 
menacing attitude. It was reported that 
the pope had promised him the principality 
of luster; and evidence was forthcoming 
of an understanding between him and Vis¬ 
count Baltinghs. All Sir William Gerard’s 
tact, and an offer to confirm the agreement 
with Essex, failed to pacify him. To Captain 
Piers, who was sent to remonstrate with him, 
he insisted on having his urraghs; nothing 
less would satisfy him, Provided his demand 
was conceded, he swore not to leave a Scot 
in Ireland. When the news of the defeat of 
the deputy, Arthur, lord Grey deWilton [q.v.l, 
at Glenmalure reached him, he plundered 
the territory of his recalcitrant urragh Ma- 
gennis, and threatened to invade the Pale 
with five thousand men. Only the Baron 
of Dungannon held out against him, and 
he, by his own account, was compelled to 
betake himself to the woods for safety. But 
with the south of Ireland iu a blaze, it was 
impossible to do other than temporise with 
him. He petitioned to have the benefit of 
his letters as Earl of Olanconnell j to be re¬ 
established in the rights and privileges of 
his ancestors j to have one hundred soldiers 
in the pay of the state, together with the 
command of the fort on the Blaekwater 
and a grant of lands in the English Pale. 
Grey promised to transmit his petition, and 
on these terms peace was concluded at Ben- 
biirh in September 1680. 

But his treaty with the government did 
not prevent him from refusing to surrender 
William Nugent [q. v.], who had taken refuge 
■with him, or from retaliating on O’Reilly, by 
ravaging his country far and wide for having 
in fair and open battle slain Shane Oge, the 
eldest son of Shane O’Neill, and token his 
brother Con a prisoner; or from assisting Con 
O’Donnell against his uncle, Hugh MocALanus 
O’Donnell, at the bloody battle of Kiltole on 
4 July 1681. Grey, who had lost all patience 
with him, suggested his extirpation; but 
Elizabeth, who lrnew too well the cost of 
such fruitless enterprises, advised concilia¬ 
tion, and on 2 Aug. the peace of September 
was confirmed, and his controversy with 
O’Donnell referred to commissioners. But 
Justice Dowdell and Michael Cusack, who 
somewhat tardily were appointed for the 
business, failed to give him satisfaction; and 
in June 1683 Turlough, who had recovered 
from a dr unk en trance, which had lasted two 
days and given rise to a rumour that he was 
dead, invaded Tyrconnel, but was defeated 
by O'Donnell with heavy loss at Drumleen. 
Early in the folloVing year it was reported 
that he had made the Baron of Dungannon his 
tanist, and that they had entered into a close 


alliance with O’Donnell. The combination 
appeared a dangerous one to Bagen&l, buc 
j whatever disloyalty there may have been in it 
S} aporated with the appearance of Sir John 
Perrot [q. v.] on the borders. Without ask¬ 
ing either for pardon or protection, Turlough 
met the deputy half a mile outside Newry; 
and, having put in his eldest son Art as a 
pledge, accompanied him on his expedition 
against the Scots. He was deserted by 
O’Oahan and the O’DonneUys, who went 
over to Sorley Boy MacDonnell [q, v.l, and 
so slenderly accompanied that, according to 
Captain John Norns, he durst only lie where 
he might be defended by Norris’s troops. 

But Turlough, though old, was far from 
being so insignificant as Norris supposed. He 
attended the opening of parliament in May 
1686, but it seems doubtful if he over took 
his seat. Later in the year he was induced 
by Perrot to consent to surrender the posses¬ 
sion of that portion of his territories lying 
between the Mullaghcam mountains and 
the Blaekwater to the Earl of Tyrone, at a 
sort of yearly rent of one thousand marks. 
The agreement took the form of a seven 
years’ lease, terminable by Turlough at the 
end of three years. The arrangement, con¬ 
firmed by Perrot on 10 Aug., worked badly 
from the first, and in May 1686 Turlough, at 
the instigation of his wife, demanded resti¬ 
tution of his lands. But the difficulty was 
smoothed over, and Perrot suggested that 
he Bhould be created Earl of Omagh, which, 
besides gratifying him, would effectually 
serve to extinguish the name of O’Neill. 
TO this fruitful source of discord between 
Turlough and the Earl of Tyrone was added 
another, arising from the fact that, whereas 
the latter supported the faction of Hugh 
MacManus O’Donnell and his youthful son 
Hugh Eos [q. v.], Turlough supported that 
of Hugh Mao Deaganach and Niall Garv. 
In consequence of this dispute, Tyrone in 
April 1688 attacked Turlough, and captured 
some three or four thousand head of cattle 
belonging to him. Turlough was taken off 
his guard; but, with the assistance of Hugh 
MacDeaganach and Niall Garv, he inflicted 
a terrible defeat on Tyrone at Carricklea on 
1 May, At Michaelmas, the three years, 
according to the agreement between them, 
having elapsed, Turlough again demanded 
the restitution of his lands. It was impossible 
to deny his right to enforce his claim, and 
the privy council were for persuading Tyrone 
‘ to surcease his further claim to the rest of 
the years.’ But Fitzwilliam, who feared that 
to give back the land to Turlough would 
throw the balance of power into the hand3 
of the sons of Shane O’Neill, contrived to 
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induce liim to withdraw liis claim, and to riage of his great-grandfather, the Key 
accept an increase of rent for the remaining Arthur Chichester, with Mary, daughter of 
four years, Neither side was satisfied with Ilenry U’Neill of Shane’s Castle, co. An- 
the arrangement, and in one of the numerous trim, the first cousin of the first Viscount 
encounters that toolt place between them O'Neill. In 1868 the peerage, originally 
'furlough was shot through the shoulder with conferred in 1793, and extinct on the death 
a bullet. Ilia power, which had long been of tbe third Viscount O’Neill, was restored 
waning, began rapidly to decline after the to Chichester under the titlo of ‘Baron 
restoration of Hugh line O’Donnell, and in O’Neili of Shane’s Castle.’ O’Neill exhibited 
May 1693 he resigned in favour of the Earl remarkable talent and ability as a performer 
of Tyrone, who was inaugurated O'Neill, on the violin and organ, especially the latter 
Subsequently, on 28 June, he was awarded instrument; he was also a skilled sinner and 
a life interest in the Strabane district, while composer. On the occasion of tbe visit of 
the earl’s supremacy was acknowledged over Prince Artliur(DukeofOonnnugbt)toShano’s 
all Tyrone. But tbe old fighting spirit was Castle in 1869, Lord O'Neill composed the 
not yet extinct in him, and in May 1694 he poetry and music of an ode which he accom- 
offered, with three thousand men, armed and pnnied on the organ at the performance. He 
paid by the state, to assure Ulster to her frequoiillyolIiciateilasorgruiistinthcDuhlia 
majesty. Latterly he was desirous of repair- cathedrals, and composed church music,glees 
ing to Dublin, and in Juno 1696 the Poppin- and songs, all remarkable for purity of style 
juy was sent to convey him thither. But and grammatical accuracy, Some of these 
Tyrone, who was warned of his intention, pieces have been published. He died on 
wed his castle of Slrnbane, and he was 17 April 1883, at, Hlinue’s Castle. He was 
driven to seek the shelter of a neighbouring twice married: first, in 1839, to Henrietta 
ruin, where lie died early in September 160o, (tf. 1867), eldest dauglit er of Robert Torrens, 
and was buried at Ardstraw. judge of the common pleas in Ireland, by 

There is a pen-and-ink portrait of Turlough whom ho had 1 hree sous mid a daughter; se- 
Lumeach by Barnaby Gooch, ‘ rudely drawn condly, in 1868, to Elizabeth Grace, daughter 
but greatly resembling himin ‘State Papers/ of John Torrens, D.B., nrchdeacon of Bublin. 
Irel. Eliz (xlv. 60, it,; 

The name of Turlougli's first wife is not 
known, but he had n son Henry, killed in 
1678 in action against the O’Gallagkcrs. Iu ONSLOW, AliTIIUIt (1691-1768), 
1669 he married Agnes Campbell, widow of speaker of the House of Commons, bom at 
James MacDounoll, and by her had Sir Art Chelsea on 1 (Jet. 1091, was elder son of 
O'Neill, who married a daughter of Cueon- Foot Onslow, first commissioner of excise, by 
nackt Maguire. He lind also numerous ilk- Susanna, daughter and heiress of Thomas 
gitimate children. Anlaby of Elton, in the East Hiding of York- 

[OabStiilo Tapois, Ireland, Eliz.; Cal, Corow Bliire, and widow of Arnold Col wall of Wood- 
M9S.; Annals of the Four Masters, cd, O’Dono- ford, Essex. 11 is great-grandfather was Sir 
van; Annals of Loch C4 (Rolls Sur.); Ikvereux’s Richard Onslow (1601-1001) [q. v.J He was 
Lives of the Earls of Ess ot ; Strypo’s Life of Sir educated at Winchester and matriculated at 
Thomas Smith, Hill’s MueDonuells of Antrim ; Wftdhftm College, Oxford, as a fellow com- 
Bugwell’s Ireland undertheTudors; Irish Genoa- mouor on 12 Oct. 1708, but look no degree, 
logies in Jfarl. ATS. 1426.] It, D. lie wn« nailed to the bur at the Middle Temple 

O’NEILL, WILLIAM CH[CHESTER, in 1713. He was recorder of Guildford and 
first Bakoh O'Nuilt. (1813-1883), musical high steward of Kingston-on-Thames (1787). 
composer, born ou 3 March 1813, at tko rosi- Ho became* a bencher of the Inner Temple 
(knee of his father, the lte\. Edward Olii- in 1728. 

Chester (d. 18101, rector ofKilmore, Armagh, At a by-election in February 1720 Onslow 
was educated at Foyle College, Londonderry, bad boon returned to tlis Houseof Commons 
and at the High Schoul,,Shrewsbury, under in the whig interest for the borough of Gnild- 
Br, Butler, lie graduated, at Trinity Col- ford^vkichheconlinuedtoiepresentuntilthe 
loge, Dublin; was ordained in 1837, and was dissolution in July 1727. Only litres refer- 
appointed to a prebendal stall in Christ onoes to Onslow’s speeches during tbe period 
Okurcli Cathedral, Dublin, in 1848. By tbe ho was a private member are known. Ho 
death of John Bruce O’Neill, third viscount took part in the debate in November 1722 
O’Neill, younger son of John O’Neill, first ou the proposal for raising 100,000/. upon 
viscount [q, v.], in 1836, he came into pos- the real and personal estifces of the Roman 
session of the groat estatoa of the O'Neill catholics, and ' declared his abhorrence of 
family, to whom he was related by the mai> persecuting anybody on account of their 


[Memoir by Archdeacon Hamilton,; privets 
information.] ~W. fl. C. 
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opinions in religion’ (Pari. Hvsb.Vm. 52). In 
April 1723 he strenuously opposed the motion 
for the reiersalof Bolingbroke’s attainder(7J. 
liii. 462), and in March 1726 he supported 
llichard Hampden's petition ‘ in considera¬ 
tion of his great-grandfather, who made a 
most nobla and courageous stand against 
arbitrary power in opposing ship-money, 
and fell the first victim in the glorious cause 
of liberty’ (tb. viii. 515). At the genoral 
election in August 1727 Onslow was re¬ 
turned both for Guildford and for Surrey. 
He elected to serve for Surrey, and con¬ 
tinued to represent that county until his 
retirement from the House of Commons at 
the dissolution in March 1761. At the 
opening of the new parliament, on 28 Jan. 
1728, he was unanimously elected speaker of 
the House of Commons, an office to which 
he was re-elected in 1735,1741, 1747, and 
1754 (ib. viii. 620; i*. 684; xii. 214; xiv. 
87; xv. 822). Onslow was sworn a mem¬ 
ber of the privy council at Hampton Court 
on 26 July 1728 (London dinette, 1728, 
No. 0694), and on 13 May 1729 accepted 
tho post of chancellor and keeper of the 
great seal to (jueen Onroline. He was ap¬ 
pointed treasurer of the navy on 20 April 
1734, an office which he resigned in April 
1742 1 because the opposition said that liis 
attachment to the court uroso from inte- 
lost ’ (Waipoxo, Memoirs of the Deign of 
George II, i. 129). His speech to the king 
on 2 May 1745, on the occasion of present¬ 
ing the Money Bills (Journals of the House 
of Commons, xxv. 8-9), was the last pro¬ 
rogation speech entered at length in the 
‘Journals ’ of either house (Diary and Cor¬ 
respondence of Lori Colchester, 1861, ii. 
488). In May 1761 he made a ‘ noble and 
affecting speech’ against the Kegency Bill 
(W aipokg, Memoirs of the Deign ofQeorge II, 
i. 120-8; Pari. Hist. xiv. 1017-28). In con¬ 
sequence of failing health Onslow resolved 
to retire from parliamentary life, and on 
18 March 1761 the thanks of the House of 
Commons wore unanimously voted to him 
‘for hie constant and unwearied attendance 
in the chuir during the course of above thirty- 
three years in five successive parliaments.’ 

In returning thanks Onslow was deeply 
affected, and confessed that ‘the being 
within these walls has ever been the chief 
pleasure of my life.’ A further resolution 
for an address to the king, that he would he 
'gracipualy pleased to confer some signal 
mark of his royal favour ’ upon the retiring 
speaker, was also unanimously earned (ib. 
\y. 1018-16). tkccorflingly the king, by 
letters patent dated 20 April 1701, granted 
Onslow an annuity of 8,0004 for the lives | 


of himself and liis son George, a provision 
which was further secured to him by an act 
of parliament passed in the following year 
(2 Geo. Ill, c. 88). The freedom of the city 
was voted to Onslow at a court of common 
council on 5 May 1701 ‘ as a grateful and 
lasting testimony of the respectful love and 
veneration which the citizens of London en- 
tertainof his person and distinguished virtue.’ 
He was admitted to the freedom on 11 June 
following, but declined, ‘ on account of liis 
official position,’ to accept the gold box of 
the value of one hundred guineas which 
had also been voted by the court (London's 
Doll of Fame, 1884, p. 42). He died on 
17 Feb. 17G8, aged 76. ‘nis death,’Wal¬ 
pole records, ‘was long and dreadfully pain¬ 
ful^ but he supported his agony with great 
patience, dignity, good humour, and even 
good breeding’ (Letters of Horace Walpole, 
v. 8G). He was buried at Thames Ditton, 
Surrey, but his body and that of liis wife 
were afterwards removed to the burial- 
place of tho Onslow family in Merrow 
Church in the same county. A monument 
was erected to his memory by bis son George 
in the north aisle of Trinity Church, Guild- 
lord, and there is a tablet to him and his 
wife in Thames Ditton Church. 

Onslow was a man of unblemished in¬ 
tegrity and much ability. He was the third 
member of his family who had been speaker 
of the House of Commons. Ho speaker has 
ever supported the privileges of the House 
with more firmness, or sustained the dignity 
of his office with greater authority. 'His 
knowledge of the constitution equalled his 
attachment to it. To the crown lie behaved 
with all the decorum of respect, without 
sacrificing his freedom of speech. Against 
encroachments of the House of Lords he 
was an inflexible champion. . . . Though to 
conciliate popular favour he affected an im¬ 
partiality that by turns led him to the bor¬ 
ders of insincerity and contradiction; and 
though he was so minutely attached to 
forms that it often made him troublesome in 
affairs of higher moment, it will be diffi¬ 
cult,’ says Horace Walpole, * to find a sub¬ 
ject whom gravity will so well become, 
whose knowledge will be so useful and so 
accurate, and whose fidelity to his truetwill 
prove so unshaken ’ (Memoirs of the Deign 
of George III, i. 51-2). He used frequently 
to declare that ‘the passing of the Septennial 
Bill formed the era of the emancipation of the 
British Houso of Commons from its former 
dependence on the Crown and the Hones of 
Lords ’ (Ooxn, Memoirs of Sir Dobert Wal¬ 
pole, 1798, i. 76). On being asked what would 
be tlie consequence of naming a member, he is 
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said to Lave answered,‘ TLe Lord in lieaven 
Lnows' (Hatsell, Precedents qf Proceedings 
in the House of Commons, i. 287), 

In June 1701 Onslow was elected a trustee 
of the British Museum, in the establishment 
of which he had taken the greatest interest. 
Several books, now long forgotten, were 
dedicated to him, Uis 1 Character of Arch¬ 
bishop Abbot upon reading Lord Clarendon's 
account of him, written in 1723, is appended 
1 o the ‘ Life of Dr. George Abbot, Lord Arch¬ 
bishop of Canterbury,’ Guildford, 1777, 8vo. 
His speech on presenting the Money Bills to 
the king on 20 April 1740 was published in 
pamphlet form (London, 1740, 8vo), where 
it is erroneously stated that the speech was 
delivered on 20 April 1780. A number of 
Onslow’s notes will be found in Burnet's 
‘ History of his own Time,’ 1888, and in the 
second volume of Ilatsell. His correspon¬ 
dence with the Dulco of Newcastle, 1738-66, 
is preserved in the British Museum (see Iudov 
to the Addit. MSS. 18S2-7, p. 873). The 
Ohuidon Library (at Olandou Park, Surrey), 
formed by hiiu, and containing many books 
with his autograph notes, was sold at 
Sotheby’s in March 1883. 

Onslowmarried inl720Anne (1708-1703), 
daughter of John Bridges of Thames Ditton, 
and niece and coheiress of Henry Bridges or 
Bmbei' Court, in the same parish, by whom 
ho had a son, George Onslow, first earl of 
Onslow [q. v.j, and a daughter Anne, who 
died unmarried on 20 Dee. 1761. 

A whole-length portrait of Onslow, in his 
speaker's robes, by Sir Godfrey Kneller, is in 
the National Portrait Gallery. There oro 
portraits of him in the hall of Wadham 
Oollege and in the town-hall of Guildford, 
Onslow is the principal figure in the' Itouso 
of Commons,’ painted by Hogarth and Sir 
James Thornhill, which was exhibited at 
the loan collection of national portraits at 
South Kensington in 1807 ( Catalogue, No. 
286), an engraving of which is given in 
Nichols and Stevens's ‘Genuine Works of 
'William Hogarth’ (ii. opp. 286). There aro 
several engravings of Onslow by Faber and 
others after Hysingj and a curious one of 
him, ‘in his seat at St. Margaret’s Church, 
Westminster,’by A. Walkor, forms thoi'ronti- 
spiece to Wilson’s 'Ornamonts of Churches 
considered,’ Oxford, 1701, 4to, 

[Walpole's Memoirs of tbo Boign of George II, 
1817; Walpole’s Memoirs of the Boign of 
Georgo III, 1845; Walpole's Letters, 1857, 
vols._ i. ii. iii. iv.; Hatsoll’s Precedents of Pro¬ 
ceedings in the House of Commons, &o., 1818, 
pp. ii, vi-vii, 228, 238-7, 241, 854, 381, 393-7, 
in, 189 j Browno -Willis's Notitia Parlia- 
mentaria, 1760, id. 118; Manning’s Speakers of 


the House of Commons, 1861, pp. 435-40 - 
Nichols’s Literary Anecdotes, 1813-15, vols i 
ii. iii. iv. viii, ix.; Nichols's Literary Iliustal 
tions, 1817-68, iii. 492, iv. 252-4, v. 186 
vi. 480; Nichols and Stevens’s Genuine Works 
of William Hogarth, 1808-17, i. 259-60 ii 
285-8; Boswell’s Life of Johnson (ed. s'j* 
Hill), ii. 185, v. 380; Georgian Bra, 1832 i' 
537-8 ; Gent. Mag. 1788, p. 91; Braylev and 
Britton’s History of Surrey, 1850, i. 308, 343.4 

ii. 58, 104, 415, 433; Collins's Peerage, 1812 ' 
v. 472-8; Burke’s Poerage, 1892, p. 1068 ’ 
Foster’s Alumni Oxonienses, 1600 - 1714(18911 

iii. 1090; Gardiner's Begistors of Wadham Col¬ 

lege, Oxford, 1889, pt. i, pp. 435-6; Notes and 
Queries, 8 th ser xi. 220, 405, 8 th ser. in. 167 
25S, 318; Official Beturn of Lists of Members 
of Parliament, pt. ii. pp. 44, 58, 07, 79,02 104 
117 1 Brit. Mus. Gat.] G. F. 


ONSLOW, GEOEGE (1731-1792), poli¬ 
tician, was the eldest son of Lieutenant- 
general Eicliard Onslow, M.P. for Guildford, 
by his second wifo, Pooley, daughter of 
Charles Walton of Little Burstead, Essex. 
Admiral Sir Biolinrd Onslow [q. v.J was his 
brother, and Arthur Onslow [g. v.j, speaker 
of the Ilouse of Commons, his unde. He 
wub born on 28 April 1781, and became a 
lieutenanl-eoloucl in tbe lBt foot guards on 
27 March 1769. He succeeded hie father as 
one of the members for Guildford in March 
1760, and continued to sit for that borough 
until his retirement from the nouse of Com¬ 
mons at the dissolution in March 1784. At 
the outset of his parliamentary career Onslow 
was ono of Rockingham's supporters. Hs 
was ‘tho single member who said that No. 45 
was not a libolj’ and he voted against the ex¬ 
pulsion of Wilkes (Cavendish:, Pari. De¬ 
bates, i. 124-6, 220-7). _ no voted for the 
repeal of the Stamp Act in 1760 (ii, ii. 26-8), 
but subsequently changed his viows, and be¬ 
came an adherent of the Duke of Grafton. 
On the report of the address in November 
1767, Onslow ‘ divorted the house with pro¬ 
posing, inimitation of tho Romans, who used 
to send senators to inquire into the state of 
theirprovinces, to despatch Grenville to Ame¬ 
rica on that errand’ (Walpole, Memoirs of 
the Feign of George III, iii. 116—17; The 
Works of Benjamin Franklin, 1838, vii. 871- 
373). On 9 Doe. 1768 he brought before the 
notice of the house ‘a paper of seditious 
nature ’ which had been stuck up at the cor¬ 
ner of Bond Street, and for which one Joseph 
Thornton, a milkman, was subsequently com¬ 
mitted to Newgate (Cavendish, Pari, De¬ 
bates, 5.101-2), On 8 May 1770 he opposed 
Burke’s resolutions relating to the disorders 
in Nor ih America, and callfd upon him ‘to 
found tho censure upon established truth, not 
upon vague and general declamation' (Pari, 
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Mist. xvi. 1007, 1010). In 1771 lie took the 
leading part in the proceedings against the 
printers for publishing the parliamentary 
debates (ib. xvii. 68-119), and by these 
means rendered himself so unpopular that ho 
was hanged in effigy on Tower Hill, on the 
same gibbet with the speaker (ib. xvii. 1025). 
On 22 Feb 1775, while opposing Wilkes's 
motion for expunging the resolution of 17 Feb. 
1769 respecting his expulsion, he informed 
the house that he had been bred a soldier, an d 
went on to declare that ‘though my abilities 
are as short as my person, yet, if by taking 
thought, I could add a cubit to them, I would 
willingly be a grenadier on the present occa¬ 
sion, whore the necessary power, the honour, 
and dignity of the House of Commons are so 
strongly attacked’ (ib. xviii. 868-74). In 
December 1777 Onslow protested strongly 
against pence, insisting that * it was better to 
lose America by arms than by treaty,’ and 
asserting that the rebellion had been 'fo¬ 
mented, nourished, and supported by the in¬ 
flammatory speeches and other means used 
by the incendiaries in that house’ (ib. xix. 
616-7). In February 1780, during the de¬ 
livery of an extraordinary speech against the 
petitions for economical reform, he was called 
to order no less than seven or eight times 
(ib. xxi. 82-3). In March 1781 he spoke 
against the Contractors Bill, and said that 
if it was passed he 1 should not wonder to 
see 6ome other gentleman start up and pro¬ 
pose to bring in a bill to exclude the military ’ 
(t‘4. xxi. 1390-1). He opposed Sir John Rous's 
motion of want of confidence in Lord North's 
ministry in March 1782 (ib. xxiii. 1176-7), 
and m February 1783 warmly defended Lord 
North from a personal attack made on him 
by Thomas Pitt (ib. xxiii. 663-4). Onslow 
spoke for the last time in the nouse of Com¬ 
mons on 22 March 1784, when he once more 
broached his favourite theory that Gibraltar 
was not worth keeping (ib. xxiv. 788-9). He 
died on 12Nov. 1792, at Dunsborough House, 
Ripley, Surrey, from the effects of a carriage 
accident. 

Onslow, who was ‘ a short, round man, 1 is 
happily described by-Walpole as ‘ one of those 
burlesque orators who are favoured in all pub¬ 
lic assemblies, and to whom one or two happy 
sallies of impudence secure a constant atten¬ 
tion, though their voice and manner are often 
their only patents, and who, being laughed at 
for absurdity as frequently as for humour, 
obtain a license for what they please ’ (Me¬ 
moirs of the Reign of George III, ii. 286). 
He is frequently confused with his cousin, 
George Onslow (afterwards first Earl of Ons- 
low) fq. v.] Walpole sometimes refers to him 
as ‘ the younger Onslow,’ and to his cousin 


as ‘the elder Onslow, though the colonel ap¬ 
pears to have been a few months older than 
the earl. In the journals of the day he wa» 
known as ‘Little Cocking George’ (Oayeh- 
disu, Pari. Debates, ii. 877-8). He succeeded 
his cousin George as outranger of Windsor 
Forest in 1763. 

Onslow married, on 29 July 1762, Jane, 
daughter of the Rev. Thomas Thorpe of 
Chitlingham, Northumberland, by whom he 
hod four sons—viz. Richard, born 13 Jan. 
1754; George, born 7 April 1764; George 
"Walton, born 25 June 1768, vicar of Send 
(1762) and of Shalford with Bromley (1800), 
and rector of Wisley with Pyrford (1806), 
all in Surrey, who died on 18Feb. 1844; and 
Arthur, bom 80 Dec. 1773, rector of Merrow, 
Surrey (1812), and of Orayford, Rent, who 
died on 29 Nov. 1861—and one daughter, 
Pooley, horn 8 March 1768, who married, 
first, on 28 Jan. 1788, Rear-admiral Sir 
Francis Samuel Drake, hart.; and, secondly, 
on 13 June 1801, Arthur Onslow, serjeant- 
at-law, recorder of and M.P. for Guildford. 
Some of Onslow's letters to the Duke of 
Newcastle are preserved in the British Mu¬ 
seum (sea Index to Addit. MSS., 1882-7). 
An etching by ‘ J. S.,’ dated 1782, is men¬ 
tioned by Bromley. 

[WalpoIo’sMemoirs of the Heigu of George III. 
1846, ii. 91, 181, 287, iii. 116-17, 286-7, 
Wraxall’a Hist, and Posthumous Memoirs, 1884, 
ii. 229-30; Trevelyan’s Early Hist, of 0. J. Fox 
(1881), pp. 832,339, 348, 376; Gent. Mag. 1788- 
pt. i. p. 82, 1792 pt. ii. 1060, 1801 pt. i. p. 671, 
1884pt. i. p. 227,1844pt.i. p.659, 18fi2pt.i.p. 
103; Collins’s Peerage, 1812, 7 .476-7; Foster')* 
Poerogo, 1883, p. 642 ; Notes and Queries, 861 
ser. iii. 289, 360; Official Return of Lists of 
Members of Parliament, pt. ii. pp. 117,131,143, 
ICO, 169.] G. F. E. B. 

ONSLOW, GEORGE, first Eahi. or 
Ohseow (1781-1814), bom on 13 Sept. 1781, 
was the only son of Arthur Onslow [q. v.], 

S Anne, daughter of John Bridges of Thames 
tton, Surrey, He was educated at West¬ 
minster School and Peterhouse, Cambridge, 
where he was created M. A. in 1700. Onslow 
rejresented Rye in the House of Common® 
from April 1764 to March 1701, and at the- 
general election In Aprill701 he was returned 
for Surrey, which he continued to represent 
until his accession to the Ilouse of Lords. 
During the debate on the Regency Bill in May 
1786 he seconded Rose Fuller’s motion for 
making the qneeD.i&gent(GrenvillePapers, iii. 
20,28), and opposed Morton’s motion for re¬ 
instating the princess-dowager’s name ( Chat¬ 
ham Correspondence, ii. 809; Waipoee , Let¬ 
ter/,iv. 863-4). Though hitherto oneofLord 
Temple’s most devoted followers, Onslow 
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accepted the post of a lord of the treasury ing strangers from the gallery of the House"! 
ott the formation ofLoi'd Rockingham's first Commons, and in calling ike print era of new»i 
administration in July 1705, and was ad- papers to the bar of the house for pnblishiiw 
mitted to the privy council on 28 Deo. 1707. the debates (ib. ii. 258, 377, 378,380-1 mf 
In spite of his former friendship with W ilkes, 888, 389,308,390,397, 446,465). i n Ju 
Onslow on 14 April 1769 moved thatWilkos’s 1772 Onslow supported a motion for leai 
fourth election for Middlesex was null and to bring in a bill for tho relief of protestant 
void,andonthefollowin^day carried a resolu- dissenters, and strongly advocated the pro- 
lion by a majority of fifty-four that Colonel priety of granting them relief in the matter 
Luttrell ‘ought to havo been returned’ of subscription {Pari. Hi1 st. xvii. 483 - 4 ) 
(Cavendish, Pari. Debates, i. 360-86). On lie was created Baron Cranley, in tiie countv 
14 July 1760 ho was accused in the 4 Pub- of Surrey, on 20 May 1776, and took his seat 
lie Advertiser ’ by Horne Tooke (then the in the House of Lords on the following day 
Rev. John Horne, vicar of Brentford) of {Journals of the House qfLords,rseoavPim 
having accepted 1,0007. to procure a place On 8 Oct, in the Bame year he succeeded hi 
for a person m America. Onslow denounced cousin Richard as fourth Baron Onslow and 
the story as 1 a gross and infamous lie from Clandon, and on the 30th of the some month 
beginning to end,’ and brought an action for was sworn in as lord-lieutonant of Surrey 
libel against Tooke (W oodfall, Junius, 1814, He spoke for tho first time in the nouse of 

i. 186-96). The trial took place before Mr, Lords on 16 April 1777, when ho urged that 
Justice Blackstone at Kingston on 6 April some provision bIiouM be made for thedis- 
1770, and Onslow was nonsuited. It was charge of the king’s debts, and ‘launched 
triad again before Lord Mansfield at Guild- . into encomiums of tho personal and political 
ford on 1 Aug. following, when Onslow j virtues of the sovereign’ {Pari. Hist, xk. 
obtained damages for 4007.; but judgment 103—1). Kesigning his seat on the treasury 
wns arrested by the court of common pleas board, Onslow was appointed comptroller oi 
in Easter term 1771, on technical grounds tho household on 1 l)uc. 1777. OnlSMiy 
(WII.SON, Deports, iii, 177-188), On 26 Jan. 1778 he voted against the attendance of the 
1770 Onslow opposed Dowdeswcll’s resolu- IIoubb of LordB at Chatham’s funeral,though 
lion that the House of Commons was bound lio * formerly used to wait in the lobby to help 
on matters of election ‘to judge according him on with his grout-coat’ (Waipoib, 
to the law of tho land and the known and Letters, vii. 06). In December 1770 Onslow 
established law and custom of parliament ’ became treasurer of the household, but xe- 
(Parl. Hist. xvi.790-1). In the same session signed that offico on his appointment as a 
he introduced a bill taking away all privileges lord of tho hodchambor in September 1780, a 
of parliament from tho servants of members, post which Iib rotainod until his death. Re 
which, with the aid of Lord Mansfield in tho appears to havo spoken for the lost time in 
II 0 U 66 of Lords, became law (10 Geo, IH, 0 . the House of Loras on 19 March 1788, when 
50). During the debate on Serjeant Glynn’s ho supported tho third rending of the East 
motion for an inquiry into the administration India Declaratory Bill {Pari. Hist, xxvii. 
of criminal justieo on 0 Dec. 1770 Onslow 247-8). Onslow was one of tho Prince of 
warmly defended Baron Bury the, whose con- Wales’s friends who were sent on that ex- 
dnet had been attacked by Sir Joseph Mow- traordinary mission to Mrs. Fitzherbert, to 
bey (Pari. Hist. xvi. 1286-8). When the tell her that the life of the prince was in im- 
membt'rs of the nouse of Commons were minont danger, and that only her immediate 
turned out of tho House of Lords on 10 Dee. presonco could save him (Lansdalii, Mmoirs 
1770, Onslow, in retaliation, immediately pro- qf Mrs, Fitzherbert, 1856, pp. 118-19). Ho 
posed that the House of Commons should be was also present at the marriage of the 
‘cleared of strangers, membors of the House of prince to Mrs. Fitzherbert in December 1785 
Lords, and all,’but ho did not move for a com- (Lucky, Hist, of England, 1887, v. 88-9). 
mittee to inspect the journals of the House Onslow was in the royal coach, in his ca- 
of Lords, as is stated in Walpole’s ‘ Memoirs pacity of Iord-in-waiting,when the king was 
of the Iteign of George III’ (iv. 218). This mobbed on his way to open, parliament on 
motion was made by Dunning, and Onslow 20 Oct. 1795 (Diary and Correspondence of 
voted against it (CAvmsrDisn, jP«j7. Debates, Lord Colchester, 1861, i. 2-3; George the 

ii. 148-56). On 7 Feb. 1771 Onslow opposed Third, his Court and Family, 1821, ii. 248- 
Sir George Savile’s attempt to bring in a bill 250), Tierney’s motion in the House of Corn¬ 
ier 4 more effleotually securing the rights ’ of mens for an inquiry into Onslow’s conduot 
electors (ib. ii. 248-9, 261), In the same with regard to the mauneirin which the aot 
session he took an active partwithliis cousin, to provide for the defence of the realm had 
George Onnlow(2731-1792)[q. v.J, in exdud- been carried into effect in the county of 
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Surrey was negatived by 141 votes to 22 on 
8 May 1798 (Diary and Correspondence of 
ford Colchester, 1 . 164; Journals of the 
Rouse of Commons, liii. 652). Onslow was 
created Viscount Cranley and Earl of Onslow 
on 19 June 1801. He died at Ckndon Park, 
Surrey, on 17 May 1814, aged 82, and was 
buneci in Morrow Church. 

Walpole describes Onslow as ‘a noisy, 
indiscreet man ' (Memoirs of the Reign of 
George III, iv. 218), while ‘Junius ’ calls him 
a ‘ false, silly fellow ’ (Woodimix, Junius, i, 
19S). He held Lho posts of outranger of 
Windsor Forest from 1754 to 1703, and of 
surveyor of the king's gardens and waters 
from 1761 to 1764; he was created D.O.L. of 
Oxford University on 8 July 1773, and served 
as colonel of the Surrey regiment of fencible 
cavalry from 23 May 1794 to 27 Marcli 1800. 
Six of Onslow’s letters to Pitt, written early 
in 1760, are published in the ‘ Chatham Corre¬ 
spondence ’ (ii. 874-5,378-88,391-0,402-4). 
Two interesting letters to Temple from 
Onslow are given in the * Grenville Papers ’ 
nil. 63-4, 75-7), and two to Wilkes, written 
in the most friendlv terms, in WoodfalTs 
‘Junius 1 (iii, 230-3). His correspondence with 
the Duke of Newcastle [see Pelham, after¬ 
wards Pet.iia 31 -IIom.es, 1693-1708], some 
papers relating to his prosecution of Home 
fooke, and soveral letters to Wilkes and ot hors 
are preserved in the British Museum (see In¬ 
dices to the Addit. MSS. 1864-87). 

Onslow married, on 16 June 1753, Hen¬ 
rietta, eldest daughter of Sir John Shelley, 
hart., of Michelgrove, Sussex, by whom he 
had four sons and one daughter. A pastel 
portrait of Onslow, by John Russell, was ex¬ 
hibited at the winter exhibition at the Gros- 
venor Gallery in 1889 ( Catalogue , No. 209). 
There is a whole-length mezzotint engraving 
of Onslow by William Ward, after Thomas 
Slewardson. 

Ilis oldest son, Thomas Onslow, second 
Eabl of Onslow (1765-1827), commonly 
known as ' Tom Onslow,’ was M.P. for Rye 
from 1776 to 1784, and for Guildford from 
1784 to 1806. He married, first, on 20 Deo. 
1776, Arabella, third daughter and coheiress 
of Eaton Mainwariug-Ellerker of Risby Park, 
Yorkshire j and secondly, on 13 Feb. 1783, 
Charlotte, daughter 0 f william nala of King’s 
Walden,Hertfordshire, and widowof Thomas 
Dunoombe of Buncombe Park, Yorkshire, 
and died on 22 Feb. 1827, aged 72. He was a 
man of eccentric humour, with an absorbing 
passion for driving four-in-hand, which is 
commemorated in one of Gillray's oarica- 
tureB (Weiqui $nd Evans, Historical and 
Descriptive Account of the Caricatures of 
James Gillray, 1851, p. 463), and in the lines 


What can littleT. 0. do? 

Why, drive a phaeton and two!! 

Can little T. 0. do do more? 

Yes, drive a phaeton and four I!!! 

[Walpole's Memoirs of the Reign of GoorgoIIL 
1815,vola iii.andiv ; Walpole's Letters, 1867-9, 
Grenville Papers, 1852-3, vols, ii. and in.; Tre¬ 
velyan's Eirly History of 0, J Pox, 1881, pp. 
182-3, 324, 320, 121; Wrax ill’s Historical and 
Potlmmous MomoirB, 1884, v. 3118-10, Brayley 
and Britton’s Hist, of Suirey, 1850, i. 377, 383, 
ii. 67, 60, 104, 112, 148, 433, v. 148, 170, 181, 
Collins's Peerage, 1812, v 476,479-81: Doyle’s 
Official Baronag,, 1886, i. 701-3, Burke's Peer¬ 
age, &c., 1892, pp. 1058, 1215, Gent. Mag 
1814pt i.pp 525,703-4,1827pt.i pp.269,488. 
Welch's Alumni Westmon 1852,p. 548, Gradual! 
Cantebr 1823, p. 319; Foster’s Alumni Oxon. 
1715-1S50, iii. 1012, Official Return of Lists of 
Members of Parliament, pt. ii. pp 119,131,143, 
158, 172,182,191,207, 222; Notes and Queries, 
8th ser. iii. 289, 375.] G. F. R. B. 

ONSLOW, GEORGE or GEORGES 
(1784-1853), musicul composer, bom on 
27 ,Tuly 1784 at Clermont-Ferrand, Auvergne, 
was the son of Edward Onslow (youngest 
son of the Earl of Onslow), and of his wife, 
Mile. Bourrleilles dB Brantoine, a lady of 
great beauty In early life Onslow was 
taught music as part of the ‘polite edu¬ 
cation of a gentleman of quality.’ On being 
sent to England to he educated, he studied 
under Hulhuandel and Dus set, and, after the 
latter left England, under J. B. Oramer. 
Onslow subsequently returned to Auvergne, 
lairing with him his pianoforte, the first in¬ 
strument of the kind to be heard in the Puy- 
de-Ddme At this period of his career his 
main idea seems to have been the attainment 
of great mechanical dexterity. He, however, 
turned his attention to composition on hear¬ 
ing extracts from Mozart’s operas in the con- 
cert-room, and proceeded to Vienna to perfect 
his musical oducalion. There he remained 
two years. But it was when he heard at Paris 
Mfihul's overture to ‘Stratonice’ that (as he 
himself said) ‘ I experienced so violent an 
emotion that I felt myself penetrated Bud- 
denly by sentiments which till that moment 
were quite unknown to me..., From that day 
I saw music in a different light ’ (of. Gazette 
Musicals de Paris, October1863). At twenty- 
two years of age he began composition by 
taking as a model a Uio of Mozart’s, and he 
wrote a number of works on similar Inna 
which were published later, In these he 
showed talents which he was advised by a 
friend,De Murat (afterwardsPrSfet duNord), 
to cultivate under a competent teacher. This 
he found in Reicba, a pupil of Haydn, then 
just arrived in Paris (1808), In order to 
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play classical chamber-music lie also learnt 
llie violoncello, Though living almost en¬ 
tirely at Clermont, he frequently visited 
Paris, and during one of these visits three 
string quintets by him were performed at 
Pleyel's house, and published in 1807. Two 
pianoforte sonatas and a set of quartets fol¬ 
lowed, and increased his reputation. 

At the suggestion of his friends, Onslow 
attempted dramatic composition, the fruit s 
of which were the operas : 1. ‘L'Alcaldeda 
la Yega/inthreo acts,produced ntthcThfi&tre 
Feydeau, 10 Aug. 1824, 2. ‘Le Colporteur,’ 
oIbo in three acts, at the same theatre, 22 Nov. 
1827 (cf. Quarterly Musical Magazine and 
Iteview, 1826, x. 840), 8, ‘ Lo Due de Guise,’ 
8 Sept. 1837. None of those achieved more 
than a succfa A'estime, the overture of the 
second work alone surviving for any length 
of time. In 1882 Onslow was elected one 
of the first honorary members of the Phil¬ 
harmonic Society in London, for which lie 
wrote a symphony. In 1829, while boar- 
hunting near Novors, Onslow sat down to 
make a note of a musical idea, when he was 
struck by a spent ball that lacerated his ear, 
and loft him partly deaf fortho remainder of 
his life. The musical idea ho subsequently 
developed into the once famous quintet, No. 
16, each movement of which is named aftor 
some phase in hia illness. Thus the first 
when minor is called ‘ La douleur,’ when 
major ‘La fiftvro el 1c d£lire;’tlic audanlo 
1 La convalescence,’ and tho finale ' La gn£- 
rison.’ On 10 April 1831 his first symphony 
—an arrangement of an oarlior quintet—was 
played at a Conservatoire concert in Paris, 
ana with some success; eight other sym¬ 
phonies of his woro subsequently given at 
the samo concerts. In 1838 ho came into a 
large foitune by the death of the Marquis 
de Fontages, whoso only daughter ho had 
married. In November 1842 lie defeated 
Adolphe Adam by ninetoon votes to seven¬ 
teen for the ebair in the Institut rendered 
vacant by tho death of Chorubini (cf. Athe¬ 
naeum, 28 Nov. 1842, ip, 1010). Onslowvisited 
Paris for the last time in 1852. He died 
suddenly, after a walk at daybreak, on 3 Oct, 
1853, at Clermont. 

His compositions, the number of which is 
enormous, include: (1) Symphonies, op, 41, 
42; (2) thirty-four quintotB; (3) thirty-six 
quartets j (4) six trios for pianoforte, violin, 
and violoncello; (8) a number of duels for 
violin and pianoforte; (6) a sextet (op. 80); 
(7) a septet (op. 79); (8) a nonet (op. 77); 
(0) sonatas for pianoforte alone, and for 
pianoforte and another instrument, besides 
(lie dramatic and other works mentioned in 
the text. Tho earlier quintets (which are 


by far his best compositions) w^T^pT~ 
with two violoncello paits, some of whidi 
were arranged subsequently, with one violon¬ 
cello and one double-bass part. Onslow’s 
works, one or two of which are heard even 
now occasionally, reveal skill, natural talent 
and refinement; hut he was devoid of the 
power of self-criticism, and consequantlv 
wrote and published too much. IHsi ar ™ 
privato means and high social position enabled 
him to publish all his works, and to secure 
their performance. But he has been well if 
somewhat severely, characterised bv a French 
writer as ‘ a composer who passed the half 
of his life in searching for a [true] musical 
sense.’ J 


[Georges Onslow: EaquisaaparAuguateGuthy■ 
Notice historiqno snr la vie ot les travaux de 
Georges Onslow, par F. Halivy, ■ lne dans la 
aiienee de l’AcacUmie dos Bcnux-Arta de 11a- 
slitut de Franco du 6 octobre 1856,’ a somewhat 
verbose work, reprinted in his Souvenirs et Por¬ 
traits, Paris, 1801; Lo MiSnostrel, Paris, 1863-4, 
p. 113, by D’Ortiguo ; Scudo’s Critique etlittf- 
mture musienles (s. v. ‘ do la Symphonic et de le 
Musiquo imitative,’ p. 279 ot soq.), Paris, 1850; 
Schumann in ‘Musik und Hnsikcr/vol. i. briefly 
criticises Onslow’s A major symphony; Eiehl’s 
Musikaliselie Ch.irakterkopfo, Stuttgart, 1867; 
Athonmum, 1868, p. 1233 ; Biographio Univar- 
sello (Michaud), Paris, 1843-86; Nouvello Bio¬ 
graphic Gdndrale, Paris, 1862, &c.; LnronsBe’s 
Biot. Univorsol du xi.V Sidcle, Paris, 1874, xi.; 
Fdtis’s Bing. Universolle des Musicions.l 

B. H. L. 


ONSLOW, RICHARD (1628-1671), 
speaker of the House of Commons, was 
second hou of Roger Onslow of Shrewsbury, 
by his first wife Mnrgarot, daughter of Tho¬ 
mas Poyncv of Shropshire, presumably a 
momber of the family of Poyner settled at 
Bestow. Tho family of Onslow had long 
boen sol lied at (Inslow and otlior places in 
the county (Enron, Antiq. of Shropshire, 
vol, x.) lloger Onslow lived chiefly inLon- 
don, though lio belonged to tho Mevcers’Com- 

a of Shrewsbury. Ills eldest son, Fulk, 
tbo office of clink of parliament under 
Elisabeth; married Mary Scott, a widow; 
died 8 Aug. 1002, ngod 80, and was buried at 
Ilatfield, wliuro thero is an inscription to his 
memory in tho chancel of the church (Ctara- 
tebtvuok, Hertfordshire, ii. 300). Richard 
Onslow was called to the bar from the Inner 
Tomple, and in 1602was autumn reader. His 
progress at the bar must havo been very 
rapid, ns in 1508 he was made recorder of 
London. lie sat in tho parliaments of 1657- 
1568 and 1602-3 as member for Steynuty 
Sussex, and represented that borough till his 
death. Oil 27 June 1600 he became solid- 
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tor-general, having previously held the at¬ 
torney-generalship to theDuehy of Lancaster 
and the court of wards, and after the death 
in 1606 of the speaker of the House of Com¬ 
mons, John Williams, Onslow was early in 
October chosen to fill his place. He did not 
wish to be speaker, urging various technical 
objections—his attendance as member of the 
council at the sittings of the House of Lords, 
and his own unworthines3—but his ■wishes 
were overruled. He had considerable diffi¬ 
culties to face. The commons at once began 
to debate the question of the succession and 
the queen’s marriage (Pari, Hist. i. 708-10); 
but the parliament was dissolved early in the 
following year. Before the next parliament 
was called, having paid a 1 isit to Shrewsbury 
earlyin Aprill671, he was seized at the house 
of his uncle Humphrey Onslow, then bailill 
of the town, with a pestilential fei or, and, 
though he was removed to Ilarnage, he died 
live days afterwards. He was buried in St. 
Chad’s Church, Shrewsbury, on 8 April 1671. 
There is a monument to his memory in the 
church. In London he lived at the Black- 
friars convent, of which lie had had a grant 
from the queen. Onslow married, 7 Aug. 
1669, Catherine, daughter of Richard Hard¬ 
ing of Knoll, Surrey, with whom he acquired 
the Knoll estate, which continued in his 
family. By her he had two sons, Robert 
and Edward, and live daughters. Of tho 
sons, Robert died unmarried; Edward uas 
knighted at some uncertain time, mariied 
Isabel, daughter of Sir Thomas Shirley of 
Preston Place, Sussex, and died 2 April 1616. 
Hb was succeeded by his eldest surviving 
son, Thomas, who, dying without issue in 
December 1610, was succeeded by his brother 
Sir Richard Onslow the parliamentarian, who 
is separately noticed. 

Onslow was a very learned lawyer (of, 
ProROir, Introd.), and has been assumed to 
be tbe author of the 1 Arguments relating to 
Sea Landes and Salt Shores' which has been 
edited by J. W, Pycroft, London, 1836, 4to, 
The original forms Lansdowne MS. 0. 6. 
Others of Onslow’s opinions will be found in 
Lansdowne viii. 64 and x. 39. 

[Manning’s Lives of the Speakers, p. 230; 
Visitation of Shropshire (Bari. Soc.), p. 378; 
Manning and Bray’s Hist, of Surrey, i. 536, iii. 
54, &e.[Owen andBlakeway'sHist, of Shrewsbury, 
ii. 187; Strypo’s Parker, pp. 302-3; Rot. of 
Members of Pari. i. 398, 406; Book of Digni- 
tics; Acts of tho Privy Council, 1.558-70; Cal. 
of State Papers, Dora, 1547-80.] IV. A. J. A. 

ONSLOW, Sir RICHARD (1601-1064), 
parliamentary coksnel, descended of an an¬ 
cient family settled at Onslow, near Shrews¬ 
bury, Shropshire, was second son and heir 


of Edward Onslow, knight, of Knoll, Surrey 
and Isabel, daughter of Sir Thomas Shirley 
of Preston Place, Sussex. Richard Onslow 
(1628-1671) [q. v.] was his grandfather 
(Surrey Ardiccological Collections, vol iii. ap¬ 
pendix; Hart. MS. 1430, f. 36). Onslow 
the grandson succeeded to the family estate 
of Knoll on the death without issue of his 
elder brother, Sir Thomas, in 1616. He wa« 
knighted at Theobalds in June 1624, served 
as knight of the shire for Surrey in the par¬ 
liament of 1628, and was appointed justice 
for the county (State Papers, Dom. 13 Feb. 
1633-4, cclx. 68). In November 1638 he 
was one of the deputy-lieutenants of Surrey. 

He sat for Surrey in both the Short and 
the Long parliaments, and, on the outbreak 
of the civ u war, became a strong parliamen¬ 
tarian, raising a regiment of his on n by com¬ 
mand of the commons (Wmniiontn, p. 87). 
In August 1642 he forcibly seized at Kings¬ 
ton Justice Mallet, who was on the point 
of adjourning the sessions and repairing to 
the king ( Lords' Journals, v.204; Commons' 
Journals, ii. 701). He was appointed one of 
the sequestratore for the county of Surrey in 
1043, and at the siege of Basing House in May 
1044he was one or the colonels 111 command 
(Clarendon, vui. 123; State Papers, Dom. 
vols. dii. and diii. passim). On 1 July 1645 
the commons ordered him a payment of 
400/. out of tho excise for money advanced 
to Sir William Waller's lifeguard ( Commons' 
Journals, iv. 191; Lords' Journals, viii, 469). 
The tradition that he lay for a time under 
suspicion of privately sending money to tho 
king originated in the invectives of the poet 
George Wither. In his office as justice of 
ths peace for the county, Onslow had quar¬ 
relled with Wither, whom he deposed from 
the command of tho militia in the east and 
middle division of Surrey (August 1644), and 
later from the commission of peace. In his 
‘ Justieiarius Justificatus,’ Wither assailed 
him in consequence with great irony (State 
Papers, Dom. dii. 9), Complaints of the 
hook, made in the House of Commons on 
10 April 1046, were referred to a committee; 
and on 7 Aug. it was voted that the insinua¬ 
tions were false and scandalous, and that the 
oet should pay 500/, damages, and have his 
00 k burned at Guildford ( Commons’ Journals, 
iv. 505, 631, 039; Whiteeocke, 223). 

Sir Richard was one of the forty-eight 
members secluded by the army on 6 Dec. 
1648 (Ditgdaie, Short View, pp. 362-3). He 
was, however, nominated colonel of a regi¬ 
ment in 1651 (State Papers, Dom. Interreg. 
i. 48), and sat with his eldest son, Arthur, 
as knight of the shire in the two parliaments 
of Cromwell, 3 Sept. 1064 and 17 Sept. 
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1656. In April 1666 ha was one of the 
Surrey county commissioners for executing 
the ordinance for ejecting scandalous minis¬ 
ters, and on 9 April 1667 he was one of the 
select committee appointed to attend the 
Protector to receive his doubts and scruples 
on taking the office of king. Further, he was 
one of those called by Cromwell to his house 
of peers on 20 Dec. 1067, and sat in llieliard 
Cromwell’s parliament in 1059. lie was 
nominated one of the council of state which 
was hastily chosen on the night of the de¬ 
claration for a freo parliament, 24 Feb. 
1069-60 (Hist. MSS. Comm. 7th Rep. vii. 
462). Throughout the period of tho Com¬ 
monwealth he was on terms of close inti¬ 
macy with Sir Anthony Ashley Cooper 
(afterwards Earl of Shaftesbury). Onslow 
«nt, with liis son Arthur, in the Convention 
parliament; hut there was some question at 
tho time of exempting him fi'om the Act of 
Indemnity at tho Restoration. A paper of 
reasons or charges was drawn, instancing 
inter alia his arrest of Sir Thomas Mallet in 
July 1042, his pulling down the king’s 
powder-mills at Uhilworth, November 1642, 
and his comparing King Charles to a hedge¬ 
hog (Hist. MSS. Comm. 11th Rep. v. 3). 
Tie seems, however, to have been left un¬ 
molested, partly through the influence of 
Sir Ralph Freeman, whoso son had married 
his (laughter, and who gave evidence to the 
lords’committeeforpctitionsthaL Sir Richard 
had been instrumental in the acquittal of 
Lord Mordaunt on the occasion of his trial 
with Dr. Ilowitt (ib. 11th Rep. vii. 103). 
As positive signs of Stuart favour, Onslow’s 
son Arthur in 1660 received a grant of tho 
reversion of tho knighthood of Sir Tiiomas 
Foot, his father-in-law; and liU son-in-law, 
Sir Anthony Shirley, also received a knight¬ 
hood on 0 March 100(3-7. 

Sir Richard died on 19 May 1604, in tho 
sixty-third year of his ago, and was buried at 
Orauley. IDs portrait is preserved at Knoll. 
His wife Dame Elizabeth, daughter and 
heiress of Arthur SlTangwaies of Durham 
and London, died on 27 Aug. 1670, aged 78. 
Ilia son. Sir Arthur (1621-1088), who was 
also buried in Cranloy Church, was father of 
Richard, first lord Onslow [q. v.], and of Foot 
Onslow, father of Arthur Onslow (1001- 
1708) [q.v.] 

[State Papers, Dom. Car. I and Intorreg,; 
Lords' and Commons’ Journals; Brnylay’s His¬ 
tory of Surrey, n. 54, v. 170; Aubrey's Hist ory of 
Surrey, iv, H8 ; Surroy Archied, Collect, ml. iii. 
Appendix; Hurl. MS. 1430, p. 35; Addit. MS. 
8167 , f.415; ITist.MSS.Comm.7thRep. pp. 103, 
462 , 676 , 687 ; Clarondmi’e Rebellion; Collins's 
Peerage, vii. 213, Dugdalc’s Short View of tho 


Troubles; 'Wliiteloclce’bMemorials; Diurnal(W 

eurronces 1664, p. 88; Parliamentary HUto^ 

Withers Ju-.tioiarus Jnetiftcatas 1 W A q ’ 

ONSLOW, RICHARD, first’ bIL 

CrrsLOW (1064-1717), speaker of the iff 
of Commons, eldest son of Sir Arthur Onslow 
of Wost Olandon, Surrey, hart., by his first 
wife, Mary, second daughter of Sir Thomas 
Foot, hart.,loidmayor of London in 1G49 waa 
horn on 23 June 1661. He matriculated at 
Oxford from St. Edmund JInll on 7 Jn ne 
1071, but took no degree. In 1674 he was 
admitted a student of the Inner Temple, hut 
lie was never called to tlio bar. Returned 
to parliament for Guildford, Surrey, 1 March 
1678-9, ho represented that borough until 
tho dissolution of 2 July 1687. On 14 Jan, 
1688-9, having in the preceding year sue- 
eeoded to the baronetcy (21 July), lie was 
returned to the Convention parliament for 
the comity of Surroy, which lie continued 
to represent (wilh the exception of a brief 
interval, 1710-13, during which he sat for 
St. Mnwea) until his olo vat ion to thepeeiaqc 
us Lord Onslow, baron of Onslow in tho 
county of Salop nncl or Olandon in Surrey 
on 6 July 1716. Onslow was a lord of tho 
admiralty, 23 Jan. 1090-1 to 15 April 160.], 
and speaker of the House of Commons in tho 
third parliament of Queen Anne, 16 Nov. 
1708 lo21 Sopl. L710. lie win sworn of the 
privy council on 36 June J710, was reswom 
on 12 Oct, 171 4, and held office as lord of 
the treasury aiul chancellor of 1 lie exchequer 
from 13 Oct. 1714 to 11 Oct. 1715. Onslow 
is described by Burnet as a ‘worthy man,’ 
which means that ho was a stnunoh whig 
Ilia abilities do not appear to bavo been of 
an eminent order. Tie proved himself com¬ 
petent, howevor, to repress the insolence 
of black rod, who on 23 March 1709-10 
attempted, by iutovposing first his rod and 
then his person, to obstruct him on his way 
to the House of Lords to demand judgment 
against Sack-/troll, hut recoiled before the 
speaker’s awful threat to return to tke House 
of Commons immediately. On resigning 
political office he was made, on 4 Nov. 1716, 
one of tho tellers of the exchequer for life. On 
6 July 1710 he was appointed lord lieutenant 
of Surroy. Ho diod on 5 Doc. 1717, and was 
buried at Morrow, Surroy. 

Onslow married Elizaboth, daughter of Sir 
Henry Tulse, lord mayor of London, by 
whom he had (besides imughtors) threesons 
—Thomas, who succoeded him \ and Daniel 
and llieliard, both of whom died young 

[Collins’s rocraga (Brydgos), v. 477-8; Doyle's 
Of floi ill Baronage; CourthopC's Historic Peerage: 
Manning’s Livesof thoSpenkers, Foster’s Alumni 
Oxon.; Manning and Bray’s Surrey, m. 54-6, 
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Lnttrell’s Brief Kelation of State Affairs, ii. 
jO, iii. 54, vi. 373, 59 0 , 848 ; Members ofParlm- 
ment(OfflcialList); London Gazette; Commons’ 
Journals, 1708-10; Hdtsell’sPrecedents,iii. 318; 
Hist. Bag. Chron. Diary, 1717; Haydn’s Book 
of Dignities, ed. Ockerby.] J. M. B 

ONSLOW, Sin RICHARD (1741-1817), 
admiral, born on 23 .Tuna 1741, was second 
son of Lieutenant-general Richard Onslow 
(d.1760). George Onslow (1731-1792) [q. v.] 
was his brother, and Arthur Onslow [q. v.J 
speaker of the House of Commons, was his 
uncle. On 17 Feb. 1758 he was promoted by 
vice-admiral GeoTge Poeock [q. v.], in. the 
Bast Indies, to be lieutenant of the Sunder¬ 
land, from which he was moved in March 
1759 to the Grafton, and in March 1700 to 
the Yarmouth, Pocoek's flagship, in which 
lie returned to England. On 11 Feb. 1701 he 
wa» promoted to command the Martin, and 
on 14 April 1762 was posted to the 40-gun 
ship Humber, in which he convoyed the 
trade to the Baltic. On his return south in 
September the Humber and many of the 
convoy were wrecked, by on error of the 
pilot, near Flamborougli Head. Onslow was 
acquitted of all blame, and on 29 Nov. 1762 
was appointed to the Phoenix. From 1700 
to 17C9 he commanded the Aquilon in the 
Mediterranean, and in 1770 commissioned 
the Diana, in which, when the dispute with 
Spain was adjusted, he was sent to Jamaica 
under the orders of Sir George Rodney. In 
October 1776 lie was appointed to the St. 
Albans, and in her, in the following spring, 
took out a convoy to New York, where he 
continued under the command of Lord Howe 
till, towards the end of 1778, he went to the 
West Indies with Commodore Holham, 
joined Barrington at St. Lucia, and took 
part in the brilliant ropulse of D’Estaing in 
the Cul-de-sac on 16 Dec. [see Babbington, 
Samuel ; Hotiiam, "William, LobdI. 

Early in the summer of 1779 OnBlow was 
sent to England in charge of convoy, and 
in February 1780 commissioned the Bellona, 
in which he assisted at the relief of Gibraltar 
by Darby in April 1781, and again under 
Howe in October 1782, The Bellona was 
then sent to the "West Indies in the squadron 
under Sir Richard Hughes, but returned to 
England on the conclusion of the peace, In 
1790 Onslow commanded the Magnificent at 
Portsmouth during the Spanish armament. 
On 1 Feb. 1793 he was promoted to he rear- 
admiral of the white, and on 4 July 1791 to 
he rice-admiral of the white. In 1790 he 
commanded for a short time at Portsmouth, 
and was afterwards appointed second in 
command in the North Sea under Admiral 
Duncan [see Duncan, Adam, Viscount]. 


During. the mutiny at the Nore he had his 
flag flying on board the Adamant, and for a 
great part of the time remained off the Texet 
with only the one ship, keeping watch on 
the enemy’s fleet. Afterwards he moved 
into the Monarch, and took a very distin¬ 
guished part in the battle of Camperdown 
on 11 Oct. 1797 [see O’Bbyen, Edward! 
For his conduct, which was warmly praised 
by Duncan, he was created a baronet on 
30 Oct., and was presented by the corpora¬ 
tion of London with the freedom of tho city 
and a sword, value one hundred guineas, lie 
continued in tho North Sea under Duncan 
till his promotion to the rank of admiral on 
14 Feb. 1790, after which he had no employ¬ 
ment. He was nominated a G.O.B. in 1815, 
and died at S'outhampton on 27 Dec. 1817. 

He married, m 1773, Anne, daughter of 
Commodore Matthew Michell [q. v Jof Olid- 
tern, Wiltshire, and had issue four daughters 
and three Bons, the second of whom, Henry, 
succeeded as second baronet. Onslow is 
described by Sir William Ilotham [q. v.] as 
below the middle stature and of a florid 
countenance. ‘ His manner was abrupt and 
not very prepossessing to strangers, but his 
ideas and liis disposition were alike generous* 
and he was an affectionate husband and an 
indulgent father. He was subject to occa¬ 
sional irritability of temper, proceeding in a 
great measure from a nautical predilection 
for conviviality, without a strength of con¬ 
stitution to support it, and this subjected 
him, in a much greater degree than was 
really the fact, to the charge of intemperance/ 
A portrait, lent by the family, was in the 
Naval Exhibition of 1891. 

[Charnock's Bmgr. Nav. vi. 478; Haifa’s Nav. 
Biogr. i. 350; Naval Chronicle, xiii. 249 (with a 
portrait); Official Documents in the Public 
Record Office; Foster’s Peerage and Baronetage.] 

J.K.L. 

ONWHYN, THOMAS (d. 1888), humo¬ 
rous draughtsman and engraver, born in 
London, was youngest son orJosephOnwhyn, 
a bookseller and newsagent at 3 Catherine 
Street, Strand, London. The elder Onwhyn 
published a number of guides for tourists, 
chiefly compiled from his own notes and 
observations—to the Highlands (1829), Kil- 
larney (1838), Wales (1840), &c. When 
the ‘ Owl,’ a society newspaper appearing 
on Wednesdays, was started in 1804, the 
elder Onwhyn was selected as its publisher. 
The success of the paper, however, affected 
his reason. The bou, Thornes Onwhyn, at¬ 
tained some note early in life by contributing 
to a series of ‘illegitimate’ illustrations to 
works by Charles Dickens. He executed 
twenty-one of the whole series of thirty-two- 
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plates to tlie ‘ Piclnviok Papers,' which were 
issued in eight (though intended to ho in 
ten) monthly parts (at one shilling each, 8vo, 
■two shillings India proof 4lo), hy E. Grat¬ 
tan, 61 Paternoster Itow, in. 1837 j they are 
fortho most part signed with the pseudonym 
‘Samuel Weller,’ but some bear Ouwhyn’s 
initials. In Juno 1838 Grattan issued a series 
of forty etchings by Onwhyn, illustrating 
‘Nicholas Nickleby;’ these also appeared in 
parts, which were concluded in October 1830; 
bomeare signed with the pseudonym of ‘Peter 
Palette.’ AfterOnwliyn’s death on additional 
set of illustrations to ‘ Pickwick ’ was dis¬ 
covered which Onwhyn had executed in 1847 j 
they had been laid aside owing to the repub¬ 
lication of the original illustrations in 1848 j 
they were published in 1893 by Albert Jack- 
son, Great Portland Street. Onwhyn also 
published illustrations, under the name of 
‘Peter Palette,’ to two series of a work en¬ 
titled ‘Peter Palette’s Tales and Pictures in 
Short Words for Young Folks ’ (1833), In 
his own name lie contributed the illus¬ 
trations to the huinorouB works of Ilenry 
Cockton [q. v.], such as ‘Valentine Vox' 1 
(1840), ‘Sylvester Sound’ (1844), down to 
‘Percy Effingham’ (185SY lie also illus¬ 
trated, among other works, the ‘Memoirs 
of Davy Dreamy’ (1839); the ‘Maxims 
and Specimens of William Muggins,’ hy 
Charles Selby (1841); the ‘Mysteries of 
Paris,’ by Eugene Sue (1844); ‘Eliquolte 
illustrated hy an X.M.P. ’ (1849); ‘ Mar- 
riage-ii-la-Modo;' ‘Mr, and Mrs. Brown’s 
"Visit to the Exhibition, 1831; ’ anil 1 3007. a 
Year, or Single and Married Life’ (1869), 
&c. He sometimes etched the designs of 
others, as in ‘Qakleigh, or the Minor of Great 
Expectations,’ hy W. II. Holmes (1843). 
Onwhyn was an indifferent draughtsmen, 
but showed real humour in his designs. His 
lame was somewhat overshadowed by those 
of his most eminent contemporaries—Oruik- 
sliank, Hablot K. Browne, and others. On¬ 
whyn, who drew also views of scenory for 
guide-books,letter-paper, &c., abandoned ar¬ 
tistic work for the last twenty or thirty years 
of his life, and died on 6 Jan. 1886. 

[Cook’s Bibliography of Dickens; "Westminster 
•Gazette, 13 Dec. 1803 ; information from Q, C. 
Boase, esq., G. S. Dayard, esq, and M. H. Sniel- 
■mann, esq.] L. 0. 

OPIOIIJS, JOHANNES {ft. 1407), pnne- 
gyrist of Henry Vn, is known only by his 
poems, Tanner thought it probable that he 
was an Englishman. He may possibly have 
belonged to the family of John de Opiczis or 
Opizis, papal collector in England in 1429, 
nudprobendary of York in 1482, and of Bene¬ 


dict or Benet de Opicus, ‘player at 
to Henry VIII (Fcedern, x. 416; Le Kke 
FastiJEaclesia Anglicanee, iii. 173, ed. Hardy- 
Calendar of Letters and Papers of the J)fill 
of Ilenry VIII, ii. 1472,1477, No. 4193) ^ 
Opicius’s poems, five in number, are con¬ 
tained in an illuminated manuscript in the 
Cottonian collection (Vespasian, B. j v ) 
They are: (1) an heroic poem in Latin’liexa- 
metevs on Henry the Seventh’s French war 
beginning ‘ Bella cauant alii Trojre, prostraf 
toque dicant;’ (2) a dialogue between Non- 
sus and Meliboeus in praise of Henry, ‘sub 
preotextu rosse purpurere;’ (3) an exhorta¬ 
tion 1o mortals to celebrate the birthday of 
Christ, which wns made for Christmas 1497- 

(4) a hymn of praise for Henry’s victory- 

(5) lines on the presentation of his book to 
tbo king. According to Mr. Gairdner, who 
has printed two extracts from them in the 
iroface to the ‘ Memorials of Henry VII’ 
(pp. xvii, lxi), ‘ they havo very little value 
except ns illustrations of the classical style 
of the day.’ 


S 


[Tnnnor’s Bibliotheca Brit.rnnico-Hihtrnic.i- 
p. 602; Memorials ol' Efonry VII (Bolls Ser.); 
fiymor’s Feodora, originul ed.] J. T_ t , 


OPIE, Mbs. AMELIA (1709-1833), nove¬ 
list and poet, born on 12 Nov. 1769 at Nor¬ 
wich, was the only child of James AlderBon, 
M.D. (son of J. Alderson, a dissenting minis¬ 
ter, of Lowestoft). Her mother, Amelia 
llriggs, was daughter of Joseph Briggs of 
Cossnmbaza up the Ganges, a member of an 
old Norfolk family. J)r. John Alderson 
[q. v.Jwas au uncle, and Baron Alderson her 
cousin. Her father was popular in Norwich, 
whore he enjoyed a largo practice as a phy¬ 
sician. He was generous to poor patients, 
had literary tastes, was a radical in politics, 
and a Unitarian in religion. Amelin, who was 
brought up in her father’s boliof, had little 
serious education. She learned French under 
John Bruckner, a Flemish clergyman settled 
in Norwich, and devoted some attention to 
music and dancing (cf. Beloij, Sexagenarian , 
i. 412). On 81 Dec. 1784 her mother died, 
and Amelia at the age of fifteen took charge 
of her father’s house and entered local society, 
One of its loaders, Mrs, John Taylor [q. v.l, 
the mother of Mrs. Snmh Austin [q. v.], 

? roved an admirable i'riund and counsellor 
of. Eoss, Three Generations of Englishwomen, 
i. 8, 9). 

Miss Alderson rapidly became popular. 
She was good-looking and high-spirited. 
She sang ballads of her own composition, 
and gave dramatic recitations, while same 
poems written by her in childhood were 
printed in newspapers and magazines (Mbs. 
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John Tayloe’s ‘ Account of Mrs. Opie ’ in 
the Cabinet, 1807), When about eighteen 
she wrote a tragedy entitled ‘Adelaide,’ 
which was acted for the amusement of her 
friends, she herself playing the heroine, 

In 1794 Miss Alderson visited London. 
The excitement to be found in courts of law 
had already made her a regular visitor at 
Norwich assizes. She now attended the 
trials of Horne Tooke, Holcroft, and others 
for treason at the Old Bailey. She shared 
her father’s radicalopinions, and theprisoners 
had her fullest sympathy. When Horne 
Tooke was acquitted, she is said to have 
walked across the table and kissed him (Mns. 
Sidowiok, Recollections of Mrs. Opie"). Miss 
Alderson’s acquaintances soon included Mrs. 
Barbauld, the Due d’Aigaillon, and other 
French emigrants, the Kembles, and Mrs. 
Siddons, for whom she formed a kiting 
affection. Her admirers at the same time 
grew numerous. Godwin had met her in 
Xorwich in 1793, nnd was now credited 
with an intention of asking her to marry 
him. But Miss Alderson merely regarded 
him as a friend, and her attachment to him 
was compatible with unbounded admira- 
ation for Mary Wolktonecraft. Everything 
that she saw for the first time disappointed 
her, she declared, except Mary Wollstone- 
craft and the Cumberland lakes (Keoan 
Paul, Life of Godwin, i. 158). A more 
serious suitor was Thomas Holcroft [q. v.] 
•Mr. Holcroft,’ she wrote, ‘ has a mind to me, 
but he has no chance.’ 

It was at an evening party in London in 
1797 that she first met John Opie [q. v.], the 
painter. He had already divorced his wife 
on the ground of her misconduct. Accord¬ 
ing to Miss Alderson, Opie at once became 
her ‘ avowed lover,’ and they were married 
on 8 May 1798 at Marylebone Church, Lon¬ 
don. The union proved wholly satisfactory, 
although Mrs. Opie’s love of society was not 
shared by her husband, and occasionally pro¬ 
duced passing differences. 

With a view perhaps to fixing her atten¬ 
tion at home, Opie encouraged her to become 
what she called ‘ a candidate for the pleasures, 
the pangs, the rewards, and the penalties of 
authorship.’ She had published anonymously 
before her marriage ‘The Dangers of Co¬ 
quetry,’ a novel in two volumes, but it at¬ 
tracted no attention. Her first acknow¬ 
ledged book, ‘ Father and Daughter,’ appeared 
in 1801; it was dedicated to her father, and 
claimed * to he a simple moral tale.’ With 
it were printed, in the first issue, ‘The Maid 
of Corinth,’ a poeih, and some smaller pieces. 
The hook was warmly received. A second 
edition was called for in the year of its pub-, 
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lication, and it reached a tenth or twelfth 
edition in 1844. The tale has pathos, the 
interest, although purely domestic, is sus¬ 
tained, and the literary style is tolerable. 
Sir Waller Scott cried over it, and it made 
Prince Hoare so wretched that he lay awake 
all night after reading it. The 1 Edinburgh 
Review’ (July 1830) called it ‘ an appalling 
piece of domestic tragedy.’ Paer based his 
opera of ‘ Agnese ’ on it (Mayes, Women, of 
Letters, ii. 79), and Fanny Kemble’s mother 
took from it the plot of her play ‘Smiles and 
Tears ’ (Fbances Keubld, Records of a Girl¬ 
hood, i. 10). Early in 1802 Mrs. Opie pub¬ 
lished a volume of poems which went through 
six editions, the last appearing in 1811. It 
contained several pretty songs. One of the 
most popular, ‘ Go, youth beloved, in distant 
glades,’ was quoted approvingly by Sydney 
Smith in one of his lectures on moral philo¬ 
sophy at the Royal Institution (1804-5). 
Mrs. Opie, who was present, was surprised at 
the unexpected compliment. The volume also 
contained the most popular of all her poems, 

‘ The Orphan Boy ’ and ‘ The Felon’s Address 
to his Child.' 

In August 1802 the Opies went to Paris 
(cf. her account of the journey in Taits Mag. 
iv. 1831). There sbe met Charles James Fox, 
Kosciusko, West, David d’Angers, and many 
others. She caught a glimpse of the First 
Consul, and saw Talma play Cain in the 
‘ Death of Abal.’ 

In 1804 she published ‘Adeline Mowbray, 
or the Mother and Daughter,’ a tale in three 
volumes, in part suggested by the history of 
Mary Woilstonecraft. A third edition ap¬ 
peared in 1810, the latest in 1844. Mackin¬ 
tosh (Life, i. 255) allowed the tale pathetic 
scenes, but judged ‘ that it may as well be 
taken to be a satire on our prejudices in 
favour of marriage as on the paradoxes of 
sophists against it.’ In the spring of 180C 
appeared ‘Simple Tales,’ in four volumes; a 
second edition followed in the same year, a 
fourth in 1815. 

On 9 April 1807 Opie died, and his widow 
returned to Norwioh, to live once more with 
her father, to whom she proved through life 
exceptionally devoted, and to participate in 
what Harriet Martineauunfairly denounced as 
the ‘ nonsense and vanity ’ of Norwich society 
(Maktixeau, Autobiography, i. 299). She at 
once prepared a memoir of her husband, which 
was prefixed to his ‘Lectures on Painting’ 
(1809); and her friend Lady Oharleville en¬ 
couraged her to continue her literaiy work. 
In 1818 she told Mrs, Austin that she was 
writing eight or ten hours a day (Ross, Three 
Generations of Englishwomen, i. 37). She 
published tales at intervals until 1822. 
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In the spring of 1810 she revisited Lon¬ 
don, Thenceforward she spent some weeks 
there annually, and secured a high position 
in society. She numbered among her friends 
Sheridan, Sydney Smith, Ilumholdt, Mme. 
de Stael, Byron, Scott, and Wordsworth. 
She constantly dined at Lady Cork’s, who 
was one of her intimate friends, and danced 
vivaciously in a pink domino at the ball 
given to the Duke of Wellington at Devon¬ 
shire House in 1814, On Sundays heT house 
was thronged with visitors. To oifers of mar¬ 
riage she turned a deaf ear, hut Miss Mitford 
declared that she was in 1814 engaged to 
Lord Herbert Stuart, a brother of Lord Bute 
(L’EsntasraE, Life of Miss Mitford , iii. 294). 
In 1816 Mrs. Opie visited Edinburgh, and 
stayed for a short time with Hayley m Sus¬ 
sex. She published in that year ‘Valentine's 
Eve,’ a novel in three volumes, explaining 
■jomawhat vaguely her religious views. Cay¬ 
ley declared that it ‘ happily recommended 
to everyday practice the cordial lessons of 
simple, genuine Christianity’ ( Memoirs , ii. 
183). Meanwhile, at Norwich, Mrs. Opie had 
renewed an early intimacy with the quaker 
family of Qumey, and Joseph John Gurney 
[q. v.\ whom Dean Stanloy called ‘ the quaker 
pope 1 (Prothuko, Life of Stanley, i. 262), ob¬ 
tained great influenoe over her. Mrs, Oiiie’s 
affection for him wne probably something 
stronger than mere friendship. In 1814 she 
commenced attending the Friends’ religious 
services. Her religious opinions, although 
nominally Unitarian, had never bean very 
definite. ThB Friends' principles attracted 
her; and slio experienced religious misgivings, 
which she confided to Mrs, Fry, Gurney's 
sister, and thereupon Gurney offered her 
spiritual advice (Beai'CHW/VITI), The Memoirs 
qfj. J, Gurney, i. 284-41). InDecomberl820 
her father fell ill, and she remained in attend¬ 
ance on him until his death in October 1826. 
With his nppvo val, she was formally received 
into the Society of Friends two months bpfore 
('ll Aug. 1826). Dr. Alderson, at his express 
desire, was buried in the Friends’ burying- 
ground at the Gildenoroft, Norwich. 

On joining the quakers, Mrs. Opio neces¬ 
sarily ceased novel-writing. Her last novel, 
‘ Madeline,’ was published in 1822, in two 
volumes. It won Southey’s approval, She 
commenced another, but it remained un¬ 
finished. She wrofe to Mrs. Fry, 6 Doc. 
1828 1 ‘ As it is possible that thou mayeet 
have been told that a new novel from my 
pen, called ‘The Painter and hie Wife,’ is 
in the press, I wish to tell thee this is a 
falsehood! that my publishers advertised this 
only begun work unknown to mo, and that 
I have written to say the said work is not 


written, nor ever will be. I must own to thee 
however, that as several hundreds of it are 
already ordered by the trade, I have felt the 
sacrifice, but I do not repent of it.’ Accord 
ing to Miss Mitford, Mts, Opie thus sacrificed 
‘ upwards of a thousand pounds copy-moner’ 
(LEsteavoe, Life qf Miss Mitford, ii. 198-ffl 
In 1823 she contributed to the ‘ Euioiiecti 
Magazine ’ a series of poetical epistles fmm 
Mary Queen of Scots to her uncles, a feu- 
tales, and a short memoir of Bishop BathurBt, 
When S. 0. Hall asked her to write some¬ 
thing for his ‘ Amulet,’ she answered that her 
principles would only permit her to send an 
anecdote, which proved to he a pathetic tale 
apparently ‘ The Last Voyage: a true Story* 
in the volume of 1828 [Book of Memories 
p. 169). In 1826 she published, in two 
volumes, ‘Illustrations of Lying in all its 
Branches,’ and in 1828 ‘Detraction Dis¬ 
played.’ She had read the latter in manu¬ 
script to Gurnoy, and adopted his suggestions. 
It was praised by Archdeacon Wranghamj 
but Caroline Bowles found both works vulgar 
(Correspondence of Southey and Caroline 
Bowles, p. 105). The formor had a large 
circulation in America, 

Mrs. Opie now spent her time chiefly in 
works of charity. She visited workhouses, 
hospitals, and prisons, and ministered to tie 
oor, .After a sojourn in the lakes in 1820,ale 
egan to keep a diary, in which ahe recorded 
her religious thoughts, as well as details of 
her daily life. 

She visited London every year for the May 
meetings, and combined with them mock 
social gaiety. She occasionally went to Paris, 
where she met Lafayette, Benjamin Con¬ 
stant, Cuvier, Sfigur, Mignet, Mme. de 
Genlis. In 1829 she sat to David d’Angers for 
a medallion. He wished her to sit to him, 
she stated, because her writings had made 
him * cry his eyes out.’ She atoned for dining 
at the Oaf6 de Paris and praising French 
cooks by visiting tbo hospitals. Resuming 
her work at Norwich, she took especial in¬ 
terest there in the Bible Society and the 
Anti-Slavory Socioty; hut in 1882 she sold 
her Norwich house, and spent seven months 
in Cornwall, Opie’s native county (Tbugbl- 
las, Cornish Worthies, ii. 246). She stayed 
with the Foxes at Falmouth in December 
1882 and January 1883, and joined the esssy 
readings at Rosehill, sometimes contributing 
a few lines to the subject of the week. 

Her last book, ‘ Lays for the Dead,’ ap¬ 
peared in 1833. It contained poems in me¬ 
mory of departed relatives and friends,chiefly 
written in Cornwall. Deffpile failing health, 
she visited the highlands of Scotland in 
1834, and in the next year took her last jour* 
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D ey, travelling in Belgium, Germany, and 
Switzerland. An account of the first part 
of the trip, entitled 1 Recollections of Bays 
in Belgium,’ appeared in ‘ Tail’s Magazine ’ for 
1840. Once again settled in Norwich (now 
in lodgings), she spent much time in letter- 
writing. She calculated that she wrote six 
letters a day, besides notes. She also contri¬ 
buted to periodicals, among others, in 1880, 
to 1 Finden’s Tableaux,’ then edited by Miss 
Mitford (Friendships ofM. R. Mitford, ii. 40- 
48). In 1840 she attended the anti-slavery 
convention in London, as delegate for Nor¬ 
wich. She sat to Haydon, who called her 'a 
delightful creature,’ and appears in his pic¬ 
ture of the meeting of the delegates, now in 
the National Portrait Gallery. She is on the 
right-hand side, the second figure in the se¬ 
cond row, in a tall black quakeress bonnet 
(Tatlob, Life of Hayden, 2nd edit. iii. 150). 
She was in London in the two following 
years, attending meetings, dining out, and 
breakfasting with Rogers. For the next four 
years (1842-6) she remained in Norwich, in 
close attendance upon an aged aunt. 

Time touched Mrs. Opie lightly. In 1889 
Miss Mitford called her ‘ a pretty old woman’ 
(Letters qf M. R. Mitford, 2nd ser. i. 148); 
Caroline Fox dined with her in 1843, and 
found her ' in great foroe and really jolly 1 

i Memories of Old Friends); and Mr. S. 0. 
lall, who saw her in 1851, declared that 
time 'had only replaced the charms of youth 
with the beauty of old age’ (Retrospect qf a 
long Life, ii. 184r-7). Till almost the end 
she retained her love of fun, her merry laugh 
and ready repartee, and her faculty of telling 
stories to children. In 1848 she again took 
a house of her own at Norwich on Castle 
Meadow. The house has since been pulled 
down, but the little street at the corner of 
which it stood is called Opie Street. In 
1840 and I860 she indulged m her favourite 
amusement of attending the assizes. At the 
age of eighty-two she visited the great exhi¬ 
bition of 1861 in a wheeled chair, and meet¬ 
ing Miss Berry, her senior by six years, in a 
similar position, playfully proposed that they 
should have a chair race. Mrs. Opie died at 
Norwich at midnight, 2 Dec. 1853, after a 
few months of enfeebled power and partial 
failure of memory. She was bulled on 9 Deo., 
in the same grave as her father, in the Friends' 
burying-groimd at Norwich. 

Mrs. Opie’s poems are simple in. diction. 
Two or three of them are deservedly found 
in every anthology, and one, 'There seems 
a voice in every gala,’ is well known as a 
hymn (Julian, Biot, of Hymmlogy, p. 871). 
Her novels, which were among the first to , 
treat exclusively of domestic life, possess i 


pathos and some gracefulness of style, hut 
belong essentially to the lachrymose type of 
fiction, and are all written to point a moral. 
Harriet Martineau declared that Mrs. Opie 
wrote ‘ slowly and amidst a strenuous excite¬ 
ment of her sensibilities' (Autobiography, i. 
290). Sydney Smith, when returning some 
manuscript tales that Mrs. Opie had sent for 
his inspection, said ‘ Tenderness is your forte, 
and carelessness your fault.’ Mrs. Inchbald 
thought Mrs. Opie cleverer than her books. 
After her death, Miss Mitford complained of 
Mrs. Opie|s ‘ slipshod tales and bad English,’ 
although in 1810 she placed her beside Miss 
Edgworth and Joanna Baillie. In 1822 Mias 
Mitford amusingly writes, before reading 
‘ Madeline: ’ ‘ One knows the usual ingredients 
of her tales just as one knows the component 
paTts of plum pudding. So much common 
sense (for the flour), so much vulgarity (for 
the suet), so much love (for the sugar), so 
many songs (for the plume), bo much wit (for 
the spices), eo much fine binding morality 
(for tne eggs), and so much mere mawkish- 
ness and insipidity (for the milk and water 
wherewith the said pudding is mixed up) ’ 
(L’EsthanQB, Life of Miss Mitford, ii. 
148). Moore found her tales dull and im¬ 
practicable (Memoirs, ii. 269-70). 

Mrs. Opie’s character presents some curious 
contrasts. She managed to combine a love 
of pleasure, sooiety, and pretty clothes with 
the religion of a quaker. ‘Shall I ever 
cease,’ she avowed, ‘ to enjoy the pleasures 
of this world? 1 fear not’ (Hall, Retro¬ 
spect qf a Long Life, ii. 184-7). She wore the 
quaker garb, although she confessed to 
Gurney the agony of mind she endured at 
the thought of adopting it (Bkaiihwaixe, 
Gncrney, i. 242); but her dress, though fawn 
or grey in colour, was always of rich silk or 
satin. Miss Sedgwick fancied that Mrs. 
Opie’s ‘ elaborate simplicity and the fashion¬ 
able little train to her pretty satin gown in¬ 
dicated how much easier it is to adopt a 
theory than to change one’s habits ’ (Letters 
from Abroad, i, 98). Orabbe Robinson de¬ 
clared that ‘ber becoming a quaker gaye 
her a sort of 6elat; yet she was not con¬ 
scious, I dare say, of any unworthy motive’ 
(Diary, ii. 277). Harriet Martineau, who 
neither approved nor waB greatly interested 
in Mrs. Opie, noted in 1839 ‘ a_ spice of 
dandyism in the demure peculiarity of hei 
dress ’ (Autobiogr. iii. 202). Dr. Chalmers, 
however, who met her in 1838, called her 
a plain-looking quakeress, and could hardly 
reconcile her appearance with his idea of 
the authoress whose works he had read with 
delight. Her benevolence was unflagging. 
She conceived the idea with Mrs. Fry of re- 
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terming the internal management of lios- 
itals, and in this was warmly encouraged 
y Southey ( Colloquies , ii. 822). She gave 
material assistance to Mrs. Inchbald, and 
took much trouble about the subscription for 
Miss Mitford in 1848. She drew profile 
likenesses in pencil of her visitors, and care¬ 
fully preserved several hundreds of the 
sketches. Threo of these drawings, portraits 
of members of the Gurney family, are in the 
possession of J. 33. Gurney, 

In appearance Mrs. Opie was of average 
height, lather stout, and of fair complexion. 
She had brown hair and grey eyes. Perhaps 
the most pleasing portrait is that painted by 
her husband soon after their marriage, now 
in the possession of Mrs. William Sidgwick. 
It wub engraved in 1807 to accompany Mrs. 
Taylor’s memoir of her in the ‘Cabinet.’ 
Thoro are other paintings by Opie, and many 
engravings. A full list will bo found in 
John Jopa Rogers’s ‘ Opie and his Works.’ 
II. P. Briggs, R.A., painted her in 1886 j 
the picture became the property of .T, II. Gur¬ 
ney. A very fine bust by David d’Angora, 
dated 18SR, came, like the medallion of 
1829, into the possession of Mrs. Grosveuor 
Woods; there is an engraving of the medal¬ 
lion in Miss Briglitwell’s ‘ Lite of Mrs. Opie.’ 

Mrs. Opte’s works, othor than those already 
noticed, were: 1. ‘ An Elegy to the Memory 
of the Duke of Bedford,’ 1802. 2. ‘The 

Warrior’s Return and oilier Poems,’ 1808. 

3. ‘Temper, or Domestic Scenes,’8 vols. 1812. 

4. ‘Tales of Real Life,’3 vols. 1818; 3rd edit. 
1816. 6.' New Tales,' 4 vols. 1818. 6.‘Tales 
of the Heart,’ 4 vols. 1820. 7. ‘ Tales of the 
Pemberton Family, for the U3e of Children,’ 
1826. 8. ‘ The Black Man’s Lament, or how 
to make Sugar,’ 1826, In 1814 she edited 
Mrs. Roberts’s ‘ Duty,’ with a character of 
the author. A collected edition of her 1 Mis¬ 
cellaneous Tales appeared in 1846-7, in 
twelve volumes. 

(Tha chief authority for Mrs. Opio’s life is 
Miss Briuhtwell’sMemorials, publisliadin 1864, 
A smaller edition, treating hor religious life in 
greater detail, was published in 1866. Neither 
biography oan ho considered sitisfactory, since 
the larger space is given to tho years after 
Mrs. Opie turned quaker, at titty-six. Ollier 
authorities besides those quoted in the article 
are: Mrs. Thnclceiay Ritchie’s Rook of Sibyls, 
up. 149-98; AHibono, vol. ii. H68-60; Brit. 
Mus. Oat. Information about the visit to Cornwall 
has been supplied by Mrs. Howard Fox, and 
about the portraits and drawings by their re¬ 
spective owners.] E, L. 

OPIE, JOHN (1761-1807), portrait and 
history painter, was born at St. Agnos, about 
seven miles from Tiuro, Cornwall, in May 
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1761. Ilis mother’s maiden name was Ton. 
kin, and he was descended on both aides 
from old Cornish families, buL his father and 
liis grandfather were carpenters. Though 
educated only at the village school, he msd» 
such progress, especially m arithmetic aad 
Euclid, that at t en years old he began to in. 
struct others, and at the age of twelve setup 
an evening school for poor children. In hia 
mathematical bent he was encouraged bv a 
maternal uncle, John Tonkm, who called him 
‘ the young Sir Isaac.’ But his tendency to 
art was stronger still, and prevailed in mite 
of the objections of his father, who wished 
him to follow his own trade of carpentering 
nis mother, as is usual, web on his aide; and 
some copies of pictures which ho made ftom 
memory, and a portrait he drew one Sunday 
morning of his father in a rage (he is said to 
have iiritated him on purpose to catch the 
expression), probably helped to turn the scale 
in nis favour. lie soon got employment as a 
travelling portrait-painter, and when about 
fifteen attracted the attention of Dr. Wolcot 
(Peter Pindar) [q.v.],wlio was then attempt¬ 
ing to establish himself at Truro. On one of 
liis expeditions he went to Pudstow, and at 
Place House, Pawston, the seat of the Pn- 
deaux family, he painted the whole household, 
down to the dogs and the cats (for on ac¬ 
count of those pictures and others by Opie in 
Cornwall, see leltor on the ‘Antiquity of the 
Family of Opie,’ Mag. of Fine Arts, lii. 210, 
&c.) From Fadstow ho brought tWBUty 
guineas, which he gave his mother, and said 
that in future ho should maintain himsalf. 
Ollier patrons were Sir John St. Aubinond 
Lord Bateman, who employed him in punt¬ 
ing old men, beggars, &c., and Opie painted 
his own portrait for Lord Bateman in 1777, 
Ho had a number of Cornish sitters between 
1776 and 1778, and he painted the notorious 
Dolly Pentreath [see Jimmnr, Dobotht] 
shortly before her death on 27 Dec. 1777. Of 
tins portrait Opie made an etching, the only 
one by bis hand. 

It was, however, Dr. Wolcot who exerted 
the chief influence upon him. Conflicting 
stories are 1 old of tho oarly relations between 
tho two, hut there is no doubt that the doctor 
detected bis talent, provided him with ma¬ 
terials, instructed him in their use, lent him 
pictures and drawings to copy, and took him 
int o liis house. Soou there was a demand for 
portraits byWoloot’s prot6g6, and the doctor 
made the youth raise hie price to half a guinea 
ahead. Atlonglh it occurred toWolootthat 
lie might improve his own prospeots, and 
Upio’s nlso, by moving frSm Truro, and in 
1779 he went to Ilelston, and practised there 
or at Falmouth for the next two years. He 
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appears also to have stayed awhile in Exeter, 
ana at the end of 1780 the two settled in Lon¬ 
don. The doctor, who claimed to have ‘lost 
an income of800/. to400/. ayear by the change 
of scene, entered into a written agreement,by 
which it was agreed the two should share the 
joint profits in equal divisions.’ The plan 
lasted for a year, * but at the end ("Wolcot 
writes) of that time my pupil told me I might 
return to the country, as he could now do for 
himself.’ Though their relations were never 
so cordial after this, their intercourse was 
maintained for many years, and Opie contri¬ 
buted the life of Reynolds to Dr. Wolcot’s 
edition of Pilkington’s ‘ Dictionary,’ which 
appeared in 1798. It was not till Opi'e’s second 
marriage that their estrangement was com¬ 
plete; Mrs. (Amelia) Opie thoroughly dis¬ 
liked the doctor. Yet "Wolcot never attacked 
Opie in print, though he is said to have com¬ 
plained privately of hie ingratitude; and all 
that Opie is reported to have said when any 
one spoke of the doctor is: ‘Ay, in time you 
will know him.’ 

"Wolcot, in working for his ‘ partner,’ was 
no doubt working for himself also, but his 
services to Opie were inestimable. He noised 
hia genius abroad, and on the young artist’s 
arrival in London in 1781 he introduced him 
to artists and patrons, and showed about his 
pictures. The doctor had earned the grati¬ 
tude of Mrs. Boscawen, widow of Admiral 
Boscawen [see Bosaxwior, Edward], by some 
verses he had written on the death of her son, 
and he made use of her interest to introduce 
Opie to the court. This happened before March 
1782, and Georgalll bought one of Opie’s pic¬ 
tures,and gavelum a commissionfor aportrait 
of Mrs. Delaney (now at Hampton Court). 
He also received commissions to paint the 
Duke and Duchess of Gloucester, Lady Salis¬ 
bury, Lady Charlotte Talbot, Lady Harcourt, 
and other ladies of the court. During the 
spring of 1782 Opie’s lodgings at Mr, Ric- 
card'a, Orange Court, Castle Street, Leicester 
Fields, were crowded with rank and fashion 
every day, and the ‘ Cornish wonder’ was the 
talk of the town. 

Sir Joshua Reynolds gave Opie advice and 
encouragement, and was surprised at the 
natural power shown in his paintings of a 
1 Jew’ and a ‘ Cornish Beggar.’ When North- 
cote returned from abroad in the summer of 
1780, Reynolds said to him: ‘ Ah 1 my dear 
sir, you may go hack; there is a woudrous 
Cornishman who is carrying all before him.’ 
1 What is he like P ’ said Northote, eagerly. 
•Like P Why, like Caravaggio and Velasquez 
in one.’ ^ 

In 1780 a picture of him was exhibited 
in London at the Incorporated Society of 
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Artists. This work is described in the cata¬ 
logue as ‘ Master Oppey, Penryn; a Boy’s 
Head, an Instance of Genius, not having 
seen a picture.’ As Mr. Claude Phillips, 
in his article on Opie in the ‘ Gazette des 
Beaux-Arts' (1892, p. 299), has pointed out, 
this Master Oppey is clearly the same as John 
Opie, the future academician. In Redgrave’s 
‘ Dictionary ’ he is treated as a different per¬ 
son, and the place and date of his death are 
given as Maiylebone, 25 Nov. 1785. The 
confusion is probably due to the 1 Gentle¬ 
man’s Magazine ’ (1785, pt. ii. 1008), which 
contains an entry of the death of John Opie at 
that place and date; but it is plain from the 
context that the person erroneously supposed 
to he dead is none other than Dr. Wolcot’s 
protegS, the one and only ‘ Cornish wonder.’ 

In 1782 Opie began to exhibit at the 
Royal Academy, sending ‘An Old Man’s 
Head 1 and ‘An Old Woman,’ and three 
others, none of which are now traceable. In 
1788 be exhibited ‘Age and Infancy’ and‘A 
Boy and Girl,' with three portraits, one of 
which has been identified as that of William 
Jacksou of Exeter, the organist and composer. 
Dr. Wolcot, in his‘Lyric Odes,’ 1782, intro¬ 
duced a sonnet to Jackson, with these lines 
referring to the painter: 

Speak, Muse. Who formed that matchless bead? 
The Cornish boy, in tin-mines bred. 

Whose native genius, like her diamonds, shone 
In secret, till chance gave them to the eun. 

Opie’s first cares in his new prosperity were 
to surround his mother with comfort, and to 

P rovide himself with a wife. On 4 Dec. 
782 he married Mary Bunn at the church 
of St. Martin-in-the-Fielde. She was a 
daughter of Benjamin Bunn of St. Bo- 
tolpn's, Aldgate, who combined the business 
of a solicitor with that of a money-lender. 
The match was unhappy. In 1795 the lady 
eloped with one John Edwards, and in the 
following year Opie obtained a divorce. 

Meanwhile his sudden popularity waned. 
But he had not allowed his sudden elevation 
to turn his head, and, realising that his popu¬ 
larity was due to unusual circumstances, he 
was not surprised when the reaction came and 
his studio was deserted by the fashionable 
crowd, He merely increased his exertions to 
supply those defects in his art of which no one 
was more conscious than himself, and also to 
improve his education by the study of French 
ana Latin, and by assiduousreadingofEnglish 
literature. He had confidence in his natural 
gifts, and though conscious that his manners 
were rough and unpolished, and that his 
education was defective, he did not on this 
account shun the companionship of others 
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better equipped than himself, Moreover, 
though the fashionable -world ceased to 
throng his studio, he had still plenty of em¬ 
ployment ns a portrait-painter, and liis repu¬ 
tation in the profession increased, In 1786 
hesent seven pictures to the academy, includ¬ 
ing five portraits and two subject-pictures, 
‘A Sleeping Nymph—Cupid stealing a Kiss’ 
and 1 James I of Scotland assassinated by 
Graham at the instigation of his Uncle, the 
Duke of Athol.’ In 1787 he sent ‘The As¬ 
sassination of David Rizzio,’ which produced 
a powerful impression, with the result that 

3 lie was elected an associate, and in the 
lowing spring a full member, of the Royal 
Academy. The two picturesof assassinations 
were purchased by Alderman Boydell, and 
were presented by him to the city of London. 
They are now hung in the City Gallery at 
Guildhall. 

For the next seven years he only exhibited 
portraits at the lloyal Academy, but he was 
largely employed in painting pictures for 
the important illustrated works of the 
day. For Boyd oil’s ‘ Shakespeare ’ (1780-91 
he painted 'Arthur supplicating Hubert,’ 
‘Juliet on her Bed surrounded by tho Capu- 
lets,’ ‘ Antigonus sworn to destroy Perdita,’ 
and four others. ITe also painted three pic¬ 
tures for Macklin’s ‘ Poets,’ four for Macltlin’s 
Bible, and eleven for Robert Bo wyer’s odition 
of ITume’s ‘ History of England.’ Of these 
works the most celebrated were ‘Jephtha's 
Vow ' (1793), ' Tho Presentation in tho 
Temple ’ (1791), ‘ Mary of Modena quilting 
England ’ (now in the town-hall at Devon- 
port), and ‘ Elizabeth Grey petitioning Ed¬ 
ward IV,’ painted in 1708. 

Meanwhile he had married again, and this 
time his choice was very fortunate. It was 
at an evening party at Norwich that he first 
met Amelia Alderson, tho daughter of a 
doctor of that town, and cousin of Baron 
Alderson [see Opie, Aaibeia, and Aeeeesoh, 
Sib Ehwabd ITat.t,]. ne fall in love at first 
sight. Thoy were married at Marylobone 
Ohuroh on 8 May 1798, and lived till his 
death at 8 Berners Street, whither he had 
moved in 1791. They were thoroughly suited 
to each other; she appreciated his genius 
and character. A grace was afterwards ob¬ 
served in his works, especially hie female 
ortraits, which they had lacked before. At 
rst fortune did not seem to favour them, 
and there was a short period at the end of 
1801 and the beginning of 1802 when lie was 
wholly without employment; Mrs, Opie con¬ 
sidered these ‘ three alarming months ’ as the 
severest trial in her married life, Thon a 
‘torrent of business ’ came, and never ceased 
to flow till the day of his death. 


Opie 

In 1800 Opie addressed a letter 
editor of the ‘ True Briton’ on the proposal 
for erecting a public memorial of the naval 
glory of Great Britain; and in 1802 Opie 
and his wife went to Paris and saw the won¬ 
derful collection of pictures which Napoleon 
had looted from all the galleries of Europe 
In 180R he was elected professor of paintinj 
to the Royal Academy. lie had been a can¬ 
didate for the appointment in 1799, when 
Burry was elected, but withdrew in favour 
of Fuseli. Opie refused to avail himself ot 
the grace of three years allowed to the pro¬ 
fessor for the preparation of his lectures, and 
commenced their delivery in February 1807. 
lie had previously delivered some lectures on 
art at the Royal Institution, which had been 
well received m spite of some want of method 
and abruptness. He now threw his wholi 
mind into Ids task, and embodied the result 
of years of sincere thought in four lecture., 
on (1) design, (2) invention, (3) chiaro 
scuro, and (4) colouring. With the excep¬ 
tion of those of Sir Joshua Reynolds, no series 
of lectures emanating from tho Royal Aca¬ 
demy are better worth reading. Thoir view. 
are original and jimt,and they contain muck 
excellent criticism in language which is clear 
and vigorous. They arc permanent contri¬ 
butions to critical literature. 

The anxiety and labour spent in the com¬ 
position of these lectures are supposed to 
have hastened his death, He was busily en- 
gngodal tlxc same time on his painl ings, and 
1 laboured so intently the latter end of 1806 
and the beginning of 1807 that he allowed 
his mind no rest, hardly indulging in the re¬ 
laxation of a walk.’ A disease of the spinal 
marrow, affecting Ms brain, ensued, and he 
strove in vain to finish his works for the 
academy exhibition. Ilis pupil, HenryThom- 
son [q. v.] (afterwards R.A.), volunteered to 
work on one of them—a portrait of theDake 
of Gloucester —and Opie was able in one of 
his lucid intervals to give a direction, and to 
express satisfaction when it was carried oat. 

lie died on 0 April 1807, and was buried, 
with somo pomp, in St. Paul’s Cathedral. 

In the National Portrait Gallery are por¬ 
traits by Opie of himself, Bartofozzi, and 
Thomas Iloloroft. Another portrait of Opie 
by himself is in the Dulwich Gallery. In 
the National Gallery are portraits of Wil¬ 
liam Siddons, Mary Wollstonecraft Godwin, 
and the ‘Head of a Young Man.’ A picture 
of 1 Troilus, Oressida, and Pandarus ’ is in the 
Manchester Gallory, on loan from the National 
Gallery. In the diploma gallery of the Royal 
Academy is his ‘Old Man and Child, 1 and a t 
the Oarriclt Club a group from ‘ The G&me- 
Btor,’ with Stukeley and other actors. At 
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the Brompton Consumption Hospit al are some 
works by L)p 10 bequeathed by Miss Head in 
1S71. Among the great men of the day Opie 
painted Dr. Johnson (for whom he had a pro¬ 
found admiration) three times, Bartolozzi, 
John Bannister, Munden, and Betty (the 
young Roscius), Fox and Burke. John Crome 
and Northcote, Fuseli and Girtin, Southey, 
Dr. Farr, Mrs. Inehbald, and Mrs. Shelley. 
Altogether he executed 508 portraits (count¬ 
ing each head in family groups), all of which, 
with a very few exceptions, were in oil. 
Others of his pictures numbered 252. 

The notes of Opie’s character, both as an 
artist and a man, were originality, manli¬ 
ness, and sincerity. A carpenter's son in a 
remote village, without any regular instruc¬ 
tion in art and without opportunity to study 
the works of great artists, he, at the age of 
nineteen, produced pictures which aroused 
the admiration and envy of the most dis¬ 
tinguished artists in the country j at the age 
of twenty-five he had achieved the highest 
honours of his profession, and he fully sus¬ 
tained his reputation till his death. The 
merits of his work, in some respects, ore per¬ 
haps even more perceptible now than when 
he painted. The unusual largeness of his 
manner, the contempt for small attractive¬ 
ness of any kind, the freedom and force of 
his execution, the noble gravity of his feel¬ 
ing, distinguish his pictures from those of all 
his contemporaries, in a manner more favour¬ 
able to their appreciation than in days when 
the public were accustomed to the polished 
grace and vivacity of Reynolds and Gains¬ 
borough, Iloppner and Lawrence. The re¬ 
putation of Opie, which has risenconaiderably 
of recent years, was greatly increased by the 
reappearance oi'hisfinepicture of‘The School’ 
(on early work engraved by Valentine Gxeen 
in 1786), which was lent by Lord Wantage 
to the collection of English pictures (1737— 
1887) at the Grosvenor Gallery in 1888. Its 
rich but sombre colour, its fine chiaroscuro, 
the grave feeling in the heads, suggested at 
least affinity with the unimaginative side of 
Rembrandt. It is to this class of art that 
Opie belongB, the class of serious realism and 
strength of light and shade. His realism was 
not onlyseriousbutintellectual, for he painted 
with his brains as well as his brush. 

Authentic testimonies to his mental en¬ 
dowments, his talent for reparLee, the weight 
and pith of his observations, are numerous. 
His memory was extraordinary. He knew 
Shakespeare, Milton, and many other poets 
‘ almost by heart.’ Horne Tooke said: ‘ Mr. 
Opie crowds more wisdom into a few words 
than almost any man I ever knew; he speaks, 
as it were, in axioms, and what he observes 


O’Quinn 

is worthy to be remembered.' Sir James 
Macintosh remarked that, ‘had Mr. Opie 
turned bis mind to the study of philosophy, 
he would hai e been one of the first philoso¬ 
phers of the age. 1 More convincing still is 
the testimony of Opie's caustic rival, North¬ 
cote, who nei er allowed his jealousy to in¬ 
terfere with his admiration of the wonderful 
Comishman. But even from his devoted 
wife’s testimony it is evident that he never 
overcame entirely the roughness of his man¬ 
ners. His very candid friend, Mrs. Inehbald, 
wrote after Ms death: ‘The total absence of 
artificial manners was the most remarkable 
characteristic, and at the same time the 
adornment and deformity, of Mr. Opie.’ 

[Redgrave’s Diet, of English Artists; Red¬ 
graves’ Century of Painters; Bryan's Diet. 
(Graves and Armstrong), Royal Academy Cata¬ 
logues; NorthcotekLifeof Reynolds; Knowles’s 
1 Life of Fuseli; Taylor and Leslie's Life of Rey- 
1 nolds; Leslie's Handbook to Young Painters; 
Hollekens and his Times; Pilkington's Diet.; 
Saguier’s Diet, of Painters; Polwhele’s Biogra- 
i phioal Sketches; John Taylor's (author of ■ Mon¬ 
sieur Tonson') Records of my Life; Memoirs 
I of Thomas Holcroft; Redding's Personal Remi- 
1 nif-cences, Cunnirgham’B Lives of Painters 
(Heaton); Cunningham’s Lives of Eminent Eng¬ 
lishmen ; Looturis on Painting by thB late John 
Opie, with Memoir by Mrs. Opie, and other ac¬ 
counts of Mr. Opie’s Talents and Character; 
Opie and his Works, by John Joys Rogers (1878); 
Bibliotheca Cornnbiensis, vol. ii. and Supplement 
A very full list of authorities will be found in 
the two works last named.] C. M. 

O’QUINN, JEREMIAH (d. 1657), Irish 
pre8bytorian minister, was horn at Temple- 
pntrick, co. Antrim. His parents were 
Roman catholics, and his mother-tongue was 
Gaelic. On his becoming a protestant, he 
was patronised by Arthur Upton of Castla 
Upton, the proprietor of Templepatrick, who, 
with a view to his becoming a preacher to 
the Gaelic-speaking population, sent him to 
Glasgow University, where ' Jeremias Oqui- 
nus ’ graduated M.A, in 1644. On 4 (Jet. 
1046 he was present as an ‘expectant’ 
(licensed preacher) at the admission of An¬ 
thony Kennedy (4.11 Dec. 1697, aged 83) to 
the charge of Templepatrick parish, Shortly 
afterwards he was called by a majority to the 
charge of Billy parish, co. Antrim. His 
settlement was opposed by a party headed 
by Donald McNeill, who appealed from the 
army presbytery (constituted 10 June 1042) 
to the English parliamentary commissioners 
sent to Ulster in October 1646. The pres¬ 
bytery successfully resisted this appeal from 
a spiritual court to the civil authority, and 
O’Quinn was admitted to Billy. Patrick 
Adair [q. v.] describes him as 1 of great repu- 
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tation fop honesty and zeal, though of little inscription (most correctly given uTBeiT 
learning and no great judgment.’ where ‘ exeunte ’ should be - ex unda’)V’ 

On 16 Feb. 1649 the presbytery issued at renewed byThomas Babington (1765-1823) 
Belfast the famous ' representation’ (an- vicar of Billy, who is buried in the sm' 
swered by Milton), which denounces the tomb. Adair spells his name O'Queen **** 
execution of Charles as * an act so horrible as [News from Ireland concerning the Pm™, a 
no history, divine or human, ever had a pre- ings of the Presbytery in the County of Antrim 
cedent for the like.’ O’Quinn, who had not 1660; Adair’s Truetiarratire (KiUeu), 1868 on 
been present at the meeting, disobeyed the 124, 136, 166 sq., 183 sq., 194; Qeid’g jjjg 
presbytery’s order for reading this document Presb. Church in Ireland (Killen), 1867, ii. 41 ’ 
m the churches. Joined by James Ker, 43, 113 sq., 164 eq., 170, 234, 601, 660; Bran's 
minister of Ballymoney, ne submitted ^’? t ' Safest, 18 77, pp. 137, 711 sq. ; Ui 3 . 
(8 May) ten objections to the ‘ represBnta- HIP, (Belfast), 1381 p. 237, 1882 pp. 9 
tion.’ The presbytery argued the matter for f'“ on a ^ist. Congr. Presb. Church in Ireland, 
several meetings; at length they suspended 1888 ’ p ' 68- J A. S. 

Ker and O’Qurnn, and reported the matter ORAM, WILLIAM (d. 1777), painter 
to the standing commission of the church of and architect, was educated as an architect 
Scotland, who approved their action. Ker and, through the patronage of Sir Edward 
and O’Quinn 'despised the sentence’ and Walpole, obtained the position of master-car- 
held their places, but continued to make penter to the board of works. He designed 
fruitless applications to the presbytery for a triumphal arch for the coronation of 
the removal of the suspension. They took George III, of which an engraving was pub- 
the ‘ engagement’ and got salaries from the lished. Oram also devoted much time to 
civil list. With Thomas Vesey, minister of landscape-painting in the style of Gaepar 
Coleraine,whose principles were episcopalian, Poussin . His works wore often applied to 
they left the presbytery to join a clerical decorative purposes and inserted over doors 
coalition, of which Timothy Taylor [q. v.], and mantelpieces. He designed and painted 
an independent, was the leader. By Novern- the staircase at Buckingham House, and wae 
her 1861 they were weary of exclusion j an. employed to ropuir the paintings on the stair- 
order in council (13 Nov.), addressed to case at Hampton Court. lie published an 
Colonel Robert Venables, referred to O'Quinn etching of Datohet bridge in 1746. In 1766 
as ‘ somewhat embittered against the interest he exhibited three landscapes at the Sooiety 
of England,’ and suggested his transfer to of Artists’ exhibition. Oram, who was gene- 
‘ parts whore there are Irish that cannot rally known as ‘ Old Oram,’ to distinguish 
speak English.’ O’Quinn advised Taylor to him from his son, died on 17 March 1777, 
seek a conference with ‘ the brethren of leaving a widow and a son, Edward Oram 
the presbytery,’ in order to adjust matters (noticed below). In hie will, dated 4 Jan. 
of difference, and was sent with this proposal 1776, and proved 17 March 1777 (P. C. C. 
to Kennedy. The presbytery appointed a 124, Collier), Oram describes himBelf as of 
conference with Taylor and Andrew Wyke St.John’s, Hampstead, and leaves everything 
of Lisburn at Antrim in March 1062. It to liis wife Elizabeth. HiswidowgaveOram's 
turned to a discussion with Adair, who was manuscripts to his near relative, Charles 
thought to have gained the advantage. Ker Olarko, F.S.A., who in 1810 published &om 
made his submission in October, and O'Quinn thorn ‘ Precepts and Observations on the Art 
soon followed his example, Henceforth he of Colouring in Landscape-Painting, by the 
helped to keep the peace Detwoen the govern- late William Oram, esq., of his Majesty's 
mont and the presbyterians. The privy Board of Works.’ 
council paid him 40 1 , on 20 April 1664 for a Edwakd Okam ( f ,. 1770-1800), son of 
visit to Dublin. His name is on Usury the above, also practised as a landscape- 
Oromwell’s civil list of 1666 for a salary of painter. He exhibited landscapes at the 
1007. at Billy. He died at Billy on 81 Jan. Royal Academy from 1776 to 1790, and again 
1667 (the date is not to be corrected to 1668, in 1798 and 1799. He was also engaged in 
as the Scottish reckoning prevailed in the scene-painting as assistant to Philip James 
north of Ireland). His executor, Teague deLoutherbourgh[q.v.],andpaintedscenery 
O’Moony, a presbytorian landholder in co. for the Royalty theatre in Wellolose Square 
Antrim, applied to the government for help [see Palmhe, Johk, 1742 P-17981 He was 
towards payment of his small debts and one of the artists patronised,like JohnFlax- 
funeral expenses, and reoeivud a grant of 267. man [q.v.] and William Blake [q.v.lbytke 
He was buried in Billy churchyard, where Rev. Henry and Mrs. Mathew, ana he m- 
is a tombstone bearing his epitaph (name, sisted Flaxmnn in decorating their house m 
‘O’Qumius’) with Latin elegiacs. The liatlibone Place. In 1799 Oram was resid* 
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iog in Grasse Street, Rathbone Place. 411 
later trace of him is lost. 

[Redgrave’sDiet, of Artists; preface to Oram's 
Precepts and Observations; Walpole’s Anec¬ 
dotes of Painting, ed. Wornum; Smith's Book 
for h Rainy Day.] D. 0. 

ORANGE, Pbutoess oe (1831-1080). 
[See Maht.] 

ORCHEYERD or ORCHARD, WIL¬ 
LIAM (d. 1604), mason and architect, -was 
in September 1476 described as a freemason 
of Oxford. At that date Bishop Wayneflete 
of Winchester, who was superintending the 
building of Magdalen College, Oxford, en¬ 
gaged Orcheyerd to make the great west 
window of the chapel, in seven lights, 
according to a ‘portraiture’ prepared by 
Orcheyerd, for twenty marks. He was 
also to provide forty-eight cloister windows 
with buttresses, at 48s. 4 d. for each window 
and buttress; twelve doors for chambers, 
and one hundred and two windows, as 
good as, or better than, the windows in the 
chambers of All Souls College, at 6s. 8 d. 
each; and the windows of the library, 
each with two lights, with like reference to 
thoBB of All Souls College, at 13s. 4 d. each. 
This work was completed in 1477-8, in which 
years Orcheyerd acknowledged payment. In 
1479 two further agreements wore made for 
battlements and buttresses for Magdalen 
College chapel, hall, library, gateway tower, 
and cloister tower, with a staircase turret, 
called a 1 vyse,’ to the latter, and pinnacles, 
the spire for the turret to be 16 feet high, 
and the pinnacles 11J feet; the spire to cost 
nine marks, and the pinnacles 11s. ltf, each. 
The stone was to be dug from the Quarries 
belonging to the king and to the college at 
Headington, near Oxford. Orcheyerd was 
engaged at the same time upon work at Eton 
for wayneflete, it being provided that the 
stone should be procured for that work from 
the same quarries. The satisfaction which 
his work gave is evidenced by the fact of the 
college leasing to him for fifty-nine years in 
1478 some land at Barton, a hamlet of Head- 
ington, where their quarry was situated. This 
lease was, in 1486, converted into one for 
twenty years, should he live so long, with 
addition of other land. In the later lease 
he is described as ‘ commonly called Master 
William Mason.’ In 1490 as ‘William 
Orchard, esquire,’ he leased out some of his 
land for five years; and in 1601, as ‘ Master 
W. Mason,' granted another lease. Prom a 
document dated 18 Feb. 1602-8, which is 
entered in the .register of the university 
marked «[, at f. D39, it appears that he was 
then engaged upon buildings at St. Bernard’s 
College, for which he had made an agreement 


with the abbot of Fountains [called Funteys, 
i.e. Fontes, miscopied as Freynties in Wood’s 
‘ Antiquities of the City of Oxford,’ 1890, ii. 
309] for two years and a half from Whit¬ 
suntide 1602; he procured the entry in this 
register of the agreement with respect to the 
digging the foundations and quarrying the 
stone, a wing apparently to some dispute. But 
in 1604 he died. His will, which is entered in 
the above-mentioned university register, at 
fol. 65 i, dated 21 Jan. 1608-4, was proved 
16 March. He directed his body to be Duried 
in the church of the priory of St. Frideswide, 
and bequeathed to the priory hie house in 
Crampolle (Grandpool or Grandpont) after 
the death or his wife Katherine, to whom he 
left ell the residue of his property, provid¬ 
ing for masses for his soul at St. Fndeswide’s 
and Magdalen College, and securing to the 
college an annual payment for ever from the 
priory of 6s. 8d. His elder Bon, John Orchard, 
who took the degree of B.C.L., sold some of 
the Headington property in 1618. A por¬ 
tion of the rest was given in dowry with 
his daughter Isabella (al. Elizabeth) on her 
marriage to Edward Mawdisley, a tailor, of 
Oxford, about 1490. She subsequently mar¬ 
ried Harry Oldame of Oxford, and died before 
September 1618. John Orchard was a brewer 
in Oxford in 1506 (Unit>. Sea. os above, 
f.2306). 

[Deeds in Mngd. Coll. Mumment Boom, 
Miscall., No. 349, Headington, Nos. 2, 3, 86, 39, 
42, 71, 16a, 16a, 18a.] W. D. M. 

ORD, CRAVEN(1766-1832), antiquary, 
the younger son of Harry Ord, of the king’s 
remembrancer’s office, by Anne, daughter 
of Francis Hutchinson of Barnard Castle, 
Durham, was horn in London in 1760. His 
uncle, Robert Ord [q. v.], was chief baron 
of the Scottish exchequer. Ord was elected 
a fellow of the Society of Antiquaries on 
26 Jan. 1776, and of the Royal Society on 
3 May 1787 (Thomson, Soyal Sob. App. ir. 
lix). He was for several years vice-pre¬ 
sident of the former society, and at the time 
of his death was, together with Bray and Dr, 
Latham, one of its three patriarchs. His life 
was mainly devoted to antiquarian researches. 
In association with Sir John Cullum, he 
prompted and assisted Gough in his great 
work on the ‘ Sepulchral Monuments of Great 
Britain,’ and to Ord's exertions, Gough testi¬ 
fied, ‘are owing the impressions of some of the 
finest brasses, as well as many valuable de¬ 
scriptive hints ’ (Niohols, Lit.Anecd. yi.286). 
In September 1780 he undertook a tour in 
search of brasses in East-Anglia, together 
with Gougjfh and Cullum, who described their 
success with enthusiasm. From Wiebeoh 
they proceeded 'sixteen miles of one uni- 
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form level, through, such a string of noble 
churches, most dreadfully situated, as canuot 
be matched, I believe, in the kingdom,’ to 
Lynn, ‘ where is the noblest parcel oi brasses I 
ever met with, in porfeet preservation,’ Ileleft 
few churches insouthern England unexplored, 
and formed a unique collection of impres¬ 
sions of brasses, llis method of obtaining 
tho impressions was os follows : he always 
carried! with him French paper kept dump 
in a specially prepared case, printer's ink, ana 
a quantity of rags, he inked the brass, then 
wiped it very clean, laid on the paper, 
covered it wit h some thicknesses of cloth, and 
then, trod upon it. lie finished the outlines 
at home, out out. the figures, and pasted them 
in a large portfolio. His collection of im¬ 
pressions of sepulchral brasses, hound in two 
volumes, with deal bouids over six feet in 
height, was purchased by Thorpe tho book¬ 
seller in 1830 for 481. Is. 

by Nichols] by^Mautell, and by Ormcrocf in 
their respective histories of Leicestershire, 
Surrey, and Cheshire; hut lie published no¬ 
thing separately, his writings being confuted 
to bis communications to the ‘Aichtnologia.’ 
The most valuable of these were: in 1790, 
‘ An. Inventory of Crown Jewels made iu 
8 Edward III ’ (x. 241-2G0); in 1794,‘Sir lid- 
ward Waldogruve's Accompt for the Funeral 
of King Edward VI ’ (xii. 33 i-306) j in 1803, 
‘ An Account of the Entertainment of King 
Henry VI at the Abbey of St. Edmunds Bury 
in 1433 ’ (xv. 66 suq.); in 1808, ‘ Copies of 
five curious Writs of Privy Seal, one iu the 
time of Queen Mary, and the others of Queen 
Elizabeth ’ (xvi. 91 seq.) 

Ord's extremely valuable library was 
mainly dispersed in June 1829, on the occa¬ 
sion of his leaving England for tho sake of 
his health. At the same lime was sold 11 
portion of his choice collection of historical 
manuscripts, nis ‘ Registrum du Bury, temp, 
Edward III,' was purchased by Madden for 
128/., and his 1 Liber Garderobco ab anno 18 
Edw. II ad annum 16 Edw. Ill ’ by Thorpe for 
1101.16s. llis Suffolk collodions, in twenty 
folio volumes, with l hroe volumes of indexes, 
were obtained, by the lust-muntioned dealer 
for 210/.; all are now in the British Mus u um, 
together with a series of illustrative drawings 
(in Addit. MSS. 7101-2,8986-7). A second 
sale of Ord’s manuscripts took placo in Jan uary 
1830, when a very large quantity of small 
ancient deeds was sold in bags, and fetchod 
from 21. to SI. each. Many of the manuscripts 
had previously belonged to J Martin, tho 
Tlietford antiquary,and wero acquired by Ord 
for a few shillings. Tho collections of Fran¬ 
cis Douce and of Sir Thomas Phillipps were 


largely reinforced from Ord’s saleT ThT^ 
mwnderofhts library was sold after his death, 

Previous to 1829 Ord had resided chiefly 
at his seat of Greenstead Hall in Esse/ 
where most of his children were born- but 
he died at Woolwich Common in January 
1882. He married,in Junel784,MarySmith 
daughter of John Hodman of Greenstead Hall’ 
Essex, by whom he had five sons—the f? 0 „’ 
Craven Old (1780-1880), vicar of St. Mary- 
de-Wigtoft, Lincolnshire, 1809, prebendary 
of Lincoln, 1814, married in 1814 Margaret 
Blagrnve, a niece of the Rev, Sir John Cab 
lum, bart., succeeded his father in his pro" 
perty at Greenstead, and died 14 Dec. lhSfl* 
Major Robert Hutchinson Ord, K.H., ofthe 
royal artillery, who married in 1817 Eiizabath 
Blagravo, a sister of the preceding; Captain 
W illio.ni Redman Ord of the royal engineers- 
John Ord, M.D., of Hertford; Captain Hairy 
Gough Ord, father of Sir Harry St. George 
Ord [ q. v.j—and one daughter, Harriot Man, 
who married in 1816 the liev. GeorgeHughey 

[Gent. Mag. 1829 ii. 05-6, 1830 i. 264,1832 
i. 469-70; Nichole's Literary Anecdotes and 
LiUrary Illustrations, pusbim; Nichols's History 
of Leicohlor, i. andiv. 614; Gough’s Sepulchral 
Monuments, i. 10; Bril. Mus Addit. MSS. 
7966-7; Ciilnlnguu of tho Curious and Valu¬ 
able Library of Craven Ord, rsq., sold by Mr 
Evans at 93 Pall Mall.] 'f.S. ' 

ORD, Sin IIAIIRY St. GEORGE (1810- 
1886), major-general royal engineers, colo¬ 
nial governor, son of Captain Harry Gough 
Ord, royal artillery, and of his wife, Louisa 
LuLham of Bexley, Kent, was horn at North 
Cray, Kent, on 17 Juno 1819. He was 
educal oil privately at Woolwich, and entered 
tho Royal Military Acadumy there in 1835. 
lie received a commission as second lieutenant 
in 1 he corps of royal engineers on 14 Dec. 
1837, and went through the usual course of 
professional instruction at Chatham, Pro- 
mot ud lieutenant on 27 May 1839, he was 
quartered at Woolwichand afterwards in Ire¬ 
land. In January 1810 he was sent to the 
Wosl Indies, whore he remained for the next 
six yoars. lie returned home in December 
1840, and was stntionod at Woolwich for a 
year, and then at Chatham. On 29Oct. 1846 
lie was promoted second captain. 

In December 1849 Ord was sent on special 
duty to the west coast of Africa and the 
island of Ascension, returning to England in 
September 1860, when he was again employed 
at Olittt ham. IIo receivod the thanks of the 
board of admiralty for his report and re¬ 
commendations with reference to naval works 
at the island of Ascension. On 1 Jan. 1862 
he was appointed adjutant of the royal en- 
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gineers at Chatham. He was promoted first 
captain on 17 Feb. 1864, but continued to 
hold the appointment of adjutant until July, 
when he was appointed brigade-major of the 
royal engineers under Brigadier-general 
(afterwards Sir) Harry David Jones [q. v.j in 
the combined French and English expedition 
to the Baltic. Ord was present at the siege 
and capture of Bomarsund, and was men¬ 
tioned m despatches. He received the war 
medal and was promoted brevet-major on 

8 Sept. 1864. On his return to England he 
was quartered at Sheerness. 

In November 1866 Ord's services were 
placed at the disposal of the colonial office, 
and he was sent as a commissioner on a 
special mission to the Gold Coast, returning 
in May 1856. From June to October in 
1866, and again from February to May 1857 
(the interval being occupied with military 
duty at Gravesend), he was employed in 
Holland and France to assist the British 
minister at the Hague and the British am¬ 
bassador in Paris in negotiations respecting 
the Netherlands’ and French possessions on 
the west coast of Africa. On the completion 
of this duty he returned again to Gravesend. 

On 2 Sept. 1857 Ord was appointed lieu¬ 
tenant-governor of the island of Dominica 
in the West Indies, and he assumed the 
government on 4 Nov. ne was promoted 
lieutenant-colonel on 28 Nov. 1859. In 
April 1860, while in England on leave of 
absence, he was offered the government of 
the Bermudas, and was gazetted to the 
appointment on 16 Feb. 1861, assuming 
the government the following month. In. 
January 1864 he returned home on leave of 
absence, was promoted brevet-colonel on 
28 Nov., and was sent to the west coast of 
Africa as commissioner on special service 
under the colonial office in connection with 
disturbances with the Ashantis, He re¬ 
turned to England in Maroh 1865. On 

9 Oct. he was made a O.B., and the same 
month he resumed the government of the 
Bermudas. He finally left the Bermudas 
in November 1866. 

On 6 Feb. 1867 Ord was appointed the 
first colonial governor of the Straits Settle¬ 
ments, these possessions having up to that 
time been administered by the government 
of India. He was made a knight-bachelor, 
assumed the government on 1 April 1887, 
and was promoted maior-general on 16 April 
1869, His tenure of the government was, 
by the desire of the colonial office, extended 
beyond the usual time, and he remained at 
Singapore until'November 1873. 

Ord’s health had suffered from service in. 
tropical climates, and for the next four years 


lie remained unemployed. He was made n 
K.O.M.G. on 30 May 1877, having in April 
of that year been appointed governor of 
South Australia. In 1879, having completed 
the full term os colonial governor, he retired 
on the maximum pension, and lived at Fom- 
ham House, near Bury St. Edmunds. On 
24 May 1881 he waa made a G.O.M.G. He 
took considerable interest in the Zoological 
Society of London, of which he was an hono¬ 
rary fellow, and presented it with many ani¬ 
mals from the various places in which he 
served. Ord died suddenly of heart-disease at 
Homburg on 20 Aug. 1885. He was buried 
in the churchyard of Fomham St. Martin, 
and a tablet to his memory has been placed 
in the church. A village institute was also 
erected at Fomham St, Martin in his 
memory by his friend, the sultan of Johore. 

Ord married in London, on 28 May 1846, 
Julia Graham, daughter of Admiral James 
Carpenter, R.N., by whom he had three 
sons : Harry St. George, who settled in Aus¬ 
tralia ; William St. George, retired captain 
royal engineers, of Fornham ; and St. John 
St. George, a retired major of the royal ar¬ 
tillery, 

Ord was a popular governor. A three- 
q uarter-leng th portrait of him was painted for 
the Chinese merchants of the Straits Settle¬ 
ments, and is now at Singapore. There is 
also a portrait of him in the chamber of the 
Legislative Council of Bermuda. 

Ord contributed to the ‘Professional Papers 
of the Corps of Royal Engineers ’ (new ser. 
rol. iv.) papers entitled ‘Experiments on the 
Penetration of Bullets’ and ‘Experiments 
with 6j-inoh Shells.’ 

[Royal Engineers Corps’ Records; War Office 
and Colonial Office Records; private sources.] 

R. H. V. 

ORD, JOHN WALKER (1811-1863), 
topographer, poet, and journalist, bom at 
Guisborough, Yorkshire, on 6 March 1811, 
was son uf the principal partner in the firm 
of Richard Ora & Son, tanners and leather 
merchants of that place. He entered the 
universityof Edinburgh, and, being intended 
for the medical profession, was apprenticed 
to Dr, Knox, the eminent lecturer on ana¬ 
tomy. While at Edinburgh he was intimate 
with Prof, Wilson and Hogg, the ‘Ettrick 
Shepherd.’ Eventually he abandoned the 
study of medicine, and, coming to London in 
1834, he started, two years later, the ' Me¬ 
tropolitan Literary Journal,’ a paper wMch 
was afterwards merged in the ‘Britannia.’ 
His literary labours brought him into in¬ 
tercourse with Thomas Campbell, Sheridan 
Knowles, Douglas Jerrold, and the Countess 
of Blessington. He afterwards retired to 
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his native county, and died at Guiebarough 
on 29 Aug. 1863. 

His works are: 1. 1 England: a historical 
Poem,’ 2 vols., London, 1834-6,8vo. 2. * Re¬ 
marks on idle Sympathetic Condition exist¬ 
ing between the Body and the Mind, espe- 
ciSly during Disease,’ London, 18S6, 8vo, 
forming a supplement to the * Metropolitan 
Literary Journal.’ 3. ‘The Bard, and minor 
Poems/ 1841, 12mo. 4, 1 Rural Sketches 

and Poems, chiefly relating to Cleveland,’ 
London, 1846,12mo. 6. ‘The History and 
Antiquities of Cleveland, comprising the 
Wapentake of East and West Langbargli, 
North Riding, County of York,' London, 
1846, 4to. Prefixed is a portrait of the au¬ 
thor, engraved by B. F. Lloyd & Co., Edin¬ 
burgh. Boyne says: ' This work is written 
in a fulsome style. The author was unfit 
for such a great work; he was not an anti¬ 
quary’ (Yorkshire Library, p. 190). 

He also edited ' Rosoberry Topping: a Poem 
by Thomas Pierson,’ Stockton, 1817,12mo, 
and left unfinished 1 The Biblo Oracles. 1 

[Notes nn d Queries, 2nd sor. viii. 631, x. MO; 
Scbroerter’s Annals of Yorkshire, li. 388 ; IVhol- 
lau’s York and the North Riding (1869), ii, 
206.] T. 0. 

ORD or ORDE, ROBERT (d. 1778), chief 
baron of the Scottish exchequer, was the 
eldest son of John Ordo, under-sheriff of New- 
eastle-on-Tyne, by Anne Hutchinson. At 
an early period he removed to Edinburgh, 
where ultimately lie was appointed baron of 
tho Scottish exchequer. He died on 4 Feb. 
1778. There is a portrait of him at Ravons- 
worth Castle. By his wife Mary, eldest 
daughter of Sir John Darnell, knight, lie hnd 
a daughter Elizabeth, married to Robert 
Maequeen, lord Braxflald [q. v.], and a son 
John Ord (1729 P-1814). The son was edu¬ 
cated at Hackney and Trinity Collogu, Cam¬ 
bridge, whore he graduated B.A. in 1760, 
and afterwards obtained a lay fellowship. 
Having been called to tho bar at Lincoln’s 
Inn, ho in 1777 bocame attorney-general of 
tho duohy of Lancaster, and in 1778 master 
in chancery. lie was M.P. successively for 
Midhurst, Hastings, and Wendover (1?74- 
1790), and was some time chairman of ways 
and means in the House of Commons. lie 
wnsF.R.S., and died on 6 June 1814, and 
was buried in Fulham churchyard. 

[Gout. Msg. 1778 p 94, 1814 pt. i. p, 621, 
ana pt. ii p. t05; Notos and Queries, 4th sor. 
vii. 387; Burke’s Landed Gentry.] 

ORDE, Sir JOHN (1761-1824), admiral, 
younger son of John Ordo of East Ordo and 
Morpeth (d, 1784), and brother of Thomas 
Orde-Powlett, first lord Bolton [q. v.], was 


bora on 22 Dee. 1761 (Foster). Be en 
terod the navy in 1766 on board the Jersev' 
with Commodore Spry, in the Mediterra¬ 
nean ; afterwards served on the Newfound¬ 
land station with Commodore Byron and 
in the West Indies with Sir George Rod 
ney, who, on 7 April 1774, promoted him’ 
to be lieutenant of the Ferret sloop and 
in July moved him to the Rainbow m 
which he returned to England. In Jn) T 

1776 he went out to North America in the 
Roebuck with Captain Andrew SnapB Ha 
mond [q. v.] From her he was moved m 

1777 to the Eagle, Lord Howe’s flagship 
and early in 1778 was promoted to command 
the Zebra sloop, in which he assisted at the 
reduction of Philadelphia and the forts of 
the Delaware. On 19 May 1778 he was 
posted to the Virginia frigate, which, in 
1779, was part of the force under Sir George 
Collier [q. v.] in the expedition up tho 
Penobscot. In 1780 Orde took part in the 
reduction of Charlestown [see Arbuthnot 
MarriotI and in October was appointed to 
the Chatham. The following July, when 
Arbutlinot was recalled, be hoisted his flag 
in the Roebuck, and moved Orde into her as 
his flag-captain ; and during tlio rest of the 
war Orde commanded the Roebuck in the 
North Sea and on the coast of France. In 
1783 Orde was appointed governor of Do¬ 
minica, restored to England at the poace, 
but the island for the next year was infested 
by hodieB of negroes, who had obtained arms 
and taken to the mountains. Orde’s energy 
in restoring quiol and socurity won for him 
the thanks of tho settlers, and on 27 July 
1790 he was created a baronet. Oa the 
outbreak of the revolutionary war he ob¬ 
tained leave to resign his government and 
return to active service in the navy, He 
was appointed to the Victorious,from which 
he moved to the Venorable, ana afterwards 
to the Prince Qoorgo, all attached to the 
Channel fleet. 

On 1 June 1796 he nttained the rank of 
rear-admiral, and, after a few weeke in tem¬ 
porary command at Plymouth during the 
early part of 1797, hoisted his flag on board 
the Princess Royal, and joined Lord St. 
Vincent off Cadiz as third in command. In 
the summer of 1798Orde was deeply moi tified 
at finding that Sir Horatio Nelson, a junior 
officer, had been sent into the Mediterranean 
in command of a squadron on particular 
service; and the more so as the arrival of 
Sir Rogor Curtis in the fleet reduced him to 
fourth in command. This led him to com¬ 
plain to St. Vincent, in loiters which that 
striot. disciplinarian considered so highly im¬ 
proper that he ordered Orde to shift his flag 
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into the Blenheim and return to England 
[tee Jebvis, John, Eabl of St. Vincent], 
On his arrival he applied for a court-martial, 
-nhich the admiralty refused to grant, and 
on the return of St. Vincent took the earliest 
opportunity of demanding personal satisfac¬ 
tion. This, however, was forbidden by the 
king, and so the matter rested, the two 
principals being bound over in 5,000/. to 
keep the peace. But in 1802 Orde published 
the correspondence relating to the affair, 
which in 1799 had been printed for private 
circulation. 

He became a vice-admiral on 14 Fob. 
1799, and, on the removal of St. Vincent 
from the admiralty, in the autumn of 1804 
accepted the command of a squadron off 
Cape Finisterre, whence, shortly afterwards, 
he was sent to keep watch off Cadiz, much 
to the disgust of Nelson, who complained 
bitterly of Orde’s presence as interfering 
with his command and depriving him of its 
emoluments (Nicolas, vi. 289, 819, 858-9, 
392, &c.) In April 1805, when Villeneuve 
escaped through the Straits of Gibraltar, 
and was joined by some of the Spanish ships 
off Cadiz, Orde was obliged to retire before 
the very superior force; and conjecturing 
that the enemy meant to go to Brest, he 
went north and joined Lord Gardner, when, 
in accordance with a previous request, he 
was ordered to Spithead and to strike his 
flag. In the general promotion of 9 Nov. 
1806 he became admiral of the blue. He 
was one of the pall-hearers at the funeral of 
Lord Nelson, or whose character he is said 
to have been a warm admirer. The admira¬ 
tion was not reciprocated. On the death of 
Lord Bolton in 1807, his son, succeeding to 
the title, vacated his seat in parliament for 
Yarmouth, Isle of Wight, to which Orde 
was then nominated, and which he repre¬ 
sented till his death, after a long and painful 
illness, on 19 Feb. 1824. 

Orde was twice married: first, in 1781, 
to Margaret Emma, daughter of Richard 
Stephana of Charlestown, South Carolina, 
who died without issue in 1790; secondly, in 
1798, to Jane, daughter of John Frere [q. v.J 
of Roy don Hall, Norfolk, and sister of John 
Hookham Frere [q. v.], by whom he left 
issue a daughter and one son, John Powlett 
Orde, who succeeded to the baronetcy. A 
portrait of Orde in a captain’s uniform— 
when he was at least twenty-seven, but 
representing a handsome, rosy-faced lad, 
apparently not twenty—was lent to the 
Naval Exhibition of 1891 by Orde’s grand¬ 
son. ■* 

[Marshall’s Roy. Nav. Biogr. i. 89; Haifa's 
Nav. Biogr. ii. 67; Nicolas’s Despatches and 
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Letters of Lord Nelson, fieq and especially vol. 
vi. (see Index at end of vol. vii.); Foster’s 
Baronetage.] J. K. L. 

ORDE, afterwards ORDE-POWLETT, 
THOMAS, first Babon Bolton (1746-1807), 
politician,elder son of John Ordeof East Orde 
and Morpeth ( i . 1784), by his second wife, 
Anne, daughter of Ralph Marr of Morpeth, 
and widow of the Rev. William Pye, was bom 
on 30 Aug. 1746, and baptised at Morpeth on 
2 Oct. Admiial Sir John Orde [q. v.] was his 
brother. He was educated atEton and King’s 
College, Cambridge, being admitted in 1765, 
becoming a fellow in 1768, and graduating 
BA. 1770, M.A. 1778. While at Cambridge 
he studied the art of etching, and showed 
great skill ‘ in taking off any peculiarity of 
person.’ This was a dangerous gift, but he 
never portrayed any one likely to become 
an object of ridicule. Three portraits by him 
in 1768 of D. Randall, fruit-seller at Cam¬ 
bridge, and of Mother Hammond, are de¬ 
scribed in Wordsworth’s ‘University Life in 
the Eighteenth Century,’ pp. 468-4. The 
particulars of his etching in the same year of a 
very stout man, and in 1709of William Lynch, 
an old seller of pamphlets, are set out in the 
‘ Catalogue of Satirical Prints at the British 
Museum' (iv. 498, 679). The names of the 
performers in the 1 Cambridge concert,’ which 
ib usually attributed to him, are given in the 
‘ Catalogue of Satirical Prints ’ (iv. 608-9); 
but, according to Hawkins, the design was 
by Orde, and the etching by Sir Abraham 
Hume. He also etched his father, mother, 
and younger brother, and drew a pen-and-ink 
sketch ol Voltaire acting in one of his own 
tragedies (Notes and Queries, 2nd ser. vii. 
823). To the ‘ Account of King’s College 
Chapel,’ 1769, which bears the name of 
Henry Malden, chapter clerk, is prefixed 
his portrait by Orde. The profits from the 
sale of these etchings were given by him to 
the characters whom he drew. 

Orde was called to the bar at Lincoln’s 
Lin, and was elected F.S.A. on 23 Feb. 1776. 
Hs entered upon political life as member for 
Aylesbury, which he represented from 1780 
to 1784. The details of the money which he 
distributed among the electors, and the sup¬ 
pers which he gave to them, are contained 
in Robert Gibbs's ‘History of Aylesbury’ 
(p. 246). For two parliaments,lasting from 
1784 to 1796, he sat for Harwich, and he 

to^.790 the constituency of Rathcormack, co. 
Cork. He was elected in 1781 to the ninth 
place in the secret committee on _ Indian 
affairs, and to him was attributed its fifth 
report, which, in the languase of WraxaU, 
was' one of the most able, well-digested, and 
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important documents ever laid upon the other from Pitt (pp. 86-9), Pitt blanTt 
table of the House of Commons ’ ( Memoirs , him for irresolution, but the charge Ti¬ 
ed, Wheatley, ii. 109). For his services on based on erroneous information. 8 89 

this body Dundas openly paid him in the In 1787 Orde introduced into the Irish 
house a very high compliment. Whon Lord House of Commons, in a speech of thrte 
Shelburne was appointed one of tho principal hours’ length, an ' extremely comprehensive ’ 
secretaries of state early in 1782, Orde be- scheme of education. The clergy were to 
came hie uuder-sooretary, and, on the forma- continue the maintenance of schools w ith 
tion of the new ministry under Shelburne in increased charges at a graduated seals oo 

July 1782, he was promoted to the post of their incomes, and the bishops and dignitaries 

secretary to the treasury. In this position of tho church wore also to contribute. T wo 
he assiduously discharged one of its chief great academies in Dublin aud some smaller 
duties by giving to his political friends fro- institutions wove to oducate thirteen thou- 
rjuently dinner parties at his house iu Park sand children, and the annual cost of this 
Place, St. James's Street (WRaxall, ii. 868- was to be defrayed by the Incorporated So- 
859,414). He went out of office with Shel- ciety to the extent of 18,0001, and by the state 
bume as representing his views in the House with a grant of 7,0007. All of these proposi- 
of Commons, and, through attachment to his tions passed through the house by a unani- 
old master, declined, iu December 1783, the mous vot o, with the exception of the clause 
offer of Pitt to resume liis old place at tho relating to the foundation of a second uuiveiv 
treasury. sity, which was opposed by a single member. 

From February 1781 to November 1787 The government of Iroiund by the Date 
the Duke of Rutland was lord-lieutouant of of Rutland was mainly, through his personal 
Ireland, with Orde as his chief secretary and popularity, very successful. The duke died 
a member of the privy council in Ireland, m October 1787, and Ordo retired with 
They endeavoured in 1785 to form a ‘ com- health much broken. An Irish pension oi 
morcial union’ between England and Ire- 1,7007. per annum was conferred upon him, 
land, their object being to 1 reunite the two but the grant was attacked, ami not without 
countries by the chain of mutual benefits reason, as a violation of the assurance on 
and onoqual participation of the advantages which the salary of tho office of chief secre- 
of trade.’ Tho propositions put forward by tary had buen augmented. Orde was depre- 
Orde in the Irish parliament, were duly as- ciated by Sir Jonah Barrington as ‘a cold, 
sented to, and were tliun introduced by Pitt cautious, slow and sententious man, tolerably 
into tho English House of Commons. They well informed, but not at all talented, with 
were vehemently opposed by Fox and tho a mind neither powerful nor feoble’ {lUm 
other whig loaders, but, after a protracted and Fall of Irish Nation,ym, 320-1; Historic 
struggle of parties, they passed through par- Anecdotes of Ireland, ii. 219). 
liament, mainly through the arguments that Orde married at Marylebone, on 7 April 
their adoption would tend to promote tho 1778, Jean Mary Browne Powlelt, natural 
prosperity of England. Tho changos which daughter of Charles, fifth duke of Bolton,by 
were introduced into the 1 Irish propositions ’ Mary Browne Banks, on whom, in default of 
duringthoirprogressthroughthuEnglislipar- raalo issue to the duke’s next brother, thB 
liament materially altered their affect, to the greater part of tho extensive estates were 
disadvantage oft lie dependent country) and entailed. On tho death of tho sixth duke, 
when tho scheme was again brought before leaving only fornnle children, on 24 Dec. 1794, 
the Irish House of Commons, it was fieroely tho properly passed to Ordo in right of his 
resisted by Grattan, Flood, and Ourrun, and wife, and by royal license he assumed, on 
only carried by nineteen on the first division, 7 Jan. 1705, the nddit ional surname of Pow- 
All that Orde could effect was to obtain an loll,. On 20 Oct. 1707 be was created Baron 
order that the hill should bo road a first time Bollnn of Bolton Castle, Yorkshire, in the 
and printed for circulation through Ireland, peerage of Great Britain. In 1791 he was 
16 Aug. 1786, It was then droppod. Many appointed governor and vice-admiral of the 
let tors to anil from him on those propositions Isle of Wight, and in 1800 he was created 
are printed in the 1 Memoirs of 1 fenry Qrat- lord-limit onaul, of Hampshire. IIo was also 
tan,’ vol. iii., and in the ‘ Correspondence of a lord of trado and plantations, receiver- 
llio Right lion. John Bercsford,’i. 251-94. general of tho duchy-court of Lancaster, and 
The views of the viceroy and himself aro set. registrar, examiner, and first clerk of the 
out in the ‘ Correspondence of Pitt and county palatine of Lancaster (Habwood, 
Charles, duke of Rutland’ (1812 and 1890), Alumni' B on, p. 316). Dicing his official 
.and in it are contained two long letters to connection with tho Isle of Wight he built 
iliim, one from the duke (pp. 158-8), tho FernliiU, near Wolton, and repaired the go- 
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remor's residence at Carisbrooke. He died 
at Hackwood Park, near Basingstoke, on 
30 July 1807, aged 60, and wa3 buried at 
Old Basing. His widow died at the Hot- 
wells, Bristol, on 11 Deo. 1814, and was also 
buried at Old Basing. They left issue two 
sons. 

Orde’s speech on the ‘ Iri«h propositions ’ 
was printed at Dublin in 1785, and that on 
education in 1787. When in Ireland he gave 
'a snug little place in the license office to 
Maurice Goldsmith, in honour of his brother’s 
literary merit,’ April 1787 (Prior, Life of 
Oliver Goldsmith, ii. 227). His communi¬ 
cations with Father O’Leary, whom he paid 
for furnishing information as to the designs , 
of liis compatriots, are set out in Froude’s 
'Englishin Ireland’ and Fitzpatrick’s ‘ Secret ! 
Service under Pitt.’ The latter of these 
writers suggested that the published letters 
of the Duke of Rutland were written by Orde 
[Athenmim, 29 March 1890, pp. 404-6), but 
the suggestion seems untenable. Numerous 
letters to and from him are in Fitzmaurice’s 
‘Life of Lord Shelburne,’ iii. 861-Sj 393- 
413; ‘Historical Manuscripts Commission.’ 
12th Rep. App. pt. is. pp. 307-01, and 18th 
Rep. App. pt. viii. pp. 20-8. Mathias ad¬ 
dressed to him, on 16 Sept. 1791, a Latin ode, 
which was printed for private distribution, 
and was also included in his ‘ Odce Latinoe,’ 
181.0. 

Orde was a friend of Romney, and fre¬ 
quently visited him about 1775. On his com¬ 
mission, Romney began a religious picture, 
which was intended for presentation to 
King’s College, Cambridge, as an altar-piece: 
but the intention of Orde was forestalled, and 
the painting was never finished. Roinney 
painted his portrait, which was engraved in 
mezzotint, with three impressions, by John 
Jones. It is nearly whole-length, and his 
hand is holding a ‘ bill for effectuating the 
intercourse and commerce between Great 
Britain and Ireland,’ There are also two 
portraits of him etched by Bretherton. 

[Wrox all's Memoirs, ad. Wheatley, iv. 124-38, 
133-88; Lecky’s Hist, during the Eighteenth 
Century, vi. 331 et seq.; Willie and Clark's Cam¬ 
bridge, i. 489; Gent. Mag. 1807 pt. ii. p. 785; 
Peerages by Brydgos, Foster, and Ookayne; 
Cat. of Satirical Prints in Brit, Mus. iv. 699 ; 
Romney a Life of George Romney, pp. 186-7, 
249; Horne’s Portraits of Gainsborough and 
Romney, p. 61; Granger’s Letters, pp. 87-8; 
Smith’s Mezzotint Portraits, ii. 768-4.] 

W. P. C. 1 

ORDERICUS VITALIS or ORDERIO 
VITAL (1076-1443 P), historian, wesson of 
Odelerius, the son of Constantius of Orleans. 
Odelerius was the confessor and truBted ad-, 


viser of Roger of Montgomery' [see IIooer, 
i. 1094], whom he accompaniedto England 
and from whom he received a church at the 
East Gate of Shrewsbury. Though a priest, 
Odelerius married an English wife, by whom 
he had three sons—Orderic, Everard, and 
Benedict. In fulfilment of a vow made at 
Rome in 1082, Odelerius commenced to re¬ 
place liis wooden church at Shrewsbury by 
a stone building, which, at liis instigation, 
Earl Roger made the home of his abbey of 
SS. Peter and Paul. Odelerius endowed the 
abbey with half of his posse-sione, and, toge¬ 
ther with his son Benedict, became a monk 
in the new foundation. He is no doubt the 
‘ Oilerius Sacerdos' mentioned in the charters 
of Shrewsbury Abbev (Dogdale, Mamet. 
Anrjl. iii. 518,620). He died at Shrewsbury, 
apparently on 3 June 1110. 

Orderio was born on 16 Feb. 1076, and 
baptised at Ateham, near Shrewsbury, on 
11 April, by his godfather Orderic, the 
priest. When five years old, he was put in 
charge of Siward, a priest at Shrewsburv, 
who tanght him letters. In 1085 his father 
sent him, with thirty marks of silver, to be¬ 
come a monk at Rt. Evroult in Normandy. 
On 21 Sept. 1085 Orderic received the ton- 
sure from Mainier, abbot of St. Evroult, and 
was given the Norman name of Vitalis. He 
was ordained sub-deacon on 16 March 1091 
, by Gilbert, bishop of Lisieux; deacon on 
26 March 1098 bvSerlo, bishop of S6ez ; and 
priest at Rouen by William the archbishop 
on 21 Dec. 1107. Orderic passed his whole 
life as a monk of St. Evroult. But in 1105 
he paid a visit to France, and about 1115 
spent fire weeks at Oroyland Abbey, which 
was then under the rule of Geoffrey, a former 
monk of St. Evroult. On another occasion 
he visited Worcester, where he saw a copy 
of thB chronicle of MarianusScotus, continued 
by Florence of Worcester; he also mentions 
that he had once seen a eopy of the chronicle 
of Sigebert of Gembloux at Cambrai. He 
was possibly present at the council of 
Rheims in Oct. 1119, and on 20 March 1132 
was present at a great assembly of Oluniac 
monks at Oluny. He records that on 9 Aug. 
1134 on the occasion of a great storm he was 
at Merlerault, about twelve miles from St. 
Evroult, Orderic closed his history in 
1141, and perhaps did not long survive that 
year. He may be the ‘ Vitalis monk of St. 
Evroul,' whose name is recorded on 8 Feb. 
in an obituary of that monastery {Notice sur 
Orderio Vital, p. xixv). Orderio, who re¬ 
lates that, when he came to Normandy, he 
could not understand the language he heard 
spoken, never lost his affection for his native 
land, and, with manifest pride, describes him- 
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self ns ‘Vitalis Angligena’ (ii. 289, 488, iii. 
45, 287). 

It was by the advice of Roger du Sap (d. 
1128) and 'GuSrin des Essarts (d. 1137), who 
were successively abbots of St, Evroul, 
that Orderio began to write history. His 
first intention was to compose the annals of 
St. Evroul or Ouehe, but gradually his 
work expanded into a general history, begin¬ 
ning with the preaching of the gospel, and 
reaching down to 1141. The whole work 
is styled ‘ Historic Ecclesiastics,’ and is di- 
videdinto thirleen books,which were not, how¬ 
ever, composed in the order in whiohtheynow 
stand. The third and fourth books were the 
first written, probably in 1128 and 1126, 
and the fifth was completed about the end of 
1127 (ffisi. £'coles, ii. 301, 803,876). The 
next seven hooks followed at intervals down 
to 1188, when the first two boohs were 
added, and the thirteenth hook was com¬ 
pleted in 1141, at which time the whole 
underwent some revision. Owing, perhaps, 
to the manner of its composition, Orderic’s 
work is ‘ clumsy, disorderly, and full of di¬ 
gressions ’ (Chuhoh). His chronology is in¬ 
accurate, and he often repeats himself, while 
his style is generally turgid and marred by 
pedantry; he is fond of applying classical 
titles, like‘ consul,’‘tribune/‘ ceutuTion,’ to 
the persons of his narrative, and of display¬ 
ing his acquaintance with a few Greek words. 
But his defects are more than redeemed by 
the spirit in which ho wrote: ‘he had a keen 
eye, and an interest for details and points of 
character . . . from him wo get the most 
lively image of what real life seemed to the 
dweller in a Norman monastery ’ (Onuucm). 
His aim was to give the truth without 
flattery, ‘ seeking no reward from conquorors 
or conquered’ (Wst. JScclcs. ii. 101). His 
strong sense of justice encourages him to 
blame freely where blame is deserved, and 
his lively imagination makes his narrative 
vivid, if sometimes inacourato. Nothing 
comes amiss to him; details of war, of cus¬ 
toms and social life, of the monastic profes¬ 
sion, personal characteristics, local legends, 
and natural phenomena, are alike recorded. 

The * Historia Ecclesiastica ’ begins to ho 
of value soon after the Norman Conquest. 
Though Orderio did not write from his own 
knowledge till much Inter, his uso of other 
authorities is marked by discrimination. For 
the earlier years of William I, he mainly fol¬ 
lows William of Poitiers and William of 
JumiSges; for the oareer of the Normans in 
Sicily, he had recourse to the chronicle of 
Geoffrey Main-Terra; and for the first cru¬ 
sade, to the works of Fulcher of Chartres and 
Baldric of Bourgueil, with the latter of whom 


ho was personally acquainted. Orderio also 
made use, among other writers, ofthsmem 
of Guy of Amiens, and of Eadmer’s ‘ Life of Sc 
Anselmwhile his visit to Oroyland in 1116 
supplied him with some special information, 

Orderio was deeply read in such literature 
as was available, in theology, the fathers, and 
the Latin classics, ne also shows a taste for 
lighter literature in his knowledge of various 
chansons, and of much of the ephemeral 
Latin verso of his time. He himself enjoyed 
some reputation as a poet, and has inserted in 
his history a number of epitaphs which he 
had composed on persons of distinction, to¬ 
gether with some other pieces of occasional 
verse. Some verses which are found in a 
manuscript that was formerly at St. EvtooI 
and are in the same handwriting as the ori¬ 
ginal manuscript of the ‘ Historia Ecclesias¬ 
tics,’ M. Lfiopold Delisle thinks may baby 
Orderio; he has edited them in the‘Bulletin 
de la Soci6t6 de l’Histoire de France ’i,ii. 
1-13,1863. This same handwriting can be 
traced in other manuscripts. 

Theoriainal and possibly autograph manu¬ 
script of tlie ‘Historia Ecclesiastica' is now 
in t he ‘ Bibliothoque Nationals; ’ none of the 
other copieB have any independent value 
(Ddlislb, § vii.; IIaedv, ii. 217). The ‘His¬ 
toria Ecclesiastica’ was first published in 
Duchesne’s 1 Histories Normannorum Scrip- 
tores ’ in 1619; the greater part of it is given 
in the ‘ Kecueil des Ilistoriens de la France,’ 
vole. ix.-xii.; t,he whole work was re-edited 
by M. Le Prfivost for the 1 Sooifitd de l’His¬ 
toire do France,’ 6 vole. 1888-66; Duchesne's 
text !h reproduced in Migne’s ‘ Patrologia,’ 
clxxxviii. A French translation was pub¬ 
lished by M. Louis Dubois in Guizot’s ‘Ool- 
lootion des Mfimoiros rolatifs ii l’Histoire de 
France,’ in 1826, and an English translation 
in four volumes, by Mr. T. Forester, in 
Bobu’s * Antiquarian Library,’ 1868-6. 

[The foots of Orderio’s life ore found in the 
Hietovin Ecclesiastica, which is here cited from 
Lo Prdvost’s edition (sec especially ii. 800-2, 
416-22, and v. 133-fl); reference may aleo be 
made to M. Ldnpnhl Delisto’s Notice ear Orderio 
Vital, prefixed to the fifth vnlumo of Le Provost's 
edition; Cliureh’s Life of St. Anselm, chap. v. j 
Frooman's Norman Conquest, osp. iv. 406—600; 
Sacristy, July 1873,30-66; Hardy'sDo-raiptive 
Ont. British Hist. ii. 211-23; Bibliothoque de 
l'Ecolc des Ohnrtes, xxxvii. 491-4,] O. L. K. 

ORDGAR or ORGAR (d, 971), ealdor- 
man of Devon, was the son of an ealdorman, 
and was a landowner in every village from 
Exeter to Frome, He married an unknown 
lady of royal birth, by whom he had a daugh¬ 
ter iElfthryth [q. v.] When King Eadgsr 
sent a messenger to woo HSlfthryth, he found 
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her and her father, whom she completely 
controlled, playing at chess, which they had 
learned from the Danes (Gaimae, 11. 8605- 
8725). Between 965 and 908 his signature 
as ‘Ordgar dux’ occurs in many charters 
(Kemble, Codex Dipl. Nos, 518, 1270, &c.) 
According to the ‘ Anglo-Saxon Chronicle,’ 
Ordgar founded the monastery of Tavistock 
in 961, but under the year 997 it is called 
Ordulf’s minster, and, according to the 1 Re¬ 
gister of Tavistock’ (Mon. A ngl. li, 494), it was 
Founded by Ordulf, Ordgar’s son. The * Regis¬ 
ter ’ says it was large enough to hold a thou¬ 
sand persons ; that it was begun in the reign of 
Eadgar, and finished in 981. Ordgar baa an¬ 
other son, Edulf,who was of gigantic strength 
and stature (Oesta Pontiff, pp. 202-8). Ord¬ 
gar died in 971, and, according to ‘William 
of Malmesbury, was buried with his son 
Edulf at Tavistock. Florence of Worcester 
(s. a.) says he was buried at Exeter ( Anglo- 
Saxon (Aron.-, Fion. Wia. C/iron. loc. cit.; 
Will. Malm. Oesta Pontiflmm, ed. Hamil¬ 
ton ; Gaimah, ed. Hardy and Martin). 

A second Okdgiu or Orgau (ft. 1000), 
one of the sheriffs of Edward the Confessor, 
held lands in Cambridgeshire, at Chippenham 
and Iileham. He appears to have lost the 
sheriffdom under Harold, and to have com¬ 
mended himself to Esegar the Staller (Fhee- 
stab, Norman Conquest, v. 742). He is pos¬ 
sibly identical with the nobleman Orgar who 
took refuge with Hereward in the Isle of 
Ely (Liber Eliensis, p. 280), where Alwinus, 
son of Orgar, was then a monk (Oesta Here- 
wardi, p. 391; Domesday Book, i. 197« coL 
2, 199 a col. 2 ; Hamilton', Inquis. Eliensis, 
pp. 2, 8; Liber Eliensis, ed. D, J. Stewart 
l Anglia Christiana); and Oesta Serewardi 
in Gaiatab, ed. Hardy and Martin). 

A third Obdoab or Obgab (d. 1097 P), 
English noble, challenged Edgar Atheling 
[a. v.J to single combat for treason against 
William II. Edgar’s champion was Godwins 
of Winchester, an English knight. When 
worsted in the fight, Ordgar treacherously 
drew a knife he had concealed in his boot 
against the rule of trial by battle, but God- 
wine snatched the knife from him, and Ord¬ 
gar died of his wounds, after confessing the 
falsehood of the accusation he had brought. 

It is possible that Ordgar is identical with 
the lung’s thegn of that name, who in 1086 
held two hides in Oxfordshire (Domesday 
Book, i. 1615, col. 1) which had been the 
property of one Godwins, and perhaps also 
with an Ordgar who had lost a hide in Somer¬ 
set ( ib . p. 98 ; Ford UN, ed. Skene, v. 22, 23 ; 
Frebmait, Williaifk Nufus, ii. 115-17, and 
615-17). 

[Authorities as cited.] M. B. 
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OBiDISH, ROWLAND MASON (1824- 
1886), engineer, son of John Ordish, land 
agent and surveyor, was horn on 11 April 
1824, at Melbourne, near Derby. Beyond 
the opportunity which he enjoyed in his 
father’s office of seeing building operations 
in progress, he seems to hove had no profes¬ 
sional training. Coming to London in 1847, 
he entered the office of Mr. R. E. Brounger, 
who employed him in making surveys for a 
railway in Denmark. He was afterwards en- 

! raged by Mr. (afterwards Sir) Charles Fox 
g.. v.], and was sent to Windsor to assist in the 
sinking of the piers of the Black Potts bridge, 
which carries the South WeBtern railway over 
the Thames near Windsor. When Messrs. 
Fox & Henderson took the contract for the 
ironwork of the 1851 exhibition building, 
Ordish made the greater part of the work¬ 
ing drawings; and he subsequently went to 
the London works, Smethwick, near Birming¬ 
ham, to take part in the designing of the roof 
over the Birmingham railway station, then in 
course of construction by Fox & Henderson. 
He was afterwards engaged on the Te-erec- 
tion of the Great Exhibition building at 
Sydenham. According to the specification of 
one of his patents, he was at Copenhagen in 
Aprill855, probably upon business connected 
with the Danish railway. From January 
1856 to March 1868 he was chief draughts¬ 
man in the works department of the admi¬ 
ralty at Somerset House. He resigned this 
appointment to start in business on his own 
account, and for many years his office was 
at No. 18 Great George Street, Westminster, 
where for a considerable time he was in 
partnership with Mr. W. H. Le FBuvre. Li 
April 1858 he took out a patent (No. 771) 
for an improvement in suspension bridges, 
in which the roadway consisted of a rigid 
girder suspended at several points by inclined 
straight chains, which carried the whole of 
the load and the weight of the bridge. This 
mode of construction is now well known as 
Ordish’s ‘straight chain suspension’ system. 
He designed a bridge upon this principle in 
1862, with an opening of 821 feet, for crossing 
the Thames below London Bridge, but it was 
not until 1868 that the idea was carried out 
in actual practice by the construction of the 
Franz-Josef Bridge over the Moldau as 
Prague. _ This structure is described in the 
‘ Mechanics' Magazine,’ April 1860, p, 264; 
in the ‘Engineer,' November 1808, pp. 848, 
880; in W. Humber’s ‘Bridges,’ 3rd edit. p. 
258; and in Matheson’s ‘Works in Iron,' p. 
81. The Albert Bridge over the Thames at 
Chelsea, opened in September 1878, was also 
constructed on the earns principle. It has a 
central opening of 458 feet. A description 
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appeared in ‘ Engineering,’ May 1871, p. 873; 
m the ‘Engineer,’ October and. November 
1878, pp, 281, 288, 801, 804, S1G, 822; and 
in Matheson’s ‘ Works in Iron,’ p. 171. 
Among the numerous railway bills which 
Ordish and Le Feuvre brought into parlia¬ 
ment, was one for constructing .a line from 
Hampstead to Charing Cross, which, how¬ 
ever, was lost in the notable year I860, when 
railway enterprise was arrested throughout 
England. 

lie was entrusted by Mr. W, H. Barlow 
with the details of the roof of the London 
terminus of the Midland railway at St. Pan- 
eras. It oonsists of an arch of 240 feet 
span, springing from a level slightly below 
the platform, and is the largest work of 
the kind in existence. In the course of a 
description of tho station, read before the 
Institution of Civil Engineers on 29 March 
1870, Mr. Barlow said: ‘ For the details of 
the roof the author is indebted to Mr. Or- 
disb, whose practical knowledge and excel¬ 
lent suggestions nnablod him, while adher¬ 
ing to the form, depth, and general design, 
to effect many improvements in its construc¬ 
tion’ {Proceedings, xxx. 82). Views and 
details of the roof are also given in the 
‘Engineer,’ May and June 1867, pp. 481, 
494,800, 617, 614; and in ‘ Engineering,' 
August 1867, p. 148, In conjunction with 
J. W. Grover, lie designed the roof of the 
Albert llall at South Kensington, the space 
covered being an oval about, 200 by 160 
feet, much larger than anything previously 
attempted. The structure is a flat, dome, of 
very original construction, containing about, 
four hundred tons of iron. The execution 
of the work was so perfect that whou the 
scaffolding was removed tho roof only sauk 
five-sixteenths of an inch (of. Engineer, 
81 March 1871, p. 221; Engineering, 20 Aug. 
1869, p. 117). 

Ordtsh’s name was but little known out¬ 
side the engineering profession, but his assist¬ 
ance was constantly sought in difficult cases; 
and when the domes of the building for tho 
exhibit ion of 1862 showed signs of woaknoss, 
he was called in to advise. lie suggested 
the addition of a form of bracing wbiou was 
entirely successful. Among the numerous 
works in which ho was concerned, the follow- 
ingmay be mentioned: the roof of the Dutch- 
Hhenish railway station at Amsterdam, 1863 
(IIumhek, Record, 1868, p. 23; Matueson, 
Works in Iron, p. 269); roof of the Dublin 
Winter Palace, 1865 (Hum bee, Record, 1864, 
p. 39); winter garden to Leeds infirmary, 
1868, Sir Qilbort Scott architect (Mathesor, 
p. 240); roof of St. Enoch’s railway station, 
Glasgow; and the railway station at Cape 


Town. In conjunction with Max am End* 
with whom he had already been associated 
m other works, he prepared a design for ! 
bridge over the Neva at St. Petersburg mf 
gineer, January 1874, pp. 4, 6, 38, 8?),fe 
which he received a prize of 8004, In 188s 
he published, with Ewing Matheson.a desim 
for a bridge on the site of the nrasent.TvJL 


Bridge {ib, 16 Deo. 1898, p. 647). 

In addition to that already mentioned 
Ovdieh took out tho following patents: No! 

882 ( 1866 ), an improved form of bridge rail- 
No. G03 (3867), suspension bridge; No. 2616 
(1858), iron permanent way; No. 2469 
(I860), elastic key for holding rails in place 
This was tried on the Stratford-on-Avon 
line and on other railways, hut, though it 
answered well, it never came into practical 
use. No. 1618 (1883), pavements, partlv 
applicable to railways; No. 4490 (1884), bfte, 

Ordish became a member of the Society 
of Engineers in 1867, and in 1880 he filled 
the office of president. In 1868 he read a 
paper ‘ On the Fignre and Strength of Beams. 
Girders, and Trusses,’ o brief abstract of 
which appears in tho ‘ Transactions’ of the 
society. Ordish had a remarkable feeling 
for Strength and proportion in the materials 
he handled; he was ferlilo in design, hardly 
ever repeating himsolf, and possessed a sin¬ 
gular faculty of making rapid mental esti¬ 
mates of the cost of a building. He died at 
Stratford Place, Oamden Town, on 12 Sept. 
1886, and was buried in Highgate ceme¬ 
tery. 


[Obituary notieas in Engineer, 17 Sept 1886, 
p. 232; Engineering, 17 Sept. 1886, p. 233; 
private information.) R. B, P. 


O’REILLY, ALEXANDER (1722?- 
1704), Spanish general, born in Ireland, of 
Homan catholic parents, about 1722,entered 
at an early age the Spanish army. As sub¬ 
lieutenant in the rog'imont of Hibernia he 
served in the campaigns against the Aus¬ 
trians in Italy, and received a wound that 
lamed him for life. In 1767 he joined the 
Austrian army, and took part in two cam¬ 
paigns against the Prussians under his coun¬ 
tryman, Count Maurice Francis Lacy [see 
under La or, Peter, Court Laot]. In 1769 
he joined the French army, but was so highly 
commended t o the king of Spain by Marshal 
de Broglie that he was invited to return te 
the Spanish army and granted the rank of 
oolonel. In that capacity he served in the 
war with Portugal in 1702, and acquired the 
reputation of being one of the best officer! 
in the Spanish service. Komoted to be a bri¬ 
gadier on the stalf and adjutant-general for 
instruction, he taught the Spanish troops the 
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new Prussian exercises. At the peace he 
became a major-general and was appointed 
governor of Havana, which was then re¬ 
stored to Spain, and where he rebuilt the for¬ 
tifications. Subsequently he was sent to take 
possession of Louisiana, where his severities 
with the inhabitants of New Orleans ren¬ 
dered him unpopular. On his return to 
Spain he was made inspector-general of in¬ 
fantry and governor of Madrid. He headed 
the troops that rallied round Charles III 
after his escape from the city during the 
terrible emeute of 1765. He remained in 
high favour with the king, and was selected 
to command the Spanish expedition against 
Algiers in 1776. 

The selection of a foreigner for the com¬ 
mand provoked much jealousy among the 
Spanish officers. O'Reilly had under his 
orders forty ships of the line and 350 other 
vessels, carrying a force of thirty thousand 
troops of all arms. The ships, however, did 
not all arrive at once; and the flat-bottomed 
boats for landing the troops had been for¬ 
gotten. In the end, fearing that his ships 
would run aground, O’Reilly prepared to 
land, and put on shore a force of ten thou¬ 
sand troops, under the Marquis de la Ro- 
mana, to cover the landing of the rest. The 
Spaniards fought, bravely against the Alge¬ 
rines, entrenched behind the hedg es of prickly 
pear and aloes, but lost four thousand men, 
it is said, and their leader, Romaua (father 
of the Spanish commander of that name in 
the Napoleonic epoehj. Unable to carry 
out his plans, which had received general 
approval, O’Reilly returned sadly to Barce¬ 
lona on 24 Aug. 1776. His failure at Al¬ 
giers detracted much from his military re¬ 
putation, hut did not influence his relations 
with the king, who put him at the head of 
the military school, established first at Avila 
and afterwards at Port Sla. Marie, and sub¬ 
sequently made him commander-in-chief in 
Andalusia and governor of Cadiz. After the 
death of Charles III in 1788, O’Reilly fell 
into disgrace, was deprived of hiB military 
emoluments, and retired to Galicia on a 
small pension. But, despite hie advancing 
years and his many enemies, he was thought 
the only man fit to lead the Spanish armies, 
after the death of General Ricardos, when 
the French National Convention declared 
war against Spain in 1793. He was ap¬ 
pointed to command the army in the Eastern 
Pyrenees, and was on his way thither when 
he died, rather suddenly, at a small village 
in Murcia, on 23 March 1794. 

[Nouv. Biogr. G6n, vol. xxxviii., and Spanish 
and American references there given; Biot. 
Univers. vol, xxxi,] H. M. 0. 


O’REILLY, ANDREW (1742-1832), 
Austrian general of cavalry, was born of 
Roman catholic parents at Ballinlough, co. 
Limerick, on 3 Aug. 1742, and entered the 
Austrian service in 1763, at the end of the 
seven years’ war. He became a lieutenant in 
1778, and was ober-lieutenant and captain of 
the infantry regiment of Calenberg in 1778-9. 
While major and adjutant of the let cara¬ 
bineer regiment in 1780-4, he served in the 
Bavarian succession war. Inl784-8 hewas 
lieutenant-colonel of the 8th Hohenzollem 
cuirassiers, and in 1789 became colonel of 
the light horse regiment of Modena, wMch 
was made the 5th light dragoons in 1798, and 
was disbanded in 1801. He fought against 
the Turks in 1769, when the Austrians re¬ 
took Belgrade; and as a major-general in the 
Low Countries in 1792-4. When the French, 
under Moreau, crossed the Rhine in 1796, 
O'Reilly’s skill as acavalry commander could 
not save the Austrians from defeat, and he 
was himself wounded and made prisoner. 
He was soon after exchanged, and given a 
command in the interior. 

In 1799 O'Reilly was in command at 
Zurich, and afterwards, as field-marshal-lieu¬ 
tenant (lieutenant-general), at Piacenza. He 
distinguished himself in the Italian campaign 
of 1800, at Montebello, Marengo, the Mmcio, 
andother engagements, andrecei ved the grand 
cross of the Maria Theresa order. In 1806 
he again distinguished himself at the head of 
the cavalry at Coldrerio, where the French, 
under Massfina, were defeated after two days’ 
hard fighting. When the war with France 
was renewed in 1809, O’Reilly was placed 
under the ordera of the Archduke Maximi¬ 
lian, and when the archduke abandoned the 
defence of Vienna, which was attacked by 
an overwhelming force, O’Reilly was ap¬ 
pointed governor. Deeming furtherresistance 
useless, and a conflagration of the city being 
feared, O’Reilly arranged for a surrender. 
The burgomaster presented himself before 
Napoleon, and terms were agreed to for a 
capitulation, by the fourteenth article of 
which the go vemor was to bepermitted to bear 
the news to the Emperor Francis and explain 
the position of the monarchy Old and worn, 
out, O’Reilly took no part in the later cam¬ 
paigns of 1818-16. A general of cavalry and 
colonel-proprietor of the 3rd light horse regi¬ 
ment (since the 8th uhlans), O’Reilly died 
at Vienna, 6 July 1832, at the age of 90. 

O’Reilly married, in 1784, Maria Barham, 
countess of Sweerts and Spork; but, having 
no issue, adopted as his heir the son of 'his 
kinsman, Hugh O'Reilly of Ballinlough. 

[Neuo Deutsche Biographic and authorities 
there referred to,] E. M. 0. 
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O’REILLY, EDMUND (1606-1669), 
Roman catholic archbishop of Armagh, was 
bora in 1606 in Dublin (O'Hart, Irish Pedi¬ 
grees, i. 748). After pursuing his studies, 
perhaps at the college in Dame Street, Dublin, 
which was suppressed in 16539, O'Reilly was 
appointed to the government of a parish in his 
native diocese. In 1683 he went io Louvain, 
where he resided in the lrish secular college, 
and continued his studies under the jesuits 
and Franciscans. Not long after, he was ap¬ 
pointed prefect of the collage of Irish secu¬ 
lar ecclesiastics. Returning to Ireland in 
1641, he again undertook the duties of a 
parish priest, but was soon appointed vicar- 
general of the dioceso of Dublin, in which 
capaoity he administered the see from 1642 
to 1648, while the archbishop, Thomas 
Fleming [q. v.], was residing at Kilkenny. 

He was an active agent of the Roman 
catholic party during tho war, and in 1842 
was governor of Wicklow. In 1649 ho was 
deprived of tho vicar-gencralship, unjustly 
according to Renehau, hut apparently on 
suspicion of having betrayed the English and 
Irish troops of Ormonde and Purcell at Bag- 
gotrath to Michael Jones [q. v.J According 
to D’Alton, O’Reilly's nets at this period wero 
‘ all of a violent political tendency ; distrust¬ 
ing the sincerity of Ormonde, he joined in 
every uproar against cassation of hostilities 
and evoryreligious cry against peace with tho 
king.’ In 1649 ho was nearly killed hy a hand 
of robbers near Dublin. In tho beginning of 
1660 Archbishop Fleming restored him to 
the vicar-generalship. In 1662 lie attended 
tho synod of Leinster, hold in Glen mature 
Woods, and in 1663 he was arrested, impri¬ 
soned for some months, and then charged 
with a murder which occurred while he was 
govornor of Wicklow. The trial lasted two 
days (6-7 Sept. 1664), and O’Reilly was found 
guilty, but received a pardon, due, according 
to Walsh and others, to his betrayal of the 
Trish troops to Michael Jones in 1649 (Quite, 
L\fe qf Ormonde, iii.487; Gilbert, History 
of the Irish Confederation, vii. 102). 

O’Reilly, however, took refngo in the Irish 
College at Lille, where, according to Ronc- 
han, he received his promotion to the see of 
Armagh in 1064, and, proceeding to Brussels, 
was consecrated in tho jesui Ls' chapel, Brady, 
however, gives the date of his appointment 
as 16 April 1067, the pallium being sent 
him on 24 Sept, the same year, Returning 
from Brussels to Lille, O’Reilly proceeded 
to Calais, where he was introduced to Ma- 
ssarin, who gave him pecuniary assistance 
and procured him a safe-conduct through 
England. lie arrived in London in 1668, 
where, during a six weeks' stay, he secretly 
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performed mass. Here hefell in with Peter 
Walsh [q.v.l, whose acquaintance and en 
mity he had already acquired. Walsh « 
said to have procured an order for O’Reilly’s 
arrest, and the archbishop again fled to 
Franoe, but sailed thence, and landed in Ire¬ 
land in 1669. He laboured with zeal in his 
diocese for a year and a half, but on the 
restoration of Charles II was represented to 
the oourt as an opponent of the Stuarts and 
on the intervention of the Spanish l A i n - 
1 sador, the pope, in spite of a declaration in 
I O’Reilly’s favour signed hy the bishops and 
clergy of the province of Armagh, ordered 
him to withdraw from Ireland. 

O’Reilly went to Rome, where be remained 
until 1666. In 1666 he was invited to at¬ 
tend the national synod of clergy at Dublin. 
Passing through Flanders, London, and 
Ohosber, he reached Dublin on 12 June, and 
vigorously opposed the 1 Remonstrance,’ a 
measure advocated by Ormonde and Walsh. 
Ormonde summoned him to the castle, andj 
in a private interview, endeavoured to wia 
him over, but without success, and the 
measure was rejected unanimously hy the 
synod. At its dissolution on 26 June, Or¬ 
monde issued nn order for the arrest of all 
bishops who had attended it, and O’Reilly 
was kept in easy confinement for three 
months; he was then brought before the 
council, and ordered to leave Ireland, on the 
ground that he had ondeavoured to excite a 
rebellion. On 26 Sept, he was sent to Lon¬ 
don, and tlianco, by way of Dover, to Oahua, 
He now revisited tho Irish Colleges at Lou¬ 
vain, Brussels, and Paris, where he spent 
most of liis time. Several lotters of his, 
dated at Paris between 1666 and 1669, in 
which he attacks Walsh, are given In Moran's 
1 Spieilogium Ossoriense.’ He died at San- 
mur in March 1069. 

O’Reilly must not he confused with his 
predecessor and kinsman, Huen O’RmtiT 
(1680-1663), son of one Mulmore O’Reilly, 
by his wife Honors, and uncle of Philip Mae- 
llugh O’Reilly [q. v.l Hugh was made bi¬ 
shop of Kilmorc on 6 June 1626, and trans¬ 
lated Lo the archbishopric of Armagh _oji 
6 May 1628. Ho took little part in the civil 
war, but deolared against Ormonde's treaty 
1 of 1646. He buried Owon Roe O’Neill [q. v.l 
at Oavan, and died himself on Trinity Ielana 
in Lough Erne in February 1062-8. His 
remains were, however, removed, and in¬ 
terred in the same grave as his kinsman, 
another Mulmore O’Roilly, * the slasher,’ and 
Owen Roe O'Neill, in tho Franciscan monas¬ 
tery at Oavan (cf. Meehan, Franciscan Mo¬ 
nasteries , passim; Braex, Episcopal' Sweep 
sion, i. 824-6, ii, 282; Gahs, Series Epi- 
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ecoporum; Moban, Spicilegium, Ossoriense, 
passim, and Catholic Archb. of Dublin, pp, 344, 
354; De Bubgo, Hibern, Dom. pp. 884,890). 

[Walsh’s Hist, and Vindication of the Irish 
Bemonstrance gives an unfavourable account of 
O'Reilly; Moran’s Spicilegium Ossoriense, pas¬ 
sim : Memoirs of Dr. Oliver Plunket, and H istori- 
cal Sketch of the Persecutions, Cox’s Hibernia 
Anglicana, ii. 8; Hickson’s Ireland in the Seven¬ 
teenth Cent. ii. 171-2, 219, 230 ; Thurloe State 
Papers, ri. 374; McCarthy’s Collections pp. 48- 
62; O’Hart's Irish Pedigrees, ed. 1887, l. 743; 
D'Alton's Memoirs of the Archbishops of Dublin, 
pp. 406-7, 416; Caits's Ormonde, passim; Gil¬ 
bert’s Hist, of Confederation, ni. 102,104, 117; 
Cogan’s Diocese of Meath, ii. 102-3; Brady's 
Episcopal Succession; Game's Series Episco- 
porum; Stuart’s Armagh; O'Reilly's Irish Mar¬ 
tyrs and Memorials of those who suffered for the 
Catholic Faith; Benehan’s Collections on Irish 
Church History, pp. 48-82; Clarendon State 
Papers, iii. 276 ; Webb’s Irish Biography.] 

O’REILLY, EDMOND JOSEPH (1811- 
1878), Roman, catholic divine, was born in 
London on 30 April 1811. His mother was 
a daughter of Edmund O’Callaghan of Kil- 
legorey, co. Clare, and one of her sisters mar¬ 
ried the third Lord Kenmare. O'Reilly, with 
his parents, settled in Ireland at Mount Ca¬ 
therine, near Limerick, when he was six years 
old. His father died soon afterwards, and he 
was sent to the jesuits’ school at Clongowes- 
wood, near Kildare. He afterwards studied 
metaphysics at Maynooth. About 1830 he 
entered the Irish College at Rome, of which 
Cullen was then rector. Cullen became his 
lifelong friend. In 1885 he graduated as 
doctor in sacred theology, and, after acting 
us assistant to Cullen, was ordained in 1838. 
Soon afterwards he returned to Ireland, and 
was appointed professor of theology at May¬ 
nooth College. He held the position for up¬ 
wards of twelve years, his lectures being dis¬ 
tinguished both for learning and lucidity. 

In August 1860 O’Reilly became ‘ theo¬ 
logian’ to Cullen, who had just been ap¬ 
pointed archbishop of Armagh, at the synod 
of Thuiles, where bis services were of great 
value. He acted in a similar capacity to 
Bishop Brown of Shrewsbury at the synod of 
Oscott, and to Bishop Furlong of Ferns at the 
synod of Maynooth. In the summer of 1851 he 
applied for admission to the society of Jesus, 
ana passedhis novitiate atNaples. Havingbe- 
come a full member of the society, O’Reilly was 
appointed teacher of theology at the Jesuits’ 
college of St. Beuno’s, near St. Asaph. His 
lectures here attracted attention, and in the 
summer of 1858 he was selected by Newman J 
and the Irish bishops aB teacher of divinity , 


in the newly founded catholic university of 
Ireland. Early in the next year, however, 
hie society again claimed his services, and 
appointed him superior of their new house 
of retreat at Milltown Port, Dublin, where 
he passed the rest of liis life. From 1803 to 
1870 he was Dish provincial of his society. 
He died at Milltown Port on 10 Nov. 1878, 
in the same year as his friend Cardinal Cullen, 
and was buried at Glasnevin. 

Newman, in his ‘ Letter to the Duke of 
Norfolk' in the Vatican controversy, men¬ 
tioned O’Reilly as ‘ one of the first theolo¬ 
gians of the day; ’ and W. G. Ward, writing 
in the ‘Dublin Review’ in praise of his 
essays, regretted that he had published so 
little. O’Reilly’s knowledge of patristic 
theology was especially extensive, and he 
was continually referred to by the Dish 
bishops and clergy as a high authority. Even 
in questions of civil law hie opinion was 
thought to be of value. He was scrupulously 
truthful in controversy, and in private life 
he oharmed all who knew him by his courtesy 
and geniality. 

O’Reilly contributed one essay to the 'Il¬ 
lustrated Monitor,’ and others to the ‘ Irish 
Monthly,’ in 1873-4. From 1876 till hie 
death he assisted Matthew Russell, the editor 
of the ‘ Irish Monthly,’ in revising the ac¬ 
cepted articles. O'Reilly’s essays were pos¬ 
thumously collected and edited by Father 
Russell in 1892, under the title ‘The Rela¬ 
tions of the Church to Society.’ Four of 
them deal with ‘Papal Infallibility;’ three 
with ‘The Church’s Legislation;’ and a 
similar number with ‘The Clergy/ ‘The 
Obedience due to the Pope,’ and ‘ The Pope’s 
Temporal Power; ’ while two treat of ‘ Edu¬ 
cation,' and two of the ‘ Council of Constance. ’ 
In the last he attempts to answer the con¬ 
tentions of Mr. Gladstone in his Vatican 
pamphlets. O’Reillyalsoreviseda‘Catechism 
of Scripture History ’ compiled by the sisters 
of mercy at Limerick, and published in 1862. 

[Biographical notice by M. Bussell, S.J., pre¬ 
fixed to Relations of tbe Church to Society (1892), 
in which two letters of Cardinal Newman (to 
Dr. Bussell, president of Maynooth, and to M. 
Bussell), speaking very highly of O’Reilly, are 
printed; Tablet, 16 and 23 Nov. 1878 ; Brit. 
Mus. Cat. Tbe obitnory in tbe Irish Monthly 
vol. vi., is by M. Bussell.) G. Lb G. N. 

O’REILLY, EDWARD (d. 1829), lexi¬ 
cographer, was member of a branch of an 
Irish sept which in ancient times dominated 

S ort of Ulster now known as co. Cavan. 

'Reilly appears to have settled in Dublin 
about 1790, and to have there commenced 
the study of Dish. After the death of 
William Haliday in 1812, the collections 
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which he had made for lexicographic pur¬ 
poses cams into the hands of O'Reilly, who 
combined them with materials of his own, 
and arranged the whole to form a dictionary 
of the Irish language. He met little en¬ 
couragement, but succeeded in printing 
the work by subscription at Dublin in 1817, 
with the following title: ‘ An Irish-Engliali 
dictionary, containing upwards of twenty 
thousand words that never appeared in any 
former Irish lexicon, with copious quota¬ 
tions from the most esteemed ancient and 
modern writers to elucidate the moaning of 
obscure words, and numerous Comparisons 
of the Irish words with those of similar 
orthography, sense, or sound in the Wolsh 
and Hebrew liuigimgm 1 Iu their proper 
places in the ‘Dictionary’ aTe inserted the 
Irish names of indigenous plants, with tho 
names by which they am commonly known 
in English and Latin. The work extended 
to 4(18 pages 4 to, in double columns, with 
a supplement of forty-two pages. Prefixed 
was ‘A concise introduction to Irish gram¬ 
mar.’ O’Reilly’s ‘Dictionary’ was reissued 
in 1821, and with a supplement by John 
O’Donovnn [q. v.l in 1884. 

In 1818 O’Reilly was appointed assistant 
secretary to the Ibevno-Oeltic Society esta¬ 
blished in that year at Dublin. The prin¬ 
cipal objects of this body were the ‘ preser¬ 
vation of the remains or Irish literature by 
collecting, transcribing, illustrating, and pub¬ 
lishing the numerous i'ragmonts of tho laws, 
history, topography, poetry, and music of 
ancient Ireland; the elucidation of tho lan¬ 
guage, antiquities, manners, and customs of 
the Irish peoplo, and the encouragement of 
works tending to the advancement of Irish 
literature.’ The only hook published by the 
society was a compilation by O'Reilly, which 
appeared at Dublin in 1820, with the title 
of' A chronological account of nearly four 
hundred Irish writers, commencing with 
the earliest account of Irish history, and 
carried down to tho year 1750, with a de¬ 
scriptive catalogue oF such of their works 
as are still extant, in verse or prose, con¬ 
sisting of upwards of one thousand separate 
Tracts,’ 

In 1824 O'Reilly recoivod from the Royal 
Irish Academy, Dublin, a prize for an essay 
on ‘The nature and infiuonco of the ancient 
Irish institutes, commonly called Brohou 
laws, and on tlie number and authenticity 
of the documents whence information con¬ 
cerning tliom may be derived; accompanied 
by specimens of translations from some of 
thoir interesting parts.’ A further prize was 
awarded by tho same academy to O’Reilly 
in 18S0 for an essay on ‘The authenticity i 


of the poems of Ossian,as given in MaanW 
son s translation, and as published in Q ae i:„ 
in 1807, under the sanction of the Gaelie 
Society of London.’ O’Reilly contemplated 
the publication of * Irish Annals, 1 a ‘ Historv 
of Ireland,’ and other works. He prepared 
catalogues of Irish-language manuscripts in 
Dublin libraries, assisted Sir 'William B e - 
tkam [q. v.] in some genealogical and anti¬ 
quarian researches, and woe employed iu 
connection with Irish nomenclature for the 
maps of the Ordnance Survey of Ireland. Hi„ 
death took place in August 1829, 

O’Reilly possessed many manuscripts in 
the Irish language, which were sold by 
auction at Dublin in 1830. Several of them 
with some of his own compilations and trans¬ 
lations, are now in tlio libraries of the Bri¬ 
tish Museum and the Royal Irish Academy 
Dublin. The latter institution possesses 
O’ReiLly’s copy of his ‘ Dictionary,’ with 
copious manuscript additions by him; also 
hits holograph catalogue of his manuscripts 
with particulars of tlio contents of eaoa of 
the volumes. An inaccurate reprint of 
O’ltoilly’B ‘ Dictionary ’ was issued at Dublin 
in 1804. O’Reilly's ollbrls ns a grammarian 
and lexicographer have not received the ap¬ 
proval of scientific Oollologiets; and Eugene 
O’Curry lias called attention to his inaccu¬ 
racies in his ‘ Manners and Customs of the 
Anciont Irish.’ 

[Manuscript s in tlio library of the Royal Insh 
Acadomy, Dublin ; O’Douovan’s Irtali Gnumnai, 
1846 J Memoir of John O’Donovim, by J. T. 
Gilbert; Botham's Irit.li Antiquarian Researches, 
1827; personal information.] J. T. G. 

O’REILLY, IICJGII (<Z. 1894 P), historical 
writer. [See IiniLLY.] 

O’REILLY, JOimBOYLE(184t-1890), 
Irish revolutionist and author, bom on 
28 .Tuno ] 811, at Dowlh Oastle on the Boyne, 
four miles from Drogheda, was son of William 
David O’Reilly, who for thirty-five years was 
master of the national school attached to 
tho Nettorville institution for widows and 
orphans at Dowth Oastle. His mother,Eliza 
Boyle, was tho daughter of a Dublin trades¬ 
man. The family consisted of five daughters 
and three sons. John received the rudiments 
of his education from his father. His elder 
brothei'j William, was bound as an apprentice 
compositor in 1864 in the ‘Argus’ news- 

K office, Droghoda, but after six mouths 
ns obliged to leave on account^ of ill- 
linalth, and, in order that the premium of 
507. might not bo lost, John, although only 
elovon, was sent 1 o fill hisfhrolher’s place. 

The death of tho proprietor of the news¬ 
paper brought the apprenticeship to on end 
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in 1858. In the autumn of 1850 he went to 
Preston, where his mother's sister resided, 
and obtained employment as a compositor 
on the ‘ Guardian ’ newspaper, published in 
that town. Mastering shorthand, he was 
soon promoted to the position of reporter. 
He left Preston for Ireland in March 1863, 
and in the following May enlisted as a trooper 
in the 10th hussars—the ‘Prince of Wales’s 
own'—which, under the command of Colonel 
Valentine Baker, was stationed in Drogheda 
at the time. O’Reilly was then in his nine¬ 
teenth year. He had previously become a 
member of the Irish republican brotherhood— 
the fenian organisation—and he enlisted in 
the army as an agent of that association, for 
the purpose of securing the adhesion of the 
Irish soldiers to the revolutionary movement. 
O’Reilly soon established himself as a general 
favourite in the regiment. ‘Treasonable 
songs and ballads,’ writes Mr. Jeffrey Roche 
in his biography of O’Reilly, ‘ were chanted 
in the quarters of his troop (D), and spread 
amongst other companies. With boyish 
recklessness, O'Reilly embroidered rebel de¬ 
vices on the underside of his saddle-cloth and 
in the lining of his military overcoat.’ In 
1806, the year in whioh the government 
began operations against the fenians by 
seizing in September their newspaper, the 
‘Irish People,’ the 10th hussars were quar¬ 
tered at Island Bridge Barracks, Dublin. 
The work of winning recruits in the army 
for the revolutionary movement was con¬ 
trolled by John Devoy, afterwards a jour¬ 
nalist in New York, who, in the capacity 
of fenian organiser, passed through as many 
as three regiments. Devov states that he 
succeeded in sapping the loyalty of all the 
regiments of the Dublin garrison in 1806, 
except the 10th hussars, the men of which 
were mainly English; but that, thanks to 
the exeitions of O'Reilly, that regiment too 
became disaffected in due course. ‘ He 
brought in some eighty men, sworn in,’ writes 
Devoy of O’Reilly, ‘had them divided into 
two prospective troops, obtained possession 
of the key of an unused postern gate, and had 
everything ready to take his men, armed and 
mounted, out of barracks at a given signal ’ 
(life, Poems, and Speeohes of Joan Boyle 
O'Beilly, p. 10). Early in 1806 the authori¬ 
ties discovered that the garrisons throughout 
Ireland were honeycombed with ‘circles' 
or lodges of the Irish republican brother¬ 
hood, and most of the disaffected Irish regi¬ 
ments were removed from the country. 

O’Reilly’s part in the movement was soon 
suspected, and tie was arrested at Island 
Bridge Barracks on IS Feb. 1866. On 27 June 
I8GG, the eve of his twenty-second birthday, 


his trial by court-martial began at the Royal 
Barracks, Dublin. The charge against the 

ri snner was ‘ for having in Dublin, in ,Tanuary 

866, come to the know ledge of an intended 
mutiny in her majesty's forces in Ireland, 
and not giving information of the said in¬ 
tended mutiny to his commanding officer." 
After a twelve davs’ trial O'Reilly was con¬ 
victed, and on 0 July was sentenced to be 
shot. This sentence, however, was com¬ 
muted to twenty years’ penal servitude. 

In October 1867, after visiting many Eng¬ 
lish convict prisons and making several in¬ 
effectual attempts to escape, O’Reilly was 
despatched to Western Australia, and was 
attached to the convict settlement of Bun- 
buiy. Owing to his good conduct, he was 
appointed a constable to aid the officers of 
the settlement; hutin April 1869 he managed, 
with the aid of the Roman catholic pastor, 
Patrick McCabe, to escape on an American 
whaler, the Gazelle. 

O'Reillyspent seven months on board the 
whaler, on a cruise in the Indian Ocean, 
when, meeting with the American barque 
Sapphire, hound to Liverpool from Bombay, 
he became a seaman on hoard, and was thus 
conveyed to England. In November 1869 
he reached the United States. O’Reilly’s 
first hook of poems, 1 Songs from the Southern 
Seas ’ (Boston, 1873),is dedicated‘to Captain 
David R. Gifford of the whaling bark 
Gazelle of New Bedford.’ 

O’Reilly settled in Boston as a journalist, 
and became editor and part proprietor of tke 
• Pilot,’ published in that town, and one of 
the most influential Roman catholic and 
Irish-American newspapers in the United 
States He took part m the ‘fenian invasion’ 
of Canadn, under General John O’Neill, in 
June 1870. Another fenian expedition with 
which O'Reilly was prominently concerned 
was more successful. This was the rescue 
of all the military political prisoners— 
O'Reilly's comrades of 1866—from the con¬ 
vict settlements of Western Australia in 
April 1876. The expedition of the American 
whaler Catalpa (Captain Anthony), which 
conveyed the prisoners to the United States, 
was secretly organised by O'Reilly, assisted 
by John Devoy and John Breslin. It cost) 
twenty-five thousand dollars. 

But O'Reilly was not merely an Irish re¬ 
volutionist; ha was also a man of letters, 
and he soon filled a distinguished place in the 
literary society of Boston, He was selected 
to write odes in commemoration of many 
national celebrations, such as the reunion of 
the army of the Potomac at Detroit in J one 
1886, at which General Grant presided, when 
he read his poem entitled‘America;’ and the 
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university of Notre Dame, Indiana, conferred 
on liim the honorary degree of doctor of laws. 

O’Reilly died on 10 Aug. 1800, at Boston, 
from an overdose of chloral, adminislored by 
himself as a cure for insomnia, lie was in¬ 
terred at Ilolyliood Cemetery, Brookline, 
Massachusetts. 

O’Reilly’s poetical works are: ' Songs from 
the Southern Seas,’ Boston, Massachusetts, 
1878; ‘Songs, Legends, and Ballads,’Boston, 
1878; ‘The Statues in the Block, and other 
Poems,’ 1881 1 ‘In Bohemia,’ 1886. As a 
uovelist, O’Reilly will be remombored as the 
author of' Moondyne,’a powerful and drama¬ 
tic story of oonviot lile in Western Australia, 
which was published at Boston, Massachu¬ 
setts (1880), and ran through twelve edi- 
1 ions. lie also wiote, in collaboration with 
Robert Grant, Frederick J. Stimson, and 
J. T. Wheelwright, a satirical novel entitled 
‘ The King’s Man: a Tale of To-morrow' 
(Boston, 1881). An athlete himself, and a 
keenlovor of sport of ull lauds, he prepared a 
volume entitled ‘Ethics of Boxing anuManly 
Sports ’ (Boston, Massachusetts, 1888); ana 
also edited ‘The Poetry and Songs of Ireland,’ 
New York, 1889. In 1891, the yoar alter his 
death, a complete odition of Ms ' Poorns and 
Spooclies’ was published by his widow, with 
a ‘ Life’ by Jamob Jeffrey Roche, and an in¬ 
troduction by Cardinal Gibbons, archbishop 
of Baltimore. Hie poetry as a rule is rugged 
in form, but shows considorahlo power. 

[Life, Poarns, und Speeches of John Boyle 
O’Reilly, Boston, Mass., 1801; Irish mid Irish- 
American newspapers of August 1800 ; ami per¬ 
sonal information.] M, MaoD. 

O’REILLY, MILES, psoudonym. [Soe 
IIalpin or Haxiihe, Oiiaeeds Gkaiiah, 
1829-1808, miscellaneous writer.] 

O’REILLY, MYLES WILLIAM 
PATRICK (1826-1880), Irish politician, 
son of William O’Reilly, esq., of Knock 
Abbey, co. Louth, by Margaret, daughter of 
Dowell O’RoiUy, osep, of the Heath. Quoen’s 
County, was born in Dublin in 1826. IIo 
was educated at St. Outbbert’s College, 
Ushaw, Durham, and at the univarsity of 
London, where ho graduated B.A in 1846 
(London Univ, Calendar, 1870, p. 20JD. Sub¬ 
sequently he took the degreo of LL.D. at 
Rome. He joined the Loutli rifles militia, 
in which he held a captain’s commission. 
Being invitod to Rome by Pius IX, he en¬ 
tered the pontifical service, with the rank of 
major, ana was appointed to the oommand 
of the Irish brigacls. In September I860 the 
battalion of St, Patrick gallantly defended 
Spoleto against the Piedmontese troops, who 
were repeatedly repulsod, and O'Reilly sur- 
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rendered only when the place hadW^T 
untenable (O’Ciebt, Making of Italu ™ 
198-5). Alter bis return to Ireland he'was 
elected M.P. for the county of Lomrfnrd™ 
March 1862, and for many years hfoee” 
pied a conspicuous place in the House of 
Commons among the debaters on Irish and 
military subjects. IIo was a member of thB 
homo-rule parly, and was loyal to the leader¬ 
ship of Isaac Butt. He was a magistrate for 
the counties of Louth and Dublin. On at 
least one occasion he acted as in 

classics at the Catholic University of Ireland 
at thetime when Dr. Newman was at itshead! 
He vacated his seat in parliament in April 
1879, when ho accepted the post of assistant 
commissioner of intermediate education in 
Ireland. lie died in Dublin on 0 Feb. 1880 
and was interred in the family burial-place 
at Philipstown, near Knock Abbey. 

lie married, in 1859, Ida, daughter of 
Edward Jamingham, esq. She died m 1878. 
Busides occasional pamphlets and articles' 
ho was the author of ‘ Momorials of those 
who Buffered for the Cutholic Faith in 
j Ireland in the 16th, 17th, and 18th Cen¬ 
turies. Collected and edited from the 
Original Authorities,’ London, 1888, 8vo; 
reprinted under the title of ‘Lives of the 
Irish Martyrs and Confessors, with Additions, 
including a History of (lie Penal Laws, by 
ftlio] Rev. Richard Brennan, A.M.,' New 
York, 1878, 8vo. 

[Annual Rogistrr, 1880, Chronicle, p. 162; 
Rod’s Parliamentary Companion, 1868 and 
1879; Tablet, U Feb. 1880, p. 216; Times. 
10 Feb, 1880, p. 6, col. 8.] T. 0. 

O’REILLY, PHILIP MaoIIUGH (d. 
1057 P), Irish rebel, was the second sou of 
the chief of the O’Reillys of Cavan, by Ms 
wife, a sis! or of Hugh MacMahon [q. vj One 
of the father's, brotliore was Hugh O’Reilly, 
Roman catholic archbishop of Armagh [see 
under O ’Reilly, Edmund], and another, 
Philip, uIbo look part in tho rebellion. His 
elderorotber,Edmund MaoMulmore O’Reilly, 
was fa thor of M ulmore MacEdmund O’Reilly, 
Bherill’ of Cavan, who played a part in the.re- 
bollion in Cavan sooond only to that of Philip 
MaoIIugh; and there was yet another con¬ 
temporary, Philip MaoMulmore O'Reilly,who 
was apparently trained in the Spanish ser¬ 
vice in tho Netherlands, and took an active 
shore in tho rebellion. 

Philip Mncllugh is called a lawyer by 
Froude, and in March 1639 was elected 
knight of the shire for Cavan, ne soon took 
a prominent part in tho proceedings of the 
Irish House of Commons. lie was placed 
On the committee of privilege^ and various 
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other committees of the house, and. on 
27 Feb. 1641 was one of those appointed to 
draw up the charges of high treason against 
Sir Richard Bolton [q. v.T, Sir Gerard 
Lowther, Sir George Radclitfe [q, v.J, and 
others ( Commons ' Journals, Ireland, i. 217- 
419 passim). As early os Christmas 1640 
O’Reilly was taken into confidence by Rory 
O'More [q. v.1, with whom he had frequent 
conferences about the scheme for a rebellion 
of the catholics against the government (Me¬ 
moirs of Ireland, 1767, pp. 169-90). By the 
end of May the plot was generally known to 
the Roman catholic members of the House of 
Commons. O’Reilly remained in Dublin till 
the end of the session, hat in September he 
further discussed the matter with Maguire 
and Sir Pkelim O’Neill [q. v.] in Cavan. He 
was not present at the meeting in Dublin on 
60ct.,when the scheme forthe seizure of Dub¬ 
lin Castle was arranged, but he was assigned 
a port in it. On 23 Oct. Philip's nephBw, 
Mulmore MacEdmund O’Reilly, the sheriff 
of Cavan, probably in concert with his uncle, 
raised the posse comitatus, gathered in what 
arms he could, and seized Famham Castle, 
near Cavan, and Cavan. The next day his 
unde joined him, and together they gained 
possession of Belturhet and neighbouring 
places (Henrt Jonhs, Remonstrance of the 
Beginnings and Proceedings of the Rebellion 
in co. Cavan, 1642). O’Reilly was honourably 
distinguished by his conduct on these occa¬ 
sions ; he strongly disapproved of the mur¬ 
ders that were committed. Protestants who 
put themselves under his protection were 
safely conveyed into English quarters, and 
those that had been stripped were fed and 
dothed (Carte, Ormonde, i. 860, &c. j GaRt 
D nram, Ilist. of England, x. 66), but this did 
not prevent various charges being brought 
against Mm in the rather questionable de- 

S ositions subsequently taken (cf, Hickson, 
'reland in the Seventeenth Century, passim). 
On 6 Nov. he headed the signatures to the 
remonstrance presented to the lords justices 
at Dublin, detailing the grievances of the 
rebels in Cavan. On 27 Nov. he joined the 
rebds with four hundred troops, and, cross¬ 
ing the Boyne, was present at the interview 
with Gormanston and other gentry of the 
Pale, who were induced to join the rebels 
by the latter's successes ana their presence 
within the Pale. 

Early in 1642 O’Reilly besieged Drogheda, 
but was driven away ; he was more success¬ 
ful before the castles ofKillelagh and Crohan, 
which surrendered to him on 4 June. On 
the formation o? Owen Roe O’Neill’s army, 
O'Reilly received the rank of colonel, and 
he was actively employed throughout the 


war. In 1644 he became a member of the 
general assembly of the confederation, and 
was one of its commissioners in 1646 to 
carry out the articles between Charles I and 
the confederation, lie took a prominent part 
in the battle of Benburb on 5 June 1646. On 
8 Aug. 1647 he was taken prisoner, but nexi 
year was again in active service. On 17 June 
he signed the declaration against the cessation. 
He remained a firm adherent of Owen Roe 
O’Neill [q. v.], whose sister he had married, 
and who died in his house on 6 Nov. 1649. 
On 9 Sept. 1019 Charles H wrote to O’Reilly 
urging him to do all he could to secure peace 
between tkelrish rebels and the royalist party. 
In the following January he had interviews 
with Daniel ONeill [q.v.j with the same 
object, while he was serving under Major- 

f eneral Hugh O’Neill ( ft. 1650) [q. v.] in the 
efence of Clonmel. In 1651 lie was sent 
to relieve Fyena (i.e. probably Feeny), hut, 
being surrounded by the enemy, narrowly 
escaped on horseback. In September Ms own 
house at Bellanacargy wasbesieged by Colonel 
Venables, but was relieved. Inl652 O’Reilly 
made Ms lost stand in command of the garri- 
Bon at the castle of Loch Uachtair. It was 
not until 10 April 1053 that he entered into 
negotiations with Colonel Theophilus Jones, 
ana laid down Ms arms on condition of being 
allowed liberty to serve in foreign countries. 
He afterwards took service in the Spanish 
army in the Netherlands, where he had the 
command of a regiment. John Colgan [q. v.J 
dedicated to Mm Ms treatise on the works 
of Duns Scotus, which was printpd at Ant¬ 
werp in 1656. O’Reilly died at Louvain, 
probably about 1667. 

He married Rose, sister of Owen Roe 
O’Neill. She is said to have been bitterly 
inimical to the English, and to have insti¬ 
gated O’Reilly to cruel measures against the 
captives made by the rebels. By her O'Reilly 
had on only son, Hugh, who married Mar¬ 
garet, sister of Daniel, third viscount Clare 
[see under O’Brien, Danube, first Viscount 
Clare]. The son may be the Colonel O’Reilly 
who became governor of Cavan, and was 
killed fighting for James II in February 
1690 (Luttbeee, Brief Relation, ii. 17). 

[Authorities quoted; Gilbert’s Contemporary 
Hist, of Affairs in Ireland, and Hist, of the Con¬ 
federation and War, throughout; Henry Jones's 
Two Remonstrances, 1642; Bernard's Whole Pro¬ 
ceedings of the Siege of Drogheda, 1642, pp. 16, 
&o.; The IrishWarr of 1641, by an Officer m Sir 
John Clot-worthy's regiment; Sir John Temple's 
HiBt. of tha Rebellion, 1646; Borl isa’s Exeiuablo 
Irish Rebellion, 1680, pp. 23, 31, &a .; Henry 
O'Neill’s Diary in Lodgs's Desiderata Cnriosa 
Hibernica, ii. 508, 511, &e.; Carte’s Life of 



Orem 


1146 


Orford 


Ormonde, vols. i.-iii. passim ; Memoirs of the 
Irish Itebollion, ed, Harris, 1707,pp. 169-DO; 
Moran's Spicilegium Os&ononsc, 11 . 83, &c.; 
Hist, MSS. Ootnin. 4th Rep App. p, 568, 10th 
Rep. App. pt. t. p. 146; IfiH’s Mncdonnolls of 
Antrim, pp. 266-7; Hickson's Irolivnd, throng] 1 - 
out; Lodge's Peerage, ed. ArcluUll, ii. 83; 
Meehan's Itiso and Puli of the Jris.li Franciscan 
Monasteries, ed, 1877, pp. 179, &o.; Fvoudo's 
English in Ireland, i. 106; Official Returns of 
Members of Pari, ii, 607; Lingurd'a Hist, of 
England, vii, 261; Locky's Hist, of England, ii. 
131,161.] A. E. P. 

OREM, WILLIAM ( jl . 1702), historian 
of Aberdeen, belonged to ft family who had 
a long connection with Old Aberdeen. On 
7 Sept. 1G91 he was admitted conjunct cleric 
of Old Aberdeen, and he is said to have died 
soon after 1726. A Thomas Oram, * bailo in 
Old Aberdeen,’died there on 0 July 1730, 
and the name occurs several times in tho 
local burial records. William Orem wrote 
1 A Description of the Chanonry, Cathedral, 
and King’s College of Old Aberdeen in the 
years 172-1 and 1725,’ which has been much 
quoted by later local historians. The book 
remained in manuscript for several years 
after the author’s doath, and many tran¬ 
scripts of it wero made before it was printed 
by J. Chalmers at Aberdeen in 1791; an¬ 
other edition appeared at. Aberdeen in 1830. 
It was first publicly referred to in Gough’s 
‘British Topographic’ (1780), ii. 643, whore 
extracts are made from it. Gougli bought a 
transcript made by James Dnlgarno, in 
300 pp. 12mo, at Aberdeen in 1771. 

[Preface to Ohalmors’s editiou as above; pri¬ 
vate information from Alexander Walker, osq,, 
Aberdeen, who bad at onetime Lhroo manuscript 
copies; burial records of Old Maebar; minutes 
of Old Aburdoen Town Council, J J. O. II. 

ORFORD, Earls or. [See Russell, 
EnwAnn, 1663-L727; Walpolu, Bin Ka- 
jiert, first Eaut, (of the second creation), 
1676-1746; Walpole, IIoratio, fourth 
Earl, 1717-1707.] 

ORFORD, ROBERT (el. 1310), bishop of 
Ely, was a monk of Ely on 0 April 1200, when 
he was one of those who brought the news 
of the deaili of John Kirkby [q. v.] to Ed¬ 
ward I, andreooived license to elect a succes¬ 
sor (Cal. Pat.Rolls,Edw. 1, 1281-02,p. 340). 
He was afterwards sub-prior of his house, 
and was elected prior in succession to John 
Salmon [q. v,] In July 1209. On 14 April 
1802 Qrfovd was elect od bishop of Ely by tho 
monks as a compromise (Anglia Sacra, i. 0401. 
Copies of tho formal letters announcing his 
election are given in the Liams ay ‘ Ohartulary ’ 
(i. 38-8). Orford is there described as 1 of ap¬ 


proved learning, life, and morals, of lawfula« B 
and 111 priest’s orders, bom in lawful matri* 
mony.’ Archbishop Winehelsey, however 
refused to confirm Orford on the ground that 
he was not sufficiently learned, and onlSJukr 
quashed the olection (Annales Monastiei n 
662). Orford and his monks promptly appealed’ 
to the pope, and Orford went m person to 
Rome. The pope referred the ease to three 
cardinals; after their examination, Orford 
of Ms own free will resigned all his rights 
and was 1 hen reappointed by the pope who 
directed tho bishop of Albano to consecrate 
liim (Cal. Papal Registers, i. 005; R ES 
Cantuar. ap. Anglia Suara). Orford was 
accordingly consecrated on 28 Oct. (Stubbs 
Reg. Suer. Avgl. p, 60). The anonymous 
monk of Ely amplifies this official account 
by stating that the cardinals decided that 
tho oluction was duo, and the bishop-elect 
competent; the pope then required Orford’a 
attendance in the consistory, where Orford 
by his naivo explanation of how he evaded 
Archbishop Winchel&ey’s third question,pro¬ 
voked tho pope and cardinals to laughter- 
Boniface, declaring that Orford was < not vain’, 
but full of goodnesB and learning,’ ordered 
his consecration. Orford, on his return to 
England, made his canonical profession to 
Archbishop Wincliolsoy, but declined the 
arehbiBliopB proposal to enlhrone him, de¬ 
claring that the sou was already liis by apo¬ 
stolic authority. The temporalities of the 
see were restored on 4 Feb, 1303. The re¬ 
lations between Orford and Winehelsey con- 
tiiiued strained, and to tlio time of his death 
Orford rofuBod to provide a clerk with a 
bonofiee on the archbishop’s nomination in 
accordance with tho usual custom (littercs 
Cavtuarieuses , i. 38-6). Orford’s journey 
to Romo encumbered him with a debt of 
1G,000L ; while still at Romo the pope had 
granted liim a license to oontract a loan for 
tliirtcontrhousandflorinsto meet Ills expenses. 
On 8 Oct. 1306 he made a return to the pope 
concerning the rolios preserved at Scone 
A bbey, ui-ford died at Do wnliain on 31 Jan. 
1310, and was buried before the great altar 
in the cathedral. Jle gave the convent an 
embroidered alb and oilier vestments. 

A not bur Robert Ori-ord (JL 1290) was 
a Dominican friar; ho studied at either Ox¬ 
ford or Cambridge, and is said to have been 
a bachelor of divinity. Afterwards he was 
at Daria, whore ho wrote in support of Thomas 
Aquinas against Ilonry of Ghent and Gfillee 
do Rome. I’itB, who calls him Robert of 
Oxford, adds that lie wroto against James of 
Viterbo together with some 1 Determinations.’ 
Loaudor Albortus gives his date as 1 
but more likely it was fifty years lator, 
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[Flores Historiarum, iii. 110, 806, and. Char- 
tularium da Karaaaeia, i. 24, 33-8, in Rolls Ser.; 
Wharton’s Anglia Sacra, i. 640-1, 664 ; Bliss’s 
Calendar of Papal Registers, i. 603-4; Le Neve’s 
Fasti Ecci Angl. i. 333; other authorities 
quoted. For tho Dominican, see Quetif anil 
Echard's Seriptores Ordin. S Dominic, i. 431; 
Tanner's Bill. Brit.-Hib. p. 637.] C. L. K. 

ORGER, MARY ANN (1788-1849), 
actress, bom in London on 25 Feb. 1788, was 
daughter of William I vers, a musician, in a 
country company. Her mother was occa¬ 
sionally seen on the stage. While an infant 
she was taken on the stage os the child in 
‘King Henry VIII. 1 In 1793, at Newburv, 
she was the girlin the ‘ Children of the Wood,’ 
During some years c,he remained with Henry 
Thornton, manager of a company playing in 
Croydon, Reading, Windsor, Gosport, New¬ 
bury, and Chelmbford. The only part asso¬ 
ciated during this period with her name is 
Hiss Blandford in ‘ Speed the Plough.’ In 
July 1804, upon marrying George Orger, a 
quaker, of High Wycombe, she retired from 
her profession, which soon afterwards, with 
her husband’s consent, she resumed. In the 
autumn of 1806 she played, in Glasgow, 
Amelia Wildenhaim in ‘ Lovers’Vows ’ to 
the Frederick of Master Betty. Some favour 
was shown her in Ed inburgh, where her bene¬ 
fit, in the ‘ Heir at Law,’ brought her 781. For 
the benefit of Mrs. Rosoman Mountain [q. v.] 
she played, in what city is not mentioned, 
Caroline Sedley in Kenney’s ' False Alarm.’ 
In Aberdeen and elsewhere she met John 
Bannister [q.v.], playing Nell to his Jobsonin 
‘The Devil to Pay,’ Ann Lovely to his Colonel 
Feignwell in ‘A. Bold Stroke for a Wife,’ 
and supporting him in other parts. His re¬ 
commendation proved effectual, and on 4 Oct. 

1808, as 1 Mrs. Orger from Edinburgh,’ she 
made at Drury Lane, as Lydia Languish in 
the ‘ Rivals,’ her first appearance in London. 
Her reception was favourable, but not en- 
thusiastie j and, as the company was full, 
few opportunities were afforded her. On the 
destruction by fire of the theatre, 24 Feb. 

1809, she went with the company to the 
Lyceum, where she played an original part 
in ‘Temper, or the Domestic Tyrant,’ an 
alleged alteration of Sedley’s ‘Grumbler.’ 
On 20 Nov. 1809 she was the original Mrs. 
Lovell in ‘Not at Home,' by B.O. Dallas; 
on 12 Jan. 1810 played FUppanta in the 
‘Confederacy ;’and on the23rd LadyLambert 
in the ‘ Hypocrite.’ As Madge, an original 
part, in Arnold's opera ‘ Up all Night, or 
the Smuggler's Cave,’ she rose in public 
estimation. Eliza in 1 Riches, or the Wife 
and Brother,’ adapted by Sir James Bland 
Burgoss from Massinger's ‘ City Madam; ’ 


Amaranta in the 1 Kiss,’ altered from 
Fletcher’s ‘ Spanish Curate; ’ and Tittilinda 
in 1 Quadrupeds, or the Manager’s Last Kick,’ 
followed. When the new Drury Lane theatre 
was opened, she played, on 18 Eeb. 1813, Mrs. 
Lovemore in the ‘ Way to keep him.’ A 
long list of secondarymarts—Susan in the 
‘ School for Authors,’ Bell in 1 The Deuce is 
in him,’Jane in ‘Wild Oats,’&c.—followed, 
and she played many original secondary 
parts in forgotten works of Thomas Dibdin, 
Poole, Arnold, and Henry Siddons. A pro¬ 
hibition against playing at the Lyceum led 
her in 1810 into a published correspondence 
with Arnold and Douglas Kinnatrd, M.P. 
This is dated from Charles Street, Cavendish 
Square. She played thenceforward regularly 
at Drury Lane. She appeared on 18 June 
1823 at the Haymarket as the original Mrs. 
Sophia Smith m 1 Mrs. Smith, or the Wife 
and the Widow.’ This is not noticed as a 
first appearance at that house, though no 
earlier has been traced. She played here 
some unimportant parts, including MUs Ca¬ 
rolina Wilhelmina Amelia Skeggs in an adap¬ 
tation by T. Dibdin of the ‘ Vicar of Wake¬ 
field.’ She played witk Madame Vestris [sea 
Mathews, Lucia Elizabbtta] at the Olym¬ 
pic and Covent Garden. In 1845 she is men¬ 
tioned in the ‘ Sunday Times ’ as having re¬ 
tired. She died on 1 Oct. 1849. 

During her last years she had a pension of 
1201. annually from the Drury Lane theatrical 
fund. Her efforts were generally restricted 
to second-rate characters, but in those she 
excelled. William Henry Oxberrv [q. v.J 
boaete that she was too useful to be prized 
at her Ml worth, and Macready praises her 
obliging disposition. She was above middle 
height, with hazel eyes, light brown hair, an 
exquisitely fair complexion, and * a voluptuous 
beauty in her general appearance' (Oxbdbbi). 
A portrait of her by Clint, in the Garrick 
Club, as Fanny in ‘ Lock and Key,' shows a 
bright and attractive face. It is one of Clint's 
best works, associating her with Munden os 
Old Brummagem, Edward Knight as Ralph, 
and Miss Oubitt as Laura. A portrait of 
her as Audrey accompanies her life in Ox- 
berry’s ‘Dramatic Chronology.’ Her best 
parts were in burlesque—Molledustain ‘Amo¬ 
roso, King of Little Britainthe servant in 
‘High Notions, or a Trip to Exmouth;’ 
Dorothea in the * Tailors,’ &c. In this line 
she is credited with having created a school 
of acting alike original and excellent. In 
broad farce she was not less good. In low 
comedy she was inferior to Miss Kelly, Mrs. 
Davison, and Mrs. Gibbs. Her singing 
chambermaids were unexceptionable. She 
was author of a piece, * Change Partners,’ 
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which was produced at Drury Lane on 
10 March 1825 (Gent. Mag. 1849, _ ii. 646; 
Genest, ix. 292). She had three Bisters on 
the stage—one, whomarried Hughos of Drury 
Lane, and died young; a Mrs. Fawcett, a per¬ 
former in the country; and a Mrs. Lazenby, 
who appeared at the Olympic. Her daugh¬ 
ter, who married one Rcinagle, was known 
as a pianiste. 

fGenast’s Account of the English Stage; 
Dibdin’s Edinburgh Stage; Oxberry’a Dramatic 
Chronology, vol, ii,; Dramatic and Musical Re¬ 
view, various years; Pollock’s Macrosdy; Bio¬ 
graphy of the British Stage, 1824; Georgian 
lira; Era, 21 Oct. 1840; Gent, Mag. 1840, ii. 
olfi-6,] J. K. 

ORIEL, first Baron. [See Foster, John, 
1740-1828.] 

ORIVALLE, HUGH be (d. 1086), 
bishop of London, was the first bishop ap¬ 
pointed by William the Conqueror to the 
see of London, and was conseerai cd by Lan- 
frano in 1076, William of Malmesbury 
simply calls him ‘ Hug 0110 m quondam ’ ( Gesi , 
Pontiff, p, 146). Mr. Freeman speaks of him 
us 1 an obscure name enough ’ ( Norman Con¬ 
quest, iv. 875). DeanMilman calls him ‘ Hugh 
of Orwell,’ hut he gives no authority; and, if 
Orwell in Suffolk is the place intended, it 
must he regarded as in the highest degree 
unlilcoly that William should have selected 
a native Englishman for tho bishoprio of his 
capital. We may feel protty certain that, 
like William’s other bishops, lie was a Nor¬ 
man. The only thing recorded of him is that 
he was afflicted with leprosy, which attaokod 
the lower parts of his abdomen; by the 
advice of his physicians, Orivalle rosorted to 
the romody adopted by Origen, * but for the 
health of his body and not of his soul’ 
(Freeman, ib.) It proved ineffectual; ho 
remained a leper to the day of liis death, and 
thus, in Malmesbury’s words, 1 opprobrium 
spadonis tulil, et nullum invenit remodium.’ 

[Godwin, Do Proosul. i. 176.] E. V. 

ORKNEY, Eases or. [Bee Paul, d. 1099; 
Sinclair, William, 1404 M 480; Stewart, 
Robert, d. 1592 ; Stew art,Patrick, d, 1014 j 
Hamilton, Lore Georce, 1000-1787.] 

ORKNEY, OouNTRSs or (1067 P-1788). 
[See Villiers, Elizabeth.] 

ORLEANS, Duchess or, fifth daughter 
of Charles I. [Soe Henrietta or Henrietta 
Anne, 1044-1670.] 

ORLTON or ORLETON, ADAM or (d. 
1846), bishop of Winchester. [See Abam.] 

ORM or ORMIN (ff. 1200P), author of 
< Ormulum,’ probably of Danish family, was 
a monk of tue ‘order of St. Augustine, and 


evidently lived in the Danish territory of 
England, ‘ in the north-eastern part ofthe 
former kingdom of Mercia.’ His book which 
is a series of homilies in verse extending from 
the Annunciation into the Acts, VSamed 
Ormulum.’ annoi'dinm to flm _1, “ 


— . . \ ■ - J “o ocanai- 

navian descent of the author; the variant 
‘ Ormin ’ was possibly formed on the model 
of ‘ Austin ’ and similar names. Profes¬ 
sor Zupitza’s viow, that the ending i 8 the 
French diminutive, soems doubtful (Gm 0 f 
Warwick,Text B, Early EuglishText Society 
note to 1. 9529). There is a strong temptation 
to see in the su llix the Scandinavian agglutina¬ 
tive definite article; but there is noevidence 
of its use in proper names at this early period. 
In a longmutrieal dodicat ion to Walter, Orm’s 
threefold brother —' in tho flesh, in baptism 
and in tho order’—the author explains how’ 
encouraged by his brother, ho devoted him’ 
self to the taBlc of ‘turning into English 
speech’ the Gospels of the year, so that 
English folk might thereby be won to salva¬ 
tion. Ilis mothod was to give 11 paraphrase 
of the Gospel of tho day, adding thereto a 
quaint and mystical exposition. The main 
sources of his commentary were Bede, Gre¬ 
gory, and perhaps Josephus and Isidore. 
As Ten Brink pointed out, tkore seems to 
kave been in the cloister whore Own dwolt 
little knowledge of tho ecclesiastical writers 
of the new era—men like Anselm, Abelard, 
Bernard, the colobrities of St. Victor, or lie 
Uonorius Augustodunonsis. O 11 tke other 
hand, it is saying too much to claim for 
Orm direct acquaintance with tke writings 
of yElfrio; the alleged influence of Augustine 
is also very doubtful (JGnglische Studim, vi. 
1-26). Judging by the tone of his dedica¬ 
tion, tliore can ho no question that the author 
regarded tho finishod work with considerable 
prido, and fell assured of its popularity. Be 
was anxious—needlessly so—that the ori¬ 
ginal transcript should be faithfully followed 
in tho minutest details by future scribes. 
There is strong roasou to bolieve that no 
second copy was over made, nor can we de¬ 
tect tho poet’s literary or theological influ¬ 
ence on his contemporaries. 

Historically tho ‘ Ormulum ’ is of Bpeclal 
value as the first noteworthy piece of Anglian 
(i.e. Northern) literature after the Don- 
quest. From this point of view it is hardly 
second in importance to Layamon’s ‘ Brut,’ 
which, about the same date, marked the re¬ 
awakening of poetry in llie Southern terri¬ 
tory. It is significant tka'I, whereas tke 
Saxon Layamon used both Teutonic allitera¬ 
tion and Romance rhyme, the Danish Orm 
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rejected both metrical device?, and chose the 
regular septenarius, an iambic line of seven 
and a hall feet, divided into two half-lines 
of eight and seven syllables respectively. 
The metre, with the additional adornment of 
rhyme, had already been employed about 
1170 in the south-western poetical homily 
called 1 Poema Morale ’ (OldEnglish Homilies, 
Early English Text Society, No. 34, ed, R. 
Morris). Little can be said for Orm’s poeti¬ 
cal talent. Conscious of his deficiencies, he 
seams to have aimed at a sort of dignified 
monotony. He has, indeed, a certain sense 
of art in suiting word to thought, and 
thought and word to rhythm. His only 
merit i? simplicity. Linguistically, the poem 
is remarkable for its Scandinavian elements. 
There are perhaps some half-dozen words of 
French origin in the whole of Orm’s work, and 
these are contestable (Bbate, Paul-Braune’a 
Beitrage, x. 1-80; Zupitza, Guy of Warwick, 
referred to above, &c.) 

Orm was a purist in orthography, as well 
as in vocabulary, and may fittingly be de¬ 
scribed os the first of English phoneticians. 
The ' Ormulum' is perhaps the moat valuable 
document we possess for the history of Eng¬ 
lish sounds. Among its more striking pecu¬ 
liarities is the doubling of consonants to show 
either that a preceding vowel in a closed 
syllable was short, or to mark an Old Eng¬ 
lish gemination or long consonant; or to in¬ 
dicate, when it is introduced between two 
vowels, the length of the first vowel. Further¬ 
more, there are no less than three forms of 
the letter g: one to express the hard strong 
Bound, another the soft sound, and a third 
the sound dzh. The last point was dis¬ 
covered by Professor A. 3. Napier (Aoademy, 
16 March 1890). 

The unique manuscript of the ‘ Ormulum,’ 
consisting of a single folio volume, preserved 
among the Junian Collection in the Bodleian 
Library, is in all probability the author's 
own copy, or rather a fragment of it; the 
twenty thousand and odd half-lines preserved 
therein represent merely about one-eighth of 
the complete work. The earliest notice of 
the manuscript is to he found in the sale- 
catalogue of the library of the Dutch philo¬ 
logist, Van Vliet, the friend of Junius, 
‘greffier’ or registrar at Breda (161O-1GG0). 
Under the head of ‘ Libri Miscellani in folio ’ 
the following entry occurs: 1 107. Een oudt 
Sweeds of Gottisch in Parquement gescbre- 
ven Boack over de Evangelium,’ i.e. ‘An 
old Swedish or Gothic book on the Gospel, 
written on parchment ’ ( Catalogue variorum 
ao insignium KVrorwm in quads facultate et 
lingua Doctiss. Viri D.D, Jani Ulitii, J.Q., 
TJrlis Bredanee Graphiar\j . . . Quorum, 


Audio habebitur . . . die 12 Julii 1668. 
Saga Comitis , 1666, p. 11). Junius, who 
was then in the Netherlands, must have at¬ 
tended the sale at the Hague and secured 
the volume for his collection. An entry on 
the second flyleaf states that it was pur¬ 
chased by Vliet in 1669. The earlier history 
of the manuscript is not known. It may 
have been carried over to Holland a few 
years before by 1 one of those English exiles 
who had sought in Breda a refuge from the 
political excitement then prevailing in this 
country.’ Junius seems to have used the 
volume for lexicographical purposes. Early 
printed notices of the * Ormulum ’ are found 
in the works of Hickes, in Wanley’s 1 Cata¬ 
logue,’ and in Lye’s ‘Etymologicon Angli- 
canum.’ Tyrwhittwas the first to recognise 
its metrical properties (cf. The Canterbury 
Tales of Chaucer: to which are added An 
Essay upon his Language and Versification, 
an Introductory Discourse and Notes, Ion- 
don, 1776, iv. 64 and n. 62, p. 98, n. 69). 
Subsequently Conybeare in his ‘ Illustrations 
of Anglo-Saxon PoBtry,’ and Guest in his 
‘ History of English Rhythms,’ emphasised 
the importance of the work, which was first 
printed at Oxford in 1852, ‘with Notes and 
a Glossary by Robert Meadows White, D D., 
late Fellow of St. Mary Magdalen College, 
and formerly professor of Anglo-Saxon in 
the University of Oxford.’ In 1878 a new 
and revised edition by the Rev. Robert 
Holt, M.A., Christ Church, Oxford, was 
issued by the Clarendon PresB. 

[Holt's Ormulum, Oxford, 1878; Ten Brink's 
Early English Literature; Kolbing, Collation of 
Text (Englisehe Studien, i. 1-30); Braune’s 
Middle-English Literature (Grandi-fas dor gar- 
manischeu Philologie, ed. H. Paul); Erik Brate'e 
Nordische Lehnworter in Ormnlmn (Paul- 
Braune's Beitrage, x. 1-80, 680-6); Sarrarin, 
Usher die Quallen des Ormulum (EnglUchp 
Studien, vi. 1-26); Trautman on Orm’s Doppel- 
konnonanten (Anglia, vii. 04-0, 208-10, cf. 166- 
199); Saehse, Has unorgauische E in Ormulum 
(Halle, 1881) ; Blackburn on The Change of \> 
to t in the Ormulum (American Journal of Phi¬ 
lology, ii. 9, 46—38); Napier’s Notes on the 
Ort&'graphy of the Ormulum (Academy, 
16 March 1890; Early English Text Society, 
vol. 103); Zupitza's Old and Middle English 
Reader, ed. MacLean (1893), &c.] I. Gh 

ORME, DANIEL (1706 P-1832 P), por¬ 
trait-painter, son of John Orme, merchant, 
was born at Manchester about 1700, and he 
received his art education at ths schools of 
the Royal Academy, where in 1788 he com¬ 
peted for the gold medal. He continued to 
reside in London, where he practised as a 
portrait-painter in oil and miniature, and had 
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for sitters many distinguished men of the 
time. lie also engraved in stipple and 
other methods, was appointed engraver to 
George III, and in 1814 he styles himself 
artist to his majesty and the prince-rogonl. 
lie engraved his own works, like Alexander 
and Thais, as well os portraits of Admiral 
the Earl of St. Vincent, after Gardner, and 
othors. In October 1814 he returned to 
Manchester, residing at 40_Picoadilly, whero 
he gave lessons in oil-painting, drawing, and 
etching, and continued his portrait-painting 
both in oil and on ivory. He exhibited at 
the Royal Academy elevon portraits between 
1797 and 1801. He was represented in the 
first exhibition of the Royal Manchester In¬ 
stitution, 1827, by one portrait, ( William 
Butterworth, the Oldham Ilermit,’ He died 
at Buxton, Derbyshire, after 1832. There 
is a small drawing, slightly washed in colour, 
of ‘the New Pior, Margate,’ in the South 
Kensington Museum, which shows him to 
liavo been a capital draughtsman. It is 
evidently only out of a sketch-book. 

His brother William, also bora at Man¬ 
chester, was practising as a drawing-muster 
and landscape-painter in that town in 1704, 
his address being Ardwick. He supplied 
the sketch ol ‘Chatham College and Hunt’s 
Bank’ from which Thomas Girtln made his 
drawing for ‘Turner and Girtin’s Pioturesquo 
Views, 1797. He was an exhibitor of twenty 
pictures at the Royal Academy bet ween 1707 
—when lie removed to London—and 1819. 
In the British Museum there is a small book, 
published about 1800, and entitled ‘The Old 
Man, his Son and the Ass,’ with engravings 
by him. 

[Manchester Oity News, 21 Jan. 4 Feb. 1803; 
Royal Academy aud Manchester Royal Institu¬ 
tion Catalogues; Graves’s Diet, of Artists ; Brit. 
Museum Gat.] A. N. 

ORME, ROBERT (1728-1801), historian 
of India, bom on Christmas day 1728 at 
Anjongo, Travancore Stale, India, was the 
second son of Aluxandor Orme, physician 
and surgeon in the service of the East India 
Company, and chief of the settlement at An- 
jengo (Memoir ; some accounts erroneously 
give hie father’s Christian name as John or 
Robert). XTia mother’s maiden name was 
Hill, lie was sent when about two years old 
to the house of his aunt, Mrs, Robert Adams, 
in Cavendish Square,London. From about 
1734 to 1741 he was educated at Harrow 
School under Dr. James Cox (Hist, qf the 
College of Wivcheaier, fa,, 1816,' Harrow,’ 
p. 33), and was then placed for a year in the 
Dfiioeofthe account aut.-generalaf the African 
Company, In 1742 he went to Calcutta, 
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where his elder brother WiUk^~IT~ 
‘ writer ’ in the East India Company oL 
engaged himself in the mercantile houserf 
Jackson & Wedderburn at Calcutta and 
mode a voyage to Surat. On returnms to 
Calcutta m 1743 he was appointed a writer 
m the East India Company e service He ac¬ 
quired a reputation for his knowled™ of 
native manners and customs, and in 1750 
was asked to state his opinion on the remT 
lation of the police in Calcutta. In thesame 
year lie drew up part of ‘A General Idea of 
the Government and People of Indostau’ 
This was afterwards completed, and posthu 
mously published in Ormo’s ‘Historical BW- 
ments,’ edition of 1806. In 1763 he visited 
England, _ and during his absence in 1754 
was appointed by tho court of directors a 
member of the council at Madras. Ratnrn- 
ing to Tndia, he arrived at Madras on 14 Sept 
1751. ITo took an active part in the delibera¬ 
tions of the council respecting the military 
operations in the Carnatic, 1764-8, and re- 
oommundod the nppointmentof Olive to com¬ 
mand the expedition against Suraj-ud-Dtm- 
lah. Orme was for furmo years intimate with 
Clive,hut the friendship was broken off about 
1700. From 1767 to 1766 Orme was com- 
m issary and accountant-general. At the end 
of 1768, his health being impaired, he left 
India with a small fortune. The Grantham, 
tho ship in which he sailed, was captured by 
the French on 4 Jan. 1769 and taken to Mau¬ 
ritius, Orme ultimately reached Nantes in 
France in the spring of 1760. 

] n the autumn of 1760 he bought a house 
in Hurley Street, London, where he formed 
a library of ancient and modem classics, and 
arranged his materials—collected since 1742 
—for an Indian history. In August 1763 
he published the first volume of his principal 
work, ‘A History of the Military Transac¬ 
tions of the British Nation inlndostanfora 
tho year 1746,’ 4to; vol. ii. was published in 
two purls in 1778. Orme was complimented 
on hie work by Sir William Jones (letter of 
20 June 1778; of. Siu W. Jones, ‘Third Dis¬ 
course ’) and by Dr. William Robertson, the 
historian, lie was elocted follow of the 
Sooioty of Antiquaries on 8 Nov. 1770, and 
from about 1709 till his death was historio¬ 
grapher to tho East Indio Oompony at a 
salary of 4001. a year. lie was given access 
to tho records at the India House, and ob¬ 
tained information from Bussy, whom he 
visited in 1773 at his country seat in France. 
Macaulay ( Essays ,‘ Lord Olive ’) has praised 
Or mo’s history as one of the most authentic 
and finely written in our lanfuege, though he 
remarks justly that tho extreme minuteness 
of its treatment renders it wearisome. Mai- 
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leson (Hibtory of the Frewh in India, pp. 
yu, viii) pronounces the history to he ‘ gene¬ 
rally a faithful record,’ though one which 
unfortunately treats the French ‘rather as 
accessories than as principals in the story,’ 
Thackeray, in‘The Newcomes,’ makes it the 
favourite work of Colonel Newconie. Orme 
told Dr. Parr that in preparing the third 
volume he completely formed every sentence 
in his mind before writing it down. A third 
edition of the work appeared in 1780, fourth ' 
1790, fifth 1799. There were other editions 
in 1803; 1861 London, and Madras, In 1782 
Orme published ‘ Historical Fragments of the 
Mogul Empire, of the Morattoes, and of the 
English Concerns in Indostan from the yeaT 
1669.’ This was reprinted in 1806 (London, 
4to), with a memoir of the author, giving 
some extracts from his correspondence with 
Eobertson the historian, and other’s (cf. JSdin. 
Jtcv. January 1807, p. 891 seq.) Orme’s 
essays ‘ On the Origin of the English Esta¬ 
blishment ... at Broach and Surat’ and 
‘A General Idea of the Government and 
People of Indostan ’ were included in this 
volume. Though extremely laborious and 
accurate, he is said (Memoir, p. xxiv) to have 
had ‘ little or no acquaintance with the learned 
languages of Asia.’ It appears from his me¬ 
moranda that his favourite reading was in the 
Greek and Roman classics. lie records the 
perusal in 1743 of Rapin’s ‘ History of Eng¬ 
land,’ ‘of which I do not remember a word.’ 

In 1792 be retired to Great Ealing, Mid¬ 
dlesex, where he died on 13 Jan. 1801, in his 
73rd year. He was buried on 21 Jan. in the 
churchyard of St. Mary’s, Ealing (Ltsons, En¬ 
virons of London, Supplement, p. 130), where 
there is a memorial tablet describing him as 
‘endeared to his friends by the gentleness of 
his manners ’ (see engraving of tablet in Me¬ 
moir, p. lxvii). He was an admirer of Dr. 
Johnson, and delighted in his conversation, 
saying that on whatever subject Johnson 
talked, he either 1 gives you new thoughts or 
a new colouring ’ (Boswell, Life of Johnson, 
anno 1778, iii. 284, ed. Hill; cf, zb. ii. 300), 

A bust of Orme at the age of forty-six, 
made in 1774 by J. Nollekens,R.A. (Smith, 
Nollekem, ii. 74), was bequeathed to the East 
India Company; an engraving of it forms 
the frontispiece to Orme’s ‘ Historical Frag¬ 
ments,’ ed. 1805. His face is described 
as expressing shrewdness and intelligence. 
Orme had a taste for painting and sculpture, 
and was a lover of Handel. 

The circumstance that Orme was married 
is stated (Gent. Mag.) to havebeenunknown 
even to his intimate friends till after his 
death, when the court of directors of the 
E, I. O. settled a small annuity on his widow 
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(the Memoir makes no mention of the mar¬ 
riage). He bequeathed to his friend and 
executor, John Roberts, chairman of the 
court of directors, all his books, manuscripts, 
&c., with a request—duly carried out—that 
he would present them to the East India Com¬ 
pany. This collection, now in the library of 
the India Office, consists of fifty-one volumes 
of printed tracts on India and tho East India 
Company) 231 manuscript volumes, com¬ 
piled by Orme, containing a vast body of in¬ 
formation on Indian affairs; letters relating 
to the company’s affairs; maps, charts, plans, 
&c. (Gent. Mag. 1S03, pt. i. p. 618). In the 
maps accompanying his published works 
Orme had marked many hundreds of places 
for the first time. A considerable part of 
Orma’s library had been sold by him at 
Sotheby’s about April 1796, when he gave 
up his house m Harley Street. 

[Memoir of Orme prefixed to the Historical 
Fragments, ed. 1806 (cited above as Memoir); 
Aiken’s General Biography, 1808, art. ■ Orme; ’ 
Gent. Mag. 1803 pt. i-pp. 617,618 (Memoir re¬ 
printed from the Asiatic Annual Eegister),pt ii. 
p.799; Chalmers’sBiogr Diet.; AlUbone’aDiet. 
Engl. Lit. , Nichols’s Lit. Anecdotes, iii. 499; 
Encyclop. Brit. 9th ed. ' Orme; ’ Cat. of E. X. C 
Libiary, Brit. Mus. Cat.; authorities cited 
aboYO.j W, W. 

ORME, WILLIAM (1787-1830), con¬ 
gregational minister, was bom at Falkirk, 
Stirlingshire, on 3 Feb. 1787. His parents 
removed to Edinburgh, where in 1792 V 
began bis education under a schoolmaster 
named Waugh. On 1 July 1800 he wa- 
apprenticed for five years to a wheelwright 
and turner. His father died in October 1803. 
About this time he came under the influence 
of James Alexander Haldane [q. v.j, whose 
preaching at the Tabernacle in Leith Walk, 
Edinburgh, had attracted him. In October 

1806 he was admitted by Robert Haldane 
(1764—1842) [q. v.] as a student for the 
ministry at a ssminary under George Cowie. 
The usual term of study was two years. 
Orme’s periods of study, interrupted by a 
preaching mission in Fife (1806), amounted 
to little more than a year in all. On 11 March 

1807 he became pastor of the congregational 
church at Perth, where he was ordained. 
About 1809 he broke with Robert Haldane, 
in consequence of Haldane’s adoption of bap¬ 
tist views, and took part in the controversy 
hence arising. He declined a call to the 
congregational church at Dundee. Lx the 
development of Scottish Congregationalism 
he took an active part, especially aiding in 
the formation (1813) of the ‘ Congregational 
Union of Scotland,’ and in the establishment 
(1814) of a divinity hall at Glasgow. His 
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memoirs of John Owen £1820) made his mew’s Hospital, and worked there till Octet 
namo more widely known in nonconformist 1841, when he entered Gonville and Cub 
circles. College, Cambridge. At Oaius he obtained ! 

On 7 Oct, 1824 he became pastor of the classical scholarship, and afterwards (whole 
congregational church at Camberwell Green, ships in anatomy and chemistry. In i!uo 
Surrey, and soon afterwards was elected (Qraduati Cantab)-, 1800-84, p, 389) be 
foreign secretary of the London Missionary dilated M.B.,and in 1861 M.D, In 1887S' 
Society. In both positions he exhibited great 1808 he was an examiner for the M.B, decree 
ability, and acquired much influence. He At St. Bartholomew's Ilospital he worked 
died in his prime on 8 May 1830, and was in the post-mortem room as a demonstrator 
buried on 17 May at Bunhill Fields. Ilis during 1846 and 1847, but in the latter year 
portrait, engraved by Thomson from a paint- Ilia health broke down, and he left London 
ing by Wildman, was published in tho and went to practiso as a physician at 
‘Evangelical Magazine’for January 1880. Brighton. In 1848 he published 1 Olinical 
lie was twice married, and left a widow. Observations on Continued Fever,’ and in 
Orme's contributions to the biographical 1863 lio waB elected physician to the Sussex 
history of the later paritanism wore able and County Ilospital. He published two papers 
timely, and rendered an important service, oil ‘ Degeneration of tho Bones ’ in the ‘St. 
not to nonconformists alone, by reviving an Bartholomew’s Ilospital Reports ’ (vols. vi 
interest in the religious problems of the and vii.), and ono (vol. iv.) on ‘Fatty De- 
sevonteenth century. Dr. Andrew Thom- generation,’ as well as soveral less important 
eon has superseded him in regard to the life papers in the 1 Modico-Chirurgicai Transac- 
of John Owen, and Tvimey in that of Kiffin. {ions ’ and in medical journals. All contain 
His two volumes on Baxter, characterised ovidence of his careful pathological work, 
by Sir Jarnos Stephen as ‘learned, modest, In 1808 he published a natural history of 
and laborious,’ retain their place as tho best ‘ Bril ish Social Wasps,’ a work esteemed by 
modorn biography. ontoinologiBts,andwaseloctedF.R.S.inl872. 

Ho published, in addition to separate ser- At the time of his death he was working at 
mons and pamphlnts: 1. ‘ Memoirs of tho the change of colour observable in gurnards, 
Life, Writings, and Religious Connections of fish of brilliant hues. lie died on 18 March 
John Owen, D.D.,’ &c., 1820, 8vo (portrait). 1878 of malignant disoaso of the bladder, the 
2. ‘ Remarkable Passages in tlio Lite of Wil- agony of which he boro patiently. He was 
Ham Killin,’ &c., 1823, 12mo (portrait), a modost, shy, and sensitive man, whose per¬ 
il. ‘Bibliotheca Biblica . . . List of Books sonal character and pathological attainments 
on Snored Liloraturo, with Notices, Bio- wore rospectod by tho physicians of his time, 
graphical. Critical,’ &c,, Edinburgh, 1824, and in tho wido circle of the school of St. 
8vo (a work of good erudition and judgment, Bartholomew's Ilospital. no married, in 
still valuable). 4. ‘ Memoirs, including . , . 1863, Mary Olivia Porter, who died tbreo 
Remains of John Urquliarl,’ &c,, 1827,12mo, months lalorj and, in 1866, Maria Millett, 
2 vols. Posthumous was: 6. ‘Life and Timos by whom he had six children, 
of Richard Baxter/ &c„ 1880,8vo, 2 vols. [Memoir by sir , Tllrare Pftg0 , in St . Bnrtholo . 
(partly printed at the time of his death; mow's Hospital Reports, vo). ix.; information 
edited by Thomas Rusaoll. It accompanies from Ids son; Works.] N. M. 

an edition of Baxter’s ‘ Practical Works,' 

begun by Ormo in 1827. Tho second volume ORMEROD, GEORGE (1786-1878), 
contains a detailed critique of Baxter's writ- historian of Cheshire, born in Iligh Street, 
ings, digested under heads). Manchester, on 20 Oct. 1786, was only sea 

[Evangelical Magazine, 188n, pp, 253 soq. of Georgo Ormorod of Bury, Lancashire, by 
280 soq.; Siaplion’s Essays in Ecclesiastical Bio- Elizabeth,. daughtor of Thomas Johnson of 
graphy, I860, p. 370; Oox’s Literature of tho Tyldosloy in tho same county (Oltw®wn,C&«- 
Hahbath Question, 1805, ii. 35; Wiiddington’s shire, 2nd edit. ii. 376-8 ; cf, Manchester 
Surrey Congregational History, 183(1, pp. 110 soq, School Itegister, Oliotham Soc., i. 68 ), He 
'71 soi|.] A. G. was sent to tho King’s School, Chester, of 

ORMEROD, EDWARD LATIIAM which tho liev. Thomas Bancroft was then 
<1819-1873), physician, sixth son of Georgo mnster (ib. i. 800 «.) On Bancroft's prs- 
Ormorod [q.v.], the historian ofOhesliire, and ferment to tho vicarage of Bolton-le-Moors, 
his wife Sarah, eldest daughter of Dr. John Lancashire,Ormerod accompanied him tbithsr 
Latham [q. v.],was born in London in 1819. as a private pupil. Ho matriculated from 
lie was sent to school first at Laloliam, and Brasenoso College, Oxford, ffii 21 April 1808, 
afterwards at Rugby, which he left in 1838. and rocoivcd the honorary degree or M.A. in 
lie then became a student at St. Bartholo- 1807 and that of D.C.L. in 1818 (Fosxbb, 
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Alumni O.von. 1716-18S8, iii. 1014). In 1811 
he purchased an estate at Chorlton, in the 
pariah of Backford, Cheshire. He afterwards 
became proprietor of Sedbury Park, Glouces¬ 
tershire, an estate situated on the beautiful 
peninsula of Beachley, between the Severn 
and the "Wye. Offa's Dyke ran across the 
park, and that great earthwork Ormerod per¬ 
sonally traced through its whole course. At 
Sedbury he dwelt for the rest of his long life, 
making, however, occasional excursions to 
London or the provinces to add to his anti¬ 
quarian collections or to lay papers before 
learned societies. 

Ormerod was elected F.S.A. on 10 Feb. 
1809 and F.R.S. on 26 Feb. 1819. He was 
also fellow of the Geological Society. He 
gradually became blind in his later years 
and died at Sedbury Park on 9 Oct. 1878. 
His library was sold in 1876. By his marriage 
on 2 Aug. 1808 to Sarah (1784-1880), eldest 
daughterof JohnLatham, M.D., F.R.S. [q. v.], 
of Bradwall Hall, Cheshire, hehad seven sons 
and three daughters. George Wareing (his 
second son), William Piers (his fifth son), and 
Edward Latham Ormerod (his sixth son), are 
noticed separately. 

His eldest son, Thomas Johnson Ormerod, 
a pupil of Dr. Arnold at Laleham, graduated 
from Brasenose College, Oxford, of which 
college he was a fellow from 1881 to 1838 j 
was appointed Hebrew lecturer at Brasenose 
in 1832, was created archdeacon of Suffolk 
in 1840, and held the rectory of Redenhall, 
Norfolk, from 1817 until his resignation on 
moving to Sedbury Park shortly before his 
death on 2 Dec. 1874. He was an authority on 
Semitic languages, and contributed to Smith’s 
‘Biblioal Dictionary.’ Ormerod's youngest 
daughter, Eleanor Anne Ormerod (1828- 
1001), was a distinguished entomologist. 

Early in life Ormerod showed a taste for 
heraldry and topography. About 1808 he 
began to make large collections for the his¬ 
tory of Cheshire. In Chester Castle he dis¬ 
covered an immense number of original docu¬ 
ments, and he subsequently examined in the 
British Museum the Randle Holmes’ copious 
collections [see Holme, Randle], which 
proved to be no very accurate abstracts of the 
Chester Castle records. A valuable loan of 
books and documents was also made to him 
by Hugh Cholmondeley, dean of Chester, 
whoso sympathy and aid Ormerod warmly 
acknowledged. From 1818 to 1819 he was 
almost exclusively occupied in writing his 
‘ History ’ and seeing it through the press. 
This generally admirable work is entitled 
* The History of the County Palatinate and 
City of Chester . . . incorporated with a 
republication of King’s Yale Royal and j 

YOL. XIV, 


Leycester’a Cheshire Antiquities,’ 8 vols. fol. 
London, 1819. He left notes and papers for a 
revised edition of the ‘ nistory,’ but these are 
still in possession of a member of the fam ily, 
who has not permitted any public use to be 
made of them, A second edition, revised 
and enlarged by Thomas Helshy, wholly 
independently of Ormerod’s family, was pub¬ 
lished in parts during 1876-82, and forms 
three volumes. In January 1890 the histo¬ 
rian’s fourth son, Henry M. Ormerod of 
Bro ughton Park, Okeetham Hill, Manchester, 
presented to the Bodleian Library the au¬ 
thor's copy of the ‘History of Cheshire’ 
(8 vols. 1819), bound in ten folio volumes, 
with numerous extra illustrations, many ori¬ 
ginal drawings, water-colours by De Wint, 
and some additions to the text. 

Ormerod made six contributions to ‘Ar- 
chmologia/ and wrote also: 1. ‘The Stanley 
Legend,’ in Nichols’s ‘ Collectanea,’ vol. vii. 
1880. 2. ‘ A Memoir of the Connection 

of Ardeme, or Arden, of Cheshire with the 
Ardens of Warwickshire,’ in Nichols’s 
‘ Topographer,’ 184S. S. ‘ A Memoir on 
the Lancashire House of Les Noreis, or 
Norres, and its Speke Branch in parti¬ 
cular,’ in the ‘ Proceeding!, ’ of the Historic 
Society of Lancashire and Cheshire, 1850. 
4. ‘ Miscellanea Palalina: consisting of Ge¬ 
nealogical Essays illustrative of Cheshire 
and Lancashire Families, and of a Memoir 
on the Cheshire Domesday Roll/ with addi¬ 
tions and index, 8vo, London 1861 [—66]; 
privately printed. 6. ‘Parentnlia: Genea¬ 
logical Memoira' (additions and index), 
4 pts. 8va, London; Liverpool, 1861,60-66; 
privately printed. C. ‘Calendars of the 
Names of Families which entered . . . 
pedigrees in the successive Heraldic Visita¬ 
tions of Lancashire/ in the Chetliam So¬ 
ciety's ‘Remains/vol. i. 1861. 7. ‘A Me¬ 
moir on British and Roman Remains/ 
illustrative of communications with Venta 
Silurum, Antient Passages of the Bristol 
Channel and Antonine’s Iter XIV/ commu¬ 
nicated to the Bristol Meeting of the Archmo- 
logioal Institute July 1861, 4to, London, 
1862; private reimpression, with manyaddi- 
tional engravings. 8. ‘ Remarks on a Line 
of Earth-works in Tidenham, known as 
Offa's Dyke/ 4to, London, 1869; privately 
printed. 9. ‘Observations on Recent Dis¬ 
coveries of Roman Remains in Sedbury,’ 
8vo, Gloucester [I860]; privately printed. 
10, ‘ Observations on Discoveries of Roman 
Remains and the Site of a Roman Military 
Position in Sedbury, and on the Identity of 
the Chapelry of St. Briavel’s with the Le- 
denei of Domesday/ communicated to the 
annual meeting of the Archaeological In- 
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stitute in 1800, 4to, London, 1800; private 
roimpression. 11.‘Strigulansia: Arcliooologi- 
cal Memoirs relating to the District adjacent 
to the Confluence of theSovern and the Wye,’ 
8vo, London, 1801. 

He also edited ‘ Tracts relating to Mili¬ 
tary Proceedings in Lancashire during the 
Great Civil War ’ (Chetham Society’s Re¬ 
mains, vol. ii. 1841), and contributed to 
1 Vetusta Monuments ’ (vol, v. 1828) some 
observations on the ‘ Swords of the Earl¬ 
dom of Chester.’ 

A portrait of Ormerod, engraved after John 
Jackson, R.A., hy II. Meyer, is prefixed to 
both editions of his ' History of Cheshire; ’ 
there is also another engraving of the same 
portrait hy ‘ W. D.’ 

[Helsby's Preface to second odiLion of Or- 
merod’s Hist of Cheshire; Proe. of Sec Antiq. 
2nd aor. vi. 196; Athenaeum, 18 Oct. 1873, 
p. 498 ; Evans’s Oat. of Engraved Portraits, 
vol. ii : private information.] G, G. 

ORMEROD, GEORGE WAREING 

S 181O-180L), geologist, second son of George 
Irmerod [q. v!], the historian of Cheshire, and 
brother of Edward Latham Ormerod [q. v.], 
was horn at Tyldesley, Lancashire, on 12 Oct. 
1810. He was educated at private schools, 
and matriculated on 81 Jan. 1829 at Braso- 
nose College, Oxford, graduating B.A. in 
1888, and M. A. in 1836. Admitted a solicitor 
in the latter year, he practised at Manchester 
till 1865; then at Ohagford in Devonshire, 
and finally at Teignmoutli, whither he re¬ 
moved about 1B69. Ormerod, who was un¬ 
married, died on 0 Jan. 1891, highly es¬ 
teemed for his many sterling qualities, His 
leisure was devoted to the study of geology, 
on which subject he published some twenty- 
three papers, nine of them appearing in tins 
1 Quarterly Journal of the Geological So¬ 
ciety.’ Three deal wilhthe granite of Dart¬ 
moor, the carboniferous, and the new red 
sandstone rocks of Devonshire, and the 
Cheshire salt field. Others were published 
in the 1 Transactions ’ of the Devonshire As¬ 
sociation, of which he was an original mem¬ 
ber. But he will he more gratofully roraein- 
bered by geologists for his exhaustive index 
to the ‘Transactions,’ ‘Proceedings,’ and 
‘Quarterly Journal’ of the Geological So¬ 
ciety. The second edition of the original 
work brought the index to the close oi the 
session of 1867-8, and since this three 
supplements have appeared, carrying it on 
to the corresponding dates in 1876, 1882, 
and 1889 respectively. 

[Obituary notices in Quart. Jour. Geol. Soo. 
1891; Proc. p. 61, Geol. Mag. 1891, p. 144, 
irad Trans. Devonshire Association, xxiii. 108,1 

T, G. B. 
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ORMEROD, OLIVER (1680 p —162&T 
controversialist, bom about 1680, was "del 
scended paternally from a family which as¬ 
sumed the name of their estate at Ormerod 
in I mneashire in the reign of Henry 1H, R e 
was the second son of Oliver Ormerod of 
Ilaslingden, Lancashire, by Sibylla Hargrave 
(WHiTiKDB, Hist, of Whalley, 4th edit, ii 
220). He was educated at Emmanuel Col¬ 
lege, Cambridge, where he was admitted a 
sizar on 6 June 1696 ( Addit . MS. 5861 
p. 36). He graduated B.A. in 1699, bat 
took no other degree. His polemical works 
brought him to the notice of William Bour- 
ohier, third earl of Bath, on whose presenta¬ 
tion he was inetituted first to the rectory of 
Norton-Fitzwarren, Somerset, on 20 March 
1609-10, and afterwards, on 31 March 1817, 
to the rectory of Hunt spill in the same 
county, where he died in 1028. His will 
dated 17 Jan. 1626-6, was proved at the 
Prerogative Office, London, on 28 June 
1620. 

By his wife Johanna, daughter of Richard 
Ilinckson of Soham, Cambridgeshire (she 
died in 1038), he left issue one son, Richard, 
born in 1619, and three daughters. 

His works ares l._ ‘The PiotvTe of a 
Puritane; or a Relation of the Opinions, 
Qualities, and Practises of the Anabaptists 
in Germauie, and of tho Puritanes in Eng¬ 
land. Wherein is firmely prooued that the 
Puritanes doe reseinblo the Anabaptists in 
aboue fourescoro seuerall Thinges,’ London, 
1005, 4to (without pagination); another 
edition, newly corrected and enlarged, Lon¬ 
don, 1605,8vo, pp. 81 and 82. 2. ‘ Puritano- 
papismus: or a Disconerie of Puritan- 
papisms: made by way of Dialogue or 
Oonferouoe betweene a Proteatant and a 
Puritans,’ London (two editions), 1605,4to 
and 8vo. 8. ‘ The Pictvre of a Papist; or a Re¬ 
lation of tho damnable Heresies, detestable 
Qunlil ies, and diaholicall Practises of sundry 
Heveticks in former Ages, and of thePaphts 
in tbiB Age,’ London, 1800, 8vo, pp. 272; 
dedicated to Robert, earl of Salisbury. 
Ormorod takes oocaeion to deny that he was 
the author of a hook entitled 1 The Double 
PP., or the Picture of a traitorous Jesuit,' 
and of some other works which the papists 
had fathered upon him. 4, ‘ Pagano-Papi*- 
mus; or a Disaouery of Popish Paganisms: 
whoroiu is plainlie shewed that the Papistra 
doo resemble the idolatrous Heathen in 
aboue sixsoore Particulars/ London, 1600, 
8vo, pp. 62. 

[Information from J. W. Dlark, esq.; Addit. 
MS. 5877, f. 110; Chalmers's Biog. Diet, xxiii, 
389; Cooper’s Memorials of Cambridge, it. 
367; Ormerod’s Porentalia, p. 5; Visitation of 
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Somerset, 1023; Weaver's Somerset Incum¬ 
bents, pp. 108, 409, Cat. Early Printed Books, 
ii. 1168-9.] T. C. 

ORMEROD, WILLIAM PIERS (1818- 
1860), anatomist and surgeon, born in Lon¬ 
don 14 May 1818, -was the fifth son of George 
Ormerod [q. v.] of Sedbury Park, Gloucester¬ 
shire. He was sent to school first at Laleknm 
under the Rev. John Buckland, together with 
his younger brother, Edward Latham [q, v.J, 
and afterwards (1882) to Rugby, under Ar¬ 
nold, by whom three of his elder brothers had 
been educated. In 1836 he went to St. Bar¬ 
tholomew’s Hospital, where, by the advice of 
his uncle, Dr. Latham, he was articled as a 
private pupil to Mr. Stanley, and wherehehnd 
the advantage of the guiding friendshipof 
Mr. James (afterwards Sir James) Paget. Pie 
was a quiet and diligent student, and highly- 
distinguished himself in the school exami¬ 
nations in 1889. In 1840-1 he was house- 
surgeon to Mr. (afterwards Sir William) 
Lawrence [q. v.], and in 1842 gained the 
Jacksonian prize of the College of Surgeons 
for an ' Essay on the Comparative Merits 
of Mercury and Iodine in the Treatment of 
Syphilis.’ In 1848 he was appointed de¬ 
monstrator of anatomy, and in the following 
year he printed, for the use of the students 
of the hospital, a collection, of ‘Questions 
in Practical Anatomy,’ 1844. He became 
a member of the London College of Sur- 

f cons in 1843, and afterwards a fellow; 

e belonged also to the Royal Medical and 
Obirurgical Society. But he had been work¬ 
ing too hard, and hie health began to fail, 
so that in 1844 he was obliged to leave Lon¬ 
don and retire for a time to his father's 
house at Sedbury Park. Here, as soon as his 
health recovered, he employed himself in 
arranging the surgical materials that he had 
collected in the hospital during the nine 
years 1885-44, and published them, together 
with the substance of his Jacksonian prize 
essay, in 18 46, with the title, 1 Clinical Col¬ 
lections and Observations in Surgery, made 
during an Attendance on the Surgical Prac¬ 
tice of St. Bartholomew’s Hospital.’ The 
volume is put. together with characteristic 
carefulness and accuracy. 

In the summer of 1846 Ormerod resumed 
his professional work at Oxford. He was 
elected one of the surgeons to the Radcliffe 
Infirmary, and in 1848 published, under the 
auspices of the Ashmolean Society, an essay 
‘On the Sanatory [sic] Condition of Ox¬ 
ford,’ based on the annual reports of the 
registrar-general,for 1844-6, and especially 
directing attention to the Banitary condition 
of the different localities in which the deaths 
from zymotic diseases had occurred. But 


Ormesby 

in December 1848, ‘after a period of great 
hurry and anxiety,’lie suffered from epileptic 
fits, and retired from practice altogether. 
Ill-health was the cause of his ceasing to 
practise and leaving Oxford in 1849, and 
eventually (1850) he settled at Canterbury. 
He died there on 10 June 1860, having frac¬ 
tured the base of his skull from a fall during 
an epileptic seizure. He was buried in the 
churchjard of St, Martin's, Canterbury. 

[An obituary notice by his father, printed on a 
flyleaf at the time of hL death , a notice of 
both William Ormerod and his brother Edward, 
by Sir James Paget, in St. Barth. Hosp. Reports, 
voL, ix.; personal acquaintance and family in¬ 
formation.] W. A. G. 

ORMESBY or ORMSBY, WILLIAM 
de (d. 1317), judge, derived his name from 
the village of Ormsby in East Norfolk, about 
three miles from Caistor, in which he had 
property and kinsfolk, and where he was 
very likely horn. He first appears in the 
records as acting as justice itinerant in the 
northern counties. On 10 April 1292 he was 
appointed, with Hugh Cressingham [q. v.] 
and others, justice in eyre in the counties 
of Lancashire, Westmoreland, and Cumber¬ 
land, with special injunctions to hear and 
determine complaints against the king’s 
bailiffs and ministers (Gal. Patent Polls, 
1281-92, p. 486), a commission which, on 
28 Aug,, wns also extended over Northum¬ 
berland (ib. p. 607). On 3 Nov. of the some 
year Ormesby and his associates were hold¬ 
ing their court at Carlisle (Chron. Lanercost, 
p.147; of. Hist. Poe. Scot}, i. 866), while in 
January 1298 they were holding the North¬ 
umberland inquests at Newcastle (ib. i. 890). 
In 1296 be became a justice in the court of 
king's bench. He was stiff serving the king 
in the north when, on 22 Aug. 1296, he was 
ordered with others to accompany the chan¬ 
cellor, John Langton, and to meet Edward I 
at Berwick on the king’s return firom his tri¬ 
umphant progress through Scotland (Hist. 
Poe, Sootl. ii, 78). He was now appointed 
justice of Scotland when Earl Warenne was 
made warden and his old associate Ores- 
singham treasurer of the conquered land 
(Risharger, p. 166). Edward especially 
enjoined upon Ormesby to exact homage 
and fealty from the Scottish tenants in chief 
(ib,; Trivet, p. 861). Ormesby carried out 
Edward’s orders with unflinching severity 
and with no politic respect to persons, driving 
into exile all those who refused the oaths 
to Edward (ib. p, 356; WAITER re Hkm- 
ntGBTJRGH, ii. 128; Risharghr, p. 170). 
The absence of Earl Warenne ana dressing- 
ham in England threw upon Ormesby the 
chief weight of responsibility for Edward’s 

4 e 2 
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harsh rule over the Scots, When Wallace’s mention of the death of Ellen wife of'W't 
ievolt broke out in May 1297, Ormosby woe liam do Ormesby, and the Icing’s escheat 
the first to be signalled out for attack, Wnl- is ordered to allow her son, Roger de Ono 
lace fell upon him suddenly at Scone, and it by, who had done homage and fealty t a th" 
was with considerable difficulty that Ormos- king, to enter into possession of the wT 
by, who had been warned at (he last moment, which Ellen had held in chief of ths craw 
succeeded in escaping, leaving all Mb pro- {Cal. Close Molls, 1313-18,p.1421, Theseland 1 
perty as the spoil of the enomv (ltlsiiANanE, included the township and manor of Orm» 
p. 171 j Tbtvbt, p. 860). After the English by in Norfolk {Cal. Inq. post mortem. T 
dofoat at Stirling Bridgo in September, in 254). It is impossible that this Williamsi 
which Cres&mgham was slain, Ormesby was Ormesby was the judge. The name was 
appointed on 23 Oct. to raiso foot soldiore common. A William of Ormesby rewe- 
for the further campaign against the Scots in Rented Yarmouth in Edward I’s Carlisle mr- 
Northumberland, Yorkshire,Derbyshire, and liament, to which the judge was summoiW 
Nottinghamshire (Hist. Doc. Seotl. 1280- officially. ^ > 

1300, u.237). In March 1298 he was sum- Jlldg08 a England, iii. 284-8 

moned to a council m London (Gough, BiographiaJuridica, pp. 401-2: iuednVs’Oiw 
Scotland in 1298, p. 81). For the rest of Jud. and Chronica Series; "Wultor de Haminf 
Edward I’s reign Ormesby was constantly burgh, N, Trivet, both in Engl. Hist S<*f" 
occupied with liia duties at tho king's bench Ghron. de Lanorcost (Maitland 01ub); Rishan ee r 
{Liber Albvs, i. 298). In 1305 ho was also Ghron, (Bolls Ser.); Calendars of Gloss Rolls ■ 
chief of the justices of trailbnston assigned I Abbraviatio Plaeitorum ; Historical Documents 
for the oounties of Norfolk and Suffolk, of Scotland, 128G-1306 ; Blomefleld's Norfolk, 
Ormesby eontinuod to act as a judge passim.] T. P. T, 

under Edward II, though Foss has suggested i ORMIDALE, Lord (1802-1880), Scot- 
donbts as to his continuance at the king’s j tish judge. [See Macpabbane, Robdbt.1 
bench, on tlie grounds that no writ exists ' J 

such as was addressod to tho other justices 
to take tho oaths to the new king, and that 
his name does not appear judicially in the 
‘ Abbreviate Flacilorum ’ after Edward I’s 
death. lie continued, however, to be sum¬ 
moned with the judges to parliament until 
his death, and was very active for the next David, 1530 P-1592.] 
ton years as justice i of assize in tlie eastern ORMOND, Eabt. op. [See Domis, 
countica and especially in hns own county AroiiibatJ), JG09-1G55.] 
of Norfolk as alto in Sunolk {Cal Close J 

Molls, 1807-13 pp. 4,78, 93, 202, 242, 336, ORMONDE, Dura op. [See Burma, 
1313-18 pp. 24, 55, 195). The last date James, first Duxb, 1610-1088: Burma, 
at which he was thus occupied scorns to bo James, second Duxn, 1065-1740.] 
February 1316 (ib. p . 323). In April 1811 ORMONDE, Eabi.b op. [See Brawn, 
Ormesby was also appointed with three j d Eaee, 1331-1382; Brama 

othoi'fi to act “justices of common pleas m j & ^ Eai £ a i 4 52 ; Brama 

’ 1^™’ call Earl, 1420-1461; Bram^ 

^ iqiy John, sixth Eabb, d . 1478 ; Butlbe, Sie 

Ormesby died before 18 June 1317, on p Ilgnuil eighth Babe, d. 1589; Botleb, 
which date his executors were ordered to Tu0 ’ te | tll EaM) ’] 5 32-1014; 
send to the crown the rolls, writs, and other -\,y AM , BK) eieyanth Ease, 1509-1638; Bdi> 
records in his possession as justice itinerant j AMI)a twelfth Eabe, 1010-1688.] 
m the eastern counties at the lime of lus ’ ’ ’ J 

death (ib. p. 481). This shows that lie was ORMONDE, SiE JAMES (d, 1407), lord- 
up work until the end. The names of his treasurer of Ireland, the illegitimate son of 
five executors are given. One of them was James Bittlor, fifth carl of Ormonde [a. v,] 
his son John. He was buried in the Bede- is said to have been brought up at the Eng- 
dictine monastery of St. Benot’s, Hulme, lish court by his uncle, Thomas Butler, 
situated not far from his Norfolk home, to seventh earl of Ormonde, and to have been 
which house ho had been a benefactor. early noted for his oxpertness in feats of arms; 

In 1308 Ormosby's wife is mentioned. She he was commonly known as‘Black James.’ 
was Sybilla, widow of Roger Lovoday, a Jla followed his family in supporting tlieLan- 
justice itinerant under Edward I {Abbrev. castrian house, and received knighthood for 
Phcit, p. 807). However, in 1316 thore is useful services rendered in Ireland during the 


ORMIN (fl. 1200), author of the'Ormu- 
lum.' [Soe Obst.] 

ORMISTON, Lord (1656-1735), Scottish 
judge. [Hoe Oookbuen, Adam.] 

ORMOND, _ Lord. [See Chambebs, 
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rising of Lambert Simnel, when he proved 
himself most active in his opposition to the 
Earl of Kildare, who supported the pretender. 
In 1491 he was created by grant captain and 
governor of the army about to be sent to Kil¬ 
kenny against the rebels, and in the follow¬ 
ing year received by patent the castle and 
manors in Meath, Kilkenny, and Tippe¬ 
rary which had belonged to the earldom of 
March. 

Ormonde was appointed lord-treasurer of 
Ireland on 15 Jane 1492, in the place of Lord 
Portlester, the father-in-law of Kildare, an 
office which he held for not quite two years; 
on his resignation he was granted an annuity 
of 1001. and the constableship of Limerick 
Castle (Patent, 16 June, 9 Hen. VII, tn. 23). 
Owing to the continued absence of Thomas, 
the seventh earl of Ormonde, in England, the 
leadership of the Butler family devolved upon 
Sir Jameo, who was deputed by the earl to act 
with fall authority on nis behalf; and so fully 
■was this authority exercised and recognised 
that the annalists speak of him os Earl of Or¬ 
monde (Booh of Mowth ; Cal. State Papers ; 
Caret!) MS. p. 105), and his enemies accused 
him of styling himself Earl of Ormonde, and 

her, Betters and Papers, Earl of Kildare to 
Earl of Ormonde, ii. 66 ). 

"While Sir James was thus exercising the 
headship of the family, the Butlers entered 
into their great feud with the Geraldines. 
A skirmish between the two parties had 
token place on the appointment of Sir James 
as treasurer, and was followed by more 
serious encounters in 1493. The rival fac¬ 
tions attacked and harried each other’s lands 
in turn in that year. In the course of the 
struggle a meeting of the two parties was 
arranged, and a public discussion of their 
grievances took place in the church of St. 
Patrick in Dublin; but the mutual recrimi¬ 
nations of the speakers, and the temper of 
the town populace, led to an interchange of 
blows and a promiscuous discharge of arrows. 
Sir James fled to the chapter-house, and 
there barricaded himself, fearing thetreachery 
of the earl, and from this retreat he only 
emerged on thelord-deputy putting his hand 
through a hole in the door cut for the pur- 
posej m order to assure him of his good in¬ 
tentions (noXiUTSHHD, iii. 77). The quarrel 
between Sir James Ormonde and the Earl 
of Ejldare was further embittered owing to 
the support given by the latter to Sir Piers 
Butler, the heir-at-law to the earldom of 
Ormonde, by which policy, says the 'Book 
of Howth,’ ‘ the'Earl of Wormond was kept 
short and occupied in his own county ’ (Book 
qf Howth; Carew MS. p. 105). Sir James 


appear.-, to have gone over to England to 
state his accusations against Kildare in per¬ 
son. His efforts seem to have been rewarded 
with success, as the earl was attainted in 
Poyninga’ pailiament, 1494, and was for two 
years imprisoned in England before he re¬ 
turned to Ireland again as deputy in 1496. 

In 1494 Ormonde joined Sir Edward 
Poynings’ army and marched into Bister 
against the supporters of Perkin "Warbeclc, 
and during the next two years he was m 
frequent communication with the king's 
council, and received payment for his gallow- 
glasses. In 1497 Sir James met his death at 
the hands of his kinsman, Sir Piers Butler 
(Carte, following Stanihurst, gives 1518 as 
the date; hut see History of St. Cornice, by 
Graves and Prim, p. 106). Sir Piers, in a 
letter to Thomas, earl of Ormonde (quoted 
ib. p. 194), recounting the circumstances from 
his point of view, tells how he had been kept 
out of his land, and imprisoned by Sir James, 
and bow the latter had shown ms intention 
to kill him. ' After the which,’ says he, ‘ it 
fortuned me sodenly in the open field, not ferr 
from Kilkenny, to meets with hym, and so, 
by the grace of God, which wold that every 
ill dede shold be punyshed the same, Sir 
James and I.. . rencountred and fought to- 
geders so long till God had wrought his will 
upon hym.’ 

[Cal. State Papers; Carew MSS.; Lodge’s 
Hist. Irish Peerage; Sir James Ware’s Works ; 
Oairdner's Letters and Papers relating to 
Henry VII; Holinehcd’s Hist, of Ireland; An¬ 
nals of the Four Masters, ed. O’Donovan; Hist, 
of St. Canice Cathedral (Graves aiid Prim) ; 
Lives of the Earls of Kildare; Carte’s Ormonde.] 

W. C-E. 

OEMSBY, WILLIAM de (d. 1317), 
judge. [See Ormesby.] 

ORNSBY, GEORGE (1809-1886), anti- 

S horn on 9 March 1809 at Darlington, 
m, was eldest son of George Ornsby, 
of the Lodge, Lanchester, in the same county, 
where the family had been settled from the 
time of Henry VIII, Robert Ornsby [q. v.] 
was bis younger brother. His father, an ac¬ 
complished scholar, instructed his sons at 
home until his death in 1828. George was 
then sent to Durham grammar schooL After 
practising for a time as a solicitor in Durham, 
he entered University College, Durham, as a 
theological student in 1839. In 1841 he was 
ordained, and held in successionthecuracies of 
Newbum,Northumberland (1841-3); Sedge- 
field, Durham (1843-4) ; and "Whickham, in 
the same county (1846-50). In July 1860 
he was inducted to the vicarage of Fishlake, 
South Yorkshire. The charge of this small 
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larisli left him much leisure for literary work, 
in 1872 tho university of Durham conferred 
on him the honorary degree of M. A., and on 
29 May 1878 he was elected a fellow of the 
Society of Antiquaries. In 1879 he was pre¬ 
ferred to a prebendal stall at York. lie 
died at Fishlako on 17 April 1888. By his 
marriage in 1843 to Anno (tl. 1872), daugh¬ 
ter of John Wilson, J.P, and D.L., of The 
Ilill, Brigham, Cumberland, ho had two sons 
and two daughters. 

Ornsby was a modol parish priest and an 
accurate, painstaking antiquary. He was the 
lifelong friend of James Kaino [q. v.l, the 
historian of North Durham. In 1816 ho 
published an excellent little topographical 
work oalled ' Sketohes of Durham.’ For tho 
Surtees Society he edited Dean Granville’s 
‘ Remains,’ in two volumes, 1861 and 1865; 
Bishop Oosin’s ' Correspondence,’ 2 voi s. 180!)- 
1872; and ‘Selections from the Household 
Books of Lord William Howard of Naworth,’ 
1878. Tie likewise undortook for the same 
society an edition of Dean Combor's ‘ Corre¬ 
spondence,’ but never finished it. Tn 1877 he 
supplied the historical introduction to tho 
volume of sermons preached at tho reopening 
of Durham Cathodral, and in 1882 appeared 
his admirable ‘Diocesan History of York.’ 

[The Hov. J. T. Fowler in Durham Univer¬ 
sity Journnl, 29 May 1880; Mr. Fawlor has 
kindly supplied additional information; Bio- 
graph for July 1881; Proa, of 80 c, Antiq.; 
Croekford's Clerical Directory, 1885, p. 895.] 

O. G. 

ORNSBY, ROBERT (1820-1889), clas¬ 
sical scholar and biographer, horn in 1820, 
waa the third son of George Ornsby of Lan- 
chester, Durham. Goorgo Ornsby [q. v.] was 
his eldest brother. lie matriculated from 
Lincoln College, Oxford, on 8 Doc. 1886, and 
obtained one of Lord Orewo’s exhibitions. 
He graduated B.A. on 8 Dec. 1840, after 
gaining a first, class in literea Jiwnmriores, In 
1848 he was elect od to a fellowship at Trinity 
Collego, and gradual od M.A. Subsequently 
he held the college office oflecUircr in rhetoric 
and the university ofiico of master of tho 
Bcliools, and for four or five yours he wits ac¬ 
tively engaged in private tuii ion. For a time 
he was curate of Mt. Olave’s, Chichostor, but 
ho seceded from tho ohmeh of England, and 
was received into the Roman catholic com¬ 
munion in May 1847 (E. G. K. Bnowrm, 
Trmtcirian Movement, 1861, pp, 145,151). 

For some years subsequently be assisted 
Frederick Lucas [q. v.] m conducting tho 
‘ Tablet ’ nowspapnr, while it was published in 
Dublin. When Newman undortook the t ask 
of founding a catholic university for Ireland 
in 1851, Ornsby accoptod his invitation to 


bocome professor of Greek and LathTiiiT 
rature in the new institution. Later ml' 
became private tutor to the present Duke“ 
Norfolk and Ins brother, whom he accom 
pamed on a short tour through southern ant 
eastern Europe. lie was subsequently for 
a short time librarian at Arundel Castle w 

he returned to his old post at the cattolS 
university m 1874, at the request of th e Dish 
bishops. In 1882, when tho senate of the 
Royal University of Ireland were foimi ni 
then- first staff ol examiners, Ornsby was 
elected a fellow of tho university and an 
examiner in Greolt. lie died in Dublin on 
21 April 1889. His publications, which dis¬ 
play erudition and scholarship, ure: 1. 'jL 
Life of St. Francis do Sales, Bishop and 
Prince of G eneva,’ London, 1856,8vo. 2. ‘ 'h 
Kaiprj AwA/kij, The Greek Testam 0 nt,*ftom 
Cardinal Mai’s edition of the Vatican Bible 
with Notes, chiefly philological and exeaei 
tieal; a Uavmony of the Gospels, Chrono¬ 
logical Tables, & e,,’ Dublin, 1860, 8vo 
3. ‘ Memoirs of James Robert Ilope-Scott' 
Q.O., with Selections from his Correspond- 
onco,’ 2 vols., London, 1884, 8vo. 

[Foster's Alumni Oxon ; Gonilun, Lesrecentca 
Oonvoiaions do l’Angletorre, 1851, p. 228, T«tw 
27 April 1889, p. 066; Times, 24 April 1889, 
p. 7, col. 0.] T. 0. 

ORONBAY, Bahos. |See MoNmu., 
Dunoas, Babok Uolosbay and Ohosbai. 
1793-1874.1 

O’ROURKE, Sm B1UAN-NA-MUK- 
TIIA (ft. 1501), Irish chieftain, wbb a younger 
son of Brian Ballagh O’Rourke, by his wife 
Grainne (d. 28 April 1651), daughter of 
Mauus O’Cahan or Manus O'Donnell [a. v.l 
(of. Annals of Four Masters, s. a. 1651 and 
s.a,1506), Xlisgrandfather,OwonO’Ronike, 
who was ‘ chief of his name,’ was slain at 
Dromoro in 1582, his son Brian Ballagh, 

‘ tho speckled or freckled,’ being deolared the 
O'Rourko in 1533. Brian Ballagh spent a 
lifo of cunsinnt fighting against his kinsmen 
and the English, and died in consoquence of 
a fall in 1562; he ‘ had the best collection of 
poems, and of all his tribe bad bostowed the 
greatest number of presents for poetical 
uulogies; ’ he was ‘ senior of Sil-Fenrgna and 
of the raco of A odh-Finn' (i.e. the O’Rourkes, 
O’Reillys, nnd_ their correlatives in the 
counties of Leitrim and Cavan), and his 
‘ supporters, fosterers, adherents and tribu¬ 
taries oxt raided from Oaladh[i.o. Callow, in 
tho parish of JCil conn ell, co. Galway], in the 
territory of the TLy-Many, to the fertile sal¬ 
mon-full Th'owes, the boundary of the pro¬ 
vince of the far-famod province of Bister; 
and from Grauurd in Teillu to tho strand of 
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Eothuile ’ (now Trawoholly, near Ballysadare, 
co. Sligo). 

In 1662, on Brian Ballagh's death, Hugh 
Gallda O’Rourke, a half-brother of Brian- 
na-Murtha, was installed the O’Rourke, but 
in 1664 he was slain by his own people at 
Leitrim—a murder in which Brian-na-Mur- 
tha was accused of being an accomplice. 
The O’Rourkes now declared Brian-na-Mur- 
tha to be the O’Rourke ; but Hugh Boy 
O’Rourke, another half-brother, was sup¬ 
ported as his rival by O'Neill. Hugh Boy 
was slain in 1566 bv the Cmel Connell at 
Ballintogher, near Killerry, co. Sligo, in order 
that Brian, who was a grandson of Manus 
O'Donnell, might rule over them. From the 
first O’Rourke was constantly embroiled in 
quarrels with his kinsmen ana disputes with 
the English, and he habitually maintained 
a force of some five hundred Scots in his 
pay. In 1676 he was ravaging Annaly, and 
in 1678 his chief stronghold, Leitrim, was 
captured by one of Sir Nicholas Malby’s 
captains, and placed in the hands of Brian's 
nephews. Soon after he came to terms with 
the deputy, was knighted at Athlone on 
7 Oct. 1578, and allowed to regain possession 
of Leitrim. But in the autumn of 1680 he 
was again in rehellion. On Sir Nicholas 
Malbyu advance, O’Rourke sent away his 
women, and dismantled Leitrim; it was re- 
. fortified by Malby, after a brisk encounter 
with O’Rourke, who attacked Malby with 
twelve hundred men, of whom five hundred 
were Scots. On Malhy's departure, O'Rourke 
laid siege to the garrison, hut was compelled 
to raise it on the president’s reappearance. 
In November O’Rourke invaded Connaught, 
and slew half a company of MalbVs soldiers. 
For tbe next few years ha was chiefly occu¬ 
pied in fighting against his nephews Teige, 
Oge, and Brian, the formeT of whom died a 
captive in O’Rourke’s hands in 1683, while 
the latter was put to death by some of 
O’Rourke’s men two years later. He also 
had frequent bickerings with the govern¬ 
ment on the subject of Ms rent, but these 
never reached the height of open hostility. 

Late in 1688, however, O’Rourke was 
brought into more serious collision with the 

g overnment. The composition in Connaught 
ad been favourable to him; nominally his 
jurisdiction over the people of his country 
was restrained; but so large a share of land 
was given to him absolutely that he found 
himself stronger than ever, and refused to 
acknowledge the governor of Connaught, 
maintaining that he was under no man 
except the lori deputy himself. He now 
gave shelter, and even arms, to many of the 
Spaniards wrecked on the west coast of Ire¬ 


land during the flight of the armada; and 
when commanded by royal proclamation to 
give them up, he refused; for these services 
Philip II sent him a friar with a letter of 
thanks. The Spaniards whom he supported 
are said to have numbered a thousand, and 
O'Rourke urged their commander, Antonio 
de Leva, to make common cause with him 
against the English government; but the 
Spaniard refused without a commission from 
Philip, in search of which he set sail. The 
government now made a determined effort to 
suppress O’Rourke. The task was originaUy 
entrusted to Clanricarde; but in June 1689 
O'Rourke was suddenly attacked by Sir Ri¬ 
chard Bingham himself at Dromore, and, 
after six months'struggle and some desperate 
encounters, he was forced to flee from his 
country in November 1689. For more than 
a year he was sheltered by MacSweeny, but 
in February 1690-1 he went to Scotland to 
seek aid from James YI; by him he was 
delivered into English hands, for a sum of 
money, it is sold, and brought to London, 
where he was imprisoned in the Tower until 
Ms trial, wMch took place in Westminster 
Hall in the ensuing November. He was 
accused of having stirred various people to 
rebellion, of having 1 scornfully dragged the 
queen’s picture att a horse-taile, and disgrace¬ 
fully cut the same in pieces;’ and given the 
Spaniards entertainment, &c. O’Rourke, who 
understood no English, declined to submit 
to trial by twelve men, or by any one except 
tbe queen in person. He was condemned and 
executed as a traitor at Tyburn. On the scaf¬ 
fold he refused the offices of Meiler Magrath 
[q.v.l, archbishop of Cashel, whom he taunted 
withhaving turned from a Franciscan into a 
protestant, He also declined to how before 
Elisabeth, and, when taunted with bowing 
to images, remarked that there was 'a great 
difference between your queen and images of 
the aoints,’ 

O’Rourke was a hard figbter, courageous, 
generous, and of great pride; Sir George 
Oarew, writing to Perrot, described Mm as 
‘in Ms beggarly fasMon a proud prince;’ and 
Sir Nicholas Malby said he was ‘the proudest 
man living on earth.’ He has been generally 
identified with the Irish rebel mentioned by 
Baoon in his essay ‘ Of Custom and Educa¬ 
tion,’ who petitioned to be hanged with a gad 
or with instead of a halter, a petition wMch, 
soys Sir Richard Cox, was doubtless granted 
(Jkibernia Anglicana , i. 899); Cox's remark 
is attributed by O’Donovan in Ms edition of 
the 'Four Masters’ to Bacon, and Ilardimaa 
(Irish Minstrelsy, li. 428) usee it as a test for 
a tirade against Bacon. O'Rourke is also said, 
on insufficient authority, to have gained the 
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queon'e favourable notice, and to have been 
lodged in her palace in order that she might 
confer with him on the stato of Ireland. A 
long ode in Lriah to O’Rourke by John O’Maol- 
clionaire [sec O’AIaelohonairt), Fdaeedasa] 
has been translated by John D’Alton, and is 
printed in Ilordiman’s ‘Irish Mins!relay’ (ii. 
287-397). 

He married Mary, daughter of Richard 
Burke, second earl of Olanricardo (Cal. State 
Papers, Ireland, 1674-81, p. 298). Froudo 
states that she li vod in incest with her brothor 
John. She died in childbed, Juno 1689; 
O’Rourlco himself attributed her death to 
fright, caused by Bingham’s sudden attack at 
Dromore. She had two sons: ono was slain 
when five years old $ the othor, Teig, received 
a grant of the family estates in the next reign. 

Beiait Oen or Bbian-na-Samiitiiaoh 
O'Roukkii (d. 1004), natural son of Sir 
Brian by tho wifo of John O’Crean, a mer¬ 
chant of Sligo, succeeded O’Rourke as Llio 
O’Rourke. lie was imprisoned for some timo 
at Oxford, where he accumulated debts which 
his father was nnahlo to pay. He took an acti vo 
part in tho wars against the government with 
Hugh Maguire [q. v.] and the O’Donnells. 
After a campaign with Hugh O’Donnell 
(1671 P-1602) [q. v.] in 1690, O’Rourke came 
to terms with tho government, whereupon 
O’Donnoll ravaged his lands. In 1698 he 
formed an alliance with Sir Conyers Clif¬ 
ford; but the successes of the rebels ren¬ 
dered them more dangerous than the Eng¬ 
lish, and O’Rourke again joined O’Donnell, 
because ‘his people folt it 'safer to havo tho 
governor in opposition Ilian to ho pursued 
by O'Donnell’e vongeanco for remaining 
under the protection of the govomor,’ He 
contributed to Clifford’s dofeat in 1609, and 
served undor O’Donnell in 1600-1, taking 
part in the siege of Kinsale. After Hugh 
O’Donnell’s death, O’Rourke again inclined 
towards the English; his lands wore plun¬ 
dered by Rory O’Donnell, first earl of Tvr- 
connel [q. v.],in 1608, and bo was compellod 
to live m mountain fastnesses and on islands 
in tho lakes of his country. lie died at Gal¬ 
way on 28 Jan. 1003-4, and was buried in 
the Franciscan monastery of Eoeserilly, co. 
Galway. According to tho * Four Masters,’ 
his death was ‘ a grout loss; for ho was tho 
supporting pillar and the battle-prop of the 
race of Aedli-Finn, tho tower of battle for 
prowess, the star of the valour and chivalry 
of the Hy-Briuin.’ 

[Cal, State Pup ora (Ireland) and Oarow MSS. 
pns-im; Aunnlsof thoFaur Majors, ed. O'Tlono- 
vnn, 1632-1603; Hatfield MSS, pt. v.; Stafford's 
Paoala Ilibormn, passim ; O'Sullcvan-Boaro’s 
Hist. Oathol. Ribornioe, ed. TColly, pp, 100-2 ot 


soq ; Lombard, De Regno Hib. Comment, p 3 u. 
Coxa Hibernia Anghcana, i. 396, S98 ai. 
Colima’s Leltors end Papers, p. ng? p‘ 
Works, ed. Spudding, vi. 471 ; O’Oonor'sMTmo,,! 
of Charles O’Conor, p. 112; Ma°<L 0 gW 
Hist, d lrlando, 111 . 478-80 ; Walker's 
Rauls, Hardiman’sIrishMinstrolsv.ii one in, 
42R; Wright's Hist, of Ireland,]. 608 ■ O’E aikl'L 
Eallysadiiro, pp. OB-61, 316-9, and Hist 0 ? 
bllgo, passim; Meehun’a Rise and Fall of thn 
Franciscan Monasteries in Ireland, pp 75 ?. 
0'Hnrt’s Irish Pedigrees, ed. 1887, i.’ flij Met 
ealfe's Book of Knights; Froucle’s Hist. ofEn,l’ 
x. 696, 617 ; O’Reilly's Irish Writers, V 
exxxvm ; Bagwoll s Ireland under tlio Tudore 
vol. iii.; Scottish Hist. See. Miscellany i 39 ' 
fi o.] A.E.P. ’ 


O'ROURKE, EDMUND (1814-1879) 
actor and dramatist. [See Faxconek.] h 

O'ROURKE, TIERNAN (d. 1172) 
king of Breifne, called in Trieh Tighearimn 
Ua Ruairc, was head of the clans known as 
tho Ui Briuin, or as tho race of Aedh Ann 
and ruled Broifno, called in English state 
papers ‘tho Brony,’a district including the 
modern counties of Leitrim and Cavan; and 
Ooniniucno, which corresponds to the county 
of Longford. ITo firet appears in the chronicles 
in 1124, and at that date had a son, Gilia- 
broido, who was slain in battle with the 
Oonnaughtmen. O’Rourke liad a consider, 
able body of cavalry, and was defeated by a 
similar force under Ooncbobhar MacLoch- 
lainn at Ardeo, co. Louth, in 1128. In 1130 
he defeated and slow Diarmait O’M elsech- 
lainn, king of Meath, at Slieve Guaire, 00 . 
Cavan, ana in the following year ho ravaged 
Ouailgno and Omcath, then districts of UlBter, 
now in tbo co, Loulh. Ho fought the Con- 
naughtmon in 1182, in 1133 made an incur¬ 
sion into Fermanagh, and in 1137 and 1139 
invaded Moath, Ua was expelled from the 
chiofslup of the UiBriuin by the clan inll41, 
after an unsuccessful war with the O’Connors, 
but regained his position before the end of the 
year, and in 1144 obtained half Meath from 
Furlough O’Connor [q.v.] In 1146he attacked 
O'Connor, and again in 1146; and in 1148 
invaded Ulidia with Donuchadk O’Oarroll. 
Later in tho year I 10 was himself wounded 
when on his way to meet the king of Con¬ 
naught. He gave hostages to Nioll O'Loch- 
lainn in 1149, and in 1160 was confirmedin 
poesossion of part of Meath by Muirohear- 
t ach O’Lochlnmn [q, v.] In 1162 Oonmaicne 
was taken from lum by MacLookMnn, and 
O’Connor and Diarmait MacMurchadha car¬ 
ried off his wifo Dccrbhforgaill, with all her 
cattln and movable possessions. She was 
forty-four years of age, and there seem very 
slight grounds for the current story that 
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this elopement liad anything to do with the 
Norman invasion of Ireland eighteen years 
laler, She was daughter of Murchadh 
O’Maeleachlainn, and died at Mellifont 
Abbey, near Drogheda, in 1198. He had 
another war with Connaught in 1158, but 
made peace in 1159, and fought Muir- 
cheartach O’Lochlainn, but was routed at 
Ardee by the Ulstermen. He continued in 
alliance with Connaught for several years 
afterwards. In 1162 his son Maelseachlainn 
was slain by one of his own clan. Diarmait 
MaeMurchadha paid him one hundred ounces 
of gold as a reparation in 1167, while 
Dearbhforgaill built a church at Olonmac- 
noise. He obtained eight hundred cows as 
an eric from the Meathmen for the murder 
of O'Fionnallain, for whom he was security. 
He was slain at Tlachta, co. Meath, by Hugo 
deLacy in 1172, and his body was decapitated. 
His head was fixed on a gate of Dublin, and 
his body hung by the feet from a gibbet on 
the north side of the city. 

Nineteen other chiefs or tanists named 
Tiernan O’ltourke occur in the Irish chroni¬ 
cles, of whom the most important was chief of 
the race of Aedh finn and of Breifne, married 
Aine, daughter of Tadhg MacDonnclioidh, 
and died in 1467. 

[Annala Eioghichta Eireann, vols. ii. iii.; 
Book of Fenagh, ed. HenneBay; Annals of Loch 
Gt, ed. Hennessy, Rolls Ser.] N. M. 

ORR, HUGH (1717-1798), inventor, son 
of Robert Orr of Lochwinnoch, Renfrew¬ 
shire, was bom at Lochwinnoch on 18 Jan. 
1717. Brought up to the trade of a gun¬ 
smith and door-lock filer, at the age of 
twenty he emigrated to America, and in 
Jane 1740 he settled at Bridgewater, in Mas¬ 
sachusetts, where he manufactured scythes 
and edge-tools. He set up the first trip¬ 
hammer ever constructed in Massachusetts, 
and he succeeded in spreading the manufac¬ 
ture of edge-tools through Massachusetts, 
Rhode Island, and Connecticut. In 1748 
he made five hundred muskets for the pro¬ 
vince of Massachusetts Bay, believed to have 
been the first weapons of the kind produced 
in the country, During the revolution he 
was actively employed m casting iron and 
brass cannon ana cannon-halls, for which, in 
conjunction with a Frenchman, he con¬ 
structed a foundry. He also originated the 
business of exporting flax-seeds from the 
part of the country in which he resided. He 
was the inventor of a machine for cleaning 
flax-seed, and another for the manufacture 
of cotton. For se?eral years he was a sena¬ 
tor for Plymouth county, He died at Bridge- 
water on 6 Deo. 1798. Hie son Robert, a 


colonel, wa3 armourer of the United States 
arsenal at Springfield. 

[Appleton’s Cyclop, of American Biogr. iv. 
592; Drake’s Diet, of American Biogr.; Ander¬ 
son’s Scottish Nation.] G. S-n. 

ORB, JAMES (1770-1816), United Irish¬ 
man and poet, born in the parish of Broad- 
Island, co. Antrim, in 1770, was only son of a 
weaver, who held a few acres of land near 
Ballycariy. James followed his father’s 
occupation, and came into possession of the 
small holding on his father’s death. He 
joined the United Irishmen, and wrote verse 
from an early age. Many of his poems ap¬ 
peared in the ‘ Northern Star,' the organ of 
the United Irishmen in Belfast before 1797, 
when the paper ceased. His poems were 
popular, and. he was known as ‘ The Poet of 
Ballycarry.’ He took port in the battle of 
Antrim on 7 June 1798, and is credited with 
having saved some lives on that occasion. 
After the engagement he escaped to America, 
and while there wrote for the press. He re¬ 
turned to Ireland in a very short time, how¬ 
ever, and in 1804 issued a small collection of 
his poems by subscription at Belfast. The 
success of the publication unsettled him. He 
took to drink, and died in the prime of life 
at Ballycarry in Templecoiran pariah, co. 
Antrim, on 24 April 1816. He was buried 
in Templecorran churchyard, and a public 
monument was erected over liia grave. 

Oir’s song entitled ‘ The Irishman ’ is a 
great favourite in every part of Ireland. 
The poem, which has been wrongly attri¬ 
buted to Curran, is not in Orris collection of 
1804, having been composed subsequently, 
but it is to be found in thB collected edi¬ 
tion of his poems published posthumously in 
1817. His pithiest writings are in the An¬ 
trim dialect. His ‘ Poems/ with sketch of 
his life by A. McDowell, were reissued at 
Belfast in 1817. The sketch of his life was 
apparently printed in a separate form in the 
same year (Aoteebost, Early Belfast Printed 
Books). 

[Madden's Literary Remains of the United 
Irishmen, 1887, pp. 62-72; O'Donogbue’s Poets 
of Ireland; authorities cited above.] 

D. J. O’D. 

OBB, JOHN (1700 P-1838), lieutenant- 

? eneral of the Madras army, was born about 
760, and, becoming a cadet in the Madras 
army, arrived in India in 1777. On 18 Aug. 
in that year he was appointed ensign in the 
21st battalion Madias native infantry. In 
the following year he served with that regi¬ 
ment at the siege of Pondicherry, during 
which the adjutant of the 2nd battalion of 
the 2nd Madras European regiment having 
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been killed, Ensign On was transferred to 
that corps to fill the vacancy. After tho 
close of tho siege he served for some time as 
brigade-major to a detachment under Colonel 
Hopkins. Towards tho end of 1780 he was 
appointed by Lord Macartney governor and 
cominauder-in-chief,with the approval of Sir 
Eyre Oooto, to command a flying column 
composed of one troop of cavalry, two com¬ 
panies of infantry, throe hundred Poligars, 
and two galloper-guns. The task of this 
corps was to escort treasure, stores, and 
ammunition coming up to Sir Eyro Ooote’s 
army or the different Torts, many of which 
were blockaded. The duty was vory trying, 
for, aB it was impossible to carry tents, there 
was much exposure as well as fatigue, and 
Orr suffered considerably in health. lie was 
constantly engaged, and on one occasion was 
repoatoilly charged by bet ween two and three 
thousand of tlio enemy’s cavalry. lie was Uni 
miles distant from the army, and for several 
hours was in continual dauger of hoing out 
off, IIo, however, succeeded in oxtrieat ing 
himself eventually. At the closo of the war 
in 1781 tho corps was brokon up. Orr, who 
bad rocoivod high commendation from his 
superiors for his sorvices during tho war, was 
rewarded by being t vansferred 1 0 tho cavalry, 
and appointed to the command of the go¬ 
vernor’s bodyguurd. This appointment ho 
held till 1787, when tho state of his health 
compelled him 1 0 take sick-leave to England, 
having become lieutenant 12 Aug. 1781, and 
captain 20 May 1785. Itoturniug to India in 
1789, and joining the 1st native cuvalry ns 
second in command, ho took an active part 
in tho second Mysore war of 1790-2. Ilia 
regimont in March 1791 formed part of the 
force which, under Oolonol Floyd, when close 
to Bangalore, woe lured by tno enemy into 
an unfavourable position. A sudden attack 
by a superior force of the throo arms fol¬ 
lowed, and nearly resulted in their destruc¬ 
tion. Eventually Floyd was disengaged 
by a supporting brigade of native infantry 
which came up to his support and made 
good his retreat. ITis command consisted of 
tlio 19tli light dragoons and live corps of 
mil ive cavalry, anil tkeloseinlrillod,wounded, 
mid missiug was 71 men, and 271 horses lost, 
Floyd himself being nmong tho wounded. 
In April 1791 he became major, and at tho 
head of the 1st native cavalry took part in 
Colonel Floyd’s charge on the Mysore army 
when retreating, on the occasion of tho battlo 
beforo Suringaputam, in May 1791. In this 
cliargo Major Orr captured two standards 
with his own hand. In July of the same 
year Major Orr was transferred to I ho 5 th 
native cavalry, In November 1798 ho be¬ 


came lieutenant-colonel, and in Jannarv lTflft 
proceeded to England on leave. L, 

1802 he became full colonel, and in Kf 
cember 1802, being still in England mu 
transferred to the command of the 7th native 
cavalry. In 1805 he obtained his regiment— 
i.e. received colonel’s allowances or off¬ 
reckonings—became major-general in Octo" 
bor 1809, lieutenant-general in June 1814 
and died in London on 28 Nov, 1886. ' 


[East Indian Ann. Register; East Indian 
Army and Civil Service Lists; India Office 
Records. | yy, yy. j 


ORR, WILLIAM (1768-1797), United 
Irishman,born at Farranshane, co. Antrim i n 
1706, was of respectable presbyterian family 
and owned a good deal of land and a bleach- 
green. He is erroneously described by Fronds 
as ‘ a Belfast tradesman ’ (English in Irehiu> 

iii. 170). He joined the United Irishmen at au 
early stage, but was moderate and cautious 
and at a meeting noar OarricMergus in 17fl(j 
strongly supported a resolution, which was 
passed, threatening tho expulbion of any 
member who counselled assassination. Be 
became popular, and was one of the first ar¬ 
rested by the government during 1706. The 
specific charge against him was that he had 
administered a treasonable oath to two sol¬ 
diers, Hugh Whotttloy and oneLindsay. Such 
an act was at the timo a capital offence, and 
both soldiors swore to Orrs identity with 
file man who had givon them the oath. 
J limes nope, however, informed Dr. Madden 
that a man named William McKesver ad¬ 
ministered it (Mapdot, United Irishmen, 
ii. 251), Orr denied the charge, and Hugh 
Whaatlay, whoso character was had, after¬ 
wards acunittod having given false evidence. 
But ho received at the time some secret-service 
money and a commission as lieutenant in the 
Edinburghshire militia (FmPATlilOK, Secret 
Servian under Pitt, p. 890). Orr was kept in 
prison for about a year previous to his trial, 
which took place at Camclcfergus, to the 
iutonso indignation of the inhabitants, who 
loft tho town during tho proceedings as a 
protest.. Yol verton, lord Avonmore, was tho 
presiding judge, and Arthur Wolfo, after¬ 
wards Lord Iulwarden, was prosecuting 
counsel. They were both humane men, but 
both oouourred in the verdict of guilty pro¬ 
nounced, after some dolny, by the jury. Orr 
was recommended to meroy. Two days later, 
whon the sentence was to be pronounced, 
Ourran ondonvoured to servo his olient, and 
spoke with moving eloquonoe. He quoted 

tho affidavits of three jurySnen, two of whom 
declared thoy had boon ronderoa incapable tiy 
drink, tho othertosfifymgthftt ho had boenin- 


Orrery 

timidated into giving his opinion against the 
prisoner. Sentence of death was nevertheless 

S I. An attempt to bribe Orr's gaoler 
; but a short respite was granted, and 
Orr's brother obtained, on the representation 
that he had confessed his guilt, several in¬ 
fluential signatures to a petition for pardon. 
Orr apparently signed a confession. But his 
brother afterwards declared that he himself 
concocted it without the prisoner's know¬ 
ledge, and Orr strenuouslv denied respon¬ 
sibility for it. Orr's mind seems to have 
been slightly affected at the close, hut he 
met his death courageously on 11 Oct. 1797 
at Carricltfergus. The popular excitement 
rose very high after the execution. ‘ Re¬ 
member Orr’ became a watchword, and was 
chalked on the walls iu many places. At 
a public dinnor held in Loudon to celebrate 
Fox’s birthday, the Duke of NorfolkLord 
Oxford, Erskine, Sir F. Burdett, Homo 
Tooke, and others, being present, two of the 
toasts were: ‘The memory of Orr, basely 
murdered,’ and ‘ May the execution of Orr 
provide places for the cabinet of St. James' 
at the Castle.’ The watchword formed the 
conclusion of the document which brought 
the brothers Sheares [see Simians, Henhy] 
to the scaffold; and Dr. Drcnnan’s vigorous 
poem on the subject was, and is still, one of 
the most popular of Irish patriotic effusions. 

A son of Orr, a mujor in the army, served 
with distinction in the Peninsular war. On 
his desiring to be relieved of his commission, 
the Duke of York asked whether he was a 
son of William Orr, to which he replied: ' I 
have that honour.’ The duke generously 
sent the widow of Orr 1,0001., and made the 
son a barrack-master, first at Longford, and 
afterwards at Dublin. 

[Fitzpatrick’s Secret Service under Pitt, pp. 
390-91; Lecky’e Ireland in the Eighteenth Cen¬ 
tury, iv. 88, 104 et seq.; Madden, li. 2S3, &c.; 
life of Grattan, by his son j Curran's Speeches j 
MoNevin's Trials,] D. J. O’D. 

ORRERY, Eibls of. [See Boyle, Rooeh, 
first Eabl, 1021-1079; Boyle, Chaeles, 
fourth Eabl, 1070-1731 j Boyle, Johb, fifth 
Eabl, 1701-1762.] 

ORRERY, Cotoifss of (1746-1840). 
[See Mowcetob, Maby.] 

ORRIDGE, BENJAMIN BROGDEN 
(1814-1870), antiquary, horn in 1814, set up 
in business in London as a medical agent and 
valuer. From 1803 until 1869 he was an 
active member of the court of common coun¬ 
cil for the ward Sf Cheap. As chairman of 
the library committee he distinguished him¬ 
self by his exertions for the preservation and 
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investigation of the mass of records belong¬ 
ing to the corporation. He died after a long 
illness on 17 July 1870 at his residence, 
33 St. John’s Wood Park. 

Orridge was fellow of the Geological So¬ 
ciety, and member of the London and Middle¬ 
sex Archeological Society. To the 1 Trans¬ 
actions ’ of the latter he contributed some 
valuable papers, including the ‘ City Friends 
of Shakespeare ’ (iii. 678-80) and an 1 Ac¬ 
count of some Eminent Members of the 
Mercers’ Company,’ which was read at the 
general meeting held at Mercers' Hall on 
21 April 1869. 

He also published: 1. ‘ A Letter on Emi¬ 
nent Londoners and Civic Records,’ 8vo, Lon¬ 
don, 1866, addressed to the court of common 
council. 2. 1 Some Account of the Citizens 
of London and their Rulers, from 1060 to 
1867,’ 8vo, London, 1867, a very useful sum¬ 
mary of the biography of the lord mayors, ac¬ 
companied by pedigrees of the more distin¬ 
guished of their descendants among the aris¬ 
tocracy. 8. ‘ Some Particulars of Alderman 
Philip Mnlpas and Alderman Sir Thomas 
Cooke, K.B., Ancestors of Sir Francis Bacon 
(Lord Bacon) and Robeit Cecil (first Earl of 
Salisbury),’ 8vo, London, 1868 (another edi¬ 
tion, 4to, undated); originally read before 
the London and Middlesex Archreological 
Society on 20 April 1808, and printed in an 
abridged form in the ‘Transactions’ (iii. 285- 
300). 4. ‘Illustrations of Jack Cade's Re¬ 
bellion, from Researches in the Guildhall 
Records; together with some newly found 
Letters of Lord Bacon/ 4to, London, 1869. 

[Trans, of London and Middlesex Archeeolog. 
Soc. iv. 71; City Press, 23 July 1870; Notes 
and Queries, 4th ser. vi, 106; Cat. of Guildhall 
Library, 1889, p. 681.] G. G. 

ORTELIUS, ABRAHAM (1627-1598), 
map-maker, son of Leonard Ortels (1500- 
1687), was born at Antwerp 4 April 1627. 
His father, who had originally come from 
Augsburg, died when Abraham was young, 
and the care of his mother and sister fell to 
him, In 1647 he joined the guild of St. Luke 
at Antwerp as an illuminator of maps. He 
also dealt in the maps which he imported 
from other countries. Wood (Fasti, ed. Bliss, 
L 134) says that about 1561 he passed some 
time at Oxford for purposes of study. He 
travelled widely, became known to learned 
meninevery country in Europe, carried on an 
active correspondence with his friends, and 
collected medals, In 1667 he and Christopher 
Plantin joined at Antwerp the society known 
as ‘the Family of Love’ [see Nicholas, 
Henby, or NtclaeSjIIbhbtoe], hut that was 
dissolved at the approach of Alva. Probably 
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Ortelius was wrapped up in his map-malting, 
for "by tills time he had published many of 
those maps which were afterwards to form 

E art of the 1 Thcatrum Orbis Terrarum.’ On 
0 May 1678 Ortelius was made, by the 
influence of Arias Benedictus Hontanus, 
geographer to Philip II of Spain. In Fe¬ 
bruary 1677 he paid a visit to London in 
the company of his cousin Emmanuel Me- 
teren, and from London explored various 
parts of England and Ireland. lie had 
before this time known many Englishman 
by correspondence, and Humphrey Llwyd 
[o. y.J had helped him with the map of 
England and Wales. He now formed a 
friendship with Camden and other learned 
men. lie had reached the height of his 
fame, and for the rest of his life he lived 
chiefly at. Antwerp, where he died on 28 June 
1698.' He was buried on 1 July in the 
church of St. Michael. A monument was 
raised to liis memory by hie sister Anna and 
his nephews Jacob and Poter Colo, the in¬ 
scription being written by Justus Lipsius. 

Ortolius’s great work, the ‘Thcatrum 
Orbis Terrarum,’ was first, issued in a com¬ 
plete form in 1670 at Antwerp. A complete 
account of the many editions which liavo 
followed is given in the preface to Mr. J. H. 
Uessels’s ‘Epistolre OrtelianiB,’which forms 
the first volume of the ‘ Collection of Let¬ 
ters ’ preserved hv the Hutch church in 
Austin Friars. They numbered at least 
twenty-eight during the author’s lifetime. 
The various editions contain different num¬ 
bers of maps, and Oitelius was constantly 
in correspondence with those who suggested 
corrections or additions. Ortelius also pub¬ 
lished: 1. ‘ Deoriun Boarumque Capita ex 
vetustis numismatibus in gratiam Anti- 
quit at is studiosorum effigiata ot edit a. Ex 
museo Abraliami Orton!,’ Antwerp, 1673. 
There is a copy of this work, with the 
author’s autograph, in tho British Museum; 
other editions 1682 and 1602. 2. ‘Syno- 

nymia Goographica sivo populorum, re¬ 
gion um, insularum, uvbium . . . appeUa- 
tionos et nomina,’ Antwerp, 1678. This was 
an enlargement of tho compilation made by 
Arnold Mylius which had been attached to 
the ‘Thcatrum’ in the 1670 edition; auothor 
edition 1698, Antwerp, and 17th cent. 
Hanover. 8. ‘Nomenolator PtolemaicuB.’ 
This was added to the * Tlioatrum ’ in 1684 
instead of the ‘ Synonymia Locorum,’ but it 
was also published separately in 1608. 
4. 1 Itinerorium per nonnullas Gnlliio- 
Belgicto Partes,’ Antwerp, 1684, 8vo; other 
editions, Leyden, 1030 ond 7667, 6. 1 Aurei 
Seoul! Imago,’ Antwerp, 1696. 'When dying 
ho was engagod on tho ‘Poutingor Table,’ 


Ilis edition was published by John Moretm 
a few months afterwards. Many letters from 
and to him are printed in the collection 
edited by Mr. J. H. Hessels, His ‘Albina 
Amicorum ’ is preserved at Pembroke UoUeve 
Cambridge. 81 

Ortelius’B nephew, Jacobus Cones Obte- 
UAirus (1668-1028), born in Antwerp on 
81 Dec. 1663, was eldest son of Jacob Cols 
the elder, by his second wife, Elizabeth (d. 
1691), tho sister of Ortelius. Jacob Cols 
the young erwas brought up in London, where 
his father hod five children living by his first 
wife, nis fatlierlived inLime Street,andap. 
pears to have been a silk merchant, ond after 
his death in 1691 Jacob received certain pro¬ 
perty under his will. His uncle seems to 
have boon fond of him, and used to call him 
‘ Anthracius ’ or ‘ Carbo.’ In 1689 Ortelius 
began to call his nephew Ortolianns, and from 
1 hat time he was commonly known by that 
name when tho Latin lunguagewas used. Ho 
corresponded with his uncle from 1686,lived, 
like his father, in Lime Street ‘at the sign 
of tho Cock,’ and was a successful silk mer¬ 
chant. Like lug uncle, lie collected coins 
and medals, IIo died in 1628, and wm 
buried on 14 May of that year. He had 
married, first, Mai-in Thuus of London, who 
died in 1604, and may ho conjactmod to 
have been a daughter of Lodewiik Theus, 
a deacon of the Hutch church in 1678, and 
an oldor in 1686 (Morara, Jier/iiter, pp, 209, 
211); secondly, 16 Hoc. L60G, Louisa do 
Label, daughter of Mathias do Lobel; but 
ho loft no child, no published: 1, ‘Do 
Statu Oivitatis Londinonsis paste laboiantis,’ 
Middlebnrg, 1004, 4to. 2. ‘ Syntagma Her- 
barum Encominsticum,’ Leyden, 1600, 4to; 
Antwerp, 1014. 8. A tract on death, 

which was first printed at Middlebnrg in 
Holland, and of which an English edition, 
under the title ‘James Uolo: of Death a 
Truo Hosoription,’ &c., appeared in London, 
1629, 8vo; a oopy is in the library of tho 
London Hutoh church. 4. ‘ Paraphrasis 
ofte vorklaringo ondo verhreydinge vanden 
OIV Psalm,’ &e., Midclleburg, 1826, ito. 
James or Jacobus Colo inborited some of his 
unclo’s books, which came afterwards into 
Bishop Moore’s library, and thence into tho 
Oambiidgo University Library. Many of his 
letters havo boon published in the ‘Epistola) 
Orteiianro.’ 


[TIc&selg's Epistuke OrUdinnos has all material 
particulais, Q-oethals’s Los Lattres et les Arts 
on "Belgique, iii. 75; Booso'b Oorresp. do Chris¬ 
tophs Pliinlin; Walpole’s Anecdotes of Painting, 
ad. Wornum, iii. 847-8; Jan Uulst's Plantm; 
information Iciudly suppliod by .T, TT. Hotels, 
osrj.J W. A. J. A. 
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ORTON, JOB (1717-1788), dimming 
minister, elder eon of Job Oiton (d. 18 Nov. 
1741, aged 52), a grocer, was bom at Shrews¬ 
bury on 4 Sppt. 1717. Ills mother, Mary 
Perkins (d. 26 May 1762, aged 76), was de¬ 
scended from the elder brother of William 
Perkins [q. v.] the puritan. He was eight 
years at the Shrewsbury grammar school, 
and meanwhile was apprenticed to his father; 
but his inclination was for the ministry. In 
May 1733 he went for a year's preparation 
to Charles Owen, D.D. [q. v.] at Warrington; 
in June 1734 he was admitted to the com¬ 
munion by Thomas Golthurst (1697-1789), 
preshyterian minister at Whitchurch, Shrop¬ 
shire. In August 1731 he entered the aca¬ 
demy of Philip Doddridge, D.D. [q. v.], at 
Northampton; he became assistant tutor in 
March 1789, and was shortly afterwards li¬ 
censed. He preached his first sermon at Wel- 
ford, Northamptonshire, on 16 April 1739. 
He had offers from congregations at Welford, 
Rothwell, Northamptonshire, and Market 
Harhorough, Leicestershire, and was asked 
to preach as candidate at Salters’ Hall, Lon¬ 
don. He preferred to stay with Doddridge, 
who had the highest opinion of him, writing 
of him (6 Dec. 1739) as 1 omni laude major,’ 
suggesting his appoint ment (2G Feb. 1740) 
as an ‘ elder ’ in his church, and oven naming 
him in hie original will (11 June 1741) as his 
successor both in academy and congregation. 
Immediately afterwards Orton, on receiving 
a oall from his native place, made up his 
mind to leave Northampton ; Doddridge 
writes in despair (18 July 1741) on hearing 
the news. 

The preshyterian congregation at High 
Street Ohapel, Shrewsbury, had bean vacant 
since April 1741 by the death of Charles 
Berry [see Burby, Charms]. Orton suc¬ 
ceeded him on 29 Sept. 1741. The small 
independent congregation at King’s Head 
Ohapel (of which his father was a member) 
was also vacant by the removal of John Dob¬ 
son to Walsall. Its twenty-three members 
offered to join the High Street congregation, 
and it was the prospect of this union that was 
Orton’s main inducement to leave Northamp¬ 
ton (Letters to Dissenting Ministers, ii. 187). 
Hie King’s Head congregants were admitted 
to fellowship on 5 Nov. 1741, it being ‘ unani¬ 
mously agreed that the old distinguishing 
names of preshy terian and independent should 
he entirely dropped and forgotten, and the 
sacred name Christian alone be used.’ The 
death of Orton’s father a fortnight later af¬ 
fected his health, and the work at Shrews¬ 
bury was henc8forth mainly carried on by 
his assistants, of whom the third in succes¬ 
sion, Joseph Fownes (1715-1789), became 


his firm friend. On 18 Sept. 1743 Orton re¬ 
ceived preshyterian ordination in High Street 
Ohapel at an assembly of thirty ministers, 
headed by Samuel Bourn the younger [q. v.l 
and Joseph Motterehead [q. v.J He declined 
in 1746 an invitation to he Bourn’s col¬ 
league at Birmingham. Orton was pressed in 
March 1762 to succeed Doddridge as minis¬ 
ter at Northampton; Caleb Ashworth, D.D. 
[q. v.], had already been elected to the aca¬ 
demy, in terms of Doddridge’s altered will. 
He hesitated some time, but eventually 
(27 April) declined. He refused a synchro¬ 
nous invitation to succeed Obadiah Hughes, 
D.D. [q. v,], at Prince’s Street, Westminster; 
he had a prejudice against London, and never 
visited it in his life. After these refusals he 
went to Buxton to recruit his health. 

Orton preachedfor the last timeon 16 Sept. 
1766, wluch he reckoned his birthday owing 
to the change of style. In 1766 he resigned. 
Disputes arose about the appointment of his 
successor, and on the election of Benjamin 
Stapp (1743-1767), an Arian, there was a 
large orthodox secession (12 Oct. 1766). 
Orton withdrew (26 Oct. 1706), intending 
to settle at Birmingham (where he had rela¬ 
tives), but could not find quarters. Chance 
took him to Kidderminster for the winter. 
He was there attended by James Johnstone, 
M.D. [q. v.], to whose skill he considered 
that he owed his life; he remained at Kidder¬ 
minster and bought a house. He encouraged 
the Shrewsbury seceders in building a new 
chapel, and got Robert Gentleman [q. v.] to 
be their minister. At the same time he kept 
up his friendship with Fownes. In 1780 the 
Kiddenninsterpresbyterian congregation was 
divided on the appointment of a minister. 
The seceders this time were more or less 
heterodox, but Orton again encouraged the 
formation of a new congregation, of which 
Gentleman ultimately became minister. 

Orton’s position in the dissenting world was 
peculiar, and is not easily understood. Both 
orthodox and heterodox dissenters have vene¬ 
rated him as a patriaroh. Kippis thought 
him 1 one of the most striking preachers ’ he 
ever heard; hut hie repute was not that of 
a preacher, and his period of greatest influ¬ 
ence was that which he spent as a valetudi¬ 
narian recluse at Kidderminster. He corre¬ 
sponded with dissenting ministers of all 
sections, and with many clergymen. His 
anecdotal letters are a mine of advice, often 
minute, always good-humoured, impressive 
from their quaint candour, and useful os the 
sage outcome of old-fashioned seriousness. 
Bus mind lacked freshness, and his plans were 
conventional, hence his steady aversion to 
‘ methodists and other disorderly people’ 
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(Letters, ut supra, ii. 27). From the purit an 
divinity, in which he was deeply road, ha 
extracted the strong evangolical kernel of 
his teaching. His doctrine of the Trinity 
was the Sabellian scheme propounded in tho 
‘ Scripture-Trinity ’ (1725) of Daniel Scott, 
LL.I). [q. v.j, and the ‘Disquisition’ (1782) 
of Simon Browne [q. v.], works recommended 
by him to divinity students, and reprinted 
by his friends. The * rational’ dissenters re¬ 
pelled him by their laxity as regards the in¬ 
spiration of script uro, yol he had a good word 
for the energetic zeal of Priest ley, and viowed 
Thoophilue Lindsey (q. v.J, with whom he 
had scarcely an opinion in common, as 1 a 
glorious character ’ (Letters, ut supra, i. 158, 
ii. 169). In spite of his connection with 
presbyterians, he always regarded himself as 
1 quite an independent.’ A diploma of D.D. 
was sent him by New Jersey College in 1773, 
through Thomas Gibbons [q. v.] He declined 
it; but in 1781,when he presented to Shrews¬ 
bury school a copy of Jfenmcott’s ITobrow 
bible, with a Latin inscription, he signed 
himself ‘ Job Orion, S.T.P.’ 

In person Orton was tall, erect, and spavo; 
fond of horse exercise, simple and methodi¬ 
cal in his habits, and employing his ample 
means for charitable uses. An early att aoh- 
ment was broken off at tho wish of his 
mother, and ho did not marry. Ilia house¬ 
keeper was a sister of Philip Holland [q. v.l 
Latterly he suffered from aphasia, no died 
at Kiduemineter on 19 July 1788, and was 
buried near the alter of St. Chad’s, Shrews¬ 
bury, in the grave of John Bryan (d, 1099) 
[see under Biixatt, Johit, D.D.l Thero is a 
monument to him at St. Chad«; the vicar, 
Thomas Stedman [q. v.], was his intimate 
friond. Funeral sermons wore preached by 
Fowncs at High Street Chapel, and by 
Samuel Lucas at Swan Hill independent 
chapel, nis portrait haB been engraved, 
lie published, in addition to separate ser¬ 
mons (1761-6): 1. ‘Three Discourses on 
Eternity,’ ho ., Salop, 1764, 8vo (translated 
into Welsh and German). 2. ‘ Momoirs of 
. . . Doddridge,’ ha,, Salop, 1766,8vo(ofton 
reprinted; translated into German by Lin¬ 
der, a Lutheran divine). 8. ‘ Religious Exer¬ 
cises Recommended,’ &c., Salop, 1769, 8vo, 
4. 'Diotrophes Admonished,’ &o,, Salop, 
1770, 8vo (anon.) 6. ‘Diotrephos Re-ad¬ 
monished,’ &c., Salop, 1770, 8vo (anon,; this 
and the foregoing are in defence of William 
Adams (1700-1789) fq. v,]). 6. ‘Discourses 
to the Aged,’ &c., 1771, 12mo. 7. ‘ Ohvis- 
tlan Zeal,’ &c., Shrewsbury, 1771, 12mo. 
8 . ‘Christian Worship,’ he., 1775, 12mo 
(translated into Wolsh). 9. ‘Discourses,’ 
ho,, 1770, 12mo, 2 vols. 10. ‘A Sorions 


DisBuaRive from ... tho PkywT~?T 
Shrewsbury, 1776,12mo. 11 . ‘ RamiiWi i 
M editations,’ ha.,’ Shrewsbury, 1777 ^ 
Posthumous were: 12. ‘A Short andPhm 
Exposition of tho Old Testament,’ ha Vm 
17^1, 8 vo, 0 vola. (compiled C his’pS 
by Gentleman) ; 2nd edition, 1822^ 

! vol8 V l. 3 - LettM ' a t0 » YoungClenrral 5 
he., 1791, 12mo, edited by StedmR 
printed,with additions, in ‘Letter,,from 
Orton and . , . Stonhouse . ., to gdV 

5»’ & , c 7 8v °> 3 vola '; 2 nd edition^ 

1806. 14. Loiters to Dissenting Ministers’ 
&o., 1806,12mo, 2 vola.; edited by SamJl 
Palmer (1741-1813) [q.V.] Hi, Kg 

Works, collected,’ were published in 1842 
8 vo, 2 vola., with letters and memoir, He 
revised, with an introduction, Bourn’s cate¬ 
chisms (1788) as a * Summary of Doctrinol 
and Practical Rehgion ’ 1749,12mo: edited 
Doddridge's ‘Hymns,’ Salop 1766, 12mo 
and the conclusion of Doddridge’s‘Family 
Expositor,’ 1760, 4to; issued an edition of 
tho ‘ Lifo of Philip Ilenry,’ 1764,12mo; and 
reprinted in 1779 Nathaniel Neal’s ‘ Free and 
SoriouB Remonstrance,’&o., 1740. AtOrton’a 
suggestion, Palmer abridged from Oalamy the 
‘ Nonconformist’s Memorial,’ 1775. 


[Funeral Bormon by Fownes, 178S; Biogr 
Brit. (Hippie), 1793, v. 308 sq.; Protestant Dis- 
santerB’ Mag. 1704, pp. 177 eq. (memoiia, by 
Palmer), 1709 p. 202; Palmer’s Memoira, pre¬ 
fixed to Lottera to Dissenting Ministers, 1806; 
Monthly Repository, 1800 p. 337, 1816 p. 886 
1820 pp. 382, 407, 630 sq.; Razlitt’s Plata 
Spoakor, 182G, ii. 201 sq (a sorry caricature); 
Humphrey's Correspondence of Doddridge, I 880 J 
iv. 40 sq.; Astloy’s Hist. Preab. Meeting ffoase, 
Shrewsbury, 1847, p. lfisq.; Williams’s Church 
Memorial of Swan IliJl Clmpnl, 1862; Guardian, 
22 Nov. 1803, p. 1807; extracts from church 
book. High Slroct, Shrewsbury, per the Rev, E 
Myers, j A. G. 


ORTON, REGINALD (1810-1862), sur¬ 
geon, born at Surat, near Bombay, on 27 Jan. 
1810, was the only son of James Orton, 
surgeon in the East India Company’s service 
and inspector-general of Bombay hospitals, 
whose mthor, Reginald Orton, was rector of 
Hawksworth, near Richmond, Yorkshire, 
Reginald was educatedat the grammarschool, 
Richmond,under James Tate. He afterwards 
returned to Bombay, where be wns bound 
apprentice to his lather. He relumed to 
England on tho completion of his appren¬ 
ticeship, entered at Bt. Thomas’s Hospital 
as a medical student, and was admitted a 
member of the Royal College of Surgeons of 
England in 1888, and a licentiate of the So¬ 
ciety of Apothecaries in the following year, 
Iu 1834 no took charge of Mr. Fotfiergill’s 
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practice in Sunderland, puicliased it, and 
ui the same year married. He iirad in Sun¬ 
derland until shortly before his death, when 
he took a farm at Bishopwearmouth, He 
was surgeon to the Sunderland Eye Infirmary 
and consulting surgeon to the Seaham In¬ 
firmary. 

Orton, although only locally conspicuous 
in bis lifetime, brought about, by his energy, 
changes which, affected the whole empire. 
Throughout his life he was a busy medical 

S ooner and an active reformer. Sun- 
owes to his initiative its system of 
lighting by gas, its water-supply, its public 
baths, its library, and its institute. But liis 
services were not confined to Sunderland. 
It was owing to his repented protests, and 
to the public attention which he drew to 
the iniquity of taxing light and air, that the 
chancellor of the exchequer was at last 
obliged to repeal the duty which for many 
yearshadheenlevieduponglass and windows. 
Orton suggested to the government that, if 
light was still to he taxed, the duty should 
be regulated by the size of the panes, end 
not by the number of windows, as had 
hitherto been done; so that the wealthy and 
those who could afford large sheets of plate- 
glass should pay more than their poorer 
neighbours, lie also advocated the impo¬ 
sition of a moderate house duty, commencing 
at a certain rental, to make good the loss of 
revenue, if it was found that the duty could 
be entirely abolished. The latter scheme was 
eventually adapted. Orton also took a lively 
interest in maritime affairs, and turned his 
attention to the means and appliances for 
saving life at sea. He projected a newform of 
reel lifebuoy, and invented a lifeboat which 
was light, low in the water, open so that 
the sea passed through it (the crew being en¬ 
cased in waterproof hags), and practically 
incapable of being capsized; for these he took 
out a patent in 1846 (No. 10898). The boat 
wasused on one or two occasions. Orton died 
on 1 Sept. 1862 at Ford North Farm, Bishop- 
weaimouth. Hb is buried in the cemetery 
of that town. He wrote no hook; the 1 Es¬ 
say on the Epidemic Cholera of India, 1 Lon¬ 
don, 1881, 8vo, is by liis uncle of the same 
name as himself. 

[Information kindly given by his daughter, 
Mrs. Modlin, the Bev. A. E. Ruble, head muster 
of the Richmond Grammar School, Yorkshire, 
and R. B. Prosser, esq.; Snnderland Times, 
10 Sept. 1862; Gent. Hug. 1892, xiii. 644-6.] 
D'A. P. 

OBTJM, JOHN (i. 1486 P), vice-chancellor 
of Oxford Univereity, was a member of Uni¬ 
versity College, and graduated aa D.D. Hb 
is mentioned on 29 Jan. 1399 (BoiSl, Seg. 


Eietir College , p. 25), and in 1406 and 1408 
wa3 vice-chancellor or commissary for Ri¬ 
chard Courtenay. Orum was made arch¬ 
deacon of Barnstaple on 1 Nov, 1400, and 
held this office till 1429; he also appears as 
archdeacon of Cornwall in 1 ill (Le Neve, 
Fasti Eccl . Angl . i. 398,406). He held the 
prebend of Holcomb at Wells in 1408, and in 

1410 received a eanoury there. On 4 .Tan, 

York, which preferment he had vacatedlm- 
fore October 1412 {it. iii. 187). On 21 Dec. 

1411 he received the church of Hood, Somer¬ 
set (Wee van, Smnenct Incumbents, p. 177), 
hut exchanged it for Ashton Keynes, Wilt¬ 
shire, on 18 April 1414. On 23 Feb, 1429 
Orum became chancellor of Exeter (Oeiyeb, 
p. 281; butTilTEEB says 18 Feb.) He seems 
to have resigned the chancellorship before 
21 Sept, 1438, and probably died soon after¬ 
wards, In accordance with his will, dated 
27 Sept. 1438, Orum was buried in the porch 
of Exeter Cathedral. He left 40s. for the 
perpetual chanting of an antiphon there, 
and gave a cope to the cathedral. 

Orum was author of ' Lectura super Apo- 
calypsim habitteinEcclesiaWellensi: l,De 
ecelesia; 2, De avaritia; 3-G, De cantu,’ 
These lectures are contained in Bodleian MS. 
2732. Some of the other anonymous tracts 
in the same manuscript may possibly he by 
him. 

[Tanner’s Bibl. Brit.-Hib. pp. 562-S; La 
Neve’s Fasti Eccl. ADgl. i. 898, 406, iii. 187, 
471; Oliver’s Bishops of Exeter, pp. 217 , 281, 
294, 345.] C. L. K. 

OSBALD (d. 799), king of Northumbria, 
was, before his accession, one of the chief ol 
the Northumbrian nobles, and was probably 
a member of the royal kouBe. In December 
779 he joined another ealdorman named 
JEthaLheard in attacking Beam, son of jElf- 
wold, who had been made king the year 
before on the expulsion of King jEthehred. 
The two ealdormen are said to have burned 
Bearn, setting fire, no doubt, to his house or 
fortress at Seletune (probably Silton, in the 
North Riding of Yorkshire). Alenin, writ¬ 
ing to King JEthelred after his restoration in 
798, addressed Osbald 1 patricius/and another 
ealdorman along with the king, the three being 
exhorted togood living, When JSthelred 1 was 
murdered on 20 April 798, some of the nobles 
made Osbald king, After a reign of only 
twenty-seven days he was deserted by all the 
royalfollowingandthenobles. Hetherefore 
fled the kingdom and was outlawed. Hetook 
refuge in Lindisfarne, and while there pro¬ 
bably received the letter sent him by Alcuin, 
reminding him that for the last two years the 
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writer had urged him to fulfil his intention of 
abandoning the world and devoting liimsolf 
to God, and praying him not to attampt any¬ 
thing on his own behalf, or add sin to sin by 
devastating the country. Osbuld obeyed these 
exhortations, and sailed from Lindisfame 
with a company of the brethren of the con¬ 
vent to the land of the Piets, became an abbot, 
died in 709, and was buried in tlio church of 
York 

[Sym. Dunelrn. ii. 47 , 57 , 02 (Kolls Bur.); 
h’lor. Wig. i. 270 (Engl. Hint. Sue.), .Taffe'q 
Mon. Alenin, pp. IBS, 305-1 W. Q. 

OSBALDESTON, (IEOKGE (1787- 
180G), sportsman, the son of Goorge (Isbnl- 
deston (d. 1701), of Hutton-Bushell in Yorlt- 
shire, by Jano, only daughter of Sir Thomas 
Head, hart., woe born on 20 Dec. 1787. llis 
father, the descendant of an old Yorkshire 
family, wiis the eon of John Wiekins, rector 
of Petworth in Sussex, who assumed the 
name of Osbaldeston on his wife Philadel¬ 
phia succoeding in 1770 1 o ono-lialf of tho es¬ 
tates of Fountayne Osbaldest on (1001-1770), 
M.P. for Scarborough, nnd brother of ilioluird. 
Osbaldeston [q. v.J, bishop of London. 

Losing his lather when only six yoars old, 
Osbaldeston went to reside with his mother 
at Bath, where his education included riding 
lessons from Dash, the mosL celebrated 
teacher of his day. Ila subsequently wont 
to Eton, and matriculated at Brasenoee Ool- 
lego, Oxford, on !) May 180/5. While still 
an undergraduate lie commenced his career as 
a master of hounds by the purchase of o pack 
from tho Earl of Jersey. Having quitted the 
university without taking a degree, ho noxt 
purchased LordMonson’a hounds, and hunted 
the Burton country for five years, in the 
course of which he acquired a fame for his 
pack which lias scarcely been surpassed by 
that of any in England. Upon leaving Lin¬ 
colnshire lie hunted the Quern hounds from 
1817 to 1821, and again from 1823 (o 1828, 
when he migrated to Pytchloy. In the enpa- 

a of master of foxhounds no one has pro- 
y evor stood higher than Osbaldeston, 
and the ‘ Squire,’ as lie was enllod, and 
his huntsman, Tom Sebright, became ‘by¬ 
words ’ in sporting circles, llis bod ily strength 
was prodigious, us is evidenood by tho fact 
that in Leicestershire ho constantly hunted 
six days in succession. llis knowledge of 
hounds was unrivalled, and ‘as ft breeder,’ 
says Nimrod, ‘ he raised himself to the very 
pinnacle of fame,’ If the casualties insepa¬ 
rable from tho hunting field succooded each 
other with any vapidity, he showed an irasci¬ 
bility worthy of tho host tradition. 

In 1831 Gsbaldoston became doubly pro¬ 


minent. In the first place, at the New 
market Houghton meeting, he performed m 
extraordinary feat, lie undertook to rids 
two hundred miles in ton consecutive boats 
for a bet of a thousand guineas, the number 
and choice of horses being unlimited. He 
divided tho distance to be covered into heats 
of four miles each, changing his horse at the 
conclusion of each heat, and he accomplished 
his task one hour and eighteen minutes with¬ 
in the time specifiud, having ridden, allow¬ 
ing for stoppages, at the rate of twentv-siv 
nulos an hour. Fn 1831 aLo occurred the 
‘Squire’s’ famous duel with Lord George 
Bentinck. This sprang from a bet of two 
hundred guineas, claimed by Osbaldeston 
and paid by Bentinck with the comment 
that it was ‘ a robbery.’ ‘ “ The matter will 
not end here, my Lord! ” exclaimed the Squire 
who marched off withliis bristles set.’ They 
mot on Wormwood Sorubbs, and Oabal- 
deston is variously described as having fired 
in the air, nnd as having sent a bullet through 
Lord Ctoorgo’s hat within two inches of his 
brain (compare tho uccount under BntmxoK, 
William Gnoitan Fitunmtio C'avlxmsh, 
with that in John Kent's Racing life of 
Lord O. Bentinck, or both with that a 
Day's Itemimsernc'es). Some yearslater tho 
antagonist s were reconciled, and Lord George 
iroatod Osbaldeston with marked politeness. 
With reference to tlio propriety of Bentinck’s 
implication that Osbaldeston was a swindler, 
Day remarks that ‘no one who ever knew 
the Squire would imagine for a moment that 
he was capable of doing anything approach¬ 
ing an ungonllomauly notion.' 

Osbjildoslon was a daring steeplechase 
ridor, and was well known in cricketing and 
racing circles, and in fact in every bunch of 
Hold sports. Ho was a J.P. for the East 
Hiding of Yorkshire; ho represented East 
lletford from 1812 to 1818, and he was high 
E,horifl' of his county in 1829. Some yep 
before llis death lm retired from sporting life, 
and resided at 2 Grove Bond, St. John’s 
Wood, where lio died on 1 Aug. 1880. In 
personal appearance ho is described as below 
middle Ri/,o, with a larg o and muscular frame, 
and 'with logs appuitriu" somewhat dispro- 

E orlioned to his body, yot, whon on horse- 
auk, to belong t o the an imal rather than tlio 
inun, so linn and steady was he in his seat.' 

[Rostov's Alumni Oxon. 1715-1886; Whit¬ 
taker's History of Whulloy, ii, 888; Gent Mag. 
1836 ii 65.1, I860 ii. 417 ; Men of the Brigo, 
Wildrnlco’B Greeks of tho Huy, pp 33-6 .Nim¬ 
rod's Hunting Eeminisconcqs, pp. 43-6; Kents 
Kncing Life of Lord G-oorgo Bontinak, pp. 402- 
408: Day’s EeminiseBneos of the Tnrf, 1891, 
pp. 84, 85.] T. S. 
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OSBALDESTON or OSBOLSTON, 
LAMBERT (1594-1659), master of West¬ 
minster School, born in London in 1594, 
was the second son of Lambert Osbaldeston, 
a haberdasher, of London, by his wife Martha 
Banks {Sari. MS. 1476, f. 1005). His 
younger brother was William Osbaldeston 
fq. v.] Lambert was educated at Westminster 
School, and was elected to a scholarship at 
Christ Ohurch, Oxford, in 1619. His name 
does not, however, appear in the matricula¬ 
tion register of the university until 20 Oct. 
1616, when he is described as the son of a 
‘gentleman’ bom in London, and aged 21 
(Oxford Univ. Register , vol. ri. pt. ii. p. 841). 

He was admitted a student of Gray's Inn, 
London, on 26 Oct. 1615 (Foster, Oral/s Inn 
Register, p. 188). He graduated B.A. at Ox¬ 
ford on 18 June 1616, and commenced M.A. 
on 20 April 1619 ( Ocford Univ. Register, vol. 
ii.pt.iii.p.346). On7Dec.l6211iehadajoint 
patent (with John Wilson, D.D.) from the 
dean and chapter of Westminster of the head- 
mastership of Westminstei School, which 
was renewed to him alone on 27 Jan. 1626- 
1626 (Chester, Registers of Westminster 
Abbey, p. 161 n. j He was incorporated in 
the degree of M.A. at Cambridge in 1628 
(Addit. MS. 6884, f. 86 5). 

In July 1629 he became prebendary of the 
tenth stall in the collegiate church of St. 
Peter at Westminster, and on the 18th of 
the same month he was collated by his 
friend Bishop Williams to the prebend of 
Biggleswade in the cathedral of Lincoln 

g m Neve, Fasti, ed. Hardy, ii. 112, iii. 868). 

e was also a prebendary of Uton in the 
church of Wells, and in 1687 he woe pre¬ 
sented to the rectory of WheathampBtead, 
with the chapel of Harpenden, Hertford¬ 
shire (Cturnmimci!:, Hertfordshire, i. 617). 

In 1638 certain letters written by him 
were found in the house of Bishop Williams 
atBuckden. In these letteis on unnamed 
person was irreverently styled ‘the little 
urchin ’ and ‘ the little meddling hocus pocus,’ 
There can he no reasonable doubt that Laud 
was the person referred to. Williams and 
Osbaldeston were brought to trial in the Star- 
chamber on 14 Feb. 1638-9, and the latter 
was condemned to lose all his spiritualities, 
to pay a fine of 6,000Z. to the king and a 
like sum to Archbishop Laud, and moreover 
to have his ears taclred in the pillory in the 
presence of hie scholars. As soon as the 
major part of the court had passed ceusure 
upon him, and while the lord-keeper was 
giving hie judgment, Osbaldeston got out of 
the court, hurried to his study at the school, 
burnt some documents, and wrote on a paper, 
which he left on his desk: ‘ If the archbishop 
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inquire after me, tell him I am gone beyond 
Canterbury.’ Messengers were consequently 
sent to the port towns to apprehend him ■ 
but he lay hid in a private house in Drury 
Lane till the parliament met in November 
1G40 (Bushwobth, Hist. Collections, ii. SOS- 
817). He had of course been deprived, in 
the meantime, of his church preferments, 
hut he was restored to them by the Long 
parliament in 1041. Subsequently he was 
shocked at the lengths to which that assembly 
proceeded, and his benefices were again se¬ 
questered (Waller, Sufferings of the Clergy, 
u. 91). The latter part of his life was passed 
in retirement; and Willis says he died in 
possession of his preferments ‘as much as 
the times would allow.’ He bore the cha¬ 
racter of a learned man, and was an excel¬ 
lent master, being 1 very fortunate in breed¬ 
ing up many wits.’ It is also said that he 
‘ had at the present [1088] above fourscore 
doctors in the two universities, and three 
learned faculties, all gratefully acknowledg¬ 
ing their education under him’ (Fuller, 
Church Hist, ed Brewer, vi. 169). The 
* Tragical History of Piramus and Thishe,' 
one of Cowley’s 1 Poetical Blossoms ’ (1683), 
is dedicated ‘ To the Itight Worshipful, my 
very loving Master, Mr. Lambert OsbolstonV 
Another of his scholars was Thomas Ran¬ 
dolph [q. v.], who addressed to him a poem, 
prefixed to the ‘Jealous Lovers,’ 1638. Os- 
oaldeston died in October 1669, and on the 
seventh of that month was buried in the 
south aisle of Westminster Abbey, without 
any memorial. 

Apoem presented by Osbaldeston to Prince 
Charles in 1632, on nis recovery from the 
small-pox, was formerly in the manuscript 
collection of Nicholas Oldisworth (Addit. 
MS. 24489, f. 163). 

[Addit. MS. 24402, f. 122; Collier’s Ecd. 
Hist. viii. 138-9; Poster’s Alumni Oxon. early 
ear.; Gardiner’s Hist, of England, viii, 390; 
Hoylyn's Examen Historieum, p. 222; New- 
eourt's Eepertorinm, i. 927; Eapin’s Hist, of 
England, 1733, ii. 302 ».; Welch’s Alumni 
Westmon. (Phillimore), pp. 19, 81, 95, 100; 
Widmore’s Westminster Abbey, pp. 223, 227 ; 
Willis’s Survey of the Cathedral, iii. 147,148; 
Wood’s Athens Oxon. (Bliss), ii. 456, iii. 69, 
363, 578, 919, 1068.] T. C. 

OSBALDESTON, RICHARD (1090- 
1764), successively bishop of Carlisle and of 
London, born on 6 Jan. 1690, at Hunmanby, 
Yorkshire, was the second son of Sir Richard 
Osbaldeston, knt, lord of Havercroft, of tbe 
old family seated at Osbaldeston, Lancashire, 
by his second wife, Elizabeth, daughter and 
coheiress of John Fountains of Melton, York- 
shira He was educated at Beverley school, 
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was admitted a pensioner to St. John’s Col¬ 
lege, Cambridge, 2 June 1707, and graduated 
B.A. in 1711, being sixteenth on the tripos 
list. Ilis other degrees were M, A. 1714, and 
D.D. 1726. He was elected fellow of Peter- 
house on the Park foundation 26 July 1714, 
and resigned the fellowship on 22 March 
in the following year. He soon began to 
climb the ladder of promotion. The Duke of 
Portland appointed him to the rich living of 
Hinderwell, Yorkshire, in 1716, and he hold 
it till he became bishop (Nichols, Lit. Anecd. 

v. 406). In 1727, the year of George II's ac¬ 
cession, he was already royal chaplain, and 
he was one of George Ill’s early tutors. 
On 19 Sept. 1728 he became dean of York, 
and on 4 Oct. 1747, on the death of Bishop 
Fleming, was consecrated bishop of Carlisle. 
His episcopate was not a distinguished one. 
He is described as 'a whig in politios, and 
liberal in his church views; rich, indo- 
lont, and chiefly non-resident, leaving his 
diocese to be administered by his vigorous 
chancellor, Waugh.’ In 1762, on the death 
of Bishop Hnyter [q.v.], he was translated 
to the Bee of London, ‘ to nobody's joy that 
I bow of,’ Hurd spitefully remarks (IIuud, 
Life, p. 84), and he was considered by Seeker 
‘ every way unequal to the situation’ (CltiND- 
lbb, Life of Dr. S. Johnson, p. 197). As 
Osbaldeston is statod to have recommended 
Ilurd for preferment (Nichols, Lit Anecd. 

vi. 478), his depreciatory remark shows little 
sense of gratitude. lie lefL Carlisle Cathe¬ 
dral and his episcopal residonco in the dio- 
ceBe in had condition. A curious corre¬ 
spondence between him and his successor at 
Carlisle, Dr. Charles Lyttelton [q. v,], rela¬ 
tive to the condition of Dose Castlu, from the 
Lyttelton archives, is printed in 1 NoteB and 
Queries ’ (4th ser. iv. 140-62). The steward 
of the now bishop complained of chimneys 
unswept for years, ragged beds, decayed fur¬ 
niture, rusty saucepans, and Lyttelton him¬ 
self complained of clarot, ‘ paid for as good, 
growing staile, naught, and as sour ns ver¬ 
juice,’ and port ‘so foul’ that it had to he 
1 filtered before it could be drunk,’ The sum 
allowed for dilapidations was insufficient, and 
tho house lmd been stripped so barn that oven 
the chaplain’s old surplice had been carried 
oil) and the now chaplain had been ‘ forced 
to read prayers without one, in the sight of 
half the county.’ Oshaldostou’s parL of tho 
correspondence is not conspicuous for tem¬ 
per or courtesy. 

His tenure of the see of London was brief. 
The one thing recorded of it is Osbaldcston’s 
refusal, characterised by some intemperance 
of language, to permit the introduction of 
monumental statuary to reliove the bareness 


of the interior of St. Paul’s. The wliola 
story is amusingly told by Bishop Thonm 

Newton[q.v.]mhis ‘Autobiography.’ New 

ton, being then a residentiary canon of St' 
Paul’s, was asked, in tlie absence of the dean' 
to sanction the erection of a statue to com-’ 
memorate a former lord mayor. He saw no 
objection, and Archbishop Seeker approved- 
but when the scheme was proposed to 0a- 
baldcston, ho was furious. «Sir Christopher 
Wren had designed no such thing. There 
had been no monuments in all the time be¬ 
fore he was bishop, and his time there should 
be none.’ So the matter was dropped, end 
the cathedral had to wait more than thirty 
years (John Howard's was the first statue 
erected, in 1796) for monumental sculpture 
(Nhwton, Autobiography, ed. 1782, 4to, p. 
108). It is to Osbaldeston’s credit that ha 
recognised the claims of John Jortin [q.y.l 
whom ho treated liborally. He also recom¬ 
mended Hurd for preferment, and in 1762 
nominated C6snr de MUsy one of the French 
chaplains to tho king ( Illmtr. of 1st. iil 
306). lie died at Fuiham Palace on 16 May 
1704, and was buried in the churchyard of 
tho parish church, no was twice married, 
hut left no issue. His only publications 
were some sornions and charges. His por¬ 
trait was painted by T. Hudson, and en¬ 
graved in mezzotint by James MacArdell 

i'l-v.j 


[Hunter’s South Yorkshire, ii. 413; Baker’s 
St. John’s, ii. 700 ; Fergusun’s Diocesan History 
of Carlisle, p. 172; Newton’s Autobiography 
ed. 1782, 4to, p. 108; Coates’s Poems, 1770* 
p. 60; Notes and Queries, 4th ser. iv. 149- 
162.] E.V. 


OSBALDESTON or OSBOLSTON, 
WILLTAM (1677-1646), divinity professor 
at Gresham College, eldest son of Lambert 
Osbaldeston, haberdasher, of London, and 
brother of Lambert Osbaldeston [q. v.], was 
bom in 1677, and, after attending Westmin- 
Btor School, was elected from that school to 
Christ Church, Oxford, whence he matricu¬ 
lated in February 1697-8, graduating BA. 
on 24 Oct. 1601, M.A. on 4 July 1604, B.D. 
on 19 June 1611, and D.D. in May 1617. 
His name appears in the list of admissions 
to Gray’s Inn on 1 Aug. 1619. He resided 
at Oxford for some years after taking his 
bachelor’s degree, and contributed to the 
poems written at Christ Church on the visit 
of James I to that oollegein 1606. On 18Dec. 
1610 he suecooded George Montaigne [q.v.] 
as divinity professor at ©resliom College, 
This post he resignod in the following year; 
but in 1612, when desirous of returning to 
ihe ooUege as rhetoric professor, he was an- 
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successful in obtaining the po-it. In 1610 
be became vector of Pavndon Magna in Ea¬ 
ses, and of East Hanningfield in tbe same 
county. Both livings be retained until about 
December 1643, when he was deprived, and 
bis benefices were sequestered by tbe House 
of Commons. He died early in 1645. A Ro¬ 
bert Osbalston, supposed to be bis son, was 
rector of Parndon Magna from 1662 to 1679. 

[Ward’s Gresham Professors, 1740, p. 52 j 
Walker’s Sufferings, pt. ii. p. 822 ; Neucourt’s 
Eepertorium, ii. 307, 402; Welch’s Alumni 
Westmon. 1852, pp. 66, 139; Clark's Beg. of 
Univ. of Oxford (Oxf. Hist. Soe.); Foster's 
Alumni Oxon. iii. 1093; Gray's Inn Adm. Reg. 
p. 164.] C. W S. 

OSBERHT, OSBRITH, or OSBYRHT 
(d. 867), under-lring of Northumbria, was of 
the ancient royal house of that kingdom, 
and was reigning before 854 (Monumenta 
HiatoricaBntannica,y. 676, note c), Accord¬ 
ing to tbe Btory in tbe ‘ English Chronicle,’ his 
subjects deposed Mm in 8C6, and took as 
their king HClla (d. 867) [q. v.] During the 
dissensions tbe Banish host crossed the 
Humber from East Anglia, and the rivals 
then united to resist them. They attacked 
the Danes at York, and in the issue the Nor¬ 
thumbrians were defeated and both the kings 
slain. Asser relates that when Osberht and 
.Ella approached York, the Danes took re- 
fugo within the city. The Christians forced 
their wav in; and the Danes, turning on 
them in despair, defeated them and slew both 
the kings. TMs account is reproduced by 
other writers, as Etkelwerd, Florence, Henry 
of Huntingdon, and Simeon of Durham, 
without substantial variation. Goimar, how¬ 
ever, first relates that Osberht had seduced 
by violence the wife of Beom the Bute carl 
or merchant of York, and that his subjects 
consequently rebelled against Mm; while 
Beom went to Denmark and called in the 
Danes to revenue him. There are several 
variations .of this legend: one story makes 
Beom bring in the sons of Ragnar Lodbrog, 
and another, GutM'um; while, according to 
one version, it was not Osberht but AElla 
who seduced Beom’s wife. 

[The chief authorities are contained in the 
Monumenta Hist orica Britanniea, see especially 
pp. 795-8 ; Green's Conquest of England, p. 92 ; 
Freeman’s Old English History, pp. 108-9.] 

C. L. If. 

OSBERN (/. 1090), hagiogvapher, 
was a monk of CMustohurch, Canterbury, 
where, as he tell* us himself, he was brought 
up from boyhood during the rule of Godrio, 
who was dean from about 1068 to 1080; he 
would seem to have been there before the , 
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burning of the cathedral in 1007 ( Vita Bun- 
stuni, p. 137-8,112). ne was a witness of, 
and helper in, Lanfranc’s monastic reforms, 
and ‘by Ms industry in the musical and 
literary labours of the convent ’ rose to be 
sub-prior and precentor. Be had visited 
Dunstan’s cell at Glastonbury; as a boy bad 
some share in one of the miracles worked 
at the saint’s tomb ; had learnt of another 
miracle from a knight he met in Tlianet; 
and himself had seen St. Dunstan in a vision 
(ib. pp. 84, 138, 1C6, 158-9). The date ol 
his death is unknown, hut in a Christchurch 
obituary he is commemorated on 28 Nov. 
He wrote under Lanfranc’s direction, and 
during the archbishop’s lifetime; apparently 
he survived Scotland, abbot of St. Augus¬ 
tine’s, Canterbury, who died in 1087, as well 
as the election in 1088 of Urban H to the 
papacy, for he refers to Albert the Cardinal, 
who was appointed by Urban II (ib. pp. 148, 
161, 166,157). On the other hand, it does 
not seem likely that he can have lived till 
the appointment of Anselm in 1093, and 
Eadmer, in Ms life of St. Anselm, refers to 
him as ‘ Osbernus jocund® memorise.’ Wil¬ 
liam of Malmesbury praises the ‘ Roman ele¬ 
gance’ of Osbem’s style, ‘for which he was 
second to none of our time; whilst for music 
he was beyond controversy first of all ’ (Gotta 
Begum, pp. 166, 889). 

Osbern wrote: 1. ‘ Vita Sancti Dunstani,’ 
to wMch is appended a ‘ Liber mimeulorum 
Sancti DunBtani.’ Both the life and miracles 
are printed in Mabillon's ‘ Acta Sanctorum 
Ordmis S. Benedicti,’ srec. v. 644-84, in the 
Bollandists’ ‘ Acta Sanctorum ’ May, iv. 859- 
384, in Migne’s ‘ 1’atrologia,’ cxxxvii. 414- 
474, and in Stubbs’s ‘Memorials of St. Dun- 
stan,’ pp, 89-161 j the ‘Life’ alone is given 
in Wharton’s 'Anglia Sacra,’ 88-121, 
Osbern had used the two earlier lives by an 
author known as 1 B.’ and by Adelard respec¬ 
tively. He also had access to some English 
writings, and some of the miracles are related 
from Ms own knowledge. The story of Dun¬ 
stan seizing the devil by the nose and other 
incidents occur for the first time in Osbern’s 
‘Life.’ BothEadmerandWilliamofMalme3- 
buryfound fault with Osbem’s treatment of 
his material, Rnd wi’ote their lives of the saint 
in correction. The numerous manuscripts of 
Osbem’s ‘Life’ fall into two classes, which 
possibly represent two editions issued by the 
author j but more probably the second was 
due to the corrections of a later hand after 
Eadmer’s adverse criticism (Stubbs, Intro¬ 
duction, pp. xxxiii, xliii-xlviii). There is 
another ‘Life’which passes under the name 
of Osbert, and is printed by Mabillon (scec. 
v. 684-96), who thinks that Osbert lived 
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about 1120; others suppose lliat Osbert was 
identical with Osborn; but seemingly this 
life is really the work of Eadmer (IIaedy, i. 
004). There is a sixteenth-century transla¬ 
tion into English in Ilarleian MrS. 837, ff. 
9-25. 2. ‘Vita Sancti Alpliegi et de Trans- 
latione Sancti Alphogi.’ This is printed in 
Mabillon, socc, vi. 101-15; the BoUandists’ 

1 Acta Sanctorum,' April, ii. 031-12; "Whar¬ 
ton's 1 Anglin Sacra,’ ii. 127-47; Mignu's 
‘Pntrologin,’ cxlix. 875-94; and Lange hole's 
1 Scriptores Rorum Danicarum,’ ii. 439. 
Eadmer says that the ‘Life 'was written by 
Lanfranc’s order, not only hi plabi speech for 
reading, but also for singing with a musical 
accompaniment; Lanfranc directed it to be 
sung in church. The 1 Life' of St. Alphogu 
or Aelfheah is quoted by Eadmer (. Memorials 
of St. Bunsian, p. 4L9) and William of 
Malmesbury (Oesta JPontplnm, p. S3). Os¬ 
bern says that he hud his account of the 
translation of St. Alpliogo from Godrie the 
dean, who had been one of Alplicgo’s scholars 
(Mabilioh, p. 113). 3. ‘ Vila Sancti Odouis 
Archiepiscopi OantuariciiBis.’ William of 
Malmesbury quotos Osbern’s life of Odo 
C Oesta Pontificum, p. 24-5); it was in Cotton 
MS. Otbo A. xii, which was destroyed in the 
fire of 1731. The life printed in Wharton’s 
1 Anglia Sacra,’ ii. 78-87, by Mabillon, sseo. 
v. 287-93, and in Migne’s 1 Patrologia,’cxxxi'u, 
931, is not Osbern’e; it may bo by Eadmer. 
The life of St. Brcgwin in ‘ Anglia Sacra,’ ii. 
76-77, is incorrectly attributed to Osbern. 
The life of St. Edward the Confessor and 
the epistles attributed to Osbern really belong 
to Osbort do Clare [sec OiAnn]. _ Osbern is 
alleged to have written two treatises,‘ De lie 
Musica ’ and 1 De Vocnm Consonant iis,’which 
Fetis (Biot dei Musicians, vii. 99) says exist 
in several manuscripts, a copy of the former 
being preserved at Christ’s College, Cam¬ 
bridge. 

[Stnbha’sMemorials ofSt. Dunatan, Introduc¬ 
tion, pp. xxxi-xxxii, xlii-xlviii, lxiii-lxvi, Rolls 
Her.; Eudmer’s Vita Ansolmi, i. ch 30, Whar¬ 
ton’s Anglia Sacra, ii. viii; Oudin's Seriptorcs 
Eoclosice, ii. 787; Mabillon's Acta iSanoturuni 
Ord. S. Bonodicti, Vonioo edit.; Tannor’s Bibl. 
Brit.-Hib. p. 883; Wright’s Biogr. Brit, Litl. 
Anglo-Norman, pp. 20—7; Ilardy's Doscriplivo 
Oataloguo of British History, i. 807-800, 003-4, 
809, 610-21.] O. L. K. 

OSBERN or OSBERT (d. 1108), bishop 
of Exeter and chancellor, was son of Os¬ 
bern the seneschal, who was guardian of 
Normandy for the future Conqueror. He 
was thus brother of William Filzosborn, the 
earl of Hereford [q. v.], and a kinsman of 
Edward the Confesuor (Wm. Maim. Oesta 
Pontflictm, p. 201). Ho came to England 
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during the reign of Edward, and waTonTrf 
(he king’s chaplains, and held land at Stoat- 
ton, Cornwall, at the time of Edward’s death 
(Bomcsday, iv. 216). Asa royal ohaplainhe 
was present at the dedication of Westminster 
Abbey on 28 Deo. 1066, and after the con¬ 
quest witnessed a charter to St. Martin’s 
London, in 1008, as ‘ Osbernus Capelkums’ 
(Mon. Angl. vi. 1826). A little later he 
seams to have become the king’s chancellor 
but the only authority for Osbern m this 
capacity is a charter to St. Augustine 
Canterbury, which iB attested by ‘signom 
Osbcrti Cancellorii.’ This Osbert is no doubt 
the future bishop, whose name appears both 
us Osborn and Osbert (cf. Bomesday, iv. 8 
(il; Mon. Angl. iv. 16,17). Osbern probably 
resigned the chancellorship on hie nomina¬ 
tion to the bishopric of Exeter. lie was con¬ 
secrated at, St. Paul’s, London, on 28 March 
1072, by Lanfranc. Ae bishop of Exeter he 
was present at the councils held at Wind¬ 
sor in 1072 and London in 1076 (Wiimss, 
Concilia , i. 325, 304). lie had some dispute 
with the monks of St. Nicholas, Exeter, but 
was afterwards reconciled to them, and be¬ 
came one of their benefactors (ii. i. 378; 
Ouvnit, Monas/iron, p. 118). William of 
Malmosbury says that Osbern followed the 
English in choice of food and in other re- 
spoots, and preferred English to Norman cus¬ 
toms. ‘After the mannor of ancient prelates, 
be was content with old buildings, so that 
the earliest work at Exeter dates from the 
timo of bis successor. He was liberal in 
mind and chaste in deed. Osbern was blind 
for some years before his death; William of 
Warolwast, who eventually succeeded him, 
endeavoured to have him deprived of his 
bishoxu’ii; on this score; but Osbern died 
before the scheme could take effect in the 
latter quirt of 1103. 

[William of Mulmoslmry’s Gesta Pontificum, 
(Rolls Bar.), pp. 201-2; Eroeman’sNorman Con¬ 
quest, iv. 878; Oliver's Bishops of Exeter, pp. 
11-14, and Monaslicon; Ross’s Jmiges of Eng¬ 
land, i. 43; Dugil,lie’s Mon. Angl. i. 144, iii. 141, 
iv. 16, 17, vi. 1328.] O.L.K. 

OSBERN, OLAUDIANUS (fl. 1148), 
soholar, was a monk of Gloucester under 
Ilomelin, who was abbot 1148-1179. Lo¬ 
la nd says he was the best Latinist of his 
time; that he had a knowledge of Greek, 
was an exact theologian and well versed in 
philosophy, and that, his teaching was muok 
praised in the monastery (Be Script, Brit. 
No. 161). Gilbert Eoliot [q. v.], writing as 
abbot of Gloucester to his‘'fear son ’ Osbern, 
directed him to manago a house in Wales, 
probably a cell of Gloucester (Migni, Patro- 
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login, p. 190, col. 767). Ilia -writings are con¬ 
tained in the Latin MS. Bibl. Reg. 6 D ix., a 
folio of three hundred pages: (1) folios l-72a 
consist of dialogues between Osbem and a 
monk Nicolas on the Pentateuch; (2) on 
folio 73a begins a treatise, in six chapters, 
on the Book of Judges, dedicated to Gil¬ 
bert Foliot, bishop of Hereford, 1148-1183, 
whose corrections Osbem desires; 73) folios 
174a-201a are on the incarnation; (4) folios 
201a to 2416 contain Osbem’s book on the 
nativity; (6) folios 2416 to 2925 are on the 
sacrament of the passion; (6) folios 2925 to 
3005 are on the resurrection. 

This volume, in Leland’s time at Gloucester, 
whencellenryVIII removed it, seems to have 
formerly contained a seventh work, ascribed 
to Osbem by Leland, viz, ‘ Panormia quasi Vo- 
cabularium,’addressed toHamelin, beginning 
‘ Cum in nocto hyemali.’ Bale wrongly as¬ 
signed this to Oshern of Canterbury [q. v.] 
It is identical witliawork entitled‘ Thesaurus 
Novus Latinitatis,’ which was edited bv A. 
Mai in tom. viii. of ‘ Classics Aact. e Vat. 
Cod.,’ Rome,1836 (cf.W. MAiEBin Hheiaische 
Museum, vol. xxix., and Lobwe, Prodromua 
Corp. Oloss. Lat. 1876, p. 240). The library 
of Rouen apparently contains a copy of part 
or of the whole of Osborn's work (IlAXirEL, 
Cat. Lib. MSS. p. 421, Rouen, No. 887). 

[Authorities cited. Wright's Biogr. Brit. Lit. 
Norman period, p. 159; cf. Tanner's Bibl. Brit. 
s.v.] M. B. 

OSBERT oe Store (jl. 1136), prior of 
Westminster. [See Olabe, Osbebt be.] 

OSBOLSTON. [See Obbalmstor.] 

OSBORN W MODEL i.e. the Irishman, 
(Jl. 1280), founder of the houses of Cors y 
gedol, Wynne of Ynys xnaeugwyn, WynnB 
of Maes y neuadd, and other important 
families in Merionethshire, came over from 
Ireland and settled in the neighbourhood of 
Llanaher, Barmouth, in the latter part of 
the thirteenth century, Tradition, the only 
authority for his career, asserts that he was 
a Geraldine, of tho Dosmond branch of that 
family. On this assumption Sir William 
Betham, Ulster king of arms, thought he was 
in all probability a son of John FitzThomns, 
the first Geraldine lord of Deoies and Des¬ 
mond ( d . 12011. The circumstances of his 
settlement in Ardudwy [North-west Merio¬ 
nethshire) are unknown, though it may he 
conjeotured that he was driven to seek a home 
in Wales by the temporary overthrow of the 
Geraldine influence in Desmond which fol¬ 
lowed the battl^ of Oallan (1261). A spot 
called Berllys (or Byrllysg), a little to the 
north of Oors y gedol, is pointed out as the 
site of Osborn’s first,residence, He afterwords 


married, it is said, the heiress of Cors y gedol, 
and moved thither. He was assessed m the 
arish of Llanaher for the fifteenth levied in 
293 or 1294 upon holders of land in Wales. 

[D (run's Heraldic Visitations of Wales, ii. 
71 ; Archseulogia Cambrensis, 3rd Ber. iv. 316, 
ix. 68-9; Kalendms of Girynedd, note by Mr. 
W. W. 13. Wynne, p. 69; Wilhams's Eminent 
Welshmen ] J. E. L. 

OSBORN, ELLAS (1643-1720), quaker, 
born at Cliillington, Somerset, was bap¬ 
tised there 24 June 1643 (Parish Register). 
Hi9 mother died when he was two years 
old, and his father, a strict puritan, made 
him attend weekly lectures and repeat, the 
substance of the sermon on the way home. 
He says in his autobiography that he -was 
‘ inclined to religion’ when he was thirteen, 
hut also loved ‘pleasure and vanity.’ At 
fifteen he loft school, and was employed in 
the clothing trade. At ‘King Charles's 
return/ he says, ‘I tried the common prayer, 
but soon wearied of it, and indeed of all 
other religions I then knew. Amongst the 
several forms,’ he continues,‘and great pro¬ 
fessions, the Life and Power is lost.’ 

When nineteen he first heard of the 
quakers, read one or two of their books, and 
finally become convinced of‘the truth.’ His 
father and other puritan relatives strongly 
opposed his conversion, and Osborn left the 
house ond engaged himself to assist a widow 
with two daughters in the clothing trade. All 
three were quakers, and Osbem on 1 Oct. 
1666, at tbe age of twenty-three, married 
Mary HortB, the younger daughter. His 
father, though strongly objecting to this 
quaker daughter-in-law, afterwards ‘loved 
her very dearly/ and desired to be buried 
by her side. Concerning his son, he declared 
that, having done what he oould to reclaim 
him, he was now satisfied it was 1 a matter 
of conscience with him / adding ‘ he is more 
dutiful to me than before.’ Osborn and his 
mother-in-law, ‘a noble, generous-spirited 
woman/ were imprisoned in 1670 at the suit 
of Lord Paulet’s steward for non-payment 
of tithes, and their goods were more than 
once seized for the same cause. 

They entertained many ‘ travelling friends/ 
and their meetings were suffered until the 
passing of the Conventicle Act (1670), when, 
Osborn says, ‘the nation seemed all of a 
flame, the worst men being let loose to rain 
their honest neighbours by a law.’ A large 
monthly meeting at Stoke Gregory was the 
first to he broken up by Captain Lacy with 
a troop of horse. Other meetings were dis¬ 
turbed, chiefly by Justice Henry "Waldron, 
a captain of militia, who lived eight miles 
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from CMllington. lie employed informers, 
and illegally consigned numbers of quakors 
from meetings to prisons as ‘rioters and 
conventiclers.’ Osborn and some otters pro¬ 
cured a counsel lo plead thoir case, and 
defeated Waldron at quarter sessions. Some 
land was then bought and a large meeting¬ 
house built at Ilminster, three miles from 
Ohillington, mainly at the espouse of Osborn 
and his family. 

In 1673 Osborn moved to Chard, where he 
was again frequently distrained upon. On 
12 July 1676 his wife diod. About, three years 
after ho married again. On 23 Sept. 1680, 
the day appointed for the Somerset quarterly 
meeting at Ilchesler, the friends mot in tho 
house of an innkeeper named Abbott, the 
house usually rented by them from tliogaol- 
keopur being full of prisoners. After the 
meeting for worship they divided as usual 
for separato business meetings—women up¬ 
stairs, men below—when Captain Waldron 
appeared with his troop, look down many 
names, and, treating the assembly as two 
conventicles, lined Abbot t. 401. Assisted by 
Osborn and other friends, the innkeeper 
brought an action at common law against 
Waldron at Wells assizes, but without suc¬ 
cess. A month after Captain Waldron came 
on Sunday to Ilminsler while Osborn was 
preaching, and carried him and sixty-nino 
others before SjirEdwurd Phillips. Tho lattor, 
although ‘no friend t.o dissonturs,’ allowed 
Osbom time to explain the caso, with tho 
result that only six, of whom Osborn was 
onu, were committed to pribOu. TJioy ap¬ 
peared at Bath, uud wore romanded until 
tho next sessions; but through tho influouoo 
of Lord Fitzhnrdingo, who represent od that 
the quakers wore clothiers and largo em¬ 
ploy™ of labour, about eighty altogether 
wore released. (Inborn was rut urnod to prison, 
but allowed considerable liberty, and dis¬ 
charged at the next sessions, On 28 April 
1686 Osborn and throe other Somerset quakors 
draw up an address (fljussB, Sufferings, i. Old) 
lo tho members for tho county, in which the 
ill-treatment of tliBir sect was sob forth, and 
tho king’s speech at Breda quoted as a gua¬ 
rantee for liberty of conscience. It scums to 
have been fruitlubs, since another address was 
presented at the Wells assize early in tho fol¬ 
lowing year from the prisoners in llehostor 
gaol. After his reloaso Osborn continued 
proaching among the Somerset villages,whose 
inhabitants joinod the quakers in largo num¬ 
bers. lie hold a meeting of (ivu hundred 
persons in tho market,-house at Wellington; 
and at Spioeland, Collumptou, Okobampton, 
and Oroditon ho also preached, Ho was pro¬ 
minent in the business meetings of bis society, 
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and at tbeSomerset quarterly meeting inlfiav 
was desired to procure a schoolmaster for tie 
qualter school, removed in that year to Sidrni 
where it still flourishes. ’ 

On 20 Oct. 1711, in his sixty-ninth year 
Osborn completed his autobiography pu b! 
lished (London, 1723) under the title of < A 
Brief Narrative of the Life, Labours, end 
Sutlermgs of Elias Osborn.’ On 13 Dec 
1718 bo wrote of bis inability through are 
and deafness to be present at the funerolof 
William Penn [q. v.], ‘than whom he never 
loved any maubutter,’ and on 29 June 17-10 
he diod in liis own house at Chord, being 
buried in tho qualter burial-ground them on 
6 July following. ‘Testimonies’ from bis 
monthly and quarterly meetings confirm his 
reputo as a gifted minister, a discriminating 
disciplinarian, whose purso and heart were 
open to the poor. 

Osbom wrote, besides his autobiography, 
tho introduction lo ‘ Some Remains of that 
Ancient and Worthy Servant of Christ, 
Baniol Taylor of Bridporl,’ &c., London, 
1716. Ho had four children by each mar¬ 
riage. I-lis oldust, sou, Elias, bom at Chil- 
lington.15 Juno 1008, settled at Bristol, and 
died there 3 Aug. 1703. The becond, Ti¬ 
mothy, born 30 April 1670, diod atHminster 
15 Nov. 170-t. 

[Autobiography; Duhho’h Sufferings, i. 010, 
042,045, 610; Tanner's Three Lecture; on Bristol 
Friends, p. 126; Kendall's Letters, ii. 120; Iia- 
gietors at Devonshire House.] C. F. S. 

OSBORN, GEORGE (1808-1891), presi¬ 
dent. of Wesleyan conference, was com at 
Rochester in 1808. Liis fathur, George Os¬ 
bom (1764-1830), was a draper in Rochester, 
a class-leader among the Wosloyau mstho- 
dists for t.wonty-ono years, and a steward 
of tho Rochustor circuit ( Wisleyan Methodist 
Magazine, October 1830, pp. 786-808). 
Uuorgo was educated at Dr. Xlulett’s school 
at Bromplon, and, entering the Wesleyan 
ministry in 1828, was in tho following year 
appointed to the Brighton circuit, where he 
laboured successfully for two yoars. Re was 
conspicuous as a dobater very early in life, 
and roso rapidly in tho estimation of his co¬ 
ral igiouists. London in 1836-42 and 1851-68, 
Manchester in 1842-5 and 1848-61, and 
Liverpool in 1846-48 had the benefit of hia 
ministerial services. Although on enthu¬ 
siastic methodist, he was catholic in his sen¬ 
timents, was friendly with the ministers of 
all ovangolioal denominations, and in 1845 
was one of tho founders of the evangelical 
alliauoo. In 1851 he wus appointed oneofthe 
Wesleyan foroign missionary secretaries, and 
retained that ollico for soventeen years. The 



Osborn u 

S ee of the foreign missions took place in 
. In the same year Osborn was elected 
president of the conference, and rendered 
great service to the missions by his advocacy 
of their claims in the large towns in England. 
On the retirement of the Rev. Thomas Jack- 
son in 1868, he was elected professor of di¬ 
vinity at Richmond College, and continued 
to reside there till 1886, lie was an able 
expository preacher, and was one of the most 
noted orators of his church. Originally lie 
was strongly opposed to the admission of 
lay representatives to the conference, hut 
when the matter had been carried against 
him, he at once acquiesced in the decision. 
In 1881 he was for the second time elected 
to the chair of the conference. Erom 1885 
he was a supernumerary minister, and died 
at 24 Cambrian Road, Richmond, Surrey, on 
19 April 1891. 

His knowledge respecting the poetical 
writings of the Wesleys was exhaustive, and 
in 1868 he brought out ‘ The Poetical Works 
of J. and 0. Wesley, collected and arranged,’ 
an edition in tkirteen volumes. His second 
important work was entitled ‘Outlines of 
Wesleyan Bibliography; or a Record of 
Methodist Literature from the beginning,’ 
1869. He also printed a few sermons and 
addresses, and furnished prefaces to many 
books. 

[Wesleyan Methodist Mag. June 1891, pp. 
468—78; lllustr. London Kens, 8 Aug. 1881 
pp. 124, 12G, with portrait, 2 May 1891 p. S63, 
noth portrait; The Fly Sheet, Test Act Tested, 
1848.] Q-. 0. B. 

OSBORN, JOHN (1584P-1634F), worker 
in pressed horn and whalebone, was horn in 
Worcestershire about 1684, where he appears 
to have been engaged in making cases, 
sheaths, or small Boxes in horn and other 
material. About 1600 he emigrated to Hol¬ 
land, possibly for reasons of religion, settling 
at Amsterdam. There, on 2 June 1607, he 
entered on a contract of marriage with 
Frances Cotton of Berkshire, in England, 
then living at Uilenburg, inllolland, Osborn 
became one of the principal workers in horn 
and whalebone in Amsterdam, and his works 
appear to kave been highly valued. Such as 
have survived are portraits in pressed horn; 
two medallions, dated 1626, with portraits 
of Frederic Henry, prince of Orange, and 
Amalia van Solms, his wife, are in the British 
Museum; and a similar medallion, with a 
portrait of Henry VHI, is in the Ryks-Mu- 
seum at Amsterdam. Osborn died about 
1634, and appears to have left a son, Con- 
stantyn Osborn, who carried on his business. 
He also had a brother, Richard OBborn, en- 
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gaged in the same trade, with whom, how¬ 
ever, he had considerable litigation. 

[Oud-Holland, v. 609; Walpole’s Anecdotes 
of Fainting.] L, C. 

OSBORN, ROBERT DURIE (1835- 
1889), lieutenant-colonel, was horn at Agra 
Q Aug. 1836. His father, Henry Roche 
Osborn, entered the East India Company’s 
service in May 1819, and served most of his 
time in the 64th native infantry, but latterly 
was lieutenant-colonel of the 13th native 
infantry; he died at Ferozepore in 1849. 
Robert was educated foracadet at Dr. Greig’s 
school at Walthamstow, and was appointed 
ensign of the 26th Bengal native infantry 
16 Aug.1864,becoming hentenanton 31 July 
1857. He served throughout the Indian 
mutiny campaign of 1867-9, and was present 
in the actions of Boolundshulmr on 27 Sept., 
and of Allyghur on 6 Oct. 1857. He com¬ 
manded a detachment of the 4th Pnnjaub 
infantry at the actions of Gungeree and 
Puttiallee, was present in various operations 
against the rebelB in tho Agra district, served 
with Colonel Troup’s column in Oude in 
November 1868, and took part in the action 
at Biswah. From January to May 1869 he 
was with the Saugor field force under General 
Whitelock; he alterwards commanded a field 
detachment in the Ooraie district, and later 
on defeated a party of rebels at Tudhoorkee. 
In 1859-60 he was with the Bundelcund 
field force under Brigadier Wheeler, and for 
his services received a medal. He was lieu¬ 
tenant in the Bengal stafi’ corps 30 July 

1867 and captain 20 Dec. 1865. On 26 Aug. 
1869 he became adjutant of the 2nd regiment 
of Sikh irregular cavalry, a regiment con¬ 
verted into the 12th regiment of Bengal 
cavalry in 1861, in which Osborn was third 
squad officer from 4 Nov. 1885 to 17 May 
1866. He was captain in his regiment 8 Juno 

1868 to 1872. In the latter year he was 
appointed tutor to the Paikhorah wards, 
became major 20 Deo. 1873, and retired 
with the honorary rank of lieutenant-colonel 
1 May 1879. lie served through the Afghan 
campaign of that year, but retired after the 
signature of the treaty of Gundamuk. 

Osborn was a serious thinker on both 
religious and political topics. As a young 
man he enjoyed the friendship of F. D. 
Maurice ana of Charles Kingsley, and occa¬ 
sionally wrote papers in the magazines on 
Maurice’s religious position and influence. 
Whileiulndiahe was a conscientious student 
of oriental religions, and spent fourteen years 
in digesting the tangled materials for liis two 
works, ‘ Islam under the Arabs,’ 1876, and 
‘ Islam under the Khalifs of Baghdad,’ 1877; 
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2nd ed, 1880. Those books are highly valued 
by serious students. They are modols_ of 
lucid and graceful treatment of a perplexing 
subject. At the samo time Osborn was 
always a zealous advocate of the rights of 
the native Indians, and his retirement from 
the army was largely due to his dissatis¬ 
faction with the policy of Lord Lytton, 
which, in his opinion, outraged native sen¬ 
timent and needlessly provoked the Afghan 
war of 1879. On liie return from India ho 
settled at Ilampstead, and mainly devoted 
himself to journalistic and litorary work. 
He became London correspondent of the 
Calcutla 'Sta(osman,’ and took a leading 
part in the conduct, of tlio London ‘States¬ 
man,’ which was published for a few months 
ill 1879 and 1880 with a view to resisting 
Lord Beaconsfleld’s policy in India. In the 
‘ Scotsman,’ tho New York ' Nation,’ and t ho 
‘ Oontomporary Hoview ’ ho also wrote much 
on India and on native claims to popular 
government. 

Osborn was an indefatigable lawn-tennis 
player, and died of syncope on Good Friday, 
19 April 1889, wliilo engaged playing a match 
with Mr. Ernest Rensliaw, the cimmpion of 
all England, at tho Hyde Parle tennis-court, 
London. I-Ie married at Trinity Church, 
Bayswater, 12 Nov. 1801, Edith, daughter 
of tho Rev. Gregory Rhodes, by whom he hod 
two daughters. 

A portrait in oils of Osborn was painted 
by Mr. J. JR. Hodgson, 11.A,, in 1877, and 
was exhibited, la the Royal Acadomy. It 
was presented to Osborn by the artist, and 
descended to his family. 

Bosides the works mentioned, Osborn also 
wrote ‘ Friends of the Foreigner in tho Nine¬ 
teenth Contury: a Critique,’ 1870, and 
‘ Lawn Tennis: itB Players and how to 
Play,’ 1881 j 2nd edit. 1884. 

[TimeH, 26 April 1889 p, 7, 27 April p. 9; 
Barnes’s RocarflH of Hampstead, 1890, p. 4f>(5; 
East India Register, 1863 ot soq, j Athuraeum, 
27 April 1889; Calcutta States man, May 1889 j 
information from Miss Christaliol Osborn.] 

Q. C. B. 

OSBORN, SHIORARD (1822-1876), rear- 
admiral and author, son of Oolonol Edward 
Osborn of the Madras army, was horn on 
26 April 1822. In Soplomlmr 1887 he was 
entered by Commander William Warren ns 
a first-class volunteer on board tho Hyacinth 
sloop, fill ing for the East Indies. The Hya¬ 
cinth arrived at Singapore in May 1888, and 
in September was ordered to blockade Oue- 
dah, then in a state of revolt. For this pur¬ 
pose she ill ted out three country vessols as 
tenders, nnd,muohto his delight, Osborn was 
appointed to oommand ono of those. From 


December 1838 to March 1889 he was ‘can- 
tain of his own ship,’ and there can be no 
doubt that the responsibility thus thrust on 
him at a very early age went far to strengthen 
and mature his character. Parts of his 
journal during the time were afterward, 
(1867) published under the title of ‘ Quedah • 
or Stray Loaves from a Journal in Malavan 
Waters.’ In 1840 the Hyacinth went on to 
China, and took part in the operations in the 
Oanton river. In 1842 Osborn was moved 
into the Olio with Commander Troubridge 
and in her was present at the capture of 
WooRungon 16 June. lie was afterwaids 
transferred to the Volage, and came home 
in the Columbine in 1848. He passed his 
examination in December, and, after going 
through the gunnery course in the Excellent, 
was appointed gunnery-mate of the Collingl 
wood, fitting out for the Pacific as flagship of 
Sir George Seymour [q. vj On 4 May 1846 
Osborn wub promoted to be lieutenant of the 
Collingwood, in which he returned to Eng¬ 
land in the summer of 1818. Re then had 
command of tho Dwarf, a small steamer, em¬ 
ployed during tho disturbances of the year 
on tho coast, of Ireland. In 1849, when 
public attention was turned to the.fate of 
Kir John Franklin, Osborn ontored into the 
quost.ion with enthusiasm and energy, and 
ill 1860 waB appointed to command the Pio¬ 
neer steam-tender in tho arctic expedition 
under Capt ain Austin in the Resolute. Con¬ 
sidered as a surveying expedition, it was 
eminently .successful, while, as to the main 
object, by discovering traces of FranHin’a 
having wintered at Bpoohey Island in 1845- 
184(5, it proved that Lhore was no truth in 
the idea that his ships had been lost in 
Bailm’s Bay. Much of the success of the 
voyftgo was due to tho steam-tenders, which, 
during the smnmors of 1860 and 1861. held 
out now prospects for arctic navigation, 
Tho way in which the Pioneer or Intrepid 
cut through rotten ico, or steamed through 
tho loose pack in a en Im, was an object-lesson 
to the whalere, and lad directly to the em¬ 
ployment of powerful serow-steamers in the 
whnling fleet. On the return to England in 
1851, Osborn urged the renewal of the 
search. Not till tho fate of Franklin and 
his people was discovered and the records 
brought homo would England have done 
hor duty towards them. In February 1852 
he, published an account of the two previous 
years’ work, under the title of ‘ Stray Leaves 
from an Arciio Journal,’ whioh further 
Stimulated public interest ; and early in the 
year another expedition waddacided on, under 
the command of Sir Edward Belcher [q. v.] 
in the Assistance, Osborn again going in 
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command of the Pioneer, to which he was 
formally promoted on SO Oct. By what 
Oshorn considered a most serious error in 
judgment, the Pioneer, with the other ships of 
the expedition, was abandoned on 20 Aug. 
1861, the officers and men being brought to 
England by the North Star, Phoenix, ana Tal¬ 
bot on 28 Sept. ([Discovery of a North- West 
Passage, pp. 266-7), The long and difficult 
service in the Arctic, including five summers 
and three winters, had severely tried Osborn’s 
health, and for some little time he had 
charge of the coastguard in Norfolk. Early 
in 1866 he was sent out to take command 
of the Vesuvius in the Black Sea, where he 
took part in the capture of Kertch, and, 
after the death of Captain Lyons, remained 
as senior officer in the Sea of Azov, in com¬ 
mand of a numerous squadron of gunboats, 
with which he destroyed many depots of 
provisionsand stores destined for Sebastopol, 
On IS Aug. he was advanced to the rank of 
captain, but, by Sir Edmund Lyons's desire, 
wasappointed to the Medusa, asmallsteamer, 
in which he remained as senior officer in the 
Sea of Azov till the conclusion of the war, 
for his conduct in which he received the 
C.B., the cross of the Legion of Honour, 
and the Medjidie of the fourth class. In the 
spring of 1867 Osborn was appointed to the 
Furious paddle-wheel frigate, and ordered 
to escort fifteen gunboats to China, a duty 
considered at the time one of serious diffi¬ 
culty. The gunboats, however, proved 
better sea-boats than had been expected, and 
they, all arrived safely at Hongkong, where 
then; presence gave a new and happy turn 
to the war in Canton [see Seymoub, Sib 
Michahd, 1802-1887], in which Osborn was 
actively engaged. In December 1867 the 
Furious was appointed for the use of the 
plenipotentiary, Lord Elgin, and in the fol¬ 
lowing year took him to Shanghai and the 
Gulf of Pechili. After the signing of the 
treaty of Tien-tsin, Lord Elgin, still in the 
Furious, wont to Yedo, where he concluded 
a treaty which virtually opened Japan to 
western intercourse j ana in September 1868 
went up the Yang-tsze os far as Hankow, a 
piece of difficult and intricate navigation, 
which was considered to reflect very great 
credit both on Osborn and on Mr, Court, the 
master of the Furious. In 1869 Osborn re¬ 
turned to England in bad health, and, while 
resting from the active duties of his profes¬ 
sion, laboured unremittingly with hie pen, 
contributing many articles to ‘ Blackwood’s 
Magazine,’ mostly on naval or Chinese topics. 
In 1861 he was appointed to the Donegal, 
which he commanded in the Gulf of Mexico 
during the Mexican war, and paid off in the 


Osborn 

j beginning of 1862. In the following June he 
accepted the proposal madetohim by Mr. Lay, 
as agent for the Chinese government, to take 
command of a squadron specially fitted out in 
England for the suppression of piracy on the 
coast of China. In 1863 he went out v ith six 
steamers, built for the purpose, accompanied 
by severalofficers of the navy orthe mercantile 
marine. It had been expressly stipulated that 
Osborn was to receive his orders trom the im¬ 
perial government alone, independent of the 
local authorities; hut on his arrival in China 
he found that the government had determ ined 
that in this respect the agreement should 
not be carried out, and that the officers of 
the squadron were to he under the command 
of the mandarins at the several ports. Os¬ 
horn refused to accept the position indicated, 
which, he foresaw, might lead to many com¬ 
plications, contrary to his own sense of pro¬ 
priety and prejudicial totbeinterests of Great 
Britain; and, as the Chinese were equally 
resolute, he threw up the appointment and 
returned to England with the officers who 
had joined him [see Burgotkb, Hugh Tax- 
BOl]. In 1864 he commanded the Royal 
Sovereign, a ship fitted with turrets on the 
plan proposed by Captain Cowper Phipps 
Coles [q.v.], ana in 1866 accepted an ap¬ 
pointment as agent to the Great Indian 
Peninsula Railway, the traffic organisation 
of which he remodelled and improved. Ill- 
health compelled him to resign in 1866, and 
in 1867 he became managing director of the 
Telegraph Construction and Maintenance 
Company, an office which he held till 1873. 
In 1871 he commanded the Hercules in the 
Channel for a few months, and on 29 May 
1873 attained the rank of rear-admiral. lie 
had never ceased taking the greatest interest 
in all questions of arctic exploration, and 
in 1873 suggested to Commander Albert 
Markham to examine for himself the new 
conditions of the work under steam, which 
Markham did by a summer voyage in a 
whaler. The favourable report which Mark¬ 
ham made strongly influenced public opinion. 
An expedition was determined on, and an 
advising committee of experts, of whom 
Osborn was one, was appointed. On Mon¬ 
day, 3 May 1876, when the ships were on 
the point of sailing, Osborn went down to 
Portsmouth to wish the officers farewell. 
He died suddenly in London on 6 May, and 
was buried in Higligate cemetery on the 
10th. He married, in January 1862, Helen, 
daughter of John Hiriksman of Queen Anne 
Street, London, who survived him, and left 
issue two daughters. 

His more important works, inoluding ‘The 
Discovery of a North-West Passage by Cap- 
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tninM’Olnre,’‘ArcticJournal,’‘Last Voyage tions, togother with those of Stow~~tT 
and Fato of Sir John Franklin,’ wore pub- chronicler, were taken as to his knowled 
lushed in a collective edition (3 vols. cr. 8 vo) of the knudwriLing of the Spanish nmhiP 
in 1866. lie also wrote a very largo num- sador (Cal. State Papers, For. 1630 — 7 ?" 
her of papers in ‘Blackwoods Magazine/ p. 34). He was at 1 he time the owner of' 
and in tho 1 Journal ’ or ‘ Proceedings ’ of the well-appointed ship (ih, p 4391 g 4 
Royal Qoographical Society. governor ol‘ the Turkey Ou™,^ an( ] ^ 

fHis own works, especially Quodah, the Arctie * 1 1 ame heads a list of principal members of 
Journal, and tho Discovery of a North-West the company on a petition to the lord trea- 
Passage, arc mainly autohiogriiphic.il. Journal surer m 1684 to he 1 mean [mediator] unto 
of the Royal Geographical iSooioly, vol. xlv. p. her Majesty lor the loan of ten thousand 
exxi; Lottorfrom Mr.Xay in theTimcs, 28 Aug. pounds' weight of bullion for certain years 
1890; Oliphant’s Narrative of Lord Elgin's Mis- lbr the better maintenance of their trade’ 
eion to China and Japan; information tram tho 1 Ee made zealous efforts to procure 0 charter 
family.] J. If. I* for tho company, and before and after its 

OSBORNE, DOROTHY, afterwards incorporation he frequently poUtioned tie 

Lady Tdmflb (1027-1606). [Bee under court lor redress of injuries committed upon 
Timple, Sib William.] U ‘ 0ir % t / a “ Q ' and ^ctois by pirates and 

J others (State Papers,Dom, 1517-80 n Rie 

OSBORNE, Sib EDWARD (1630 P- 1681-00 p. 19). He represented that tie 

1601), lord mayor of London, was the eldest company waH willing to poy the expenses of 
son of Richard Osborne of Ashford, Kent, tho queen’s ambassador at Constantinople, 
by his wife, Jane Broughton. In May 1617 Those negotiations continued through 1580 
—although another uceount makes tho date and 1601 (ib. 1681 90 pp. 37, 667, 671-2 
three years later—he was apprenticed to Sir 1691-4 pp. 69, 88-9), and the company was 
William Ilowott [q. v.], clothworkov, one oi Anally incorporated under the title of ‘Mer- 
the principal merchants of London, and lord chant s of tliu Levant trading to Turkey and 
mayor in L669. TIis admission to the free- Venice/ with OsbornuaB their first governor. 
domoftheClotliworkers’Coinpanyis assigned Tho Qrsl record of Osborne’s connection 
to 8 May 166-1, although it possibly took wit lithe corporation is under date of 28 Sept, 
place in 1661 (of. Gsbsoby, Lord Mayors of ] 671, when ho appears at a court meeting of 
the Clothworhers' Company, manuscript pre- the governors of St. Thomas’s Hospital. On 
sorved at Clotliworkevs’ Hull). According 6 Nov. following he was elected treasurer of 
to a romantic legend, which in its main the iiospitnl (Notes and Queries, 7th eor. vii. 
feature may bo ueecpLcd, llmvolt’s infant 422, 423), and sorvod the office of president 
daughter was dropped by a careless nurse from 1680 to 1691 (Pamcmbrancia, p. 168 n). 
from an apartment on London Bridge into On 7 J illy 1673 he was elected alderman of 
tho current below. Young Osborne unme- Onsllo Bay ward ward, removing to Candle- 
diatcly leaped into tho river aud savod tho wiek ward on 10 July 1676. He became 
child. The date of this evout must have sheriff on 1 Aug. 1676, and was chosen lord 
been about 1646, as the lady, who beoamo mayor on 29 Sept. 1683. On 14 Deo. he 
OaboiWa wife, was twenty-throe years old asked Wnlsinglium to prevent carriers travel- 
at the time of her father's death in January ling in the suburbs of London by paelchoise 
1660-7. Pictorial representations of Os- or cart on tho sabbath-day (Cal. State Papers, 
tome’s feat are preserved at Cloth-workers’ Dom, 1681-00, p. 136). On 31 Boc. he in- 
Hall aud at Hornby Castle, tho scat of the formed the council that he had committed 
Duke of Leeds. to Bridewell Irish beggars found in the 

In his early days Osborne travelled, and streets of London, and asked that they might 
probably resided much abroad, principally bo sent back to Ireland and no more per- 
at Madrid, and in 3601 lie was woll known inittod to come to London (ib. p. 143). 
as a merchant and financial agent (State More Ilian once during his your of office he 
Papers, For. Ser, 1661-2 pp. 386, 390-1, had occasion to vindicate the city’s right to 
•100, 1663 p. 46). On tho death of his appoint, persons of their own choice to vacant 
tathor-in-law, ui 16C6-7, Osborne acted as city offices (ib. pp. 169,187; of. Stow, Sur- 
executor jointly with his wife, and sue- vey of London, u. 642). 
needed to Hewett's extensive business, his As a leading member of the Olothworkem' 
mansion in Plulpot Lano, and to tho greater Company, Osborno was frequently appointed 
port of his estates. by tho orown, either alone or in conjunction 

OBborne engaged extensively in foreign with othor prominent citizens, to aajudioato 
commorco, trading principally with Spain in commercial disputes, especially those ra- 
and Turkey. On 17 Fob. 1669 liis doposi- lating to the cloth trade (State Papers, Dom. 
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1681-90, pp. 202, 411 j Acts of Privy Coun¬ 
cil, Du-.eut, viii. 166-7,194-6; of. Lansdovme 
MSS. iXiviii. 1Vo. 1G). Like other mer¬ 
chants, Osborne had considerable money 
transactions with the principal personages of 
his time (Hunter, South Yorkshire, 1828, i. 
142). Osborne was knighted at “Westmin¬ 
ster on 2 Feb. in the year of his mayoralty, 
and was also elected to represent the city m 
parliament in 1586. He died in 1691, and 
was buried at 8t. Dionis Bnckchurcli, where 
a monument existed to his memory until the 
destruction of the church in the great fire. 
Soon after his marriage he appeals to have 
lived in Sir William Hewott's nouse inPhil- 
pot Lane, as all his children were baptised in 
the parish church of St. Dionis. The York¬ 
shire estates, also left by his father-in-law, 
were too distant for residence, and Osborne 
made his country home at Parslowos, where 
he built a manor-house of moderate preten¬ 
sions. He left no will, and no grant of ad¬ 
ministration of his estate is on record. It is 
probable that he settled his whole estate by 
deed at the time of his second marriage. 

Osborne was fii'ot married, in 1662, to 
Anne Hewett, then about eighteen years old, 
and her fathev's sole heiress. She biought 
him an estate in Barking, Essex, besides lands 
in Wales and Ilarlhill in Yorkshire, and died 
at an early age, being buried at St. Martin 
Orgars on 14 July 1686. By her he had five 
children—viz. Alice, baptised in March 1562- 
1663; Ilewett, afterwards knighted, bora 
March 1606-7; Anne, born March 1670; 
Edward, born November 1572; and Jane, 
born November 1678 (Registers of St, Dionis 
Backchurch; Marl. Soe. passim). Osborne 
married, secondly (16 Sept. 1588), Margaret 
Chapman of St. Olave’s, Southwark, by whom 
he had no issue. She died in 1602 (having 
married, secondly, Robert Clark, a baron of 
the exchequer), and was buried beside her 
first husband in St. Dionis Backchurch. 

Osborne’s grandson, Sir Edward Osborne, 
of Kiveton, Yorkshire, created a baronet 
13 July 1620, was the son of Sir Ilewett 
Osborne, and father of Sir Thomas Osborne, 
first duke of Leeds [q. v.] A kalf-length 
portrait of Osborne in armour is in the pos¬ 
session of the Duke of Leeds. A copy of 
this portrait is in Olothworkers’ Hall. 

[Thomson’s. Chronicles of Old London Bridge, 
pp. 313-16; Chester Waters's Genealogical Mo- 
moire of tho CheeLers of Chicheley, i. 225-31, 
Olode’s Early History of the Merchant Taylors' 
Company, ii. 209-301; Collins's Peerage of Eng¬ 
land, ed Brydgos, 1812, i, 263-4.] C. W-n. 

OSBORNE, FRANCIS (1693-1669),mis¬ 
cellaneous writer, born, according to bis epi¬ 
taph, on 26 Sept. 1693, was fifth and youngest 


son of Sir John Osborne of Ckicksands Priory, 
Shefford, Bedfordshire, by his wife Dorothy, 
daughter and coheiress of Richard Barlee, 
esq., of Eilingh&m Hall, Essex [see under 
Osborne, Peter]. Fiands was educated 
privately at Chicksands. Coming to London 
as a youth, he hung about the court, and 
attracted the notice of William Herbert, 
third earl of Pembroke, who made him his 
master of the liorse. Subsequently he was 
for a time employed in the office of the lord 
treasurer’s remembrancer, which was presided 
over successively by his father and his eldest 
brother Peter (of. Advice to a Son, pt. ii. 
§ 45). In polities and religion he sympathised 
with the popular party in parliament; but, 
although a close observer of public life, took 
no active part in it. After residing for a time 
at North Famhndge, E»se.v (cf. Misc. Works, 
i. 15), he removed about 1650 to Oxford, to 
superintend the education of his son, and 
there printed a series of historical, political, 
and ethical tracts. His wife was Anna, sister 
of William Draper, colonel m the parlia¬ 
mentary army, and a parliamentary visitor of 
the university. Through Draper’s influence 
Osborne obtained some small official employ¬ 
ment under the Commonwealth, becoming 
‘ one of tho seven for the countie and city of 
Oxoil., that was a judge as to all prisons and 
persons committed to anyprisons in comitatu 
vel civitate Oxon. 1663 f (Wood, Life, ed. 
Olaik, i. 185). After the publication of his 
‘Advice to a Son’ in 1666, he gained a wide 
reputation, and paid many visits to London. 
He reckoned the philosopher Hobbes among 
his friendB. He died at Draper’s house at 
Nether Worton, near Deddington, Oxford¬ 
shire, on 11 Feb. 1058-9, and waa buried in 
the church there. His wife died in 1657. 
He had three daughters and a son. His son 
John was a demy of Magdalen College, Ox¬ 
ford, from 1648 to 1051; was installed in 
1650, on his uncle Draper’s nomination, fel¬ 
low of All Souls’ College, after a struggle be¬ 
tween the parliamentary visitors at Oxford 
and the parliamentary committee dealing 
with university business in London; pro¬ 
ceeded B.C.L. in 1664, became a barrister 
of the Inner Temple in 1657, and a bencher 
in1680 (Burrows ^Parliamentary Visitation, 
pp. 476, 517-18; Beoxait, Peg. of Magdalen 
College, Oiford, v. 211-13). He was prime 
seijeant-at-law in Ireland from 1680 till 1686, 
when he was deprived of the office. But he 
was restored to it under William HI in 1690, 
and was again dismissed in 1692 (Ltotrell, 
Brief Relation, ii. 617). He married a daugh¬ 
ter of Willidm Draper. One John Osborne 
published ‘ An Indictment against Titlips ’ in 
1069. 
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Francis Osborne's chief publioat ion was his Q, Elizabeth and King James I ’ 1658 "ii~ 
* Advice to a Son,’ in two jparts, of which the which, supplies much attractive court seas! ’ 
lirst was published in 1006, ‘ printed for IL This tract was reprinted by Sir Walt 
Hath, printer to tho university for Thomas Scott in his ‘Secret History of Jamea P 
Robinson,’ and tho second in 1068. The first (Edinburgh. 1811), Other works bv Osborn 
part, which was divided into fivo sections, wore: 1. ‘A Seasonable Expostulation with 
headed respectively ‘Studios,’ ‘Lovo and the Netherlands, declaring their Ingratitude 
Marriage,’ ‘Travel,’ ‘Government,’ and ‘Roli- to and the Necessity of their Agreement with 
gion,’ appeared without any author’s name; the Commonwealth of England ’ Oxford 
it at once became popular, and after it had 1662, 4to. 2. ‘ Porsuasive to mutual Com¬ 
passed through five editions within two yoars plianco under tho present Government and 
Osborne declarod himself the author. In 1(168 l’loa for a Free State compared with’ Mo¬ 
tile second part—of marked inferiority lo 1 ho narchy,’ 1062. 3. ‘ Political Reflections upon 
first—appeared, and he dedicated it undor the Government of tho Turks,’ with ‘dis- 
his own name to Draper, at the sometime courses’ on Macliinvulli, Luther Nero’s 
issuing a now edition of tho first part, with death, and other topics, 1666. 4.’‘Miscel- 
his name on the title-page. Like the superior lany of sundry Essays, Paradoxes, Problema- 
production of Lord Chesterfield, Osborne's tical Discourses, Letters, and Characters 
hook combined in apoplibhogmat ic form some together with polit ical Deductions from the 
sound sense and perspicuous obsurvatiouwith Ilistory of tho Earl of Essex,’London, 1659 
much that was obvious and commonplace. 12mo, dedicated to Osborne's niece,Elisabeth 
Tho warnings against womon with which ho Drapor. All those worhs wore subsequently 
plied hib son form tho most, interesting pas- bound togotlior, and entitled Osborne’s 
sages. The book’s misngyuic character was ‘"Works.’ Tho collective edition of 1373 
rjdiculedhy.loUnIIoydon[<i.v.]iiihis‘Advioo was brought—without much result—to the 
to a Daughter, in opposition Lo Advico to a notice of tho House of Lords on 13 March 
Son,' 1058, and Uoydon’s vonturo produced 1076, on tho ground that its i nnitW.nl vin- 
a dofonoo of Osborno, ‘Advico to Balaam's dication of a republican form of government 
Ass,’ by Thomas Peeke [q. v.J, whom Iley- in England rondorod it a seditious and tren- 
don castigated in a socond edition of his‘Ad- sonahlo publication. Itoissuoa followed in 
vice to n Daughter,’ 1059. In Osbomo’fl day 1682 (8th edit..), 1680 (Otli odit.), 1701 (10th 
his ‘Adviceto a Son ’ found its most onllm- edit.), and 1722, iu 2 vole. (31t.ii edit.) To 
was!ic admirers among the young scholars at tho last are prnflxod a memoir of Osborne 
Oxford. ‘The godly ministers,’_moreover, and mnny previously imprinted letters ad- 
soon detooted ‘principles of atlioism’ in its dressed by him to Oolonol Draper between 
vague references to religion, and denounced 1663 and 1658. 

its evil influenco both on etudonts and on Osborne has also been credited, apparently 
country gontlomcn. On 27 July 1058 tho in error, with‘Private Christian’s non ultra, 
vico-chancollor,Dr. JohnOouant, accordingly or a Plon for tho Liwman’s interpreting the 
Btimmonod the Oxford booksellers boforo him, Scriptures,’ Oxford, 1050, 4Lo (anon.) ; with 
andbadotliemsqllnomoracopiasofOsborno’s ‘A Dialogue of Polygamy’ (London, 1667, 
hook; hut this direction caused the ‘ Advico,’ 4t o), trauBlaled from tho Italian of Bemar- 
aecordiiigloWood,to‘seIlthohellor'(Woo:>, dino Ocltino [q. v.] by ‘a pei-Bon of quality,' 
j Life, i. 267; Hist, of Oxford), and dedicatod to the author of the‘Advice;’ 

At_ a later date Pepys studied it with and William Spriggo’s ‘A modost Plea for 
afibotionato care (Diary, 10 Oct. 1661), and an equal Commonwealth against Monarchy,’ 
Sir William Patty told tho diarist that tho 1060 (Wood, Athena, iv. 601). 
throe most popular books of his timo wuro [Preface and notos to an elaborate reprint ot 
Osborne’s ‘Advico,’ Browne’s ‘Uoligio Me- Osborne’s Advico, by his Honour Judge Parry, 
dioi,’ and Butler’s ‘Iludibrns.’ Swill wroto London, 1390, fivo; Memoirs prefixed to 0a- 
of Osborne as ouo who, aftecLing tho phrases bovno’s Miscellaneous Works, 1722 ; Wood’s 
in fashion at court in his day, soon bornmo Athonio, i. 706-7, s. v. Henry Cuff; Burke's 
either unintelligible or ridiculous (Tatler, Baronetage; Osborne’s Works.] S. 1. 

No. 230). Boswell found tho ‘Advico’ ns OSBORNE, FRANCIS, fifth Dura or 
shrewd, quaint, and lively as an ouoiuut Lisd os( 1751-1790), born on.29Jan. 1751 ,was 
gentleman’s oonvorsttl ion. Johnson, told Bos- tho third and youngest sop of Thomas, fourth 
well that Osborne win ‘ a conceited follow,’ duko of Leeds, by his wife Lady Mary Go- 
‘ Wore a man to writ e so now, the boys would dolphin, youngOBl d aught er f and eventually 
throw stones at him,’ solo heiress of Francis, second earl of Godol- 

Next in interest to Osltorntt’s‘Advice’wus pliiu. TIo was educated at West minstorSohool 
his 'Traditional Memoirs of the Reigns of and Olirist Church, Oxford, whore he motel- 
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ciliated as Maiquis of Carmarthen on 11 June 
1767, and was created M.A. on SO March 
1769, and D.C.L. on 7 July 1778, At a by- 
election in March 1774 Carmarthen was re¬ 
turned to the House of Commons for the 
borough of Eye in Suffolk He voted uni¬ 
formly with the government, except on the 
petition from the Massachusetts, when he 
divided with the minority, as he ‘ could by 
no means approve of the rejecting it unheard’ 
(Political Memoranda, p. 8), and on 2 May 
he spoke in favour ot the third reading of 
the Bill for regulating the Government of 
Massachusetts Bay. At the general election 
in October 1774 he was returned for the 
borough of Helaton in Cornwall. He voted 
against Lord North’s propositions for con¬ 
ciliating the differences with America in Fe¬ 
bruary 1776 ( Political Memoranda, p.4), and 
was unseated on petition in the following 
month (Commons'Journals, xxxv. 194-6,196— 
197). On 16 May 1776 he was called up to 
the House of Lords in his father’s barony, 
and took his seat on the following day as 
Baron Osborne of Kiveton in the county of 
York (Lords' Journals, xxxiv. 732). On the 
31st of the same month he was appointed 
a lord of the bedchamber, an office whioh 
he resigned in December 1777, on being 
appointed lord chamberlain of the queens 
household. Carmarthen spoke for the first 
time in the House of Lords during the de¬ 
bate on the address on SI Oct. 1770, when 
he opposed Lord Rockingham’s amendment 
in favour of an inquiry into the American 
grievances (Pari. Hist, xviii. 1891-2). He 
supported the address at the opening of par¬ 
liament in November 1777 (ib. xix. 388), and 
on 24 Dec. in the same year was admitted a 
member of the privy council (London C?a- 
iette, 1777, No. 11834). In March 1778 
he spoke in favour of the Conciliatory Bills 
(Pari. Hist. xix. 849-60), and in July fol¬ 
lowing was appointed lord-lieutenant of the 
East Riding or Yorkshire. He had, however, 
‘for somo time lamented the notorious want 
of ability in the ministry,’ and at length, 
finding himself at variance with Lord North 
on the subject of the York meeting, he re¬ 
signed his office in the queen’s household on 
27 Jan. 1780 (Political Memoranda, pp, 17- 
20; WaJiPOIE, George III, H.2QS). 0n8Feb, 
Carmarthen was summarily dismissed from 
his lord-lieutenancy, and on the same day 
he supported Lord Shelburne’s motion for an 
inquiry into the public expenditure, when he 
declared that the ministers ‘ were the curse of 
this country, and he feared would prove its 
ruin’ (Pari. HitrS. xx, 1330-40.1341—2,1845). 
Lord Shelburne’s motion in the following 
month with regard to Carmarthen's dismissal 


was defeated by ninety-two votes to thirty- 
two (ib. xxi. 217-28). In March Carmar¬ 
then published ‘ A Letter to the Right 
Honourable L[or]d Tb[urlolw, L[or]d H[ig]h 
Ch[ancello]r of "E[nglan]d, &e., &e., &e.,’ 
London, 1780, 8vo, in wbicb be advocated a 
change of government, and particularly the 
removal of North, Sandwich, and Germain 
(Political Memoranda, p. 21). At the open¬ 
ing of parliament on 1 Nov he moved an 
amendment to the address, but was defeated 
by a majority of forty-five (Pari. Hist. xxi. 
816-16; Political Memoranda, p. 34). On 
his motion the Earl of Pomfret was com- 
: mitted to the tower for challenging the Duke 
1 of Grafton to a duel (Pari. Hist. xxi. 804- 
866). In March 1781 Carmarthen resigned 
his commission as captain and keeper of Deal 
Castle (Political Memoranda, p. 40), and in 
the some month signed the protest against 
the third reading of Lord North’s Loan Bill 
(Roobes, Complete Collection of the Protests 
of the Lords, 1876, u. 208-10). Early in 
1782 he published a small pamphlet entitled 
‘ An Address to the independent Members of 
both Houses of Parliament,’ London, 1782, 
8vo, in which he urged them to take an active 
part in the business of the nation (Political 
Memoranda, p. 51). In February 1782 he 
unsuccessfully opposed Lord George Ger¬ 
main’s promotion to the peerage, as ‘deroga¬ 
tory to the honour of the House of Lords' 
(Pari. Hist. xxii. 999-1023). On the for¬ 
mation of the second Rockingham adminis¬ 
tration in March 1782 Carmarthen was re¬ 
stored to the post of lord-lieutenant of the 
East Riding. He moved the address at the 
opening of parliament on 5 Dec. 1782 (ib. 
xxiii. 210-11), and on 0 Feb. 1783 wae ap¬ 
pointed ambassador-extraordinary and mi¬ 
nister-plenipotentiary at Paris. On the 17th 
of that month he seconded the address ap¬ 
proving of the preliminary articles of peace, 
which was only carried by a majority of thir¬ 
teen (ib. xxiii. 376). Owing to the change 
of administration, Carmarthen did not pro¬ 
ceed to Paris, and in April resigned the post. 
He was appointed secretary of state for the 
foreign department in Pitt’s ministry on 
28 Deo, 1783, and in the following year 
records that he could not prevail upon the 
cabinet ‘to give that attention to foreign 
affairs that I thought necessary, and conse¬ 
quently afterwards gave them little trouble 
on the subject,’ adding, ‘ Mr, Pitt, however, 
for some time applied himself to the corre¬ 
spondence with great assiduity’ (Political 
Memoranda, p, 101). Jealousy of France 
seems to have been the keynote of Carmar¬ 
then’s foreign policy, his chief object at this 
time being to form an alliance with Russia 
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and Austria, and to destroy the existing con¬ 
nection between France and Austria. He, 
however, defended Pitt’s commercial treaty 
with France in the House of Lords on 
5 March 1787 as a measuro ‘ which he was 
firmly convinced would prove of infinite ad¬ 
vantage to this country ’ (Pari. Hist. xxvi. 
571). On 8 March 1789 Carmarthen was 
personally thanked by the king ‘forhis affec¬ 
tionate behaviour during his illness ’ (Poli¬ 
tical Memoranda, p. 142), and on the 23rd 
of the same month ho succeeded his father as 
fifth Duke of Leeds. lie was elected and 
invested a knight of the Garter on 16 Dec. 
1790, but was never installed (Niuouas, 
History of the Orders of British Knight¬ 
hood, 1842, vol. ii, p. Ixxiii). In consequence 
of a disagreement with his colleagues on the 
question of ‘ the Russian armament.,’ Leeds 
resigned otlice on 21 April 1791 (Political 
Memoranda, pp. 148-74). During the debate 
in February 1792 on Lord Fitzwilliam’s re¬ 
solutions with respect to our int orforenco 
between Russia and the Porte, Leeds referred 
at some long Lh to the change of opinion in 
the cabinet, which had caused his resignation 
(Pari. Mist. xxix. 866-0), In the summer 
of this year Leeds, at the instance of the 
Duke of Portland, took part in some abortivo 
negotiations for forming a coalition between 
Pitt and Fox (Political Memoranda, pfi. 176- 
200, see also pp. 201-6). While speaking in 
Bupport of the second reading of the Alien 
Bill on 21 Dec. 1792, Leeds declared he 
1 would always he bo much of an Englishman 
as to believe it unlikely that a Frenchman 
Bhould he a friend to England ’ (Pari. Hist. 
xxx. 160). In February 1793 lie expressed 
liis approbation of the war with France (ib. 

xxx. 423), and in February 1794 opposed 
Lord Lansdowne’s motion in favour of peace 
(ib. xxx, 1416-10). Later on, however, he 
became more placable. At the opening of 
parliament, on 30 Doc. 1794 he refusod to volo 
for the address, ‘because it went to plodge 
the house never to he in amity with France 
whilst that nation continued a republic ' (ib, 

xxxi. 991; Political Memoranda, p. 213), 
and on 27 Jan. 1796 he supported the Duke 
ofBedford’e motion that ‘any particular form 
of government which may prevail in Franoe 
should not preclude negotiation or prevent 
peace consistent with the interest, the honour, 
and the security of this country’ (Pari. Hist, 
xxxi. 1277). In the following May he spoke 
in favour of an inquiry into the circumstances 
of Lord Fitz william’s recall from Ireland (ib. 
xxxi. 1506). He spoke for the last time in 
the House of Lords on 30 May 1797, during 
the debate on the Duke of Bedford’s motion 
for the dismissal of the ministry, when he 


ridiculed the idea that ‘the existence of 
the constitution was inseparably connected 
with the continuance of the present ministry 

in power,’ and expressed his opinion that 
parliamentary reform was‘a most dangerous 
remedy to resort to ’ (ib. xxxii. 762-8) 
died at his house in St. James’s Square Lon 
don, on 31 Jan. 1799, aged 48, and was buried 
in All Saints Church Jlarthill, in thV West 
Riding of Yorkshire, on 15 Feb. following 
Leeds was an amiable nobleman of mode¬ 
rate abilities and capricious disposition. Rig 
vanity was excessive and his political con¬ 
duct unstable. While secretary of Btate for 
the foreign department the chief despatches 
though formally signed by him, were reafiv 
the composition of Pitt. According to Mrs 
Montagu, ho was ‘ the prettiest man in his 
person ; the most polito and pleasing in his 
manners, with a sweet temper and an ex¬ 
cellent understanding, happily cultivated’ 
(D0KA.lT, A Lady of the Last Century, 1878, 
p. 258; and pee Selections from the Patters and 
Corresp. of Sir James Bland Burges, p. 02), 
Leeds was elected a fellow of the RoyM 
Society on 1 April 1773, and a Busby trustee 
on 22 April 1700. lie was appointed governor 
of the Scilly Islands on 11 June 1785, high 
steward of Hull on 11 April 1786, viewfl- 
miral of the county of York on 6 March 1795, 
and colonel of the East Riding regiment or 
provisional cavalry on 24 Dec. 1796. Though 
generally styled Francis Godolphin Osborne 
in the peerages, Godolphin was not one of 
his names (Cent. Mag. 1790, pt.i. p.286; 
see also Journals of the House of Lords, xxxiY. 
732). His‘Political Memoranda,'edited by 
Mr. Oscar Browning, throw an important 
light on fragmenl ary port ions of English his¬ 
tory of the latter part of the last century. 
They form apart only of the valuable collec¬ 
tion of the ‘ Osborne Papers ’ preserved at 
the British Museum, which includes eight 
volumes of his official correspondence (Addit. 
MSS. 28069-68). Two comedies written by 
him (ib, 27917) and several of his letters (see 
Indices of ib, 1854-76 and 1882-7) are pre¬ 
served in the samo place. A portion of his 
political correspondence in 178 4-6 and 1787- 
1790, including a number of letters to him 
from Pitt, is in the possession of the present 
Duke of Leeds (Hist. MSS, Comm. 11th Rep. 
App. vii. pp. 2, 53-0). 

Leeds married first, on 29 Nov. 1773, 
Lady Amelia, only daughter and sole heiress 
of Robert D'Avcy, fourth earl of Holdemess, 
afterwards Baroness Oonyers in her own 
right, from whom he wasydivorced by Act 
of Parliament on 81 May 1779. By his 
first marriage he had two sons—viz. George 
William Frederick, bom on 21 July 1776, 
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who succeeded his mother as Baron Conyers 
and his father as sixth Duke ofLeeds, became 
master of the horse to George IV, and died 
on 10 July 1838; and Francis Godolphin, 
bom on 18 Oct. 1777, who was created Baron 
Godolphin of Farnliam Royal, Buckingham¬ 
shire, on 11 May 1832, and died on 15 Feb. 
1850—and one daughter, Mary Henrietta 
Juliana, born on 6 Sept. 1776, who married 
on 16 July 1801 Thomas, lord Pelham, after¬ 
words second Earl of Chichester, and died 
on 21 Oct. 1832. He married secondly, on 
11 Oct. 1788, Catherine, daughter of Thomas 
Anguish, accountant-general of the court of 
chancery, by whom he had one son, Sidney 
Godolphin, horn on 16 Dec. 1789, who died 
on 16 April 1861; and one daughter, Cathe¬ 
rine Anne Sarah, bom on 13 March 1798, 
who married, on 1 June 1819, John Whyte- 
lielville of Strathkinness, Fifesliire, captain 
of the 9th lancers, and died on 23 Dee. 1878. 
His widow, win was an accomplished musi¬ 
cian, became mistress of the robes to Queen 
Adelaide, and died in Grosvenor Street, 
London, on 8 Oct. 1837. 

Aportrait ofLeeds by Sir JoshuaReynolds, 
in a group with Lord Mulgrave and others, 
was lent by the Dilettanti Society to the 
Loan Collection of National Portraits at 
South Kensington in 1868 (see Catalogue , p. 
182). There is a whole-length engraving of 
Leeds by Meadows, after Sir Thomas Law¬ 
rence. 

political Memoranda of Francis, fifth Duke 
of Leeds (Camden Soe. Pnbl.), 1884; Selections 
from the Letters and Correspondence of Sir Jamf s 
Bland Burgee, 1885; Diaries and Correspond¬ 
ence of James Harris, first Earl of Malmes¬ 
bury, 1844, vol. ii.; journal and Correspond¬ 
ence of Lord Auckland, 1861, voL. i. and ii.j 
Diary and Correspondence of Lord Colchester, 
1861, vol. i.; Lord Stanhope's Life of William 
Pitt, 1861, vols. i. and ii.; Wraxall's Hist, and 
Posthumous Memoirs, 1884, ii. 178-80, 412, iii. 
201-2, v. 166-6; Westminster Review, new ser. 
Ixviii. 443-88; Gent. Mag. 1799, pt. i. pp. 168- 
169; Hunter’s South Yorkshire, 1828, l. 143, 
144, 149; Collins’s Pierage, 1812, i. 200-1 ; 
Doyle’s Official Baronage, 1886, ii. 330-1; 
Foster’s Peerage, 1883, p. 418; Foster's Alumni 
Oion. 1716-1860, iii. 1046; Alumni Wostmo- 
naet. 1862, pp. 647, 666, Haydn’s Book of 
Dignities, 1890; Official Return of Lists of 
Members of Parliament, pt. ii, pp. 143, 149; 
Notes and Queries, 8th ser. iii. 267, 818,] 

G. P. R. B. 

OSBORNE, GEORGE ALEXANDER 
(1800-1898), pianist and musical composer, 
born on 24 Sept. >606 at Limerick, was the 
third, son of the organist and a vicar-choral 
of Limerick Cathedral, From his father 
Osborne learnt organ-playing in early life, 
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and to such good purpose that when barely 
fourteen he was able to take his father's 
place occasionally on the organ-bench. With 
no definite idea of adopting the profession of 
music, Osborne when about eighteen went 
to Brussels on a business visit to an invalid 
aunt. A spirited account of his journey will 
be found in the ‘ Proceedings of the Musi¬ 
cal Association,’ 1882-3, in a paper entitled 
‘Musical Reminiscences and Coincidences.’ 
Osborne ultimately stayed at Brussels seve¬ 
ral years. At first he was intended for holy 
orders, and, with this in view, he attended the 
classes at Prince’s classical academy, While 
in statu pupillari his skill as a musician at¬ 
tracted the attention of several prominent 
persons, among whom was the Prince de 
Ckimay, an able and enthusiastic musical 
amateur, husband of Madame Tallien, of 
French Revolution fame. Osborne soon be¬ 
came a frequenter of the prince’s chateau, 
where he met many famous people, including 
Georges Sand, F6tis, Cherubim, and Auber, 
and benefited largely by studying the music 
in the prince’s library. There, too, he often 
conducted performances of his own and other 
compositions by the prince’s private band, 
besides masses by Cherubini and the great 
masters in the chapd. 

Meanwhile Osborne’s theological studies 
were pursued with lessening interest, and 
when twenty years old he finally decided to 
adopt music as his profession. In this step 
he was warmly supported by the Prince de 
Oliimay, who procured for lum the appoint¬ 
ment of instructor to the eldest son of the 
Prince of Orange, afterwards king of Hol¬ 
land. In Brussels Osborne, as chapel-master 
to the Prince of Orange, gave many success¬ 
ful concerts, at one of which he met De 
BSriot. With him he wroto no less than 
thirty-three duets for violin and pianoforte, 
many of which enjoyed a great vogue for a 
time. From the Chateau de Oliimay, where 
he used to spend the autumn, Osborne fre¬ 
quently rode and hunted with Malibraubefore 
eke became De Bfiriot’s wife. 

During the Belgian revolution of 1880 
Osborne figured as a volunteer on the royalist 
side, and it is related that an attempt to 
shoot him was frustrated only by a defect in 
his assailant’s gun. lie was, however, made 
a prisoner, but released at the intercession of 
the prince.^ In 18S1 Osborne went to Paris, 
where he lived for years on terms of intimacy 
with Cherubini, Auber, Heller, Liszt, and 
Ernst. With Berlioz and Chopin he was par¬ 
ticularly well acquainted, and he has embodied 
his reminiscences of them, as well as some 
autobiographical matter, in two interesting 
papers read before the Musical Association on 
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a Feb. 1879 and 6 April 1880 (cf. published 
proceedings of those dates). Osborne was one 
of the four pianists who played the accom¬ 
paniments to Ohopin’s F minor concerto on 
the pianoforte (the composer playing the solo 
part) at the famous concert m Paris on 
2« Feb. 1832. When Berlioz and Chopin 
visited England, Osborne was much with 
them (cf. Berlioz, MSmoires, Paris, 1870, 
letter 10, cap. lxi.) _ . 

Osborne while living in Paris continued 
hismusical st ndies under Pixis, Ffitis, Iteicha, 
and KaUcbreaner. At the same time he wrote 
a large number of compositions, chiefly of a 
light character. But he was also the author of 
some chamber-music, which has been unde¬ 
servedly neglected. At the beginning of 1844 
Osborne quitted Paris, and settled in London 

S cf. Proceedings of the Musical Association, 
882-8, p. 108). He had already published 
his ‘ La Pluie do Perles,’ which is declared to 
have brought himseveral thousands of pounds, 
and its popularity gainodfor him numerous 
pupils in London, where his vogue os a teacher 
fasted almost until his death. For some 
years Osborne wrote many refined drawing¬ 
room trifles, and occasionally he issued works 
on a more extensive scale, such os the andante 
and rondo written for Herr Joachim. He 
also played not infrequently in public, making 
tours of the provinces with distinguished 
artists (cf. Proceedings of the Musical Asso¬ 
ciation, ethsession, p. 101). Osborne, although 
upwards of eighty years of age, made his last 
appearance in public at a 1 social evening of 
the wind-instrument chamber-music society ’ 
on 16 Nov. 1889, when he played the piano¬ 
forte part of his quintet for wood-wind and 
pianoforte (Musical Times, 1889, p. 726). Os¬ 
borne died at hia residence, 6 Ulster Terrace, 
Regent’s Park, London, on 17 Nov. 1898. 

Osborne excelled in his performances of 
Bach, hut many young musicians were wont 
to seek his advice as to the correct manner 
of playing Chopin. As a composer, he was 
by no means seen at his best in the trifles 
which achieved the widest popularity. A 
clever violoncello sonata and a serenade are 
musicianly works; hut, in addition to cham¬ 
ber-music, he also wrote two operas, ono of 
which has not been published. The other, 
< Sylvia,’ was set down for performance at 
Drury Lane Theatre, under the Harrison- 
Pyne regime, and even put in rehearsal, but 
it was never performed. Three orchestral 
overtures, one in 0 written for the Brighton 
festival of 1875, are worthy of mention. 
While living in Belgium Osborne was deco¬ 
rated by the king with the order of the Oalr- 
Crown. He was also a member of the Phil¬ 
harmonic Society of Londou, a director of 


the Royal Academy of Music, and for years 
a prominent member of the Musical Associa- 
tion. lie was a gonial and kind friend to 
young musicians, and an admirable public 
speaker, especially when speaking extern™, 
rnneously. ^ 

[ Authorities quoted in the text; TimeB, 22 R OT 
18B3; Musical Times, December 1893 and 
January 1894 ; private information.] R, H. L, 

OSBORNE or OSBORN, HENRY 
(1898 P-1771), admiral, born before 1693 
third son of Sir John Osborne, bart. of 
Ohioltsanda, Bedfordshire [see under Os- 
BORttu Pirnm], after serving as a volun¬ 
teer and midshipman on hoard the Superte 
with Captain Mouypenny in the Mediter¬ 
ranean, and afterwards in the Lion with 
Captain Bouler, passed his examination on 
8 March 1716-7. On 7 July 1717 he was 
promoted by Sir George Byng in the Baltic 
to be lieutenant of the Barfleur. In 1718 
he was in the Royal Oak, one of the fleet in 
the action off Cape Passaro, and in 1719 in 
the Experiment, one of a Bquadron on the 
north coast of Africa, under the command 
of Commodore Philip Cavendish. During 
the following years he served in the Preston, 
Nassau, Hector, Chichester, Yarmouth, and 
Leopard; and on 4 Jan. 1727-8 was pro¬ 
moted to be captain of the Squirrel, a small 
20-gun frigate. In 1734 he commanded the 
Portland in the Clmnnol, and in 1788 the 
Salisbury, one of the ships which went to 
Iho Mediterranean with Sir Chaloner Ogle 
[q. v.] in 1739. In September 1740 ha was 
appointed to the Prince of Orango, one of ths 
fleet which sailed with Ogle &r the West 
Indies, hut, being disabled in a storm, put 
into Lisbon for repairs before proceeding. 
In June 1741 he was moved by Vernon into 
the Chichester, and returned to England 
with Commodore Richard Lestook [q. v.]; 
he was thon moved to the Princess Caroline, 
which lie took out to the Mediterranean. 
The Princess Caroline was an 80-gun three- 
decker, a class of ships generally condemned 
as so crank that they could seldom open 
thoir lower-deck ports. The Princess Caro¬ 
line was unable to do so in the action off 
Toulon on 11 Feb, 1748-4; 1 her captain,’ 
Mathews wrote, ‘whose conduct and be¬ 
haviour proves him to be a very good officer, 
was obliged to scuttle the deck to vent the 
water, she took it in so fast.’ At the court- 
martial afterwards held on Admiral Richard 
Lestook [q. ▼.], Osborn deposed that inhis 
opinion it was Lostock’B neglect to get into 
station on the evening of the 10th and during 
the night that was a priireipal cause of the 
miscarriage. 

On 16 July 1747 Osborn was promoted to 
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b« rear-udxniral of the red, and in February 
1747-8 was appointed commander-in-chief 
on the Leeward Islands station. On 12 May 
1748 he was promoted to he vice-admiral of 
the white, and on 24 Feb. 1757 to be admiral 
of the blue. In May 1767 he was appointed 
commander-in-chief in the Mediterranean. 
In December he had intelligence that a 
strong French squadron, under the command 
of M. de la Clue, was leaving Toulon for 
America as n reinforcement to Louisbourg. 
To meet this, Osbom stationed himself to 
the eastward of the Straits, and De la Clue, 
finding it impossible to elude his vigilance, 
retired to Cartagena, which he had just 
entered when Osborn, with a very superior 
squadron, appeared outside, and there block¬ 
aded him for several weeks. In the end of 
February 1768 a squadron of three ships of 
the line, commanded by M. Duquosne in the 
Foudroyant, was sent irom Toulon to endea¬ 
vour to join De la Clue, and so render him 
strong enough to force his way out. On 
28 Feb. they arrived off Cartagena, but were 
immediately seen and chased by superior 
forces. The three ships separated, but were 
closely followed up. One of them ran her¬ 
self ashore, but was afterwards got off and 
joined De In Cine. The other two were 
captured [see Gaheimr, Amheb], and Os¬ 
born, conceiving that the season was now too 
far advanced for the French to go to Loui ,- 
bourg, drew back to Gibraltar, whence, in 
July, he returned to England in very bad 
health, consequent on a serious stroke of 

r dysis. For his conduct during the year 
received the thanks of the House of 
Commons; but he was unable to accept anv 
further service. lie was promoted to he ad¬ 
miral of the white and vice-admiral of Eng¬ 
land on 4 Jan. 1763, with a pension of 1,200/., 
and died on 4 Feb. 1771. 

Osbom is described by Oharnock, who 
gathered such details from Captain William 
Locker [q. v.] and from Admiral Forbes, both 
of whom must have known Osborn well, as 
amanof a cold, saturnine disposition, scarcely 
ever making a friend, and in command aus¬ 
tere, not always able to distinguish between 
tyranny and the exaction of due obedience, 
and probably as little attentive to the merit 
of others as any man who aver had the 
honour of holding a naval command. 

[OharnoeVs Biogr. Nav. iv. 197; Beatson’s 
Nav. and Mil. Memoirs; Minutes of tho Court- 
Martial on Admiral Lestock, in tho Public Re- 
toi'd Office; Fronde's Batailles Navales de la 
France, i, 348.] J. K. L, 

OSBORNE, PiJREGRINE, second Duke 
of Limns (1658-1729), born in 1668, vice- 
admiral, third son of ThornoB Osborne, first 

VOL xiv. 


duke of Leeds [q. v.], was on 5 Dec. 1674 
created Viscount Osborne of Dunblane in the 
peerageof Scotland, and in 1689, on his fathe 
being made Marquis of Carmarthen, he be 
came by courtesy Earl of Danbv. On 9 March 
1689-90 ho uas summoned to’parliament as 
Baron Osborne of Eliveton, He is said to have 
served for some time on board a king’s ship 
as a volunteer, probably also as a lieutenant, 
hut there is no record of any such service. 
His first known connection with the navy is 
his appointment on 81 Dee 1690 as colonel 
of the first regiment of marines, and two 
days later, 2 Jan. 1690—1, as captain of the 
Suffolk, a 70-gun ship. From her he was 
transferred after a few weeks to the Resolu¬ 
tion, which he commanded in the Beet under 
Russell during the summer. Early in 1692 
he was appointed to the 90-gun ship Windsor 
Castle, in which he'took part in the battle 
of Barfleur. Early in 1698 he fought a duel 
with a Captain Thomas Stringer, late of the 
first regiment of marines (Ltjtieell, Rela¬ 
tion of State A fairs, ili. 8). The duel had no 
results, and did not even settle the quarrel; 
for more than a year later, 6 April 1694, 
the king sent an order to Danby to give his 
word and honour not to pursue it further 
under pain of being secured till further ordors 
(.Home Office Records, Secretary's Letter-Book 
1691-9, f. 168). In 1093 he cummanded 
the 100-gun ship Royal William, till, on the 
death of Sir John Ashby [q. v.] on 12 July, 
he was promoted to the rant of rear-admiral. 

On 4 May 1694, his father being created 
Duke of Leeds, he becamo by courtesy Mar¬ 
quis of Carmarthen. lie was at the time 
serving as rear-admiral of the blue squadron 
in the fleet under John, third lord Berkeley, 
and, as the junior, was placed iu command of 
the squadron detached to cover the landing 
in Camaret Bay, which was attempted on 
8 June. A preliminary investigation had 
shown him that the strength of the defences 
had been much underestimated, and, on his 
suggestion, the covering forcehad been largely 
increased, Carmarthen hoisting his flag, for 
the occasion, on board the Monck, a 60-gun 
ship. The batteries and entrenchments, how¬ 
ever, proved still more formidable than even 
he had judged; one of his ships was sunk, 
and the others sustained severe damage, 
while the attempt to land was repulsed with 
great loss. In the following year Carmar¬ 
then was again appointed rear-admiral of the 
blue squadron under Berkeley; but in the 
summer, while Berkeley was bombarding 
St. Malo or Dunkirk, he was detached to 
cruise in the soundings for the protection 
of the homeward trade. By a grave error in 
judgment he mistook a number of merchant 
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rthipa in the distance for the Brest fleet,and, 
conceiving that his force was insufficient, 
drew hack to Milford in time to allow the 
West Indian trade and five very valuable 
East Indiamen to fall into the hands of the 
French (Botnet, Hist, cfhia Own rime, Oxf, 
edit, iv. 278). The outcry against his con¬ 
duct was loud and angry, and iho govern¬ 
ment appear to have thought it unadvisable 
to employ him again. His remaining service 
was mainly in connection with his regiment 
of marines. He was involved in another 
duel, on 7 June 1668, with one Captain Nash, 
in which he was severely wounded, and a 
month lator he was still ill of his wounds 
(LuTl'MLL,iv.389 ; 399). On28Marchl701 -2 
he was promoted vice-adtniralof the white, but 
had no further service afloat. By the death of 
his father on 26 July 1712hc became Duke of 
Leeds, and was lord-lieutenant of the East Bi¬ 
ding of Yorkshire till tho death. ofQueon Anna. 
In 1716-7 he was consorting with the Ja¬ 
cobites in Franco and the Netherlnnds, and re¬ 
ceived from ‘JnmosIIT ’ a commission as admi¬ 
ral and commander-in-chief at sea (cf. Addit. 
MS. 28060, f. 180). lie was in England 
again in 1716, and in attendance at the 
House of Lords. lie died on 26 Juno 1729. 
By his wife Bridget, only daughter of Sir 
Thomas Hyde of North Minims, Hertford¬ 
shire, to whom ho was married in 1082, he 
had two daughters and two sous, the elder of 
whom died of small-pox in 1711; the younger, 
Peregrine ilydo, succeeded as third duke. 

[Oharnock’s Biogr. Miiv.it. 386; Edyo's Royal | 
Marino Forces, vol. i.; Collins’s Peerage, 1788, 
i. 242; Burchett's Transactions; Lediard’s Nuval 
Hist, i Doyle's Baronage. J J. K. L. 

OSBORNE, PETER (1621-1692), hooper 
of the privy purso to Edward VI, second son 
of Richard Oshorne of Tyld Hall, Laohing- 
don, Essex, hy Elisabeth Ookc, was horn m 
1621. A tradition says that this family of 
Osborne camo from the north of England, but 
as early as 1442 Pater Oshorno was settled at 
Purleigh in Essex, and Peter Osborne, born in 
1621, was his great-grandson, nia eldest bro¬ 
ther, John Osborne, left a son, through whom 
the inheritance was conveyed to females. 
Peter Oshorne was educated at Cambridge, 
where he probably did not graduate, lie 
entered at Lincoln’s Inn, was called to the 
bar, but onterod official life in July 1661, 
when he obtained the clerkship of Iho facul¬ 
ties for life. lie was a strong eupportor of tho 
Reformation, and a great friend of the lead¬ 
ing reformers, notably Sir John Choke [q. v.], 
and hence was promoted. About Christmas 
1661-2 he obtained the office of keeper of 
tho privy purse to the king j ho also received 
a grant of the office of remembrancer to the 


lord-treasurer in the exchequer in 1553 , j n 
Mary’s reign he is said to have been in prison 
hut ho was presumably at large in 1557 as 
Sir John Ohoke died in his house in Wood 
Street, London, m that year. Under Eliza¬ 
beth he was very busily engaged in financial 
n (fairs. lie was occupied in minting in 1550 
and in the same year was granted the nuum, 
of South Cambridge, Essex. He was made 
an ecclesiastical commissioner as early as 
1606, and sat in parliament as member for 
Horsham, Sussex, 16G2-3; for Plympton 
Devonshire, 1572 j for Aldeburgli, Suffolk" 
1634 and 1686; and for Westminster, 158 b! 
A letter recommending him as a suitable 
person to he elected is preserved atBridpoit. 
lie removed early in Elizabeth’s reign from 
Wood Street to Ivy Lano. Oshorne appears 
to have passed for an authority upon com¬ 
mercial matters ««"* 1 —- 


~--- At one time he recom¬ 

mended the incorporation of the merchants 
trading to Spain; he was a deputy-go¬ 
vernor of tho corporation of mineral and bat¬ 
tery works established in 1668; in 1673 be 
wae a commissioner to settle disputes with 
Portugal. Ho wttB also one of the executors 
of Archbishop Parker. His knowledge of 
law probably led to his appointment on the 
commission of oy or and terminer under which 
JohnFeltonwastriedin 1670 ; thesamoyear 
he was an asBistant-govornor of Lincoln’s Inn. 

Osborne died 7 June 1592, and was buried 
in the church of St. Faith under St. Paul, 
where an inscription was placed to his 
memory. His portrait is extant at Chiok- 
sunds, Bedfordshire, ne married Anne, 
daughter of Dr. John Blythe, the first Be- 
gius professor of physic in the university of 
Cambridge, nud niece to Sir John Oheke. 
By her he had eleven sons and eleven daugh¬ 
ters. Ilis widow died in 1616, and a note as 
to those who were present at her funeral is 
preserved in Colton MS. Vesp. O. xiv. f. 196. 
Oshorne designed to publish ‘ A Collection of 
nil the Statutes, Letters Patent, Charters,and 
Privileges subsequent to the Third of Henry 
III ’ which concerned commercialaflair 8 ,but 
i l never appeared. Varions letters by him are 
preserved; some at Hatfield House, some in 
the Public Record Office, and oneatLoseley, 
Surrey, among the manuscripts of W. M. 
Molyneux, esq. Many opinions which he deli¬ 
vered to Lora Burgnley ana others, chiefly 
upon commercial questions, ere preserved 
among the Lansdowne MSS. xi. 17, &c. 

Peter Osborne may be regarded as the 
founder of the fortunes of his family. Hia 
eldest son, Sir John Osborne (1562-1028), 
enjoyed liis father’s place in the exchequer, 
and was also a commissioner of tho navy, 
ne was knighted on 1 Feb. 1618-16, anddied 
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2 Nov. 1628, being buried at Campton 
Charcii, Bedfordshire, -where a tablet to his 
memory still remains. Sir John Osborne pur¬ 
chased of Richard Snow before 1600 Chick- 
eands Priory, in Bedfordshire, which has since 
his time been the family seat. He had mar¬ 
ried Dorothy, daughter and coheiress of Ri¬ 
chard Barlee of Essingham Hall, Essex; she 
was a lady of the prhy chamber to Queen 
Anne of Denmark, and by her he had five 
sons and one daughter. Francis, the youngest 
son, is separately noticed. 

Sir John’s eldest son, Sib Peteb Osborne 
(1684-1058), was knighted 7 Jan. 1610-11, 
and duly held the family place at the exche¬ 
quer, hut having married Dorothy, daughter 
of Sir John Danvers, and sister to Henry 
Danvers, earl of Danby [q. v.], he was by the 
influence of her family made lieutenant- 
governor of Guernsey in 1621, and about the 
same time secured a grant of the governor¬ 
ship in reversion on the death of the Earl of 
Danby. Howaselected member of parliament 
for Corfe Castle, Dorset, in the parliaments 
of 1628-4 and 1026. In view of the needs of 
the war in the beginning of Charles I’s reign, 
it was decided to strengthen the Channel 
Islands, and Osborne took two hundred men 
to Guernsey in 1627 (cf. Hist. MSS. Comm. 
12th Rep. App. i. 816-6). The fear of ft 
French invasion led to a further reinforce¬ 
ment under Danby in 1629, when Heylyn 
visited the islands and wrote his ‘ Survey.’ 
On the outbreak of the civil war, while the 
island of Guernsey in general declared for 
the parliament, Castle Cornet, the chief 
fortress in the island, was Held, for the 
king, and there Sir Peter Osborne stood a 
series of sieges for several years. He had in¬ 
directly, however, dona the king’s cause con¬ 
siderable harm in the island, as the inhabi¬ 
tants had to pay for the soldiers ha had 
brought over in 1027, and in 1628 he had 
attempted to enforce martial law. Active 
operations against Idle castle began in March 
1643; but early in 1646 Charles, prince of 
Wales, came to the Channel Islands; and, pro¬ 
bably owing to the influence of Sir George 
Carteret, Osborne surrendered the governor¬ 
ship the same year to Sir Baldwin Wake, and 
left for England. It is quite possible that 
the Richard Osborne who was engaged in the 
plot of 1648 to relense Charles I from Caris- 
brooke Castle was Sir Peter Osbome’B bro¬ 
ther Richard. Sir Peter seems to have at 
once gone abroad. His estate was seques¬ 
tered, and the proceedings in respect of the 
compositions to b% paid m 1649 show that 
he was a rioh man (Cal. cf Committee for 
Advance of Money, ii. 1140 j Cal. of the Cotn- 
mittee for Compounding, 1047-60, p. 1974). 


They also show that he was engaged in 
family disputes as to his property. He died 
in 1653. Bv his wife Dorothy Danvers 
(1690-1060) he had eight sons and four 
daughters. One of his daughters, Dorothy, 
married Sir William Temple [q. v.], and is 
well known by her charming ‘Letters, 1 which 
were edited by his Honour Judge Parry in 
1888. His eldest son, Sir John Osborne 
(1616-1098), bad a new grant of the office of 
remembrancer to the lord-treasurer, was a 
gentleman of the privy chamber to Charles II, 
was created a baronet 11 Feb. 1600-1, and 
died 6 Feb. 1698, leaving a son Henry, who 
is noticed separately. 

[Cooper's Athena Cantabr. ii. 125; Bent- 
ham’s Baronetage, ii. 160, &c.; Literary Re¬ 
mains of Edw. VI (Roxburgh p Club), pp. 469-61; 
Acts of the Privy Council, 1560-76; Cal. of 
State Papers, Dom. 1617-80, p. 164; Hist. 
MSS. Comm. 4th Rep. p. 216, 6th Rep. p. 497, 
7'h Rep. p. 628; Gardmer’a Hist, of the Great 
Civil War, iv.92; Clarendon’sHist. of the Rebel¬ 
lion, ed. Macray, iv. 456; Tnpper’B HiBt. of 
Guernsey, and Chron. of Castle Cornet; Hob- 
kins’s Charles 11 in the Channel Islands; Letters 
from Dorothy Osborne, ed. E A. Parry, 1888; 
art by hie Honour Judge Parry in Atlantic 
Monthly, May 1890 ] W. A. J. A. 

OSBORNE, RALPH BERNAL (1808- 
1882), politician. [Sea Bursal.] 

OSBORNE, RUTH (1680-1761), reputed 
witch, bora in 1680, was the last victim in 
England of the superstitions belief in witch¬ 
craft. She acquired her reputation in the fol¬ 
lowing manner. At the time of the rebellion 
in 1746 she went to one Butterfield, who kept 
a dairy at Gubblecut, near Tring, in Hertford¬ 
shire, and begged for some buttermilk. But¬ 
terfield, by alirutal refusal, angered the old 
woman, who went away muttering that the 
Pretender would pay him out. In the course 
of the next year or so a number of the farmer’s 
calves became distempered, and he himself 
contracted epileptic fits. In the meantime 
be gave up dairy-farming and took a public- 
house. The wiseacres who met there attri¬ 
buted his misfortunes to witchcraft, and ad- 
visedButterfieldto apply to acimningwoman 
or white-witoh for a cure. An old woman 
was fetched from Northamptonshire, and 
confirmed the suspicion already entertained 
against Ruth Osborne and her husband Jobn, 
both harmless old people over seventy years 

Alter some ineffectual measures, recourse 
was had to an expedient which should at the 
same time deter the Osbornes from their 
alleged malpractices and benefit Butterfield 
and the neighbouring publicans. Notice was 
given by the crier at the adjoining towns of 

4 s 2 
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Winslow, Hemel Hempstead, and Leighton 
Buzzard, that witches wore lo bo tried by 
ducking at Longmarstone on 22 April 1751. 
A large and determined mob mustered at 
Tring on the day specified, and forced the 
parish overseer and master of the workhouse 
by threats to reveal the kiding-placo of the 
unfortunate couple in the vestry of the 
ohuTch, where those officers had placed them 
for hotter security. The Osbornes were then 
stripped, and, with their hands tied to their 
toes, were thrown into Longmarstone pool. 
After much ducking and ill-usage the old 
woman was thrown upon the bank, quite 
naked and almost choked with mud, ana she 
expired in the course of a few minutes. Her 
dead body was tied to her husband, who was 
alleged to have diod shortly afterwards from 
the cruol treatment he received, but who ulti¬ 
mately recovered, though he was unable to 
give evidence at the trial. The authorities 
determined to overawe local sympathy with 
the rioters, and to mako a salutary example. 
At the coroner’s inquest the jury brought in a 
verdict of wilful murder against one Thomas 
Oolley, a chimney-sweep, and against twenty- 
one other known and unknown persons. Ool¬ 
ley had taken a leading part in the outrage, 
and had collected money from the rabble for 
‘ tho sport he had shown them in ducking the 
old witch.’ lie was tried at Ilertford assizes 
on 30 July 1761, before Sir Thomas Lee, and 
his plea that he wont into the pond as a friend 
to try and save Mrs. Osborne being unsup¬ 
ported by evidence, he was found guilty and 
sentenced to death. He was escorted from 
Hertford gaol to St. Albans by two troops of 
horseguards blue, and the next morning, 
24 Aug., was executed at Gubblecut Cross 
in Tring, and afterwards hanged in chains 
on the eame gallows. 1 The infatuation of the 
greatest part of the country people was so 

g reat that they would not be spectators of 
is death; yet many thousands stood at a 
distance to see him go, grumbling and mut¬ 
tering that it was a hard case to hang a man 
for destroying an old wicked woman that had 
done so muon harm by her wilchoroft.’ It 
is noticeable that the last case of a witoli 
being condemned by the verdict of an English 
jury, that of Jane Wonham fq. v.], aleo oc¬ 
curred in Hertfordshire in 1712. 

[Weight's Narratives of Soroory and Magic, 
1861, ii. 827j Gent. Mag. 1761, passim; Uni¬ 
versal Magazine, August 1761; Knapp and Bald¬ 
win’s Newgate Calendar, 1826, ii. 117; Pike’s 
History of (Jrime; Tyburn Ohroniele,iv. 22 (with 
an illuati ation engraved by Rennoldson after 
Wale); Chambers's Book of Dots, ii. 260; Re¬ 
markable Confession and last Dying Words of 
Thomas Colley (containing aourious 'representa¬ 


tion of the manner in which tho infiinatedra^ 
cruelly murdered itutk OBborne,’ in three wond 
cuts), Trial of Thomas Colley, to which is T 
nosed some further Particulars of the Affair 
the Mouth of John Osborne.] ^ g 

OSBORNE, Loud SIDNEY GODOT 
PHIN (1808-1889), philanthropist, third 
son of Francis Godolphin Osborne, bar™ 
Godolphin (] 777-1860), by Elizabeth Char¬ 
lotte Eden, daughter of William, first baron 
Auckland, was born at Stapleford in Cam- 
bridgeshire on 6 Feb. 1808. He was a direct 
descendant of Godolphin, the fellow-minister 
of the Duke of Marlborough, and when in 
1869hiselderbrother,George Godolphin,suc¬ 
ceeded his couRin, Francis Godolphin D’Arcv 
Osborne, as eighth Dulto of Leeds, he obtained 
the rank of a duke’s son. He was educated 
at Rugby and at Brnsenose College, Oxford 
whence he graduated B.A. in 1830, and’ 
having taken orders, was appointed rector of 
Stoke-Pogps in Buckinghamshire in 1882. 
In 1841 ho accepted the living of DnrweBton 
in Dorset, which was in tho gift of Lord 
Pori man, and he occupied that incumbency 
until 1876. He thon resigned the benefice 
nnd retired to Lewos, where he died on 9 May 
1889. He married in 1834 Emily, daughter 
of Poseoe Grenfell of Taplow Court, Buck¬ 
inghamshire, and was thus brother-in-law 
of Charles Kingsley nnd James Anthony 
Froude. His wife died on 19 Dec. 1875, 
leaving two sons and two daughters. 

Osborne is chiefly known in connection 
witli the Bories of ' lay sermons' delivered 
from tho pulpit of the ‘Times’ newspaper 
under tho sinhnture * S. G. O.’ A philanthro¬ 
pist of a militant and almost ferocious type, 
he was always lashing abuses and provoking 
controversy. But the value of much that he 
wrote is attest ed by tho fact that it hasgained 
in historical that which it has lost in contro¬ 
versial interest. In mat t ere so diverse as free 
trade, education, sanitation, women’s rights, 
oattle plague, and cholera, he was equally at 
home, ana, generally speaking, in advance of 
his time. During the Crimean war hs jour* 
uoyod to the East, made an unofficial in¬ 
spection of the hospitals under Miss Florence 
Nightingale's care, and published the results 
in 'Scutari and its Hospitals,’1866. He was 
publicly thanked in parliament for his self- 
-’— ’ task. On the Irish question, ia 


which he took a special interest ia conse¬ 
quence of his visit to the west of Ireland 
during the famine of 1849, he was a strong 
unioniat, and in church matters he regarded 
sacerdotal claims with frgpk and oynioal dis¬ 
like. But his special interest was ^ perhaps 
the agricultural labourer, of whom his know¬ 
ledge was unrivalled, while his forecast of 
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the villager's social and political emancipa¬ 
tion and its results was remarkable for its 
acumen. The last letters of tlie series ad¬ 
dressed to the ‘Times,’ extending from 1844 
to 1888, were on the subject of the 'White¬ 
chapel murders. Aselection from the letters, 
which were justly said to he equally a profit 
and a credit to the writer and to the paper 
in which they appeared, was published, with 
a brief introduction, by Mr. Arnold White, 
2 vols. London, 1888. 

Osborne’s other writings include: 1. * Glean¬ 
ings in the Went of Ireland,’ I860, 2. ‘ Lady 
Eva: her last Days. A Tale,’1861, 8. ‘Ilmts 
to the Charitable/ 1866. 4. ‘ Hints for the 
Amelioration of the Moral Condition of a 
Village,’ 1866. 6. ‘ Letters on the Educa¬ 
tion of Young Children/ 1866. 

[Letters of S. G. 0., ed. Arnold White, 1888, 
with portrait; Ann. Register, 1889, p. 143J 
Times, 10 May 1889; Saturday Review, 24 Jan. 
1891; Illustrated London News, with portrait, 
25 May 1889; Men of the Time, 12th adit.; Brit. 
Mus. Cat.] T. 8. 

OSBORNE, Sib THOMAS, successively 
first Earl of Dabbs', Marquis of Cab- 
harthen, and Durr of Lords (1681-1712), 
was son of Sir Edward Osborne of Kiveton, 
Yorkshire, by his second marriage. The 
father, who wasbaptised at St. Benet’s, Grace- 
church Street, London, 12 Dec. 1696, was 
grandson of Sir Edward Osborne [q. v,], the 
well-known lord mayor of London. Created 
a baronet 12 July 1620, he was made vice- 
president of the council of the north in 1629. 
‘ I find your vice-president/ Sir John Ooke 
wrote to Strafford 11 June 1628, 1 a young 
man of good understanding and counsellable, 
and very forward to promote his majesty’s 
service* ( Strafford Papers, i. 81). In 1681 
Wentworth himself described Sir Edward as 
‘a noble gentleman’ (ib. p. 441), and thence¬ 
forth treated him as an unwaveringly faith¬ 
ful friend. In 1689 he strongly urged Os¬ 
borne to visit him m Ireland. In 1689 and 
1640 Osborne was at Berwick or Newcastle 
superintending the despatch of troops to the 
border to take part in the threatened war 
with the Scots (ib. p. 411). He was subse¬ 
quently appointed lieutenant-general of the 
royalist forces raised at York. Twenty-one 
of his official letters, dating between 1633 
and 1689, are at Melbourne Hall, Derbyshire, 
the seat of Lord Cowper (cf. Hist. MSS. 
Comm, 12th Rep. pt. ii. passim), He died 
9 Sept. 1647. His first wife (d. 1624) was 
Margaret, daughter of Thomas Belasyse, vis¬ 
count Fauconberg, His second wife was 
Anue,widow oflVtUiam Midelton of Stockeld, 
Yorkshire, and second daughter of Thomas 
Walmesley of Dunkenhnlgh,Lancashire. The 


second Lady Osborne’s mother, Elizabeth 
Danvers, was descended in the female lino 
from John Neville, fourth and last baron 
Latimer [see under Nevilib, Johb, third 
Baeob Latimer], and was sister of Henry 
DanveTs, earl of Dauby [q. v.] The second 
Lady Osborne survived air Edward, and was 
buried at Hart Hill, Yorkshire, 20 Aug. 1666. 
By his first wife Osborne had a son Edward, 
who was killed by the fall of somo chimneys 
at his father’s residence at York, on 1 Oct. 
1638 (Strafford Papers, i. 231-2, 261, 265). 
Thomas, the issue of the second marriage, 
thus became the heir (cf. Fosteb, Yorkshire 
Pedigrees). 

Thomab, horn in 1681, was brought up in 
the country, chiefly at Kiveton, and shared 
as a hoy his father’s strong royalist senti¬ 
ment. He succeeded to the baronetcy and 
to the family estates in Yorkshire on his 
father’s death in 1647. He did not attend 
any university, hut some port of his youth 
he spent in Paris, and he was frequently en¬ 
tertained there by Sir Bichard Browne, the 
English ambassador, with whose son-in-law, 
John Evelyn, the diarist, he thus became 
‘intimately acquainted’ (Evelyn, Diary, 
I ii. 292). In 1662 he was in London, paying 
formal addresses to a distant cousin Dorothy, 
daughter of Sir Peter Osborne of Chicksands 
Priory, Bedfordshire [see under Osborne 
Petbb]. The young lady, subsequently wife 
of Sir William Temple [q. v.], scorned his 
advances, and next year ne married Lady 
Bridget BertiB, daughter of the Earl of Lind¬ 
sey (cf. Dobothy Osborne, Letters, ed. Parry, 
pp. SO, 00,127). Onreturningto hishomeiu 
Yorkshire he fell under the influence of a 
neighbour, George Villiers, second duke of 
Buckingham, his senior by three years. After 
the Restoration Buckingham brought him to 
court, and hesenlously identified himself with 
his patron's interests. In 1661 he Berved as 
high sheriff of Yorkshire, and inl6G6 definitely 
adopted a political career on being elected 
M.P. for York. Joining the party of ‘high 
cavaliers/ he readily aided Buckingham and 
his friends in their attack on Lord-chancellor 
Clarendon, and his active hostility to that 
minister proved the ‘first step to his future 
rise 1 (Rdresby, p. 78). Plausible in speech, 
sang urns in temper, although stiff in manner, 
he displayed business aptitude. (It was how¬ 
ever Henry and not Thomas Osborne who 
became member of a committee to examine 
the public accounts in April 1667.) Buck¬ 
ingham deemed him worthy of office, and 
when Arthur Annesley, first earl of Angle¬ 
sey, was suspended irom the treasurership 
of the navy in 1668, the ling, on Bucking¬ 
ham’s recommendation, conferred the vacant 
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post jointly on Osborne and Sir Thomas 
Lyttelton (Purrs, Diary, iv. 41). On 6 Nov. 
the two new treasurers kissed the king’shand, 
and Charles genially expressed his confidence 
that he would he safe in their hands. On 
the same day Pepys saw Osborne for the 
first time, and noted that he was ‘ a comely 
gentleman’ (ib. iv. 47). In September 1671 
Osborne quarrelled with his coadjutor on 
some official detail. The matter was brought 
to the notice of the council. Lyttelton was 
dismissed, and Osborne was reappointed sole 
treasurer of ihe navy ( [Hatton Correspon¬ 
dence, ii. 61-7J). On 2 Feb. 1073 he was 
created Viscount Osborne of Dunblane in 
the Scottish peerage, and on 3 May 1678 he 
became a privy councillor. But a greater 
dignity was in store for him. Next month 
Clifford, the lord treasurer and chief of the 
Cabal ministry, was forced to resign. Buck¬ 
ingham pointed to Osborno as his successor, 
and the suggestion was adopted bytkeking, 
Accordingly, on 19 June 1878, Osborne 
became lord high treasurer of England and 
chief minister of Charles II. On 15 Aug. 
he was made Baron Osborno of Kivcton and 
Viscount Latimer of Danby in the English 
peerage, whereupon he resigned his Scottish 
title to his son Peregrine. IIo solected the 
title of Lord Latimor on account of his 
mother’s descent from John Neville, fourth 
lord Latimer, who died in 1577. ‘There was 
some grumbling at his choice amongst the 
ducal family of Northumberland,’ whose sub¬ 
ordinate honours included ths same title 
(Letters to Sir Joseph Williamson, pp. 03, 
157). On 27 June ]U741ie was promoted to 
an earldom, naming himself Earl of Dauby, 
after the estate of Danby (in Cleveland) 
which waB foimorly a possession of l ho baro¬ 
nial family of Latimor, and lind already givon 
a title to his granduncle, Henry Danvors 
(Ohd, Cleveland, p. 830). In the same year 
he was made lord lieutonant of tlio West 
Hiding of Yorkshire and a Scottish privy 
councillor. In 1077 he was created K.G. 
Soon after receiving the treasurer's office, 
he acquired Wimbledon House, Surrey, of 
George, lord Digby, and spent all his leisure 
there, living in considerable state. 

For the five years from 1073 to the end of 
1678, during which Danby remained lord 
treasurer, the government of the country 
lay mainly in hie hands. Accepting without 
question the standard of morals recognised 
by all contemporary politicians, lie endea¬ 
voured to keep the House of Commons in 
subjection by a liberal administration of 
bribos, But according to Burnol, he un¬ 
wisely ennfinrd his gilts of corruption to the 
less prominent members of parliament. He 


ceitamly gathered about him men of sniiffi 
capacity, and lived in a jealous fear that if 
he extended his patronage to persons of 
genuine ability, they might depress his in¬ 
fluence by ‘ gaining too much credit with the 
king.’ With Lauderdale, almost alone amanc 
the eminent politicians of the day, did he 
maintain confidential relations, and he appa¬ 
rently made it his ambition to emulate Lau¬ 
derdale’s despotic methods of rule (Lavder- 
dale Correspondence, iii. 120; of. Dialogue 
between Lauderdale and Danby, 1680?“ in 
lloxburghe Ballads, iv. 91). At the same 
time lie endoavoured to improve his onn 
financial prospects by none too scrupulous 
methods. Iio was not a rich man. In 
1069 it wrb said that he had less than 
1,2007, a year, and that his debts exceeded 
10,0007. (Purrs). Ho was obviously in em¬ 
barrassed circumstances on becoming tiea- 
surer. According to Reresby, he made a 
corrupt bargain with Buckingham by which 
lie undertook to pay his predecessor, Oliffoid, 
half his salary. Another authority states 
that lie was to give Clifford 4,0007. a year 
(Letters to Williamson, p. 48). His wife 
was reported to encourage him in his love 
of money, and soon drove, with 'his partici¬ 
pation and concurrence,’ a private trade in 
offices, aft er t ho manner of Elisabeth, duchess 
of Laudordole [soc Mimiuv, Euzabeth] 
(Rerebbt ; II Emir Sidney’b Diaiy, ed.Blen- 
cowe, i. 0; Marvell, Works, ed. Aitken, 
vol. ii.) 

But although ‘greedy of wealth and 
honours, corrupt hiinsoli, and a corrupter 
of others,’ Danby did not wholly lack 
political principle. Ho took for granted, 
like all the old cavaliers, that the country 
demanded an absolute monarch. But us a 
zealous protest ant, ho declined all concilia¬ 
tory relations with the church of Home; 
nor was he loss anxious to counteract the 
aggrandisement of France, and secure for 
England an influential place in the councils 
of Europe. He wishod, too, to maintain the 
country’s financial credit, and to pay public 
creditors with regularity. Somewhat similar 
aims had been expressed in a hook called 1 The 
prosont Interest of England Stated ’ (1072), 
and another anonymous pamphleteer had 
thereupon issuod ‘A Letter to Sir Thomas 
Osborn .. . upon the reading of [that hook].’ 
Osborne was there credited with an anxiety 
to rnndor English trade more extensive than 
that of any other nation. 

Asthe minister of CharlesII, Dauhvcould 
not act with a free hand, and much diplomacy 
on liis part was needed to^.ive effect to any 
of liis views. One of his first efforts at do¬ 
mestic legislation mot with egregious defeat. 
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In 1675 he offered to the lords a bill pro¬ 
viding that no person should hold office or 
sit in either house without declaring on oath 
that he considered resistance to the kingly 
power criminal, and would never endeavour 
to alter the government of either church or 
state. It was an impolitic and useless en¬ 
deavour to protect the established constitu¬ 
tion, and is said to have been suggested to 
Danby by his friend the Duke of Lauder¬ 
dale. Danby apparently regarded the mea¬ 
sure merely as a weapon for attacking both 
catholics and dissenters. The opposition, led 
by Shaftesbury, took every advantage of the 
dissenters’ grievances, and Danby, bowing 
before the storm which the bill raised among 
them under Shaftesbury’s astute guidance, 
suffered it to drop. To propitiate the pre¬ 
lates, he, however, encouraged during 1676 
a renewal of the persecution of the dissenters 
and catholics under the existing laws. The 
Cabal ministiy had encouraged toleration, 
and Charles II manifested a reluctance to 
accept an intolerant policy. In the hope of 
meeting the royal scruples, Danby directed 
each bishop to prepare a census of papists 
and nonconformists in his diocese. Danby 
believed that the king might thus he con¬ 
vinced that the numbers of those opposed 
to the established church were not formid¬ 
able, and that their suppression could he 
undertaken without exciting any widespread 
commotion (Duke of Leeds’ MSS. in Hist. 
MSS. Comm. 11th Rep. pt. vii. pp. 14 sq.) 
During 1077 Danby declared openly, Burnet 
says, against popery in all companies, and 
his nomination of Compton to the see of 
London and of Bancroft to Canterbury was 
viewed as a practical confirmation of his 
apoken opinions. 

In foreign politics one of Dauby’s earliest 
schemes was aimed at the predominance of 
France. In 1674 he brought the war with the 
Dutch to a close, and laid the foundation of 
peace. In 1075 the proposal to marry Mary, 
the Duke of York’s daughter, to William of 
Orange was first suggested. Charles at once 
assented; the duke was reluctant to sanction 
the arrangement, hut Danby supported the 
match witn enthusiasm, and by his persis¬ 
tency brought it to fruition. In October 
1677 William came to England: Charles and 
James both urged a postponement of the 
marriage negotiation until at least the treaty 
of Nimeguen was signed; but Danby firmly 
contended with William that there was no 


just cause for delay, and the wedding took 
place on 21 Oct. 1677. 

Louis XIV resented the union, and re¬ 
garded Danby’s conduct in pressing it for¬ 
ward as seriously imperilling his position in 


Europe. But the French monarch knew that 
Charles II was pliable, and that the con¬ 
trol of foreign politics was always to a large 
extent under the king's personal direction. 
Against his better judgment Danby, too, had 
from the first connived at the secret receipt of 
money by Cliaries II from France as the price 
of England’s neutrality in the wars in which 
Louis XIV was embarked. He disliked the 
proceeding, but could continue in office on 
no other condition than that of according it 
a tacit favour. In the beginning of 1676 he 
and Lauderdale were parties to a formal 
treaty between the two kings, by which they 
bound themselves not to make any further 
diplomatic arrangement with a foreign power 
except by mutual consent; and Charles pro¬ 
mised, in consideration of a pension, to 
prorogue or dissolveparliament if any attempt 
were made to force other treaties on him 
(Dalbxmbed, p. 99). Danby did what he 
could to render this engagement nugatory. 
But by the king’s orders he pressed the French 
cabinet for the promised bnbes, and200,000Z. 
was paid. The perilous negotiation was kept 
secret. But in January 1077-8 Charles IT 
desired Danby to repeat it on a bolder 
scale. The opposition to the government in 
parliament was gaining strength. The long 
waB in pressing want of money. Throughout 
England the jealousy of France was growing, 
and war seemed inevitable. Charles, with 
habitual cynicism, determined to turn the 
situation to his personal profit, and directed 
Dauby to inform Ralph Montagu (afterwards 
duke of Montagu) [q. r.], the English ambas¬ 
sador in Paris, that Louis could only secure 
peace by paying the king of England six 
million livres a year for three years. Danby 
obeyed, and the royal commands were for¬ 
warded to Montagu in letters dated 17 Jan. 
1677-8 and 25 March 1078. To eaoh letter 
the king added a postscript in his own hand¬ 
writing, ‘ I aproue of thisletter, C.R.’ Danby 
judiciously bade Montagu take all possible 
care ‘to leave this whole negotiation as pri¬ 
vate as possible for fear of giving offence at 
home.’ At a later date he asserted that he 
had no fear of any personal danger in making 
the corrupt proposal to Louis, because he 
wrote ‘ by the king’s command upon the sub¬ 
ject of peace and war, wherein his Majesty 
alone is at all times sole judge, and ought to 
be obeyed not only by ministers of state, but 
by all his subjects.’ 

The perfidy of the transaction was unmis¬ 
takable, Five days before the second letter 
was despatched an act of parliament had 
passed under Danby’s auspices authorising 
the raising of money to carry on war with 
France. 
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Montagu was under no obligation to pro¬ 
tect tlis minister from the consequences of 
a betrayal of the secret negotiation. He had 
no personal liking for Danby, who combined 
with * his excellent natural parts ’ (according 
to Evelyn) no sense of generosity or grati¬ 
tude (Evblxn , Diary, ii. 203), When, there¬ 
fore, Montagu invited his influence to secure 
for him the post of secretary of state, Dauby 
manifested an unwillingness to aid him. Soon 
after Montagu received Danby’s letters, he 
moreover, involved liimsolf in a personal 
quarrel with the king’s former mistress, the 
Duchess of Cleveland. Dismissal from office 
followed,and Moutagu, crediting Danby with 
responsibility for his misfortunes, flung him¬ 
self into the arms of tho opposition. He 
easily convinced Barillon, tha French am¬ 
bassador in London, that Danby was at heart 
an enemy of France, and that Louis XIV 
would benefit by liis downfall, which he, if 
subsidised, could bring about. A liberal sum 
of money was at once placed by Barillon at 
Montagu’s disposal, and Montagu obtained a 
seat in parliament, in order to carry out his 
part of the bargain. Danby, who suspected 
his intentions, triud to foil them by issuing 
an order in council early in December 1678 
for the seizure of all Montagu’s papers. But 
he lmd lost control of the House of Commons, 
and it was at once voted, contrary to his 
wish, that tho sequestered papers should he 
examined at Westminster. On 20Dec. Mont¬ 
agu moved that the two incriminating docu¬ 
ments sent him by Danby early in the yoav 
should be road by the speaker, as ‘ ho oon- 
ceivod they might tend vary muoh to the 
safely of his majesty's person, and tho preser¬ 
vation of the kingdom.’ The king’s post¬ 
scripts were not road, and the house at once 
resolved that tho correspondence supplied 
sufficient matter for an impeachment, Next 
day articles impeaching the lord treasurer 
wore drawn up. 

The commons professed _ to pereeivo only 
the misconduct of the minister. But the 
king's authority for the despatch of the 
corrupt lotters to Montagu was undeniable, 
and was evidenced by his own handwriting. 
Thecommons,therefore,in impeaching Danby, 
wont a groat way towards establishing 1 ho 
principle that no minister can shelter liimsolf 
behind the throne by pleading obedience 
to tho orders of the sovereign (liar, lam). 
Dauby’s grave offence sprang from a desire 
to retain power. Rom oval and exclusion from 
office he thoroughly deserved. That a capi¬ 
tal charge of treason could be justly reared 
on tho basis of the lotters was doubtful. 
But Danby’s personal unpopularity silonced 
all scruples, According to Burnut, ho was 


‘the most lmted minister that bad ovsrW* 
about the king.’ Charles himself had ™ 
misapprehension on thal score, and told lZ 
soon after he had become treasurer that h 
had only two friends in the world-the royal 
favour and Ins own merit (letters to JJW 
liamson, p. 64). The king’s relations, which 
had always buen friendly, had grown more 
minmale since the lung’s natural son, tha 
Eai-1 of Plymouth, married at Wimbledon 
Danby’s daughter Bridget, on 13 July 10-fl 
But it was not in Charles's nature to exert 
himself in behalf of a threatened mimq e r 
especially when the minister was being held 
up to public execration by pamphleteers and 
ballad writers. Danby’s corrupt practices, 
his alleged dependence on his wife, his par! 
sonal appearance, his bad health, and his 
pale i’aoe wore all ridicnled unceasingly in 
coareo lampoons: 1 


Be is as stiff as any stake, 

And loaner, Dick, than any rake i 
Envy is not s<> pnlo. 

And though by soiling of ua all 
Ho has wrought himself into AVhitehall 
lie lookb like bird of gaol. 


(‘The Chequer Inn,’ State Poems, 1703; 
cf. MabvIILL, Poems, ed. Aitken, ii. 205), 
Lord Mulgrave, ait or wards Duke of Buck¬ 
inghamshire, ill his ‘ Essay on Satyr ’ de¬ 
scribed him as ‘ that great false jewel/ who 
was thought exceeding wise ‘ only for taking 
pains and telling lies;’ while the Earl of 
Dorset, in his ‘Young Statesmen,’ 1080, 
credited Danby with ‘ matchless impudenco.’ 
Drydun, to whom both these poems are often 
wrongly ascribed, was one of Danby’s few 
literary admirers, and dedicated to him his 
1 All for Love ’ in 1 678. 

The public temper had, moreover, beBn 
madly excited since the autumn by the pre¬ 
tended revelations of Titus Oates [q. vl and 
was readily disposed to detect in every devia¬ 
tion from public duty some complicity with 
1 tho horrid plot.’ Danby’s enemies in parlia¬ 
ment, in order to expose their victim with 
cert ainty to tho peril of punishment by death, 
charged him directly with encouraging the 
alleged conspiracy. From the first Danby 
had discredited Oates’s story, and that cir¬ 
cumstance supplied his enemies with the sole 
pretence for connecting him with the ‘plot.’ 
One of the articles of impeachment, ab¬ 
surdly describing him as ‘ popisbly affected,’ 
declared that he had ‘ traitorously concealed 
the late horrid plot ’ after he had notice of it. 
Itogor North's contention that he had at first 
given some countenance to Oates, and soon 
perceived that he had got a wolf by the oars 
which ha could neither hold nor let go, is 
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not corroborated (Nokth. Lives, ed. Jcssopp, 
i. all). The other accusations went equally 
beyond what the circumstances warranted. 
He was charged with having 1 encroached to 
himself royal powers by treating of matters 
of peace and war without the knowledge of 
the council;’ with having adopted 'an arbi¬ 
trary and tyrannical way of government by 
designing to raise an aimy upon pretence of 
a war with the French, and then to continue 
the same as a standing army within this king¬ 
dom ; ’ with having hindered the meeting of 
parliament; with having wasted 281,602Z. of 
the king’s treasure on needless pensions and 
secret services; and, finally, with having 
procured large gifts for himself. Only on the 
first and fourth articles, which dealt respec¬ 
tively with his infringement of the royal 
prerogative and his connection with the 
plot, were divisions challenged in the lower 
house, but both passed by majorities—of 
forty-two in one case and twenty-four in the 
other. 

"When the articles were read at the bar of 
the upper house, motions were made not only 
that the earl should withdraw, hut that he 
be committed to the Tower. Each was nega¬ 
tived by a large majority, and Shaftesbury, 
with other whig leaders, "entered protests in 
the ‘Lords’ Journals.’ The action of the ma¬ 
jority was disputed on the legal ground that 
no one charged with treason could he ad¬ 
mitted to bail; but serious doubt was legiti¬ 
mate as to whether the articles could, in 
the absence of more precise particulars, be 
reasonably interpreted to amount to a charge 
of treason, or whether, on the severest inter¬ 
pretation, Danhy’s offences could be treated 
as more than misdemeanours. On 80 Deo. 
a prorogation of parliament, which was dis¬ 
solved in January 1679, deferred further 
action. 

In March 1679 a new parliament met. 
Danby had used all his private influence to 
return to the House of Commons men 
favourable to himself. In this effort he failed, 
and at Lady-day he accordingly resigned his 
office of lord treasurer. He received from 
the king a pardon under the great seal, to 
which the king ordered the seal to he at¬ 
tached in his presence, together with a war¬ 
rant creating him a marquis, dated 16 March 
( Addit. MS. 28094, f. 47). Charles, in 
bidding him farewell, used every expression 
of good will, and lightly promised that his 
minisl er ‘ should not fare at all the worse 
for the malicious prosecution of the parlia¬ 
ment.’ Burnet adds that Danby left the 
treasury quite empty. Ilis friends believed 
that he would take up Ilia post ogain ‘in 
convenient time, or else keep such a station 


near the king as may make him the same 
omnipotent figure as before, under the dis¬ 
guise of some other name' (Smite Corre¬ 
spondence, p. 76). But 1 the hard-hearted 
commons of England’ had no such anti¬ 
cipation. His impeachment was at once re¬ 
vived. Thereupon a question of high con¬ 
stitutional importance was raised by Danby’s 
friends as to whether the impeachment was 
abated by the dissolution. A. committee of 
privileges, to whom the point waB submitted 
on 11 March 1679, reported, after a caieful 
scrutiny of precedents,that the ‘dissolution of 
the parliament doth not alter the state of the 
impeachment brought up by the commons in 
that parliament. 1 When the motion for the 
earl’s committal was made a second time in 
the House of Lords, it was accepted without 
objection. Meanwhile Danby had left Lon¬ 
don for Wimbledon, in obedience, he asserted, 
to the king’s wish (Satton Corresp. i. 186-6). 
But the lords, perhaps with a view to pro¬ 
tecting him from the results of conviction, 
passed a bill condemning him, os in the case 
of Clarendon, to banishment unless he sur¬ 
rendered. The commons rejected the bill 
for bis banishment, and substituted a bill of 
attainder which they hastily passed through 
all its stages. To prevent worse conse¬ 
quences, Danby thereupon came to London, 
and surrendered to the usher of the black rod 
(lOApril). HewasatoncesenttotheTower. 
A written answer to the charges was de¬ 
ni anded of him, and he pleaded the pardon ob- 
] tained from the king (21 April 1679). Even 
among his friends such a course was deemed 
impolitic, because it was clearly a confession 
of the fact (North, i. 211). the commons 
straightway resolved that the pardon was 
illegal and the plea void, and, proceeding to 
the bar of the House of Lords, demanded that 
judgment should be passed upon the prisoner. 
They further denied the right of the bishops 
to vote on the validity of the king’s pardon, 
and demanded the appointment of a com¬ 
mittee of both houses to regulate the further 
procedure of the impeachment. The peers 
assented to the appointment of the com¬ 
mittee, but declared that the bishops had a 
right to sit and vote in parliament on capital 
cases until sentence of death should he pro¬ 
nounced. Before the matter went further 
parliament was dissolved in July. 

No serious attempt was thenceforth made 
to bring Danby to trial, hut for nearly five 
years he lay a prisoner in the Tower. He 
was often seriously ill, but, according to 
Hereshy, he bore his misfortunes with re¬ 
markable patience and equanimity. Hiswifa 
and family seem to have had free access to 
his apartments. On 17 Aug. 1688 William 
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Longueville visited him there, and found mously declared on 12 Fob. 1683-4 tWnT 
him ‘pretty well, good company, and tem- ought to be admitted to bail, and accrml 9 
perate in what lie said’ ( '/[niton Corresp. inglyhewas bound over in 20 0001 s,,™' 
li. 86). On 7 Dec. 1683 Evelyn waa re- pear before the House of Lords in the «!?’ 
ceivcd by him with great lcindnosa (Evelyn, reading session. The Dukes of Somerset ami 
Diary, ii. 424). Albemarle and tho Earls of Oxford and CW. 

From tho moment of his arrest, Oates and terfleld became sureties in 6,0001 each ad 
his crew had pursued him with unrelenting Dnnby at length left the Tower. ‘He cam 
malignity, ana the odium with which the tho_ same day,’ says Rerosby, ‘to lass hia 
public regarded him increased. Many pam- majesty’s hand in tho bedchamber when I 
phlets issued in 1679 and 1680 asserted happened to be present; and when’lhe earl 
that Oates had revealed the popish plot to complained of his long imprisonment hia 
Dauby in secret meetings, in obscure ports majesty told him, lie [i.e. Danby] knew it was 
of London, at an early stage of bis alleged against liis consent, whickkielordskip thank- 
discoveries ; that Danby had taken no action fully acknowledged; but they had no manner 
against the pretended conspirators from a of private discourse together.’ On 19 j[ ay 
desire to shield them ; that his supineness 1 Ilf >6, in tho first parliament of James'lTa 
had roused the suspicions of Sir Edmund reign,Danby appoared at the bar oftbe IlouBe 
Berry Godfrey [q. vj, and that Dnnby bad coil- of Lords, and was discharged from bis re- 
sequently plotted Godfrey’s murder (cf. lie- cognisances. At tlio same time the order of 
fleationaupon the Earl of Danby in relation to 1 0 March 1679, authorising tho maintenance 
Sir Edmund Derry Godfrey's Murder, 1(179). of au impeachment in the parliamentfblbjw- 
His secrutary, Edward Christian, issuod ingtliatinwhich it was framed,waaannulled 
‘Reflections’ rebutting tho absurd charges, and Danby again took his seat among the 
But the libellous accusation respecting God- peers. lie al once proved himself an active 
frey continued in circulation for mono than and powerful member of lliB tory party, 
two years, and in 1081 Edward Filzliarris But before tho first year of James n’s 
[q. v.] attempted to free himself from a reign closed Dauby found himself in opposi- 
oliarge of treason by concocting a detailed lion to the government. As a protestant he 
slory directly implicating Danby in the distrusted 1 he king, and on the dismissal of 
murder. OnFitzkams’s evidence the Middle- his friend George Savillo, marquis of Halifax, 
sox grand jury indicted Dnnby in May 1681 from tho presidency of the council (October 
for the crime. A few days later Danby 1036), ho began to speak openly against 
petitioned the king in council t o arrange for Jamos’s arbitrary acts. lie was still remem- 
his immediate trial by his peers on the in- bored as tho chief promoter of the marriage 
diclment, hut no decision was taken. On of Mary and William of Orange, and was re- 
3 June 1681 he moved tho couit of king’s f-poctocl at the Ting ue. Consequently he was 
bench to take action against the publishers sought out by "William’sagent, Dykvelt, and 
and booksellers who had printed and sold was easily induced to consider the claims of 
the false evidence brought against him by JamuB’s daughter to take James’s place on tho 
Fitzbarris. These proceedings also proved throno. In September 1687 ho attended pri- 
abortive. vato conferences between Dykvelt and the 

As Oates’s credit drooped, the public ennui chief opponents of James II, In June Dyk- 
to recognise that the charge was a wilful veil carried to Holland a letter from Danby 
fabrication., and meanwhile Danby made uu- boldly favouring William and Mary’s me- 
romitting endeavours to secure liis freedom tensions to the English crown. Asa leading 
by appeals both to the king audio pai'lia- represent alive of the tories, he know that bis 
ment. Ho petitioned the parliament meeting adboreneo was of the utmost importance to the 
at, Oxford in 1681 to dismiss tho political party favouring tho change of dynasty. The 
charges against him, but for a third time a wbigs immediately made advances which be 
dissolution deprived him of a hearing. On roeoivod in a friendly spirit, and a formal re- 
27 May 1682 "he uppoarod in person before concilintion took place between himself and 
tho court of king’s bench, and applied for the Earl of Devonshire, one of the managers 
hail. Ilis request was refused, Mr. Justice of his impeachment. liis next step was to 
Raymond alone dissenting, on the ground join the revolutionary conspiracy wlueh Rus- 
tliat the judges wore incompetent to muddlo sell and Iloury Sidney inaugurated, and be 
in the mailer of an impeachment by par- won over Compton to tho cause. As one of 
Lament, which was a court superior to tlioir the seven ohiefs of the conspiracy he signed the 
own. Another application inMayl683provcd invitation to William. In November he left 
equally unsuccessful; hut after Jellvoys had London to soizo York for the Dutch prince, 
become lord chief justice, tho court unaui- When tho Revolution was accomplished, 
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and Janies liad fled to France, Dabby argued 
that the crown was vacant and had devolved 
on the Princess of Orange. He offered to 
form a party in her favour; hut she gave 
little support to his view, and his whig co- i 
adjutors rejected it. Finally he joined his 
fellow-actors in the Revolution in urging the 
House of Lords to agree -with the Commons 
in declaring the throne vacant and the prince 
and princess king and queen. 

Danby did not under-estimate his services 
to William, and he demanded a rich reward. 
On 20 Apni 1689 he was made Marquis of , 
Carmarthen in accordance with a promise 
which Charles II had made him, and in com- | 
memoration of property in South Wales 
granted him by that king in 1674 (Sari. 
MS. 1220, f. 21). He became lord lieute¬ 
nant of the West Riding (10 May), of the 
East Riding (21 March 1690), ana of the 
three Ridings (29 Feb. 1691-2). But his 
chief ambition was to resume that office of 
treasurer from which he had ignominiously 
withdrawn in 1679. William, on this point, 
declined to meet his wishes, and deemed it 
convenient to appoint him president of the 
council (February 1689). Danby did not con¬ 
ceal his discontent, which was greatly in¬ 
creased when George Savile,marquis of Hali¬ 
fax, with whom he had quarrelled, was made 
lord privy seal. Although accepting office, he 
positively refused for the present to work 
with Halifax. He seldom presided at the 
council; he stayed in the country grumbling 
and sneering, aud thus allowed the power to 
fall into Halifax’s hands. With the whigs, 
Danby, despite his conciliatory attitude in 
1688, was still unpopular, and his introduc¬ 
tion into William’s cabinet excited a fierce 
opposition. In June 1689 nowe moved that 
an address be presented to the king request¬ 
ing that all persons who had ever been im¬ 
peached by the commons might be dismissed; 
and in July the house was asked, without 
result, to request the king to remove both 
Danby and Halifax from his council. 

Nevertheless, William’s coufidenoe in Car¬ 
marthen increased; and in 1690 his position 
was greatly improved by Halifax's retirement. 
He continued lord president, but he now 
became virtually prime minister, and took 
possession of apartments in St. James’s 
l’alace. The wliigs were exasperated by 
his triumph, and he was exposed anew to 
a fire of the bitterest sarcasm. He was 
denounced as ‘King Thomas,’ as ‘Tom the 
Tyrant,’ and as ‘a thin, ill-natured ghost 
that haunts the king.’ His delicate appear¬ 
ance secured fqr him the sobriquet of the 
‘ White Marquis’ (Satton Corresp. ii. 149). 
All members of hi& family were assailed 


with invective. In December 1693, when he 
was recruiting his health at Bath, he was 
exposed to almost personal violence from a 
mob of his political enemies. He was de¬ 
clared to be ‘ anti-English ’ and a ‘ Wil- 
liamite,’ and doggerel lampoons were snng 
under his window at night. But his influence 
with the king and queen remained unshaken, 
and by free resort to his earlier practice of 
bribery he was able to keep parliament inde¬ 
pendence on him. When William left for Ire¬ 
land in June 1690, Mary was entrusted with 
the government. Carmarthen and eight others 
were chosen by the king to advise her, and 
he was nominated her chief guide. But 
William was not wholly dependent on his 
advice. InAugust,CarmarthenopposedMarl- 
liorough’s suggestion that a fleet should he 
sent to Ireland, but the king overruled bis 
decision. In the spring of 1691 bis position 
was strengthened by his activity in proceed¬ 
ing against Lord Preston for participation 
in a Jacobite plot. In January 1692-8 he 
acted as lord high steward at the trial of 
Lord Mohun, and he spent an extravagant 
sum on the coach and servants’ liveries 
which he deemed suitable to the office 
(ib. ii. 188). But hie position was easily 
assailable, and power was slipping from 
, his hands. Suspicion spread abroad that 
he was a secret friend of James U. As 
early as 1689, according to Reresby, he pri¬ 
vately asserted that if King James would 
blit give the country some satisfaction, which 
he might easily do, it would, be very hard to 
make way against him. Carmarthen’s name 
was mentioned as a sympathiser with the 
exiled king in a paper written bv Melfort on 
10 Oct. 1693 (now among the Nairne manu¬ 
scripts) ; but tbe truth seems that, although 
an attempt was made to win him over, it 
met with no success. In January 1093, when 
the place bill, excluding placemen from par¬ 
liament, was thrown out by the lords, Car¬ 
marthen was not in the house. In 1094, how¬ 
ever, he supported the triennial bill against 
the wish of the king, and strongly opposed 
a bill for regulating trials for treason in tbe 
interests of the accused. As some compen¬ 
sation for his anxieties he desired to be made 
duke of Pontefract, and, although on 4 May 
1694 he was oreated Duke of Leeds, the 
whigs had then nearly compassed his ruin 
for a second time. 

In April 1696 an inquiry took place into 
the accounts of the East India Company. It 
appeared that the Duke of Leeds had received, 
in 1694, five thousand guineas as the price 
of securing a new charter for the company. 
W barton moved his impeachment, which was 
carried without a division (27 April). On 
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the same day tlie duke was heard in his de- tuck in the House of Lords on Clmi-WM 
fence in the House of Commons. To receive tagu,baron(afterwardsearlof)Halifax a™?' 

bribes, he argued, was a custom charuoteris- ing that his family was * raised by reb'eUin " 
tie of the age since he had been in -public A duel waB anticipated, and Halifax andtb’ 
life. Proceeding to the House of Lords, he dulte’s son, the Marquis of Carmarthen we 
magnified his public services, asserted his both bound over by the council not to sccem* 

innocence, and asked either for a reconsidera- a challenge (Hist. MSS. Comm. 12th Ren nt 
tion of the vote or a speedy trial. A Swiss ix.p.96). During Queon Anne’s reign accord' 
servant of his, John Hobart, who, it. was ing to Macky, he ‘was not regarded’ tho'h 
stated, had received the flye thousand guineas still took his place at the council-board’ 
for his master from tho company, fled the The same writer describes him at the time 
country, and a proclamation was issued for as ' a gentleman of admirable natural parts 
his apprehension on 11 May (Luttehli, iii, great knowledge and experience in the rifaiw 
470). Without his evidence the commons of his own country, hut of no reputation 
could not proceed. Leeds thereupon moved, with any party.’ Ilia staunch protestantiam 
in the House of Lords, that the impeach- on the other hand, still secured him a few 
ment should be dismissed, and, although the warm admirers. Diinton, in his ‘ Life and 
motion fell to the ground, the proceedings Errors,’ 1705, p. 428, asked ‘ where shall we 
against him were never revived, find strict morals, unaffected devotion re- 

Meanwhilo, in May 1696 he was told to fined loyalty, or that old English hero that 
absent himself from the council (ib. iii. 475). made Prance and the world tremble, if not 
For some months he retired into tho eoun- in Groat Leeds P’ In 1705 he supported a 
try, hut he soon retumod, and by frequent motion that the church was in danger 
Bpeeches in parliament sought to regain his (Boyds, Annals, p. 218), and in the debate 
position. On 16 Oct. he resumed his place on Sachevorell in March 1710 he made a 
as president of the council (ib. iii. 687). Two long speech in dofence of hereditary right 
dove later he accompanied tho king on a visit (ib. p. 433). On 20 Nov. 1710 he was 
to Newmarket (ib. ui. 5381. On 0 Nov. 1695 granted a pension of 8,6002. a year out of the 
the university of Oxford showed their confl- post-office revenues (Sari MS. 2264). In 
deuce in him by making him D.O.L. On 1711 ho was described as a strong competitor 
17 Dec. 1605 ho beoamo commissioner of a for the offico of lord privy seal (Bonn, p. 
new committee of trade (ib. iii. 662), and ou 616). Some part of his enforced leisure be 
10 Dec. 1690 governor of the Royal Fishery occupied in publishing a defence of hiscon- 
Oompany (ib. iv. 150). But although he duct, in Charles II’s reign, in 1710 appeared 
clung to his salary and his nominal position two volumes on tho subject: one entitled 
in the council, he had lost ell influence on ‘Copies and Extracts of some Letters written 

E ublic affairs. His public life was confined to and from tho Earl of Danby (now Duke 
enceforth to occasional participation in the of Leeds) in the years 1670, 10(7, and 1078, 
debates of the House of Lords. In tho dis- with particular Remarks upon some of them, 
mission of the attainder of Fenwick, he, with Published hy his Grace’s direction; ’ and the 
other lories, argued that it was not worth other called * Memoirs relating to the lm- 
wliile to seriously proceed against the pri- penohment of Thomas, Earl of I) mby (now 
soner, and he took a prominent part in tlio Duke of Loads), in tho yoar 1678.’ A. oom- 
altack on Monmouth for intriguing with parison of tho printed papers with the oti- 
Fenwick’s wife [seo MoiUUtrNT, Oha-bt.HH, ginal documents shows that the duke had 
third Eaiu, ox Pdikrboboush]. On 28 April liberally garbled them, and in the trembling 
1698 he entertained at "Wimbledon tho czar, handwriting which characterised his old age 
Peter the Great (ib. iv, 871). But in May had altered crucial passages in almost all 
1699 he was compelled to relinquish offico, tho drafts of the incriminating letters in his 
and in August he ceased to be lord liuute- possession. 

nant of the three Yorkshirellidinga. 0ii280ct. lie died ‘ of convulsions’ on 20 July 1712, 

the king received him with much politeness aged 81, at Easton, Northamptonshire, the 
in private audience (ib. iv. 674). In 1700 a scat of Iris grandson, tho Earl of Pomfret. 
statute (12 & 18 Will. iii. o. 2) was passed, At tliB time ho was on lus way to Hornby 
declaring, witli obvious reference to lus posi- Oostlo, his homo in Yorkshire, nis will was 
tion in earlier years, that a royal pardon was proved in April 1718. He left a princely 
not pleadable In bar of an impeachment, fortune, but in distributing his property 
Despite his great age and increasing bodily passed over his son and successor in favour 
infirmities, the duko never relaxed his efforts of his oldost grandson. Although some of 
to rocovor somo of tho ground he hod lost, In his pnporR holong to lus descendant tho Duke 
December 1702 he made a fierce personal at.- of Leods at Hornby Oastle, the mass of them, 
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including diaries, correspondence, and ac¬ 
count-books, were purchased in 1869 for the 
British Museum, along with the papers of 
Sidney Godolpbin, first earl of Godolphin 
[q.y.J, and ot many of Danby’s descendants. 
The collection fills fifty-six i, olumes ( Addit , 
MSS. 28040-95). Some valuable autograph 
documents, dealing with Danby’s negotia¬ 
tions with Montagu, were in the collection 
of J. Eliot Hodgkin, F.8. A., of which a calen¬ 
dar was published by the Historical Manu¬ 
scripts Commission in their fifteenth report, 
Appendix ii. 


Danby married in 1654 Lady Bridget, se¬ 
cond daughter of Montague Bertie, lord 
Willoughby de Eresby, earl of Lindsay. Of a 
penurious disposition, she was credited with 
exerting a sinister influence oyer her husband 
and children, and subjecting them to much 
petty tyranny. In December 1699 she was 
nearly killed in a carriage accident on the 
journey from Wimbledon, but, according to 
Sir John Vanbrugh, ‘beyond expectation re¬ 
covered to plague her husband, her son, and 
many others, some time longer' (Mabohes- 
Tee, Court and Society, ii. 60, 601. She died 
on 30 Jan. 1704. Two of the duke’s three 
sons died before him. Edward (1666 P-1689), 
styled from 1674 Viscount Latimer, was a 
gentleman of the bedchamber to Charles II, 
took up arms in 1688 to support the revolu¬ 
tion, and died without issue in January 
1088-9. He married Elizabeth, daughter of 
Simon Bennett of Beachampton, Bucking¬ 
hamshire. She was buried m Westminster 
Abbey on 6 May 1080. The duke's suoces- 
Peregrine Osborne, second duke of 
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Leeds (1669-1734), the third hut only sur¬ 
viving son, is separately noticed. Of the 
duke's five married daughters, Anne (1657- 
1732) married (1) Robert Cooke, and (2) 
Horace Walpole, and died without issue; 
Bridget (1661-1718) married (1) Charles, 
earl of Plymouth, and (2) Dr. Philip Bisse 
v.L bishop of St. David’s; Catherine 
_ 1 .1662) married James Herbert of Kingaey, 
a relative of the Earl of Pembroke ; Martha 
b. 1063) married (1) Edward Baynton, and 
(2) Charles Granville, earl of Bath; Sophia 
(4.1664) married (1) Donat, lord O’Brien, 
grandson of Henry O'Brien, earl of Thomond, 
and (2) William Fermor, earl of Leominster. 

A portrait, by Vaa Vaart, at Hornby 
Caetle, the property of the Duke of Leeds, 
is engraved m Lodge's ‘ Portraits' (vii. 19), 
Another portrait, by Sir Peter Lely, was en¬ 
graved by A. Blooteling. There is a fine 
engraving ad worm, by R. White, and a 
drawing, also fry White, is in the print-room 
at the British Museum. A portrait by an un¬ 
known artist belongs to the Earl of Derby. 


[Lives of Eminent British Statesmen inLard- 
ners Cabinet Cyclopaedia, v. 199-875 (by T. P. 
Courtenay); Lodge’s Portraits, vit. 19 sq.; Me¬ 
moirs of the Earl of Danby, 1710; Sir John 
Reresby’t Memoirs; Dalrympie’s Memorials; 
Clarendon’s Lifo; LuttrelTs Brief Relation; Bur¬ 
net’s Own Time; Cokayne’s Complete Peerage; 
Doyle’s Official Baronage; Macaulay’s Hist.: 
Hist. MSS. Comm. 11th Hep. pt. vii. pp. 1-43 
(Duke of Leeds' MSS. at Hornby Castle), 11th 
Rep. pt. ii. (House of Lords MSS. 1678-1688); 
Brit. Mus Addit MSS. 28040-95 (Leeds and 
Godolphin papers); Roxburghe Ballads, vol. iv.: 
Bagford Ballads, vot. ii.; Wentworth Papers; 
Temple's Memoirs.] S. L. 

OSBORNE, THOMAS (d. 1767), book¬ 
seller, was the aon of Thomas Osborne, 
stationer and citizen, to whom Nichols re¬ 
fers (Lit. Aneed. iii. 601), though he does 
not connect him with his better known son. 
Thomas Osborne the elder established the 
business in Gray’s Inn, and died early in 1743. 
By his will, proved 7 March 1743 (Prer. 
Court of Canterbury, 76 Anstis), he left his 
stock, copyrights, &c., to his son Thomas, 
together with the house in which the son lived 
inFnlwood’s Rents, andhis interest in ahouse 
in Bury Street, St. James’s. He was evi¬ 
dently a man of means, owning various 
houses and the ferry at Chelsea. From this 
will we learn that the son already (1742) 
hod a daughter Mary, named after his wife. 
Two other booksellers named John Osborne 
died respectively in 1739 and 1776 (Niohoes, 
Lit. Aneed. iii. 601), but nothing is known 
as to their relationship to the subject of this 
article. 

In 1729 the first of a long series of trade 
catalogues of books was issued from Osborne's 
shop in Gray’s Inn Gateway. In 1738 Os¬ 
borne bought from his sister Elizabeth Gold¬ 
ing the lease of the ground chambers in Nos. 1 
and 2 Page's Buildings, Field Court, Gray’s 
Inn (Votes and Queries, 7th ser. xii. 206), and 
in 1789-40 he offered to sell books for the So¬ 
ciety for the Encouragement of Learning at 
16 per cent, clear of all charges, if he could 
he the only bookseller concerned (Addit, MS. 
6190, ff. 61, 68), In 1740 Rivington and 
Osborne proposed that their particular friend 
Samuel Richardson [q. v.] should write a 
small volume of letters in a common style, 
and this was the origin of ‘ Pamela,’ Richard¬ 
son’s first novel (Aakon Hue, Works, ii.208). 

Osborne bought the great library of the 
Earl of Oxford m 1742 for 18,0007., and he 
consulted Dr. Birch and other learned per¬ 
sons as to the best way of disposing of it 
(Letters of Eminent Literary Persons s p. 868). 
The 'Catalogus Bibliothecae Harlem® ’ in 
five volumes appeared in1743-6. Dr. J ohnson 
wrote the preface, Maittaire the Latin dedi- 
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cation to Lord Oarteret, and William Oldys In 1754 Oshomo was in partnerdii ■T 
[a. v.l who had been secretary to tlio Earl J. Shipton, and took n housu at 
of Oxford, was responsible for most, of the re- having, as Nichols puts it, ‘ contrived 1 ! 
inainderofthe work Booksellers complained arbitrary prices as raised him to his rn k 
that a charge of fivo shillings was made house and dog and duck hunting's 1 n J 
for each of the first two volumes of this cata- slneed. iii. 625). At the suggestion of o 
loguo, and they said that the prices charged tain Prat ton, who acted as master oft?' 
for the books were high. The prices asked ceremonies at the Long Itoom Hamnste if 
for rare English books now appear to be Osborne agrootl to give on 10 Sept 1754 ’ 
absurdly small,yet the sole was so slow that public breakfast for the ladies and 0 du 1 
Osborne did not gain much by the trails- hunt for tho gonllemou, as well as a lunch 
action. The third volume of the catalogue [ and a dance laler in the day. Subseqaentl 
contained proposals for tho ‘Harleian Mis- | a fan was engraved and a specimen presented 
eollany j or a Collection of scarce, curious, to each lady visitor. On one side wasrenrp 
and cntertoiningPampblets and Tracts found sunted the held with the breakfast marnuem 
in tho late Eaid of Oxford’s Library.’ Six and dnek-pond; on the other, Osborne’s 
sheets at one shilling were to be published house and the tent for dancing. Imnres- 
every Saturday, beginning with 24 March sions of both views are in the Banks collee 
1744. The ‘ MiscoUany ’ was published in tion at tlie British Museum. " 

eight quarto volumes, 1744-8, tho first Osborne died on 21 Aug. 1767 and was 

volume (of which there was a second edition buried on the 27th at St. Alary's, Islington 
in 1763) being dedicated to the king by Os- (Lewis, History of Islington, 1813, p |s(u 
borne. This important work was reissued By his will, made 8 July and proved26 Aug 
in 1808-13, with two additional volumes 1767, he left to his wife Mary the leasehold 
edited by Thomas Park. messuage in Warwick Oourl, Gray’s Inn 

In tho now edition of tho ‘Dunciad,’ issued whore lie then lived, Logolhor with all 

in 1748, Pope substituted Osborne’s name household goods and furniture. To his 

for that of Chapman in bk. ii. lines 107 sq. brothor-in-law William Smith he left a 
Osborne and Curll accept tho glorious strife loaBehold mossuago in Ful wood’s Rents, then 
(Tho 1 this his son dissuades, undlhat his wife), occupied by Smith, on the condition that 
Pope complained that Osborne had pre- such portion of Osborno’s stock-in-trade as 
tended to sell the subscription books of was in that house should remain there until 
Popo’s ‘Iliad’ at half the price, whereas he it could conveniontly bo sold. The benchers, 
really cut down tlie common folio copies to doctor, and afternoon preacher of Gray’s 
the size of the subscription quartos. Johnson Inn bad mourning rings. The stoclc-m- 
(Lifa of Pope) romnrke that ‘Osborne was a trade and rosiduo of the estate went to the 
man entirely destitute of shame, without, wife, William Smith, and nephew William 
sense of any disgrace but that of poverty. Toll. Osborne’s stock was sold in 1768-9. 
He told mo, when he was doing that which Though the principal bookseller of his 
raised Pop os resentment, that he should bo time, Osborno is said to have been very igno- 
put into the “ Dunciad but liehadthefato rant of hooks. Ho was, however, skilled m all 
of Cassandra. I gave no credit to his pre- the tricks of his Irade. He is charged with 
diction, till in time I saw it accomplished, being very insolent to his customers, affront- 
The shafts of satire were directed ’ m vain ing them if they would not buy some publi- 
against Osborne’B ‘ impassive dulness.’ Tt was cation of Ills own; but Toplady says that Oa- 
commonly reportod that Johnson had once borno, who was his own bookseller, was a very 
knocked Osborne down in his shop with a respectable man. When Toplady was about 
folio, and put his foot on his nock, J ohnson to take orders, Osborne offered him a number 
gave Boswell tho true version : ‘Sir, ho was of sermons (originals) for a triflo, adding that 
impertinent to me, and I bent him. But it he had sold ready-made sermons to many 
was not in his shop: it was in my own a bishop ( Memoirs , p. 23). He was short 
chambor ’ (Boswell, cd. Orokor, pp. 46,013). and thick in stature, and often spoke in a 
The Rov. A. M. Toplady ( Memoirs , by W. domineering manner 10 inferiors. lie im- 
Wintors,p. 45) says that the volume thrown proved, however, in his later years, and 
was Johnson’s ‘ Dictionary,’ while tho doctor would ask into his little parlour youngbook- 
wub on a ladder in his room. Mrs. Piozmi sellers who called when he was taking wine 
adds that Johnson remarked that Osborne, after dinner. ‘Young man,’he would say, 
being a blockhead, told of his boating: others ‘I have boon in business mflro than forty 
who lmd beon beaten by Johnson had the years, and am now worth more than 40,0001, 
wit to hold their tongues (Piozzi, Anecdotes, Attwnd to your business, and you will be as 
p. 238). rioh as I am.’ He was for many years one 
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of the court of assistants of the Stationers’ 
Company. His name was sometimes coupled 
with those of Johnson and Longman on the 
title-pages of hooks published jointly by 
several houses. 

[Nichols’s Lit. Anecd, i. 151, 585, 707, ii. 
282, ill. 401-4, 801, 849-54, ir. 885, v. 352, 
462, 471, vi. 130, viii. 286, 446,483-4, 496, 600, 
is. 419; Nichols’s Lit. IUustr, ii. 109, 130, iv. 
113,354, Boswell's Johnson, ed. Oroker, 1853, 
pp. 41, 48; Dibdin’s Bibliomania, pp. 461-2, 
470-1; Knight’s Shadows of the Old Book¬ 
sellers, pp. 180, 260 ; Brit. Mas. Oat. (Cata¬ 
logues, subdiv. v, Osborne); Notes and Queries, 
3rd ser. i. 42, vii. 824, 8th ser. viii. 83 ; Gent. 
Mag. 1743, p. 660.] G. A. A. 

OSBORNE, WILLIAM, M.T). (1786- 
1808), man-midwife, was born in London in 
1786, and received his medical education at 
St. George’s Hospital. He practised for 
some years as a surgeon, and was elected 
man-midwife to the lying-in hospital in 
Store Street, London, tin 10 Oct. 1777 he 
obtained the degree of M.D, in the university 
of St. Andrews, and was admitted a licen¬ 
tiate in midwifery of the College of Physi¬ 
cians of London 22 Dec. 1783. lie became 
colleague of Dr. Thomas Denman [q. v.] in 
an annual course of lectures on midwifery in 
1779, and after 1783 lectured by himself for 
a time, and then with Dr. John Clarke (1761- 
1816) [q, v.] He states that he had educated 
more than twelve hundred practitioners in 
midwifery. In 1783 he published ‘An Essay 
on Laborious Parturition, in which tho divi¬ 
sion of the Symphysm Pubis is particularly 
considered.’ Sigault and other Frenchmen 
had advocated the use of this operation, and 
in England Dr. William Hunter (1718-1783) 
[q. v.Jhad expressed a favourable opinion on 
lit. Osborne thought it uselesB and dangerous, 
and subsequent experience has so for con¬ 
firmed his view that it is now never performed. 
In 1792 he published ‘ Essays on the Practice 
of Midwifery innatural and difficult Labours,’ 
which is merely an enlargement of his former 
book. He was strongly opposed to the 
Omsarian section, and had some difference 
with Denman on the subject. Like most of 
tbe writers on midwifery of the hundred 
years preceding 1800, he quotes scriptural 
texts in the body of bis works. The men- 
midwives, who became extinct about that 
period, usually claimed merit for some in¬ 
strument invented by themselves, and he 
look pride in a modification of the obstetric 
forceps, which measured 11 £ inches in length 
and had a breadth between the blades of 
2| inches. It % depicted in his second work. 
A second edition of this, which is believed 
to have been surreptitious (Catalogue of 


Osgar 

Library of Loyal Medico-Chirurgical Society, 
ii. 143), appeared in 1796. He attained con¬ 
siderable wealth, and died at Old Park, near 
Dover, on 16 Aug. 1808. His portrait wa' 
painted by J. Hardy, and was engraved by 
J. Jones in 1791. 

[Muck’s Coll, of Phys. ii. 338; Osborne's 
Works] N.M. 

OSBRITH (d. 8C7), under-king of North¬ 
umbria. [See OaTfutHT.] 

OSBBRGA or OSBTJRH (J. 861), 
mother of Alfred or -lilfied (849-901) fa. v.j, 
king of the West-Saxons, daughter or Oslac, 
cupbearer of King Ethelwulf [q. v.j, of the 
house of the leaders of the Jutes, who settled 
in the Isle of Wight in the reigns of Cerdic 
and Cynric, married Ethelwulf [q. v.], king 
of the West-Saxons, and hud by him, as it 
seems, five sons—rEthelstan (d. 862 ?) [see 
under Ethblwxjii' 1 Ethelbald(<7.860) [q. v.J 
Ethelbert (d. 866) [q. v.l HSthelred ( d . 871) 
fa. v.l and /Elfred the Great, of whom the 
last four hecamo kings of the West-Saxons 
—and a daughter, Ethelswith or HSthels- 
wyth, who married Burhred [q. ▼.], under¬ 
king of Mercia. Osburgamust have been alive 
in866, when her husband, Ethelwulf,brought 
home his young bride Judith, daughter of 
Charles tbe Bald; for a notice of her occurs 
which must belong to the year 861, when 
her youngest son, -Elfred, was in his twelfth 
year. Up to that time he had not been able 
to read, but then his mother showed him and 
his brothers a book of ‘ Saxon’ poetry, pro¬ 
mising to give it to him who should first he 
able to read it. -Elfred, delighted with the 
beauty of the illuminated initial letters, went 
to a master, who read the poems over to him 
until he knew them by heart. It is impos¬ 
sible to believe that this storyrefersto Judith, 
who was a mere girl in 861 [see under 8Bt- 
•FluiD, u.s.] Oeburga is said by Asser to have 
been a noble-minded and deeply religious 
woman. 

[Asser (Mon. Hist. Brit.), pp. 469, 474 j 
Ethelwerd (Mon. Hist. Brit,), p. 511; Will, of 
Malmesbury’s Gesta Begum, i. 132 (Bolls Ser.); 
Green’s Conquest of England, p. 100; Giles’s 
Alfred the Great, pp. 80-4.] W. H. 

OSGAR, OSCAR,or ORDGAR(A 984), 
abbot of Abingdon, was one of tbe clerks 
who left Dunstan’s community at Glaston¬ 
bury to go with .Ethelwold fa. v,] when 
he was appointed abbot of Abingdon JM'st. 
Abingdon -ii. 268). He was sent by jEthel- 
wold to Fleury on the Loire to leam the 
Benedictine rule,and returned wish a written 
account of it. Whan rEthelwold became 
bishop of Winchester (968), he appointed 
Osgar hissuccessorinthe abbacy of Abingdon, 
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Osgar ms present at the expulsion of secular 
canons from Winchester, and made a speech 
on that occasion. In a letter from Floury, 
mitten partly in cipher, apparently by a 
friend of Dunstan, or on behalf of Abbo, 
abbot of Floury, an abbot is blamed for not 
returning a copy of Florae’s commentary on 
St, Paul's Epistles; the name Oscarns will j 
be found to lit the cipher (Stums, Dunstan. I 
p. 876), and the borrower 1 b no doubt identical 1 
with the abbot of Abingdon, He purchased 
and obtained large tracts of land for his con¬ 
vent, and his name is apponded to 43 genuine 
charter's oftho years 967-974, and to thirteen 
marked by Kemble as spurious. lie died in 
984, having finished the buildings begun by 
his mastor Ahelwold at Abingdon. 

IWulstan's Life of TRtholwold; Migno's Pat. 
Lar. 137, cols. 89, 92 ; Ohron. do Abingdon, od. 

Stayonson; Will. Malmesbury's GostuPontiflcuTn, 

ad. Hamilton, p. 191-1 hi. 15. 

OSGITH or OSYTH ( Jl. 7th cent.P). 
[See Ob XXII.] 

OSGODBF, ADAMnn(e7.131(5),koopor of 
the great soal,was a clerk in Edward l's chan¬ 
cery, who derived his narao from and was per¬ 
haps born at one of the villages called Osgodhy 
in Yorkshire, in whioh oounly he afterwards 
held lands. He first appears on the records 
in 1986, when ho was appointed attorney of 
Stephen deMauley, going loParis for the pun- 
pose of study ( dal. Patent Polls, 1289-92, 
p,201). Between Hint year and 1290 ho also 
acted as attovnoy for William do Aoon, 
Walter de Percehayo, and again in 1291 for 
Stephen do Mauley, now arolidoacon of Cleve¬ 
land, and going to the court of Homo (it. 
pp. 289, 292, 335, 413). On 1 Oct,. 1295 ho 
was appointed keupor of the rolls of chan¬ 
cery, from which data until his death his 
name constantly appears in records as an 
active minister of the crown. Tie is gene¬ 
rally described as 1 king’s clerk,’ and is re¬ 
garded by Foss as having been tlio chief of 
that order. Though never for any longl lr of 
time entrusted with Lho permanent custody 
of the great seal, Adam was ruuoatedly com¬ 
missioned to hold it temporarily, somst iraus 
alone, more often in conjunction willi otliors. 
This generally happened during the absoncu 
of the chancellor, or during the vacancy of 
the chancellorship. On throo occasions Adam 
thus held the seal under Edward I. Again, 
at Easier 1310, lie held the seal between tiro 
resignation of John Langton [q, v.], bishop of 
Chichester, and the appointment of Walter 
Reynolds [q.v.], bishop of Worcuslur,. to 
succeed him as chancellor (Ann. Paulini in 
Studus’b Ohron. of Edw. I and Edw. II, i. 
268-0). In August 1311 again, on chancellor 


Reynolds setting out to the genoral council 
Osgodby received custody of the great seal’ 
to bo kept by him undor the seals of two other 
clinncery clerks, llnbei'L of Bardelby [q, y,] afi j 
William of Ayermine ( Cal, Close Polk, inn? 
1313, p. 436). On SO Dec. in the same year 
Edward II formally dolivered the seal to 
Adam and his two colleagues at York and 
ordered them, to go daily to the church of 
St. Mary outside the castle, and there exe¬ 
cute wliat related to the office of chancellor 
as they had been wont to do (ib, p. 448 c f’ 
however p. 893). When the great seal was 
not in use it was safeguarded by the seals of 
the three keopors, as, for example, daring 
Edward II's flight from Tynemouth to Scar¬ 
borough, aftor whioh it was restored to the 
keeper at York on the Wednesday in Whit¬ 
sun week, 1312 (ib. pp. 469-60). On 6 Oct. 
1312 the ret runs foronce of the eeal tolVolter 
Reynolds ended Oeg-odby’s keepership (ib, 
p, 553). But even after this—as, for example, 
in May 1810, when Reynolds went oa pil¬ 
grimage to Canterbury, and again so late as 
April 1314—tho great booI was still secured 
by the seals of tiro sumo three clerks (ib 
p. 681, 1313-18 p. 96). The last in¬ 
stances of such custody are in Juno and 
November 1316 (ib. 1313-18, pp, 233,314). 
In bis later caroor Adam was a member of 
the king’s council (ib. p. 206). 

Adam soemB to lravo driven a consider¬ 
able money-lending businoss, to judge by the 
numerous examples of deeds enrolled in 
chancery anil in the Oloso Rolls. He was 
lil igioue, like his ago and class, winning in 
1811 n suit in (he ecclesiastical courts against 
the abbot and convont of Selby, and using 
Iris influence at high quarters to declare the 
appeal of tho monks to Rome informal (ib. 
1307-13, p. 360). [To held numerous offices. 
In 1304 ho wns parson of tho church of flar- 
gravo ( Oalmdarium Ocnealogiaum, ii. 672). 
On 7 Nov. 1807 Edward II added to his cus¬ 
tody of tho rolls the office of warden of the 
DomuB Conversoruni itr Fetter Lane, ail office 
afterwards invariably conjoined with that of 
the mastership of lho rolls. Ho was a canon 
of York Cathedral, a prebeudory of Ncw- 
biggin in tliocollogialochnrcliof Winchester 
in tho diocoso of Durham, and prebendary of 
Burford in Shropshire (Cal. ClosePolls, 1307- 
1818 pp. 98, 860,433,1818-18 pp. 230, 806). 
He acted ns proctor for the canons of York in 
tho Carlisle parliament of 1807 (Pot Pori, i. 
190). ITo died in August 1816, leaving sixty- 
eight acres of land, a house, a windmill, and 
rents valued at six marks and teu shillings— 
| all in Yorkshire—to which,Walter de Os¬ 
godby,his bvolhorov nephew, succeeded (Cal 
Inq. post mortem, i. 279). One of his executors 
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was Ilanry do Cliffe. His niece Isabella was 
granted a maintenance for life at the expense 
of the prior and convent of Coventry, in con¬ 
sideration of Adam’s services to tbe king. 

[Fo-s's Judges of England, iii. 284—6 ; Bio- 
granhia Junction, p. 492 ; Cal. of Patent Bolls, 
1272-92; Dugdale's Orig. Jud. and Chronica 
Sories; Oils, of Close Rolls, 1307-13and 1313— 
1318; Oal. Inquisitiones post mortem, i. 194, 
279; Stubbs’s Ohron. of Edward I and Ed¬ 
ward II.] T. F. T. 

OSGOD CLAPA (£. 1064), a thegn in 
the service of Cnut, was no doubt a Dane by 
birth. He first appears as witness to a char¬ 
ter in 1026, when lie is styled ‘Osgod minis¬ 
ter’ (Codex Diplomnticus, iv. 748). Ilisname 
occurs frequently witnessing charters down 
to 1046, generally under the title of ‘ minister,’ 
but sometimes as ‘miles.’ In 1038 he is 
mentioned in conjunction with Toflg Prude 
(ib. iv. 749). It was on the occasion of the 
wedding feast of Osgod’s daughter, Gytha, 
and Tofig, on 8 June 1042, that Harthacuut 
died while drinking in Osgod’s house at 
Lamboth. Freeman suggests that Osgod 
opposed the accession of Edward the Con¬ 
fessor, and that liis subsequent exile was due 
to this. However, Osgod witnesses a number 
of royal charters in 1044 and 1046, and one 
in 1046 (ib. iv. 768-98). The last shows that 
the ‘ Abingdon Chronicle ’ is correct in 
stating that it was in 1046, before midwinter, 
that Osgod was outlawed, and not in 1044, 
1046, or 1047, as elsewhere stated. Osgod 
apparently went to Denmark, and took ser¬ 
vice with. Swegen Estrithson. In. 1049 there 
came news that he was at. Ulp, on the coast 
of Flanders, with thirty-nine ships. Edward 
sent ships to watch him; hut Osgod, having 
fetched his wife from Bruges, went back to 
Denmark with six Rliips, while the remainder 
harried the coast of Essex. In 1064 Osgod 
died suddenly in his bed (English Chron.) 
He had, as it would seem, come back to 
England, but ‘ we have no account of the 
time or oircumstnnces of his return ’ ( Norman 
Conquest , ii. 378). Heremann and Abbot 
Samson, in their narratives on the * Miracles 
of St. Edmund,’ relate how Osgod was 
miraculously punished for his pride in enter¬ 
ing the abbey church armed with his battle- 
axe, when he once happened to be at Bury 
St. Edmunds with King Edward, Before 
this Osgod had been an enemy to the saint 
and his abbey, hut afterwords he reformed 
his life and ways. Samson says he was of 
such power and repute as to be held second 
only to the king. Heremann calls him' Major 
domus,’ which I'vno doubt the equivalent of 
* etaller,’ by which title he is once referred 
to in the ‘ English Chronicle ’ (Monumenta 

VOI, XIV. 


Hhtorica Britanniea , p. 186). Osgod was a 
benefactor of Tofig’s foundation of Waltham 
Abbey. 

Clapham, Surrey, is said to owe its name 
to Osgod’s house there. 

[English Chronicle; Florence of Worcester; 
Kerahlo’s Codex Diplomatics iEvi tUxonici; 
Memorials of St Edmund’s Abbey, i. 64-6. 135- 
136 (Bolls tier.); Freeman’s Norman Conquest, 
ii. DO, 373, his William Bnfns, ii. 268, and Old 
English History.] C. L E. 

OSGOODE, WILLIAM (1764-1824), 
Canadian jurist, son of William Osgoode of 
St. Martin’s, Loudon, was bom in England 
in 1764. According to the French Canadian 
writer Garneau, who does not state any 
authority, he wasanaturalsonof George II. 
Osgoode matriculated at Christ Church, Ox¬ 
ford, in 1768, graduated B.A. in 1772, and 
M.A. in 1777. He became a law student at 
Lincoln’s Inn in 1773, and was called to the 
bariu 1779. In the same year hepublished ‘ Re- 
markson the Laws ofDescent,’ criticising the 
views of Mr. Justice Blackstone on this sub¬ 
ject. In 1791, after the Canada Bill, Osgoode 
was appointed chief justice of Upper Canada. 
He sailed thither in April 1792, accompanied 
by General Simcoe, the lieutenant-governor 
of the Upper Province. In 1794 Osgoode was 
made chief justice of the province of Lower 
Canada, and settled at the capital, Quebec. 
Besides the chief-justiceship, he was given 
the office of president of the committee for 
the management of the public lands. He ex¬ 
cited great dissatisfaction among the French 
Canadians by the partiality with which, he 
assigned the largest grants to English settlers. 
The French settlers complained of Osgoode 
to General Prescott, who became lieutenant- 
governor of theLower Province in 1797. The 
latter promptly took up their side, and a 
bitter dispute ensued between him and the 
chief justice. The executive council, which 
at that time held the supremacy in the 
colonial government, was closely allied with 
Osgoode. General Prescott was thus isolated, 
and his attempts to reform the management of 
the public lands proved afailure. Both parties 
eventually appealed to the Duke of Portland, 
home minister for the colonies, and, after a 
long correspondence, General Prescott was 
recalled in 1800. In 1801 Osgoode resigned 
his office of chief justice of Lower Canada, 
and returned home. Hereceiveda large pen¬ 
sion, and lived, for the rest of his life in 
London. He was a strong tory in politics, 
and on good terms with the chiefs of the 
government; but he took no part in law or 
politics beyond twice sitting on Toyal com¬ 
missions on the courts of law. He died at 
his chambers in the Albany on 17 Jan. 1824, 
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Thebnildingnowoccupiedby tliefoursuporinr cliiof secretary, and formed a government , 
courts at Toronto is known as Osgoodo llnll. a domooratio basis, which held office onh 
[Garnoau’e Histoiro du Canada; Morgan's fi’om 11 March to 29 April,and then reMonwl 
•Slcetohes of Colobratod Canadians; Foster'e m consequence of a vote of want of confi. 
Alumni Oxon,] C. P. M-t. donee. He again was the chief of an nj 

ministration from ] 0 March 1858 to 27 ru' 
O’SHANASSY, Bra JOHN (1818-1883), 1869, and from U Nov. 1861 to 27 j„f 
Australian statesman, son of Denis O’Slia- 1803. Charles Qayan Duffy, whom he' had 
nassy, was born in 1818, near Thurlee, co. warmly wolcomed on his arrival in Australia 
Tipperary. By his father’s death in 188] his in 1866, was his colleague in all three and 
lies with Ireland were loosened, and in 1889 in tho last William Ularke Haines who 
he emigrated to Australia. Arriving in in 1855 and 1857 had been his opponent 
Australia in tho onrly days of Port Phillip, In his sooond term of office he successfully 
ho «t first bought; a cattle-run in the West negotiated the first Victorian Joan of eio-ht 
Port dist riot, but, finding it unprofitable, ho millions; and when premier for the third 
commenced husiuebs inMolbourne as a draper t ime he was responsible for the Crown Lands 
in 1846. Tliero ho mot with considerable Act., 1808, and the Local Government Act 
commercial euccoss, and in 1850 ho was one Aft er his resignation in 1863 he did not hold 
of tho cliiof promoters of llie Colonial Bank, office again, tho ugh he continued to be a mem- 
iind for fourteen years was chairman of its bor of tho Victorian legislature, except in 
hoard of directors. Hut it was to local poli- 1866 and 1867, when lio visited Europe and 
tics that tho best of his energy was given, was creatod a knight of tho Order of St Gfre- 
All through life an ardent llomau catholic, gory tho Groat by Pope Pius IX. InFebruarv 
lie was founder of tho , 81 . Patrick’s Society, 1868 he was elected a member of thelogis- 
and for yoars the representative of bis co- live council for tlm central province without 
religionists on the denominational board of opposition, and in 1873 was re-elocted for 
education. Ho joinod in llio agitation for ton years, but resigned 1 ub seat after two 
tho separation of the Melbourne province years; and in May 1877, after two unsuc- 
from the colony of New South Wales, and coSBfnl contests, ro-entorod tho assembly as 
was one of the founders of tho anti-trans- member for Belfast, At first of somewhat 
porlation league, and a most energetic op- advanced opinions, and in 1856 an advocate 
ponent of the Australian penal sottlomont of manhood suffrage, lie was in Mb later 
system. When the separation of Victoria yoars generally a conservative. Ho opposed, 
from New South Wales took place in 1851, unsuccessfully, secular education, Ilia aboli- 
he was returned os ono of Iho members for tiou of state aid to religion, and payment of 
Melbourne in the first legislative council, members; he was a supporter of free trade, 
and became virtually loader of tho opposi- of an immigration policy, and of a general 
tion in the council to the official or nominee Australian federation, Ilo was an eloquent 
element. Tnl862ho and his adherents sue- and able man; ‘ in capacity and legislative 
ceedod in defeating tlio official Gold Export mastery,’ says Husdon, * ho had no superior 
Duty Bill. lie continued to press for full in tho legislature;’ and the principal obstacle 
responsible government, and was so promi- to his complete success as a politician was his 
neiitin public affairs that ho was nominal ml uncompromising devotion to Homan catholic 
by Sir Uharles Ilolham a momber of tho policy and interests, and particularly in the 
commission to inquire into tho condition matter of st a to-aided education. In 1870 he 
of affairs at tho goldfields; and was also a was creatod a O.M.G.; in April 1874 he was 
member of the eommitl oo appointed in 1H08 made a knight of the Ramo order and a kniglit- 
to roport on the scheme of a colonial couRti- bachelor, Ilo died on 6 May 1883, leaving 
tuition. In Dooembur 1854 lie nssistod Sir tlireo eons and three daughters. Ho mor- 
Oharles Ilolham very materially in forcing riod,bofore his emigration, Margaret,daugh- 
the colonial officials to roduce the public ex- ter of Mr. McDonnoll of Thuvles, who sur- 
penditure, a measure necessary to avort pub- vivod him and died on 13 July 1887. 
tic bankruptcy. In 1855 he was a member [Jluedon’s Hist, of Australia; Alennell’s Diet, 
of tho gold commission, and of tho crown of Australasian Biography; IToaton’s Australian 
land commission. In September 1860 ho Dictionary; Timos, 7 and 9 May 1833.] 
was,at tho first, election to tho first logisla- J, AH. 

live assembly, elected last of the five mom- O’SIIAUGHNESSY, ARTHUR WIL- 

bers for Molhonme, and also for tho consti- LIAM EDGAR (1814-1881), poet, was bom 
tueney of ICilmnre, and nlocled to sit, for the in London on 1*1March 1814, Tie wns edu- 
lattor, On (lie fall of tho Haines adminis- cated priv&loly. In Juno 1801 he was ap- 
traliou in 1867, ho look office as premier und pointed a junior assistant in the library of 
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the British Museum, and in August lb63 
was promoted to an assistantship in the zoo¬ 
logical department. This transfer gave great 
offence to naturalists, and was condemned 
by a resolution passed at a meeting of the 
Zoological Society. O’Sh&ughnessy's ac¬ 
quaintance with natural history must indeed 
have been exceedingly limited at the time j 
but, by devoting himself with perseverance 
to the single branch of herpetology, ho came 
to be so good an authority upon this depart¬ 
ment of zoology as to be entrusted with the 
preparation of the poition of the annual zoo¬ 
logical record devoted to it, and his death 
was deplored as a loss to science by Dr. 
Gunther, the head of the museum department 
to which O’Shaughnessy belonged. His at¬ 
tention, nevertheless, had been even more 
decidedly given to poetry and general litera¬ 
ture. In 1870, without having afforded much 
preliminary evidence of his gifts, he as¬ 
tonished the readers of poetry hy his ‘Epic of 
Women and other Poems,’ illustrated with 
designs by his friend Mr. J. T. Nettlesbip. 
This volume deservedly attracted great admi¬ 
ration by the spontaneous melody of its lyrical 
verse, as well as by the dramatic force and 
passion of some of the more elaborate pieces. 
The expectations thus created were not ful¬ 
filled hy his ‘Lays of Prance’ (1872), chiefly 
adapted from the poems of Marie de France; 
and although ‘Music and Moonlight’ (1874) 
would have commanded attention if it had 
been his first work, it resembled a weaker 
repetition of ‘ An Epic of Women,’ except for 
traces of a new vein in ‘Europe’ and some 
other poems charged with political allusions. 
In 1878 he had married Eleanor, daughter of 
Westland Marston [a. v.], a lady of consider¬ 
able literary accomplishments, with whom 
he wrote a book of tales for children, en¬ 
titled ‘ Toyland’ (1876). She died in January 
1879, and he deplored her death in an elegy of 
great beauty. On 80 Jan. 1881, just as he 
was beginning to take an important place in 
general literature as the English corre¬ 
spondent of ‘Le Livre,’ and when ha was 
about to contract & second marriage, he suc¬ 
cumbed to the effects of a chill contracted 
on leaving the theatre on a bitterly cold 
night. Hxs posthumous poems were pub¬ 
lished in the same year under the title of 
‘ Songs of a Worker.' They do not in general 
indicate any advance upon his earlier com¬ 
positions, but include some fine poems on 
sculpture, a subject to which he had latterly 
given much attention. 

O’Shaughnessy’s temperament was that of 
a genuine poet. * His slender frame and 
spiritual expression recalled^ Chopin, and his 
best poetry has the characteristics of Chopin’s 


music—dreamy and sometimes weird, with an 
original, delicious, and inexhaustible melody. 
Somepieces,suchas ‘ Palm Flowers,’display, 
in edition, a remarkable faculty of gorgeous 
word-painting; others,sucli as the ‘Daughter 
of Herodias/possessmuchdramaticintensity, 
othersfascinatebyasemi-sensuousmysticism, 
and ‘ Chaitivel' and ‘Bisclavaret’ are wildly 
imaginative. All these gifts, however, ex¬ 
cept that of verbal music, seemed to dwindle 
as the poet advanced in years, and their 
decay was not compensated hy growth in in¬ 
tellectual power. The range of O’Shaugh- 
nessy’s ideas and sympathies was narrow, 
and when the original lyrical impulse had 
subsided, or degenerated into a merely me¬ 
chanical fluency, he found himself con¬ 
demned, for the most part, to sterile repeti¬ 
tion. He might not improbably have for¬ 
saken poetry for criticism, in which he could 
have performed an important part. Enthusi¬ 
astically devoted to modern French belles- 
lettres, and writing French with the elegance 
and accuracy of an accomplished native, he 
possessed unusual qualifications for interpret¬ 
ing the literature of either country to the 
other, and might have come to exert more 
influence ns a critic than he could have ob¬ 
tained as a poet. His premature death 
restricts his claims to remembrance mainly 
to his first volume, which will always hold a 
place in English literature from its wealth of 
fancy and melody, and itB marked individu¬ 
ality of style. 

[Arthur O'Shaughnessy, his Life and his Work, 
by L. 0. Moulton, 1894; Atheneum, 5 Feb. 
1881; Miles's Poets of the Century; Stedman’s 
Victorian Poets; personal knowledge.] B. G. 


O’SHAUGHNESSY, WILLIAM (1074- 
1744), major-general in the French service, 
son of Roger O’Shaughnessy and his wife 
Helen, daughter of Conor MncDonoghO’Brien 
of Eallynee, co. Meath, was horn in 1674, and, 
on the death of his father in July 1090, be¬ 
came the head of the O'Shaughnessys of Gort, 
co. Galway. The year previous, when a hoy of 
fifteen, he became captain of root and after¬ 
wards acting-colonel m King James’s army. 
He went to France early in 1090 with the 
regiment of the Irish brigade commanded by 
Daniel O'Brien, afterwords third Viscount 
Clare (see O’Bnnnr, Dahiei, first Visoouht], 
in which he was appointed captain by 
Louis XTV" on 10 July 1691. He served 
in Italy in 1692; was present at the battle 
of Marsaglia, in Piedmont, in 1698; and 
in 1090 witnessed the close of the opera¬ 
tions at the back of the Alps by the siege of 
Valenza, where he became commandant of 
the third battalion of his regiment, and was 

4 h 2 
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nppoinledto the army of tlio Meuse. Whan jecfs, but devoted Ms attentimTcMSTT' 

1 he 2 nd and 3rd battalions of Clare wore‘re- the electric telegraph. Anxious to mtr 
101 mod ' m 1098, he was appoint od captain of dues it in India, he published a nauml it 
tho grenadiers of tho battalion which was giving the results of experiments in t 
kept up from 1 April 1008. With liis regi- working, in 1839, but received little official 
Ttiont, one of tho moat famous of the Irish encouragement until the appointment t 
brigade, ho servod in Germany in the cam- Lord Dalhousie in 1847. He woe then em 
paigns of 1701-2; was present at the reduo- ployed to lay down an experimental line of 
(ion of Kelil and the first baltlo of IIocli- telegraphs, and report on the result • its sue- 
stedt in 1703; and ni fho great battle tbero, boss led tlio directors in 1862to sanotionthn 
otherwise known as Blouheim, the year after, immediate construction of telegraphs con 8 
In 1705 lie served with tlio army of tho Mo- nocting Calcutta, Agra, Bombay, Peshawar" 
welle. In 1700 he fought at Bamillies, nnd and Madras. O’Shauglinessy was appointed 
became major of Glare on 4 July, upon the director-general of telegraphs in India aBl j 
death of Major John O Carroll, and lieu- was sent, to England to collect men and 
1 enant-colonel on 12 Sept. lie was with Ms materials. lie ret tinted to India and com- 
regiment in Flanders in 1707; alOudonarde menced the work in November 1853- smd, 
in 1708; at Malplaqupl in 1700; at tlio de- was his onorgy that the line between Cal- 
fenee of the linos of Arleux, Denain, Douny, cut la and Agra, a distance of eight hundred 
Houchain, nnd Quosnoy in 1710-12, Sub- miles, was in full working by March 1864 
soquontly lie served in the campaigns in Gor- in February 1855 tlio holograph extended 
many, including the sieges of Landau and 3,050 miles, connecting Calcutta directly 
Freiberg. lie hucatne a brigadier-general with Agra, Bombay, and Madras, and in 
oil 3 April 1721; was employed with tho February I860 this distance was extended 
urntv of the Rhine in 1733, and was present to four thousand miles. O’Shaughnessy 
at tlie siege of Kohl; sorved with tlio unity triumphed over innumorablodifficulties—the 
of tho Rhine in the campaigns of 1734-5, at- lack of trainod workmen, absence of bridges 
taming the rank of major-general (tnardohal- across wide rivers, and of roads through 
do-camp) 1 Aug. 1734; served with tlio army dense jungles. Tho main lines were barely 
in Flandors in 1742; commanded at Cam- completed before tho mutiny broke out, and 
lirny during 1 lie campaign of 1743 s and on Lawrence boro emphatic testimony to the 
1 Nov. of that year was appointed to tho value of O’ShaughneRsy’s work when ha 
command at Gravclinos, where he died, with- stated that ‘ the telegraph saved India.’ 
out issue, on 2 Jan. 174 4, aged 70, boing than O’Shauglmessy was knighted for his set- 
tbs oldest Irish mqjnr-gnneral in tlie Fronnh vices in I860, on a visit to England; afterflve 
service. yours’ further work in India, he retired to 

[O’Calhyhnn’s Irish Brigades in Uio Service of England in 1861. IIo had beon elected a 
France, Glasgow, 1870 , pp. 20-7, 38-40,338-7.] follow of the Royal Society on 10 Match 

II. M. 0. 1843, und in 1801 lie assumod by royal license 

O’SHAUGHNESSY, Sin WILLIAM tho name Brooke, Tie died at Southseaoa 
BROOKE (1809-1889), afterwards Stk 10 Jan. 1889, having married thrice; his 
Wilt,! am O’SnAraiiNMsx Beooke, director- second wife, whom he married in 1836, was 
general of telegraphs in India, was tho sou Margaret,daughterofFrancisO’Shauglmeesy 
of Daniel (I’Shauglmessy of Limoriolt, by his of Ourrngli,co. Clare; and his tim'd was Julia 
wifo, whose maiden name was Boswullhis Greenly, daughter of Oaptain John Sabine of 
unole was dean of Ennis, and his grent-imolo tlio 23rd royal Welsh fusiliers. 

Roman catholio bishop of ICillaloo. William Besides numerous separately issued tracts 
was born at Limerick in 1809, but educated and oontribulions to various periodicals (see 
at Edinburgh University, whore ho gradual od limjal Society’s Catalogue, and Ronalds, Cat, 
M.D. in 1830. Ho then eutored tho East, of Scientific Papers), O’Slinughnessy pub- 
India Company's sorvioo, and was appointed lisliod: 1, * Manual of Chemistry,’ Calcutta, 
assistant-surgeon in Bengal on 8 Aug. 1838 1 841 ; 2nd ed, 1842, 2. 'The Bengal Dis- 
(Dodwhlt, and Mints, Surgeons of India , peusatory,' London, 1842, 8 vo. o. ‘ The 
p. 40). For some time lie was physician to Bengal i’harmaeopcoia,’ Calcutta, 1844,8vo. 
Sir Charles Thoophilus, aftorwards Baron Ha also publishocl in 1831 a translation of 
Metcalfe [q. v,], at Agra; hobocamo surgeon Lugol’s ' Essay on the EIToets of Iodine in 
in 1848, and surgeon-major in 1861, and Sorofulous Diseases.’ 
was also professor of chemistry in tho [Wurlte in Brit. Mns. Library; Times, 11 Jan. 
medical college, Calcutta. While in Bengal 1889; Telegraphic Journal nnd Electrical He¬ 
llo wrote numerous roports and tracts on view, 18 Jan. 1389; Eloclrieol Engineer, 18 Jon. 
various medical, chemical, and other sub- 1830; Listsof the Follows of tho Roy el Society; 
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Men of the Time, 7tli ed, j English Cyclopedia, 
Laurie’s Anglo-Indians, 1st ter. pp 281-2, 
Burke’s, Eos tor’s, and Dod’s Peerages, &c.] 

A. F. P. 

OSHERE {fi. 680j, under-king of the 
Hwiccii, -was perhaps a brother of Usric, w ho 
tv a ■'also king oftlie Hwiccii [see OhHtO, <2.729J. 
Bishop Stubbs, on. the other hand, thinks it 
probable that Oshere was a son of Oswald, 
the brother of Osric {Dictionary of Christian 
Biography, iv. 160,16-1). This theory would, 
however, seem to put him a generation too 
late. On the first hypothesis, which is well 
supported, Oshere was a member of the royal 
house of Northumbria, and a nephew of the 
queen of Ethelred, king of the Mercians. 
Under Ethelred he ruled the Hwiccii, the 
people of the present Gloucestershire and 
Worcestershire, then subject to Meioia. In 
a spurious charter, granting land for a monas¬ 
tery at Ripple in Worcestershire in 680, 
Oshere is represented as calling himself king, 
though acting under Ethelred, and he is also 
described as king among the witnesses to a 
charter of 798, granting land for a monastery 
for the abbess Cutswythe. In another deed 
he appears as under-king and as a follower 
of Ethelred, and as counselling him to make 
a grant of land at Witliington, in Gloucester¬ 
shire. A letter from the abbess Egburga 
or Eadburh, apparently the second abbess of 
Gloucester and sister of the first abbess 
Kyneburga and of Osric and Oswald, to 
Bishop TVynfrifch or Boniface, written 710- 
722, speaks of her- brother Oshere as then 
dead. Oshere had at least two sons, /Ethel- 
word and kEthelric, who ruled over the 
Hwiccii, though they are not, as far as wc 
know, described as kings. 

[Kemble's Codex. Dipl. Noe. 17, 30, 82, 58, 
57 (Eng. Hist. Soo.); Jaffa's Monuments Mo- 
guntina, p. 64; Diet. Ohr. Biogr. iv. 180, art. 

1 Oshere,'by Bishop Stubbs.] W. H. 

OSKYTEL (a!. 971), archbishop of York, 
whose name also appears as Osoiibi, Ob- 
ohiege, Osoheebi, Osxdtell, Asketillus, 
Uaarx'UL, Uskdtilltjb, Osoekillus, was a 
Dane by birth, and was related to the Danes, 
Turketyl, abbot of Bedford ; Odo [q. v.], arch¬ 
bishop of Canterbury; and Oswald {d. 972) 
[q. v.J, his successor in the see of York. In 
950 he was consecrated bishop of Dorchester j 
his first signature occurs 952. In 956 he was 
translated to the see of York, with the con¬ 
sent of Edward and his council (Eioe. Wia. 
s. a.) He journeyed to Rome for the pall 
with Oswald, who, according to Eadmer, 
had helped him«in the government of hie 
first diocese ( Historians of the Church of 
York , ii. 14). On the death of Odo, arch¬ 


biohop of Canterbury, in 958, Oskytel invited 
Oswald to live with him. He showed him 
much kindness, and introduced him to Dun- 
stan. From Oswald he learned the new 
monasticism then being introduced into Eng¬ 
land from Fleurv. In 968 he consecrated 
ELfsig bishop of Chester. His name occurs 
among the signatures of many charters, 
showing that ho was often absent from his 
diocese. He died at Thame, 1 Nov. 971, and 
his remains were carried to Bedford Abbey, 
and buried there by Turketyl. He was a mun. 
of learning and piety {Anglo-Saxon Citron. 
siib anno). 

[The lives of Oswald by Senatus and Eadmer 
in Historians of the Church of York, ti. 13, U, 
71 (Rolls Ser.) , Oswald’s life in the Hiet. Karnes. 
(EoUs Ser). pp. 24-5; Orderiens Vitalis, ed. La 
Prevost, ii. 282 ; the best modern life is in Baine 
and Dixon's Lives of the Archbishops of York ] 

M. B. 

OSLAC {Ji. 966), Northumbrian earl, 
witnessed a charter as dux or earl in 963 
(Kemble, Codex Dipt. No. 604; Green, 
Conquest of England, p. 316 n.) In 966 
KingEadgar [q.v.] div ided theNorthumbrian 
earldom, over the whole of which Oswulf or 
Osulf had ruled since 953 or 954, and ap- 
ointed Oslac earl of the portion described 
y Symeou of Durham as York and its de¬ 
pendent lands (‘fines’), that is, of the an¬ 
cient kingdom of Deira {Bistoria Begum ap. 
Sytneonis Opera, ii. 94, 197, 3S2). The 
connection between Northumbria and the 
southern parts of England seemB to have 
been drawn closer during Oslac’s term of office. 
The Danelaw was becoming anglicised, and 
Oslac appears several times as witnessing 
charters of Eodgar, though not nearly so 
often as would have been the case had he 
held a more southern earldom, and he no 
doubt had a large measure of independence. 
Eadgar, indeed, expressly recognised the right 
of the northern people to their own laws 
and customs, decreeing that ‘ secular rights 
should stand among the Danes with such 
good laws as they best might choose ' {An¬ 
cient Daws, i. 278). To his more or less in¬ 
dependent position Oslac probably partly 
owed the reverence with which he was re¬ 
garded. He is styled the ‘great earl 1 (A.-8. 
Chronicle) and the ‘ magnificent earl’ ('dux 
magnificus,’ Flobbxoe, an. 970). On the 
death of Eadgar in 976 Oslac was banished 
from the kingdom— unjustly according to 
the opinion of the monastic party—and 
went over sea, His banishment, which 
is lamented in a song inserted in the 
'Anglo-Saxon Chronicle’ (an. 975), seems 
to have been connected with the predomi¬ 
nance of iElfliere, the Mercian earl, the 
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enemy of the monks, bill was perhaps duo fifty hymns, some of both sections bein 
to political rather than ecclesiastical cxi- adapted from previous authors. These wit! 
gencles, After his banishment Northumbria several fresh productions, after ward’s an- 
was again united into a single earldom under peered in his work of 1 Church and Kine* 
Waltneof, the father of Uchtrod, who was, Thu best known of his compositions, 1 0 God 
it may reasonably bo conjectured, of the unseen, yet over near,’ finds a place in most 
house of Oswulf. hymn-books. Othor pieces by him are in 

[Sym. Dnnelm. ii. 94,107, 382, Anglo-Saxon. Lord Solbomo’s ‘ Book of Praise,’ and Orbv 
Chrou. tuin. 90fl, 975, Uhl. Barnes, p. 60 Shipley’s ‘ Lyra Euehuristica.’ 1 

(all in Bolls Series); ftlor. Wig. i. 116 (Engl. About this period in his lire Older was on 
ITibt, Soc.); Komlilo’s Codex Dipl. Nos. fi IS, 656, tlio bt all' in London and Bath of the Society 
660, 602, 600, 607 (Engl. Hist. Soc,); Thorpe’s for the Promotion of Christian Knowledge 
Anc. Laws and lust. i. 273; Green’s Conquest,of He published in 1836 a volume on 1 Church’ 
England, pp. 310,326, 354; Froonmn’a Norman ivn a Dissent considered in their Practiml 
Conquest, i. 292.] V \ . II. In/luenoe,’ which wub afterwards included in 

OSLER, EDWAKD (1798-1868), mis- a larger work called ‘Church and King’ 
collanuoub writer, born at Falmouth, Corn- issued at the request of the Bath Conserve', 
wall, on SO ,Tan. 1708, was the oldest son of live Association in a periodical form, and 
Edward Osier (d. 1832), by his wife Mary, liberally supported by its membors. It ran 
daughter of Edward Paddy, nuiMor of a through twelvo folio numbers in all, and 
packet at Falmouth. Sim died in April comprised: (1)‘The Ohtirclnmd Dissent;’ 
1864, ngod 01. Tlioir sou ’was brought up (2) ‘ Tho Church ostablislied on the Bible;’ 
as a dissenter, and educated under the roof (3) ‘The Calecliism oxplained and illus- 
of a dissenting minis! or,’ As ho was intended i rated; ’ (4)‘ Psalms and IlymnB on the Ser- 
for tho medical profoasion, he was appren- vicos and Bit oh of tlio Church.’ An address 
tioed to Oarvosso, a mirgaon at Falmouth, which ho delivered in the lecture-room of 
and trained at Guy's Hospital, subsequently the Ball: General Instruction Society on 
qualifying in 1818 as M.R.O.S. From about 1 Feb. 1839 wire printed, with the title 1 The 
1819 to 1826 ho held tho appointment of Education of tho People: the Bible the 
rosidont house-surgeon to tlio Swansea inflr- Foundation, and tho Church the Teacher.’ A 
mavy, and was also surgeon to the Swansea few years later, apparently in 1841, ho was 
house of industry, lie thou became a sur- called to Truro in Cornwall ns editor of the 
goon ill tlio navy, and visitod tho West ‘ Royal Cornwall Gazette,’tlio leading con- 
Indies, writing on tho passage, and while on- nerval ivo journal in 1 ho county, and remained 
gaged tlioi'o on his medical duties, tho poom in that position until his death. Several 
of ‘Tho Voyngo,’ which was published in special articles contributed by bim to its 
1880, with the addition of somn papers on columns, such as the ‘Packet Question: 
natural liinlory. During liis roMidoiice in Falmouth or Southampton,’ and ‘ lii&toiy of 
Swansea lie had been admitted to lliofrioud- tho Cornwall Railway,’ wore reissued in a 
hiiin of Lewis Weston Dillwyn [q, v,], and sepavnto form. Osier died at the Parade, 
had enjoyed through this iutimaoy tlio ad- Truro, on 7 March 1863, and was buried at 
vantage of a sciontillc library. Through the Konwyn, _ One of tlio smallov pointed-glass 
medium of that gentleman, Oslnr comma- windows in the ohancol of that church was 
nieatod to tho ‘Philosophical Transactions' orootod by his friends to liin memory (Paw- 
two valuable papers: 1 On Burrowing nud phial Hint, qf Cornwall, ii. 827). 

Boring Marine Animals,’ 1826, pp, 342-71; Osier married ut Swanson parish church, 
and ‘ Observations on the Anatomy mid on 8 Feb, 182J, Jennet to, daughter of Mr, 
Habits of MariuoTostacoous Mollusrn, illus- W, Powell, nrchitoOt and builder, at Mount- 
trative of tlioir Mode of Feeding,’ 1832, pp. pleasant, Swanson. Sho died there about 
497-616. JI»wttS dulyoloctnd a fellow of 1828, leaving ibsuo a son and a daughter, 
tho Linnean Sooiety, Tho socond part of his poem , 1 The Voyage,' 

Oslor soon abandoned dissent, and on his concludes with a rhapsody on Ms ‘loved and 
return to England bocamw associated with lost Jonnotte.’ He remarried at G-luvias, 
Probendary william John Ilall, thon editor Cornwall, in 1887, Surali, daughter of Mr. 
of the ’Christian Bomombrancor,' in the pro- Atkinson of Leeds; sho diod at Truro, on 
duction of a volumo published in 1836 as 81 Jan.18 IS, aged37,leaving four children. 
'Psalms nud Hymns adapted to tho Services His third wifo was Charlotte Free, uieoa 
of tho Church of England,’bill gonovnlly and adopted daugbtor of Captain Britton of 
known in its Inter issues as the ‘Mitre Stratton Place, Falmouth. Tier death oc- 
Ilymn-book.’ lln contributed to this col- eurrod at Truro on 19 Jan. 1808, without 
loci ion fifteen versions of tho Psalms and issuo. 
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Osier's most important work was a ‘Life of 
Admiral Viscount Exmouth,’ in the prepara¬ 
tion of which he was assisted by the family. 
It came out in 1835, and revised editions 
appeared in 1841 and 1864. A translation 
into Russian from the second edition was 
printed at St. Petersburg in the printing office 
of the ministry of the marine in 1867. Osier 
drew up a small treatise on the * Adminis¬ 
tration and Improvement of the Poor Laws,' 
which was printed by the Poor Law Com¬ 
mission us an appendix to its report. ‘ A 
Popular Introduction to Medicine/which he 
announced in 1887 as in course of prepara¬ 
tion for the press, does not seem to have 
come out. 

[Bouse and Courtney’s Bibl. Cornub.; Eoase’s 
Collectanea Cornubiensis; Julian’s Hymnology; 
Boyal Cornwall Gazette, 13 March 1863.] 

W. P. 0. 

OSMTJND (Jl. 768), king of the South- 
Saxons, is said by Florence of Worcester to 
have been reigning in 768, at which time 
the Soutk-Saxons were subject to Wessex, 
having been subdued by Ctedwalla (669 P- 
689) [q. v.] in 686 . With the names of other 
South-oaxon kings, under-Hnge, or ealdor- 
men, the name of Osmund appears in late 
copies of charters preserved in the register 
of the church of Chichester. These docu¬ 
ments represent him as confirming as king a 
charter of Nunna [q.v.], in the time of Oba, 
bishop ofSelsey; as granting land at Ferring 
for a monastery by a charter dated 8 Aug. 
766, and witnessed by Osa; and as granting 
land at Ilanfield in 770. Among the wit¬ 
nesses of a charter of Offa of 772, quoted 
by Bishop Stubbs from Lambeth MS. 1212, 
an Osmund appears as ‘ dux,’ and his name 
is followed by that of an Oswald, ‘ dux Suth. 
Saxonura.’ The bishop suggests that this 
ealdorman Osmund may be the same as king 
Osmund of the charters in the Chichester re¬ 
gister. 

IJFlov. Wig. i. 67 (Eugl. Hist. Soc.) ; Kemble’s 
Codex Dipl. Has 1001, 1008, 1009 (Eugl. Hist. 
80 c.); Diet. Chr. Biogr, iv. 161, art ‘Osmund' (8), 
by Bishop Stubbs.] W. H, 

OSMUND (Jl- 80S), bishop of London, 
succeeded bishop Heathobert, who died in 
801 (Sni. Dunelm. ii. 66; FL0B.Wie.L282), 
and was probably consecrated by Arch¬ 
bishop iEthelheard on his return from Rome 
in 802 (Ecclesiastical Documents, iii. 636-9), 
He attended the council of Clovesho in 
October 808, witnessing an act with refer¬ 
ence to the see of Worcester, the act recog¬ 
nising the restoration of the see of Canter¬ 
bury to its anoient rights, and the ordinance 
of yEthelhcard against the appointment of 


laymen as lords of monasteries. He was 
attended at the council by one abbot, three 
priests, and another whose status is not 
given. He was also present at a synod held 
at Acleah in August 805. Hh> successor, 
.lEthelnoth, appears as bishop in 811. 

[Sym. Dunelm. ii. 66 (Rolls Ser.) ; Flor. Wig. 
i. 232 (Engl. Hist. Soc.), Will, of Malmes¬ 
bury’s Gesta Pontiff, p. 114 (Rolls Ser.) ; Had¬ 
rian and Stubbs’s Councils and Eccl. Docs. iii. 
542, 644, 546, 658; Diet. Chr. Biogr. iv. 160, 
art. ‘Osmund’ (l),by Bishop Stubbs.] W. H. 

OSMUND or OSMER, Saint (d. 1099), 
bishop of Salisbury, was, according to a 
fifteenth-century document preserved in the 
Regi-ter B at Salisbury, son of Henry, count 
of Suez, by Isabella, daughter of Robert, duke 
of Normandy, and sister of William the Con¬ 
queror (Sarum Charters, 878). He accom¬ 
panied William to England, was onB of the 
royal chaplains, and was eventually made 
chancellor, probably oa the promotion of 
Oshem orOsbert (d. 1103) [q.v!] to he bishop 
of Exeter in March 1072. Osmund in his turn 
may be presumed to havB held the chancellor¬ 
ship till he was made bishop of Salisbury. 
Osmund was consecrated bishop by Lnnfranc 
in1078. On 8 June 1078be was present at the 
translation of Aldhelm’srelics atMalmesbury. 
He had conceived a great reverence for Aid- 
helm, and procured from Abbot Warin the 
bone of the soint’B left arm (Gesta Pontiji- 
cum, pp. 424,438). Osmund is described in 
late documents as Earl of Dorset, probably 
with no sufficient authority; in his founda¬ 
tion charter for the cathedral at Old Sarum 
he describes himself simply as bishop, and 
not as Earl of Dorset or Count of Sfe. He 
was, however, employed by the Conqueror 
in a civil capacity, and was engaged in 
the preparation of Domesday Book. It is 
not unlikely that the survey of Grantham, 
comprising the counties of Derby, Notting¬ 
ham, Huntingdon, Lincoln, York, with parts 
of Lancashire and Westmoreland, was his 
work. He was present at the council at Sarum 
in April 1080 when the result of the inquiry 
was presented to the king. In December 1088 
he was sent to summon William of St. Calais, 
bishop of Durham, to the king (Snr. Dunelm. 
i. 193). On 6 April 1092 he consecrated Ms 
cathedral at Sarum, the tower of wMch was 
Btruck by lightning four days later. He was 
present at the consecration of Battle Abbey 
Church on 11 Feb. 1094 (Chrni. de Bello, p. 
41, Anglia Christiana Soc.) At the council 
of Rockingham on 11 March 1095 Osmund 
was present as one of the bishops on the king’s 
side; but in the following May he came to 
Anselm privately, and obtained absolution for 
the part lie had taken. Osmund received the 
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confession of William of Alderi in January 
1007, but withdrew before William’s execu¬ 
tion. lie was one of tho bishops whom 
Auselm ineffectually consulted on 1 Oct. 
1007. lie died on Saturday, 3 Deo. 1000 
(Fujii, Wig. ii. *14), and was buried in 
tli© cathedral at Old Sarum. After his 
canonisation his bones wore translated to 
Salisbury Cathedral on 28 July 1-037, where, 
on tho north aisle of tho nave, there is still 
a slab with tho date nxoix, which is said to 
have covered his tomb. An empty grave 
which was discovered at Old Sarum in 1H35 
wasproliably Osmund’s. William of Malmes¬ 
bury describes Osmund as a man of irre¬ 
proachable life, pre-eminent for his chastity, 
and froo from ambition j he had collected a 
greal number of bookB, and, * bishop though 
he was, did not disdain either the writing or 
the binding of them.’ 

Osmund’s work as bishop was, in tho iivst 
placo, tho building of a outliuclral at Old 
Sarum j and, secondly,the foundnl ion and en¬ 
dowment of a regular cathedral body on tho 
Norman model, consisting of dean, precentor, 
chancellor, treasurer, and thirly-two secular 
canons. A copy of tho original ‘ Instil utio 
Osmundi’ establishing the cathedral body is 
given in the ‘ltogislor of St. Osmund,’i.212- 
215. But more important in It© cffoclB was 
the drawing up of an Ordinal and Consuo- 
tudiuary for use in his diocese. Osmund’s 
work suome to have boon prompted by tho 
resist unco oft ho Mnglish clergy to tho attempt 
to introduce tho Norman stylo of chanting 
(of. Palm jib. Oriyitm lAturyine, i. 187), and 
the desirability of introducing a ilxud and 
uniform rule. His work was not, however, 
tin original one, but was a compilation from 
ancient sources. The consequent ' Use of 
Sarum’gradually met with almost universal 
acceptance in tho British Talus; it is said to 
liavo boon introduced into Ireland by tho 
synod of Cashel in 1172, and into Scot lam l 
sovonty years later. Hugh de Noiuiut Jq. v.'J 
borrowed from Osmund's ordinances in his 
statutes far Jjiohllold. (lurvoso, bishop of 
St, David’s, directed tho ‘Sarum ITso’ to ho 
obsorvod in his diocese in 1228, and Richard 
Clifford [q. v."|, bishop of London, ini reduced 
itat St. Paul's in 1414. Tho lifteonth-cont ury 
writer who passes by the name of John 
llronipton [q. v.] spt'uks of the ‘Sarum Use’ 
as being adopted in nearly all Kurland, 
Wales, and Ireland (Twwuidn, ticriptorm 
Denem, col. 077). The origiual manuscript 
drawn up under tho direction of Osmund has 
perished, and tho existing Consuetudinary, 
whic.lt is almistylwl ‘ DoOlllcuHlicclesiuHliois,’ 
appears to have been revised for use in t lvo 
now eathedral at Salisbury about 1 About 


tho same time a copy was made for tho „.T 
of St, Patrick’s Cathedral, Dublin,^!,ich 
reproduces Llio Sarum copj almost verbatim 
Ihe Dublin copy is now in the Onmbndfre 
University. Library; the Sahsbury copv 
contained m tho so-oallod 1 Reoktcr of' Si 

Osmund.’ The Dublin manuscript wasnrinted 
m the ‘British Magazine,’ vols. xxx. and 
xxxi.; the Sarum copy is printed in Bock’s 
‘ Clmroh of our 1’athurs,’ vol. iii, ad fin and 
with a translalion in W. II. It. Jones’s edition 
of tho ‘ liegisl or of St. Osmund,’ i. 1-] 85 
Tho ‘Register of St. Osmund’ is the most 
ancient of the muniments of the episcopal 
registry at Salisbury. For tho most part it 
consists of a collection of documents of much 
later date than (Ismund’B time, but including 
some of Osmund’s own charters, and opt¬ 
ing with the copy of tho Oonsuotudinary 
already rol'orrod to. Tho ‘ Register of St 
Osmund’ was edited for tho Rolls Series by 
W. 11. R. Jones, 2 vols., 1883, 1881, Os¬ 
in mid is oredited with a lifo of St, Aldkelm 
which lias not survived. ' 

Tho ropillation of Mt. (Kmuud ns llxe virtual 
founder of his church led to a desire for Mb 
canonisation at an early date. On 30 May 
1228 a bull was ohfcaiuod from Gregory IX 

IV imvliniivviimr itiiviiinvt fVilrr-wmT* 
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Henry Y made an application in the matter 
to tho popo. On I i Oct. 1421 Henry VI 
hugged Martin V to expedite the canonisa¬ 
tion (ib. iii. 4321; and on 20 March 1441 
addrosHod Rugeniusl Vwitli tho samo puraose 
(HuxvNTOir, Comupomlmee, i. 117, Bolls 
Bor.) In July 1452 tho chapter of Salisbury 
took llio matter up again, and at longth, after 
mi expenditure oi‘ over 7007 and four years 
of negotiations, (Mix bus III pronounced 
Osm mid’s canonisation on J Jan. 1467. In 
14 72 Sqxt ns IV granted an indulgence to all 
who visited Salisbury Oathodral on Osmund’s 
lenBb day. On 21 March 148J an assembly 
at St,. Paul’s ordered 4 Dec. to be observed in 
his honour. A notico of llui miracles psr- 
foruiud at Osmund’s tomb will be found in 
Oapgmvo’s ‘ Nova Legenda Angliro,’ and in 
Tlonro’s ‘History of Wiltshire,’ vi. 140-8. 


| Register of St. Osmund; Sarum Charters and 
Doeumonts; William of Malmesbury’s Gasta 
Begum, pp. 372. 375, and G-osta Poiifciflctim, 
pp, 06, 183-4, 424, 428 ; Uiulmor’s Hist. Nov. 
pp, 72, 82 (nil those are in tho Molls Ser.); 
Wilkins's Concilia,i, GDI, ii, 432, 613; LeNeve’s 
Fasti tied. Angl. ii, 604; Wharton’s Anglia 
Hacr.v, ii. 48; Polar of Blnis, Idp.133, ap. Migno, 
I’abroiogia, ccvii.; Janos’s Fasti EocIob Saris- 
ImrimisiH, pp, 80- 42; Oapgmvo’s Nova Legends 
Anglic, pp. 247 b to 25 1 b ; Journal of the British 
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Archeological Association, xt. 27,129 j Hoara's 
Hist. of Wiltshire, vi. IS, 24, 137-48, 717, 
Hutchins’s Dorset, i. 10 j Oasoan’s Lives of the 
Bishops of Salisbury, pp, 109-20; Alban But¬ 
ler's Lives of the S.iints, ii. 879-80 ; Wiltshire 
Archeological Mag, xvii. 165-74; Hist. Litt. de la 
France, viii. 573-81 ; Godwin, De Pnesulibus 
Anglie, ed. Richardson, pp.836-7; Foss’s Judges 
of England, i. 44-5; Bock's Church of our Fathers 
as seen in St. Osmund’s Bite for (hu Cathedral of 
Salisbury; Freeman’s William Rufus] 

0. L. K. 

OSRED (897 P-716). king of Northumbri a, 
son of Aldfrith [q. v.], king of Northumbria, 
probably by his wire Cuthburh or Outh- 
berga [q. v.J, sister of Ine [q. v.], Icing of the 
West-Saxons, was about eight years old at 
bis father’s death in 70 ,j. For about two 
months the throne of Northumbria was 
usurped by Eadwulf; then a conspiracy was 
made against him, he was driven from the 
kingdom, and Osred, who was adopted by 
Bishop Wilfrith, and was perhaps the bi¬ 
shop's godson, was made king. In the first 

a of his reign he was present with his 
at a synod held on the Nidd, at which 
Wilfrith or Wilfrid was restored to the abbey 
of Ripon and the see and abbey of Hexham 
(Eddius, c. 60). In 713 his chief ealdoraum 
Berctfrid defeated the Piets. He ruled with 
violence, slaying many of the nobles of his 
kingdom and compelling others to become 
monks. He was immoral; be debauched 
nuns, and forcibly entered religions houses 
(iETnnLWUH!', Be Abbatibus, e. 2; S, Boni- 
facii Epistolce, No. 69). A conspiracy was 
made against him, and in 710 he was be¬ 
trayed by members of the royal house, and 
was slain beyond the southern border of Lis 
kingdom in battle against his kinsman Cen- 
red, who succeeded him. 

[Bede’s Eocl. Hu>t. v. cc. 18, 19, 22 (Engl. 
Hist. Soo.); Eddi’s Vita Wilfr., c. 80, ap. His¬ 
torians of York, i. 89 (Rolls Ser.); JEthelwulf’e 
poem He Abbatibus, c. 2, ap. Sym. Dunelm. 
1 . 268 (Holla Ser.); S. Bonifucii Epislols, 
No. 59, ed. Jail'd; Anglo-Saxon Oliron. an. 
716; William of Malmesbury's Gosta Regum, i, 
a. 53 (Rolls Sor.); Henry of Huntingdon, ir. 
c. 9, Rolls Sor.] W, H. 

OSRED (d. 792), king of Northumbria, 
was son of Alchred or Aired, king of North¬ 
umbria. The latter belonged to the house 
of jEtlielric, a younger son of Ida [q. v.], 
who had been driven from his kingdom hy 
his own people in 774 (Northumbrian An¬ 
nals, ap. Hovjjnm, i. 23). Oswald’s mother 
was Osgearn. lie succeeded Alfwold, king of 
Northumbria, ii»788, but was the next year 
betrayed by his nobles and taken prisoner by 
jEtlielred, who had previously been king, and 


had been driven out by Alfwold. .dEthebed 
took Oared’s kingdom, caused him to be ton¬ 
sured at York, and banished him. He found 
shelter in the Isle of Man. While he was 
theresomeof theNorthmubrian nobles offered 
to support him; and, relying on their oaths, 
he returned secretly to Isorthunibria in 792. 
His troop deserted him, and he was betrayed 
to riGthelred, who made him prisoner and 
liad him put to death at a place called Ayn- 
burg on 14 Sept. He was buried in the 
church of the abbey of Tynemouth. 

[Symeon of Durham’s Hist. Dunelm. Eccl. 
and. Hist. Regum ap. Opera, i. 49, ii. 62, 64 
(Rolls Ser.); Hoveden, i. 28 (Rolls Ser.); Diet. 
Ohr. Biogr., art. * Osred,’ by Canon Raine.] 

W. H. 

OSRIO (d. 034), king of Deira, was son of 
-dSliric, the brother of ./Ella, lung of Deira, 
and consequently cousin of Edwin or Ead¬ 
wine (686 P-638) tq. v.], king of Northumbria. 
Osric accepted Christianity from Paulinus 
[q ; v.], and, when Eadwine was slain in battle 
with the Mercian king Penda, succeeded him 
in Deira, At the time the people of the 
northern kingdom of Bemicia, who had been 
subject to Eadwine, separated themselves 
from Deira, and chose as their king Ennfrith, 
son of Ethelfrid or TEtbelfrith [q. v.], king of 
Northumbria, who was of their royal house, 
sprung from Ida [q. v.J When Obho became 
king he cast off Christianity and returned to 
liis old heathenism. The next year (684) he 
laid siege to York, the capital of hie kingdom, 
which wne held by Ceedwalla ( i . 034) [q. v.], 
Penda’s British ally. Caedwalla made a sudden 
sally from the city, fell upon him unawares, 
slew him, and destroyed his army. Deira 
was soon afterwards united to Bemicia under 
the rule of Oswald ( d . 642) [q. v.] Osric left 
a son named Oswin or Oswim (d. 661) [q. v.] 

[Bede's Hist. Ecd. iii. cc. 1, 14 (Engl. Hist. 
Soo.); Flor.Wig.,genealogies, i. 264, 269(Engl. 
Hist. Sob.) ; Miscall, Biogr. p. 2 (Surtees Boc.); 
Green's Making of England, pp. 272, 274, 296: 
Diet. Chr. Biogr., art. ‘ Osred,’ by Canon Raine.] 

W. H. 

OSRIC (d. 729), king of Northumbria, 
was the son of Alchfritn, and grandson of 
Oswy [q. v.] Boeda,m referring to hie reign, 
merely notes the appearance of two comets, 
presaging calamity to a kingdom and the 
deaths of Wihtred of Kent and of the monk 
Eogberht at Iona. The ‘ English Chronicle ’ 
is evenmore meagre, and the manuscripts con¬ 
tain contradictory statements as to the yea* 
of his death. One of the manuscripts agrees 
with the date given by Bseda, viz., that it took 
place in 729; the other repeats the fact under 
731. That 729 is the right date is proved 
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by (ho circumstance Unit, Breda mentions Oaillto are, however,represented as outhvin 
iiis doiith ns talcing plnco in tlio same year tlm Battle by 150years. On this euppositio 
(720) -with the appearance of the cornels, they nro credited by the professional storv 1 
Tho 'EnglishChronicle’further adds (lint he tollers with meeting St. Patrick and vnh 
was slain; and William of Malmebbury ru- relating to him, in the course of a peregrma- 
lutes the tradition (hat ho lost his throne turn through Ireland, the groat deeds in battla 
and his lift* as a punishment for the death or chase of their old associates. The? 
of the licentious king Osrod (607 8-7J6) finally baptised, and die. 1 

[cp ▼.], in wlui&e murder ho and his prods- Tho moat famous talc of the series that hag 
censor on tho l hrone,Oconrcd, were concerned. survived is tho ‘ Colloquy of the Ancients' 
lie liaH boon homutimus identified with tho (‘Agallmuh ua senoraoh’), which is found in 
Osrie, king of the ITwicci), who ismontionod (lie ‘ Book of Liunoro/ a late fifteenth-cen- 
hy Bcoda as ruling lliat tribe at tho time of tury manuscript, and has been edited and 
the appointment of Oftfor |q. v.| to tho soo translated by Mr. Standish HayeB O’Gradv 
of Woroostor about 601. Bishop Stubbs, Tho‘St ary of Olein in the Land of theYoune’ 
however, considers the identity of (Us two mimotliar extant talc of tho series, and hew 
Osries to ho very doubtful (Diet. O/ir. Jtiuyr. Oisin is presented ns living long underground 
s.v. ‘ Osrie’ [3]). The Usrio of (ho Ilwicuii in fairyland. Tho ‘Book of Loinster’a 
grantodachartort/otho uhhoy of Bath in 076, manuscript of tho twelfth century, is the 
which was attested by Thoodore (q. v.J and earliest in which any versos are attributed 
other bishops. In 681 lio founded the abbey to Oisin. ‘ Loabliur na li-Uidhri,’ a xnanu- 
at Gloucester (JIuudalii, Mm. slnt/l. i. 541, script dating from the beginning of thesame 
542), and lie was biuied in tlm abbey-eliiircli, century, is tho earliest in which any tale 
afterwards Gloucester Cathedral. A shrine, with i’ionn ns its hero appears. The tales 
with tho Icing’s oiiigy upon it, was erected are to ho found in a great many later manu- 
to his memory there by Abbot. Malvern in scripts, front 1100 onwards. 'Prefaces orin- 
the time of Henry Till. Behind, who, ot t,reductions were added at various penods, 
the desire of King Ilcnry, paid a visit t o tho but they harmonise with the litornry features 
abbey in 1540, assertod that the body of Osrie of the original series. 

‘first layo in St. l’et ron ell’s Ohapol, t.houco In 1762 James Macphorson [q, v.] puh- 
it, was removed intn our Lady's (jhnpul, and lished a poem called ' frugal,’ which he pre- 
tlurnoo rumovod of lulu dnyes and Jayd under tended to havo translated from Gaelic verse 
afayro tombo of stone on tho north side of written by Oesian. A not her volume followed 
tho Iligh Aultar. At tlio foot of tho tomb in 1708. fitrgal, ns tho name of a hero, is 
is this written oh a Kerman pillar, “ (Isricue unknown to Gaelic litoratuvo before the time 
rox primus fundat or hry us monastcrii 081.” ’ of M aephoreon, and in his treatment of Fin- 
In 1892Dr. Spence, dean of Gloiuester, veri- gal’s exploits Macphovson shows a complete 
fiod Lelond'B stntlnmont, when, on removing ignorance of the genuine poolio literature of 
two panels of tho st one loculus ‘ oil the liort 1 1 lliu Gael. Innono of tho genuine Gaelic tales 
side of the High Aultar,’ he disclosed a long aru Oisin and his companions associated, as 
london coffin, lying exact ly honetttli tho king’s in Maephorsou’s poems, with Onchullin, with 
olligy. Tho coffin contained a few bones Fergus, with King (Jonchobhar, or Queen 
mingled with earnout which had fallen on it, Merlbh, whoso exploits aro placed in Gaelie 
one of tho ends being broken hy the weight litoratumin tho first eontury of the Christian 
of tho supininouinbunt effigy, ora. In Miicphorson’e ‘Ossian’ Frugal ap- 

I Diet. Christian Biogr.; lliedie llist. Heel. lib. I?® 18118 agroatOttledonlanmonftrchdisputmg 
v, c. 23, 21; English Ohrenielu (Rolls Her,), ii. the conquest of his country with the Romans 
38,40; William of Malmesbury's Gram liiguru the third eontury; aft orwards Macpherson’s 

(Kings of Northumbria).] J, 3V1. I'ingttl assists Ouchullin, wbo lived in the 

Ursl century, to expel from Erin the Noise- 
OSSIAN or OISIN is a legendary elm- inon, who am known not to have approached 
motor in Gaelic litoraturo. no figures in u that territory till tho ninth century. Mnc- 
serius of horoic or romantic talcs of which pherson, in his so-eallod translation, is thus 
tho events are laid in the third cent iiry, in tlio guilty of blunders which convict him of lack 
time of Cormac JHuc Art | son CojutAxQ. Ac- of all direct acquainlanco with tho literature 
cording to thoso talcs, he was tho associate of from which ho professed to dorive bis poems. 
Eionn, of Caillto, of iliarmait, and other Tlio Gaolic heroes wore often represented 
warriors at l ho court of Tara. After many by tho bards as singing their own deeds; 
exploits, nearly all the warriors under J''ion’u and in this way soma poems’camo to bo &s- 
aro defeated end Blnin at tho battle of oribed to Oisin. But it is improbable that 
Gabhra in co. Meath (A.i). iM8). Oisin and Ossian or Oisin was tho author of any of 
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them. Poems are fir=t ascribed to him in 
twelfth-century manuscripts, Tlio Positivists 
have placed Oisin in their calendar, and Mac- 
herson's publications have led to a general 
elief in his existence as a great Gaelic poet of 
remote antiquity; but whoever reads the Os- 
sianic tales,as they are called, beginning with 
the preparatory ones in ‘Leabhar na h-Uidhri,’ 
and going on to those in the ‘ Boolt of Lis- 
more,’and finally to the modern versions from 
1500 to the latest Gaelic manuscripts, will he 
convinced that Oisin, like "Fionn, must be re¬ 
garded ae a character of historical romance, 
and not of literary history. 

[Hennessey’s letters in the Academy, 187.5. 
the publications of the Osaianic Society of Dub¬ 
lin (8 vols ), MacLauchlan’s Book of the Dean 
of Lismoro (the notes by Skene are of no value, 
as ho was ignorant of Gaelic), and O’Grady’s 
Silra-Gudobca mny bo consulted, See also the 
Highland Society's Gaelic Version of the Poems 
of Ossun.as published by Macphoison in English 
in 1762-3, 1807 ; The Poems of Ossian (with 
dissertation and translation by tho Her. Archi¬ 
bald Clerk), 1870, Windisch's Iriselie Texte, 
1880,ondDio altiriscbeSngo unddie Ossianfrage, 
1878, Leipzig, Bailey Saundora's Life of Mae 
pherson, 1804, and art. Macfhehson, James] 

OSSINGTON, Visootwr. [See D unison, 
John Evelyn, 1800-1873.] 

OSSORY, Earls op. [See Butler, Six 
Pierce or Piebs, first Earl, d. 1639 j 
Btjtler, Thomas, third E vrl, 1032-1014 j 
Butler, Walter, fourth Earl, 1669-1638 j 
Butler, James, fifth Earl, 1010-1688,] 

OSSORY, styled Earl op (1834-1080). 
[See Butler, Thomas.] 

OSSORY, Lord op. [See Cearbhall, 

d, 888.] 

OSTLER, WILLIAM (J. 1601-1623), 
actor, was in 1601 one of the children of 
Queen Elizabeth’s chapel, playing at the 
theatre in Blaeltfriars. His name is in the 
list of children who performed Ben Jonsou’s 
'Poetaster 1 in 1601. Probably this was liis 
first appearance. He played women's partB, 
whence Gifford assumes that the character 
he took woe Julia. The age at which these 
children were first engaged appears to have 
been about thirteen. Collier assumes that 
Ostler was drafted into the King’s players 
before 1604, the name Hostler being given 
in a list of the king's company at that 
date. In December 1610 the Burbages, 
who had bought the remaining lease of 
the Blackfriars, engaged Ostler, who in the 
same year appeared in Jonson's ‘Alchemist.’ 
The following year he took part in the 
same author’s ‘ Catiline,' In the register of 
St.Mary, Aldermanhury, appears the entry: 

‘ Baptised 38 May 1612 Beaumont, the sonne 


of William Ostler.’ Everfertile in conjecture, 
Collier states that Ostler was married before 
1612; opines that Beaumont the dramatist 
might have been godfather to Ms child; and 
asserts that Ostler took part in Beaumont 
and Fletcher's 1 Captain ,’ 1 Bonduca,’ *'Valen- 
tinian.’ and ‘no doubt in other plays, though 
his name be not found at the bottom of the 
dramatie person® in the folios ’ {Eng. Dram. 
Poetry , in. 423). In the first representation 
of Webster’s 1 Duchess of Malfy,'about 16L6, 
Ostler played Antonio, soon after which he is 
belief od to have retired or died, the name of 
R. Benfield appearing as the exponent of the 
part on its reproduction. He was a popular 
and an applauded actor, as is proved by a 
mysterious epigram upon him, included in 
the ‘Scourge of Folly’by John Davies of 
Hereford, cu'ca 1611. This is addressed ‘ to 
the Roscius of those times, Mr. W. Ostler: ’ 
Ostler, thou took'st a knock thou would'it hare 
giv’n, 

Neere sent thee to thy latest home: hut, oh! 
Wliero was thine action, when thy crown was 
riv’n, 

Sole King of Actors? then wast idle ? Ho: 
Thou h.iclst it, for thon wonldst be doing Thus 
Good actors' deeds are oft most dangerous; 

But it thou plaint thy dying part as well 
As thy stage parts, thou hast no part in hell. 

[Collier's English Dramatic Annuls; Fleay’s 
Chronicle of the Stage; Malone’s Historical Ac¬ 
count, Webster’s Works, ed. Hazhtt; Jonson's 
Works, ed. Gifford ] J. K. 

OSTRITH or OSTHRYTH (d, 697),queen 
of Mercia, was the daughter of Oswy [q. v.], 
king of Bernicia, the brother and successor of 
St. Oswald (606 P-642) [q. v.] She wasthere- 
fore sister of Egfrid, king of Northumbria, 
St. Etheldreda's husband, and of Elflad, who 
succeeded St. Hilda [q. v.] as abbess of 
Whitby. OstrithbecamethewifeofEthelred, 
king of Mercia, who had succeeded his bro¬ 
ther Wulfere [q. v.] in 676. He was the 
third son of Penaa [q. v.l, long of Mercia, the 
fierce old pagan who haa killed five kings in 
battle, including Ostritb’s maternal grand¬ 
father Edwin, and her sainted uncle Oswald. 
But ‘ out of the eater come meal.’ Penda’s 
sons and daughters were as earnest in the 
support of the Christian faith ablie had been 
in its destruction. Ostrith and her husband 
were largely instrumental in building up the 
church in their kingdom, especially in the 
endowment of monastic houses, wMoh in 
those early times were, as missionary centres, 
the chief instruments in the propagation of 
religion. The matrimonial alliance of the 
two royal houses was ineffectual to put an 
end to tho long-standing feud between Mer¬ 
cia and Northumbria. Onoe more Lindsey 
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was the battlefield. In 679 Egfrid crossed 
the Mercian border, and a battle took place 
near the Trent, in which Ostrith’a young bro¬ 
ther Alfwin, dearly loved in both kingdoms, 
fell (B.ZGDA, Hist, Ecol. iv. 21). Peace was 
eventually made through tlio wise counsels 
of Archbishop Theodore. As one of the 
conditions, Ostrith and her husband insisted 
on the immediate banishment from Mercia 
of 'Wilfrid, whom in 681, on his expulsion 
from Northumbria by Egfrid, Ethelrad'a 
nephew, the son of Ins brother Wulfere, 
the sub-king Berhtwnld had recoived into 
hie province, and bestowed land to found a 
monastic house. Subsequently Ostrith re¬ 
moved the bones of her unole St. Oswald 
to the great abbey of Bardney, near Lincoln, 
which, if not actually founded by her hus¬ 
band, had been largely enriched by him and 
his queen. The monks, however, who could 
not forget or forgive the wrongs Lindsey had 
received from Northumbria, refused to admit 
the remains of a member of tlie royal house 
from which their provinco bad suffered so 
much. The wain containing Oswald's relics 
was slopped at tlie abbey gates. But in the 
night a bright pillar of light appearing above 
it testified to the sanctity of I,lie marLyred 
king, and convinced the monks of their error, 
which they atoned for by the ready admission 
of the coffin the next morning lib. iii, 11). 
The vindictive spirit of tlio Mercians was 
more fatally exhibited in C97 in the murder of 
Ostrilh by the nobles of the northern part 
of the kingdom, on the south bank of tlio 
Humber, ‘ a priiniitibns Merciorum inter- 
empta ’ (ib. v. 24; Enos. Wxa, sub aim. 696 j 
Anglo-Saxon Chroniale , sub ann. 697; Matt, 
Westm. 1 oi'udelitor nocaverunt'). Seven 
years laier, in 704, Ethelred abdicated tlie 
throne, and retired to Bardney, where ho was 
‘shorn as a monk,’ became abbot, and died in 
716. The name of one son of Ostrith and 
Ethelred is recorded, Oeolrod, who succeeded 
his cousin Clenred in 709, and died in 716, 
the same year with his father. 

[Baida, as roforrod to above | Bright's Early 
English Church, pp. 159, 811-95; Lappenborg’a 
England under the Anglo-Saxon Kings, i. 222.1 

E. y. 

O’SULLIVAN or O’SULLIVAN 
BEARE, DONALL (1660-1618), chief of 
the sept of his name in tlio district of Beare, 
co. Cork, engaged actively in the hostile 
movements in Ireland against the govern¬ 
ment of England in the last yours of Queen 
Elisabeth, O’Sullivan in 1601 avowed liis 
devotion to Philip III of Spain, and received 
a Spanish garrison in bis oastlo at Dunboy, 
Siege operations against this stronghold, the 
custody of which was resinned from tlio 
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Spaniards by O’Sullivan, wereearried^pt 
overwhelming force by Sir George Carew 
president of Munster, in June 1602. Carew’a 
historiographer observed that ‘so obstinat 
and resolute a defence had not been seen 
within this kingdom.’ Details of the siege and 
capture of Dunboy Castle are given m the 
publication styled ‘ Pacata Hibernia,’ and in 
the Latin history of Ireland by O’Snlhvan’s 
nephew, Philip O’Sullivan [q. v.], which was 
translated by the author of the present notice 
After the demolition of Dunboy in June 
1602 O’Sullivan, with his followers and 
soldiers, made a stand for a time in Glen- 
gariff. Thence ho procoeded over the river 
Shannon to Ulster, where, after numerous 
conflicts, he arrived with only thirty-five 
survivors of the thom-aud persons with 
whom lie had set out. 

Failing to obtain a government pardon on 
tlio accession of James I, O’Sullivan went 
with his wife and children to Spain. There 
he was wellroceived by Philip HI, who con¬ 
ferred on him the knighthood of the order 
of St. Ingo, a pension, nnd the title of Eari 
of Bearohavon. O’Sullivan, described as 
tall and handsome in person, was killed in 
1618, at Madrid, by John Bathe, an Anglo- 
JriBh refugee. A letter addressed by O’Sul¬ 
livan in February 1601-2 to the governor 
of Galicia has been reproduced in ‘Facsimiles 
of National Manuscripts of Ireland,’ pt. iv. 2, 
plate xxxiii. 

[State Papers, Ireland; Oaraw Calendar; 
Annals of the Four Masters ; HiBtorirr Oatlio. 
liens Iborni® Compendium, 1621; Stafford’s 
Pneattt Hibornia, London, 1633.] J. T. G. 

O’SULLIVAN (Sih) JOHN (J. 1747), 
colonel in the French service, came of the 
O’Sullivans of Munster, and wub born in co. 
Kerry about 1700. The family being ca¬ 
tholics, their estates were in the hands of 
protestant trustees. At tlio age of nine 
O’Sullivan was sent abroad to be educated 
for tlie catholic priesthood. He spent six 
years in Paris, and then wont to Rome. On 
the sudden death of his father, O’Sullivan 
returned to Ireland; but, disliking the con¬ 
ditions under which Irish catholics were 
compollcd to live by the penal laws, he sold 
his interest, in tho family proporty and emi¬ 
grated to France, lie obtained the post of 
tutor to the son of Marshal Maillebois. On 
Maillebois’s recommendation be then entered 
the French army, In 1739 ha attended 
Moillobois as secretary in an expedition to 
Corsica. During tho first four years of the 
Austrian succession war he look part in the 
French campaigns in Italy and on tho Rhine. 
In 1746 he was appointed adjutant-general 
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to the young pretender, then preparing for 
the invasion of England. He landed with 
him at Lochnanuagh on 6 Aug. 1746, and 
through the whole campaign he remained his 
chief adviser in hath civil and military 
matters, O’Sullivan commanded with Came¬ 
ron of Loehiel the nine hundred highlanders 
who captured Edinburgh on 10 Sept. 1746 
t Lockhart, Memoirs, ii. 488). He was 
present at Brest onpane, and, in his capacity 
as adjutant and quartermaster-general, drew 
up the rebel army in line of battle at Cullo- 
den. O’Sullivan escaped hack to France on 
1 Oct. 1746. In 1747 he was knighted by 
the pretender for his services. The date of 
his death is unknown, ne married a Miss 
FitzGerald, and left a son, 

Thomas Heuedht O’Sux-livan (tf. 1824), 
son of the above, who entered the Irish 
brigade, was appointed to accompany the 
privateer Paul .Tones in his expedition against 
the Irish coast in 1779. O’SulLivau quarrelled 
with his fellow-commander and fled to Ame¬ 
rica, where he entered the British army under 
Sir Henry Clinton at New York. He left 
the British army, probably at the end of the 
American war of independence, 1783, and 
entered the service of Holland. Tie died a 
major in the Dutch service at tlio Hague in 
1824. JJis son, John O’Sullivan, employed 
in the American consular service, died in 
1826. 

[O'Callaghan's Trish Brigades ; Webb's Com¬ 
pendium of Irish Biography.] G. P, M-x. 

O’SULLIVAN, MORTIMER (1791P- 
1869), Irieh proleslant divine, second son of 
a schoolmaster of Clonmel, co. Tipperary, 
was horn there in 1791 or 1792. He was 
educatod with his elder brother Samuel (see 
below) and hie friend Dr. William Phelan 
[q.v.] at the Clonmel endowed school. The 
headmaster, Dr. Richard Carey, an intimate 
friend of the elder O'Sullivan, was an earnest 
protestant, while the O’Sullivans were ca¬ 
tholics. Carey was much revered by liis 
pupils, and the remark of a priest —that Carey 
could not be saved—first led Mortimer to 
‘reason himself into the belief of the right 
of private judgment, and out of the church 
of Rome.’ lie entered as a protestant 
scholar at Trinity College, Dublin, in 1813, 
and proceeded B.A. in 1816, M.A. 1882. 

After six or seven years at the university 
O’Sullivan returned to the south, and be¬ 
came secondmaaler of the Tipperary endowed 
school, and curate of the parish of Tipperary. 
He was the first master of the Royal School 
at Dnngannonfnear Killyman, and was aleo 
in Waterford for a time. He was chaplain 
of St. Stephen’s chapel, Dublin, and on 
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20 Deo. 1827 was collated to the prebend of 
St. Audoen’s in St. Patrick’s Catkedal, Dub¬ 
lin. This office he resigned on 24 Aug. 1880 
on being presented to the rectory of Killyman, 
co, Armagh, at the death of William Phelan 
(15 June). 

At a very early age O’Sullivan became 
interested in the relations between the ca¬ 
tholic and protestant churches in Ireland. In 
] 824, in reply to Thomas Moore’B ‘ Captain 
Rock,' he wrote ‘ Captain Rock Detected, or 
the Origin and Character of the Recent Dis¬ 
turbances, and the Causes, both moral and 
political, of the present alarming condition 
of the South and WeRt of Ireland, fully and 
fairly considered and exposed, by a MunBter 
Farmer/ London, 1824. Here O’Sullivan 
boldly attacked the landlords and the land 
system, while defending the Irieh church 
and clergy (of. Blackwoods Mag. July 1824, 
P- 07\ 

O’Sullivan gave evidence before the select 
committee of lords and commons on the state 
of Ireland, 26 April and 27 May 1826. The 
results were published by himself and Dr, 
Phelan in ‘A Digest of Evidence on the 
State of Ireland in 1824-6/ &c., 2 vole. Lon¬ 
don, 1826. Ten years later, on 20 May 1886, 
when summoned to give evidence before the 
select committee on orange lodges, O’Sullivan 
stated that, the orange societies were of im¬ 
portance in preserving thB peace of Ulster. 
In the same year O’Sullivan was sent with 
the Rev. Charles Boyton as a deputation 
to England and Scotland from the Irish 
clergy to make known the condition of their 
church. O’Sullivan described with native 
eloquence and passion the insecurity of the 
Irish protestant clergy and the injustice of 
the tithe system in Exeter Hall, London, on 
20 June and 11 July 1836, and in many pro¬ 
vincial towns. On hie return to Ireland in 
October 1836 he engaged in a controversy 
with Dr. Daniel Murray [q. v.], the catholic 
archbishop of Dublin, who charged him with 
misreporting his words before the lords’ com¬ 
mittee on the circulation of the bible among 
the laity. The correspondence was published. 
In September 1830 O’Sullivan was again in 
Glasgow, and on 27 May 1887 a fifth en¬ 
thusiastic meeting wae held in Exeter Hall. 
Full reports of all, with correspondence, were 
published by O'Sullivan and the Rev. Robert 
McGhee in ‘Romanism as it rules in Ire¬ 
land/ &c., 2 vols. London and Dublin, 1840. 
In 1861 O’Sullivan was Donellan lecturer 
at Trinity College, and in 1868 he was made 
rector of Tanderagee, nearBallymore. During 
the latter years of his life he resided in Lower 
Gloucester Street, Dublin, and officiated as 
chaplain to the Earl of Carlisle, the lord- 
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lieutenant, and lo tho Buka of Manchester. 
Ho died in Dublin on 30 April 1859, and 
was buried on 8 May in Ohapeliamd church¬ 
yard. 

Resides the works no tod and many sepavat 0 
sermons and tracts, O’Sullivan wroto : 1. ‘A 
Guido to an Irish Gontloman in his Search for 
a Religion,’ Dublin, 1833; in defence of the 
established cliuveh, upon the publication of 
Mooro’s ‘Travels of an Trish Gontloman in 
Search of a Religion/ 2 vols, London, 1833. 
It was answei’od anonymously in ‘ A Lanthorn 
for the Rov. Mortimer O’Sullivan’s Guido to 
an Irish Oenlloman in liis Search Cor a Reli¬ 
gion. From the Latin and Gorman of Dr. 
Martin Lutlior,’ Dublin, 1833, 2. ‘The Oasu 
of the Protestants of Ireland stated, with 
tTotes,’ London, 1836, 3. ‘ Of the Aposl asy 
predicted by Saint Paul.’ pt. i. Dublin, 181L; 
pti8. i. and ii. toget her, Dublin, 1812. 4/ Theory 
of Developments in Christian Doctrine ap¬ 
plied and tested,’ London and Dublin, 18 111; 
a reply to Cardinal Newman’s ‘Apologia,’ 
6. ‘ The Hour of the llodoomor,' a series of 
discourses preached in the chapel of Trinity 
College, Dublin, 1853. 

O'SuxHVAMr, SAmu nr. (1790-185 L), divine, 
older brother of the ahovo, horn at Clonmel 
on 13 Sopt. 1790, was educated with Mor¬ 
timer at tlio Clonmel endowed school; at¬ 
tended protostant sorvices with his school¬ 
master, and was powerfully ullraelod bylha 
liturgy. When lie obtained a scholarship at 
Trinity College, Dublin (181 -1), lie was entered 
as a member of the church of England. lie 
graduated 13. A. in 1818, and M.A. in 1825. 
lie was an active member of the university 
historicalsocioty, and carried off the medal for 
thobestHpoakorindobatos. Taking holy ordurs 
in the established church, ho was first ouruto 
of St. Catherine's, Dublin, and at tlio same 
time chaplain of tlio Marshalsoa, Dublin. In 
1827 I 10 suocoodod Doan Lo Fann as chaplain 
to the Royal Hibernian Military Scliool in 
I’hamix Park. Ilia life was chioily devoted 
to literary pursuits. His first work, ‘The 
Agoncy of Divine Providence manifested in 
tlio principal Transactions, religious anil 
political, connoctod with tlio History of 
Groat Britain from the Reformation to 
the Revolution in 1688/Dublin, 1810, dis¬ 
played a philosophic temper remarkable 
in a man 01 twenty-five. He contributed 
rogularly to ‘ Jllaokwood’s Magazine’ and 
to ' Frasov's,' Smno of the earliest papers in 
tho ' Dublin (Tnivorsity Review and Quar¬ 
terly Magasino/ Dublin, No. 1, January 1833, 
wore from his pen, IIo died on 0 Aug. 1851, 
audwas biirincf on the 9th in tlio churehyard 
at Cliapolisod, Dublin. Ills wifo, with a son, 
Ilonry R, M. O’Sullivan, and a daughter, 
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J 10 had completed tlio ‘Catechism of ti* 
United Churcli of Roland and Ireland ex 
plained and confirmed, with References to 
Holy Scripture/ Dublin, I860. A volume of 
Remains, containing articles left by him m 
manuscript, was published by the Rev. J n 
Marl in, D. I)., and Mortimer O’SullivamDiib-’ 
lin, 1858, 3 vols. 


[Per both brothers: works ahovo mentioned 
including Ronminb; Dublin Univ, M.ig. Octolrn 
1851, pp, 504-8; Life of Phelan, 1832, pp j 
6, 7, 11 ; Dublin Morning Express, 1 and 2liny 
1850 ; Gent. M.ig, October 1851, ii. 438 ; Oat <rf 
Gr.ulnates, Triii. Coll. Dublin. Por Movtimm 
slonn; see Blackwood’s Mug. xxxvi. 210 21t 
xxxix. 167; Cotton’s Fuefci Eccl Hib. ii.’ m' 
v. 208; Moore's Memoirs, iv. 224.] O, P. S. ' 


O'SULLIVAN or O'SULLIVAW- 
BEARE, PHILIP (1590 P-1660 P), his¬ 
torian, born about 1090, son of Dermot 
O’Sullivan and nephew of Donnll O’Sullivan- 
Bearo [(j.v.J lord of Dunboy, was in 1602, 
wliilo still it lad, Bent by his uncle to Spain, 
whore, after tlio fall of Dunboy, he was 
joined by liis father and ]ub family. Ilewas 
educated at Oiunpohlidla, became a soldier, 
and served on board the Spanish ships of 
war. In 1019 lie was in the squadron ap¬ 
pointed to guard tho troasure-tloot on its ap¬ 
proach to (Jape Hb Vincout from the liar- 
bary pirates, who wore also 011 tlio look-out 
for it, and wrote an interesting account of 
tho service t a liis rild tutor ((bmpendium, edit. 
1021, If. 270-9). His military lifo was,liow- 
evor, not very noteworthy: his predilection 
was for literal lire, end to that he principally 
devoted himself. 11 is most important work 
was tlio ‘ llistoriio Catholic® Iberniio Com¬ 
pendium’ (Lisbon, 1 to, 1021), an octavo 
edition of which, edited by Matthew Kelly 
[q.v.], was published at Dublin in 1850. The 
most valuable part of it is tho history of the 
IDli/abutluiu wnvs, tho story of which he re¬ 
ceived orally from his father and his father’s 
companions; it has the merits and defects 
incidental to a work so written—thovigour, 
the bill or partisanship, tho inability to under¬ 
stand more than tho personal issue, the in¬ 
accuracy of detail, and tlio confusion of 
(laics. Ifis olhor worltSj all in Latin, aTC 
‘ Patvieiana I)ec«n/ a life of St. Patrick 
(1020); and a violent and abusive criticism 
of Arohbishop Usher, under tlio title of 
‘ Arolucornigoroinastix, sive Jacobi CTsIiori 
Iloresiarchie Oonfutatio.’ He wroto also 
many lives of saints, which were not pub¬ 
lished, and in 1031 sent Boliand some con¬ 
tributions to his colossal undbrl oking. This 
is tho last. I,hat is definitely known of him, 
though Webb has identified him with the 
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Earl of Bearhnvcn who died at Madrid in brethren of Hexham used each year to makf 
1639 or 1060, leaving one daughter, a girl of a procession to it on the day before that of 
twelve, and a fortune of a hundred thousand the king's death to pray for his soul and 
crowns, celebrate mass before it, and they built a 

[Little is known of his life beyond what is to church there which was held m special 
be gleaned from his own writings, and especially honour; for there was not, until Oswald’s 
the Compendium; Kelly's pret.ioe to the edit, cross was erected, any symbol of Christianity, 
of 18-10 contains most of this. M'Gee’s Irish any church or altar, in the Bernioianlend 
Writers of the Seventeenth Century; Webb’s (lixDi., iii. c. S). 

Compendium of Irish Biography ] J. K. L. Oswald’s victory put au end to the short 
OSWALD or OSUUALD, S ain’t (003 ?- period of Welsh sucoess in the north. It gave 
642), king of the Northumbrians, bom about him the kingship of both the Northumbrian 
606, was second &on of Ethelfrid or ./Ethel- lands, and it opened a way into England to 
frith [q.v.],king of the Northumbrians, His the Scottish missionaries, He dwelt chiefly 
mother was Acca, sister of Edwin or Ead- at Bebbanburg or Bamboroug-h, the capital 
wine (686 P-683) [q. v.], king of the North- of the Beraician kings, and invited his early 
umbrians, and daughter of -/Ella (d. 688) teachers, the mo nks of Iona, to send him a 
[q. v.] Thus on his father’s side he was of bishop to preach the gospel to his people, 
the line of Ida [q. v.] of Bernieia, and on The first, missionary Bent to him had little 
his mother's of the royal house of Deira. success, for he was an austere man, and the 
His younger brother, Oswy (612 P-670), is people did not like him. On his return to 
separately noticed. Whon his father was Iona, Aidan [q.v.] was sent totake his place, 
defeated and slain by Btedwald in 617, he j Oswald laboured with him to spread the 
and his brothers were driven out of North- j gospel, gave him the island of Lmdisfarne, 
unibria, and Oswald, accompanied by a bond | whichhe choseforhis see,attended bisminis- 
of young nobles, took shelter with the Scots trations, and, as Aidan was not thoroughly 
in Iona, where he was converted to Chris- | master of tho English tongue, used to tranB- 
lianity and baptised. On the death of Ead- late the bishop’s discourses to his nobles and 
wine, who was slain in 633 at Heatlifield by thegns (id. c. 3). Christianity spread rapidly, 
the mint forces of Ctedwalla (d. 684) [q. v.] churches were built, and lands were given 
and Penda, Osric (d. 634) [q. v.] obtained the to monasteries, which were peopled by Scot- 
kingdom of Deira, and Oswald’s eldest brother tish monks. InDeiraOswold completodthe 
Eonfrid was accepted as king by the people church which Eadwine had begun to build at 
of Bernieia. But when Eanfrid was trea- York (id. ii. c. 14). There too the Scottish 
cherously slain as he was going to meet the rite was widely accepted, though James, the 
British king Cwdwalla to sue for peace in 034, deacon of Paulinus, remained at his post and 
Oswald advanced from the north with a had much success aB a missionary. Oswald 
small army and encamped at a place near the was humble, gracious, and charitable to 
Roman wall, called by Bmda (Hist. Peel. iii. the poor. One Easter when Aidan was 
c. 2) Hefenfelth or Heavenly Field, and by dining with him, and a silver dish laden 
Nennius (c. 04) Oatscanl, and supposed to with royal dainties had been set before him, 
be St. Oswald's, about seven miles to the just as the king and bishop had raised their 
north oflloxham in Northumberland (Priory j hands to say grace, the thegn, whose special 
of Hexham , Pref.) Thera, as Oswald told 1 duty it was to relieve the distressed, came 
tho Abbot Segine in the hearing of tho Abbot in and told the king that the streets were 
Failbe, who told the story to Adamnan, St. thronged with a multitude of poor crying out 
Oolumba appeared to him in a vision, and for alms. Oswald ordered that the food pre- 
bado him give his enemies battle the follow- pared for him should be given to them, and 
mg night, promising him the victory (Vita that the silver dish should be broken into 
ColunSiani, i. c. 1). He set about raising a small pieces and distributed among them, 
cross, and, the time being short, held it with Seizing the king’s right hand, Aidan said 
his own hands while his men fixed it in the 1 May this hand never decay.’ Bede believed 
ground. As the day was breaking he joined that the bishop's prayer was answered (id. 
battle with Ofedwalla (see Skene, Celtic iii. c. 0). Oswald is said to have had wider 
Scotland, i. 246, for the possibility that Os- dominions than any of his ancestors, and to 
w&ld's opponent was not Oredwalla himself, have received into his lordship peoples of the 
hut a oertainBritish king called Cation), and four tongues spoken in Britain—Britons, 
defeated him with great slaughter, Otedwalla Piets, Soots, and English (id.) He must 
was slain at a stream called Deniseburn, a therefore have had great power in the north- 
tributary of the .Rowley water. Oswald's west, and was probably owned as over-lord 
cross was long an object of veneration. The by theWeifch of Strathclyde(GRimN, Making 



Oswald 1216 Oswald 

of England, p. 201). As ho is said to have cording to Reginald, took place at 1V1' 
lmd a kingdom with tho same limits as that church In Shropshire (c. 12), Penda caul'll 
of Eadwine (Baida, ii. 0 . 6), ho must have had the head and hands and arms of Oswald fob 
authority over the Trent valley, and was cut oil' and stnclt on stakes. The place where 
certainly supreme in Lindsey, whore he was lie Tell and the dust of the ground worked 
regarded by the people with iiostilo feelings miracles (Baida, in. cc, 9,10). His hod 
(ib. iii.fl. 11; GnnriN). Though it is perhaps was several years Ini or given by his mecn 
going too far to assert that Panda murdered Oetritli or Osthryth (d. 097), the daughter 
a son of Eadwino, who lived at his court, ‘at of his brother Oswv and the wife of rEthel 
the pressure of Oswald’ (Gmnw), it seems red, king of the Mercians, to tho monastery 
probable that this crime, which was, as Redo at Bardney in Lindsey. The monies were it 
significantly notes, committed during Os- first unwilling to receive it, for, though thev 
wald’s reign, was caused by the Mercian acknowledged the king’s holiness, they re- 
king’s wish to plooso him. in Kent, Ead- membored him with dislike as a stranger to 
bald (q. v.] was so far under his influenco as their own pooplo, who had held sovereignty 
to compel his sister /Bthelburh, Eadwine’s over thorn. A miraclo induced them to take 
widow, to send her children into Gaul (Baida, tho body into their church, where they laid 
ii. 0 . 20). Ilis supremacy was evidently it in a tomb with a cross at each end, and 
nolntowledged by tho West-Saxon lung with the king’s banner, which was of purple 
Oynegils [q. v.]; ho stood sponsor for Oyuogils and gold, hung abovo it (ib. c. 11; Rmnrun 
when he was baptised aL Dorohestur, now in 0 . 4.0). Subsequently mivacloa wereworked 
Oxfordshire, in 03C, and joined him in giving tliore. OlTa, king of tho Mercians, adorned 
that city to Birinus [q. v.] for his episcopal tho tomb with gold,silvor, and precious stones 
seo (ib. iii. c. 7). Breda, who stylos liun ‘ rox ( Carmen de Pontiff. 1.080seq.) Bylteginald’s 
christumh-smus,’ reckons him as tho sixth time only three of tho king’s bones remained 
Brotwalda (ib. ii. c. 6), and Adamnnn calls at Bardney. The rolics had been kept care- 
him ‘ emporor of tho wholo of Brit ain.’ In lossly, and had disappeared duringthe Danish 
642 there was war between him and Penda, invasions, boing earned oiTbydevout petBons. 
king of Morcia, and on 5 Aug, ho was do- Of tluisethe chief wore Etholfludn or .Ethel- 
feat cd and slain by Ponda in a fierce battle, filed [q. v. Vthe ‘ lady 0 f tho Mercians,’ and hoi 
and, according to ono account, by stratagom husband iRthelred, who founded a monastery 
(Ndhhtur, c. (16) or by surpriso (RuqtnaM), at Gloucester in honour of St. Oswald about 
0 .14 ), at Masorfolth, supposed to ho Oswestry 00!), aud translated his bones thither (Win. 
or Oswald’s Tron in Shropshire. When he Muu. Gi">ta Pontiff. p. 29S). They were 
sawhimselfsurroundodbyhisfoes, and know I ranslnted to a moro honourable shrine by 
that his end was come, ho prayed for tho Thomas II, archbishop of York in the reign 
souls ofhiaBoldiers, and tho words‘“May I ho of Henry I, Reginald, Iho biographer of 
Lord have mercy on tho souls,” said Oswald Oswald, being prosonl at the function (Ba¬ 
as he fell to earth/beoamo a proverbial say- ohtadd, 0 . 4*1), Oswald’s head and hands 
ing in tho north (Baida, iii. c. II). Ho diod were romovod from the st altos on which they 
in his thirty-eighth year (ib, c.9). Ilis wile had been stuok, his hands being earned to 
wasthodaughtorqfOyncgils,kingof Wessex, Bamhorougli, whorothey wero placed, hoing 
whoso namo is said to havo boon Kyneliurga free from corruption, in a silver shrine in the 
(Oynehurh); by her ho had a sou namod church of St. Peter, and wero an ohjsot of 
fRthelwald or Qidilvald [sac art. Oswv]. veneration (Baida, iii. 0). Symoon of Durham 
After her husband’s death Oynolmrh is said declares that in his tuno the king’s right 
to havo taken Urn veil (RnaiN’AT.D, o, 3). hand was, according to Aldan's prayer, pre- 
itoginald, writing in tho twelfth century served incorrupt! that a monk of Durham 
from an account given him by a certain named Swartoovand had often seen it, and 
brother of tho hospital at York, who said that it was wrapped in a pall (Ilist. Dunelm. 
that ha found tho particulars in an old Eng- Brel, i. 0 ,2; Hist, llegum,00,71 &), The king’s 
lish book, desoribos Oswald as tall, with rolics were in time'treatod with neglect at 
blue eyoB, yollow hair, a long face, and Bamboroiigli, and a monk of Peterborough 
thin beard j his lips wore rather small, and stole the right arm and carried it to his own 
wore a kindly smilo; his hands and arms monastery, whioh. was onriehod in eanse- 
were long, nndshowed strength (c, 60). In quonoo by many ofi’erings (Rtpoikadd, c. 48). 
Nennius lie is called ‘Lainnguin,’ which is Oswald’s' bond was buriod nt Lindisfarne 
said to moan 'white hand 1 or ‘ free hand,’ (Baida, iii, c. 12), and a light was said to 
probably in reference to tho alleged incor- have boon shod from heafen on the spot, 
ruptibihty of tho hand blessed by Aidau. Uonring this, his kinsmen removed the head 
After the battle at Mnserfelth, whioh, ac- to Bamborough, whore for some time it was 
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honoured, and when, in common with 
the other relics, it was neglected, it was 
believed that St. Cuthbert appeared to a 
certain aged man and charged him to re¬ 
move it, which he did by a stratagem, related 
by Reginald on the authority of AElred of 
Rievaux (c. 40). It was taken to Lindis- 
f&rne, and when the monks there fled from 
the Danes in 875 they plaoed it in St. Cuth- 
hert’s coffin, wkioh they carried with them 
to different plaoes, until, after long wander¬ 
ings, it found a final resting-place at Durham 
in 998. The head was in the coffin at the 
translation of St. Cuthbert in 1104, and 
when the coffin was opened in 1828. Regi¬ 
nald gives a long description of it (c, 51 j 
see also ItilNB, St. Cuthbert). Other relics 
of St. Oswald—his sceptre, his ivory horn, 
his standard, and some parts of his armour 
—were preserved at Durham, where his 
memory is greatly venerated. His day is 
6Aug. Besides the ‘Life' written by Regi¬ 
nald, and printod by the Surtees Society, 
and as regards all its important parts in the 
Rolls edition of Simeon of Durham (vol, ii.), 
there are manuscript lives founded on Bode 
at Trinity College, Cambridge, and in the 
Chapter library at Peterborough (see further 
Dictionary of Christian Biography, art. 
1 Oswald’ (1), by Canon Raine). 

flicile’s Ilist. Eccl. ii. cc. 6, 14, 20, iii. cc. 2, 
8, 0, 7, 9, 10, II, 12, 14 (Engl. Hist. Soc.); 
Adamnan’s Vita (Jolumbani, i. o. 1, sd. Reeves; 
Nennius, cc. 64, 05 (Engi. Jlist. Soc.) ; Symeon 
of Durham's Hist. Eocl. Dunelm. and Hist, 
Regum, i. 17-20, ii. 11, 45, 879 (Rolls Sor.) j 
Reginald's Vita ap. Symaon of Durham, i, 820- 
366 (Rolls Sor.), and ed. Raine (Surtees Soc.); 
Alenin's Oarinen de Pontiff ap. Historians of 
York, i. 368-04 (Rolls Ssr.) j William of Malmes¬ 
bury’s Grosta Pontiff! pp. 158, 263 , 293, 317 
(Rolls Ser.), and Goata Regum, i. 51-4 (Rolls 
Sor.); Raina’s Mem, of Hoxham Priory, pref. 
(Surtees Soc,); Miscellanea Biogr. pp. 2, 8, 7, 
121 (Surtooa Soo.); Rome's (the eldor) St. 
Cuthbert, pp. 183-7; Diet, Ohr.Biogr. art. ‘Os- 
wold’ (1), by Canon J. Raine; Skene’s Celtic 
Scotland, i. 244-0,251, 262; Green's Making of 
Englund, pp. 274-0, 290-4.] W. H. 

OSWALD, Saint (& 992), archbishop 
of York, said to he of Danish parentage, a 
nephew on his father's side of Arohbieliop 
Odo [q. v.Land related to Osky tel[q. v.l arch¬ 
bishop of York, was brought up under the 
care of Odo, and was instructed by Frithe- 
gode [q, v.] (Histeria Bumesiensis, p. 21). 
Having taken orders, be was enabled by Odo’s 
liboranty to purchase the monastery of "Win¬ 
chester, then in the hands of secular clerks 
or canons, over*whom he ruled ( Vita S. Os- 
vialdi, anon, Historians of Tork, i. 410; by 
later biographers, Eadmer and Senatus, lie is 
von, xiv. 


said to have entered the monastery as a canon, 
and to have been elected as dean). Being 
realous in piety and persuaded of the excel¬ 
lence of monastic life, he was discontented 
with his life as a secular clerk, and with his 
position as head of a body of married clergy, 
enjoying the revenues that Bhould rightfully 
have been received by monks living accord¬ 
ing to the rule of their order. Accordingly 
he went to Odo and told him that he desired 
to go over sea to some place that his unole 
might choose, that he might there learn the 
rule of St. Benedict, which was at this period 
wholly forgotten and neglected in England. 
Odo joyfully agreed, ana sent him to the 
monastery of Fleury on the Loire, where he 
knew that the Benedictine rule was carried 
out to perfection, and whence he had himself 
received the monastic habit. Oswald took 
gifts to each of the brethren at Fleury, the 
number of professed monks there at that time 
apparently being twelve, beside the abbot 
W ulfald; they received him joyfully, and 
admitted him into their society ( Vita, anon, 
p. 414). He applied himself diligently to the 
study of the scriptures and of the Benedic¬ 
tine rule, practising many austerities, and in 
all things fulfilling to the utmost the duties 
of the monastic life. While at Floury he 
was advanced to the diaconate and the priest¬ 
hood, and learnt by heart oil the offioes of 
the church, as well as the monastic consti¬ 
tutions, in order that he might on his return 
to England he fully qualified to teach them 
to his fellow countrymen (ib. p. 419). In 
divine service the beauty and strength of his 
voice were remarkable. He was wont to pray 
and to officiate in tlie chapel called the con¬ 
fessional, in the erypt, under the western 
part of the church, and there it was believed 
that on ono occasion an angel acted as his 
assistant (Eadmuh). After he had stayed at 
Fleury for some years ( Vita, anon, p. 417) he 
in 959 received a message from his uncle Odo, 
who was then sick, bidding him come to him. 
He returned to England, and on reaching 
Dover heard of the death of Odo. 

Oswald went to York to his kinsman Os¬ 
ky tel, then archbishop of York, who received 
him with gladness, and persuaded him to go 
with him to Rome. On this journey he was 
accompanied by a young friend from Win¬ 
chester named Germanus, to whom he was 
much attached. Instead of returning with 
Osky tel, he and Germanus remained atFieury, 
Before long Osliytel sent for him that he 
might help him in the reforms that the arch¬ 
bishop was desirous of carrying out. He re¬ 
turned to England, leaving Germanus at 
Fleury, took an active part in ecclesiastical 
affairs, and was made known to Oskytel's 
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friends, and specially to Archbishop Dunstan 
fa. v.], who prevailed on Endgar to appoint 
him. to the see of Worcester. He was con¬ 
secrated by Dunstan in 001. As bishop he 
was diligent, hospitable, just, liberal to the 
poor, and greatly beloved in his diocese. Tn 
conjunction with Dunstan and /Rthelwold, 
or Etkelwold [op v.], bishop of Winchester, 
he was strenuous in the enforcement of 
monastic discipline, and the threo prelates 
are described as shedding a threefold light 
throughout tho land ( Historic/ Jlaviesiemis , 
p. 26), Ilis efforts were specially directed 
to establish monks in place of the married 
clergy who were in possession of tho religious 
houses. Eadgar's decree against them was 
called 1 Oswald’s law,’ as embodying the re¬ 
form that the bishop was, by the king’s orders, 
carrying out. Tho spocial part that ho took 
in the restoration of Bonedictiuism seems to 
have been marked by his promotion of learn¬ 
ing. He summoned Gormauus from Floury 
and appointed him to instruct otherB, for 
many clorlce came to him for instruction, 
among whom a priest named Eadnotk was 
tho most famous. Twolva of those ho formed 
into a convent, and ostabli&hed them at West- 
luu'j in Gloucestershire, under Eadnoth as 
abbot. lie joined with Dunstan and /Elhel- 
woldinaidingtlio king in his monastic reform, 
and the result of their advice was that Eadgar 
ordored tho formation of forty convents. 
While, however, /Etliolwold proceeded to 
turn the secular clergy out of tho monasteries; 
by force, Oswald appears to have adopted 
a gentler policy. It is said indeed that lie 
expelled married clerks from seven houses 
(Ejudmbb), but that he made any forcible 
change may well bo doubted, for lie did not 
do so in his own clinrcb at Worcester. There 
the canons refused to bo reformed, and instead 
of turning them out, as /Etliolwold did at 
Winchester, he, act ing, it is said, by Duustun’s 
advice, built a new church dedicated to the 
Virgin,and placudmonks there. Tho superior 
stylo in which the monies conducted divine 
service drew away tho congregation from tho 
old church, and the canons, with their dean, 
Winsigo, at their head, finding! heir ckurekde- 
sertod, iinallygavo way,and Winsigo, having 
assumed tho cowl, was appointed by Oswald 
to be the head of tho convent, which was 
established in the place of the secular chap¬ 
ter. Ho also established monks at Winch- 
combe, wboro be made German us abbot. As 
the number of his disciples was large, ho 
talced the king for some plaoo where he might 
settle his monks, and Eadgar replied that he 
could have the monasteries of St. Albans, 
Ely, or Bonfleet ( Vita Anon, p, 427), and he 
is said to have rnado these churches monastic 


(Eadmur). Meeting with /Etkelwine or 
Etkelwine fa v.l, earl of East Anglia, at tin- 
funeral of one of the king’s thegns, ke asked 
him to soil him a place where he might settle 
a small convent of monks that he kadformed. 
/Etholwine declared that he would not sell 
him land, but would give him a suitable snot 
whore three men were already settled who 
desired to bccomo monks, and were even then 
living as such with a wooden chapel built 
for them by him, and ho said that he would 
gladly build a large church in its place. This 
spot was tho Isle of Ramsey, Huntingdon¬ 
shire, and there he founded a monastery. 
Oswald took a keen interest iu the work, and 
sent Eadnoth from Westbury to superintend 
tho building. He laid tho foundations m 
person, peopled tho new house with monks 
from W(‘Stbury, and made Germanus the first 
prior, to rule the Iioubo under himself and 
/Etkelwine, tho jointfoundevB; mid, whenhe 
mailo Germanus abbot of Winckcoinbe, ap¬ 
pointed Eadnoth to succeed him as prior (Uls¬ 
ter if i liametriensis, pp. 30-42). 

In 072 Endgar, by the advice of Dunstan, 
made Oswald archbishop of York, which his 
biographer describes as being at that time a 
rich and populous city, filled with merchants 
from diilerent parLH, and especially of Danish 
ruco. By the king's command lie went to 
Home to receive his pall, and was there 
honourably received by Pope John XIII. On 
his return lie gavB the king, who welcomed 
him homo, tho pope's blessing and his own. 
lie took purt with Dunstan in the solemn 
coronation of Eadgtu- at Bath onWliit Sunday 
973. Along with the aroliiopUcopate he re¬ 
tained the sue of Worcostor, doing bo, it is 
said, by the desire of Dunstan, who feared 
tlmt. ot borwixe the monaslicroforinationlhem 
might bo undone. He did not displace the 
secular clergy in his church at York, and, 
though ho was received with much gladness 
and oorouiony there when lie went to he 
installed, seems to liavo chiefly resided at 
Worcester. Tii 974 he dedicated the church 
at llamsoy, evory year visitod the convent in 
company with /Ethelwine, acted as abbot, 
and endowed tho house with t lie villa of Need¬ 
ing worth and Wistow in Huntingdonshire, 
and with laud at Burwell in Cambridgeshire, 
[n order to make it asoat of learning lie Bent 
to Floury for the monk Abbo, who is (.aid 
to have been master of the seven arts, and 
made him teacher of the monastic school. 
Abbo remained two years at Ramsey, was 
elected abbot of Floury, and was slain in 
1004, Part o f Os wal d’s work was undone after 
tho death of Endgar; for /EKkere of Mercia 
expelled tho monlm from many churches in 
that district, At Ramsey however, Oswald’s 
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convent -was safe under the protection of 
JSthelwine. At some time daring his archi- 
episcopat e Oswald collected the hones of saints 
buried in the monastery of Ripon, which then 
lay in ruins, and among them the hones of 
St. Wilfrid the founder. lie put the relics 
in a shrine, and, Eadmer says, carried them 
to Worcester ( Vita Anon. p. 4G2 j Eammn, 
ap. Hist, of York, ii. 32; see under Ono). 
Towards the end of his life, when he was 
broken with age, he heard with deep grief 
that the principal tower of the church at 
Bamsey had cracked throughout its whole 
height. He went to Uamsey from York, and 
encouraged the monks to set about rebuild¬ 
ing the church. The work being finished in 
091, Oswald re-dedicated the church in No¬ 
vember, in the presence of the great men of 
five shires, of the Bishop of Dorchester, and 
others. The ceremony was magnificent, and 
wasfollowcd by a banquet, at which there was 
no stint of wine and mead (Historia Itame- 
siensis, pp. 85-96; Vita Anon. pp. 403-G). 
Oswald then went to Worcester, and during 
the winter suffered much from ill-health. 
In February 992 he seemed better, and eaeh 
day during Lent,as hiscustom was, he washed 
the feet of twelve poor meu while Psalms 
cxx.-cxxxiv. were sung. After he had done so 
on 29 Fab. ho died while singing the doxology. 
lie was buried in his church at Worcester, 
and his remains were placed in a shrine by 
Aldulf or Ealdalf [q. v.J, who succeeded him 
at York and Worcester. He was a man of 
great holiness, diligent, liberal, and kindly, 
lie valued learning, and promoted it among 
the monasteries under his core. Though he 
was zealous in monastic reformation he was 
not violent, and evidently preferred to give 
up a reform rather than canv it through by 
force. Miracles were wrought at his tomb, 
and his name was placed in the calendar. 
He is said to have written a book of letters 
to Archbishop Odo, a troatise addressed to 
' Abbo of Fleury, and beginning ' Pneseienlia 
Dei monachuB,’ a treatise 1 Ad Sauotos,’ 
written wltila ho was at Fleury, and hogin¬ 
ning * OswalduB supplex monachus,’ and sy¬ 
nodal constitutions (Bam, cent. ii. 141 j 
Tannek, Bibl. Brit. p. 6G0). None of these 
are now known to exist j the first probably 
never did exist (Weight). _ The portiphory 
of St. Oswald is preserved in the library of 
Corpus Ohristi College, Cambridge, and his 
stole was at Beverley Minster in the twelfth 
century; it was of purple, and was adorned 
with gold and precious stones (Historians of 
York, ii. 841). 

[The chief autBority is the life by an anony¬ 
mous 1 and contemporary author, a _ monk of 
Bamsey, existing in manuscript only in Cotton. 


MS. Nero, E. ], and printed in Hist, of York, 
i. 390-475 (Rolls Ser.); in ii. 1-5 is the Life by 
Eadmer, written for the monks of "Worcester, 
which is of some use, specially asregards arrange¬ 
ment, and is followed by a book of miracles. The 
Life by Senatns, which follows, is of no value, 
and this may also be said of the two short lives 
at the end of the same volume; the second of 
them was first printed in Capgwve’s Legenda. 
Hist. Barnes., pp. 21-49, 85-102 (Bolls Scr.), is 
of value for Oswald’s doings at Bamsey j Will, of 
Malmesbury’s Qesta Pontiff, pp. 247-60 (Bolls 
Ser.); J?lor Wig. i. 141, 142,149 (Engl. Hist. 
See.); Kemble’s Codex Dipl. Nos. 486,487,494- 
497, 506-11, 629-31, 538-42, 549-61, and seq.; 
Wilkins’s Concilia, i. 218, 222, 239; Baine’s 
Fasti Ebor. pp. 118-28; Wright’s Biogr. Lit. i. 
462.] W. H. 

OSWALD or OSWOLD (Jl. 1010), 
scholar, was the son of a brother of St. Oswald 
[q. v.], archbishop of York, and was educated 
at his uncle’s monastery in Ramsey, Hunt¬ 
ingdonshire. The story is told that in an idle 
hour Iib and three other boys rang the abbey 
bells for fun, and one was broken. The boys 
confessed in the chapter-house, and Oswald 
condoned his nephews offence, to the annoy- 
anco of the monlts. Oswald cent liis nephew 
to complete hiB education at Fleury ou the 
Loire, and there he became a man of learn¬ 
ing, and a friend of the abbot Constantine, 
one of the first scholars of the day. Before 
he returned to England a poem concerning 
hisaeoomplishmBntsinLatin elegiacs, written 
by Constantine and Archbishop Oswald, 
heralded his fume. After visiting the abbey 
of St. Bertin, St. Vedast, Corbey, St. Denis, 
near Paris, and Lagny, he returned to Ram¬ 
sey, and, refusing to be made a bishop, led a 
uiet life of Btudy as a monk there. After 
048 he had an interview with Edward the 
Confessor, and obtained from him a grant of 
a hundred and a half at Wimhotslmm, Nor¬ 
folk ( C/iron. Barnes, p. 160). A poem by 
him was preserved at Ramsey, when the 
chronioler of Ramsey wrole. In Leland’s 
time there were manuscripts by him at Glas- 
ton and Ramsey. Lelnnd mentions 1 Liber 
saeriu'um precationum,’ which Bale calls a 
book of necromancy; ‘ De coinponendis epi- 
stolis,’ and ‘De edendis carminibus.’ Oswald 
was probably author of the anonymous Vita 
S, Oswaldi m the Cotton MS. Nero E. 1.1. 
printed in ‘ Historians of the Oliurch of York/ 
ed, Raine, i. 899. Oudin ( Comm, Script, ii, 
523) ascribes it to him, quoting a statement 
of Usher to that effect; it was written be¬ 
tween 995 and 1005, by one intimately as¬ 
sociated with St. Oswald at Ramsey, well 
acquainted with the Christian poets and with 
the historians of Fleury, who writes like a 
foreigner, and shows considerable knowledge 

41 2 
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of the -world (ib. p, lxvi). All this points to 
Oswald as the author; tho preface is not 
quite intact, and the injured passages of the 
manuscript may have contained a record of 
the author’s relationship to the saint. It was 
suggested by (thefirst) Lord Selborne that he 
compiled the SIS. 265 at Corpus Christ i Col- 
lego, Cambridge, called the Worcester MS., 
to which a later hand lias prefixed tho 
title ‘Liberpeniteutinlis Egborti’ (Nasmith, 
Catalogus Librorum, p. 310). The manuscript 
belonged to Worcosler, and could only have 
been compilod by one who had access to 
foreign libraries, and in all probability the 
library of Floury. Leland calls Oswald a 
monk of Worcester, but tho ‘ Ramsoy Chroni¬ 
cle ’ shows Oswuld to have been connected 
with Ramsey rather than Worcester, 

[Ohronicon Abbatim Ramosionsis, od, Mocray, 
pp. 112,169; Solborno's Facts and Fictions about 
Tithes, 1892, p. 231; Roland, Do Scriptoribue, 
i. 172-1 M. B. 

OSWALD ( d . 1437), Carthusian, whose 
Ml namo seoms to have been Oswald do 
Corda, was, according to Halo, an English¬ 
man who became a Carthusian at Paris, and 
afterwards propagatod his order in England, 
Ireland, anil Scotland. Bower, who calls him 
‘prior Alomannice' (or ‘Alomunnus’), says 
that he was a man of groat learning and 
sanctity. In 1429 James 1 of Scotland nrndo 
him first prior of the Chartorhonso at Perth. 
Oswald died on 10 Sopt. 1137. A varioty 
of worlte are attributed to him; among thorn 
aro letters to Jean demon, who was his! 
friend, and some of whoso writings he is said 
to have translated into Latin, Tito Porti- 
fori am mentioned by Tanner us ext ant in MS. 
O.O.O. Cambridge, 391, is roally an clcvouth- 
ountury manuscript which was presented by 
St. Oswald (d. 972) [q. v.] to Worcester 
(Nasmith, Catalog us). 

[Rower's Continuation of Forduu's Sootiehro- 
nicoii, iv. 1291 ; Exchequer Rolls of Scotland, 
tv. 610, and Profneo, p. oxiv j Buie's Cent. viii. 
16; Ilompstor’B Ilist. Eccl. xiv. 078; Tannov’s 
Ribl, Urit,-IIib. p. 666.] 0. L, K. 

OSWALD, JAMES (1715-1760), politi¬ 
cian, eldest son of Jamos Oswald, M.F. for 
Kirkcaldy 1702-7, and for Kirkcaldy Burglis 
1713-15, was born at Dunnikior, Dysart, 
Fifoshiro, in 1715. Ho was educated at tho 
grammar school, Kirkcaldy (whore ho had 
for one of his schoolfellows Adam Smith); 
was admitted a student at Lincoln’s Inn on 
18 Deo, 1788, and, after malting a prolonged 
tour on tho continent, was eallotl to tho 
Scottish bar in 1740. lie did not practise, 
and on 2 Juno 1741 was returned to parlia¬ 
ment for Ilirkealdy Burghs, which ho con¬ 
tinued to represent until 1708, with tho ex¬ 


ception of 1747-54, during which he sat 
for Fifeshiro. A strong whig, he voted 
against tho hiring of the Hanoverian troops 
(10 Dee. 1742), and on the formation of the 
‘ broad bottom ’ administration received the 
office of Scottish commissioner of the navy 
(December 1744). His speeches, though 
mostly confined to business matters, were 
always remarkably able. Horace Walpole 
praises the ‘ quiolmoss and strength of argu¬ 
ment ’ which made him a match for Henry- 
Fox. lie evinced his independence by sup¬ 
porting, on 28 Oot. 1746, Hume OampbdTs 
motion for an inquiry into the causes and 
progress of the Jacobite insurrection, the 
entire responsibility for which he laid at the 
door of ministers, and by coquetting with 
tho Loioostor House party. From Decem¬ 
ber 1761 to December 1769 ho sat on the 
board of trado, and from 22 Deo. 1759 to 
16 April 1763 on tho treasury board. On 
4 May in the lattor year ho was appointed 
joint vioo-treasurer m Ireland, having pre¬ 
viously (20 April) boon sworn of the privy 
council. IIo retired from public life in ill- 
health in 1766, and died at Hammersmith 
on 24 March 1769. 

Oswald was an able and industrious nub- 
Jio servant, and a man of literary and philo¬ 
sophical tastes, llo was a close friend and 
an amiablo critic of Adam Smith, David 
Ilumo, Henry Homo, Lord Karnes, and 
John Jloma, the author of ‘Douglas.’ He 
married nt London, in Fobrnary 1747, a 
sister of Joseph Townsend, M.P. for West- 
bury, Wiltshire, by whom ho had issue 
James TowiiBPiid Oswald, fotlior of General 
Sir John Oswald [q. v.’J 

[Memorials of tho Public Life and Character 
of the Right Hon. Jamos Oswald of Dunnikior, 
cuntninad in a correspondence with some of tho 
most distinguished mon of tho last century, 1826, 
8vo ; Hngnld Stownrt’s Biographical Memoirs, 
1811, p. 6; Tydor’s Momoirs of Lord Karnes, 
1814; llubb Dodinglon’s Diary; Hill Burton’s" 
Life of David Ilumo, 1848; Eirkbock Hill's 
Lotlors of David Humo, 1888; Ramsay’s Scot¬ 
land and Rcotumon in tho Eighteenth Century, 
od, Alkrdyeo, p, 188: Walpole’s Momoirs, 
Ooorgo II (od. Holland), Goorgo III (od. Le 
Mnrchant), i. 112,145, 368, Lotlors (od. Cun¬ 
ningham), i. 121; Gent, Mag. 1744p.G77,1747 p. 
102,1769 p. 168 ; Scots Mug. 1747 p. 98,1769 p. 
167,1826 nt. ii. p, 65 ; Ann, Reg, 1769, Ohron.p. 
173 ; Cobbotl’s Pari. Hist. vols. xiii.-xvi.; List 
of Members of Parliament (Ofiioinl); Poster’s 
Monitors of Parliament, Scotland, p. 279; An- 
dorson's Scottish Nation ; Irving’s Boole of Scots¬ 
men ; Haydn’s Book of Dignities,] J. M. R. 

OSWALD, JOHN (d. >793), poet and 
ropu blican, was a nativo of Edinburgh, where 
his mother is said to have kept John’s coffee- 
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house. He is stated to have been appren¬ 
ticed to a jeweller, and various accounts 
are given as to the method by which, he ob¬ 
tained sufficient money to purchase a com¬ 
mission in the 42nd highlanders, with which 
he served as ensign in America. He had 
obtained the rank of lieutenant when, in 
1780, he embarked with the second battalion 
of the regiment for the East Indies. On 
tbo way out he fought a duel with the 
officer commanding the two companies, but 
neither combatant was injured. His finances 
not permitting him to join the officers’ mess, 
lie was accustomed to content himself with 
the same rations as those served out to the 
common soldiers. While in India he sold 
his commission, and in 178S lie returned 
overland to England. On his way out he 
is said to have occupied himself m learning 
Greek and Latin, and while in the east lie 
obtained a knowledge of Arabic. Erom 
intercourse with the Brahmins he imbibed 
certain curious beliefs. Although not ac¬ 
cepting all their doctrines—for he was pro¬ 
fessedly an atheist—he shared their repug¬ 
nance to flesh, from which he abstained on 
the professed ground of humanity, hut was 
accustomed to drink wine plentifully. On 
liis return to England he occupied much of 
his time in penning political pamphlets. 

On tho outbreak of the French revolution 
Oswald went to Paris, where he joined the 
Jacobin Club, and was appointed commandant 
of the first battalion of piliemen. It is stated 
that on one occasion he coolly suggested, at a 
party of some members of the convention, as 
the mobt eil'octiial method of averting civil 
war, tho putting to death of every suspected 
man in France; to which Thomas Paine re¬ 
plied, ‘ Oswald, you have lived ao long with¬ 
out tasting flesh that you have a most fero¬ 
cious appetite for blood’ (Bedhead Yokkd, 
letters from France, i. 162). Ill's regiment 
having been ordered to La Vendfie for the re¬ 
pression of the royalist insurrection, he was 
fulled at tho battle of Ponts-de-Cde, Septem¬ 
ber 1708, by a cannon-ball, liis two sons— 
whom, in practical exemplification of his be¬ 
lief in tho doctrine of equality, be had ap¬ 
pointed drummors in the regiment—being 
killed almost at the same instant by a dis¬ 
charge of grapeshot. 

Oswald was author of ‘Beview of the 
Constitution of Groat Britain,’ London, 1784; 
3rd edit.,with considerable additions, 1792; 
translated into French under the title ‘ Le 
Gouvornement du Peuple ou Plan de Con¬ 
stitution pour la Bfipublique Universslls,’ 
Paris, 1792; ‘ Bunm Oomicra Evangelizantes, 
or the Comic Frogs turned Methodists,’ 1780; 

‘ The Alarming Progress of French Politics; 


a Pamphlet on the Commercial Treaty,' 1787; 

‘ The British Mercury ’ (a periodical publi¬ 
cation), 1787; * The Cry of Nature, or an 
Appeal to Mercy and Justice on behalf of 
persecuted Animals,’ London, 1791; ‘LaTac- 
Uque du Peuple,’Paris, 1793. Under thepseu- 
donym of Sylvester Otway he wrote ‘Eu- 
pkrosyne, an Ode to Beauty,’ London, 1788; 
and ‘Poems, to which is added the Humours 
of John Bull: an Operatic Farce in two 
Acts,’ London, 1789. 

[Lives of Scottish Poets, 1821; Anderson’s 
Scottish Nation; Watt’s Bibl. Brit.; Bedhead 
Yorke’s Letters from France, Notes and Queries, 
3rd ser. i. 434, 469, 618, li. 14, 6th eer. ii. 364, 
498; Alger’s Englishmen in the French Bevo- 
lution, pp. 70-7.] T. F. H. 

OSWALD, Sir. JOHN (1771-1840), 
general, son of James Townsend Oswald, 
and grandson of James Oswald [a. v.], was 
horn at Dunnikier, co. Fife, 2 Oct. 1771. For 
some years he was at the military school at 
Brienne, France, just after Napoleon Buona¬ 
parte had quitled'it. With Napoleon’s school 
companion and future secretary, Bourrienne, 
Oswald contractedalifelongfriendBhip. Some 
of his holidays were spent in Paris. liis 
education thus gave Oswald a command of 
French, which proved of great service to 
him in his profession, and a sympathy with 
Frenchmen, which was then rare; while de¬ 
testation of revolutionary principles, inten¬ 
sified by the loss of personal friends whom he 
had known in Paris in his youth, gave bias 
to his political views. He was appointed a 
scoond lieutenant 23rd royal Welsh fusiliers 
on 23 Feb. 1788, and firstlisutenant 7th royal 
fusilierson 29 Jan. 1789. In June 1790heem- 
barked to join the royal fusiliers at Gibraltar, 
nis name is not in the ‘Army List’ on 
1 Jan. 1791, hut on 24 Jan. he was appointed 
captain of an independent company, and on. 
28 March the same year he became a captain 
m the 86th foot. He was brigade-major to 
General Leland, hut resigned when the 
grenadier company of the 86th, which he 
commanded, was ordered to the West Indies. 
He served with the 2nd provisional batta¬ 
lion of grenadiers at the reductions of Marti¬ 
nique, St. Lucia, and Guadeloupe inl794; and 
was afterwards in garrison at Porto Prince, 
San Domingo, until his company was drafted 
and tho officers and sergeants sent home to re¬ 
cruit. He became major in the 36th on lSept. 
1796, and lieutenant-colonel of the regiment 
on 80 March 1797; and commanded the regi¬ 
ment in North Holland in 1799, until se¬ 
verely wounded in the action at Crabbenham 
onl98ept. Inl800he embarked with the two 
battalions of bis regiment among the troops 
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despatched under Major-general Richard 
Pigot, landed with them at Minorca, and 
took part in the blockade of Valet ta and re¬ 
duction of Malta, remaining there in com¬ 
mand of the regiment until the ponce of 
Amiens, when he went home on leavo. On 
the renewal of the war he rejoined tlm regi- 
mont at Malta, and became brevet colonel 
October 1806. "With his regiment lie joined 
the troops under Sir James Craig [q. y,], after 
their withdrawal from Naples to .Sicily; was 
appointed commander at Melnzzo ; and com¬ 
manded tho advance of Sir John Stuart’s 
force at the landing in Calabria in Juun tlio 
same year. JIo commanded tho third bri- 
gndo of the army at the battle of Maida 
4 July 180(5, and three days later marched 
with it into Lower Calabria, whore ho cap¬ 
tured Scylla Casllo after a twenty days’ si ego 
(soe BinsmuitY; Jones, Journal* of Hiet/os, 
vol. i.) On his return to Sicily he roouived the 
local rank of brigadier-general there. In 
February 1807 he went with Major-general 
Alexander Mackenzie Fraser fq. v.J to F.gypi, 
wliaro tho two battalions of tlio "35th worn 
tho first troops to land. II e commanded tho 
troops sent against Alexandria, and attacked 
and captured the western lines, tahing many 
guns, and drivingtho Turks within tho Avails. 

It was not thought Aviso to attempt tlio in¬ 
terior line i but two days afterwards the plaeo 
capitulated. OsAvald was then sent against 
Rosetta, and for fifteen days withstood 
tho repeated Turkish sorties; but lliu Turks 
having collectod a very superior force, tlm 
British troops wero drawn off. Oswald 
commanded m Alexandria until the expedi¬ 
tion relnrnod to Sicily, when Sir J olm M ooro 
appointed him commandant of Augusta. In 
Junn 1808 his brigade rank was extended (o 
tlio Mediterranean generally; end in October 
following lie Avas appointed to command a 
largo body of troops collected at Molazzo. 

Jn 1800 ho commanded tho reserve in the 
cxpadilion to the coast of Italy (sou B un- 
BtiBY; also Alison, Jlitt. qf liurope), which 
ended in tho canturo of the islands of Ischia 
and I’roeida; of tho lallor he Avas made eom- 
mandant. tie relnrnod to Sicily in July 
1800, and in Soptomber avch soiit to tho 
Ionian Islands with nil expeditionary force, 
which soizod Znnto, Cephalonia, Ithaca, and 
Cerigo, In Maroli 1810, recognising the 
danger to Avhioh the captured islands Avuro 
exposed from tho neighbouring French gar¬ 
rison in Santa Maura, OsAvald eolloolnd two 
thousand troopSj with which ho landed tkoro 
on 23 March, driving tho enemy behind their 
lines, personally loading the troops that 
stormed the strongost of the entrenchments, 
end established a lodgment at two hundred 
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yards from the place, which capitulated afc 
eight days of open trenches. Oswald ad¬ 
ministered the civil and military government 
of the captured islands; and by his tact and 
judgment confirmed the prepossessions of the 
Greeks in faA’Our of British rule, and esta- 
blishodadvantagonuarelations with theneigh- 
bouring Turkish pashas. On 11 Fob, 181] 
ho Avas appointed colonel of the 1st Greek 
light infantry, consisting mostly of Greek 
brigands, Avho made very good soldiers. Os¬ 
wald left tho work of organisation to Ri¬ 
chard Church [q. v.], to whom he gave all 
the credit (English Hist, Hetiicio,f, 28). Os¬ 
wald returned homo to lay before tho govern¬ 
ment I ho importance of the Ionian Islands. 
Tie was madu a major-general 4 June 1811 - 
Avas appointed to the Avestorn district, and 
commanded tho troops in Bristol during the 
subsequent riots there. c 

in August 1812 Oswald Avns appointed to 
tho staff of tho'Peninsular army, which he 
joined on 22 Oct. 1812, during the retreat 
from Burgos. lie was present with Lord 
'Wellington in the cavalry affair of 23-4Oct., 
and on 25 Oct. succeeded to tlio command of 
tho iiflh division during tho absence of Sir 
John Leith |q. v. | At the lmad of tho divi¬ 
sion ha hadeomo sharp fight ingat Villa Muriel 
and the passage of tho (larrion, and remained 
in charge of it unt il it AVBiit int o Avintor quar¬ 
tern on 11m banks of tlm Douro (Guiwoon, 
Wellington Deep. vi. 88, L83, 13(5). When 
the army took the field in May 1813, Os¬ 
Avald Avas again at tho hoad of the Cth divi¬ 
sion until relieved byLcitli. Ilocommanded 
it in its difficult, march through the north of 
Pori ugal mid the Spanish provinces of Za¬ 
mora, Leon, and Poloneia, drove the enemy 
back at Clsmaon 17 Juno, and, passing through 
a moun t at nous country proA'i ously consider, d 
impassable for troops willi guns, joined Wel¬ 
lington atViltwiuon20Juno]8l3. ITowas 
in command of tho Bill division nt tbebattle 
of Vittoriaand the Biego of St. Sebastian, 
Loitli resumed comm and of tho division two 
days previous to tho ussaulion St. Sebastian 
on 3J Aug., OsAvald revorting to tho com¬ 
mand of a brigade. G cinornls Leith, Oswald, 
and Robinson wero all woundod on 31 Aug., 
and the command of the division devolved 
on Miyoi-gonoral Andrew Hay fq. v.] 

Tho (loath of an oldor brother, and tho 
failing health of his father, to whose estates 
he had become heir, now recalled Oswald to 
England. lie received tho (hanks of parlia¬ 
ment for his survices at Vittorio and St. 
Sebastian, and gold medals for Maida, Vit¬ 
torio, aiul St. Sebastian. O r . the disbanding 
of the Greek light infantry Oswald was 
mode colonel-commandant of one of theffiat- 
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teries of the rifle brigade, and on 9 Oct. 1819 
was appointed colonel of tlie Sotli on the 
death of Charles Lennox, fourth dube of 
Richmond, KG. [q. v.], who, as Colonel 
Lennox, had been colonel of the regiment 
when Oswald first joined the old ‘ Orange 
Lilies.’ Oswald became a lieutenant-general 
i June 1814, and general 10 Jan. 1887. 

Oswald was made K.C.B. 4 Juno 1816, 
a.C.B. 1824, G.C.M.G. 1838. In politics he 
was a very staunch conservative, and once, 
in the days before the first reform billjun¬ 
successfully contested the county of Fife. 
Oswald died at his seat, Dunnikier, Kirk¬ 
caldy, co. Fife, 8 June 1840. 

Oswald married, first, 28 Jan. 1812, Char¬ 
lotte, eldest daughter of tkeRev. Lord Charles 
Murray-Aynsley, son of John Murray, third 
duke of A-tkoll. She died 22 Fob. 1827, leav¬ 
ing issue, lie married, secondly, in October 
1829, her cousin, Emily Jano, daughter of 
Lord Henry Murray, who survived him. 

In person Oswald was a tall, handsome, 
powerful man, over six feet in height, who 
used his weapons well in hand-to-hand fight, 
notably in the attack on Soylla Castle. A 
miniature, painted when he first joined the 
army, and a full-length as a young general 
officer, by Stnollie Watson, now at Dumiilcier, 
show the fine presence which, with his mili¬ 
tary bearing and youthful figure, he retained 
to the last year of hie life. Ho had strong 
literary tastes, was a good and ready public 
speaker, and popular in society, 

[Particulars from family sources; Army Lists 
and London Gazettes; Philippart's Eojal Mili¬ 
tary Calendar, 1820, iii. 46-60 (in this, however, 
Oswald's Peninsular services are not always cor¬ 
rectly recorded). For an account of the reduction 
of Malta, seo TEneas Anderson’s Narrative of an 
Expedition, London, 1802; for accounts of the 
campaigns in North Holland and the Medi¬ 
terranean, seo Sir II E. Bunbury’s Narrative of 
Passages in the late War with Franco, London, 
1864; for account of Oswald’s services in the 
Peninsula, see Napier’s Hist, of tbo Peninsular 
War, rev, ed, 1812-3; Hamilton's Annals of the 
Peninsular Campaigns, 1829; Gurwood's Wel¬ 
lington Despatches, vol. vi.] H. M. 0, 

OSWALT), RICHARD (1706-1784), mer¬ 
chant and politician, born in Scotland about 
1706, was the second son of the Rev. Jantes or 
George Oswald, minister of Dunnett in Caith¬ 
ness. In his younger days he was an un¬ 
successful candidate for the mastership of 
Thurso parochial school, with a solary of 
1007. Scots, and took his disappointment so 
much to heart that he left that part in dis¬ 
gust and never returned to it (SisroiAru, 
ti'ialittical Account of Scotland, xx. 688-4), 
Ue then moved to Glasgow, and as agent to 


his cousins, gained some thousands of pounds 
by prize-money, with which he removed to 
London (Oablxih, Autobiography, p. 87). 
At this time he was often confined to his 
house by sore eyes, yet passed much time in 
reading, Carlyle describes him as 1 a man 
of great knowledge and ready conversation' 
(j'i. p, 866). He was a contractor for the 
supply of the troops serving in the seven 
years’war, and, being dissatisfied with the 
conductor the business by bis agents, went to 
Germany as commissary-general to the forces 
of the Duke of Brunswick, who bestowed on 
him very high praise for his services. For 
many years he was engaged in business in 
America, when he acquired a great know¬ 
ledge of commercial afiaira, but he afterwards 
settled as a merchant at PhilpolLane in the 
city of London. Through his marriage in 
1760 to Mary, only daughter and heiress of 
Alexander Ramsay of Jamaica, he possessed 
considerable estates in America and tbe 
West Indies, and his resources enabled him 
to purchase in 1769 the ostate of Auchin- 
oruive in Ayrshire, where he completed the 
mansion. In 1777 he visited Paris, and be¬ 
came acquainted with Franklin and Ver- 
gennes. lie was int reduced by A dam Smith, 
whose views on matters of trade he had 
adopted, to tho knowledgo of Lord Shel¬ 
burne, wlio soon entertained a high opinion 
of his ‘ moderation, prudence, and judgment.’ 
During the progress of tho war with the 
American colonies lie was frequently con¬ 
sulted, on account of his intimate acquaint¬ 
ance with their commerce and leading men, 
by the English ministry. In 1781 he gave 
bail for 60,0007, to Henry Laurens when 
imprisoned in the Tower. 

On Shelburne’s accession to office he an¬ 
swered some overtures of Franklin by send¬ 
ing their common friend Oswald to Paris to 
ascertain the nature of the American terms 
of peace. He crossed from England in April 
1782, and on 16 April called on Franklin 
with letters from Shelburne and Laurens, 
the latter of whom had been his friend for 
nearly thirty years, Franklin informally 
gave him for communication to Shelburne 
a memorandum of his views, which included 
the cession of Canada and Nova Scotia to the 
American colonies, and with it Oswald re¬ 
turned to London. He again went to Paris 
on 4 May, and once more crossed to England 
on 14 May, to return to Paris at the close 
of that month. The situation was greatly 
complicated by the jealousies of Shelburne 
and Fox, which were well known to the 
French ministers and tho principal Ameri¬ 
cans in France, and_ by the rivalries of the 
contending commissioners. Thomas Wal- 
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polo was already in Paris on a negotiation 
with Prance concerning St. Enstatia, and he 
resented the presence of Oswald. Thomas 
Grenville was despatched by Fox to treat for 
poaoe with the Fronch government, and lie 
was very soon incensed against Oswald as 
the oxponont of the viows of Fox’s opponent 
in the English ministry. Q renville on 4 J une 
despatched an angry opistla to his leader, who 
answered it with equal indignation; hut Fox 
could not succeed in obtaining the recall of 
Oswald, and the situation ended in the with¬ 
drawal of Grenvillo from his mission and the 
retirement of Fox and his friends from the 
cabinet on tho death of the Marquis of llock- 
ingham. Ultimately a commission, dated 
26 July 1782, was granted to Oswald, au¬ 
thorising him to make peace with the Ame¬ 
rican colonies, and he was afterwards assisted 
in the negotiations by Aileyno Fitzliei'bort, 
baron St. llolens [n. v.J, andHenry Straclioy, 
After much diiliculty,preliminary articles of 
peace were signed at Paris by Oswald and 
tho American commissioners on 80 Nov. 
1782. The definitive Treaty of Versailles 
betweon England and Franco, Spain and tho 
United Stales, was concluded on 8 Sept. 
1788, but tho signature of Oswald was not 
affixed to it, as bv that timo his patron was 
out of office. Tho earlier proceedings re¬ 
specting the appointment of a negotiator 
were marked by the tortuous ways for which 
Lord Shelburne was conspicuous, and tlio 
conduct of Oswald himself was sometimos in¬ 
discreet; but tho outcome was not unsatis¬ 
factory. England acknowledged tho indo- 

I iendcnco of the revoltud colonies, who ro- 
inqnisliod thoir claims on Canada and Nova 
Scotia on condition that England abandoned 
hor claim of compensation for tho loyal 
eolonists. Oswald’s correspondence with Lord 
SheLbumo forms part of vols. Ixx. mid lxxi, 
of tho manuscripts of tho Marquis of Lnns- 
downo, and is sot out in tho ‘Historical 
Manuscripts Commission,’ 6th Hop, App. pp. 
289-42, and in Fitmanrice’s ‘ Life of Lord 
Shelburne,’ iii. 176-302, 418-1(5. On tho 
conclusion of tho preliminary agreement 
Franklin and Oswald exchanged portraits; 
the portrait of tho former was given by Os¬ 
wald’s nephow to Mr. Joseph Barites {Mag, 
of American ITiel. xxvii. 472-8; Lewis, Ail- 
ministrations, p, 43), 

Oswald died at Aucliiucrnivo on 0 Nov. 
1784 without issue, and the estate remains in 
the possession of tho descendant of his elder 
hrothor, Ilia widow died at Groat George 
Street, ■Westminster, thoir town houso, on 
6 l)oo. 1788, ond her romaius wero carried 
to Scotland for burial. Kurus, who spent 
his ‘ early years in hor neighbourhood and 
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among her servants and tenants/ wrote a 
bitter odo in hor memory, dwelling on her 
‘unlionour’d years/ and her hands ‘that 
took but never gave,’ Bub he candidly con¬ 
fesses in a letter to Dr. John Moore (23 March 
1789) that his ‘ poetic wrath’ was roused by 
tho fact that the arrival of her fnneral pi 
geantry at tho inn at Sanquhar forced him 
and horae, both much fatigued, to ride twelve 
miles further to the next inn on ‘ a niirht of 
snow mid drift.’ B 

Gnonon Oswald (d. 1819) of Scotstoun 
near Glasgow, who died on 6 Oct. 1819, aged 
84, was Oswald’s nephew, lie was head of 

tho tobacco firm of Oswald, Donniatoun,&Co. 

at Glasgow, and partner in tho old * Ship 
Bank.’ In 1797 he was elected roctor of 
Qlnsgow University, and he Bat for his por¬ 
trait to Gainsborough. 

[Gent. Mag. 1784 pt. ii. p. 87B, 1788 pt. ii, p. 
1129; Burns’s Works (1812 od), pp. 2B3, 672; 
P.irLon’a Franklin, ii. 458-604; Burke’s Landed 
Gantry; NotOH and Queries, 1st scr. viii. 649 ; 
Appleton’s American Cyclopedia; Paterson's 
County of Ayr, ii. 417; Oalclor’a Caithness, pp. 
239-4; information from Mr. W. A. S. Hewins. 
Further information altoul tho squabbles and 
negotiations preceding U 10 Treaty of Versailles 
in 1783 is in tho Momurials and Correspondence 
of C. J. Fox, W. 100 ot soq.; Lowis's Adminis¬ 
trations of Gront Britain, pp. 31-48 81-4, 
where somo extracts from a diary kopt by Os¬ 
wald are given; Momoirs of Court and Cabinets 
of Gooigo III, by the Duke of Buckingham; 
Jay's Life and Correspondence, vols. i. and ii.; 
Works of John Adams, vuls. iii. vii. and viii.; 
Franklin’s Works, ix. 240-408; the manuscripts 
of Si r ISdwaTd Ktraohoy in tho ITist. MSS. Comm. 
01 h Hop. App.pp. 403-4; the Whitofoord papers 
now in course of printing at the Clarendon 
Prose; Looky’s History of England in IhoEigh- 
toontli Oontury, iv. 220-08.] W. P. 0. 

OSWELL, WILLIAM COTTON (1818- 
1803), ‘tho Nimrod of South Africa,’ was 
born at Loytonstono, Essox, on 27 April 
1818. His father, William Oswell, was the 
tliiid son of tho Hov. Thomas Oswell, whose 
family had for gonoralions lived at Oswestry, 
llis mother was tho daughter of Joseph Cot¬ 
ton, master of tho Trinity llouso and/grand¬ 
son of Dr. Nathaniel Cotton [q. v.] From 
Bughy, where ho was under Arnold, Os- 
woll proooodod to lliu TSust India Company’s 
training college at Ilailoybury, and, passing 
out head of his year, starlod for Madrae 
in 1887, having oblainod an appointment 
through his unolo, John Cotton, one of the 
company's directors (Pmxsi)P, Services of 
Madras Civilians , p. 1J 0). During his ten 
years’ residence in Madras lie won celebrity 
as an elephant-catcher, and first exhibited a 
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remarkable aptitude for languages, acquiring 
Tamil and several native Indian dialects. 
He also studied surgery and medicine. After 
serving as head assistant to tho principal 
collectors at Arcot and Coimbatore respec¬ 
tively, he was ordered to South Africa for 
his health, proceeded thither on furlough, 
and spent two years in hunting and explor¬ 
ing districts hitherto untraversed by Euro¬ 
peans—exploits for which sterling moral 
qualities fitted him no less than ms great 
personal strength and linguistic and other 
accomplishments. When he was in Africa 
vast herds of game of every kind roamed 
over tracts which are now cultivated and 
thickly populated by Europeans; and the 
Kalahari desert was looked upon as an im¬ 
passable barrier against advance from Cape 
Colony northwards. When, in 1849, Liv¬ 
ingstone determined to investigate the truth 
of rumours as to a great lake in the Kala¬ 
hari, Oswell and his friend Mungo Murray 
returned to South Africa from England 
in order to take part in the exploration, 
Oswell generously undertaking to defray the 
whole expense of the guides. The result 
was the discovery of Lake Ngami, and the 
important practical domonstrat ion that the 
Kalahari could be crossed by oxen and 
wagons. Livingstone freely acknowledged 
his indebtedness to the companionship of 
Oswell, who looked after the wagons and 
supplied the party with food, thus enabling 
tbe work of surveying, of making scientific 
collections, andof studying the native peoples 
to be carried on without anxiety or preoccu¬ 
pation. Tho lcuabaoba, or straight-horned 
rhinoceros, waBnamod Oswellii after Oswell, 
who also received the Paris Geographical So¬ 
ciety’s medal for his share in the journey, 
lie was again with Livingstone in. June 
1861, when the Zambesi was first sighted. 
Recalled from a life of adventure by family 
matters, ho returned to England in 1863; but 
on the outbreak of the Crimean war he went 
to the front as the guest of some of his In¬ 
dian friends, and rendered good service both 
in tho trenchos and in the hospitals. An¬ 
xious for active employment, he volunteered 
to carry secret service money for Lord 
Ration, and, though deserted by the. escort 
assigned to him, succeeded in defending his 
oliarge and handing it over safely to Colonel 
(now Field-marshal) Sir Lintorn Simmons at 
Shumla, During 1866-6 Oswell wandered 
through North and South America; and in 
1860 lie married Agnes, fourth daughter of 
Francis Rivas, and settled at Groombridge 
in Kent. Tlior# he diod on 1 May 1893, 
leaving a widow, three sons, and two daugh- 
ters. 


Livingstone describes Oswell as one who 
had had. more hairbreadth escapes than any 
man living, though his modesty prevented 
him from publishing anything about himself; 
and he adduces, by way of dlustration, two 
instances of Oswell’s having been tossed by 
a rhinoceros. A splendid rider and shot, he 
always sought to obtain the closest quarters 
with his game; and the natives conceived a 
just idea of his courage from the fact that 
he always hunted elephants on foot and 
without dogs, Unlike other African travel¬ 
lers of eminence, Oswell published neither a 
journal nor a big volume of travel. lie was 
induced, however, to contribute some chap¬ 
ters on ‘ South .Africa Fifty Years Ago ’ to 
Mr. 0. P. Wolley’a ‘Big Game Shooting’ 
(Badminton Series, 1894). These are prefaced 
by an appreciative notice of the writer by 
lus intimate friend, Sir Samuel W. Baker. 
Oswell's style is racy and suggestive, and 
his tone singularly humane. While liis great 
strength and exploits as a sportsman inspired 
tho natives of Africa with a wholesome awe. 
he owed the friendly character of his relations 
with them to his forbearing and sympathetic 
temper. 

[Geographical Journal, 1893, i. 561; Living¬ 
stone's Zambesi (prof.) and Missionary Travels 
and Hosem-ches in South Africa, 1867, passim ; 
Big Game Shooting (Badminton Series), 1894 ; 
Macmillan’s Magazine, August 1894; Mr. H. H. 
Johnston’s Livmgatono, 1891, p. 106; Times, 
8 May 1893; materials kindly furnished by Mrs. 
Oswell.] T. S. 

OSW-EF, JOHN 07.1648-1653),printer, 
was first settled at Ipswich, and afterwards 
at Worcester. Three printers are known to 
hove worked at Ipswich in 1648: Anthony 
Scoloker, who began in 1647, and whose 
latest book is dated 14 Feb. 1648; John 
OvBrton, whose only known hook hears the 
date 31 July 1648; and John Oswen, in whose 
earliest book it is specifically Btated that it 
was finished on 10 Aug. 1648. The title is: 

' The Mynde of the Godly and excellent lerned 
man M. Ihon Oaluyne, what a Faithfull man, 
wliioheis instructs intheWorde ofGod,ought 
to do, dwellings amongest the Papistes.’ 
Copies of this work, which is in octavo, are 
iu the British Museum, Bodleian, and other 
libraries. It was followed in September 1648 
by Calvin’s ‘ Brief declaration of the foined 
sacrament, commonly called the extreame 
vnetion,’ and in the same year bvHegen- 
dorff’s ‘ Domestyeal or housholde Sermons/ 
Melonchthon’s ‘Trews auotoritie of the 
Ohurche/ (Ecolampadius's ‘ Epistle that there 
ought to be no respect of personages of tho 
poore,’ ‘An exhortatio to thesyeke/ Marcort’s 
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‘Declaration of the Masse/ 'An Inuocliuo 
against Drnnkeuuos/ and a poem by Peter 
Moons, entitled 

A short troatyso of cortnyn thinges abused 

In the Popysh Church, long vsed: 

But now abolyshod, to our consolation 

And Gods word auauncod, the lyght of our 
suluation. 

Oswen left Ipswich probably about Obrist- 
mas 1548, and no otbor woll-autbenticatod 
record of printing in that town occurs dur¬ 
ing the sixteenth centuTy. 

After his settlement at Worcester, one of 
tlio earliest books which were issued from 
his press was ‘ A Consultorio for all Chris¬ 
tians , . . Written by II. II./ dated 30 Jan. 
1549, of which tho only known copy is in 
the library of Mr. Allred II. Until. Pre¬ 
fixed to ibis work is the king’s license of 
0 Jan. 15J8—9 to Oswen lo print all sorts of 
service or prayer hooks, and ‘ al manor of 
bolces conteinyng any storyo or exposi¬ 
tion of Gods holy scripture . . . within 
our Principal! tie of Wales, and marches 
of the same.’ IIo accordingly print od, 
on 24 May 1649, the Book of Common 
Prayer in quarto, and on 30 July 1519 an 
edition of tho samo in folio, and these woro 
followed on 1 Sopt. liy ‘The Psalter or 
Pealinee of Dauid after the translation of 
the great Biblo/ and on 8 Oct. by ‘Oortayna 
Sormous/ or homilies, both in quarto. All 
those aro in tho British Mnsoivm. In 1549 
also, on 5 Aug., ho printed ' A ntossnga from 
King Edward the Gth at Richmond, con¬ 
cerning obodionco to Religion.’ Next year, 
on 12 Jan, 1550, Oswen issued his edition of 
the Now Testament, Oranmor’s version, ft 
copy of which is in tho British Museum, and 
in this your printud also Mutton Oribaldi's 
‘Notable epistle concerning the terrible 
iudgemont of God vpon hym that for fonro 
of men deuyoth Oliribl and the ltnowon 
voritie/ Zwingli’s ‘ Short pntlnvayo to tho 
ryghle and true vndorstiunting of tlio ltolyo 
Scriptures/ and Veron's ' Godly saiyngs of 
tho old auncient faithful fathers vpon the 
Saoramont of tho hodye and bltnulo of 
Ohrysto.’ In 1501 I 10 printed Ballinger's 
‘ Dialoguo botwono tho saditious Liberlin or 
rohel Anabapt isl and tho truo obediont 
Christian/ and Bishop Hooper’s ‘Annota¬ 
tions in y° xiii. ehapytor too the Romaynos,' 
No book of tho year 1662 is on record, but in 
1663 Oswon closed his career with the issue 
of Bishop Jloopor’s * Ilomolyo lo ho read in 
tho tymo of pestylenoe/ and tho Statutes 
of 7 Edward VI, Both Mauusoll and Her¬ 
bert mention other hooks as having boon 
printed by Oswon at Worcester, but some 
cannot now bo traced. All aro exceedingly 


varo, and to several is added the notification 
‘ They be also to sell at Shrewsbury.’ ’ 

Tho Worcester press appears to have 
ceased with tho ond of the reign of Ed¬ 
ward VI, and not to have revived until 
the middle of the seventeenth century. 

[Ames’s Typogr. Autiq. ed, Herbert, 1790 
in. 1454-02 ; Miuiusell’s Catalogue of Englfeh 
Printed Books, 1505; Cotton’s Typographical 
Gnzotteer, 1831-06; Catalogue or the Huth 
Library, 1880, ii. 838; books printed by Oewon 
in tho British Museum, Bodleian, and Britwell 
Libraries ] j, (} 

OSWESTRY, Lokd ok [Ses PimiAst, 
Joins II, 1223-1267.] ’ 

OSWIN or OSWJNI (d. 651), king 0 f 
Doira and saint, was son of Osric (d. 034) 
[q.v.], tho son of iElfric, a brother of /TO. 
{cl. 588) [q.v.] When his father died Oswini 
wns very young, and was taken for refuge to 
"Wessex. On tho death of liis cousin Oswald 
(006 P-612) [q. v.] in 642, tho people of Daira 
vocalled him to bo their king, but he seems 
to have ruled only ns on umlor-king of the 
Mercian l'onda [q. v.] Unlike his father, 
Oswini was a sincere OhrisLian, ond a great 
friend of St. Aidan; his goodness made the 
saint prophosy that he would soon he taken 
from this life, for ‘ tho nation is not worthy 
of such a ruler ’[wo mors fully under Aidan], 
Oswini governed Iloirn in groat prosperity for 
sovpii yearn, while Bornicia was under Oswy 
or Oswiu [q. v.] A l, last Oswin made war qn 
his rival. Oswini, feeling unable to meet his 
onomy, disbanded tho army which he had 
assembled at 1 Will'ares-dun/leu mllosnorth- 
wost of Oatoriclr, and took rofuge with an 
unldorman called lluuvold. Ilunvald, how¬ 
ever, betrayed him lo Oswy, who lmd him 
murdered at Ingotliugum, now Gilling, near 
Richmond, on 20 Aug. 661. Baida describes 
Oswini as a man of gracoful bearing, tall of 
stature, affable in disconrso, and courteous in 
behaviour; I 10 was very pious and devout, 
and was beloved by all men. Oswini was the 
last king of lhiira, which, after his death, 
was pomsnontly united with Bornicia to 
form tho kingdom of Northumbria. A little 
later, on tho persuasion of Oswini's kins¬ 
woman Eonileu, tlio wifo of Oswy, tho latter 
foundod a monastery at Gilling. _ Trum- 
hore, a cousin of hers and of Oswini, was 
mado abbot, and prayers wore offered for 
tho murdored icing and his murderer. .Some 
remains of this monastery survive in the 
prosont church of Gilling. In the twelfth 
century, during the reign of Stepbon, an 
anonymous monk of St. Albans, who was re¬ 
sident in tho cell of his monastery at Tyne¬ 
mouth, wrote a life of Oswini. According 
to this account the king was buried at Tyne* 
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moutli, where he was reverenced as a saint 
until the Danish troubles, when his memory 
was forgotten, In 1066 his burial-place was 
miraculously revealed, and his worship re¬ 
stored. His relics were translated in 1110, 
At the dissolution of the monastery there 
was still a shrine there containing the body 
and vestments of St. Oswini. The ‘Life of 
Oswini,’ which was clearly written in glori¬ 
fication of Tynemouth, reproduces Bteda's 
narrative, together with an account of his 
discovery, translation, and miracles. It is 
contained in Cotton MS. Julius A., and is 
printod in the Surtees Society’s ‘ Miscellanea 
Biographica.’ There was an Osved [q. v.], 
king of Northumbria, who died and was 
buriod at Tynemouth in 792; it is possible 
that his name caused a confusion with 
Oswini. Cotton MS. Calba A.V. is a psalter 
which is said to havo belonged to Oswini. 

[Barite Hist. Heel. iv. 14, 21 j Matt. Paris, 

i. 631-3, ii, 138; Mucollanca Biographica (Bur- 
Ices Soc.) vol. viii. , Dugilsle's MonnsLicon, 
lii. 112; Fresinnn’b William Rufus, ii. 17-18, 
003-6; Green’s Making of England, pp. 296-7; 
Diet. Christian Biography, iv. 106.] C. L. K. 

OSWULF or OSULF (d. 768), king of 
Northumbria,eon of Eadberlit, king ofNorih- 
uinbria, of Ike house of Ida, succeeded hia 
father, who resigned the kingdom to lum, in 
768. Before he had reigned a year I 10 was 
wickedly slain by the men of his household 
on 26 July, at a place called Mecliil Wong- 
tuno, which it 1ms been suggested maybe 
Market W oiglit on in the East Riding of York¬ 
shire. lie was succeeded by Ethelwold or 
Moll. 

[Symoon of Durham's Ilist. Ecel. Dunalm. 
c. 4, and Hist. Itcgnm an. 768 ap. Opp. i. 49. 

ii. 4 1 (Rolls Bor.); Anglo-Savon Chron. an. 767 
(Rolls Sw\) ; Elor. Wig. genealogies, i._25ihj 

OSWULF or OSULF (d. 1067), earl of 
Bernicia, was son of Eadwulf or Eadulf, 
oarl of Bornicia, slain by Siward in 1041. 
Eadulf was brother and successor of Ealdred 
or Aldrod, and a younger son of Uchtred 
(d. 1016), son of Walthoof [see under Oslao], 
After the death of Eadulf, which must have 
taken place when his son Oswulf was a 
child, his murderer Siward was oarl of the 
whole of Northumbria. When Morcar 
[q. v.l succeeded Tostig, tbo son of Godwin 
[q. vj, as earl of Northumbria in 1066, ho 
put Oswulf, who is described as being then 
a yo jug man, to rule over Bernicia, making 
him Bftrl of the district north of the Tyne. 
In I obruary 1067 the conqueror dispossess? 1 
Oswulf, and granted the earldom to Copsi or 
Oopsigo [q. v.], who drove Oswulf out, Os¬ 
wulf took to the woods, where he Buffered 


hunger, and gathered to himself a band of 
broken men. Five weeks later, on 12 March, 
he attacked Copsi as he was feasting at New- 
burn in. Northumberland, set fire to the 
church in which Copsi had taken refuge, and 
slew him with his own hands as he attempted 
to come out. The following autumn a robber 
slew Oswulf with a spear. Oswulf a earldom 
was given to Gospatric [q. v.] 

[Symeon of Durham’s Hist. Begum, e. 169, 
ap. Opp, ii. 198 (Rolls Rer ), Froeman’s Norman 
Conquest, i. 688, iv. 76, 107, 133.] W. H. 

OSWY, OSUIU, OSWTU, OSWIO, 
OSGUID, 0SWEUS, OSWIUS (612 P- 
670), king of Northumbria, a younger son of 
Ethelfrid or /Ethelfrith [q. v.], king of North¬ 
umbria, was bom in or about 012. He is de¬ 
scribed by a late writer ( Vita S. Oswini, p. S) 
as a bastard, but the stalement is a mere ox- 
pression of prejudice, and there is no reason 
to doubt that he was the son of dSthelfrith’s 
queen Aclia, the sister of Edwin or Eadwine 
(686 P-0S3) [q. v.] On tho overthrow and 
death of his father in 617 he found refuge, 
in common with his older brother Oswald 
[q. v.] and some young nobles, with the Scots 
ol Iona, nnd remained with thorn during the 
roign of Eadwine. lie was baptised and 
brought up by the Scottish monks, and may 
have returned to Northumbria in 633, when 
liis brother Eanfrid succeeded Eadwine in 
Bernicia, On the death of Eanfrid, who was 
slain by Cmdwalla (d. 634) [q. v.] ip 634. 
Qswy’s next brother Oswald came to rhe 
throne, and ruled over both the Northum¬ 
brian kingdoms; and when be was slain by 
Penda, king of the Mercians, in 643, Oswy, 
who was then about thirty (Bacda, His¬ 
toric! Ecc.Iemstica, lib. iii. c. 14), was chosen 
to succeed him. Oswald left a son named 
Oidilvold or /Ethelwald, but be was passed 
over because, according to a late writer 
(Vita S. Oswaldi, 0 . 19), he was then a boy. 
Oswy was, however, compelled to Bhare the 
kingly dignity with OswinTq, v.], son of Osric, 
a kinsman of Eadwine, of the rival line of 
./Ella [q. v.], who reigned in Deira. It is 
evident, that for some years he had much diffi¬ 
culty in maintaining his position in Bernicia. 
The old alliance between Fends and the 
Britons against the Northumbrians iseems to 
have coutinuod, Probably at the very be¬ 
ginning of Oswy’s reign Fonda invaded Ber¬ 
nicia, wasted the laud far and wide, and set 
fire to the royal city Bamborough, which was 
saved from destruction,^ so it was believed, by 
the prayer of Bishop Aidan [q. v.Land in 646 
Oswy was at war with Britons (TiaHErer.sc, 
an. 642). Thors were also constant quarrels 
between him and Oswin, whose kingdom was 
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richer than Bornioia (Bmvb., u.s.) With the 
view, no doubt, of gaining 1 a parly in Doira, 
t )swy sent a priest named Utla to fetch lian- 
tlead, the daughter of Eadwiua and his queen 
vEthelburh from Kent, and married her on 
her arrival in Northumbria, The causes of 
quarrel between him and Oswin became 
Horious, and in 061 ho invaded Deira with a 
large army. Oswin, who gathered a force to 
meet him, found himself too woak to venture 
a battlo; he dismissed Ids men, and took re¬ 
fuge with a single follower in the house of 
a noble named llunvnld, one of his friends. 
()Hwypersuaded llnnvald to betray him, and 
sent one of his officers, named /likliluinc, or 
j'Etlielwino, who slow both Oswin and his 
retainer at (-tilling, near Richmond, in tho 
present Yorkshire, on 20 Aug. This deed 
rid Oswy ol' a troublesome rival, and en¬ 
abled him to trait a under himself both Ilia 
Northumbrian kingdoms, hut ho conciliated 
tho people of Deira, and perhaps also en¬ 
deavoured t o sat isfy a dangerous malcontent, 
by giving t ho province a dependent ruler of 
it's own iu the person of his nephew, Oswald’s 
son Oidilvald (id. e,. 215). At. llio roquest of 
his queen, and as an atonement for the murder 
of Oswin, ho gave Kiuiflicd land at Rilling 
for tho erection of a monastery, whore 
prayers wore offered for both kings, the 
slaver and the slain (i 6 .ee. 14,2-1) [sec under 
Oswrar], 

About (1615 Oswy received at liis court 
Benda [q. v."], the son of Benda, who had boon 
given tho kingship of the Middle Angles by 
his father, lie requested Oswy to give him 
his dauglitor AlelitUwl to wife. ()swy rep]ied 
that ho would not, do so unless ho roeoivod 
Christ ianily. Buadn assented to this, for ho 
was convimied of the truth of tho gospel liy 
tho preachers at (lie Northumbrian court, and 
was furl lior persuaded by Oswy’s son Aleh- 
fritli fq, v.], who lmd already married Benda’s 
dnughtor Oyneburga,or Oynoburli. Accord¬ 
ingly lu) and his lords and at l undents received 
baptism from Milan [q. v."j, llio successor of 
Aidan in the bishopric of Lindisiame, at a 
place called Wall, dose to the Roman wall, 
perhaps Walbottle, near Newcastle, Oswy 
supplied him with four priests to evaugeliso 
and baptise liis people, and with thorn ho 
returned to liis own land, It was through 
Oswy’s means too that, the I?ast-Haxous ( who 
had relapsed into paganism in 810, again ac¬ 
cepted tho gospel i for ho was on I urnis of 
intiniftto friendship with their king Higborct, 
and often received visits from him, and oil 
these occasions ho used to exhort liis guest 
-with brotherly affection to forsake idolatry. 
Aft or taking counsel with liis friends and his 
lords, Sigberct was baptised by Mnun at Wall, 


and obtained tuaohers from Oswy for the hT 
strnction of liis people (ib. c. 22 ), 

It seems probable that Oswy was at this 
luuo carrying on a successful war against tho 
Piets and Scots, wliioli lod to an extension of 
his powerinthe north, while tlie influence that 

he had over tho Kast-Saxou kingdom may have 

suggestudanintontion on his partofrenewinir 

tliu old strife with Mercia for the over-lord¬ 
ship of East Anglia (GmmN, Making of lL h 
land, p, 289). Panda’s jealousy was roused 
and, in spite of the connection between their 
families, lie again made war upon Oswy, and 
pressed him hardly, forcing him to deliver 
Ills sooond son Hegfrith as a hostage to the 
Mercian queen Cynuiso, or Oyneswythe. In 
866 /Ktlielhoro of East Anglia, in some un¬ 
explained way, caused war between them, 
Oswy, whoso land had already suffered griev¬ 
ously from Mercian invasions, offered Penda 
gifts so many and so rich oh, Breda says, to 
surpass beliof, to induce him to retire from 
liis iti ngdom. They wore rejected, and when 
he found that, Penila had resolved to destroy 
and drive away liis whole people, groat and 
small, ho said , 1 Since tlm lieallion will have 
none of nur gifts, lot, us offer them to the 
Lord our Rod who knowotli all things,’ and 
vowed that, if lie should gain the victory lie 
would devote liis daughter us a conBocrated 
virgin to Rod, ami give twolvo ostates for 
tho foundation of monasteries, lie then set 
out against tlio onomy with a small force, 
and accompanied hy lus son Alclifrith. The 
Mercian host was, it, was liuliovod, thirty times 
ns largo as liis; it, was composed of thirty 
divisions, somo of them of Bri tish allies, eaeli 
under the command of a royal loader or 
under-king, ami it was guided iu its march 
hy Oidilvald, who joined the enomics of his 
nation. _ Tho armies mot on 15 Nov. by tho 
rivor Winwrod, in tho district of ‘ Loidis,’sup¬ 
posed to he either the Avon which flows into 
the Eirtli of Forth, or tlio Aire whioh flows 
by Lewis in Yorkshire. 

Tlio first, theory is maintained hy Skene 
( (Wig Scotland, i, 265 -7), who suggests that 
tihe place of battle was near Manuel in Stir¬ 
lingshire, and takes * Loidis ’ to bo the 
northern province of Lothian; this would 
tally willt tho account given hy the con- 
tinuatior of Nonnius, in tho ‘ Chronicle of 
tlio Piets and Soots,’p. 13, who says that the 
battlo took place on tho plain of Qoi, ap¬ 
parently in tlio Pictish district of Manaw). 
The second thoory, whioh accepts the river 
Aire, is supported by tlio fact that in 
tho only other passage in which the name 
‘ Loidis’ is used by Breda, n [Butorin Eccle¬ 
siastics,’ ii. c, Id, it signillos tho distriot of 
Leeds, while Oidilvald would oertainly have 
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been more naturally employed as a guide in 
hie own kingdom of Deira than in Lothian. 
The words ot Florence of Worcester to which 
Skene refers in support of the Celtic version 
of the war do not seem materially to affect 
either theory; they might as well mean that 
Penda was marching northward against Ber- 
nicin as that he had actually entered the 
iringdom. Professor Rhys, in his ‘ Celtic 
Britain,’ p. 188, endeavours to reconcile the 
Celtic story with the translation of * Loidis’ 
ae the Leeds district, by placing the battle 
in Lothian, supposing that Oswy afterwards 
finished the war in the province of Deira, and 
suggesting that Penda fell there; but this is 
scarcely consonant either with the notices of 
the decisive character of the battle, or with 
the tradition apparently preserved in the 
words of Henry of Huntingdon, p. 60 : ‘per- 
cussus vero est per Oswnun regem apud 
amnom Winwed.’ 

The Mercian army was overthrown with 
groat slaughter, and the river being in flood 
the fugitives that were drowned in it were 
more than they that fell by the sword. 
Penda was elain, and with him fell nearly 
all the thirty leaders of royal race, among 
them being vEllielhare, the cause of the war. 
Of the British leaders, Oatgabail or Gada- 
vail, king of Gwynedd, who deserted the host 
with Ills division, alone escaped, Oidilvald 
also desert od his allios, and waited the issue 
of the battle in n position of safety. Oswy 
fulfilled his vow by dedicating lue daugh¬ 
ter iEUlrod, then scarcely a year old, to a 
monastic life, and by giving for the founda¬ 
tion of monasteries six estates in Bemicia 
and six in Deira, each of them being equal 
to tbo land of ten households or probably 
fourteen hundred and forty acres (BiunA, u.s. 
iii. 24; Roiiimthoit, Historical Essays, p, 98). 

The result of this victory was that for a 
time tho power of Mercia was completely 
brokon, and that the country, together with 
tho district of Lindsey and the land of the 
South-Anglos, foil into the hands of Oswy. 
Of those territories he placed Mercia south 
of the Trent under his son-in-law Peada, as 
under-king, retaining the rest under his im¬ 
mediate dominion, nis supremacy was nc- 
kuowledgediuthekiugdoinofthcEast-Angles 
and East-Saxons; lio ruled probably directly 
over the Britons of Alclyde and the Scots of 
Dalriada, and is said to have brought tho 
greater part of the Piets into subjection, He 
is tlio seventh of tlio English monarchs who, 
according to Booda, held an imperial position, 
and who are dosoribod in the 1 Anglo-Saxon 
Chronicle ’ ns Brctwaldas. His victory enabled 
him to unito more closely the two fTortli- 
umbrinn provinces; Oidilvald lost Deira, and 


Oswy gave it in charge to his son Alchfrith. 
About a year later Peada died, and southern 
Mercia eame under Ms immediate rule. But 
in 668 the Mercian ealdormen revolted, ex¬ 
pelled the ealdormen that Oswy had set over 
their people, and made Penda’s son Wulfhere 
their king. Oswy appears to have made no 
attempt to enforce ms rule, and from that 
time nis dominions were probably bounded 
on the south by the Humber. During the 
three years of his rule the Mercians accepted 
Christianity, and he is said to have joined 
Peada in founding the monastery of Jledes- 
hamstede, or Peterborough ( Anglo-Saxon 
Chronicle, Peterborough version, an. 666). 

Oswy’s marriage with EanfltBd brought 
the points of difference between the Roman 
and Celtic churches into prominence at the 
Northumbrian court; for the queen had been 
accompanied from Kent by a chaplain of the 
catholic observance named Ronan, and held 
to the Roman method of computing Easter, 
while Oswy kept the feast according to the 
Celtic usage in which he had been brought 
up; and so it might happen that he and his 
court would be celebrating Easter while his 
queen and her people were observing Palm 
Sunday. So long as Aidan, and after him 
Finan, held the bishopric of Lindisfarne, the 
differences between the two churches had 
not been held to be of much moment; but 
Colman (d. 676) [q.,v.] wasamanof another 
spirit, and under liis teaching people began 
to regard these things as of vital importance. 
An abbot named “Wilfrid or Wilfritb,towbom 
the queen had shown kindness, and who had 
lately returned to Northumbria after visiting 
Gaul aud Rome, became the head of the 
Roman party in the north, and Oswy's son 
Alchfrith formed a close friendship with Mm, 
and joined Mm in advocating the catholic 
observance. Oswy muBt have inclined to 
the same side; for when the visit of the West- 
Saxou bishopto Alchfrith in 664strengthened 
the Roman party, he submitted tho questions 
at issue between the churches to the decision 
of a synod, and this was virtually to declare 
himself dissatisfied with the prevailing usage. 
At this synod, which was held at Whitby in 
the earlier half of the year, Oswy presided, 
being accompanied by Alchfrith, and declared 
lumself convinced by the reasoning of Wil- 
frith. The assembly approved bis decision, 
and so Northumbria deserted the Scottish 
church and accepted the Roman teaching 
[for this synod see under Coimaw]. During 
the absence of Wilfrith in Gaul, whither he 
was sent by Alchfrith that he might receive 
consecration, and on his return become the 
bishop of his kingdom, or bishop of York, 
Oswy, finding that Ms return was delayed, 
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sent Ceadda [q. v.] or Clhail lo Kent for con¬ 
secration, that ho might take Wilfrith’s place. 
With this stop is doubtless to bo connected 
the fact that AlchMtk rubellad against liia 
father and attacked him (Bvbda, u.s, 11L c. M); 
ho probably hoped to gain some political ad¬ 
vantage by his ecclesiastical policy, and tho 
appointment of Wilfrith as bishop of Deira 
may have boen intended as a slop towards 
separation from Bornirla and the erection of 
I ho southern kingdom into an independent 
stale. It isovidantl hat Oswy was loo strong 
l'or him, and Ills downfall is marked by the sub¬ 
stitution of Uswy’s nomiuoB Chad for Aluh- 
frith's friond Wilfrith. Tho see of Canterbury 
having boon vacant since tho death of Arch¬ 
bishop Dousdodil in (i(U, Oswy took counsel 
with Ecgburhl or Ngborl, king of Kent, pro¬ 
bably in 007, as to tho appointment of a now 
archbishop, uul a priest named Wighard 
having boon elected by tho church, the two 
kings sent him with a letter tu liome, re¬ 
questing i’opo Vil Allan, to whom they made 
rich gifts of gold and silver vessels, to c«m- 
.seorato him. The pope in reply sent a letter 
to Oswy, informing lum of Wigluml’s death, 
and of tho pope's intent ion to appoint an arch¬ 
bishop, rejoicing in Oswy’s adhesion to Iho 
Homan communion, and tolling him of tho 
gifts that ho was sunding to him and hk 

qneon (ill. i . The part taken by Oswy 

in this matter illustrates his predominant in¬ 
fluence in Kngland ami bis growing attach¬ 
ment to the Homan church. When Arch¬ 
bishop Theodore onmo to Northumbria lie 
placed MVilfrith at Yorkinthoromn of Oeaddii, 
aud to this it is evident that Oswy made no 
opposition. The next year (titiil) Theodore 
requested him loailow (Vadim to accept the 
bishopric of Mercia and Lindsey, which lm 
accordingly did. irislioalth grow feeble, anil 
so great had beeomo iiis devotion to tho 
Homan clmreb that ho wrh anxious, if ho 
should regain sullieiont strongtli, to journey 
to Home and ond iiis days there, and lm 
promisod Wilfrith a largo sum if he would 
go with him. llo died on 10 b’ub, (170, in 
Ids llfty-uighth year, and was buried in Ml. 
Peter’s Ohurch, in his daughter’s monastery 
at Whitby (ili, iii. o. 131, iv. c. 0 j. 

Although tho murder of tlswin is a blot on 
Oswy’s memory, lie appears to have boon a 
religious maii,sinoorolyaiixious for tho spread 
of Christiaiiitjr. Ifo had to contend with 
many dililoulties, and nvorcamo lliein t ,'ium- 
plmnlly. Norlluimbrift, which at Iiis iiecuo- 
sion Hoomotl to lie at tho merry of its great 
enemy, lVnda of Mercia, was rinsed by linn to 
a position of Hiipremnoy equal to that whicli 
it had held under Had wine. Besides Ilia over¬ 
throw of Honda and tho iucmiso of Oswy’s 
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power consequont upon his victory, his reim 
prosonts throe characteristics of special im 
portance. It was tho poriod of the trimnnh 
of Christian it y ovor hoatlionism in central 
and eastern Kngland, of the consolidation of 
Northumbria, and o f tho rejection of the Scot- 
tish in favour of tho Homan church. With 
roferonee to each of thoso critical changes 
Oswy appears to liavo acted with no small 
amount of sin 11. The evangelisation of his 
boat lion neighbours was not a matter only of 
religious aonrqrn; it had a alvong political 
bearing; for his supremacy in Kngland was 
largely due to his success as a missionary 
king. Iiis adhesion to tho Homan communion 
bad also a polit leal side, for ucclusiosticaldif- 
i'orunoob would have greatly untbmgored the 
union of tho two Northumbrian provinces 
and it booms fairly certain that the Roman 
party was strong m Deira, tho spoeialland 
ofl'ladvvino anil his house, while Bomioia was 
more inclined to hold to the Scottishtoachon., 
Alchlrith evidently hoped to main tho reli¬ 
gious question a moans of establishing him¬ 
self as an independent king in iloirn, and 
Oswy acted with much prudence in avoid¬ 
ing this danger by adopting tbo viows of tho 
port, of his dominions that was tho richer, 
morn united, and, for dynastic reasons, loan 
likely to bo loyal to his throne; for ho was 
thus bolter able to crush 1,1m obscuro attempt 
that his Him, after failing to gain anything 
by his ecclesiastical policy, seoms to Irnvu 
made to assort his independence by force of 
arms, Oswy married, probably before ho 
came to lho tbnmo, liiumniollli, tho daugh¬ 
ter of lioylli, whoso name suggests a Pictisli 
origin j and, secondly, KnnlUud [q v.l, tho 
daughter of I'liulwinu, Iiis sons woro Alcli- 
frilh; ICegl'ril h, who suecondod him. And died 
in bait lo against the l’iclsatNeotansmerein 
(185; yl'lltwine, who was born aliiiuL 001, and 
died in battle against /Hthelnul ol’Merciain 
070; the las! Iwo being by Rnnfliod, and a 
bastard son, Aldfrith |q. v.]. who bocarao 
king of Northumbria, amt died in 705. His 
(laughters by his Aral wild woro Alchllrad, 
wlm married I’eada, anil was no doubt tbo 
wifo referred to by Hindu as generally held 
(o have murdered J’e.ula at Waster-tide GBO 
(ih. iii. ill); awl, by Kan fluid, Ostrith [q. v.], 
and .Kllbud, abbuss of Whitby [see under 
J 0 anvi,/kj>]. 

flicdo's Hist. Keelcs. (Kiigl. Hist. Soc.) is tho 
chief authority for Oswy’s lilo j Hddi’sVitaWil- 
friili, up. Historians of York, vol. i. (Rolls ffor,), 
a contemporary book, contains an account of tho 
isiuncilol' Whitby inferior I o that given by Bode; 
sec a criticism of tho Vita hf Kngl. Ifist, Rev. 
(lHI)l), vi, 535 srq.; A,-8. Chron, (Rolls Sri',); 
i'lor. SVig. (lirnjl, Jlisl. Soc.); Ifonry of HimtJ 
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jiigdon (Holla Ser.) Two late pieces of hagio¬ 
graphy, the Vita S. Oswini ap. Biog. Miscoll, 
(Surtees Soc.) and the Vita Oswitidi hy Reginald 
pf Durham op. Symeon of Durham's Works in 
tho Rolls Ser., have some unimportant notices, 
Nennius (Engl. Hist. Son.), tho Chron, of the 
Piets and Scots (Rolls Ser,), and Tighearnoch, ed. 
O’Connor, present Celtic traditions of somevalue; 
Skene’s Celtic Scotland, i 258 seq.; Green’s 
Making of England, pp.2i)6-309,819-23; Rhys’s 
Celtic Britain, ed. 1881, pp. 182-1, HO, 145, 
171 1 Diet. Christ Biog,, art, ’ Oswy,' hy Canon 
Haine-l W. H. 

OSWYN (Jl. 80‘lj, bishop of London. 
[See Osmund.] 

OSYTH, OSITH, or OSGITH, Sunt 
(fl. 7th cent. ?), is said to have been the 
cfaughtur of a King Frithwald and his wife 
Witleburga, a daughter of the Mercian king 
Penda. Her education was intrusted to the 
abbess Modwenna, the founder of two mo¬ 
nasteries at Pollesworch and Strenesbalen 
[see under Modwenna or Monotitb]. One 
of these houBee was presided over by Edith, 
sister of King AElfred, the other by Mod¬ 
wenna liorsolf. Osytli was Bent by Mod¬ 
wenna to Edith with a book. As she crossed 
a bridge on her way she was blown into the 
water and sank. Modwenna and Edith 
searched for her in muoh distress. Coming 
on the third day to the placo where she was, 
Mddwennn called her by name, on which she 
came out of tho water alive and well. Her 
parents mado her marry Siger (Sighere), a 
sub-king of East-Saxons; but she managed 
to rotain her virginity, and in her husband's 
absence took the veil from two Easfc-Anglian 
bishops, Ecci and Boedwine (both consecrated 
073, B uda, iv. 6). Siger agreed to her wishes, 
and 1 gave her Uhicli in Essex, where she 
built a nunnery. A band of Danes ltmded 
and tried to induce her to apostatise. On 
her refusal one of them beheaded her. As 
boon, apparently, as her persecutors had left 
her, sho rose, took up her head, and walked 
with it in her hands to the church at Oliich 
and knocked al the door. Iler friends buried 
her at Aylesbury, fur her parents lived near 
that placo; but she appeared to a smith, and 
told him that she wished her bones to be 
talton to Oliich, which was accordingly done. 
The whole story is unhislorical. The names 
Frithwald (Fr'ilhowoldus, Floe, Wis, an. 
076), Ponda, Sighere (B.eda, iii. 80), Eooi, 
and Deed wine point to the seventh century, 
and Witleburga may have been suggested 
by Mildeburga [q. v.], a granddaughter of 
Ponda, and Streneshalon by Strenroshulck or 
Whitby; while ABlfred, Edith, and the Danes 
assign the narrative to the ninth century. 
Richard de Beamos (d. 1127), bishop'of Lon¬ 


don, founded a priory of Augustinian canons 
at Chick in honour of St. Osytk, and the 
place has received the saint’s name. The 
first prior of St. Osyth’s was W illiam de 
Corbcuil ( i . 1130), who was consecrated to 
the see of Canterbury in 1123 (Will. Malm. 
Grata Pontiff, p. 140). (Jsytk’s story was in 
the now missing ‘Sanctilogium’ of John of 
Tinmoutk [see Tinhouth], and was thence 
transferred hy Capgrare to his ‘Nova Le- 
genda. 1 It is in tke‘Aeta Sanctorum ’ of the 
Bollandists. Lelaud met with a ‘ Life ’ by 
Vere, a canon of St. Osyth’s, and gives some 
notes from it. Vere made Osyth a niece of 
Edith, the lady of Aylesbury, and says that 
the Danes were led by Ingwar and Ubba, but 
dates her martyrdom 600 (Itin. vttt . jj t 4 )), 
St. Osyth’s day is 7 Oct. 

[Bollandists’ Acta 8ii.net. 7 Oct. in. 93D seq., 
where the saint’s story is given from Surius, 
with notes by Suysken, who attempts to recon¬ 
cile difficulties, Will, of Mnlmosbury’s fleets, 
Pontiff, p 148 (Rolls Ser.); Bede’s Hist. Ecci. 
Hi. 30, iv. 5 (Engl. Hist. Soc.) ; Hardy’b Oat. 
Mat. i. 98 (Rolls Ser.); Dugduie’s Monasticon, 
vi. 308; LoUnd’s ltin. pn. ii. 41 (Heurno); 
Butler’s Lives of tho Saints, 7 Oct. x. 131, where 
St. Osyth’s death is put about 870; Diet. Chr. 
Biog iv. 187, art. 1 Osyth.St.,’ where the imhis- 
torieal character of tho storj will be found more 
fully oxposod.J W. H. 

OTHERE (d. 880), maritime explorer. 
[Seo Ohtiuibh.J 

O’TOOLE, ADAM DUFF (d. 1327), re¬ 
puted heretic, son of Walter Duff, a member 
of a tribe occupying a mountainous district 
in tho county of Wicklow, appears to have 
adopted after 1320 views'similar to those 
afterwards held by Wiclif’s followers. He 
was prosecuted,and, whatever may have been 
his real opinions, ‘his offence was aggravated 
by a charge of horrid and senselessblasphemy ’ 
(Lulled). It was said that he denied the 
incarnation and the doctrine of the Trinity, 
aspersed the charaeter of the Blessed Virgin, 
denied the resurrection of the dead, said the 
Boriptures were fables, and that the apostolic 
see was guilty of falsehood. Being tried for 
these oilences, he was found guilty and pro¬ 
nounced a keretio and a blasphemer, and 
ordered to be burnt alive. The sentence was 
carried out in 1827, when he was publicly 
burnt at Le Hogges, a mound which was 
situated near the site of the church of St. 
Andrew in Dublin, the name being derived 
from the Norwegian haugr, a mound. 

[The Chartulaties of St. Mary’s Abbey, Dub¬ 
lin, Rolls odit.ii, 368 ; Lolnnd’s Hist, of Ireland, 
i. 287; Holinshed's Chronicle, s. a. 1827 ; .Webb’s 
Compendium of Irish Biography.] T. 0, 
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O’TOOLE, BRYAN (d.1825), lieutenant- 
colonel, entered na cornet in a regiment of 
hussars raised by Frederick, baron Ilompesch, 
111 1792, and served with it, under the Duko or 
Brunswick, in the first campaign of that year 
m Champagne, including the taking of Ver¬ 
dun and the attack on Tliionville, Next 
he was present at the battlo of .Tumappes, 
and afterwards under the Princo of Ccmdfi 
at Neerwinden, at the blockades of Cond6 
and Maubougc, and battlo of Charleroi. lie 
then joined the army under the Duke of 
York," and commanded a squadron of Ilom- 
pescli at Boxtol and Nimeguen, and in the 
winter retreat of 1704-5 from the Waal to 
Bremen. On arriving in England he was ap¬ 
point od captain-lieutenant in ono of the regt- 
monts of the Irish brigade, Llion in British 
pay, and on 25 March 1790 was made cap¬ 
tain in the Ilompesch hussars, with which 
ho went to the west Indies. Frederick, 
baron Ilompesch, had then two corps in 
British pay—one hussars, the other rides (see 
Part. Met. of Foreign Carp*, 1700). OToolo 
served with tho Ilompesch hussars in San Do¬ 
mingo, and returned homo with U 10 skeleton 
remains of tho corps in 1707 (of. (1, It. Qltuo, 
The Jluxmr, tho authent ic story of a soldier of 
tho corps, afterwards an inmate of Oholsoa). 
< J’Toolo was appointed to a troop in a now 
corps, Uomposoh’s mounted riflemen, with 
which ho served in Ireland in 1708, and was 
present at Vinegar Hill and Ballinahiueh. 
lie was placed on half-pay when the corps 
wasdisbnndod in 1S02. lie was brought in as 
captain in tho IjOlh foot in 18015 ; was aide- 
de-camp to Major-general Broderick in tho 
expedition to Naples in 1805, and lo Sir Gal¬ 
braith Lowry Colo [q.v.lin tlio expedition to 
Calabria and batlie of Muida in 1800; was 
mado brevet major in 1808; was pvesont as 
major of a light battalion at the eapturo of 
lucuia in 1809; and was major commanding 
tho Calabrian free corps, in liritish pay, dur¬ 
ing Murat’s threatened invasion of Sicily in 
1810. lie resigned his command (0 accom¬ 
pany tho 159th to tho Peninsula as captain, 
and was appointed major in tlio 2nd Portu¬ 
guese catpulorosj witlv which lie was present 
at Ciudad ilodrigo, Bodajos, Salamanca, cap¬ 
ture of Madrid, and siege of Burgos and sub¬ 
sequent retreat. On 2L Juno 1813 lie was 
appointed liouteuant-colonol, and received 
command of tho 7th oayadores in Sir Lowry 
Colo’s division, and was prosent with it at 
the battle of Vittoria, blockade of Pampo- 
luua, and tho battles in the Pyrenees. Dur¬ 
ing Ills Peninsular service OToolo lost tho 
use of ono arm, lie was placed on half-pay 
of U 111 Portuguese officers m 1816. lie was 
made 0.15, on i Juno 1815, and had tho gold 


cross for Ciudad Eodrigo, Salamanca, Vit- 
tona, and tho Pyrenees. Ha died 
ford, co, Wexford, 27 Feb. 1826 

[Army Lists; Geut. Mug. 1826, i. 507-7 For 
particulars of tho campaigns in Sicily and tha 
Peninsula sec linnbury’s Narrative of Passama 
m tho Into War, and Napier’s Peninsular War 
revised edit,] q ’ 

O’TOOLE, LAURENCE (LoboJh tt* 
TuAiiiAtt) (1130 P-1180), Irish saint and 
archbishop of Dublin, born about 1130, was 
soil of Murtough O’Toole, chief of Hi Muirea- 
daig, a territory in tho south of co. TClldn^ 
His mother bolonged to tile kindred tribe of 
tho Ui Brain (anglicised O’Byrne), who held 
tho north of the county. In 1141 Derrnod 
MiicMiirrougli, king ol'Leinster, killed Mur- 
elmdh, father of Murtough, and probably 
about tho same time compelled the latter to 
surrender his son Luurenco, then twolve years 
old, as a hostage to him. The hoy was sent 
to a barren district, where he was treated 
with such harshness that liis father, on learn¬ 
ing it, sained twelve of Dormod’n followers 
and threatened lo exuentu them unless his son 
were restored to him. The result was that 
the boy was sent by Durmod to tho Bishop of 
Glendalough. He was kindly treated at the 
monastery, and received tlio rudiments of a 
religions education. Subsequently,his father 
desiring to dovote one of his sons to the occle* 
siastioiu life, Laurence expressed his willing¬ 
ness to stay at Ghiudalough, and ho accord¬ 
ingly became a member of tho oommuuity. 
Avium, t,wonty-fivo years of ago he was ap¬ 
pointed eoarb or successor of Ml. Kevin, that is, 
ruler of tho monastery. It. was a famousand 
weulthy foundation of tho old Irish church, 
but his oflico was one of dillieulty, Famine 
prevailed in tho district; robber cliioftains 
made raids on tlio lands of the monosteiy, 
and general disorder was rife. Religion was 
at so low an ebb that four indents carry¬ 
ing the host wore robbed and beaten by 
banditti, who ovon presumed to oat the host, 
Laurence devoted himself to the relief 
of tlio deslitule during lliis period, distri¬ 
buting com and otlior necessaries, and sup¬ 
plementing tho funds of the monastery by 
his own private fortune. Four years after 
his appointment as eoarb the death took 
plaeo of tlio bishop of l bo monastery, sup- 

S osed by Dr. Lanigan to have boon Ctilla na 
I'aoinli, who had takon part in tho council 
of Kells in 1 i 62. Laurence was urged to 
accept, tho bishopric, hut declined, alleging 
that ho had not reached the canonical age. 
In Harris’s 1 Wato’ the reason assigned is 
that ‘tlio revenues of tho bishopviok were 
infinitely inferior to thoso of tho abbey.’ Yet 
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it was no uncommon thing for a coarb to he 
also a bishop in a monastery; and had he 
accepted the office on this occasion, he could 
still have retained his revenues. His real 
reason, apart from that of age, which was 
only a temporary disqualification, may have 
been the decree of the synod of Kells, which 
had assigned ‘ the hatter part of the bishop- 
rick of Glendalough for a diocese to the 
church of Dublin, reserving' the remainder 
to the Bishop of Glendalough. during his life, 
but so that the church of Glendalough, with 
its appurtenances, should, after the bishop's 
death, fall to the Church of Dublin.’ To this 
arrangement Gilla na Naemh must be taken 
as assenting, as he was present at the synod. 
Laurence, who favoured the ecclesiastical 
changes then going forward, could not con¬ 
sistently accept the same appointment as 
Gilla held. 

In 1162 Gregory or GrenS, bishop of the 
foreigners (Danes) of Dublin, having died, 
Gelasiue the primate appointed Laurence 
the first archbishop of Dublin, or Leinster 
111 the ‘Four Masters’ have it, an office 
which ho aooepted with veluctanoe. Gre¬ 
gory, who was consecrated at Lambeth, had 
pi'ofoflsud canonical obedience to the English 
primate, hut the action of Geiasiue now re¬ 
stored Dublin to the church of Ireland, and 
secured, as far us possible, the adhesion of 
t.he community of Glundulough by the ap¬ 
pointment of their coarb. 

In his new position Laurence's austeritios 
were remarkable j thrice a day he was beaten 
with rode (2 Cor. xi. 26); ho mingled his 
bread with ashes (Ps. cii. 9) j he wore a hair 
slrirt under his dress, and abstained alto- , 
gether from meal. In imitation of St. Kevin, 
tho founder of Gleudalough, he frequently 
retired to a cave there ‘formed by St .Kevin’s 
hands.’ It was reached by a ladder, the 
lower end of which rested in tho water. 
Here messages from the people who dosired 
to consult him were convoyed by his nephew, 
who also brought back Ins replies, and it was 
popularly believed that, like Moses, he held 
communication with God. One of his earliest 
acts as archbishop was the conversion of the 
secular canons of Christ Church into canons 
regularof tho congregation of Aroasia, which 
ho also joined himself. 

In 1167 lie attended ‘ a great meeting con¬ 
vened by Roderic O’Connor [q. v.J and the 
chiefs of the north, both lay and ecclesiastical,’ 
at Athboy in co, Meath, when thirteen thou¬ 
sand horsemen assembled. The object of it 
was tho promotion of religion and good go¬ 
vernment, aud ‘'many good resolutions were 
passed respecting veneration for Churches 
aud Clerics and control of tribes and terri- 
vol. xiv. 


tories.’ But great changes were at hand; 
for three years after Dermod MaoMurrough, 
aided by Strongbow and his followers, ap¬ 
peared before Dublin and summoned the 
city. Laurence’s position and character 
marked him out as a suitable ambassador on 
behalf of the citizens, and he endeavoured 
to make terms with Dermod, hut while ne¬ 
gotiations were intentionally protracted, 
Miles de Cogan and his party scaled the 
walls and obtained possession of the city in 
1170. In the following year a great effort 
was made to exterminate the invaders, 
the leading spirit in the project being 
the archbishop, who ‘ flew from province to 
province, to every inferior district and every 
chieftain, entreating, exhorting, and com¬ 
manding them to seize thp present opportu¬ 
nity j ’he even appeared in arms himself, and 
commanded hia particular troop. Through 
his exertions an army, estimated at thirty 
thousand, assembled before Dublin. Strong- 
how applied to Laurence to act as mediator 
with Roderic, who commanded the besieg¬ 
ing force, and he commissioned him to make 
an offer of terms. But they were refused, 
and Laurence returned with an imperative 
order to ‘the foreigners to depart the king¬ 
dom.’ They, however sallied forth, Biuprised 
the besiegers, and totally defeated them. 
Laurence now saw that the Irish were un¬ 
able to cope with the invaders, and when in 
1171 Henry II arrived with a large force, 
and armed with the papal authority, he sub¬ 
mitted to him, He also took port in tho 
counoil of Cashel, which was summoned by 
the king in 1172, and which rather prema¬ 
turely deolaied that Ireland was indebted 
to him for 1 the benefits of peace and the in¬ 
crease of religion.’ It was not longbefore 
Laurence found his hopes from Henry’s 
beneficent mission disappointed, and he 
crossed to England to appeal to him on be¬ 
half of his people against the injuries and 
oppressions of the Anglo-Norman adven¬ 
turers, Roderic, king of Ireland, had sub¬ 
mitted to Henry j hut finding it necessary 
to enter into a formal agreement with him, 
he employed Laurence as an ambassador, 
and in that capacity he attended the council 
of Windsor in 1176, together with two other 
Irish ecclesiastics. Four years after, he re¬ 
ceived a su mm ons from Alexander in to 
attend the Lateran council, and, having ob¬ 
tained the king’s permission, lie proceeded 
to Rome j hut when passing through Eng¬ 
land he was obliged to take an oath that he 
would do nothing prejudicial to the king or 
Mb kingdom. Nevertheless, he * made the 
most affecting'representations of the injus¬ 
tice of the English governors and of the 

4 K 
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-wrongs and calamities of his countrymen.’ daughter of John Wright of North Arvjtcm" 
Having oblainod from the pope a bull con- in Yorkshire (sho died at Ouckney on 13 Feb 
firming the rights and jurisdiction of the 1772). Tie was admitted into Jesus Collars' 
archiepiscopal see of Dublin, and also tho Cambridge, on 23 July 1786; was a Rustat 
appointmont of papal legato, ho returned to ncholar thero; graduated BA., being fourth 
Dublin and resumed his functions. On one wrangler, in 1790; proceeded M.A, in 1793 
oooasion ho sent 140 clerics In Home on n and B.D. and D.D. in 1830. About 1791h* 
ohorgo of incontinence. Dr. Lanigiin nttri- was ordainod to tho curacy of Ilelstou in 
huies the misconduct of so many lo the evil Cornwall, and held it, with the master- 
example of Ihu Anglo-Norman. clergy, hut ship of the grammar school, for a few yews' 
a more reasonable explanation is that tlicir being vecallod lo Cambridge on his election 
guilt was merely that of marrying. For the to n fellowship at his college on 8 Jab 
marriago of tho clergy, permitted in the old 179(1. 

Irish church, still provailud, and did not A man of liberal views, ho protested while 
cease for some centuries. In 1180 Lon- u t Cambridge against tho sentence on Wil- 
ronce once more undertook the ollico of linm Freud Iq. v.], and was very intimate 
ambassador from King Kodoric to Henry, with Edward Daniel Clarke fq. v.], the tra- 
and proceeded lo England for tho purpose, valler, anti with Thomas Liobert Malthus 
accompanied by a son of Iloderio who was fq. v.], Ilio political economist. On 20 May 
to he loft as a hostage. But Ilonry, incensed i 70!) Otter, Clarke, Malthus, and a young etu- 
ntliis proceedings xu tho Laterau council, dent called Oripps, loft Cambridge for Ham- 
refuse.d to liston to him, and gave orders burg, and travelled for some timoin the north 
that ho was not to rolurn to Iroland. Rome of Europe. They sopavatod at tho Weneru 
iimo after, tlxo king having gone to Franco, LukoinSwcdiiiijiilarkunudOrippsproooedmg 
Lauronco determined to follow him, hoping northwards, while Otter and Malthus, os their 
Hint, ho would relent j but on lxis arrival at time was more limilod, continued ‘ioisuroly 
Abbovillo on 1 ho Somme, ho was seized with their tour through Sweden, Norway,Finland, 
fever, lie .would not rest tlxero, hut him- and a part of Unsain,’ Ho remained at Cam- 
tened on to Eu, whore a few days after ho bridge ns fellow and tutor until 1801, when 
died on 14 Nov. 1180. His love forhisown ho was instituted on 30 Juno lo the rectory 
nation was tho ruling passion of his life, of Oolmwovlli in Bedfordshire, and married 
Just before his death, speaking in Irish, ho at Loalhorhoad in Surrey, on 8 July 1801, 
lamented tho sad state of ids countryman Nancy Radloir, eldast daughter and even- 
now about to lose their pastor. ‘ All, foolish Inal coheiress of William Brnore, formerly 
and sonsolcss people,’ ho said ,' what art) you secretary to tho government and member of 
now to doP Who will euro vour mis'for- tlie supremo court at Calcutta, 
tunes P _ Who will hoal your’ lie was In hi ivy 1810 Otlor was appointed to the 
buried in tho church of Notro-Daine at Eu, rectory of Stunner in Essex, and hold it, 
whoro a side-cliapol boro hisuamo, and his with (Jolinworlli, until tho following year, 
rolios wore afterwards placed over the high when ho obtained tlxo more lucrative rectory 
altar in a silvov shrine, some of them being of Ohotwynd in Shropshire. From 1816 lie 
afterwards sent Lo Christ Church, Dublin, held, witli Chalwynd, the vicarage of Kinlet 
In 1226 he was canonised by Honorius HI, in Shropshire, ilo went to Oxford with his 
beingtho first,Irishman wholivod nuttworked wife and family in 1822, ns privalo tutor to 
in Iroland who rocoivod papal canonisation, tho third Lord Ongloy (cf. Life of Ileber, ii. 

(.Vila S. Laurent iiin Mossingham’s Florilogium ^mler * Hooiibh of non-residenco Otter 

Insulin Sanctorum, Paris, 1821; Limigaifs lire! hocame ilia minister of St. Mark’s Church, 
Hist. iv. 228-44; Oirnldus OamhronsiH (Itnlls Bennington, in 1825, and in 1880 ho was 
8or.); T.eland's Hist, of Iroland, i. 6-1, 57, 190; appointed the first, principal of King’s Col- 
ICtng's Hist, of tho Primacy of Armagh, p, 02; logo at London, thereby vacating all his 
O'Donovan's Annuls of tlio Four Masters, A,u, pin y io us profermeillfl. Tlocontinuou in charge 
1102, U07,1180.] T. O, of that institution until 1886, when ho was 

OTTEBY, JOHN (/?, 1470), Carmelite, " a ™ n08d t0 Mslxoprio of Chichester, 
and writer on music. Hoc Uotum.] being consecrated at Lambeth on 2 Oob. 

_ L J The ohiof acts of Otter's episcopate were 

OTTER, WILLIAM(1708-J810), bishop tho establishment (1888) of the diocesan 
of Qhiohestor, horn ntOuclcnoy, Nottingham- association for buildingclutrclios and schools, 
shire, iii 1768, was tho fourth sou of Edward and for augmenting the incomes of poor liy- 
Otter (1724-1785), vicar of that pnrUU, and ings awl curacies; tho fountfalion, conjointly 
of liolsover, SeorolilTo, and Upper Langwith with Dean Cliandlor, of tho theological col- 
iu Derbyshire. IBs mother was Dorothy, logo (1880); tho setting on foot of a training 
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school for masters; the institution of a 
weekly celebration in the cathedral (1889) j 
and the revival of the rural chapters, Atrain¬ 
ing college was erectod at Chichester by 
public subscription in 1849-60 as a memorial 
of his labours, and is still called the Otter 
College, though occupied as a training college 
for mistresses of elementary schools. 

Ho died at BroadstairB, Kent, on 20 Aug, 
1840, and was buried in Chichester Cathedral 
on 28 Aug. A small brass plate hearing a 
mitre, and simply inscribed * Gul, Otter, Epis. 
hdccoxxxyi-mdoccxl,’ marks the place of his 
intermen t at the east end of the choir, near the 
entrance to the lady-chapel. A more preten¬ 
tious monuinpnt, with a bust of him by Towne, 
is in the chapel at the ond of the north aisle. 
His portrait, nearly full-length, and seated in 
an armchair, was painted in replica by John 
Linnell in 1840. One picture belonged to his 
grandson, Robert Oiler Barry, formerly of 
Emperor’s Gate, London, and the other to 
Lord Belpev, It was exhibited at the Royal 
Academy, and a mezzotint-engraving was 
struck off in 1841 (Life qf John Linmll, i. 
294, ii. 241, 261), His widow died at 
Effingham in Surrey on 12 March 1800, and 
was buried tliore on 17 March. Their oldest 
son, the Venerablo W. B. Otter, was arch¬ 
deacon of Lowes; the second son, Alfred 
William Otter, settled in Canada. The eldest 
daughter married the Rev. Henry Maltbus, 
vicar of Effingham, son of the political econo¬ 
mist ; the second married the first Lord 
llomilly; the fourth became the wife of Sir 
William Milbourne Jamos fa. v.L lord justies; 
uud the fifth was married to the first Lord 
Helper. 

Otter was author of ‘The Lifa and Re¬ 
mains of E. D. Clarke,’ 1824, a new edition 
of which, with a few alterations and addi¬ 
tions, was published in 1826 in two volumes. 
It contained numerous loiters which he had 
addressed to Clarke. A memoir of Malthus 
contributed by him to the ‘ Atheneeum ’ in 
January 1836 (pp. 82-4) was expanded into 
the memoir published with the 1830 edition 
of tho ‘Principles ofPolitical Economy.’ Ho 
was ‘ ihorougldy acquainted with the cha¬ 
racter und views ’ of Malthus, and had^ fol¬ 
lowed tho rise and progress of his opinions. 
Mr. Bonav suggests that the epitaph in Bath 
Abbey to that philosopher was written by 
Otter (Malthus and his Work, p. 426). 

Otter also published many single sermons 
and oliargos, and after his death a volume of 
‘Pastoral Addresses’ (1841) was published 
by his widow, with the assistance of Arch¬ 
deacon Hare. ’In 1812 he wrote * A Vindi¬ 
cation of Churchmen who become Members 
pf the British and Foreign Bible Society’ 


from the strictures of Dr. Herbert Marsh 
[q. v.], which was printed at Cambridge, 
and reissued in a second edition at Brox- 
bourne; and he also published in that year 
‘ An Examination of Dr. Marsh’s Answer to 
all the Arguments in favour of the British 
and Foreign Bible Society.’ Many letters to 
and from him were in the possession of Mr. 
J. L Otter of Dr. Johnson's Buildings, 
Temple. The bishop was a fellow of the 
Linnean Society. 

[Sent. Mag. 1840 pt. ii. pp. 639-41, 1800 pt. 
i. p. 422 ; Heliquary, xni. plate 29 ; Miscell. 
Genual, et Heraldica, iii. new ser. 304-6, 328-9; 
Le Nave’s Fasti, i 261, Baker’s St. John’s, 
Cambridge, ed. Mayor, ii. 736,824-6; Stephens's 
8. Saxon Diocese, pp. 261-4.] W. P. 0. 

OTTERBOURNE, NICHOLAS (/, 
1448-1469), clerk-register of Scotland, is 
mentioned on 9 Jan. 1449-60 as master of 
arts, canon of the church of Glasgow, and 
official of Lothian {Iteg. Mag. Sig. Scot. 
1424-1618, entry 301); on 20 March 1449- 
1460 as secretary to James II (ib. entry 829), 
and in 1454 as clerk of the rolls ( Dxcheqver 
Rolls of Scotland , 1487-64, entry 809). II e 
wob one of those sent in February 1448 to 
France on a confidential mission in connec¬ 
tion with the king’s marriage. On 3 Nov. 
1460 he had a warrant of safe-conduct for 
three months to pass into France ( Cal. Bocvr 
meats relating to Scotland, 1857-1509, entry 
1228); on 3 June 1466 a warrant from the 
king of England for a safe-conduct to Eng¬ 
land for four months (id. entry 1271); and 
on 11 May 1466 a warrant for three months 
(id, entry 1276). On 18 July 1469 he had 
a safe-conduct, with others, into England to 
con for with English commissioners at New¬ 
castle (ib. entry 1301). He is stated to have 
been the author of‘Epithalamium Jacobill, 
Lib. I.’ 

[Authorities mentioned in the text; Tanner’s 
Bibl. Brit.; Dempster's Bistoria Eccli-s.] 

T. P, H, 

OTTERBOURNE, THOMAS (J. 1400), 
historian, is commonly stated to nave been 
a Franciscan. Sir 1'homas Gray (d. 1869) 
[q, v.], in the prologue to his ‘ Scala Chro¬ 
nica,’ alleges that he hod mode use of a chro¬ 
nicle by Thomas Otterbourne, a Franciscan 
friar and doctor of divinity. A friar ofthat 
name was sixty-fifth reader of his order at 
Oxford, and must have leotured before I860, 
ond probably not later than 1846. This 
would ogres sufficiently well withthe state¬ 
ment in tho ‘ Scala Chronica,’ but the friar 
clearly cannot have been the author of the 
chronicle which now passes under his name, 
and oomes down to 1420. There was an* 

4x2 
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other Thomas Otterbourne who was pre¬ 
sented to tlio rectory of Iladdiscoe, Norfolk, 
on 3 Oct. 1383, and a Thomas Otterbourne 
received the rectory of Ohingford on 17 Nov. 
1393, and was ordainod priest on 19 Sopt. 
1894. The rector of Ohingford, whose suc¬ 
cessor, Ifonry Winslowe, died in 1488, may 
porkaps have been the historian, and would 
probably have died about 1421. Iloarno 
conjectured that there had been two writers 
of the name, one under Edward JTI, the 
other under Houry IV and llenry V; ho 
supports his conjecture by the statement 
that somo ancient manuscripts of the his¬ 
tory reached no further than the reign of 
Edward HI; there is such a copy in Colton 
MS. Julius, A. viii, which onds with 1359, 
but dates from Iho latter part of tlia liflounth 
century. Otterbourne the Franciscan was, 
presumably, like Sir Thomas Gray, a native 
of Northumberland, and it is natural that 
any work of his should have boon known to 
his follow-countryman j but tliore seems no 
sullleient ground for connecting him at all 
with the oxisling chronicle 1 , which hears no 
marks of having boon written by a Francis¬ 
can ; suoh notices of tlio order as aro given 
by Walsingliam and in tho ‘ Eulogium 11 is- 
toriarum ’ aro soinatimos omitted and usually 
shortened. Tlio notices of northern events 
appear to he most numerous in tho first, 
years of tho reign of .Richard II, at which 
time tlio future vuctor of Ohingford may be 
reasonably conjectured to have been still 
resident in his native county. 

Ollorbounio's chronicle begins with the 
legendary history of Britain, and comes 
down 1o 1420. Until tho reign of Ed¬ 
ward III it is of no groat length, and is 
fullest for tho reigns of Richard It and 
Henry IV. Tlio writer appears to havn 
drawn from the same sources as Walsing- 
linni, but in the last eighty years or his nar¬ 
rative ho records somo facts which aro not 
montiouud elsewhere, and which appear to 
rest oil good authority, Tho only ancient 
complete manuscript is Harley 3048, which 
dates from tlio fifteenth century, and was 
formerly at Eton. Holinshod, m his cata¬ 
logue of authors, refers to Ibis manuscript 
ns ‘ compiled by somo Norlhorn-mail, as some 
suppose mimed Ottovbovne.’ Tliore is a 
six]ountli-onntury transcript of this manu¬ 
script in Gotten MS. Vilollius F. ix, which 
was damaged in the lire of 1781. Uoarno 
edited Otterbouvne’s chronicle from a copy 
which ho had procured of tlm Cotton manu¬ 
script., and published it with Wliutlmmst ede’s 
‘Chronicler in two volumes, Oxford, 1732. 
Fits ascribes to Otlorboiumo a treatise ‘Do 
suceossiono eomitum Northumbrian j * this,no 


doubt, refers to soma notes in 
3043 F. 1. i. 


Harleian MS. 


[Monumonla Franriscana, p. 534 (BoIIb Sor )■ 
Gray’s Simla Chionica, p. 4 (Maitland Club)’ 
Ilearno’B Preface, pp. xxiv-xxxii and lxixrml 
xci. whore the statements of Island, Bale, and 
others aro reprinted; Tanner's Bibl. Brit.-Hib 
p. 667 ; Neweourt'Bllopertorium,ii. 148; Little’s 
Uroy Friars in Oxford, pp, 174-6, Oxf. Hist.Son. 
The noticos given by Wadding and Sbaraltsa con¬ 
tain no independent information ] C. L. K. 

OTTERBURNE, Sin ADAM (d. 1648) 
king’s advocate of Scotland and ambassador 
is generally described down to 1633 as ‘of 
Auldhamo ’ (Aldham), a Bmall parish closo 
to Tantallon CaBtlo on the Haddingtonshire 
coast, now incorporated with that of White- 
kirlf. It may bo presumed that Aldham was 
liis birthplaco, or at all events the Beat of 
his family. 

Otterburne first appears in 1618 as one of 
tlio ruooivors of Margaret Tudor's jointure 
routs in Scotland ( Letters and Papers, ii. 
4077 V Throe years lat or lio was already a 
mombor of the royal council, and by 1626 
king's advocate and recorder of Edinburgh, of 
which city lie was lord provost in 1631 and 
1544, if not oftenor ( Hamilton Papers, ii. 
lOfl; Acts of tints. Pari. ii. 832; FanUra, 
xiii. 744 ; State Papers, iv. 37(i). Wo ought, 
perhaps, to assign to tlio former year his 
energetic effort as provost, to stamp out an 
outbreak of tho plague which the ‘ Diurnal of 
Ouourronts’(p. 14) places in 1629. Ottor- 
biirnu’s diplomatic skill was in constant re¬ 
quisition from 1621 in the critical state of 
tlio relations of England and Scotland, 
Henry VIII was endeavouring, wilh the aid 
of his Bister [see jVIauuaudt Tuimit], to 
break up tlio HcoCo-Froncli alliance during 
tho nonage of liis nephew Junius V j and in 
1624, whilo the English commissioners were 
negotiating for a truce at Berwick with 
Ottovburno, they had reason to bolievo that 
they had raudo iiirn aeouvort. TliomnsMag- 
nns [q.v.j, Henry Vltl’s envoy, wrote of 
him, in November, as ‘ a sad and onB of the 
wisest moil in Edinburgh, woll learned, and 
of good experience and practice, and very 
favourable and forward in our causes' (State 
Papers, iv. 2.32, 230). After Angus bad 
forced liis way into tlio regency early in the 
next year, Magnus recommended Oltorburne 
to Henry for a pension ‘ for good service done' 
(it), iv. 870). if the advocate bad grown up 
imdor the shadow of Angus’s stronghold at 
Tantallon, this might help to explain h'i8 pre¬ 
ference of an English to a French connection. 
In tho truce negotiations daring tho lator 
months of 1626, Magnus was more ploased 
with him than with Angus; ‘ Good Mr. Otter- 
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burns hath, taken pain in my company both 
ridingand going at sundry times’ (w. iv. 416). 
Be had presented him with 1 cramp-rings ’ 
with which Otterburne had ‘ relieved a man 
in tho falling sickness in the sight of much 
people' (ib. iv. 449). But when James threw 
off the tutelage of Angus in the summer of 
1698, and drove him into England, Magnus 
complained that the advocate sought to win 
«other far foreign friends than England ’ 
(Letters and Papers, iv. 6004). There is 
some reason to believo that he would have 
preferred an imperial alliance as the best 
guarantee of the independence of Scotland. 
So long as James cultivated friendly rela¬ 
tions with England, Angus was powerless, 
and Otterburne stood high in his young sove¬ 
reign’s confidence, and was employed in all 
his negotiations with England. He helped 
to conclude the five yeavs truceof December 
1628, and when it ran out was sent to Lon¬ 
don in November 1638, charged with James’s 
< inward mind ’ to discuss the basis of the 
peace, of which Henry, owing to the compli¬ 
cations arising out of hiB divorce, was now 
desirous (State Papers, iv.0G4), In conjunc¬ 
tion with Stewart, bishop of Aberdeen, he 
concluded peace with England on 11 May 
1684, for the joint lives of the two kings and 
one year beyond (Letters and Papers, vii. 
83, il4, 171,194, 214, 393, 630, 647). A 
week later Otterburne informed the imperial 
ambassador, Chapuys, with whom ho had 
frequent interviews, that if a mandate came 
from tho pope against England the Scots 
would malco no difficulty in repudiating the 
treaty; but in tho spring he assured Cromwell 
that the peace would never he broken (ib. p. 
690 j viii. 333). While in England he had 
been knighted, and was henceforth known as 
Sir Adam Otterburne of Eeidholl (lledhall), 
on tho wator of Leith, a mile or two south 
of Edinburgh (ib. vii. 194; Diurnal, p. 18). 

In March 1636, when Henry was seoking 
an interview at York with his nephew, in the 
hope of persuading him to imitate his eccle¬ 
siastical policy, Otterburne was once more 
despatched to London (Letters and Papers, 
x. 421), James had made up his mind not 
to yield to his undo’s wishes, and in tho 
autumn wont to Prance to bring back a wife. 
The Douglasses at once began to move and 
mado overtures to Otlerburno. It was re¬ 
ported from Franco that those around the 
king threatened to have the advocate hanged 
for spooking to Angus and his brother, Sir 
George Douglas, when in London (ib. x, 
636, xi. 910). It was not, however, until 
12 Oct. 1638 that Otterburne was put under 
arrest atDuwbarlon for ‘interleaguings with 
the Douglasses.’ IIo lay there nearly a year 


and was then pardoned on payment of a 
great fine (Diurnal, p. 23; State Papers, v. 
141, 160). In the negotiations which pre¬ 
ceded the outbreak of war with England in 
1542 he was again employed, but does not 
seem to have Been restored to the office of 
advocate (Hamilton Papers, i. 170). After 
Solway Moss, Otterburne was naturally 
one of the embassy charged to make the best 
terms with the victor that circumstances al¬ 
lowed, But neither his dislike of the French 
connection nor his relations with the Dou¬ 
glasses could reconcile him to the marriage 
of the Scots queen with the heir of the Eng¬ 
lish crown, which Henry made a condition 
of peace. He frankly tola Sadler, the English 
ambassador, that the treaty, which had been 
accepted in the first moment of helplessness, 
would never bo performed. 1 If,’ said ha,‘ your 
lad was a lass and our lass a lad, would'you 
then be so earnest in this matter? Our nation, 
being a stout nation, will never agree to have 
an Englishman to be king of Scotland. And 
though tliewbole nobility of the realm would 
consent to it, yet our common people and the 
stones in the street would rise and rebel 
against it ’ (Sadler Papers, iii. 326). The 
event did not belie Otterburne’s reputation 
as ' a wise man aB any wag in Scotland ’ (ib.) 
Henceforth Sadler counted him a member ‘ or 
the Cardinal’s faction, and a great enBmy 
of tho king’s majesty’s purposes' (Hamilton 
Papers, ii. 106). He naturally attached him¬ 
self to Cardinal Beaton, who regarded the 
French connection ns the guarantee for Scot¬ 
tish independence of England, rather than to 
the queen-dowager, Mary of Guise [q.v.], 
who would have made Scotland little more 
tkanaprovince of France. It is true that one 
authority of the time has been appealed to as 
showing that Otterburne was ready to betray 
his country to the English. When the Earl of 
HertfoidlandedalaTge force near Leith in the 
first days of May 1644, to enforce the marriage 
by burning ana slaying, ‘ the town of Edin¬ 
burgh,’ says the 1 Diurnal of Occurrents’ (p. 
81), ‘ cauiB forth in their sight, butthe provost, 
Mr, Adam Otterburne, betrayed them, and. 
fled home.’ But the account of these events 
in tho‘Diurnal’ is not strictly contemporary 
and in other pointB inaccurate and confused. 
The letter of an English eye-witness printed 
in tho same year, and reprinted by Mr. 
Goldsmid at lidinburgh, agrees with Lesley 
(p. 180) that the provost only wont out to 
parley with the invaders after the regent 
Arran and the cardinal had withdrawn their 
small force before Hertford’s overwhelming 
numbers, and that he, nevertheless, rejected 
the demand for unconditional submission. 
Otterburne continued to sit in almost every 
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Scots parliament down to 1548, and in 1640 
was sent to England witli David Punter 
[ q, v.] 1 0 convoy the ratification of Scotland's 
inclusion in tho treaty of Campu between 
Prance and England (Arts of Scots Part, ii. 
451, &c.; Fcedem, xv. 1)3). In May 1647 ho 
was again accredited to England, this time 
by Mary of Guise herself (Tjioupii, Calendar, 
i. 63). ' More than a year later lie was with 
the army besieging tho English in Hadding¬ 
ton, and about the beginning of >1 uly received 
a wound in tho head, from which I 10 seems 
tohavo died (ib, i. HO), 

[Acts uf tho Heats Parliament; Byinor’s 
Pcedoni, original edit., Onlendar of Luttors and 
l J apoi'H of the Keign of Ilonry VIII, od. iirawor 
and Guirdner j Htnto Papers of the Hoign of 
Ifonry VIII, ad. by tho ltocurd Commission; 
Thorpe's Calendar of State Papers rotating to 
Scotland, 1500-1600; Sudlor Tapers od, Sir 
Wultor Scott,; Hamilton I’lipors, ed. Jos. Bain ; 
Diluvial of TltmmrhMo Or our r ruth, Ifil -1-76, 
aud Lesloy'sUistoryof Scotland (both published 
by tho liaanatyno Club),] J. T-t. 

OTTHEN, D’OTTHEN, or D’OTIION, 
IIll’POUUATl'iy ( (l . UHl), physician, was 
descended of a noble family of Olthons in 
Alsaco, but was edueated and Immune doctor 
of medicine at tho university of Mont- 
pellior, France. LIo came to England in 
tho I rain of liis fnlhor, the emperor's phy¬ 
sician, who had been summoned by Q.itoon 
Elizabeth, Pressed into tho sorvico of tlio 
Earl of Loicesl er, 1 who desired him to pertain 
unto him,' 1m continued in tho latter’s ser¬ 
vice for many years, both at homo and in 
the Low Countries. JIa was admitted 11 
licentiate of tho lloynl College of Physicians 
on 4 July 1689, being described as 1 vir 
doetns ot prncticiitor bonus. 1 On tho death 
of Ijoiceslor he entered tho surviee of tho 
Earl of Essex, and, by Elizabeth's command, 
attended him in tho wars of Franco and tho 
expedition to Ondiz. After his return to 
England lie was ordered by Elizabeth to 
attend Monnljoy in Ireland. Do stthso- 
qnenhly accompanied, in tho same capacity of 
physician, Llm Earl of Hertford, tin* English 
ambassador to the Archduke of Austria, Thu 
rest of liis life was spent in private praoliro. 
On 12 Juno 1(109 ho was incorporated IM.I>, 
at Oxford. Ho died on 3 Nov. J 011, and 
was buried in tho church of Hi. (Jlonient 
Danes, London, where a monument, with 
inscription, was erected to his memory on 
tho south skin of the chancel (see Htow, 
Survey of London, iv 118). Olllion married 
Dorothy, a daughter of linger Drew of Dens- 
worth m Sussex, esquire. After liis death 
sho married Sir Stephan Thoriiliuvst of Kent, 
and died on 12 June 1(120, aged 65, Kite 


was buried in Canterbury Cathedral, where a 
monument was erected to her memory. 

I Tho inscription referred to supra and Musk's 
Coll, of Phys.; 8low's Sumy, iv. 113(1720 
odit.); Poster’s Alumni Oxon,; Wood's Past; 
Oxon. i. 335. | W, A S 

OTTLEY, WILLIAM YOUNG (j.7n_ 
188C), writer on art and amateur artist, bom 
near Thatcbam, Berkshire, 011 0 Aug. 1771 
was the sun of an oilioer in the guards. He 
became a pupil of George Coil or Ouitt the 
elder [q. v.l and studiod in the Royal Aca¬ 
demy schools, In 1791 he went to Itnly, and 
stayed tliore ten years, studying art and col¬ 
lecting pictures, drawings, and engravings. 
On his return lie became a loading authority 
on matloi's of taste, and assisted collectors in 
tho purchase of works of art and the for¬ 
mal ion of picture galleries. liis own fine 
collection of drawings by old Italian mas¬ 
ters lie sold to Sir Thomas Lawrence [q.y.] 
for 8,0001. II, formed tho principal part 
of the magnificent, collect ion of that artist, 
tlio dispersion of which, at, hie death, was 
a cause for national regret, Bat OtHey 
is clticily known ns a writer on art, and by 
tho series of Jtnoly ilhifltrated works which 
ho published, llu began in 1806 with the 
first part of 1 Tim Italian Hcliool of Design,’ 
a Bonus of ot citings by himself, after draw¬ 
ings by tho old masters. The socond part 
was publ whed in 1813 and the third in 1828, 
when the whole work was wmiod in one 
volume. In 181(1 lie published an 'Inquiry 
into l ho Origin and Early History of En¬ 
graving on (kipper and Wood,’wliicli was 
followed by four folio volumes of engravings 
of ‘The Htnllbrd Gallery,’ In JH2(i came 
' A Kories of 1’lnton after tlio Early Floren¬ 
tine Artist, h,’ Two volumes followed in 
1820 8 of facsimiles, by himself, of prints 
and etchings by masters of the Italian and 
other siihoiils. I 11 1881 lie published 1 No¬ 
tices of Engravers and their Works;’ the 
cinnmoneumimt of a dictionary of artists, 
which lie decided not to continue; and in 
1803, after liis death, appeared ‘A 11 Inquiry 
into (ho Invention of Printing,’which may 
bo regarded as a companion (0 liis work 
on the origin of engraving. Besides these 
works, he published in 1801 a catalogue of 
Italian pictures, which lie had acquired 
during his stay in Italy from the Oolomia, 
Borglieso, and OorsiniPalaces; ‘ADescrip¬ 
tive (Jotalogue of l,lie Puitiiresin tho National 
Gullory,’ J820; anil' Observations on a MS, 
in llm British MiiHuiim,’ a controversy con¬ 
cerning Oicoro’s translation of an astrono¬ 
mical poem by Aratus. r 
To IH88 Ottloy appeared for the first and 
last, time us an exhibitor at tho ltoyal Aca- 
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demy, llis contribution ms a spirited but 
unfinished drawing of 4 The Battle of the 
Angela; ’ and in the same year he was ap¬ 
pointed keeper of prints in the British Mu¬ 
seum, a post he retained till his death on 
26 May 1886. Some vigorous pencil and 
tinted drawings, dated 1804, show mastery of 
drawing and imagination, Similar drawings 
are in the British Musoum, 

Although Ottley's writings did not reach 
a very high standard, and are now superseded, 
they were of much service in spreading know¬ 
ledge and stimulating inquiry, and have fur¬ 
nished material for later writers, In the 
British Museum are catalogues of two sales 
of his pictures, in 1811 and 1887. 

[Redgrave's Diet.; Bryan's Diet. ed. Graves 
and Armstrong; Engl. Cycl.] C. H. 

OTWAY, CiESAlt (1780-1842), miscel¬ 
laneous writer, son of Loft us Otwav, was 
born in 1780 in co. Tipporaiy of an English 
family long settled there. De matriculated 
at Trinity College, Dublin, on 6 Dec. 1796, 
being then sixteen years of age, graduated 
B.A. in 1801, and, after being ordained, was 

g iven the curacy of a country parish, where 
e remained seventeen years. Ilia second 
appointment was to the assistant-chaplaincy 
of Loeson Street Magdalen Chapel, Dublin, 
whevo lie became one of 1 ho leading preachers, 
in conjunction with Joseph HundcrsonSinger 
[q. v.J ho started, in 1826, the ‘ Christian 
Examinor,’ the firsL Irish religious magazine 
associated with the established chinch, It 
was in this periodical that William Carle- 
ton, encouraged by Otway, began his literary 
carocr. Otway was on enthusiastic antiquary 
and an admirer of Irish scenery, and he co¬ 
operated with George Petrie [q. v.] in the 
first volume of the ‘ Dublin Penny Journal,’ 
in which he wrote under the pseudonym of 
4 Torence O'Toolo.’ lie was also a contributor 
to the 4 Dublin University Magazine.’ 111- 
heulth prevented him from realising his 
design of writing a history of Ireland, and of 
editing the wonts of Sir James Ware. lie 
died in Dublin on 16 March 1842. 

Ilia works are i 1. 4 ALetterto the Roman I 
Catholic Priests of Ireland ’ (signed 1 0.0.’), 
8vo, 1814. 2. 4 A Looture on Miracles ... 
with Appendices,’ 8vo, 1828. 8. 4 Sketches 
in Ireland,’ anon. 8vo, 1827. 4. 4 A Tour in 
Connaught,’ anon. 8vo, 1889. 6, ‘ Sketches 
in Erris and Tyrawly,' anon. _8vo, 1841. 
6. ‘The Intellectuality of DomestioAnimals,’ 
a looture, 16mo, 1847. 

[Atlionffium, 1812, p 284 ; Dublin University 
Miigiumo, vols„xiv. xix, (portraiL); information 
frmn Dr. Ingram, Trim Coll. Dublin; Wills's 
Irish Nation, iv. 458-8.] D. J. O'D. 


OTWAY, Sib ROBERT WALLER 
(1770-1840), admiral, second son of Cooke 
Otway of Castle Otway, co. Tipperary, by 
Elizabeth, daughter of Samuel Waller of 
Lisbrian, Tipperary, was born on 20 April 
1770 (Poster). He entered the navy in 
April 1781 on hoard the Elizabeth, guard- 
ship at Portsmouth, with Captain Robert 
Kingsmill. In September 1786 be joined 
the Phaeton in the Mediterranean. The 
Phaeton was paid off in August 1780, and 
in November Otway joined the Trusty, going 
to the Mediterranean with the broad pen¬ 
nant of Commodore Cosby. On the return of 
the Trusty in February 1789, he was entered 
on board the Blonde, going to the West 
Indies, where, and on the coast of Africa, 
in different ships, he remained till promoted 
to the rank of lieutenant on 8 A ug. 1793. In 
December he was appointed to the Impreg¬ 
nable of 98 guns, hearing the flag of Rear- 
admiral Benjamin Caldwell [q. r.], and in 
her was present in the battle of 1 June 
1791. On this occasion the Impregnable’s 
forstopsail-yard was badly injured, and Ot¬ 
way, accompanied by a midshipman, going 
aloft, succeeded in securing it so that the 
ship remained under control—a timely ser¬ 
vice, for which Caldwell publicly thanked 
him on the quarter-deck. Shortly after¬ 
wards, when, on his appointment as com¬ 
mander-in-chief in the West Indies, he shifted 
his flag to the Majestic, he took Otway with 
him as first lieutenant, and in the following 
January promoted him to the command of 
the Thorn sloop. 

In her, in April, Otway captured La Belle 
Oriole, a large schooner fitted out from 
Guadeloupe by Victor Hugues, in order to 
co-operate with the disaffected inhabitants 
of Saint-Pierre, Martinique, in burning the 
town and massacring the royalists, who, in 
acknowledgment of the service thus unwit¬ 
tingly rendered them, presented Otway with 
a sword valued at two hundred guineas. In 
May he captured the Oourrier National, a 
sloop of greatly superior force (cf. James, 
i. 821). lie afterwards rendered important 
assistance against the insurgents in St. Vin¬ 
cent and Grenada, and on 30 Oct. 1796 was 
posted by Sir John Lnforey [a. v,], the new 
commander-in-chief, to the 82-gun frigate 
Mermaid (see Rax.ee, iv, 6 n.) In her, and 
afterwards in tliB Geres of 82 guns and the 
Trent of 80, Otway, continuing in the West 
Indies for the next five years, had a singu¬ 
larly adventurous and successful cat er. He 
had an important share in the capture of 
Grenada in 1796; he cut out or destroyed 
several large privateers; and in July 1799, 
having information that the frigate Her- 
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mione [see Pisot, lluair ; d. 1797; Hamil¬ 
ton, Sir Edward] was 111 La Quayva, lio 
wont, thither, and on tlio night of tlio 7tli 
pulled in with two of his boats, The Iler- 
mione, however, was not there; but, finding 
11 aorvelto which had lately arrivod from 
Spain, he boarded and carried hoi‘, and by 
break of day had towod hor out, of range 
of the batteries. But it was a dead calm ; 
a flotilla of gunboats was seen coining out in 
pursuit; and defence or escape soomed equally 
impossible. (Jtway ordered two guns, loaded 
to tlio muzzle, to be got ready, and when 
the gunboats wero 011 tlio point of boarding, 
fired them through the corvette’s bottom. 
The gunboats had as much as they could 
do to savo tlioir countrymen from drowning, 
and in tho confusion Ot way drew off his luon 
in his own boats. In his six years in the West 
Indies he was said to have captured or de¬ 
stroyed two hundred of the onomy’s priva¬ 
teers or merchantmen. Tho Trout, in 1799 
and 1800, ‘is supposed to have niadoas many 
captures as over fell to tho lot of one vessel 
in the snmo space of timo’ (Duijnton, Naval 
/Union/, ii. 448). 

In November 1800 tho Trent returned to 
England with the ling of Mir Clyde Parker 
(1739-1807) [q. v.], with whom Otway wont 
to the ltoyal George, and tlianco.in February 
1801, t,o tho London, when Parker took 
command of tho flout, for the Baltic, It is 
said, apparently on Otway’s authority 
(Hauu; O'Byiind), tlial it was at his sug¬ 
gestion that tho fleet advanced against Copen¬ 
hagen through the Mound instead of by tho 
Great Bolt. During tho battle which fol¬ 
lowed, whon tho commiiudor-in-chiof deter¬ 
mined to hoist the celebrated signal to ' dis¬ 
continue tho action,’ Otway was Rent to tho 
Elephant with a verbal message to Nelson 
to disregard if if ho .saw any probability of 
success [see Nelson, T Co ratio, Viscount} 
Ho was sent homo with despatches, and, on 
rejoining tho flag in August, was appoint ud to 
the Edgar, in winch ho wont mil, to tlio West 
Indies, and returned in July 1809. During 
1804-6 ho commanded tho Montagri off JIreut 
under Cornwallis; in the spring of 1800 ho 
was detncliod, under tho command of Sir ili- 
ohard John Straolian [q. v. ], in pursuit of t lie 
French squadron under Willaumez, mid in 
1807 was Hunt to tho Mediterranean, wiioro 
ho was employed on the coast of Onlftbria, and 
afterwards, in 1808. on the const of Catalonia 
in oo-opoval,ion with tho Spanish patriots. In 
August 1808 ho wan moved to tlio Malta for 
a passage to England j but in tlm following 
May ho again went, out to tlio Mediterranean 
in command of tlio Ajax, in which, and 
afterwards in tho Cumberland, ho wus 


employed in the continuous blockade of 
Toulon and the French coast. In December 
1811 his health gavo way, and bo wob com¬ 
pelled to invalid. In May 1818 lie was 
again appointed to the Ajax, for service in 
the Channel and Bay of 1 Biscay, j n the 
autumn ho co-operated with the army m the 
siege of San Sobastian, and early m 1814 
convoyed a fleet of transports, with some 
fivo thousand troops on board, from Bor¬ 
deaux to Quebec. He afterwards assisted in 
equipping the flotilla on Lake Champlain. 

On 4 June 1814 Otway was promoted to the 
rank of rear-admiral, and from 1818 to 1821 
was commandor-in-cliiof at Leith. On8 June 
1820 ho was nominated a TC.O.B., and at the 
same time was appoint cd comniandoT-in-chief 
on the South American station, then—in the 
turmoil of insurrection, revolution, and civil 
war—a post calling for constant watchfulness 
and Lact, Ho returned to England in 1829. 
On 22 .Tuly 1830 ho was promoted to bo vioe- 
admirnl, and on 16 Sept. 1881 was created a 
baronet. Uo was promoted to bo admiral on 
23 Nov. 184J ,and was nominated a G-.0.B. on 
8 May 18-16. He died suddenly on 12 May 
1848. Ho had married, in 1801, Clementina, 
eldoBt daughter of Admiral John Holloway, 
and by hor had a large family. Ilis two 
oldest sons, both commanders in the navy, 
predocoasod him; tho third, George Graham 
Otway, succeeded to the baronetcy. A por¬ 
trait., lent by Sir Arthur John Otway, tlm 
fourth son and third baronet, was in the 
Naval Exhibition of 1801. 

[MnrbhaU’s Hoy. Nav. Biogr. i, 001, and xil. 
(vol, iv. pt. ii.) 427; Itulfo’o Naval Biogr. iv. 1 
(with a portrait, ‘ engraved from a miniature in 
tho possession of Lady Otway’) j O’Hymo’sNav. 
Biogr. Did.; James's Naval History; Foster’s 
IliiTonetiigo.] J. K. L. 

OTWAY, THOMAS (1062-1686), dra¬ 
matist, born nt Trotton, near Midliursl, 
Sussex, on 8 March 1061-2, was. only son of 
Humphrey Otway, at tho timo curato of 
Trotton. Tho father, after graduating from 
Christ's College, Cambridge (B.A. 1636, and 
M.A. 1638), was admitted a pensioner of 
St„ John's College in the same university 
(Mayor, Admissions to St, John’s College, 1. 
48). In Ins soil’s infancy lie became rootor 
of Woolbuding, throe miles from Trotton. A 
Rnrmnsnr was appointed to tlio rectory in 
1670, which was doubt less the yoarof Ilum- 

^ Otway's death, ilo was poor, and 
is son (tho loiter lolls us) no inherit¬ 
ance beyond his loyalty. A silver flagon, 
still used in holy communion in Wooiued- 
ing oluirch, hears an inscription stating that 
it was tlio gift in 1703 of Humphrey Otway’s 
widow Elisabeth. 



i*4t 


Otway 

Thomas was educated at Winchester Col¬ 
lege. His name appears in the ‘ Long Roll ’ 
for 1868 as a commoner, and one of five 
hoarding in college. About 1789-40 a 
< marble,’ with his name, the date ‘ 1670,’ 
and the initials ‘ W. 0.’ and ‘ J. W.’ carved 
upon it, was placed in sixth chamber in col¬ 
lege. The initials apparently represent the 
names of those who erected the memorial— 
William Collins, the poet, and JosephWarton, 
who were scholars and prefects in 1789-40. 
In his vacations, spent at Woolbeding, Otway 
seems to have beguiled a port of his leisure 
by scribbling scraps of Latin over the parish 
register, in which his signature may still be 
seen attachod to many irrelevant Latin quo¬ 
tations. On 27 May 1609, at the age of 
seventeen, he entered Christ Church, Oxford, 
as a commoner. Among his chief friends 
there was Anthony Cary, fifth viscount 
Falkland, soma five years his junior, who 
matriculated at Christ Church on 21 May 
1672. Otway was from an early age devoted 
to the theatre, and Falkland fully shared his 
sympathies (of. Caius Marius, Ded.) Otway 
left the university in the autumn of 1672, 
without a degree. The year before, while in 
London, he introduced himself to Mrs. Aphra 
Behn, and eagerly accepted her proposal that 
he should play the small part of the king in 
her ‘ Forc'd Marriage, or the Jealous Bride¬ 
groom,’ which was on the point of produc¬ 
tion at the theatre in Dorset Gardens. The 
experiment proved a complete failure. * The 
full house put him to such a sweat and tre¬ 
mendous agony [that], being dash’t, [it] spoilt 
him for an actor ’ (Downes, liosoius Anglica- 
nus, 1708, p. 34). Otway did not appear on 
the stage again, but thenceforward occupiod 
himselt in writing plays. When Mrs. Belin’s 
‘Forc'd Marriage’was published in 1671, 
‘Mr. Westwood' figured in the cast os the king. 

In 1675 there was produced, at Dorset 
Garden Theatre, Otway’s first tragedy, in five 
acts of heroic verse, entitled ‘Alcibiades.’ 
The story was drawn, with many modifi¬ 
cations, from Nepoa and Plutarch. There 
is much bombast and no indisputable sign 
of talont in Otway’s treatment of his theme. 
At a later date he apologised for making his 
hero a ‘ squeamish gentleman ’ (Don Carlos, 
I’ref.) j but the title-rfile in the hands of 
Bettarton proved attractive, while Mrs. Bet¬ 
terton and Mrs. Barry, who on this occasion 
‘ gave the first indication of her rising merit,’ 
were acceptable to tho audience in the parts 
respectively of Timandra and Draxilla (Ge- 
nebt, 1.177; Davies, Dramatic Miscellanies, 
iii. 170). Tho Earl of Rochester commended 
the piece, and brought Otway to the notice 
of the Duke of York, ‘ Alcibiades ’ was at 
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onoe published, with a dedication to Charles, 
earl of Middlesex (2nd edit. 1687). 

A year later Otway achieved a wider re¬ 
putation (Lambaim). On 16 June 1676 a 
license was granted for the performance at 
Dorset Gardens of his * Don Carlos,’ another 
rhyming play. The plot was adapted from a 
French historical romance of the same name 
by the Abb6 St. Bird, -which had been pub¬ 
lished in London in an English translation in 
1674. Schiller's ‘ Don Carlos ’ is drawn horn 
the same French original, and the many close 
resemblances between the English and Ger¬ 
man plays have offered a suggestive field for 
criticism in Germany (Ueber Otway’s und 
Schiller’s Don Carlos, von Jacob Lowenberg, 
LippBtadt, 1880; Otway’s, Schiller's und St. 
Deal's Don Carlos, von Ernst Muller, Mark- 
groningen, 1888). Betterton played PhilipH, 
and ‘all the parts were admirably acted 
(Downes). The piece, despite the sanguinary 
extravagances or its concluding scene, was 
repeated ten consecutive nights, and ‘got 
more money than any preceding tragedy’ (ti.) 
The statement in Cibber’s ‘ Lives ’ that it was 
played thirty nights together is an obvious 
exaggeration. In his ‘ Session of tho Poets’ 
Rochesterwrites that thB piece filled Otway’s 
pockets. Betterton told Booth that ‘Don 
Carlos ’ ‘ was infinitely more applauded and 
better followed for many years than’ any 
other of Otway’s productions (Letters of 
Aaron Hill-, Genxst, i. 191). Only one re¬ 
vival after Otwav’e death is noted by Genest 
—that at Drury Lone on 27 July 1708, when 
Barton Booth played Philip II j but, according 
to Davies (iii,179),itwa8 acted again about 
1780 at Lincoln’s Inn Fields, with Boheme 
as Philip and Mrs. Seymour as the queen, 
and its reception restored the falling fortunes 
of that playhouse. The first edition was 
published in 1676, with a dedication to the 
Duke of York, and a preface in defence of 
‘ Alcibiades,’ its predecessor. According to 
the preface, Dryden, who is referred to as 
‘an envious poet,’ asserted that ‘Don Carlos' 

‘ contained not one line that he would he 
author of.’ A coolness between Otway and 
Dryden followed, but proved of short dura¬ 
tion. A fourth edition of ‘Don Carlos’ was 
dated in 1695, and a fifth ‘ corrected ’ in 1704, 

Betterton’s faith in Otway was now esta¬ 
blished, and early in 1677 he brought out 
two dramas by him, both adaptations from 
the French. The first, ‘ Titus and Berenice,’ 
a tragedy in three acts of rhyming verse, 
was adapted from Racine; the second, ‘The 
Cheats of Scapin/ a force, was adapted from 
Moli&re, Both tragedy and farce were acted 
on the same night in February 1676-7, and 
were published shortly afterwards io a single 
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volume, which was dedicated to Lord 1 toehes- 
tor. A reprint appeared in J701. Mrs. Harry 
played in both pieces j Betterton only in the 
tragedy, where he took the rile of Tit us, The 
farce kept the stage till the present contury. 

The approval bestowed on his version of 
‘ Scapin ' encouraged Otway to try his for¬ 
tune in comedy, liis first original comedy, 
‘Friendship in Fashion' (in prose), was 
licensed for performance at Dorset Gardens 
on 81 May 1078. The dedication of tliu pub¬ 
lished version (1078) was accepted by the Earl 
of Dorset und Middlesex, who had already 
patronised ‘ Alcibiades.’ Betterton played 
Goodvilojthehero, andMrs. Barry tholieroine, 
Mrs. Qoodvilo. The tone is frunldy indecent, 
and its interest centres in very Hug 1 aril, 
breaches of tile marriage Lie; but it was con¬ 
sidered at the time to bo 1 very diverting,* 
and won 1 general applause ’ (Lanuihtnu). 
A change in public taste and moral feeling 
led, however, to its being summarily hi‘■wed 
off the stagu when, after uu interval of thirty 
years, it was rev i red at Drury Lane on22.J an, 
1710- 60, with Mrs. Olivo in the part ol‘ Lady 
Squeamish. 

Otway hud no laolc of noblo patrons. The 
king’s uul ural son, (Jhurles FitiUliarlcs, earl 
ofPlymoal h, and his old fellow-student, Lord 
Falkland, were among them, together with 
the Duke uf York, ltocliustor, and Middle¬ 
sex, whom he had eulogised in very fulsome 
dedications. IDs humbler friends included 
the small poet H,ioluird Diilco [q. v,], with 
whom ho exchanged complimentary versus, 
and yhftdwull, according to lloclicBtur, was 
Otway's ‘dear xauy.’ But his indulgence in 
drink thveii toned his prospect s, and his amours 
caused lnm frequent embarrassment. For 
the actress Mrs. Barry, who lillod leading 

arts in the initial performances of noorly ail 

is plays, he conceived an absorbing passion, 
which largely contributed (0 the ruin of his 
enroer. Tlio lady become Lord Boclioster’s 
mistress, and treated her humbler admirer 
with coquettish disdain, ltochoster, indignant 
at tho presumption of his youthful proldgfi, 
avenged himself by some insolent lines on 
Otway in his ‘yession of the l’eels.' Six 
passionate letters from Otway to Mrs. Barry 
appeared in * Familiar Letters . . , by John, 
lute Earl of JiooliosLer,’ 1007 (pp. 77 sqq.), 
and liavo often beuu reprinted with Otway’s 
worlw. 

Bondered desperate by the 
and kept poor by liis excesses, 
in the anuy sent in 1078 to 
10 Feb. in that year he obtained a commis¬ 
sion,through the I'avouroffjord Plymouth,ns 
ensign in the Dukoof Monmouth's regiment 
of foot, lie remained in the Lew Countries 


not,rush's scorn, 
Otway enlisted 
Holland. On 


throughout tlio year, receiving on 1 Nov a 
commission as lieutenant to Captain Baggott 
in Monmouth's regiment (Daiton, Lru/td 
Army List, i, 208, 222). " 

Late in 1670 Otway had returned to Lon¬ 
don. IliB military excursion had not im- 
proved his pecuniary position or his health, 
and ho lost no opportunity in later life 0 f 
lamenting the hardships which soldiers had 
1 0 face. But hisahbtiuenco from literary effort 
matured his powers, and in his next tragedy 
‘ Tlio (Irpluin,’ ho proved himself a maBter of 
tragic pal Iioh. 11 ere ho employed for the first 
time blank vurse, and never abandoned it in 
his later tragedies. ‘ Tho Orphan ’ was pro. 
duced in February 1080, at Dorset Gardens 
with Betterton ns Cnstalio, Mrs. Barry in the 
famous part of Monimia, the injured heroine, 
and Mrs. Bracegirdle, then a girl of six, as 
Cordolio, a port page (Gjuskst, 1 . 279). Cas- 
talio remained one of Betterton’s favourite 
parts (Cm mm, Apolm/y, od. Lowe, i. 116), 
Lu tho prologue Otway betrayed strong tory 
syinpntliies by ontbusiastically congratulat¬ 
ing tho Duke of York on Ids return from 
Hoothmd. Tlio published edition of 1680 was 
dedicated to tlio Duclioss of York. 

Less BUoeesBfol was his ‘ History and Fall 
of Caius Marius,’ which Betterton produced 
very soon after 1 Tho Orphan.’ Otway, who 
had apparent ly writ t on part of it while abroad, 
acknowledged in tlio prologue that half was 
borrowed from Bliukospeore’s ‘ Borneo and 
Juliet,’ With his Shakespearean excerpts 
ho combined reminiscences of Plutarch's 
1 Life of Marius.' Laviuin, who is Otway’s 
adaptation or Juliet, was played by Mrs. 
Barry; but. Biioh enthusiasm as tho perform¬ 
ance evoked was due to tlio aeting of Under¬ 
hill and N olios in t he oharactera respectively 
of Hulpiliiis (an adaptation of Morcutio)and 
tho Nurse. Tho piny, which Otway dedicated 
to Lord Falkland, was revived 18 Fob. 1707 
for Wilks’s bunollt at tho ITayinaxkot, when 
tho part, of Laviuia was undertaken by Mrs, 
Bracegirdle (OBindht, ii. 805); and two other 
revivals at 1 Iruvy Lauo in 1715 and 1717 are 
noted by Gonost. Bopriuts of tho published 
version am dated 1002 and 1000. 

In 1081 Otway composed his second 
comudy, ‘ The Soldier’ll Fortune,' in which 
lm incidentally turned to account his disap¬ 
pointing experiences as u soldier in Flandsrs. 
J t ‘ took extraordinarily well’ (Downs), but 
its coarseness oxueedud that of the most 
dissolute productions of tlio day. Otway, by 
way of defending liis work against the charge 
of indecency which Home ladies (he la¬ 
mented) raihod against it, qy tied Mrs. Bohn's 
remark, thal'slui wondered at t he impudunoe 
of any of her sex who would pretend to an 
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opinion in such a matter.’ Betterton took the 
part of Beaugard, a reckless gallant, and Mrs. 
Barry that of Lady Dunes, the wife of a city 
alderman, who seeks to become Beaugar&’s 
mistress. The printed edition was dedicated 
to Thomas Bentley the publisher. The piece 
was rovived at Drury Lane in 1708 and 1710 ; 
ran for six nights at Lincoln’s Inn Fields, 
with Quin as Beaugard, in January 1722; 
and, reduced to two acts, was performed at 
Oovent Garden on 8 March 1748. 

In February 1881-2 Otway's supreme effort 
in tragedy, 1 Venice Preserved,’ saw the light 
at the t heal rein Dorset Gardens. In prologue 
and opilogue he scattered contemptuous re¬ 
ferences to the popish plot, and sneers at 
the whigs, and ho drew a repulsive portrait 
of Shaftesbury in the character of Antonio, 
a lascivious senator. Betterton appeared as 
.Tafliar, and Mrs. Barry as Belvidora; the pioco 
was at once published by Hindmart.li, and 
was dedicated to the Duchess of Portsmouth 
(cf. a facsimile reprint by Rowland Strong, 
Exeter, 1885). When performed anew on 
21 April 1082, Dryden, whose relations with 
Otway had become friendly, contributed a 
prologue welcoming the Duke of York's re¬ 
turn to London; and Otway wrote a special 
epilogue for the occasion, which was published 
as a broadside. 

Otway’s lost play was a comedy called ‘ The 
Atheist,’ a continuation of ‘ The Soldier's 
Fortune.’ A portion of the confused plot is 
drawn from the novel of ‘The Invisible Mis¬ 
tress,’ assigned to Scarron. It was produced 
at Dorset Gardens in J 084. Betterton ap¬ 
peared as Beaugard, and Mrs. Barry ns 
Poroia. When published it was dedicated 
to Lord Elande, son of the Marquis of Halifax. 

Otway’s growing reputation does not seem 
to have substantially increased his means of 
subsistence. But tho accepted stories of his 
habitual destitution are apparently exagge- 
rat ed. For tho noting rights o f ‘ The 0 rphan' 
and ‘ "Venice Preserved the theatrical man¬ 
ager paid liim 1001. apiece (Giidon) ; and 
Tonson ie said to have paid him 151. for the 
copyright of the latter. In dedicating his 
‘ Soldier’s Fortune ’ to the publisher Bentley, 
Otway commended him for duly paying for 
tho copy. At the same time he derived small 
sums by writing prologues and epilogues for 
other dramatists productions. In 1882 he 
contributed the prologue to Mrs. Selin's 
‘City Heiress,’ and in 1084 that to Nathaniel 
Lee’s ‘ Constantino the Great,’when Dryden 
wrote tho epilogue. Verses by him preface 
Creech’s translnt ion of ‘ Luoretius,’ 1082, and 
in 1680 lie contributed an English rendering 
of Ovid’s ‘ Epistle of Pluwlrn to Ilippolytus ’ 
to the co-operative translation of Ovid’s 
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1 Epistles,’ in which Dryden took part. A few 
poems by Otway found a place in Tonson’o 
| Miscellany Poems,’ 1684, and he published 
in a separate volume an autobiographical 
meditation inverse, 1 The Poet’s Complaint 
of his Muse, or a Satire against Libels, a poem 
by Thomas Otway,’ London, 1080,4to. But 
his pecuniary resources fell below his needs, 
and on 30 June 1083 he borrowed of Tonson 
Ilf., for which the receipt, with Otway’s sig¬ 
nature, is still extant (Hist. MSS. Comm. 
2nd Rep, p. 71). ‘ Kind Banker Betterton ’ 
is also said to have lent him money on ‘ the 
embrio of a play,' and to have repaid him¬ 
self by appropriating the profits due, accord¬ 
ing to custom, to the author from the third 
day's performance (Poems on Affairs of State, 
1898, pt, iii. p. 65). 

Although Mrs. Barry’s obduracy was an 
enduring torment, to him, there is some evi¬ 
dence that he sought the good graces of a 
more notorious personage, Nell GWynne. On 
1 June 1680 he witnessed Nell’s signature 
to a power of attorney which enabled one 
James Fraizer to receive her pension (Me¬ 
morial of Nell Gwynne, ed. W. H. Hart, 
1808). The btrengtk ofhispoliticalopinions 
brought upon him another kind of anxiety. 
His! support of the Duke of York excited the 
onmity of the whig poetaster, Elkonak Settle, 
with whom,according to Slmdwell,lie fought 
a duel. 

Otway’s harassed life reached its close in 
April 1686, when he was little more than 
thirty-three years old. The manner of his 
death is matterof controversy. The earliest 
account is supplied by Anthony A, Wood, who 
says that ‘ he made his last exit in an house 
in Tower Hill, called the Bull, as I have 
heard,' According to Oldys, the Bull was 
a sponging-house; Giles Jacob describes 
it as a public-house. Dennis the critic, 
writing in 1717, asserts (Remarks on Pope's 
Homer, p 6) that Otway ‘languished in ad¬ 
versity unpitied, and dy’d in an alehouse 
unlamonted.’ Dennis is also credited with 
the statement that Otway had an intimate 
friend, ‘ one Blackstone, who was shot. The 
murderer fled towards Dover, and Otway 
pursued him. In his return he drank water 
when violently heated, and so got a fever 
which was the death of him ' (Spenod, Anec¬ 
dotes, p. 44). According to the well-known 
story which first appeared in the ‘ Lives of 
the Poets ’ assigned to Theophilns Cibber, 
1768 (ii. 335), Otway's end was more sensa¬ 
tional. Cibber agrees with his predecessors 
in stating that, to avoid the in portunity of 
creditors, Otway had retired in his last days 
to a public-house on Tower Hill. But, he 
adds, ‘it is reported ’that, after suffering the 
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torments of starvation, tUa dramatist hogged 
a shilling of a gontleraan in a neighbouring 
eoffee-liouse on 14 April 1685. Tlio gentlo- 
man gave him a guinea, whereupon Otway 
bought a roll, and was chohod by tlio first 
mouthful. The authenticity of these details 
may well he questioned; they Test on no 
contemporary testimony, and did not find 
admission into Otway's biography until 
sixty-eight years aftor his death, Wood and 
Langbaino both state Ihat lie was writing 
vorse up to tho time of his death. 

Otway was buried on 16 April 1685 in the 
churchyard of St. Clement Danes. A mural 
tablet, with a long Latin inscription, was 
plaoed, in tho last century, in the church at 
Troll on, his birthplace, and is still extant 
them. ITe is described as ‘ poolarum trngi- 
coruin qui Britannia onotuorunt faciln prm- 
ceps.’ ‘llis person was of the middle size, 
about 6 ft, 7 in. in height, inclinable to fat¬ 
ness. JTo had a thoughtful, spunking oyo’ 
(Or.T)Y8, Notes on Laughable ; Gent. Mag. 
1745, p. 1)9). Drydon wrote of his ‘ charm¬ 
ing’ face, and Sir Pot or Laly, Mrs. Beale, 
llyloy, and Itnapton all seem to havo paint oil 
liis portrait. Lely’s picture was reproduced 
inmozzot int by William Faithornojun.; Mrs. 
Beale's pictnro was engraved in 1741 by 
Houhralcon while it was in the possession of 
Hilbert West, tho poet,; that by Iiyloy was 
drawn by J. Thurston and ongruvod by 
T. Bragg. Oldys speaks of 1 an oxcellont 
beautiful original picture of Mr. Otway, who 
was a fine, portly, graceful man, now among 
tho poetical collection of tho Lord Ohostor- 
flold. T t liink it was paint ed by John 1 iylny.’ 
This portrait is preserved at Brel by Castle, 
Derbyshire. An engraving by Mr. W. J. Alois 
was published in a very limited edition, in 
1880, under the auspices of I)r. A. B. Urosavt. 

Two authentic works by Otway were 
published posthumously. 1 Windsor Oaslloi 
n Monument, to our late Sovereign K, 
Charles TI of aver Blessed Mommy,' a poor 
panogyrie, appeared in quart o in the year of 
Otway’s death. Perhaps Wood made a con¬ 
fused allusion to this work when ho wrote: 
‘In his sickness lie was composing a congra¬ 
tulatory poem on tho inaugural ion of King 
.Tamos It.’ Next appeared nn unattractive 
prnso translation from tho Drench: ‘Tlio 
History of tlio Triumvirates: the first t.lmfc 
of Julius OiDsar, Pompoy, and Orassus; tho 
second that of Augustus, Anthony, and 
Lopidus; being a faithful collodion from 
tho best historians and other authors con¬ 
cerning that, rnvolul ion o f tlu» Homan govern¬ 
ment which Implied under their authority. 
Written originally in French, and mudo Eng¬ 
lish by Tho. Otway, lately deceased,’ London, 
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1680, 8vo, Langbiune, who noted OtwaVs 
special affootion for punch, says that'the last 
tiling ho made before his death' was ‘an 
oxcoHont song on that liquor.’ This mnv 
be identical with a drinking-song, not in¬ 
cluded in Otway’s collected work, which Mr 

K. F. Rimbault, printed from a manuscrint 
source in ‘ Notes and Queries ’ in 1862, S 

Otway left an unfinished tragedy which 
according to Langbaino, was ‘more excel¬ 
lent than all of 1 hem,’ bub was ‘by some 
malioious or designing parsons suppressed 
oifchor lieroafler to set up a reputation to 
thomsolves by owning it, or to procure a 
profit by soiling it for tlioir own’ (DramaSe 
Node, p. 107). Tho picco is noticed in on 
advertisement in the ‘ London Gazette’ 
25-9 Nov. 1680, and in L’Eslranee’s ‘Oh. 
servator ’ of 27 Nov. 1680: ‘ Wlicroas Mr 
Tliomas Otway somotimo beforo his deatli 
mado four acts of a play, whoever can give 
notieo in whose hands the copy lies either 
I to Mr. Thomas Bottorton or to Mr, William 
I Smith at the Thoat.ro lloyal shall be well 
rewarded for his pains.’ It, does not appear 
that the missing copy camo to light. In 
1710 a feebly bombastic tragedy, called 
I * Iloroick Friendship, a tragedy by the late 
Mr. Otway,’ was published in London, The 
publisher vaguely assorts that it is probably 
Otway’s work; but it has no intrinsic claim 
to that distinction. 

fn his own day nil Otwuy’s work was 
popular. 

Thorn was u time when Otway charm’d the 
stngo; 

Otway, tho hope, the sorrow of our ago; 

Wlion tho full pitt with pleas’d attention hung 
Wrap’d with each accent from Omtalio's tongue, 
With what a laughter wes his Soldier road, 
IIow mourned thoy when his Jollier struck and 
bled I 

(‘ Satyr on tho Foots/ in Pome on Affaire nt 
Slate, 1098, pt. iii, p. 55). 

Tn comedy Otway’s efforts were oon- 
1 erupt iblc, and excepting his adaptation of 
Moll fire’s ‘Rcapin/ of which Honest notes 
nino revivals between 1705 and 1812, none 
long held tho Rtage. As tho authorof ‘ Venice 
J’rosorvod,’ Otway, liowovor, proved himself 
a tragic dramatist worthy to rank with the 
great ostofRhakospoaro’flcontoinporftries. But 
ho was the disciple of no Hnglish predecessor, 
Well read in tho writ ings of Shakespeare, he 
paid equal attention to those of Racine, and 
in ‘Vonioo Preserved’ theso two infiuenoes 
are visible in equal degrees. The plot was 
drawn from tho Abbfi St. 1 Ifinl’s ‘ Conjuration 
dns Bspagnols erml.ro la Vefiiso on 1018/ of 
which auBuglish translation had appearod in 
1076, But Otway modified tho story at many 
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points by grafting on it Belvidera, a deeply 
interesting female character; and, while he 
accepted the historical names of the conspi¬ 
rators, he subordinated the true leader of the 
conspiracy, the Spanish envoy in Venice, the 
Marques de Bedamar, to Jaffier and Pierre, 
who were historically insignificant. He is 
thus solely responsible for the dramatic inte¬ 
rest imported into the tale. According to his 
version of it, Priuli, a senator of Venice, has 
renounced his daughter, Belvidera, because 
she has married Jaffier, a man poor and undis¬ 
tinguished. Pierre, a close friend of Jaffier, 
persuades him, when smarting under Priuli’s 
taunts, to ijoin a conspiracy winch aims at 
the lives ol' all the senators. Jaffier is led 
to confide tho secret of the plot to his wife, 
and her frenzied appeals to him to save her 
father goad him into betraying the conspiracy 
to the senate, and sacrificing his dearest friend. 
The irrelevant scones, in which Antonio, a 
caricature of Shaftesbury, is mercilessly ridi¬ 
culed by Aquilinu the courtesan, are a serious 
blot on what is otherwise a great work of 
art. M. Taine, alone among critics, detected 
some humour in these foolish episodes. In 
tho rest of tho piece Hazlitt has justly drawn 
attention to ‘the awful suspense of tne situa¬ 
tions; the conflict of duties and passions; 
tho intimate bonds that unite the characters 
together and that aro violently rent asunder 
like the parting of soul and body; the 
solemn march of the tragical events to the 
fatal catastrophe that winds up and closes 
over all.’ Throughout, the language is as 
simple and natural as the sentiments de¬ 
picted. ‘I will not defend everything in 
his “ Venice Preserved,” ’ wroto Dryden in 
his preface to Presnoy’s ‘Art of Paint¬ 
ing,’ 1096, ‘ but I must bear this testimony 
to his memory, that the paasiouB are truly 
tricked in it, though perhaps there is somo- 
what to bo desired, both in the grounds of 
them and in the height and elegance of ex¬ 
pression ; but nature is there, which is the 
greatest beauty.’ Pope’s verdict on Otway, 
that he ‘ failed to polish or refine,’ is de¬ 
prived of its sting by the fact that he passes 
the some censure on Shakespeare Byron, 
although professing great admiration for 
Otway’s work, declared Belvidera to be 
uliorly dotostable (Bikon, Works, ed. Moore, 
iii. 871). 

The play was translated into almost every 
modern language. In finance it was imitated 
by De la Posse in bis tragedy of ‘ Manlius ’ 
(1698). Voltaire preferred the French adapta¬ 
tion to Otway's original, because De la Fosse 
followed St. B6irt’s historical narrative less 
closely than Otway, and gave his_ dramatis 
person® fictitious Iioman names instead of 


the historical names drawn by Otway from St. 
H6al (Voltaiee, Le Brutus, a use un Discoura 
sur la Tragedie, Paris, 1781, p. ix). A more 
literal French translation appeared at Paris 
in 1746 in ‘ Le Thfifttre Anglois ’ (tom. v.), and 
on 6 Deo. 1746 a third version, prepared by 
M. de la Place, was performed at the Com£die 
Franpaiee. A prologue, spoken by ‘le sieur 
Roseli,’ dwelt on the refinement attaching 
to_ the stage traditions of France as compared 
with those of England. De la Place’s acting 
edition was published as ‘La Venise sauvfie’ 
in 1747. The performance seemB to have met 
with a qualified success. ‘Venice Preserved.’ 
like 1 Don Carlos’ and ‘The Orphan,’was in¬ 
troduced in French translations into ‘ Ohefs 
d'CEuvre des Th Mitres Etrangers,’ Paris, 1822 
(tomes ii. and iv.) Subsequently Balzac re¬ 
presents the heroine, in his ‘Melmoth Ifecon- 
cilifi,’ as drawing her ‘nom de guerre’ of 
Aqmlina from the courtesan in ‘Venise 
sauv£e.’ A Dutch version of ‘ Venice Pre¬ 
served 1 —‘ Het Gered Venetie, Treurapel ’— 
wae made through the French by G. Muyser 
at Utrecht in 1766; and a German trans¬ 
lation was published about the same date. 
In its German dress the piece reached St. 
Petersburg, where aHussian version, rendered 
from the German by Ya. Kozelslty, under the 
title of ‘ VozoiUBhchcnie,’ was published in 
1764. A second German and a first Italian 
translation are each dated 1817. 

‘ The Orphan,’ the only other piece by 
Otway which reached a high level of art, 
contains numerous passages of great tender¬ 
ness and beauty. The sufferings of the 
heroine, Monimia, excite all the pity inse¬ 
parable from great tragedy, and justify 'Wil¬ 
liam Collins's well-known reference, in his 
‘Ode to Pity, 1 to ‘gentlest Otway,’who ‘sung 
the female heart.’ Mrs. Barry, who origi¬ 
nally filled the heroine’s port, is said to have 
invariably burst into genuine tears in the 
oourse of the performance, and critics are 
unanimous in the opinion that no person of 
ordinary sensibility can read it without weep¬ 
ing as copiously as ‘Arabian trees' drop 1 their 
medicinal gums ’ (Hazlitt). Sir WalterScott 
wrote; ' The canons of Otway in lue scenes 
of passionate affection rival at least, and some¬ 
times excel, those of Shakespeare. More tears 
have been shed, probably, for the sorrows of 
Belvidera and Monimia thanfor those of Juliet 
and Desdemona’ {Miscellaneous Prose Works, 
vi. 360). But the catastrophe of‘The Orphan’ 
turns on Monimia’s mistaking Polydore for 
his brother Castalio on the night of her secret 
marriage to the latter. The improbabilities 
which characterise the incident diminish the 
reader’s sympathy, and Voltaire's condemna¬ 
tion of ‘le tendve et $16gant Otway ’ for bis 
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treatment of this situation seems deserved 
(‘Du Thfidlru Anglais,’in (Jiumva Completes, 
1837, ix, (10). The plot, it should he noted, 
resembles that of liobort Tailor's 1 llog that 
has lost his Poavl’ (1614), and is said In 
be devivud from tlio Earl of Onsory’s ‘Eng- 
lish Adventures by a Person of Honour,’ 
1070, where Cast olio's oxporioucps aru as¬ 
signed, without any historical warrant, to 
Charles Brandon, dulco of Suffolk. A similar 
legend is (old of the brothum Edward and 
Franck Russell, sous of Francis lliissoll, se¬ 
cond oarl of lledford (d, 1585) (ef. Pjjnnant, 
Journey frun t Cheater to London ; WAi.eoi.il, 
Let torn, od. (Jimninghom, ix. 365), 

Thomson the poet milked tlin parts of Mo- 
nimia and Itelvidora wit h those 0 f 11 amiel and 
Othello, and many of the greatnst actresses 
owed to these roles the leading triumphs 
in their careers. As llelvidnrn, Mrs. Harry 
was succeeded in turn by Mrs. Porter, Mrs. 
Seymour, Mrs. Cibber,Mrs.Siddons, ami Miss 
O’Neill; while (inrriok and J. P. Ivomhlu 
played both Pierre mid Jalliorwith noluhle 
-access. Mills, Quin, and Mossoj) wure also 
popular exponents of Piorro’spart, and Mac- 
roady lilh'd it for many years. As Mimimia, 
Mrs, Oldliold, M rs. l’orlnr, and Mrs, (Jibber 
nlL excelind. M iss (Weill was t ho last urai- 
nont aetrosH lo essay tlio part, Herrick often 
played Chumon I., Monimia’s brother. ‘The 
Orphan’ and ‘Venice Preserved’ both re¬ 
mained sleek pieces until the presi'nt enn- 
tury. Twenty revivals of ‘ Voniee Pre¬ 
served' are noticed by Ueiuwt, the latest at 
Drury Ijano onO April 1K29, with Young as 
Pierre and Miss Phillips as Bolvidern. iSix- 
toou performances of ‘The Orphan’ nre do- 
sorihud by Honest between 1707 and 1H15, 
on 2 Ooo.ofwhie.h year it was played at> 
Covent Carden, with Uliarles Kemble 11 s 
Ohaiuont and Miss O'Neill us Mimimia. 
Many modtiioal ions were ini reduced into tho 
(ext. of both piuees. J. P. Kemble printed an 
acting version of ‘ Voniee Preserved,’ from 
winch tlio scenes wit h Antonio were omitted; 
this was thrieopublished' in 17i)fi, 1811, ami 
18U respectively. A performance of Venice 
Preserved,’ by t he hoys of Otway's old school 
(Winchester), took ninee in 1755, when a 
prologue was wrillcm by Robert 1 iOwlh[q. v,"], 
afterwards Bishop of London. 

The earliest colleetod edilion of Otway's 
plays appeared in 1713, in two volumes; an 
edition int lireo volumes is diitod 1757 j a fuller 
edition, with some account of Otway’s life 
and writings, was issued inl76B(!ivols.); a 
fourth edition was dated 1812 (2 vok) Tim 
best is that odited by Thomas Thornton in 
1813 (8 vela.) 1 Don Carina,' 1 The (Irjjhan/ 
‘The Soldier's Fortune,’ and ‘Venice Pre¬ 


served' were reprinted in the ‘Mermnis 
Series’ (1801), edited by Roden Noel Ot 
way’s chief plays figure in all the cotle'etioM 
of the English drama, and his poems mavba 
found in ‘Works of tlio most colebrataS 
Minor Poets,’ 1750, vol. iii,, and in the col¬ 
led ions of Dr. Johnson (1779), of Dr An 
clorson (1703, vol. vi.), T. Park (1808. vol; 
and Alexander Chalmers (1810, vol, viii'.)’ ;i 

[Johnson’s Lives of the Roots, cd. Cunninir- 
tinm, i. 211 hq.; Langbaino’s English Dramatist 
Roots, 1081 , p. 386 (with Oldvs's manuscript 
notes in Brit. Mas, copy, e. 28 g. 1 , and Haste- 
wood’s mites in Bril. Mus. copy of 1689 edit, 
c. 46, d. 10 ); Wood’s At lionin Oxon.iv.168; Mr 
(louse's Movoutount h-Oautnry Htudioa; Dn’vieaN 
Dramatic Miscollnmos, iii. 178-263; Gonest's 
IUhI. Account of tlio HI ago, passim, Alexandre 
Buljumo's Lo Rutilic ilea ITommos do Latlros on 
Anglolerre au Dix-lmitiime iSlfielo, 1880-1744 
Paris, 1881 ; NVard’s TTint. of English Drama’ 
Joseph (!in< lock's Works, i v. 381 (poem on Otway)’ 
Notes and Quorum, 81 h sor.viii. 64; information 
kindly supplied by tlio Very Bov. W. It. W. Ste- 
phens, formerly Ihnvii of Wiiic'liosti‘r,and at ono 
limo rector of Woolliotliug, mid l,y jg Pi q y/- 
llolgato of The Palace, Hails bury. | g l. 


OTWAY, THOMAS (101(1-101)3),bishop 
nfOssoiy, born at Aldelmry, Wiltshire, on 
i Nnv. 1010, was son of (Isorgo Otway,rec¬ 
tor of that place. The father, who was 
apparently lirst cousin of Humphrey Otway, 
father of Thomas 01 way, the dramatist, 
graduated li.A. 16!)!) 1000, and M.A. 1003 
from Christ’s College, Cambridge. Thomas, 
Urn future bishop, was educated at Win¬ 
chester, and was admitted a sizar of 
Christ’s College, Cambridge, on 13 June 
l(i!J2, ‘ aged J6.’ lie graduated H.A. 1685-ti 
and M.A, in 1081), afterwards talcing the de¬ 
gree of D.D. at Trinity College, Dublin, 
ilo milisequontly became chaplain to Sir 
Ralph (afterwards lord) 1 loplon [q, v.J, and 
an active royalist. He was tukon prisoner 
during tlio war, and banished to this West 
Iiulios, whore lie remained until tho Uoslora- 
linn (StmiliK, Hyde Corn. i. 267). On his 
return to England, he was at onco marked 
out for preferment. Up was roclor of St. 
Bol olpli s,l lishopsgat e,J unn 1008-J uno 1004, 
and ofElchinglium, Mussox, Juno 1004-1070. 

In tho course of tho lost year Otway mi¬ 
grated lo Ireland, and was thenceforth identi¬ 
fied exclusively with 1 hat country, Ho llien 
boottmo ehnpldin to John, first baron Ber- 
koloy of BlraRon Iq. v.J, who took Otwav 
with him to Ireland when lie was mndelora- 
lioutonantin 1070. Lord Berkeley procured 
Otway’s promotion to tb<T sec of Killaloe 
by patent dated 10 Nov. in the same year, 
lie was consecrated in Christ Church, Dub- 
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lm, on 29 Jan. 1670-1. He was translated 
to the see of Ossory by patent dated 7 Feb. 
1079-80, in spite of the objections raised 
against him because he had executed a tory 
in his own house -without legal warrant 
{Hist. MSS , Comm, 6th Rep, App. p. 725; 
Peundeegast, Ireland from the Restoration 
to the Revolution, pp. 83-4). Ho received 
in commendam the archdeaconry of Armagh 
and a rectory attached to it. 'in February 
1686-6 the Earl of Clarendon advocated his 
promotion to the see of Cashel (SiNonit, 
Hyde Con. i. 262-8); but his advice was 
not acted upon. 

At the revolution of 1688 Otway adhered 
to James II, and sat in the House of Lords 
summoned by that king in 1689. He 
studiously refrained from praying for Wil¬ 
liam and Mary in his cathedral, and, on 
complaint boing made, directed the clergy of 
his diocese to act as they thought best, 
Accordingly, after the battle of the Boyne, 
William ordered his suspension (21 July 
1690). Otway, however, succeeded in laying 
the blame on the dean and chapter, and the 
susponsiou was never enforced j but shortly 
afterwards he declared that he had seen no 
sufficient justification for the late revolution, 
that James II was still lawful king, and no 
power of popo or people could dethrone him, 
and, recalling tho persecutions he had suf¬ 
fered under Cromwull, professed his readiness, 
in spite of his advanced age, to undergo the 
same again. In J (192, however, he sat in 
William’s House of Lords, and was still in 
possession of his see whan ho died unmarried 
on 6 March 1692-8. Ho was buried in his 
cathedral church of St. Canice, Iiilkonny, 
near the west door, and over his grave was 
erected a marble stone with an inscription 
to his memory. 

By his will, dated 8 Deo. 1692, besides 
his legacy to Christ's College, Cambridge, 
and numerous other benefactions, he be¬ 
queathed 2001. to Trinity Oollogo, Dublin, 
and a like sum to build! a library in the 
ohurchyaid of St. Canice, Kilkenny, of which 
his own books were to form the nucleus, 
The library was incorporated during Anne's 
reign (Addit. MS. 28948, f. 118). 

[Ware's Hist, of Ireland, od. Harris, i. 480-1 i 
Cotton’s Fasti, ii, 282, iii. 46, iv. 70; Mant’s 
Church History of Ireland, ii. pp. v-vii: Hist. 
MBS. Comm. 2nd Hop. App. p. 227, 6th Rep. 
App. pp. 726, 746, 769, 10th Rep. App. pt. v. 
p. 228; Addit. MS. 28048, f. 118; Memoirs of 
Ireland, 1710, TO. 126, 226, &e.; Luttrell's 
Brief Eolation, lii. 68 j Singer’s Hyde Corrosp. 
i. 262,263,267, if? 48-60; Prendsrgftst’s Ireland, 
1660-90, TO. 83, 84, 138; Lascellcs's Liber 
Munerum Uibern,; Graves and Trim’s History, 


Architecture, and Antiquities of St. Canice, 
Kilkenny, pp 62, 315, O’Phslan’s Epitaphs in 
the Cathedral Church of St. Canice, p. 45J 

A. F. P. 

OUDART, NICHOLAS (d. 1681), Latin 
secretary to Ohorles II, was bom at Mechlin 
in Brabant, It is conjectured by Wood 
(Fasti, i. 492) that he was the son or nephew 
of Nicholas Oudart of Brussels, an official of 
Mechlin who died in 1608. He was brought 
to England by Sir Henry Wotton, 'who 
afterwards trusted him with his domestic 
affairs’ (Wood, loc. cit.) He was created 
M.A. at Oxford on 13 Aug. 1686, and was 
incorporated at Cambridge in 1638. He after¬ 
wards studied medicine and was created 
M.B.^ at Oxford on 81 Jan. 1642 (Wood, 
Fasti, ii. 34), In 1640 he was at the Hague 
as secretary to Sir William Boswell, ambas¬ 
sador to the States (cf. Cal. State Papers, 
Dom. 1640-1, p. 93). In 1641 he beoame 
assistant secretary to Sir Edward Nicholas 
[q. v.], secretary of state. In August 1047 
he was acting ns amanuensis to Charles I 
(Nicholas Corresp. in Evelyn's Diary, ed. 
Bray, iv. 183); he attended the king m the 
conferences with tho parliamentary commis¬ 
sioners at Newport, Isle of Wight (War¬ 
wick, Memoires, i. 322, ed. 1703), and wrote 
the king’s despatch to Prince Charles (ib. p. 
325). A copy of the EuAi* fiaaihucq was said 
to be in the handwriting of Oudart (cf. Nl- 
onoLS, Lit. Anecdotes, i, 625, and see under 
Hadden, John). 

Oudart appears to have remained in Nicho¬ 
las's service (cf. Nicholas Correspondence, op. 
oit. iv. 194) till about 1651, when he be¬ 
came secretary to Princess Mary of Orange 
(Cal. Clarendon Pagers, ii, 162, 461, &c.) 
He held this office till the princess's death 
in 1661 (Cal, State Papers, Dom. 1681-2, 
pp. 84, S12), and was executor under her 
will, in which she hears testimony to his 
abilities and fidelity. Sir Edward Nicholas 
declared (about 1665) that Oudart’s prefer¬ 
ments made him ‘more conceited than ever,’ 
and that he was 'little esteemed’ abroad 
(ib. 1655, p. 884). After his return to Eng¬ 
land, Oudart was admitted gentleman of 
the privy chamber on 18 Nov. 1862 (ib. 
1065-0, p, 308), and on 18 July 1066 became 
Latin secretary to Charles II (ib. p. 680), in 
succession to Sir Richard Fanshawe, with a 
salary of 801. He held this office till his 
death. From about January 1662-3 he was 
connected with the wine license office, West¬ 
minster (ib. 1668-4, p. 23), and in 1605 (?) 
petitioned for a grant of 0001. a year for 
eight years on account of a loss or 8,0001. 
incurred through that office (ib, 18G6-6. p. 
160), In February 1006 a warrant was 
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ordered for the payment to Sir George Down¬ 
ing and his secrotary Oudart of their ex¬ 
penses daring their imprisonment in Holland 
(ib. pp. 244-64). Oudart was a friend of 
John Evelyn (Diary, 2 Sept. 1064). 

Oudart died in Little Doan’s Yard, West¬ 
minster, and was burned in the west oloistor 
of Westminster Abbey on 21 Dee. 1081. 
His wiH, dated 6 March 1671-2, was provod 
on 18 July 1682 by his widow Eva, daugh¬ 
ter of John Frnnpms Tortarolis. Shu was a 
rich and handsome gentlewoman of Leyden 
whom Oudart married about 1666 (ib, 1066, 
pp. 876, 884). Throe daughters wero the 
issue of the man'iage, viz. Barbara, married 
at the Temple Ohurcli, London, on 29 Oot. 
1677, to William Foster; Amelia Isabella, 
married in 1089 to Bartholomew Van Sittert j 
and Dorothy. 

[Oal. State Papors, Dom. Sor. 1840-07 ; Oftl. 
Clarendon Papers; Wood’s Fasti Oxon. oil. Bliss, 
i. 491, 492, it. 34 ; Evelyn’s Diary and Nicholes 
Oorresponilouco in vol. iv. oil. Bray; Chester's 
•Registers of Westminster Abbey, p. 201; Fos¬ 
ter’s Alumni Oxon.; Warwick's Moinoivos.l 

W. W. 

OUDNEY, WALTER,, M.D. (1700- 
1824), surgeon royal navy and African travol- 
lor, was bom in ‘December 1790, of humblo 
parents, in Edinburgh, where lie pioired up 
eullicieiit knowledge of medicine to become 
a surgeon’s maLe on board a man-of-war. 
Ho was appointed an assistant surgeon in 
1810, was stationodin the East Indios (Nam/ 
List, 1814), and on 24 May of that year 
was promoted surgeon. At the peace he re¬ 
turned, on lialf-pay, to Edinburgh, whom 
his mother and siBters were living, attended 
classes at. tho university, graduated M.D. 
1 Aug. 1817, and sot tip m private proof iee. 
lie had the friendship of Dr. John Abor- 
ororabie [q. v.], who inserted two or throe 
ofOuilnoy’s* cases’in tho ' Edinburgh Medical 
and Surgical Journal,’ _ Oiulnoy became a 
member of the Wernerian Society, applied 
himself to the study of ohomistry and natural 
history, and had hopes of bocoming univer¬ 
sity lecturer on botany. Uis views were 
changed by his association with Lieut miunt 
Hugh Olapportqu [q. v.] and Major Dixon 
Denham [q. v.) in an expedition for tho dis¬ 
covery of tho source of tho Niger. Oudney 
and Olapporton arrived at, their starting- 
point (Tripoli) in October 1821, whither they 
wero followed by Denham. On 7 April 1822 
they readied Murzuk in Fozzun, wlinro I liny 
spoilt tho rest of 1822, making excursion's 
in tho neighbourhood. In March 1828 they 
reached Kouku, on Lake Tchad, the capital 
of tho kingdom of Boruou, whoro they re¬ 
mained some months. On 14 Doc. 1828 


Oudney and Olapperlon sot out for the west 
em extremity of tho Bornou. The party wm 
exposed to intense cold, and Oudney/who 
had been in poor health since his arrival at 
Koulta, was attacked by pneumonia. Hs 
scemodto mend a littlo on the returnjournev 
but died at ICatagum, in the So udan , on 
12 Jan. 1824, and wue buried there. 

Oudney is described as of middle stature 
and slight build, with a pale, grave face 
pleasjng manners, and possessed of much en¬ 
terprise and porsevoranee. As an explorer 
lie appoars to have been very successful in 
his intercourse with the natives. Only two 
ofOudney’s papors came into the hands of 
Colonel Donliam, viz. ‘An Itinerary from 
Murzuk to Bornu,’ the mineralogical noteB 
in which alono appear in Denham’s narra¬ 
tive | and ‘An Account of an Expedition to 
tho Wostward of Murzuk’ (country of the 
Tuaricks), printed at the end of Denham’s 
introductory clmplor. 

[biography of Oudnoy in a small volume of 
Biograpllius of Oudnoy, Olapporton, and Laing, 
by tho Itov. Thomas Nelson, Edinburgh, 183o| 
lilmo. Tho pu-Liculiirs ot Oudnoy are given 
mostly on tho authority of his personal friondB 
Dr. Kay and Liout, iShirroJT, R.N. Soots Mag. 
1821, pt. ii. p. 637; Bonham’s and Olapportotfs 
Nurmli vcs.] II, M, O. 

OUDOOEUS (fl. 680 P), bishop of Llan- 
dallj is genornlly rogardod as having suc¬ 
ceeded Toilo in that see, There is a life of 
him in tho ‘Lilwr Landavunsis’ (od. Evans, 
pp. 180-9), abridged by Oapgrave (Nova 
Zcyenda Any Her, p. 268) anil by the compilers 
of ‘Acta Hanoi arum' (2 July, i. 818). 
According to this, ho was tho son of Budic, 
son of Cybrdan of Oornugallia(C!ornouaillein 
Brittany), and Annulled, daughter of Ensic 
of Dyfod (West, Wales). Budic is known 
to have boon king of the Bretons about 600 
(ItArt do verifier ks Dates, vol. xiii.), and 
linaic was Toilo’s father. Oudoceus was 
trained, it is further said, by Toilo, and on 
his death was dueled his suoeobsor, receiving 
cansueration at Canterbury. As bishop he 
waH contemporary with Oadwgan of Dyfed 
(Jl. about 670) and Mourig of Glamorgan 
(ft. about 000). It was during his timo tho 
English Hoizod tho region bcl ween tho Wye, 
tho Doro, and tho Worm (Herefordshire). 
At the close of his life lie rosignod his 
bishopric, and withdrew to tho solitude of 
Lanu Enninun, or Lann Oudocui (Llan- 
dogo, Momnoutlisliiro), whoro he died on 
2 July. 

Tho chronological inconsistencies of this 
life deprive it of nearly all vtJue. It appears 
to havn been written in part in Brittany, but 
the reference to Oantorbury shows that it re- 
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ceived its present form from a British hand, 
probably not long before 1160. Doubtless 
Oudoceus was a Breton, for in several of 
the Welsh catalogues of saints he is said 
to have come over with Cadfiui (lolo MSS. 
ff. 103, 112, 131; Myvyrian Archaiology , 
2nd edit, p, 423), but the parentage of the 
life can hardly bo accepted. In the ‘Liber 
Landavensis ’ (pp. 140-60) is recorded a num¬ 
ber of grants of land said to have been made 
to Oudoceus during his episcopate by various 
princes of South-east Wales. These docu¬ 
ments, although they may not perhaps be 
authoritative as to the claims they were put 
forward to support, nevertheless appear to 
embody historical facts, and from them it 
would seem that Oudoceus was the contem¬ 
porary of Meurig ap Tewdrig, king of Gla¬ 
morgan, and his grandson Morgan Mwyn- 
fuwr [q. v.], who flourished in the early part 
and tno middle of tho seventh century. This 
date,wliichisfavoured by Haddan andStubbs 
(Councils and Ecclesiastical Documents, i. 
160), is consistent with the statement in the 
life that it was during the episcopate of Oudo¬ 
ceus that the English conquered the region 
south-west of Hereford, for the advance in 
this direction is generally supposed to have 
been made under Penda. 

Oudoceus is the latinised form of old 
Welsh Oudocui, which in modern Welsh 
would be Euddogwy. In the catalogues of 
saints the name appears as Docbou, Dochwy, 
and Dochdwy (Myvyrian Archaiology, 2nd 
edit. p. 423; lolo MSS. 103, 112, 134). 
The church of Llandogo, near Tintern, is 
dedicated to Oudoceus. 

[Liber Landavensis, ed. (hvenogfryn Evans; 
Boes's Welsh Saints.] J. E. L. 

OUGHTON, Sih JAMES ADOLPIIUS 
DICKENSON, (1720-1780), _ lieutenant- 

? eueral, commander-in-cluet in Scotland 
North Britain), horn in 1720, was a natural 
eon. of Sir Adolphus Oughton, hart., of Tach- 
broolr, Warwickshire. The elder Oughton, 
who was appointed a captain and lieutonant- 
colonol in the let footgunrds in 1706, was 
aidc-de-camp to John Churchill, duke of 
Marlborough, during his retirement on the 
continent in 1712 (see Marlborough Deep., 
v. 679-80), and in 1718 was regimental lieu¬ 
tenant-colonel of the Coldstream guards. 
When the Prince of Wales (afterwards 
George II) was made a K.G., Adolphus 
Oughton acted as his proxy, for which he 
was created a baronet. Tie was long M.P. 
lor Coventry. A brigadier-general, colonel 
of the 8th dragoons (now 8th hussars), and 
married, but wifcn no issue by the marriage, 
he died 4 Sept. 1736, when the Taclibrook 
Toil. XIV. 
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baronetcy became extinct. By his will he 
left a sum of 1,6001. to be invested for the 
benefit of ‘ my natural son James Adolphu ■, 
Dickenson,’ on his attaining the age of 
twenty-one. 

On 20 Oct. 1741 the son wus appointed 
lieutenant in St. George’s (late Oughton’s) 
dragoons (the present 8th hussars) under the 

(Home Office Military Entry Eook, vol. 17, 
I. 161). lie was appointed captain in Pon- 
sonby's regiment (87th foot) 18 May 1742 
(ib. vol. 18, f. 219). He served with that 
regiment at Culloaen and in the Flanders 
campaigns of 1747-8, and became lieutenant- 
colonel of the regiment 7 Aug. 1749. He 
was appointed colonel 66th foot on 20 July 
1769. He was many years lieutenant-go¬ 
vernor of Antigua. He became a major-gene¬ 
ral on 16 Aug. 1761, was transferred to the 
colonelcy 31st footinl762,and was appointed 
lieutenant-general on 30 April 1770. In 1708 
he appears to have been commanding in Scot¬ 
land, in the absenceof LordLorne,afterwards 
fifth Duke of Argyll (see Some Office Papers 
— Scottish, under date). He was soon after 
made K.B., and appointed commander-in¬ 
chief in North Britain, a post he held up to 
his death, which took place at Bath on 2 May 
1780, in his sixty-first year. A memorial 
tablet was placed in Westminster Abbey. 

In his will Oughton mentions his wife, 
Dame Mary Oughton; his brothBr-in-Iaw, 
Captain John Ross; and, among many be- 
uests, leaves to ‘ my son-in-law and aide- 
e-camp, Onpt. Hans Dalrymple, the silver- 
plated pistols presented to my father, Sir 
Adolphus Oughton, by John, duke of Marl¬ 
borough.’ 

Boswell, writing in Edinburgh in. 1773, 
says that Oughton was a student of Erse, 
and a believer in the authenticity of Ossian’s 
poems, Joknson met him at Boswell’s bouse 
in August 1773, and Boswell feared a dispute 
might arise on the subject; but Oughton 
adroitly changed the subject to Lord Mon- 
boddo’s notion of men having tails, and made 
Johnson laugh by oalling him a judge a pos¬ 
teriori. He had * a very sweet temper,’ and 
was one of the ‘most universal scholars' 
Boswell ever knew. When Oughton’s attain¬ 
ments were mentioned in the course of con¬ 
versation at Port George, Johnson observed: 

‘ Sir, you will find few men in any profes¬ 
sion who knew more. Sir Adolphus is a 
very extraordinary man; a man of boundless 
curiosity and unusual diligence.’ 

[Burke’s Extinct Baronetage, under' Oughton 
of Taolibrook;’ ‘Successions of Colonels’ in 
Cannon’s Historical Records of the British Army, 
8th hussars and 31st foot; Onghton wills in 
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SomorsotHoubo; memorial tablet in'Woatminstor 
Aliboy ; Roswell's liifo of Johnson, orl. Goorgo 
Birkbedc Hill, D.O.L., v. 45, 124, 142,] 

IX, M. 0. 

OUGHTRED, WILLIAM (1675-1680), 
mathematician, son of tho Rev. Benjamin 
Ouglitrud, and descended from an anoient 
family of tile same name in the north of 
England, was horn at Eton on 6 March 
1674-6, and educated at tho oollogo. On 
1 Sept. 1592 he entered at King’s College, 
Cambridge, and while still an uudorgraduato 
devotod his attention to mathematics and 
composod his ‘ Easy Mothod of Guamotrical 
Dialling.’ This work, on boing circulated in 
manuscript, attracted tho notice of some emi¬ 
nent mathematicians; and Sir Christopher 
Wron in 1647, when a follow-oonimonor of 
"Wadham College, Oxford, translatod it into 
Latin; but his translation was not published 
until 16-18. In 1695 Oughtred was admitted 
a follow of his college. About 1600 he con¬ 
ceived tho invention of a projected hori¬ 
zontal instrument for delineating dials upon 
any kind of piano, and for working most 
questions which could ho performed by the 
globe. An uooount of this invention was 
translated into English and published in 
3053, together with his 1 Circles of Propor¬ 
tion,’ by William Foster, who had been ono 
of his pupils (Waiui, Gresham Professors, 
p. 88). 

About 1603 ho was ordained priest, and 
in 1606, on being presented In tho living of 
filialford in Hurroy, quitted tho university. 
Fivo years later ho was presented to the 
rectory of Albury, noar Guildford, in tho 
same oounly, and hero ho appears to lmvo 
boon for tho most part resident until his 
death, llo occasionally visited London, 
allhough, according to his own statement, 
not of tenor than once a year. ‘As oft,'ho 
says,' os I was loiJod with tho labours of 
my own profession, l have allayed that 
tedioufmesa by walking in tlto pleasant and 
more than Klysian Holds of tho diverse and 
various parts of human learning, and not of 
the mathematics ouly.’ Ilo also took pupils, 
and, according to Lloyd ( Memoires, od. 1608, 
j). 608), ‘his house was full of young gontlo- 
mon that came from all parts lo be instructed 
by him j’ among these ho mimes a Non of 
Sir William Backhouse, Mr. Blokes, Dr, 
William Lloyd, and Air. Arthur llaitghton, 
For a time, too, lie sooma to iiavo resided in 
the family of the Earl of Arundel as 1 utor 
to his second son, ITonry Frederick Howard, 
afterwards third earl of Arundel [q. v,] 
During tho first fourteen years of his in- 
cumbonny the parish registers, with the 
entries in his beautiful clour hand, soom to 


have boon regularly kept; but after that 

time only an occasional entry presents itself 

About 1(532 he seems to have been cock;..' 
pecuniary aid, and to have suffered from 
consciousness of neglect (Rugaud, i, lgT 
According to Lloyd, he was frequently 
invited to reside in Italy, Franco, and jyL 
land, and the list of his correspondents in¬ 
cludes the names of tho most eminent 
malhemut icinns of I ho time, by whom he 
was equally respocted for his sobriety of judo-, 
mont and modesty of disposition. The living 
was a good ono j and Ouglilred’s known 
sympathy with tho royalist party marked 
him out ns nil object of suspicion to the 
committee of sequestrations in 1646, Lilly 
says: 1 Several inconsiderable articles were 
deposed and sworn against him, material 
enough 1o have soqueutorod him, but that 
on his day of leaving, 1 applied myself to 
Sir Buie trod Whitlock, and tul my old friends 
who in such numbers appealed m Ms behalj 
that, though tho chairman and many other 
Vrosbylraou nuimborN worn stiff against 
him, yet lie was cleaved by the major num¬ 
ber' (Life and Times, od. 1822, p, 136). It 
is probably in connection with this per¬ 
secution that, writing in the name year, lie 
describes himself os * daunted and broken 
with these disastrous limes’ (Hi GAUD, i. 60). 
But, generally Hpoaking, hie life appears to 
lmvo boon epunt peacefully in the conscien¬ 
tious discharge of tho dulios of his office, 
relieved by congenial studies and a not incon- 
aidoniblocorrosimtnlouoe with learned friends. 
In 1(118 ho writes: ‘ I, being in London, 
wont to seo my honoured friend, Master 
Henry Briggs, who then brought mo ac¬ 
quainted with Mast or Gunter [ q. v.j, with 
whom, falling into speoeli about lus qua¬ 
drant, I showed him my horizon! all instra- 
munl, ’ (‘ Apologel, Epietin Wami’s JJm, 
p, 78), lu 1030 3ui was attacked by Richard 
Deliunaino tho elder [ q. v,], and replied in a 
pamphlet, entitled 1 To the English gontrie 
. , . I.lm just Apologio of W. Oughtred 
against the slanderous insinuations of Ri¬ 
chard Dolamain, in « pnmplilotealled “ Greta r 
nielogiii,” ’ 4to. The merits of the contro- 
vorey may be gathered from I lie expressions 
of W. Hubinson, who < cannot but wonder 
at tho indiserotiau of R. 1)., who, kdng con¬ 
scious to himself that bo is but the pick- 
jmrso of another man’s wit, would thus 
inconsiderably provoke and awake a sleeping 
lion’ (Bjoau'j), i. 11). In 1031 appeared 
14 ib 1 Olavis Mathoni aliae,’ which Oughtred 
compiled wliilo residiiur witli tho family of 
tho Earl of Arundel, lie was oncouragad to 
publish tliu work by his Mend, Sir Olmrlss 
Cavendish, a younger brother of the Duke 
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of Newcastle, and. lilts himself, an eminent 
mathematician. The ‘ Clavis ’ was a good 
systematic text-book on algebra and arith¬ 
metic, embodying practically all that was 
then known on the subject. ' Oughtred here 
introduced the symbols x for multiplica¬ 
tion, and :: in proportion. The work grew 
steadily in favour and attained a wide popu¬ 
larity. Wallis, writing to Collins in 1607, 
speaks of it as a ‘ lasting book ’ and Oughtred 
Jumsolf as a ‘ classic author.' In 188:1 was 
published his treatise on navigation, under 
the title of 1 Circles of Proportion,’ In 
a letter to Keylway, written in 1846, he 
states as effectively, perhaps, as any modem 
writer the mathematical argument which 
demonstrates the futility of the endeavour 
to prove the equality of any given square 
and circle. Notwithstanding the deep con¬ 
cern with which he regarded the puritan 
despotism, Lloyd describes him as enjoying 
a green old age, ‘handling his cube and 
other instruments at eighty as steadily as 
others did at thirty,’ a fact which he himself 
attributed to 4 temperance and archery.’ The 
statement that he died of joy on hearing of 
the vote of Convention for the restoration of 
Charles II is somewhat discredited by the 
fact that his death did not take place until 
30 .Tune 1680. 

Ho was married; and Seth Ward, writing 
in 1662, presents his ‘ hearty service to Mrs. 
Oughtred and your children,’ but nothing 
would seom to he known of his descendants. 
Aubrey, describing his person, says i 4 He 
was a little man, had black hair and black 
eyes, with a great deal of spirit. His wit 
was always working. _ His eldest son, Ben¬ 
jamin, told me that his father did use to lye 
a bed till eleven or twelve o’clock, with his 
doublet on, ever sinoe he can remember. 
Studied late at night . . . had his tinder- 
box by him; and on the top of his bed-staffe 
he had his ink-hom fixt. He slept but 
little. Sometimes he went not to bed in 
two or three nights, and would not come 
down to meals till he had found out the 
quaesitum.’ An engraving of Oughtred by 
W. Faitliorno ie prefixed to his ‘ Trigono¬ 
metric,’ 1867, and another by Hollar to his 
1 Clavis Mathematical.’ 

His library and manuscripts passed into 
the possession of William Jones [q.v.] the 
mathematician, who in turn bequeathed 
thorn to Lord MacolesMd. The letters in 
the collection by that nobleman have for 
the most part been printed in Rigaud, hut a 
considerable quantity of mathematical papers 
still remain unnrinted, The miscellaneous 
tracts in No. IT in the subjoined list were 
collected and published by Sir Charles Scar¬ 


borough the physician, the common friend 
of Oughtied and Christopher Wren. 

Notwithstanding Ougntred’s undoubted 
originality, he was not unindebted to earlier 
writers; and Gilbert Clerk, in hiB ‘ Oughtre- 
dus Explicable’ (pp._ 121, 159), points out 
his obligations to V:ieta. But his labours 
obtained the warmest commendation from 
men of science in his own and the subsequent 
age, Robert Boyle, wilting to Kartnb in 
1647, speaks of ‘Englishing’ the ‘Clavis,’ 
which, lie adds, 1 does much content me, I 
having formerly spent much Btudy on the 
original of that algebra, which I have long 
sinoe esteemed a much more instructive wav 
of logic than that of Aristotle’ {Life, ea. 
1744, p. 81). Newton speaks of him as 
4 that very good and judicious man, whose 
judgement (if any man's) may be safely re- 
lyed upon ’ (Cries Corr. p 291). Twysden, 
in his preface to the ‘ Miscellanies ’ of Samuel 
Foster [q. v,], written the year before 
Oughtrea’s death, assigns him a first place 
among the mathematicians of the age, and 
declares that he ‘ exceeds all praise we can 
bestow upon him.’ ‘ The best Algebra yet 
extant is Oughtred’s ’ (Life of Lorle, ed, 
King, i. 227). De Morgan assigns to him 
the credit of the valuable invention of tri¬ 
gonometrical abbreviations (Budget qf Para¬ 
doxes, p. 467). 

The following is a list of his principal 
works: 1. ‘Arithmetic® in numeris et 
speciebuB Institutio: qu® turn logistic®, 
turn analytic®, atque adeo totius Mathe¬ 
matic®, quasi Clavis Mathematic® est,’ Lon¬ 
don, 1631,8vo. 2. ‘ Clavis Mathematic®, cum 
Tract, de resolutione ®quationum in nu¬ 
meric, et declaratione x. xiii. xiv. Ele¬ 
ment Euclidis,’London, 1648, 8vo; a trans¬ 
lation, entitled ‘ Key of the Mathematicks,’ 
was made by Edmund Halley, and published 
at London m 4to in 1094. 3. 4 Claris Ma¬ 
thematic® denuo limata, sive potius fabri- 
oata, oum variiB aliis Tractt.,’ Oxford, 1662 
and 1667, 8vo. 4. 1 Circles of Propor¬ 
tion, and the Horizontal! Instrument,’ trans¬ 
lated by W. Foster, London, 1032, 4to. 
6. ‘ Description and Use of the Double 
Horizontal Dial,’ London, 1686 and 1062, 
8vo. 0. ‘ A most Easy Way for the Delinea¬ 
tion of plain Sundials, only by Geometry,’ 
&c. 1647, 8vp. 7. ' Description and Use of 
the general Horological Ring and the Double 
Horizontal Dial,’ London.l668,8vo. 8. ‘So¬ 
lution of all Spherical Triangles,’ Oxford, 
1667,8vo. 9. ‘Trigonomstria,’ London, 1667, 
4to. 10. 4 Canones Sinuum, Tangentium, 
Secantinm et Logarithmorum pro Sinibus et 
Tangentibus,’London, 1057,4to. 11. ‘Opus- 
cula Mathematics hacienus inedita: viz, 
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Institut ioncs Mechanicm, et alia varia,’ Ox¬ 
ford, 1077, 8vo. 

[Information kindly supplied by the Rev. 
Canon Dundna, rector of Albury, Surrey; Au¬ 
brey's Memoir in Bettors from the Bodleian, 
1813,a very amusing sketch; Lloyd's Momoirre; 
Allen’s ‘ Liber ’ of Momhors of King's College 
( in manuscript at King’s College); Rignud'b Cor- 
rosponclonco of Sciontitic Moil of tho So von toon Hi 
Coutury; Boll's Hist, of tho Study of Mill he¬ 
matics at Cambridge.] J. B. M. 

OULD, Sm FIELDING (1710-1780), 
mon-midwife, was son of a captain in Clio 
army, and was born at Galway in 1710. His 
mother was a Miss Sliuwe of Galway. lie 
studied medicine hi l’oris (Preface to Mi/I- 
wifenjjT). xvi), and about 1786 began prac¬ 
tice in Golden Lane, Dublin, as a man-mid- 
wife. Ilispractico became largo, and in 1718 
lie published in Dublin ‘A Treatise on Mid¬ 
wifery in throe ports,’ dedicated to the Dub¬ 
lin College of Physicians, Tho first part is 
on normal labour, the second on ditlieiilt 
labour of various hinds, and tho third on 
obstetric operations. The book shows careful 
obsorvat ion on a few points, hut demonstrates 
that tho author had not received a thorough 
medical education. It was attached by Dr. 
Thomas Southwell ill ‘ Remarks on somu of 
the Errors, both in Anatomy and Practice, 
contained in a late Treatisu on Midwifery,’ 
Dublin, 17-12,but wnsroad by student s of mid¬ 
wifery for many years, and gave a more exact 
account of tho position of t ho child in natural 
labour than any work that had boon pub¬ 
lished before. It. addnd to Ould’s reputation, 
and in J 759 I 10 was appointed master of tlm 
lying-in liospitaliuDubliii. llowaRkniglited 
by tlm lord-lieutenant, tho Ruko of Bedford, 
in the samo year, and rocoivod tho degree of 
M.B. from tho university of Dublin. Tho 
College of Physicians in Dublin at Jlrst re¬ 
fused to grant him its license, ns ho was 
only a man-midwife, hut afturwurdn yielded. 
Tie diod in his house in Frederick Street, 
Dublin, 20 Nov. 1780, and wnsburiud in St. 
Anne’s Church. 

[Dublin Journal of Medical Reioneo, 18/58; 
Cameron's History of tho Royal College of bur¬ 
geons in Irolaud, Dublin, 1888; Works. I 

N. M. 

OULTON, WAI/LEY CHAMBER¬ 
LAIN (1770 P-1820 P), a native of Dublin, 
was educated Ihoro in a private school. 
While a sohoolboy I 10 achieved some reputa¬ 
tion as a writer of Tareos and musical extra¬ 
vaganzas, and many of his dramatic essays 
worn performed at tho Dublin tliontres in 
Rmock Alley, Crow Stroot, Cupel Street, 
andFbharablo ytreat. Most of tneso pieces 


were published. In 1784 there appeared 
the ‘Haunted Castle,’ the ‘ Happy Dismiss' 
and the 'New Wonder;’ ill ‘ 1785 tk» 

‘ Madhouse,’ ‘ Now Way to keep a Wife 
at Home,’ ‘Poor Maria,’ tho ‘ Eecruitmjr 
Manager,’ and ‘Curiosity.’ The ‘Haunted 
Castle ’ and 1 ho ‘ Madhouse ’ are said to have 
held the stage for some years. About 1786 
Oulton loft Dublin whilo still a youth to 
try his fortunes in London, Paltnor, the 
lessee of tho Royalty Theatro in Well’clnse 
Square, accepted tho offer of his services 
and in 1787 110 produced Oulton’s ‘ Hobson’s 
Choice, or Thespis in Distress,’a satire on 
contemporary thoat ideal onterpriso. Its bold¬ 
ness excited tho resentment of tho managers 
of the patent-houses, who were engaged in 
ft fierce struggle with Palmer. But Oulton 
indue,od a lady of his acquaintance to offer 
in her name his next piece, ‘As it should 
be,’ to George Oolmau the younger of tins 
Hay market, where it was produced on 
8 June 1780. The 1 piece was published anony¬ 
mously, but Oolman soon discovorad its au- 
tlior, and gave Oulton much encouragement, 
On 7 .1 uly 1702 lie produced a tritto by Oul¬ 
ton, oallod ‘ All in Good Humour ’ (London, 
1702, Hvo); then) followed at the same house 
‘ [risk Tar,’ a musical pieoo, 24 Aug. 1707; 
‘Tlio Sixty-third Loiter,’ a musical farce, 
28 July 1802 ; ' Tho Sluep-wallcor, or which 
isthoLadyP’ 15 June 1812; and ‘MyLand¬ 
lady's Gown,’ 10 Aug. 1810. Meanwhile, at 
Oovonl Oni-dnn, Oulton secured the produc¬ 
tion of two similar pieces, ‘Perseverance,’ 
2 .T uno 17R0, nncl ‘ 1 lothuration,’on 2 May 1798. 
Baber credits him with tho choruses in Shari- 
dan's ‘ Pizarro,’ which was produced in 1799, 
(lulton was woll acquainted with tho work 
of Kolzobuo 011 which Hheridan’s play is 
based, and produced in 1800 a volumo called 
‘ Thu Beauties of Kotzebue,’ In 1798 ho 
provided two pantomimes, ‘Pyramus and 
Thishe 1 and the ‘Two Apprentices,’ for the 
Birmingham theatro. Tfis latest connection 
with tho stage was on 27 Feb, 1817, when 
liis farce ‘Frightoil’d to Death’ was produced 
at> Drury Lann. 

Oulton devoted much attention to other 
departments of litoratnrei Betwoou 2 Jan. 
and 20 Fob. 1787 lie prodneod a tri-weekly 
shoot, called‘Tho Busybody,’on tho model 
of ‘The Spectator;’ but at tho twenty-fifth 
number the venture ceased. Tho whole was 
issued in two volumes in 1789 as ‘The Busy¬ 
body: ft Oolloct ion of PuriodioiilEssays, Moral, 

Whimsical, Oomie, and Mont intent nl, by Mr. 
Oullon, Author of sovoral Fugitive Pieces/ 
London, 12mo. In ] 79fi I 10 ^published, under 
tho psomlonym of ‘ George lJorns,D.D,,’two 
tracts attacking tho pretensions of Richard 
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Brothers [q. v.], the prophet, and of his 
disciple, Nathaniel Brassey llalhed [q. v.] 
The first was entitled ‘Sound Argument, 
dictated by Common-sense’ (Oxford, 1795, 
8vo); the second, * Occasional Remarks 
addressed to N. B, Halhed, Esq. ’ (London, 
1796, 8vo). But Oulton showed less judg¬ 
ment in vindicating the authenticity of ‘ Vor- 
tigern,’ the tragedy which Samuel Ireland 
[q. v.] claimed m 1798 to have rescued from 
overlooked manuscripts by Shakespeare. He 
issued an anonymous pamphlet, 1 Vortigern 
under Consideration’ (1796), in Ireland's be¬ 
half. More useful work was a series of compi¬ 
lations dealing with recent theatrical history, 
The earliest was 1 The History of the Theatres 
of London from 1771 to 1795,’ -which ap¬ 
peared in 1706 in two volumes, in continua¬ 
tion of Victor’s ‘ History.’ For II. Barker, 
the theatrical publisher, he prepared in 1800, 
mainly ‘ from the manuscripts of Mr. Hen¬ 
derson,’ ‘ Barker’s Continuation of Egertou’s 
Theatrical Remembrancer . . . from 1787 to 
1801.’ Finally he produced‘A History of 
the Theatres of London from 1796 to 1817,’ 
London, 8 vols. 1818. The strictly chrono¬ 
logical arrangement of the pieces described 
under the headings of tho various London 
playhouses and the absence of any general 
indox impair the value of (Jultous labours 
for purposes of reference. 

Others of Oullon’s publications were : 
1. ‘ Shakespeare's Poems,’ with a memoir, 
1801. 2. ‘ The Traveller’s Guide, or an Euglish 
Itinerary,’ a gazetteer with sixty-six maps or 
views, London, 1806,2 vols. 3. ‘S. Gessner’s 
Death of Abel,’ a translation, London, 1811. 
4. ‘ The Beauties of Anne Seward,’ 1818. 
6. ‘Authentic and Impartial Memoirs of 
her late Majesty Charlotte, Queen of Great 
Britain and Ireland . . . assisted by eminent 
literary Characters,’ 1819. 0. ‘Picture of 

Margate and its Vicinity, with a Map and 
Twenty Views,’ 1820. After the last date 
Oulton disappears. 

[Baker's Biagr. Dramatics, 1812; Biogr. Diet, 
of Living Authors, 1810 ; Genost’sIIUt. Account 
of tho Stags; Brit. Mas, Cat.; Halkott and 
Laing’s Diet, of Pseudonymous Literature; R.W. 
Lowes English Theatrical Lit] S, L. 

OUSELEY, Silt FREDERICK AR¬ 
THUR GURE (1826-1889), musician and 
composer, horn m Grosvenor Square, Lon¬ 
don, on 12 Aug. 1826, was the only surviv¬ 
ing son of Sir Gore Ouseley [q. v.], first 
baronet, of Ilall Barn Park, Buckingham¬ 
shire, and Harriet Georgina, daughter of 
John Whitekwke, lie was christened at 
Hcrtingfordbury in May 1826, when his 
god-pnronts were the Duke of York and the 


Duke of "Wellington. Educated privately 
and at Christ Church, Oxford, he succeeded 
to the baronetcy on the death of his father in 
1844, graduating B.A. in 1846, and M.A. in 
1849; he took holy orders, and was curate 
of St. Barnabas, Pimlico, and St. Paul’s, 
Knightsbridge, 1849-51. In 1850 he pro¬ 
ceeded to the degree of Mils. Bac. at Oxford 
and in 1854 to that of Mus. Doc., being in¬ 
corporated in the latter degree at Durham, 
in 1850, at Cambridge in 1862, and at 
Dublin in 1888, From 1861 to 1856 he re¬ 
sided at Lovehill House, Langley-Moiish, 
B uckinghamshire, and in 1855 was appointed 
precentor of Hereford Cathedral. He suc¬ 
ceeded Sir Henry Rowley Bishop as pro¬ 
fessor of music in the university of Oxford 
in the same year, and was made LL.D, of 
Cambridge in 1888, and of Edinburgh in 
1884. He was appointed a canon residen¬ 
tiary of Hereford Cathedral in 1886, and died 
suddenly of epilepsy on Saturday, 6 April 
1889, at Hereford. He was buried at St. 
Michael’s, Tenbuvy. He was unmarried, 
and the baronetcy became extinct at his 
death. 

From his cradle Ouseley evinced an un¬ 
usual love of music. When he was only 
three yeara old some of his compositions were 
sent to an accomplished musical amateur, the 
Duchess of Hamilton, who wrote: ‘I am 
equally astonished and enchanted with the 
child’s talent. I hope and trust I shall one 
day have the happiness of hewing this second 
Mozart.’ His extraordinary talent for ex¬ 
temporising music was remarked as early as 
his fifth year, and it is recorded that at that 
early age ‘ he sang many beautiful and im¬ 
passioned melodies, which he accompanied 
with both hands in the fullest and most 
varied harmony.’ When eight years of age 
he composed an opera to words by Metastasio 
which was highly praised by eminent musi¬ 
cians and critics. He was an industrious 
writer during the whole of his life; for 
twenty-five years he daily composed at least 
one canon us a contrapuntal exercise. His 
music for the church includes many services, 
about one hundred anthems, a largo number 
of chants, hymn-tunes, and carols, nearly 
all published by Messrs. Novello and Messrs. 
Docks; a sacred cantata, two oratorios, ‘The 
Martyrdom of St. Polycarp ’ (published in 
1855) and ‘Hagar’ (published m 1873), and 
numerous organ solos. He also composed 
secular music, overtures, solos, glees, and 
quartets, the greater number of which still 
remain in manuscript. His musical library, 
of about five thousand volumes, contained 
unique manuscripts and printed works, and 
was bequeathed by him to the college of 
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St, Michael, Tenbnry, an educational esta¬ 
blishment built and partially endowod by 
himself at very great cost, Tbo church was 
consecrated and the col logo oponod in fiep- 
teinbor 1850; it was 1 intended not only as a 
means of promoting tho church service of 
the church of England, but also to give at a 
moderate cost, and in some cases with con¬ 
siderable assistance to those who need it, a 
libornl and classical education, to the sons 
of the clergy and oilier gentlemen, combined 
with 8onnd church teacliing.’ An excellent 
portrait of tho foundor is tiling in tho hall 
of tho college; another is in tho examination 
schools at Oxford. 

Ouseley wus the author of throe valuable 
treatises on musical theory: 1. 'A Treatise 
on Harmony,’ Oxford, 1868, 4to; 2nd nd. 
1876. 2. * A Treatise on Count orpoint, Canon, 
and Euguo; based upon that of Cherubini,’ 
Oxford, I860, 4to; 2nd od. 1880. 8. ‘A 

Treatise on Musical Form and (Jonenil Com¬ 
position,’ Oxford, I87G, 4to. 

lllavorgal’s Memorials of Sir Frederick A. G. 
Ouseley j Bunipns's Compositions of tho Eov. 
Sir F. A. U. Ousoloy; private autograph mom. 
of Sir F. A. G. Ouseley.] W. 11. 0. 

OUSELEY, GIDEON (1762-1839), mo- 
tliodiRt, was tho oldest son of John Oueeloy 
of Kilteoaelcy, co. Galway, by his wife Elisa¬ 
beth, daughter of lhllpll iSurrago of 1'utun. 
lie was grandson of William Uuhcloy of Dun- 
moro, and was bom there on 24 h'ob. 1702. 
Sir Ualph Ouseley [q. v.] was his brother. 
Tlioir falluir’B first cousin Balpli was father 
of Sir William Ousoloy (‘q. v.J and of Sir 
Gore Ousoloy [q. v.] The family had been 
settled in Ireland since 1(126, Their anroNl or, 
Sir John Ousoloy, who wus ambassador to 
the Emperor of Morocco, and fell at tho siego 
of Breda in 1621, is described, like lus father, 
as of Oourtomiltall, Northamptonshire; but 
the family came originally from Shrewsbury 
(LtcRUoim, Hxckitiff/m/mmire, s.v. ‘Ouseley,’ 

Gideon’s father, although a deist, deter¬ 
mined to make his son a clergyman, and 
ho was taught by Father Keane, a lioman 
catholic priest. Failing 1o outer Trinity 
College, Dublin, owing lo his defective 
knowledge of Greek, liu studied witli ids 
cousins, aft or wards Kir Gore and Sir Wil¬ 
liam Ouseley, under a private tutor, one 
J)r. ltolnithon. Not long after an estate in 
llnscominon falling to Ida father, the whole 
ftunily removed thither, and Gideon bofnru 
he was twenty-one married Miss Harriet 
Wills of Wills Grove, and settled on an 
estiilo given her by her fathor near his own. 
A life of rollicking pleasure soon dissipated 
bis own and his wife’s fortunes, ana the 


property loft him by his father-in-law being 
disputed by the heir-at-law, Ouseley proudly 
declined to prove tho validity of the deed 
They returned therefore to Dunmore, and 
continued leading tho gayest of hvos, until a 
severe gun accident doprivod Ouseley of the 
sight of his right oyo. In Ms enforced 
seclusion his wife read to him Young's ‘ Night 
Thoughts,’ and othor books, which made a 
profound religious impression. 

In April 1791 there arrived in Dunmore 
tho 4th royal Irish dragoon guards. Among 
(hem was a party of methodist soldiers led by 
Quui'tornmstorliobinet. Under the ministry 
of these and of John II urly and David Gordon, 
proachors of tho Atlilone mothodist circuit, 
Omtoloy beuamo an oarnost mothodist, After 
preaching kin first sermon at a funeral in the 
churchyard, be one Sunday rose in his pew 
in eliurch to dofornl tho mothodista from an 
attack made on thorn ky tho ournte in his 
sermon. In spite of the derision ofliisfriends, 
Ouseley soon decided to become an itinerant 
preacher. Tho next year ho and his wife 
settled in tho town of Sligo, and opened a 
girls’ school. During tho rebellion of 1798 
Unsoley was often in much peril, hut after 
its suppression 1m was appointed hy tho Irish 
luotlinuist eonfereneo missionary (o the Irisli- 
Hpoaking population, in. conjunction with 
Charles Graham. They commenced their 
labours on 11 Aug. 1799 at llivorslown,and 
rnado their contra at. Clones. Their district 
embraced tho nine counties of Ulster, yet 
more Ilian once (hoy wero found preaching 
in Cork tinil Tipperary, Presbyterian and 
episcopal churches wuro not unfrequently 
open to them, but thousands of tlioir services 
wero held in tho open air, at fairs, wakos, or 
markets, in tho lleldH, barns, or scutch mills. 
Ousoloy spohn in Irish, and with the true 
Celtic gifts of enthusiasm and humour. He 
lossessed an extraordinary nowor over his 
marm-s, and proaehod to eatiiolies and pro¬ 
test ant s al ike, studying 1 ho missal, the canons, 
and I liocataelusm of Trent, in ordorto converse 
intelligently with tlm former. In 1836 Ouse- 
loy enmo to England for six woults, and 
preached in most of the largo towns, receiv¬ 
ing a hearty welcome. 

lie died in Dublin on JfJMay 1839, and was 
buried at Mount Jerome cemetery, Harold’s 
Cross, Dublin. 11 is wifo died on 12 Feb. 
1803, agod about ninety. 

Onsoley’s principal work was ‘A Short 
Defence of tho Old Religion; or of Pure 
Christianity against certain Novelties; in 
some Inquiries addressed to the liev. John 
Thayer, Itoman Catholic Missionary;’ 1st ed. 
1812: 2nd, ed. enlarged, Limerick, 1814 ; 4th 
od., Dublin, ] 820. It was reprinted as ‘ Old 
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Christianity against Papal Novelties,’ 6tli 
ed. enlarged ana improved, including a review 
of Dr. Milner’s ' End of Controversy,’ Dublin, 
1827. Ouseley also wrote: 1. 1 The Sub¬ 
stance of a Letter to the Rev. Mr, FitzBim- 
mons, Roman Catholic Priest, of Ballymena, 
Ireland, on some chief Pillars or prime Ar¬ 
ticles of his Faith, especially Transubstantia- 
tion, Propitiatory Sacrifice of the Mass, and 
Divine Worship of the Host/ 2nd ed., Leeds, 
1816. 2. ‘ Rare Discoveries: a calm Reply 
to a Roman Catholic Prelate and his Con¬ 
freres,’by Q-.O., Dublin, 1828,12mo. S, ‘Five 
Letters m Reply to the Rev. Michael Brana- 
gan/ Dublin, 1824, 12mo, which were an¬ 
swered in 'The Methodists and Bible So¬ 
cieties Refuted,’ by W. J. Battersby, Dublin, 
n.d. 4. ‘Letters m Defence of the Roman 
Catholics of Ireland, in which is opened the 
Real Source of their many Injuries and of 
Ireland's Sorrows/ addressed to D. O'Con¬ 
nell, Dublin and London, 1829. 6. ‘ Three 
Letters to the Duke of Wellington, Sir Robert 
Peel, and Peter Augustin Baynes, D.D., 
Catholic Bishop of Siga,’ Dublin and London, 
1829. 

[Life, with portrait, by Rev. W. Arthur, 1876; 
Memoir of the Ministerial Life of Ouseley by 
W. Reilly, 1B47; Methodist Mag., October 1880, 
p. 849; Cat. of Trin. Coll. Library, Dublin; 
London Quarterly Review, April and July 1876, 
p. 486; Burko’e Peerage and Baionetage,^ ^ 

OUSELEY, Sin GORE (1770-1844), 
diplomatist, second eon of Captain Ralph 
Ousoloy of Limerick, hy his first wife, Eliza¬ 
beth, daughter of Hanry Holland of the same 
oity, was born on 24 June 1770. He was edu¬ 
cated at home with his brother William [q. v.] 
and his cousin Gideon (q. v.], under the care 
of a tutor, one Dr. Robinson (Aethub, Life 
of Gideon Ouseley , 1876, p. 8), and in 1787 
left Limerick for India, where he engaged in 
commercial puveuits. In 1792 he was living 
‘ at Bygonbavree, in tlio Dacca province, on 
the banks of the Burhampooter/ where he 
‘ established a manufactory of baftas much 
cheaper than in auv other part of the pro¬ 
vince/ and occupied his leisure time in the 
study of 1 Persian, Bengalese, Hindu, and a 
littlo Arabic and Sanskrit’ ( Memoir , p. 
xxiii). He subsequently went to reside at 
Lucknow, whore lie became the friend of 
Saadut Ali, the nabob vizier of Oudk, in 
whoso service he obtained the appointment 
of major-commandant. His conduct ‘during 
the time of his residence at Luenow was 
most useful to the British interests, and was 
warmly approved by the govemor-gmeral/ j 
who sanctioned his appointment as aide-de- 
eamp to the nabob vizier, in which ‘ situation 


he availed himself, with judgment and wis¬ 
dom, of every opportunity to cultivate a 
good understanding between the state of 
Dude and the British power’ (Despatches 
of the Marquess Wellesley, 1887, iv. 679). 
Ouseley returned to England in 1806, and 
was created a baronet on 3 Oct. 1808. On 
account of his intimate acquaintance with 
the language and customs of Persia, he 
was appointed in 1809, on Wellesley’s re¬ 
commendation, to the office of mihmandar 
to Mirza Abul-Hasan, the Persian ambassa¬ 
dor, during his visit to this country. On 
10 Maroh 1810 Ouseley was appointed am¬ 
bassador-extraordinary and minister-pleni¬ 
potentiary to the Persian court. Accom¬ 
panied hv Mirza Abul Hasan, he left England 
m July 1810, and arrived at Shiraz in April 
1811. In November following he reached 
Teheran, where he was received by Fath 
Ali Shah. After a long and tedious dis¬ 
cussion, a definitive treaty between England 
and Persia was signed on 14 March 1812, 
and Ouseley was presented by the ehah with 
the decoration of the Persian order of the 
Lion and Sun, set in diamonds. In June 
Ouseley had an interview with the prince 
royal at Tabriz. A treaty of peace having 
been concluded between England and Russia, 
Ouseley now received instructions to mediate 
between ltuBsia and Persia. Though he 
succeeded in obtaining an armistice, the 
negotiations were at first unsuccessful. Ulti¬ 
mately, through his mediation, the treaty 
of Gulistfin was signed on 18 Oot. 1813, 
which put an end to the war between Russia 
and Persia. Taking leave of the shah at 
Teheran on 22 April 1814, Ouseley set out for 
St. Petersburg, where he arrived in August, 
and received the thanks of the emperor for 
his services in the peace negotiations Between 
Russia and Persia, On 31 Aug. he was pre¬ 
sented by Count Nesselrode, on behalf of 
the emperor, with the Grand Cordon of the 
Russian order of St, Alexander of Nowsld 
and a snuffbox set in brilliants and adorned 
with a portrait of the emperor. Ouseley re¬ 
turned to England in July 1816. In conse¬ 
quence of some informalities, Ouseley’s treaty 
between Great Britain and Persia was never 
ratified, and the treaty of Teheran waa 
signed by Morier and Ellis, the British 
plenipotentiaries, on 26 Nov. 1814. Ouseley 
obtained a pension of 2,000f. a year, and re¬ 
tired into private life. Though he failed to 
receive the peerage for which he had been 
recommended both by the emperor and the 
shah (Despatches of the Marquees Wellesley, 
iv. 680), he was admitted to the privy coun¬ 
cil on 10 Oct. 1820, and on 5 Aug, 1831 was 
made a knight grand cross of the order oft 
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flio Guelphs, 11c died at Hall Barn Park, 
BoacomJield, Bm-kinglmmshire, on 18 Nov. 
18-14, aged 7-1. A monument wiis erected to 
Ins memory inllertingfordbiiryOliurcli, I Lurl- 
iordsliiro, by his widow. 

Ousoloy was an able oriental scholar, and 
possessed ft valuable collection of orient nl 
manuscripts which he had made in India 
and Persia. Whilo nt Shiraz lie gave pro¬ 
tection and assistaneo to Henry Martyn, tlio 
well-known missionary, who was engaged in 
rovising and completing a Persian transla¬ 
tion of the New Testament, II o assisted in 
founding tlio Hoyal Asiatic Society of Lou¬ 
don in 18211, and subsequently in cal ahlishhig 
‘tlio Oriontnl Translation Committee,’ of 
which ho was elected chairman. In 1842 lie 
was appointed president of tlio Socioty for 
tlio Publication of Oriontnl Texts, instituted 
in that year. [To was also a fellow of the 
Royal Society and ol' tlio Antiquarian So¬ 
ciety. Hi' purchased Hall Barn, in August 
188:3, from Harry ICdnumd Waller of Farm¬ 
ington Lodge, Gloucestershire, a descendant 
of I'ldmmul Waller tlio poet, and in 1888 
nerved as high sheriff of Buckinghamshire. 

Ousoloy married, on 12 April 1800, Harriet 
Oeorgina, daughter of John Whiteloeko, by 
whom ho had two sons -viz. Wellesley 
Abbas, bom at Tabriz in Persia on 4 Aug, 
1818, who died on i) March 1824 j and 
Broderick Arthur (him [q. v.), who suc¬ 
ceeded to tho baronetcy--and three (laugh¬ 
ters, viz. Mary Jane, born on 28 March 1807 
who died in 1801; l'iliza Bhirjn, born on 
18 Juno 18H at Shiraz in Persia, who died 
an infant; and Aloxandrina Porcovftl, 
bom at St. Petersburg on 24 Oct. 1814,who 
diod at Promo Buhvood, Somersetshire, on 
1 Ben. 1802. 

‘Tlio Gfilislftn of Munir,-11 uddoeu Simile 
Sidy of Bhcernz, printed from the Calculi a 
edition published by l'Ttmcis (lladwin, lisq.' 
(London, 1801), Hvu), was printed under his 
direct ion. < )useloy's only printed work, viz. 
‘ Biographical Notices of Persian Poets, witli 
Critical and Explanatory lleinarks,’ Loudon, 
184(1, 8vo, was published by tlio‘Oriental 
Translation Bund of Great Britain and Ire¬ 
land ’ afler his dentil, Copies of tho ofllcial 
correspondoucu of tlio princo regent, (Hisoloy. 
Morior, and Litis with Bath All Khali mid 
some of his ministors aro presorved at tho 
British Museum (Addit, Mti. 10820). There 
aro engraved portraits of Ouseley by II, Cook 
aftor It, Itothwell, and by Riclloy after H, 
Drummond, in Jordan's ‘ National Portrait 
Gallery,’ vol. iv., mid tho ‘European Muga- 
zino ’ for July 1810 respectively. 

[Memoir of the Into Right lion. Sir (loro 
Ousoloy, by tho llov. James Reynolds, prefixed 


to Ouseloy's liiogr. Notices of Porsianlw 
1848 ; Morior s fterund Journey thxoneli Pcrsu' 
&«•. 1818; Sir William Oiiboloy’s lWlf . ’ 
Various Countries of tlio East, more purticuUvW 
Persia, 1819-23; Markham's General Sketch of 
the History of Persia, 1874, pp. 376. 378 ae 
634-fl ; Woks Comp, of Irish Brngr. 1878 v 427 ! 
Jerdon's National Portrait Gallery,1833,vol w . 
(h lit. Mug, lH14pt.ii.p.662,1846 pt.i.im aon" 
21 ) 1 , GG5, 18 GS pi. i. p. 131; AnnualiSter 
1814, App. to Ohron. p, 283; Cussaiis's Eert’ 
forilshire, ‘Huadrud of Ilerltonl,' pp. 106 m. 
IJpmmmba's Hint, of Jtackinghnnuhhn. ’l8«' 
vol. i. ]). xx, vol. iii. 181, 188-9; llrit. Hus’ 
Gat •! G. I?. It, B ’ 


OUSELEY (Sm), RALPH (1772-1842) 
major-general in tlio Portuguese service’ 
born in 1772, was second win of .J ohn Ouseley 
of Kiltecaeloy, en. Galway. Gideon Ouseley 
[q. v.j was his elder brother. TIo was ap¬ 
pointed a lieutenant in tho Leicester fencimo 
infantry 2/5 Nov. 1704. The regiment was 
ono of many regiments of honui-service regu¬ 
lars (not militia) raised at the lime undor 
the nanio of ‘ l'eneibles.’ Be served with 
the corps in Ireland in 1708, and was in 
command of a dnlacluncnt at tlm defeat of 
luike’s troops at (hudlobar, and tho subse¬ 
quent surrender of the Breneli at Ballina- 
muclc. An account of his gallantry and 
humanity at tlio former net ion is given by an 
eye-witness in tlm ‘Gentleman's Alngaztne’ 
(1800, pt. ii. p. 811). (Burnley was appointed 
to the .'IHth foot in March 1801. lie com¬ 
manded the grenadier company of that icgi- 
mont. during Emmet's insurrection in Dahlia 
in 180!) I see Eitliuv, Ronr.u'c], and was often 
detached in charge of tho powder mills noar 
Rathe,ool. In 1HOI ho exenangod to tlio 7Gth 
to go to India, lint was appointed to a com¬ 
pany in the royal African corps in March 
1805, removed to tho 82nd in August, and 
was transferred to the slaff of tho army 
depot, Isle of Wight, in March 1807. In 
Hcptcmlair 1800 he exchanged to tho GSrd, 
and entered tho Portuguese service, under 
Marshal Boresford (seeBuHiisratb, Wimtam: 
Guilt), as major 18th infantry, with which 
he served the enmpaigiiH of 1H10 12, lie 
bee-amo lieulemint-cnlnnol of tho 18th Por¬ 
tuguese aftor tlm capture of Badiqos, and 
cnminnndod it in tho Pyrenees in 1818, 
where ho distinguished himself in action 
against a, superior foroo near Pnmpeluna on 
80 July I HR), lie was then transforrod to 
tlio 8lh Portuguese, and eommandqd that 
rogimont in a night attack on the height m 
front of lirilft, when with five hundred men 
ofliis regiment ho drove off'! throe thousand 
Branch (Pirurri?A.RT, Hoy, Mil. Calendar, 
vol. iv.) Napior merely states that the 
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French ware dislodged from tha lieiglits by 
two Portuguese brigades on this occasion 
(Hist. Peninsular war, rev, ed, v, 295). 
Ouseley was carried from the field with a 
bayonet thrust m the breast and a musket-ball 
through the abdomen, which was extracted 
from the hack. Ho received the Peninsular 
gold medal for the Pyrenees. 

Ouseley attained the rank of major, the 
highest lie held in the British service, 
25 Nov. 1813, and was placed on half-pay 
25 Oct. 1814. Thereupon he went to Rio do 
Janeiro, where the king of Poitugal renewed 
his Portuguese rank of lieutenant-colonel, 
and made him a knight of the order of the 
Tower and Hword. In 1817 he raised and 
organised at Ilio the 1st regiment, destined 
for the reduction of Pernambuco, On that 
service lie commanded it, and was made a 
knight of San Bento d’Avis. In October 
1817 ho was made a Portuguese colonel and 
placed on the staff, aud in 1818 was sent 
from Rio to England with despatches, which 
he had tha address to rescue when the vessel 
was taken by pirates. 

(luseloy rotired from the British service in 
1825. lie attained the rank of major-general 
in tlm army of Portugal. Ho died at Lisbon 
3 May 1842, aged 70. An autopsy showed 
that the musket-ball which passed through 
his body at Urdu caused a lesion of the in- 
tostines, which after noarly thirty years’ in¬ 
terval contributed 1 o his death. Ouseley was 
not a British knight, and his knightly rank 
was not recognised in British army lists. 

[Pliilippait's Royal Mil. CnlenUnr, 1820, vol. 
iv.; Gont. Mag. 1842, pt. ii. p. 208; Burke's 
Poorago and Baronetage.] H. M. C. 

OUSELEY, Sib WILLIAM (1767- 
1842), orientalist, horn in Monmouthshire 
in 1707, was son of Captain Ralph Ousp- 
loy, the son of William Ouseley (1093-1756) 
of Dunblane Onstle, oo. Galway, by his 
first wife, Elisabeth, daughter of Henry 
Holland of Limerick. Ilis brother Gore is 
separately noticed. William was educated 
privately until 1787, when he wont to 
Paris to study, hut in the following year 
became a oornot in the 8th regiment of 
dragoons. Ilis heart was not in his pro¬ 
fession, however, and, after serving in the 
1794 campaign under tho Duke of York, he 
sold out and went to Leyden to resume the 
oriental, and especially Persian, studies 
which had already fascinated him during his 
residence at Paris. In 1796 he published 
his ‘PersianMiscellanies: an Essay to facili¬ 
tate the Reading of Persian Manuscripts 
.,. with ongravod Specimens,’ &e., which 
he dedicated to Lord Moira (afterwards 


Marquis of Hastings). It is a iweful treatise 
on the various styles of Persian handwrit¬ 
ing, enriched with many illustrations of 
manuscripts, and numeious notes proving 
considerable research. On his return to Eng¬ 
land in 1786 he was gazetted major in Lord 
Ayr’s regiment of dragoons stationed at 
Carlisle, and there he married, on 6 March 
1790, Julia, daughter of Lieutenant-colonel 
John Irving, and left the army for good. 
Soon afterwards he took up lus residence 
at Orickhowell, Brecknockshire, whence he 
dated a letter, 6 Dec, 1801, to the Earl of 
Chichestei (Bi it. Mus. Add. MS. 33108, fol. 
426), in which he dwelt on his ambition to 
become an envoy to some eastern court, and 
meanwhile asked the earl to use his influence 
in procuring a government subsidy and 
countenance for a proposed journey to Persia. 
Ho had already leceived in 1797 the hono¬ 
rary degree of LL.D. at Trinity College, Dub¬ 
lin, and that of Pli.D. from the university of 
Rostock, and Lord Cornwallis, (lie viceroy 
of Ireland, had knighted him in 1800. The 
Persian journey did not come to pass till 
1810, when Sir William accompanied in the 
capacity of private secretary his brother, Sir 
Gore Ouseley, on his mission to the shah 
of Persia. By way of preparation for his 
eastern observations, he had lived some 
months in 1810 in the house of the Persian 
envoy, Mirza Ahul-nnsan, at London, where 
he learned to speak Persian. They started 
from Portsmouth on H.M.S. Lion, 04, on 
18 July 1810, and were absent in India and 
Persia tor threB years. The best lmownrecord 
of the mission is that of Janies Justinian 
Morier [a. v.], the secretary of embassy; but 
Sir William Ouseley published his own ac¬ 
count, ‘ Travels in various Countries of the 
East, more particularly Persia,’ in three 
volumes 4to, 1819,1821, 1823 (printed for 
the author by Henry Hughes, Brecknock). 
The title-page states that the author was 
knt., LL.D., honorary fellow of the Royal 
Societies of Edinburgh, Gottingen, and Am¬ 
sterdam, Ph D. of Rostock, and member of 
tho Asiatic Society of Calcutta, The dates of 
the dedications, &c., show that he still re¬ 
sided at Criokhowell, His valuable collec¬ 
tion of Persian manuscripts was offered for 
sale, and the catalogue, written by himself 
and printed in 1831, contains notices, of 724 
manuscripts. He died at Boulogne in Sep¬ 
tember 1842, leaving Sir William Gore 
Ouselev [ci. v.l, five other sons, and three 
daughters. 

Besides the works already noticed, 
Onseley published: ‘Oriental Collections, 
3 vols. 1797-9; an 1 Epitome of the Anoient 
History of Persia, extracted from the Jehad 
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Ara' of Alimnd el-Kazwini, Ihe author of 
tho ‘ Nigaristdn,’ 1709; a translation of Tbn- 
HaukaVs 1 Geography,’ 1800 j of the 1 lialtk- 
tiyar Nama,’ 1801 (now and rovEed edition 
by W. A. Olouston, 1880); ‘ Observations 
on Goins,’ &o,, 1801, and a 1 Critical Essay,' 
1802. llo also edited Burckhurdl’s ‘Works,’ 
anti contributed extensively t,o the ‘ Transac¬ 
tions ’ of the Iioyal Society of Literature. 

[Authorities cited above; Encylopredia Bri- 
taunica, ninth od.s.v.; Mathias's Pursuits of Lit.; 
231-2; [lainmenVivants, s.v.,article signed ‘id;’ 
Brit. Mas. Oat.j Burlco's liaroiiotiigs.l 8. L.-P, 

OUSELEY, Sib WILLJAM GORE 

1797-180(5), diplomatist, born in London on 

(5 July 1797, was tho oldest son of Sir Wil¬ 
liam Ouseloy [q, v.] Sir Gore Ouseley, hart., 
[q, v."], tho oriimtalisl, was Ilia undo, lie 
entered tlio diplomatic service when very 
young;, and in November 1817 was attached 
to the British embassy at Stockholm. Aft er 
serving at other European courts ho became, 
in November 1825, paid atlachfi at Wash¬ 
ington. lie remained thoro for sovun years, 
and in 1832 published ‘ Remarks on t lie Sta¬ 
tistics and Political Institutions of the ITuilod 
Stales, with some Observations on tho Ec¬ 
clesiastical System of Amuriea, her Sources 
of Revenue, &o.’ Tho beak, an edition of 
which was issued at Philadelphia during 
tho same year under (.lie auspices of Wash¬ 
ington Irving, gave a highly favourable pic¬ 
ture of American institutions. It was some¬ 
what severely criticised in (ho 1 Quarterly 
Review ’ for December 1832, but was quoted 
with approval in Lord Brougham's ‘ Political 
Philosophy' (1819, pt, iii. p, 810). 

In Juno 1832 Ouseley wont to Rio de 
Janeiro as secretary of legation, and on 
20Aprill838was appointed chargfid'affaires 
in Brazil. On 13 Dec, 1841 ho was sent i t.o 
Buenos Ayres as minister to tho Argentine 
Confederation, whence ho was despatched, in 
January 1847, on a special mission to Monte 
Video, tho capital of Uruguay. In conjunc¬ 
tion with M. I leffandis, tho representative of 
Prance, ho secured (ho evacuation of tfru¬ 
gally by tho Argentine troops end the with¬ 
drawal of thoir Hoot from the capital, which 
was occupied by English and French troops. 

Somo timo after Jus return to England, in 
1830, Ouseley published a paraphlot entitled 
'Notes on the Slave Trade, with Remarks 
on the Measures adoplod for its Suppression.’ 
It was directed nguiust I ho proposals recently 
undo in parliament liy Mr. (afterwards Sir 
Williamjilutt for withdrawing tho squadron 
employed on the West Gaust of Africa in 
chucking tho slave trade. 

On 29 Juno 1852 Uusuioy was wonted 
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TC.O.B., and was made D.O.L.”by Oxted 
University on 20 .Tune 1865. On 30 Oct 
1857 he was despatched on a special mission 
to Central America. lie afterwards travelled 
in tho United States, and relumed to Env 
land in 1800. lie retired on a pension of 
1,000A, but, continued to take much interest 
in South American affairs, being chairman 
of tho Falkland Islands’and other companies 
at his death. lie died, lifter a tedious illness 
at 81 Albomarle Street, on 0 March 1806. ' 
Ouseley, besides being well versed in seve¬ 
ral modern languages, was a good classical 
scholar. In addition to tho works Tnm. i.i n „ n j 
and somo contributions to periodicals, he 
published ‘ A Description of Views in South 
America, from Original Drawings made in 
Brazil, the River I’lato, the Parana, &c.,’ 
1852, 8yo. Tho drawings wore selected for 
publication by tjnoon Victoria. 

Ouseley married, in 1829, Maria, daughter 
of M, Van Ness, governor of Vermont, 
IT.fi,A. She died on L8 Jan. 1881, having 
hail issue two sens and a dauglitor. The 
elder son, William OlmrloH, was attached to 
Sir UharloR Tlntlinm's mission to the River 
Plato in 1852, and died in Paraguay in 1868. 
Tlie other son, a lieutenant in the navy, died 
during the Baltic operations in the same 
year, Tho daughter, Francos, married the 
lion. J. T, FiUmaurioo, R.N., fifth son of 
the Earl of Orkney. 

[Gent. Map. I860, i. 688-0 ; Men of tho 
Timo, I860; illustrated London Nows, 17 Msreh 
18(t(l ; KohUit’b JJaroiioliigo and Knightage, 1882, 
and Alumni Oxen.; Haydn’s Hook of Dignitios. 
A hostile account of Oumdoy’s mission to Bio do 
la Plata was republished in 164(1 from la 
Goeoln Moroiiiilil, tlio organ of Bosns.l 

G. U O. N. 

OUTRAM, BENJAMIN (1764-1805), 
civil engineer, tho oiliest son of Joseph 0u~ 
tram (1732-1810) of Alfceton, Derbyshire,by 
his Hucoed wife, Elizabeth, dauglitor of Ed¬ 
mund llodgkinson, wits boraon 1 April 1704, 
and named nflor Benjamin Franklin, who was 
a friend of his father. Ilu was educated os 
a civil engineer, projected tho aqueduct over 
the Mersey at Ohupel-en-le-Frilli, and was 
constantly employed in tho construction of 
rends anil canals. But his chief litlu to re¬ 
membrance is his instrumentality in intro¬ 
ducing iron railways for colliery tmUlo. The 
lines hitherto used had generally boon con¬ 
st me tod of wood, Outram greatly improvod 
tlio material and the method of laying, and 
it has frequently been assert ed both that 
ho invontud tramways and that tho tern 
1 tram ’ was derived from Ms name. But it 
is cert iiiu that tho word was used long before 
his time, both for ft plunk-road iu ft mine 
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and for the wagons used upon such a road 
in the coUierios. Hence the term was Teadily 
applied to the planks or rails, to the line 
itself, and also, elliptically, to the vehicle 
running along the Tails (see Surtees Soc. 
xxxviii. 87, where the word * tram ’ occurs 
in a will dated 1566. It appears to be 
identical with the old Swedish ' tram,’ a log 
or beam ; cf. Notes and Queries, 6th ser. ii. 
326, 369, 498; Skeat, Etymological Diet. 
1884). About 1800 Outram founded the ex¬ 
tensive Butterley ironworks in Derbyshire, 
but he died suddenly in London, on 22 May 
1806, before the large outlay made upon the 
undertaking (which passed to Messrs. Jes- 
sop & Oo.) had proved remunerative. By 
his wife Margaret, only surviving daughter of 
James Anderson (1789-1808) [q, v.l, whom 
he married on 4 June 1800, he left five chil¬ 
dren: Francis, Anna, James £q.v.], the cele¬ 
brated general, Margaret, ana Elizabeth. A 
fine-looking, high-spirited, man, of a generous 
temper and restless energy which could ill 
brook either stupidity or opposition, Outram 
possessed many of the characteristics which 
were inherited by his more famous son. 

[Goldsmid’s Life of James Outram, 1880 ; 
Burko’s Peerage and Baronetage ; Smiles's Life 
of Slephonson, p. 69 ; Wood’s Practical Treatise 
on Hallways; Glover's Hist, and Gazetteer of 
the County of Derby, ii, 200; Brand’s History 
of Newcastle-upon-Tyne, ii. 681 n .; Whitney’s 
Oenlury Dictionary, b.v. ' Tram.’] T. S. 

OUTRAM, Sir BENJAMIN FONSECA 
(1774-1860), naval surgeon, son of Captain 
William Outram, was horn in Yorkshire in 
1774 and educated as a surgeon at the United 
Borough hospitals in London. He was first 
employed in the naval medical service in 
1794, and waspromoted to the rank of surgeon 
in 1790. lie served in the Harpy, La 
Nymphe, and Boadicea. He was surgeon in 
the Superb in her celebrated action oil Cadiz, 
when Sir James Saumarez [q. v,] obtained a 
victory over the Fronoh and Spanish fleBts 
on 13 July 1801. lie received war medals 
and clasps for his services under Sir Richard 
Goodwin Keats [q. v.] during the war. Sub¬ 
sequent ly for many years he was surgeon to 
the Royal Sovereign yacht. 

In 1800, with a view to entering upon 
civil practico, he went to Edinburgh, and 
there graduated doctor of medicine on24 J une 
1809, after presenting his inaugural thesis, 

• De Febrs continufl..’ lie was admitted a 
licentiate of the Royal College of Physicians 
of London on 10 April 1810, and then com¬ 
menced praclicO as a physician at Hanover 
Square in London, where he lived more than 
forty years, lie also acted as physician to 


the Welbeck Street Dispensary. On 3 May 
1838 he was elected a fellow of the Royal 
i Sooiety of London, but he was not the author 
! of the geological paper published in the 
‘ Transactions ’ of the society for 1798 with 
which his name is associated in the list of 
fellows. He also became one of the earliest 
members of the Royal Geographical Society. 

In 1841 Outram became medical inspector 
of her Majesty’s fleets and hospitals. He 
was nominated a K.O.B. on 17 Sept. 1830. 
He was admitted a fellow of the Royal Col¬ 
lege of Physicians of London on 9 July 1862. 
He died at Brighton on 16 Feb. 1866, and 
was buried at Clifton, near Bristol. He was 
twice married. 

He was author of: 1. 'De Febre continue,’ 
Edinburgh, 1809, dedioated to his unde, Sir 
Thomas Outram of Kilham in Yorkshire. 
2. ‘ Suggestions to Naval Surgeons previous 
to, during, and after a Battle,’ a pamphlet 
of which no copy seems accessible. 

[Proceedings of the Royal Geographical So¬ 
ciety of London, 1866, i. 126; Hunk's Coll, of 
Phys. 2nd edit. iii. 90; Gent. Mag. 1866, pt. i. 
p. 429.] D’A. P. 

OUTRAM, GEORGE (1806-1866), jour¬ 
nalist, was second son of Joseph Outram 
(1771-1830), brother of Benjamin Outram 
fq. v.], by Elizabeth, daughter of George 
Knox, Craigleith. He was bom on 26 March 
1806 at the Clyde ironworks, usar Glasgow, 
of which his father waB manager, and was 
educated at the high school of Leith, whither 
his family removedin his boyhood. He studied 
at the university of Edinburgh, and in 1827 
was admitted a member of the Scottish bar. 
Not being successful as an advocate, he 
readily accepted, in May 1837, the editorship 
of the ‘ Glasgow Herald' in succession to 
Samuel Hunter, and soon acquired a share as 
proprietor. The chief feature of his editor¬ 
ship was the reversal of the anti-corn-law 
policy of the ‘ Herald,’ He continued his jour¬ 
nalistic work till his death, on 16 Sept. 1856, 
at Rosemore on the Holy Loch. He was 
buried in Waxriston cemetery, Edinburgh. 

Outram was an enthusiastic angler and a 
prominentmember of the Edinburgh Angling 
Club. In 1837 he married Frances HcRobbie 
from Jamaica, Bad had by her four sons and. 
one daughter, of whom the last survivor 
died in 1887. 

Outram’s reputation rests on the ' Lyrics, 
Legal and Miscellaneous,’ first printed pri¬ 
vately, and afterwords edited in 1874 by 
Sheriff Bell; who prefaced it with a bio¬ 
graphical sketch. A new edition, with addi¬ 
tions and notes, by Dr, J. H. Stoddart, editor 
of the 1 Glasgow Herald,’ appeared in 1888- 
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The majority of his verses -were written to he 
sung at festive gatherings in Edinburgh and 
Glasgow. The interest in his work is chiefly 
local, partly because he wrote nearly all in 
the Scots dialect, partly because the topics 
were connected with the legal society of the 
Scottish capital; but in a few instances, 
notably in the 'Annuity/ the rich humour 
and happy expression appeal to a wider 
circle. Outram collaborated with ‘ Chris¬ 
topher North ’ in the 1 Dies Boreales/ which 
followed the 'Noctes Ambrosiantc.’ Ho also 
printed for private circulation a collection of 
legal anacdotes. 

|Editions of the 'Lyrics’ referred to above; 
Songs of the Edinburgh Angling Club; biogra¬ 
phical notes kindly supplied by Alexander Sin¬ 
clair, esq., of tho 1 Glasgow Herald,’ and J. D, 
Outram, esq., advocate, Edinburgh.] O, G. S. 

OUTRAM, Sib JAMES (1803-180f$]), 
baronet, lieutenant-general Indian army, se¬ 
cond son of Benjamin Outram [q. v.]_, of But- 
terley Ilall, Derbyshire, and lus wife Mar- 

S arot, daughter of Dr. James Anderson of 
lonnie, Aberdeenshire, nnd granddaughter 
of a .Scottish judge, Sir William Sotou, lord 
Pitmeddon, was horn at Dutterley Hall ou 
29 Jtui. 1803. Mrs. Outram, who hy tho 
sudden death of her husband was left in very 
straitened circumstances, was a woman of 
great self-reliance and independence. With 
her young fnmily she resided for three years 
at. Worksop, then for two years at Barnby 
Moor, and in 1810 removed to Aberdeen, 
Outram was educated flvst at Utlny, then at 
Mr. Esson’s school in Aberdeen, and finally 
at Mnrischal Collogo. In 1819 ho received 
a direct. Indian caclotship, nnd sailed for In¬ 
dia in May in the Bhip York, in company 
with a fellow-cadct, afterwards Major-gene¬ 
ral Slftlker. Ho arrived in Boinbny on 
15 Aug., and was temporarily posted to tho 
4tli native infantry, with rank as ensign from 
2 May 1819. He joined tbu regiment at Piina, 
and accompanied it. to Savandrug, returning 
to Bombay in September, when he was ga¬ 
zetted a lieutenant in the 1st. grenndior na¬ 
tive infantry, to date from 4 Aug. Unjoined 
the 2nd battalion of his regiment at Piina 
in December, but was Bhortly afterwards 
transferred to the 12th regiment on its 
embodiment at the same place, and be¬ 
came noting-adjutant, in July 1820. lie ac¬ 
companied the regiment to Baroda in Fe¬ 
bruary 1821, but towards tbe end of tho 
year was compelled to take sick leave to 
Bombay. On returning to rejoin bis regi¬ 
ment at Kdthiii war in February 1822, he had 
a narrow escape of his life. Tim native boat 
in which 1m had embarked was blown up by 
the explosion of some fireworks which Ou¬ 


tram had takon on board. Outram was much, 
scorched about the face, but otherwise un¬ 
injured. 

In November 1822 Outram arranged with 
his brother Francis, a second lieutenant in 
tho Bombay engineers, that they should nut 
by out of their pay as subalterns an allow¬ 
ance for tbeir motkor. At Rajkot, where his 
regiment was quartered, ho became an en¬ 
thusiastic sportsman; and his shikar-book for 
the seasons of 1822-3 and 1823-4 shows a re¬ 
cord of sovonty-four ‘ first spears ’ out of 128 
gained by a party of twelve. He also killed 
four nilgai, two hyenas, and two wolves in. 
these two seasons, the nilgai having been 
obtained in seven runs at the cost of four 
horses. In April 1824 lie moved with hie 
regiment to Malogdon in Khandesh, but, on 
a general reorganisation of the army in the 
spring of tills year, hie regiment was con¬ 
verted inLo tho 23rd native infantry, and 
Outram waB appointed to the 41th native 
infantry, nnd gazetted adjutant on 1 Aug. 
lie, however, effected an 'exchange hack to 
his old regiment, ronumbored tho 23rd, and 
was continued in the appointment of adju¬ 
tant. 

Towards llm mid of 1824 Outram was 
permitted to join Lieut.-colonel Deacon's ex- 

f iedition against ICittur, a native state which 
lad lapsed to the paramount power on the 
death of the Desliai without lioirs, hut had 
resisted the British government, nnd re¬ 
pulsed a small force sent to lake possession. 
Outrnm’s brother Francis served in the same 
expedition, and both brothers distinguished 
themselves. Kittiir was hosiogod, and sur¬ 
rendered on 5 Dec. 1821, when tho expedi¬ 
tion returned to Bombay, and Outram re¬ 
joined his rag imenl at, Malogdnn the following 
February. In March 1825 Outram was 
sont, with two hundred men of the 11th 
and 23rd nativo infantry regimonts, to seize 
the hill fort of Malnir hotween Surat and 
Malegaon, an insurrection having broken 
out in tlio wustorn districts of Khandesh. 
Directing Ms junior officers—Ensigns AVhit- 
more and Paul—to attack in front before 
daybreak with 150 men, lie took fifty men to 
tho roar, and, assaulting shortly after the 
front atlftok commenced, created a panic. 
The garrison flod, the loader and many of 
his adherents wore cut down, and the rest 
escaped to tho lulls complet oly disorganised, 
Uulram’s services on this occasion were ac¬ 
knowledged by tho government, and also in 
general orders by the commander-in-chief. In. 
further recognition of liis services and merit, 
he was placed, on 22 April 182(5, at the disposal 
of tho collector and political agent in Khan¬ 
desh, to command a Bkil corps, to be raised in 
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that province forpolice duties. On leaving the 
28rd native infantry regiment, hie exertions 
in bringing the newly formed regiment into 
shape were warmly acknowledged by his 
commanding officer. 

The province of Khandesh became British 
territory in 1818, after the Peshwa's down¬ 
fall, At that time the Bhils, a distinct race 
driven out of May war and Jodhpur, and sub¬ 
sisting mainly on plunder, formed an eighth 
part of the whole population. The Bhil 
agency was established m1825 under Colonel 
Archibald Robertson, collector of Khandesh. 
There were three agents: Captain Righy in 
the north-west, Captain Ovans in the south, 
and Outram in the north-east. To the latter 
was entrusted the duty of raising a BM1 
light infantry corps, under native commis¬ 
sioned and non-commissioned officers of line 
regiments. A severe illness detained Outram 
in Malegaon until Slay; when, proceeding 
to Jatigaon, he led the detachment of his 
own regiment stationed there to dislodge 
some marauding Bhils from the mountain 
fastnesses. Supported by reinforcements from 
Malegaon, the operation ended in the occu¬ 
pation of the Bhil haunts by regular troops, 
and the destruction of so much of their 
power in that quarter that the introduc¬ 
tion of remedial measures became possible. 
Outram commenced the formation of his 
corps by enlisting hie captives, who, again, 
brought in their relatives. lie also succeeded 
in gaining the confidence of the chief men 
by living unguarded among them, and per¬ 
suaded five to join his corps, He made hie 
headquarters at Dharanguon, and by July 
1828 three hundred Bhils were enrolled in 
liis corps who had become efficient soldiers, 
and whose conduct was quite satisfactory. 

By 1828 the corps numbered six hundred 
men, and the collector was able to report 
that for the first time in twenty years the 
country had enjoyed six months of uninter¬ 
rupted repose. In 1829 his brother Franois 
killed himself in a lit of mental depression, 
and for some time a deep gloom was cast over 
his life. 

In 1880 it was determined to invade and 
subdue the Dang country, a tract of tangled 
forest on the west of Khandesh and on the 
further side of the Sukhaia hills, inhabited 
hy marauding Bhils. Outram, after a fort¬ 
night's campaign, overran the country and 
subdued it, returning with the principal 
chiefs as his prisoners, and all the others in 
alliance. On 80 May 1880 the magistrate of 
Khandesh conveyed to Outram the thanks of 
the Bombay government for the judgment 
he had shown in the course of unwearied 
exertions. 
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In 1831 Outram was directed to inquire 
into certain daring outrages committed in 
the districts of Yawal and Sauda, and to ap¬ 
prehend the offenders. He captured 169 sus¬ 
pected persons, and, after inquiry, 158 were 
committed for trial. In 1888, the Bhils of 
the Barwani territory in the Satpura 
mountains north of Khandesh having risen 
in rebellion, Outram, who had been promoted 
captain on 7 Oct. 1882, took the field against 
them and struck a decisive blow, capturing 
the rebel chief Hatnia, On 27 June the go¬ 
vernment of Bombay expressed their great 
satisfaction at the successful termination of 
the expedition. During his residence in 
Khandesh, Outram was always ready for 
dangerous sport, and many a tig a r fell to 
his gun. By Ids fearless bearing in the 
presence of danger, and his general prowess 
m the chase, he won the affection and ad¬ 
miration of the wild men among whom his 
lot was cast. During the ten yearn from. 
1825 to 1884 he himself killed no fewer than 
one hundred and ninety-one tigers, twenty- 
five bears, twelve buffaloes, and fifteen 
leopards. 

Early in 1836 Outram accompanied Mr. 
Bax, then resident at Indore, through Malwa 
and Nimar; and, after hie annual Khandesh 
lour in June, the government invited his 
opinion on the affairs of the neighbouring pro¬ 
vince of Gujrat,which, in the Mahi Kdnta, had 
assumed a threatening aspect. On 11 Sept, 
he left Khandesh for indoro, whence he made 
his way to Baroda, Ahmadabad, Ahmad- 
nagar, Bdar, and Diaa, returning to Ahma- 
dabad, where he drew up his report in col¬ 
laboration with tbe political commissioner 
Mr. Williams. The report, wliioh is an 
elaborate state paper, dated 14 Nov. 1886, 
was completed at Baroda. It expressed the 
writer’s conviction that the Mahi Kants, 
could not be tranquillised until the unruly 
dons which occupied it had been subdued 
and the chiefs punished for opposition to 
British arms, Sir John Keane offered Outram 
the command of the troops to be assembled 
for the subjection of the Mdhi Kanta, but 
he declined the honour in favour of a friend 
very much his senior. Outram went on 
lea ve to Bombay in December, to be married,, 
hut a fortnight after was obliged to hurry oil' 
to the Mahi Kanta on appointment as poli¬ 
tical agent, with the general direction of 
affairs civil and military. Outram succeeded 
in the Mahi Kdnta, as he had succeeded in 
Khandesh; and if his measures were more 
violent than either the governor of Bombay, 
Sir Robert Grant, or the court or directors 
found agreeable, the reproofs he received 
were generally softened by compliments on 
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his military genius, energy, and sound judg¬ 
ment. 

The residency in the M&hi Kiinta was at 
Sadra, where there was no sport. His wife 
had been invalided home, and in October 
1838, when a British force was ordered 
to assemble for service across the Indus, 
Outram at onoo volunteered, and was ap¬ 
pointed extra aide-de-camp to Bir John 
Keane. On 21 Nov, 1838 he embarked 
with his chief at Bombay, reaching the II u- 
jamri mouth of the Indus on the 27th, when 
lie was despatched on a special mission to 
Outch, to arrange for land and water trans- 

n i for the expedition. In ton days he 
made arrangements; camels arrived on 
19 Dec., and on the 24th the force moved 
forward, Teaching Thntta on the 28tli. 
Outram wosassocial ed with Lieutenant East - 
wick (afterwords a director of tho East India 
Company), the assistant resident, in ft mis¬ 
sion to the court of Ilaidarubad, to conclude 
a detailed troaty with tho amir. The envoys, 
however, met with such unmistakahlo signs 
of hostility that thoy were compelled to 
return without effecting their object, and 
rejoinad Keane at Jerak. Keane, having 
succeeded to the chief command on the de¬ 
parture of Sir Homy Fane, employed Outram 
on missions to Sliah Simla and MacNaghten 
in February and March 1889. In thu latter 
mouth a fall from his horse fractured a hone, 
and Outram had to bo carried through tho 
Bolan pass in a palanquin. Ho was ablu to 
Lnke part on arrival at. Kandahar in tho 
ceremonios att ending tlia inst allation of Shall 
Shivja, and left that city with the advanced 
column on 27 .1 une. Tho column arrived at 
Ghazni on 22 July, and Outram did good 
service by leading tho Shah’s horse against a 
largo force of tho oneiny, who had taken up 
a position on the hills to tho southward of 
and commanding the British camp. Ho put 
them to flight, capturing their banner. 
Qliasmi foil tho following day. On arriving 
at Haidar Khol on 3 Aug,, Outram avos ap¬ 
pointed to command an expedition for the 
capture of Dost Muhammad Khan, who had 
fled towards Bamian. Tho forou consisted of 
two thousand of tho shah's Afghan horse 
and one hundred of British Indian cavalry, 
The Afghans wore under ITaji Khan, who did 
his best to provent Iko success of ilia expe¬ 
dition. If avbs a rough piocB of work, over 
hills and along tortuous river channels, Ou 
arrival at Yoart, Dost Muhammad was re¬ 
ported to be only sixteen miles ahoad, but 
the Afghan loader threw every obstacle in 
the way. Outram ; with only the British 
force, pushed on without, him, crossing the 
■Haji Khak pass (twelve thousand feet), and 


thon over the higher pass of the Shutar 
Garden, arriving at Bamian on 8 Aue 
only to find that Dost Muhammad had «! 
capad beyond the Oxus, Outram 
Kabul on 17 Aug., and Haji 
arrested by Shah Skuja fortrensou. 

On 21 Aug. Outram was placed at the 
disposal of the British envoy MacNaghten 
for the purpose of conducting an expedition 
into disturbed districts lying between Kabul 
and Kandahar, The object of the expedition 
was to tranquillise the disaffected Ghflad 
tribes, to arrest four refractory chiefe to 
punish 11m inhabitants of the village of 
Moruf, who had destroyed a oaravon enroute 
for India, and to reduce the forts of Haji 
Khan. Outrnm’s fores consisted of the 
Ghiirlto infantry regiment, the shah’s in¬ 
fantry regiment from Kandahar, a proportion 
of cavalry and artillery from tho shah’s con¬ 
tingent, a dot ail from the camel battery, and 
Captain Anderson’s troop of horse artillery, 
Ho marched out of Kabul on 7 Sept. On 
Hie 16th the force was strengthened by 
a winR of the lOtli Bengal native infantry 
from t ilmzni. Having surmounted the Khar- 
wdr pass, crossed tho Kkarwdr district, and 
scoured the turbulent region of the Zurmal 
valley, Outrnm captured BQvoral forts, end 
secured six of tho gung concerned in Oolonel 
Herring's murder. lie arrived on 3 Oet. at 
Usliian, where ho was joinod by the Ptm» 
auxiliary horso under Captain Keith Ers- 
kino. lie pushed on to Kala-i-Murgha, the 
fort of Abdu-r-ltalimnn Khan, the principal 
Gliilwii chief, who, however, escaped. He 
aUaeked and demolished the forts of Haji 
Khan, and finally arrived at Quetta on 
31 Oct., having accomplished his mission. 

II e accompanied General Wiilshiro as aide- 
de-camp in November to tho siege of Kalat, 
and did good service, wliioh was mentioned 
in Willeliiro's despatch of 14 Nov. to Lord 
Auckland. Outram was deputed to take,a 
copy of the despatch to the governor of Bom¬ 
bay by the direct route to SonmianiBondar, 
tho practicability or otherwise of which for 
the nassago of troops 'Wiilshiro considered it 
an object of importance to ascertain. Dis¬ 
guised as an A fghnn, ho st cried on this peril¬ 
ous journey through an enemy’s country, 
accompanied by a privato servant and two 
Saiyids of Shot as guides. After many ad¬ 
ventures and hairbreadth escapes ho reached 
Somnidni on 23 Nov., having subsisted during 
the whole journey on dates and water, From 
Sonmiaiii he wont by water to Karachi and 
Bombay. For his services at Kalat Outram 
was promoted brevet-major jm IS Nov, 1889, 
and received tho thanks of both the Bombay 
and Indian governments for Ms report on 


got back to 

-Khftn Tyaa 



Outram 


1263 

the KalAt-Sonmiani route, -while Shah Shuja 
bestowed on him. the second class order of 
the Durrani empire. 

At the end of 1839 Lord Auckland ap¬ 
pointed Outram political agent in Lower 
Bind, in succession to Colonel Pottinger, He 
arrived at Haidarahad on 24 Feb., after see¬ 
ing Pottinger at Bhiij. The main features 
of his work in 1840 were the reduction of 
taxes on inland produce brought to the 
British camp at Karachi, the relief of the 
Indus traffic from excessive tolls, and the 
negotiations with Mir Sher Muhammad of 
Mirpur, whereby quasi-amicahle relations 
were established. In 1841 he negotiated a 
satisfactory treaty with Mir Slier Muham¬ 
mad. Soon afterwards Mir Nur Muhammad, 
the amir of Haidarahad, summoned Outram 
to his deathbed, and confidedhis brother, Mir 
Nasir Khan, and his youngest son, Mir Ilusain 
Ali, to Outram’s protection, saying ‘ No one 
lias known so groat truth and friendship os I 
have found in you.’ Outram regarded this as 
asacred charge, and the boy as an adopted son. 

On 18 Aug. 1841 Outram left Haidarahad 
for Quetta, having been appointed political 
agent in Upper Sind in addition to his charge 
of Lower Sind. He arrived at Quetta on 
2 Sept., and the young Nasir, khan of Kalat, 
met him in darbar. On 6 Oct. iko khan was 
installed by Outram at Kalat, after signing 
the ratification to a treaty with the Indian 

Sivemment. At the end of November 
utram heard that (he state of affairs at Ka¬ 
bul was growing desperato, and for the next 
few months his energies were taxed to the 
utmost to support the failing prestige of the 
government. 

In February 1842 Lord Ellenborough [see 
Law, Edwabd, Eakl oj- Elldotosoush] 
succeeded Lord Auckland as governor-gene¬ 
ral. Outram did his best to impress on the 
now governor-general the inadvisability of 
retiring from Afghanistan without first re¬ 
asserting tho power of the government at 
Kabul. On 28 March 1842 General England 
was defeated at naikalzai, in the Pishin 
valley. Themishapwasretriovedon28April, 
but the general officially laid the blame upon 
Outram’s assistant, Lieutenant Hammersley, 
for want of proper acquaintance with the dis¬ 
position and movements of the enemy. Ou¬ 
tram could not acquiesce in the censure, and 
his bold and generous advocacy of Ham- 
mersley's cause brought him under the dis¬ 
pleasure of tho authorities. Lord Elien- 
borough invested General William Nott[q,v.] 
with the chief political as well as military 
control in Kandahar and Sind, thus subordi¬ 
nating Outram t”5 him as 0 political officer. 
Outram admitted the wisdom of leaving the 
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military commander unfettered during the 
operations of war, and acquiesced in the ar¬ 
rangement by which he was virtually super¬ 
seded. 

On 1 June Outram left Sakhar for Quetta, 
to assist General Nottin his preparations for 
an advance on Kabul. In October he ac¬ 
companied General England in the with¬ 
drawal of his force to India through the 
dangerous part of the Bolan pass, and him¬ 
self aided to flank the heights at the head of 
Brahui auxiliaries. He then pushed on alone 
to Sakhar to report himself to Sir Charles 
James Napier [q. v.], who in August had taken 
over the command of the troops in Smd and 
Baluchistan, with entire control over the 
political agents and civil officers. Outram 
had not been many days at Sakhar when he 
was romanded to his regiment, and the poli¬ 
tical establishment dissolved, while the only 
recognition of his services during theprevions 
threo years was the thanks ox the govern¬ 
ments for his zeal and ability. Sir Charles 
Napier expressed his high sense of his obli- 
ations to him for the information which he 
ad placed at his disposal as his successor in 
the political department of Sind, and at a 
ublic dinner given to Outram at Sakhar, on 
Nov. 1842, Napier proposed his health in 
the following terms: ‘Gentlemen, I give yon 
the “Bavard of India,” sans peur et sans re- 
proche, Major James Outram of the Bombay 
army,’ and the epithet has since become per¬ 
manently linked with his name. 

Outram was offered the command of the 
Piina horse on his return to Bombay, bat 
declined it, applied for furlough for two 
years, took his passage for England, and was 
to have sailed on 2 Jan. 1843, when, on the 
application of Napier, he was appointed a 
commissioner for the arrangement of the 
details of a revised treaty with the amirs of 
Sind. He arrived at Sakhar on 8 Jan., and 
accompanied Napier in his march across the 
desert to Imamgarh, arriving on 11 Jan. 
After the fort was demolished, Outram went 
to Khairpur to meet the chiefs of Upper Sind 
and the walrils of the amirs of Lower Sind, 
and on 8 Feb. he arrived at Haidarahad. In 
January 1848 Outram had written toNapier 
disagreeing with the poliev of the govern¬ 
ment in the treatment of Sfind, and there is 
little doubt that owing to the solemn trust 
confided to him by the dying amir, Mir Nur, 
his sympathies were strongly enlisted on the 
Bide of the Sind amir, while Napier took, 
with the full approval of the government, a 
diametrically opposite view. Upon Outram’* 
urgent representations, Napier refrained from 
taking the active measureswhich the failure 
of the amirs to comply with hie condition* 
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seemed io demand. On 14 Feb. Outram first 
realised that the amirs int ended open hosti¬ 
lity. On the L5th his residence at llaidara- 
bua was atlaeltod hy a force of eight thou¬ 
sand men under Mir Skahdad Klian and 
other principal chiefs. After four hours’ 
gallant defence, Outram, with his little body¬ 
guard of one hundred men, was compelled 
to evacuate in consequouce of ammunition 
running short, llo rotired with his small 
forco on hoard tlio steamer Satellite, and 
proceeded up tho river under heavy fire for 
some miles. On 10 Feb. lie joined Napier 
at Matiiri, sixteen miles above llaidarabad. 
Napier at once sent Outram off at his own 
request, to burn tlio Midni and neighbouring 
forest s (fakikiirgahs), in which it was oxpeotou 
tho enemy would collect, and from which it 
would he dillicultto dislodge them. He was 
employed on this duty whiloNapior was fight¬ 
ing the battle of Miiini (Meanoo). Napier 
prefaced his despatch on this battle with a 
notico of tlio risks run by his commissioner at 
Ilaidarahiul, and observed that the defence of 
tho residency hy Outram and tlio small force 
with him against suclinumhors of tho enemy 
wassoadmirable thatlio wouldaond a detailed 
account as a brilliant examplo of defending a 
military post. On 18 Fob. the amirs of llni- 
darabm't, Mira Hasan Khan, Shahdad, and Hu¬ 
sain Ali Khan, surrendered. Tho two formor 
were del ained as prisoners, hut tho latt er was 
released at Out nun’s request out, of respect 
for tlio memory ol' his lute father, Mir Nur 
Muhammad. Outram’s functions as com¬ 
missioner having ceased on tlio outbreak of 
hostilities, lie left on 20 Fab. for Bombay, 
carrying despatches. In April ho was pre¬ 
sented at Bombay with a sword of honour 
of the value of tliroo hundred guineas and 
a costly piece of plate, in token of tho high 
estimation in which ho was held for tho in¬ 
trepid gallantry which had marked his career 
In India, and more especially his heroic de¬ 
fence of tho British residency at llaidara¬ 
bad against an army of eight thousand Ba¬ 
luchis with six guns. For his services in 
tho Sind campaign ho was promotod brovol- 
lieutenant colonel on 4 July 1813, and made 
a O.B. Outrnm's share of tho nrire-moiioy 
amounted to 3,0001., but he declined to tako 
the money for himself, and distributed it 
among charitnblo institutions in India. 

Outram returned to Fmgland in May 1843 
with his mind filled, with the unfortunate 
condition of the amirs of Sind, and during 
his furlough wus much engaged in making 
represent ations on their behalf, IIo was also 
ongagod in the great, cotitrovorBy on the an¬ 
nexation of Sincl,and tlio difference of opinion 
between Napier and hhnsulflcd to a serious 


rupture. The contest proved a long and 
costly one for Outram. For years the imcon- 
genial paper warfare dragged on, and -was 
the source of misrepresentations, misunder¬ 
standings, and aspersions which are better 
forgotten. 

Intelligence of the revolution of Lahore 
and the murder of the Maharaja Slier Singh 
was received in London in November and 
Out ram returned to India inDecembBr, armed 
with u letter from the Duke of Wellington 
to tho commander-in-chief in India. On ar¬ 
rival at Sir Hugh Gough’s camp atFathpur 
Lord Elleuborough, who was there, refused 
him n personal interview, and objected to 
liis joining Gough, but gave him political 
charge of Minor, an appendnge of Indore, 
Ho reached his station, Mandlaisir, on 
10 March 1844, There was not sufficient 
work to occupy him in Miliar; he was worried 
with tho Sind controversy, mid in September 
he resigned his appointment, intending to 
return homo. 

An outbreak, however, in the southern 
MaratM country boLwoon Bombay and Qoa 
end a chock which a detachment, under 
Colonel Wallace of the Madras army, had 
received on 2-1 Sept, hulbro tho strong fort 
of iSamaugarli, led Outram to ofi’or liis ser¬ 
vices. He was sent on special duty, and 
joined Waliaco on 11 Oct. On the 18th lie 
was present at the capture of Samangauh. 
Tho rebellion spreading, lie was attached to 
Maj or-genoral 1 lolamotte'sst ad', and his duties 
wore tlioso nf u special commissioner and head 
of the intelligence department, During the 
campaign lie distinguished himself at the 
storming and capture of the forts of Pdwan- 
garh and Panola, and received the thanks of 
tho government, 

Outram returned to Bombay in December, 
and was at onco ordered to take part in the 
suppression of disturbances in Sawant-Wari, 
south of the country he had just quitted. 
Uw wus given a command of twelve hundred 
men, nnd did good service before Forts Mano- 
har and SI nnsautosh, and in scouring the 
country) as woll as in delicate negotiations 
with tlio Portuguese government of Goa. 

In May 18-13 Outram was appointed resi¬ 
dent. at Satdra, and took up his appointment 
on 20 May, and in May 1847 lie was trans¬ 
ferred, at tho instance of Sir George Clerk, 
governor of Bombay, to tho British residency 
at Baroda, the highest position under the 
Bombay government. On 21 Feb. 1848 he 
became a regimental major. The murder in 
1848 of Agnew and Anderson, the latter a 
brother of Outram’s wife, brought on the 
second Sikh war, and agaifi Outram applied 
to serve in the field; but ill-hoalth compelled 
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him in November to go for change of air to 
Egypt and Syria, and he occupied himself 
there by writing an exhaustive memoir on 
Egypt for the East India Company, for which 
he received the thanks of government. Ou¬ 
tram returned to his post at Baroda in May 
1850. Here he set himself to work to put 
down ‘khatpat’ or corruption. He sent in 
charges against Narsu Pant, head native 
agent at the residency, and in a full report, 
dated SI Oct. 1851, for submission to the 
court of directors, he dealt with the khatpat 
case without respect of persons. 

He did not mince matters, and his report 
was considered by the government to be 
couched in disrespectful terms to itself, and 
likely to aiFect amicable relations with the 
gaekwar. The result was that Outram was 
removed from the office of resident at Baroda. 
He returned to England in March 1852. 
While the court of directors upheld the Bom¬ 
bay government, they expressed regret that 
Outram had not been required to withdraw 
or modify any objectionahle expressions which 
rendered him liable to censure, and they gave 
Outram credit for the zeal, energy, ability, 
and success with which he had prosecuted 
inquiries attended with great difficulty. 
The directors also expressed a hope that on 
Outram’s return to India a suitable oppor¬ 
tunity would be found of employing him. 
Even then there were some directors who 
considered that the despatch did not do jus¬ 
tice to Outram, nor make sufficient allowance 
for his irritation at finding his efforts for a 
great public object constantly thwarted or 
inadequately supported. 

In July 1853, having been promoted regi¬ 
mental lioutenant-colonel in the preceding 
month, Outram returned to India, arriving 
at Calcutta on 12 Sept. While at Calcutta, 
at the roquest of the governor-general, he 
wrote a ‘Memorandum on the Invasion of 
India from the Westward.’ Lord Dalhousie, 
moreover, appointed him an honorary aide- 
de-camp to the governor-general. The court 
of directors lma written to the governor- 
general to find employment for Outram un¬ 
der the supreme government, and the trans¬ 
fer, towards the end of the year, of Baroda 
from the Bombay government to the go¬ 
vernment of India enabled Lord Dalhousie 
to reinstate Outram as resident there, and 
so make the 1 amende honorable.’ After a 
public dinner in his honour at Calcutta, Ou¬ 
tram arrived at Baroda on 10 March 1854, 
and, after holding the office for a month, was 
appointed political agent and commandant at 
Aden. He embarked at Bombay in June, 
but the change to Aden in the hot Beason 
affected his health. In November Lord Dal- 
TOl. xiy. 


housie appointed him to the residency of 
Oudh, and he mode his official entry into 
Lucknow on 5 Dec. Outram was instructed 
to prepare at once a report on the condition 
of the country, and to state whether the im¬ 
provement peremptorily demanded by Lord 
Hardinge seven years previously had in any 
degree been effected; and, if not, whether 
the duties imposed by treaty on the British 
government would admit of any longer delay 
m proceeding to extreme measures to remedy 
the evils existing. In March 1855 he sub¬ 
mitted his report, which represented the con¬ 
dition of Oudh as deplorable, and reluctantly 
recommended annexation as the only remedy. 
Annexation took place in February 1866, 
Outram was promoted major-general on. 
28 Nov. 1854, and was made a K.C.B. in 
February 1866, having been specially recom¬ 
mended for the honour in September 1855 by 
Lord Dalhousie, who expressed the opinion 
that Outram had not received the reward 
that was his due. Ill-health compelled 
him to return home in May. On 13 Nov. 
he was summoned to the India house and 
informed that he had been appointed to the 
command of the aimy for tne Persian war, 
of which a division under Major-general 
Stalker had already gone to Persia from 
Bombay. Outram was given the local 
rank of lieutenant-general, and invested with 
diplomatic powers. He left England at once, 
and landed at Bombay on 22 Dec. 1856. 
There he found active preparations in pro¬ 
gress for the despatch of a second division, 
under Havelock, and a cavalry division under 
John Jacob, to Bushahr, 

Outram left Bombay on 16 Jan. 1867, and 
arrived at Bushahr on the 27th. The second 
division began to arrive shortly after. The 
Persian commander-in-chief had formed an 
entrenched camp at Barazj&n, and was col¬ 
lecting a large force there. He determined 
to attack this position before extending 
operations elsewhere. After a march of forty- 
efx miles in. forty-one hourB, in cold, wet, and 
stormy weather, the camp was reached, and 
found to have been hastily abandoned on 
Outram’s approach, together with the camp- 
equipage and magazines. Having destroyed 
the gunpowder, Outram commenced his re¬ 
turn march on the night of 7 Feb. to Bushahr, 
oarrying with him large stores of provisions. 
On the march, at daybreak on 8 Feb., they 
were attacked at Khush-ab by some six 
thousand Persians, with a few guns. After a 
smart action, in which seven hundred Per¬ 
sians were killed and two guns captured, the 
Persian force fled, and only the paucity of 
British cavalry saved the fugitives from total 
destruction. 
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Early in March the troops for the attack 
on Muhamra commenced to emhark, but 
strong gales delayed the arrangements. It 
■was not till 26 March that operations were 
commenced. The fire of the enemy was soon 
silenced, and the troops landed. After ox* 
ploding their largest magazine, the Persians 
abandoned their position and fled, leaving 
sixteen guns and all their baggage stores and 
ammunition behind them, Peace had already 
been concluded at Baghdad, and tho war was 
at an end. Outram was sent to Baghdad in 
May to arrange the formation of a mission to 
see that tho evacuation of Ilorat fortress and 
district was duly carriod out by the Persians, 
lie returned to Bombay on 20 June 1857. 

For his services Outram was made a 
G.O.B. In tho meantime tho Indian mill iny 
hod commenced, and Outram’s son, who 
Was stationed at Aligahr, and his wife, who 
was staying there, had a narrow escape. 
Outram reached Calcutta on81 Jilly, and on 
8 Aug. was givon command of two divisions 
of the Bengal army occupying tho country 
from Calcutta to Oawnporo inelusivo, while 
he was also made chief commissioner of (htdh 
In succession to Sir Henry Montgomery Law¬ 
rence [q. v.l killed in tho dofonco of Lucknow, 
lie took with him Robert Napier (afterwards 
Lord Napier of Magdala) [q. v.], as his mili¬ 
tary secretary and cliiof or the staff, and 
arrlvod at Banupur on 19 Aug. On 1 Sept, be 
was at Allahabad, and on tho Ifitli ho reached 
Qawnpore. Outram had already telegraphed 
■from Bantam to Ilavoloolt that ho would 
shortly join him atOawnporewith reinforce¬ 
ments, but that he would loavo to TIavulock 
tho glory of the relief of Lucknow, accom¬ 
panying him only in his civil capacity as 
commissioner, and placing his military ser¬ 
vices at Ilavolook’s disposal as a voluntoor, 
The arrangement had boon made known to 
Sir Oolin Campbell (afterwards Lord Clyde) 
[q. v.] at army headquarters, and to tho 
governor-general, who united in expressing 
their admiration of tho genorous proposal. 
On 16 Sept, the force for tho relief of Lucknow 
was constituted and announced in division 
ordors, with Major-general Ilavolock in com¬ 
mand. The order concluded as follows: ‘ Tho 
important duty of relieving the garrison of 
Lucknow had been first entrusted to Major- 
general Ilavolock, O.B., and Major-general 
Outram feels that it is due to this distin¬ 
guished offleor and the strenuous and noble 
exertions which he has already made to offuct 
that object that to him should accrue tho 
honour of the achievement.... The Major- 
general, therefore, in gratitude for, and admi¬ 
ration of, the brilliant deeds of amis achieved 
by General Ilavolook and his gallant troops, i 


will cheerfully waive his rank on the occa¬ 
sion, and will accompany the force to Luck¬ 
now in hiB civil capacity—as chief commis. 
sioner of Oude—tendering his military ser¬ 
vices to General TIavelock as a volunteer. On 
the reliof of Lucknow, the major-general will 
resume his position at the head of the force ’ 
On 28 Sept. Sir Oolin Campbell confirmed 
Outram’s temporary transfer of command by 
a general order, in which he called attention to 
the disinterested sacrifice made bv Outturn 
in favour of Ilavolock. 

On 19 Sept. 1857 tho force crossed the 
river and marched out of Oawnpore, On the 
20th Outram headed the volunteer cavalry 
in a olmrgo at tho affair of MangalwSr, On 
the 23rd, in the action of the Alam-bfigh 
Outram, at the head of the volunteer and 
native cavalry, pursued tho flying enemy to 
tho Ohhar-bdgh bridge. On the 26th Have¬ 
lock's force, after sovere fighting, in which 
Outram received a flesh-wound m the arm, 
won their way to tho rosidonoy. 

Outram resumed his military command by 
a g onoral order on 20 Sept. He found that he 
had simply reinforced a boloaguered garrison, 
and was liimsolf effectually besieged until 
Novombor, whon Sir Oolin. Campbell, the 
commnndor-in-chiof, camo to the rescue. 
Campbell loft Oawnporo for Lucknow on 
9 Nov.(joining the headquarters of his small 
army under Sir Hope Grant beyond Banni. 
On the 12th lie encamped behind the Alam- 
Mgh. On the 18th Fort Jaldlabad was de¬ 
stroyed, and on the I6tli the Silcandra-bfigh 
was captured. Tho same day Outram, on his 
sido, blow in the outer wall of the garden of 
the palace of Farid Baklish, and openod his 
batteries on the insurgent defences in front, 
following up the operations by the storm of 
the llfrn-klittiia and steam-engine house, 
under which three mines lmd been driven. 
Two of tho minus blow up, and tba buildings 
were soon in his possession; but bo was stiff 
half a mile from tho most advanced past of Sir 
Colin Campbell’s force, and tho way was under 
tho enemy’s fire. Outram, however, deter¬ 
mined to moot Sir Oolin Campbell without 
delay, and, with Ilavolock and seven others, 
set out. Four wore struck down, but Outram, 
Ilavolock, and their surviving companions 
reached the Moti Mahal unhurt. After a 
short oonferonco, they mndo their way hack. 
Sir Colin entrusted the withdrawal of the 
garrison and the evacuation of tho residency 
to Outram. The delicate oporotion of evacua¬ 
tion was pfi'oeted by night, along the bade 
of tho Qiirati. Tho wholo force under his 
command reached Dilkiislu^on tho afternoon 
of tho 28rd, On the evening of that day 
Outram had an affecting interview with the 
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dying Havelock, who was buried on the 26th 
at the Alam-bagh. 

After the evaouation of the residency, Sir 
Colin Campbell determined to leave Outram 
with a field force at the Alam-bagh position 
to hold the city of Lucknow in check until 
Sir Colin had placed his convoy in safety 
and disposed of the Gwaliar mutineers, and 
circumstances should admit of its capture. 
For three months Outram’s division, consist¬ 
ing of about five thousand men and twenty- 
five guns, kept in check 120,000 organised 
troops with more than ISO guns. Holding 
the Akun-hagk with a small detaohment 
and a few guns, Outram pitched his camp in 
the open about half a mile behind it. He 
occupied a position across the road to Cawn- 
pore, and covered it by batteries, trenches, 
and obstacles. The leader of the rebels at 
Lucknow was the famous Moulvi known as 
Ahmad Shah. He made determined efforts 
to sever Outram’s communications, and con¬ 
tinually harassed his outposts. On 22 Dee. 
1867, on 12 and 16 Jan., and on 16 and 
21 Feb. 1668, sharp engagements were fought, 
in which Outrams troops were successful. 
The last and most desperate attack was 
made by the rebels on 26 Feb., and it was 
not till the dawn of the 26th that they were 
completely routed and fell hack on Luck¬ 
now. On 1 March 1868 Sir Oolin Campbell 
returned to take Lucknow. Outrain was 
placed in command of a large force of picked 
troops on the north side of the Giimti, and 
he had an admirable second-in-command and 
leader of his cavalry in Sir James Hope 
Grant. Outram, crossing the river on 6 Moron, 
pitohed his camp near the Faizabad road. 
On 9 March he made his attack; himself 
leading the left column across the Kokroil 
Stream, he seized the Ohakar Kothi, or yellow 
house, the key of the enemy’s position in 
that quarter, and, driving the rebels to the 
river, threw up batteries on its bonk to keep 
down the enemy’s fire and explode the works 
in rear of tke Martinibre. On 10 March he 
strengthened his position, repelled the attack 
of the enemy, and kept up the fixe of his 
batteries upon the Kaisar-bagh and main 
street. The ICaiaar-bagh fell to Sir Oolin 
Campbell on the morning of the 14th. ^ On 
the 16th Outram, having reoroesed the Gumti, 
advanced through the Ohattar Manzil and 
carried the residency. On the morning of 
the 19th Outram attacked the Mfiso-bagh, 
held by five thousand men and thirteen guns, 
and carried it, capturing twelve guns. So 
ended' the capture of Lucknow. 

Outram was appointed military member 
of the governor-general’s council, and, hand¬ 
ing over the charge of Oudhto Robert Mont* 


mi left Lucknow on 4 April and joined 
anning at Allahabad. Many impor¬ 
tant matters, such as the reorganisation of 
the Indian army, were under consideration 
during Outram’s tenure of office, and he left 
many wise and carefully prepared minutes 
recording his views, For his services at the 
Alam-bagh he received the thanks of parlio. 
ment, and he again received them at the 
close of the Ouah campaign and the fall of 
Lucknow. A baronetcy was conferred upon 
him by the queen, and the House of Commons 
voted him au annuity of 1,0001,, to be con¬ 
tinued to bis immediate successor. In June 
1868 his friends in Bombay presented him 
with a silver shield, designed by H. EL 
Armitstead, R.A., and ealled the Outram 
shield. It has been on loan to the Viotoria 
and Albert Museum, South Kensington. On 
16 July Outram was promoted lieutenant- 
general. In October tbe city of London 
resolved to confer upon him its freedom and 
to present him with a sword of honour. 

In July 1860 Outram’s health gave way. 
He resigned his seat in the council of the 
viceroy, and, after a public entertainment at 
Calcutta, left India for good. An eques¬ 
trian statue of him by J. H. Foley, R.A., was 
erected on the Moidon in Calcutta by public 
subscription. On the institution of the order 
of the Star of India in 1861, Outram was one 
of the flrat to receive the honour of K.S.I.. In 
October 1861 he went to Egypt for the winter, 
In June the following year he received the 
honorary degree of D.O.L. from the univer¬ 
sity of Oxford. In July a deputation, headed 
by the Duke of Argyll, of subscribers to the 
London testimonial of silver plate waited 
upon him at his residence in Queen’s Gate 
Gardens to make thepresentation. He died at 
Pan in the south ofPranoe on 11 March1863, 
His remains were honoured with a public 
funeral and buried in Westminster Abbey, 
The grave iB near the centre of the nave, 
marked by a marble slab bearing the words, 
‘ The Bay ard of India.’ Over the doorway on 
the south side of the nave is a bust of Outram 
by Matthew Noble, R.A.. ereoted by the 
secretary of state for India in council. A 
statue by Noble has also been erected on the 
Thames Embankment. _ There is a portrait 
by Brigstocke ip. the Oriental Club, London, 
It was taken late in life, when Outram was 
a confirmed invalid, and the portrait is 
feeble and uncharacteristic. Tharp is also 
an unfinished head in the National Portrait 
Gallery done by the same artist. Outram 
pat for his portrait also to A. Buxton at Si? 
Joseph Fayrer's request, 

Outram'was-a good soldier and a skilful 
diplomatist. Filled with ambition, he was 
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nevertheless most unselfish. Possessed of 
great courage, a strong individuality, a warm 
temper, untiring energy, and good physique, 
he was kind-hearted, modost, and chivalrous. 
Thero used to bo a 'Bombay servioe saying, 
* A fox is a fool and a lion a coward com¬ 
pared with James Outram,’ Iu speooh 
Outrain was hesitating until he warmed to a 
subject, whon he could speak forcibly. An 
idea too often got complete command of him, 
and it was then difficult for him to soo the 
other side of a quostion. lie had a strong 
feoling of personal responsibility. Tie quickly 
saw and rewarded merit in young mon. The 
wolfaro of the British soldier Was over upper¬ 
most in his thoughts. lie expended largo 
sums in the purchase of hooks for various 
-regimental libraries in India, and ho esta¬ 
blished at Dum-Dum a soldiers’ club known 
as the Outram Institute. 

Outram married, at Bombay, in DoCombor 
1836, hlscousin, M nrgarot Clementina, daugh¬ 
ter of James Anderson, esq. of Bridgend, 
Brechin, Forfarshire, by whom ho had an 
only son, Francis Boyd, the second baronot. 
His wifo survived him. 

The following is a list of Oat ram’s works. 



1 Hough _ . 

and Afghanistan in 1888-9: being Extracts 
from a personal Journal kept While on the 
staff of the army of the Indus’ (privately 
printed), 8vo, Bombay and London, J840. 
ii. 1 The Conquest of Soindo: a Commentary 
8vo, Edinburgh, 1840. 3.‘ Baroda Int rigues 
and Bombay Kutput: being an Exposition of 
tho Fallacies.,, recently promulgated by Mr. 
L. It. lloid in a “ Letter to tho Editor 1 of tho 
Daily Nows ” ’ (privately printed), 8vo, J^on- 
don, 1863. 4. ‘ A Suppressed Despatch from 
Liout.-colonol Outram to A. Malet, Oliiof 
Secretary to Government, Bombay, Bombay 
Briberies, &o.,’ 8vo, 1863. 6. ‘A few Brief 
Memoranda of stuno of the Public Services 
rendered by Lieut .-colonel Outram’ (pri¬ 
vately printed), 8vo, London, 1868. (i. ‘ Our 
Indian Army: Minute of... Sir J. Outram 
in Opposition to tho proposed Amalgamation 
of tho European and Nativo Forces, 1 Hvo, 
London, 1800. 7. ‘ Lieutonant-goneral Sir 
JamoB Out ram’s Persian Campaign ini 857-8, 
comprising 1 General Orders and Despatches 
, , , also Solections from his Oorrospond- 
onco, &o.* (privately printed), 8vo, London, 
1800. t 

[Despatches j India Office Records; Outraitt’s 

Print fill Offlniftl Tlnnfil*hl itnrl hTSnntad« n»ih.nfn*B I 


Sketch of the BM1 Tribes inhabiting tho Pro- 
Khnudosji, Bombay, 1843; Synopsis of 
Bhtl Settlement vh Khandesh by Captain Dou- 
glas Graham; A fewBriaf Memoranda of some 
of the Public Services rendered by Li8ut.-coloiiel 
Outrnm (privately printed), London, 8vo, 1852* 
Stoequeler’s Memorial of Afghanistan, and 
Memoirs and Correspondence of Sir William 
Nott, 2 vols. 1864; Kaye’s Hist, of the War 
in Afghanistan in 1838-42, 3 vols., and Hist 
of tho 8upoy War in India, 3 vols. 1872; L 0 Vs 
Lifo of Field-marshal Sir George Pollock 
1873; Broadfoot’s Career of Major Geom 
Brondfoot, 1888 ; Napier’s Conquest of Soinde 
2 vols. 1846; Bruce's Lifo of Sir Charles Napier 
1886; Napier’s Lifo and Opinions of Sir Charles 
Nopior, 4 vols, 1867; Soindo Correspondence, 
1838-43, presented to both Houses of Parlh. 
mont by command of llor Majesty, 1B43: 
Durand’s First Afghan War, 1870; Dry Leaves 
from Young Egypt, by an ex-Political, 1861; 
Donnie's rorsonal Narrative of tho Campaign in 
Afghanistan; Luslliugtou's A Great Covmtsy’a 
Litllo Wurs; Calcutta Itoviow, No. 7, vol. iv. 
1846, and March 1869; Baroda and Bombay 
... in relation to tho Romoval of Lieut.- 
Colonol Outruns from the Office of Resident at 
1 ho Court of tho Unokwnr, by John Chnpnum, 
8vo, 1863; Baroda Bliiobookn, 2 vols. fol. 1862; 
Bdwardes and Morivslo’s Lifo of Sir Homy 
Lawronco; Otttrum and Havelock's Persian 
Campaign, &e., by G. H. Hunt, 8vo, 1868; 
Lieut,-Gouoral Sir Jamas Outram’s Persian 
Campaign in 18.37, comprising general ordors and 
despatches ... also solrotions from Ids Cone* 
spondenco (privatolyprintod),8vo, London, I860; 
Mallow,n’s Hist, of tho Indian Mutiny, 3 vole, 
1878; Calcutta Englishman, 19 Doe, 1864; 
Mnrshmou’s Lifo of llnvolookj Blackwood's 
Mngazino, October 1868 and September 1801, 
article 'Lord Clydo’s Campaign in India;' Per¬ 
sian Wav of 1850-7, by Lioutonant (aftorwards 
Lioiit.-gonoral) Ballard ; liussoll’s My Diary in 
India; Times, 23 Juno 1802 nnd 13 March 1803 ; 
Oornhill Maguziuo, May 1803; Short Account of 
the Outram Statue, Calcutta, by V. R. Tucker, 
4li>, 1879.) R.H.V. 

OUTRAM, WILLIAM (1020-1879), 
(liviuo. [Soo Owtbam,] 

OUVILLY, GEORGE GERBTER (J. 
ItiOl), dramatist, [Seo D'Oimmr.] 

OUVRY, FREDERIC (1814-1881). 
antiquary, born on 20 Oot. 1814, was third 
son of Peter Aim6 Ouvry, and nephew 
of John Payno Oollior [q, v.] IIo was de- 
scondod from James Ouvry, a refugee from 
the neighbourhood of Dioppo ot the time oi 
tho revocation of the edict of Naates in 

1086 . whoso fnniilv nrUtlnd in Hm'tnlfiolda 
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a solicitor in 1837, he became a partner in 
the -well-known firm of Robinson, King, & 
Ouvry, in Tokenhouge Yard, but afterwards 
joined the firm of his brothers-in-law, the 
Messrs. Farrars, at 60 Lincoln’s Inn Fields. 
On 24 Feb, 1848 he was elected fellow of 
the Society of Antiquaries, and was placed 
on the council of the society in 1860, while 
for twenty years (1864-74) he filled the office 
of treasurer. On nis resignation he was made 
vice-president, and on 4 Jan. 1870 was unani¬ 
mously elected president in grateful recog¬ 
nition of his administrative services, He 
retired in 1878. He presented the society 
with many valuable hooks, and a remarkable 
portrait of William Oldys [q. v.l 

Ouvry was likewise a member of the 
Weepers’ Company, one of the treasurers of 
the Royal Literary Fund, and a member of 
other literary societies. Foremost among 
his literary friends was Charles Dickens, who 
depicted him in a paper in ‘Household 
Words’ as 'Mr, Undery,’ ne died sud¬ 
denly at 12 Queen Anne Street on 20 June 

1881, and was buried at Acton. 

His fine library of manuscripts, autograph 
letters, and printed books, including the first 
four folios of ‘ Shakespeare,’ was sold in April 

1882, and produced 6,1691. 2«. A catalogue 

of his collection of old ballads, compiled by 
T. W. Newton, was printed in 1887. lie con¬ 
tributed two papers to the ‘ Archooologia 1 
(xxxv. 379-82 and xxxvi. 219-41), but his 
literary taslos were not confined to anti¬ 
quarian Hcience. There was no literary under¬ 
taking of mark which he was not ready to 
promote. Hehimself frequently printed fac¬ 
similes of rare publications, of which only one 
copy was known, These include: 1. ‘ The 
Cornier of Cantorburie,’ 1862. 2. T. Eulen- 
spiegol’e ‘ Howleglas,’ 1867, 3. G. Markham’s 
‘ Tho Famous Whore,’ 1808. 4. T, Cranley’s 
‘Amanda,’ 1809. 6. ‘Petitions and An¬ 

swers,’ being pieces printed in 1068, 1870. 
0. ‘ Letters addressed to T. Qearne, 1 1874, 

7. J. Singer's ‘ Quips upon Questions,’ 1876. 

8. N. Breton's ‘The Passionate Shepherd,’ 
1877. 

A bust of Ouvry, executed by Marshall 
Wood, was givon to the Society of Anti¬ 
quaries by his family. It had been presented 
to him by his clients, the Messrs, Oautts. 

[Proe, of Soe. Antiq. 2nd ser. ix. 7,114-17 ; 
Athonseum, 2 July 1881, pp. 16, 22, 8 April 
1882, p. 446,16 April 1882, p. 478; Notes and 
Queries, 8U1 sor. iv. 20; Solicitors’ Journal, 
8 July 1881, p. 681.] G. G- 


Suffolk, and baptised on 2 March 1660. He 
was educated at Badleigh grammar school, 
where John Bois [q. v.] was nis schoolfellow. 
With Bois he entered at St. John’s College, 
Cambridge, in 1676, was admitted scholar of 
Trinity College, Cambridge, on 18 April 1678, 
graduating B.A. in 1679 and M.A. in 1682, 
The registers of Trinity show the steps of his 
advance: minor fellow, 2 Oct. 1681; major 
fellow, 80 March 1682; fourth lector, 2 Oct. 
1S88; third prelector,2 Oct,1686; ‘prtelector 
Grcecus,’ 2 Oct. 1686; ‘prtelector mathema- 
ticus,’ 2 Oct. 1688; geneschal, 17 Dec. 1689; 
junior dean, 14 Oct. 1591; ‘ prtelector pri- 
marius,’ 2 Oct. 1696; sepior fellow, 0 May 
1696, and at the some time regius professor 
of theology and D.D. He had token orders 
by 1692, when he was presented to the 
vicarage of Epping, Essex, by Sir Thomas 
HenengB (d. 1696) [q. v.] lie was not given 
to preaching, Fuller informs us that Overall 
tola his father, Thomas Fuller the elder, with 
whom he was very intimate, that, having to 
preach before the queen, ‘ he had sjiokenLatin 
so long it was troublesome to him to speak 
English in a continued oration.’ 

Overall showed himself a moderate man 
in matters of Oalvinistic controversy, and 
came into collision with William Parkins 
(1668-1602) [q, v.l who carried Calvinism 
to an extreme. Hence his election to the 
regius professorship of theology (whioh he 
hold till 1007), in succession to William Whi¬ 
taker, D.D._(1548-1696) [q. v.l was a sign of 
protest against the theology of the Lambeth 
articles (20 Nov. 1696) drawn up by Whit- 
sift in concert with Whitaker and others.. 
When the doctrine of these nine articles was 
impugned (1690) by Peter Baro [q. v.J Overall 
‘ freely end openly confessed his consent with 
him.’ At Easter 1698he was appointed to the 
mastership of Catharine Hall, Cambridge, 
which he held till 1007. Hie elevation to 
the deanery of St. Paul’s on 29 May 1602 
(holding with it the prebend of Totendale in 
St, Paul's Cathedral), in the room of Alex¬ 
ander Nowell fa. vj, was ontherecominenda- 
tion of Sir Fulke Greville [q. v.]_ It enabled 
him to take an important part in the eccle¬ 
siastical settlement which followed the death 
of Elizabeth. In 1608 he received the rectory 
of Clothall, Hertfordshire (which he held tilL 
1616), and in 1604 the rectory of Therfield, 
Hertfordshire (which he held till 1614) s both 
were served by curates. At the Hampton 
Court conference he spoke (18 Jan. 1604) 
on tho controversy concerning predestination, 
referring to the disputes in which he had 
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pleaded for an enlargement of the church mixjvt, concerning the Government ofGodTa 
catechism of 1549. This Vas carried out in Oatholick Oliurch and tlie Kingdoms of the 
the same year ]by the addition of the section whole World,’ & a, 1000, 4lo, with portraits 
dealing with the sacramentB. It is admitted of Ovortill and Bancroft, engraved by B 
thot this important soction was Overall’s White (reprinted in ‘ Library of Anglo-Cutho- 
work; with slight verbal revision in 1602, lie Theology,’ Oxford, 1844, 8vo, with por- 
it remains as ho left it. trait of Overall). With incredible ignorance 

Ovofrnll was olcCtod prolocutor of the loWor of the history of the canons, Sancroft relied 
houso in the convocation df Oantorhury on’ on their statement of tho dootrino of noti¬ 
the elevation in March 1605 of Thomas liavifl, roBistanco as justifying tho attitude of tie 
D.D. [q. v.], to the see of Gloucester. In 1600 nonjurors. Tho only effect of the publico* 
convocation drew up certain canons and oon- tion was tho removal of the not very deeply 
stitutions relating to civil government, with rooted scruples of William Shorlock, D.D. 
statement of the principles on which they [q. v.], who forthwith took the oaths to the 
were grounded. The suggestion of those de facto government, 
canons proceeded from James I, who wanted Overall took part in the 1611 revision at 
moral support for his efforts in favour of tho the translation of tho Biblo, being one of 
Butch republic, and therefore asked of tho tho company of ton who sat at Westminster 
clergy their ‘judgments how far a Christian for the revision of tho 010 Testament up to 
and protostant king may eoncuf to assist his 2 Kings inclusive. On 14 March 1614 he 
neighbours to shake off thoir obadinnee to was elected bishop of Coventry and Lichfield 
their own sovereign upon tho atcount of op- aud consecrated on 8 April. In the city 
pression’ (James’s let! or to Abbot). In draw- archives of Coventry is his loll or to the mayor 
ingtho canons, convocation had m view tho (1015), recommending a scholar of the DTlm- 
‘ gunpowder plot’ of the previous November, mar school to d vacant exhibition at his old 
and tho principles of resistance to kings thun collegoofBt. John’s, Cambridge. Cosinwashis 
advocated by Iloman catholic writers. Thirty- secretary and librarian from 1610, 0n21May 
six canons, forming a first book, wore paused 1018 ho was olootod bishop of Norwich: tho 
nnanimouslybyhotliliousosofconvocationiu elootion was confirmed on 80 Sept. Brief 
both provinces. Two other hooks woro passed as wrb Mb episcopate at Norwich, it left its 
unanimously by the lower houso of tlie con- mark. Fuller dosci'ihes him as ‘a discreet 
vocation ol Oantorhury, as is attested by prossor of conformily.’ His ‘ Articles to ho 
Ovorall as prolocutor. That they went no enquired of inlholhoeosoof Norwich in the 
further was probably duo to ,1 amus'e refusal to Oruinario Visitation,’ &c., Cambridge and 
sanation tho first book, and this on tho ground London, J 619, 4fco, exemplify this, IIo euc- 
of the dootrino laid down in canon xxviil. coodud whore his predecessor, John Jegon 
Whileahsolulelydonyingto subjects the right |q, v.l, had failed, llircli, on tho authority 
of resistance, this canonnoverlholuss affirms of o letter by Oosin, details his procedure 
that ‘now forms of government ’ originating in regard to non-opiscopal ordination. Peter 
in successful rebellion have divine authority. Bo Latino, who had roceivod prosbytorian 
James thought this canon struck at his own ordination at Leyden. applied to him for in- 
title, as merely de facto and not de jure j and, slitulion to a bonofleo in his diocese. Over- 
fi»lnor,thatit jjavothostampofdiviuoauLlio- all advised him to take counsel's opinion as 
rity to proceedings in tliomsulvos oviL The to tho legality of this course, but Bold he was 
canons accordingly passed out of sight for more proparud to ordain him conditionally, follow- 
than eighty years. A copy of tho three books ling the form for conditional baptism, or ‘if 
in Overall’s hand ornno, at his death, into the you will adventure tho ordors that you have, 
possession of his secretary, John Oosin [q. v.l t will admit your presentation and give you 
afLwardsbishopoi'Durhanqwhoboquoathoil institution,’ There was somo flow in De 
it to tlio OoBin Library at Durham. The ori- Laune’s presentation, hut ho wob subsequently 
ginal manuscript of the first book passed at ‘ admitted into another bonoflee without any 
the death of Richard Bancroft,, D.D, [q. v.l, new ordination.' 

archbishop of Canterbury, into tho Lambeth Overall died on 12 May 1619, and was 
Library, where it, was noted by Laud. Wil- buriod on tho south side of tho olioir of his 
luun Miraorol't [q, ▼.], who had boon a pro* cathedral, noor the slops to tho altar. In 
bondary of Durham, was awaro of tho exist- J (!C9 a monument hearing his bust was affixed 
©noo of Overall’s, manuscript, Tn 101)0, ‘a to tho pillar (eighteenth, south side) noarest 
fowdays before his suspension’ (1 Aug, 1690), his gravo, at the cost of Oosin,who wrote 
Sancroft published Overall’s manuscript, col- tho Latin inscription. A portrait, engraved 
latod with llio Lambeth manuscript, under by W. Hollar, is givon in Sparrow's ‘Ra* 
the title‘Bishop Overall’s Convocation Book, tionalo of tho Common ’Prayer,’ 1057; and 
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another, by R. White, is prefixed to Ban¬ 
croft's ‘Convocation Book, 1690. Overall 
married (probably in 1607) Anne, daughter 
of Edward Orwell, of a Lancashire family, 
but left no issue. 

In addition to the above, the following 
pieces by Overall were published posthu¬ 
mously : 1, 1 Articuli Lambethani . . . an¬ 
nexe est. . . Sententia, . . de Predestina¬ 
tions,' &c., 1681, 12mo j 1661,12mo; the 
* Sententja... de Preedestinatione,’ &c,, was 
reprinted 1694, 12mo; 1096, 12mo | 1700, 
12mo; 1720,12mo; translated in ‘ A Defence 
of the Thirty-nine Articles,’ &c., 1700,12mo, 
by J. Ellis 2. ‘ Qurestio utrum animse Patrum 
ante Christum defunctorum fuerant in Coelo,’ 
&c., in the ‘ Apparatus ad Origines Eccle- 
eiasticas,’ &c., Oxford, 1686, fol., by Hichard 
Montagu [q. v.] : reprinted, with another 
treatise, as ‘ Freelectiones .,. de Patrum, & 
Ohristi, Anima, et de Antiohristo,’ &c., in 
'The Doctrines of a Middle State,’ &o., 1721, 
fol., by Archibald Campbell (d. 1744)Tq.. v.j 

Overall was a correspondent of Gerard 
Voss and Ilugo Grotius; some of his letters 
are in ' Prseslantium... Virorum Epistolae,’ 
&c. According to Montagu, Voss derived 
from Overall materials for his ‘Histories de 
Controversiis quas Pelagius ejusque reliquise 
movorunt libn saptem/ &c., Leyden, 1618, 
4to. In the libraries of St. John’s and Christ’s 
Colleges, Cambridge, are unpublished manu¬ 
scripts by Overall. 

[Fuller’s Worthies, 1662, p. 61 (Suffolk) ; 
Hoylyn's Aerius Eedivivus, 1670, p. 372 i Pair’s 
Life of Dasher, 1688, App.pp, 4 seq. (four letters 
from Grotius to Overall); KeLtlewdl’s Life, 1718, 
pp. 801, 806, 309; Burnet’s Own Time, 1784, 
li. 213; Birch’s Life of Tillotson, 1768, pp. 170 
seq. j Feck's Desiderata Ouriosa, 1779, in 328; 
Blomoflold’a Norfolk, 1806, iii. 604 _ seq.: Cla¬ 
rendon’s Hist., 1826, i. 167; Collier's Eccle¬ 
siastical Hist. (Barham), 1840, vii. 837; Card¬ 
well's Conferences on the Book of Common 
Prayer, 1841, p. 188; lathbury’s Hist, of Con¬ 
vocation, 1863, pp, 232 seq.; Pigot’s Hadleigh, 
1860, pp. 119 sq.; Baker's Hist, of St. John's 
Oollogo (Mayor), 1869, i. 268 sq., 670 sq.; Poole’s 
Coventry, 1870, p, 870; Urwick’s Nonconformity 
in Horts, 1884, pp, 784, 819, 822; Perry’s Hist, 
of the English Church, Second Period, 1891, pp, 
364, 384; Notes and Queries, 8th ser. viii. 64; 
extracts from Hadleigh Parish .Register,, per the 
Very Rev. E. Spooner, and from the registers of 
Trinity College, Oambridge, per W. White, esq.; 
information from the master of St, Catharine’s 
College, Oambridge.] A. G. 

OVERALL, WILLIAM HENRY 
(1829-1888), librarian of the Guildhall 
Library, son of William Henry Overall and 
Rosetta Davey/Vas bom on IB Jan. 1829 at 
Bt. John’s Wood. He was educated at a 


private school and afterwards at the newly 
opened City of London College, Crosby 
Hall, Bishopsgate. He entered the office of 
the town, clerk at Guildhall in 1847, and 
in 1867 .was appointed sub-librarian of the 
corporation library, which then consisted of 
a few straggling apartments in the front of 
the Guildhall, In 1866, on the death of Wil¬ 
liam Turner Alehin [q. v.], he received the 
appointment of librarian, and, on the comple¬ 
tion of the new building in Basinghall Street 
at the eastern end of the Guildhau, he super¬ 
intended the removal of the collections to 
the new building and arranged the museum. 
His knowledge of the historical topography 
of the City of London audits suburbs was 
extensive and accurate, and the ready help 
which he afforded in his official position to 
all inquirers made his services widely ap¬ 
preciated. He was elected a fellow of the 
Society of Antiquaries in May 1868, and was 
for many years a member of the councils of 
the Library Association and the London and 
Middlesex Archaeological Society. In 1877 
he was presented with the honorary freedom 
and livery of the Olookmakers’ Company, of 
whose library and museum of clocks and 
watches he prepared a printed catalogue in 
1876. which was followed in 1881 by hia‘His¬ 
tory’ of the company, In conjunction with 
his oousin, Mr. H.O. Overall, he prepared for 
the corporation library committee in 1878 an 
‘Analytical Index to the Series of Records 
known astheRemembranciapreservedamong 
the Archives of the City of London, A.n, 1679- 
1664/ with biographical and historical notes. 
This work was the outcome of ajointexamina- 
tion of the corporationrecords and an elaborate 
report on their nature and condition. He died 
atCrouohEnd, Middlesex, after alongillness, 
on 28 June 1888, and was buried inSt JPanoras 
cemetery, Finchley, on 8 July. He was mar¬ 
ried, on 20 April 1861, to Mary Anne Elizabeth 
Bailey, by whom he hod fourteen children, 
nine of whom survived him. In addition to 
the works above mentioned, catalogues of 
various collections in the Guildhall Library, 
and severolpapers on antiquarian subjects, he 
published; (!) ‘ A Dictionary of Chronology,’ 
1870; (2) ‘The Accounts of the Church¬ 
wardens of St. Michael, Comhill,1466-1608/ 
edited in 1871; (8) ‘ Civitas Londintim: a 
facsimile of Agos’sMap of London, with on 
Introduction,’1874 [see Aaos, Raditoe]. 

[Catalogue of the Guildhall Library; per¬ 
sonal information.] 0, W-H, 

OVERBURY, Sib THOMAS (1681— 
1613), poet and victim of a court intrigue, 
was Beoond hut eldest surviving son of Sir 
Nicholas Overbuy of Bourton-on-the*Hill, 
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Gloucestershire. His father (1649 P-1043) 
was a bencher of the Middle Temple; was 
appointed, about 1609, a judge in "Wales j ba- 
came recorder Of Gloucester; sat iu parlia¬ 
ment for that city in 1608 ; was Itnighled at 
"Warwick on 22 Aug. 1021, and was buried 
at Bourlon-on-the-IIill on 81 May 1013. 
His will, dated 1 Sept. 1610, was proved on 
20 May 1617. Ilis wife Mary, daughter of 
Gilee Palmer of Compton-Scorpion, War¬ 
wickshire, was buried at Bourton on 14 June 
1617. Two sons besides Thomas reached 
manhood, viz. Giles (1690 -10681, who was 
iniglitcd iul028, and was father of Sir Thomas 
Ovorbury the younger (seebelow); and W alt er 
(1698-1637), who was M.P. for Cardigan in 
1021 and 1626, and was buried at Barton-on- 
the-llcath on 6 April 1637. Sir Nicholas’s 
dnugliters were: Frances (1680-1601), wife 
of John Palmer of Compton-Scorpion j Mary, 
wifoof Sir John Littcott; Margarot(J. 1591), 
wife of Edmund Lochmero of llanloy-Oastlo, 
Worcestershire j and Moriall or Muriel (6. 
1686), wife of IlobortOldisworth, and mother 
of Giles Oldisworth [q.v.] and of Nicholas 
Oldisworlli. The lnttor recorded, from the dic¬ 
tation of his grandfather, Sir Nicholas Ovor- 
hury, eomo autobiographical notes, which aro 

5 reserved in British Museum Addit. MS. 
6470 (Herald and Genealogist, viii. 440 i 
Genealogist, i. 267 scq.) 

Tho eon Thomas was horn at Complon- 
Soorpion in tlin pariah of Ilmington, War¬ 
wickshire, at the house of his matornal 
grandfather, Giles Pahnor, and was Imp- 
tisod at Barton-on-tho-IIeath on 18 Juno 
1681. According to Wood, ho was' oduent od 
partly in grammar learning in thoso parts.’ 
At Michaelmas 1605 ho became a gentloman- 
commoner of Queon’s Oolloge, Oxford, and 
matriculated in tho university on 27 Fab. 
1605-0, aged 14. lie is said to havo mado 
rapid progress in philosophy and logic before 
graduating B. A. at the end. of 1598. In 1 <501 
Charles EitzgoiTroy [q. v.], a fellow-etudent 
of senior standing, published a highly compli¬ 
mentary epigram in his ‘ Afianioo,’ on Ovor- 
hury’s talents and disposition. On leaving 
tho university ho onterrd tho Middle Tomplo, 
where his noma had boon placed on tho re¬ 
gister in 1697. 

About 1601 Ovorbury 1 and John Guylby, 
his father’s chiof clonk, wore sent upon a 
voyage of nloasuro to Edinburgh, with (50 1 
holwcon thorn.’ At. Edinburgh they mot 
Sir William Cornwallis, whom Ovorbury had 
known at Oxford. Sir William introduced 
Ovorbury to many friends in the north, and, 
among the rest, to Robert Carr, at the 
time page to the Earl of Dunbar. Tlio two 
youths thereupon laid the foundations of a 


friendship which led to the tragedy of (W 
bury’s life {Addit MS. 16476), The inti- 
macy was confirmed when Carr arrived in 
London in attendance on James I in 1608 
Tho favour bestowed on Carr by the kinn 

opened to him a political career of command¬ 
ing. influonco; and, conscious of his defective 
training and education, ho found in hie 
friend Ovorbury an invaluable advisor. Queen 
Anne (of Denmark) probably described their 
relations with truth when she nicknamed 
Ovorbury Carr’s * govornor’ or tutor, 

Ovorbury soon sharod somo of his friend's 
prosperity. On 29 Sept. 1607 a lease was 
granted him of 1 twonty-flvo bullaries of 
salt water, with cribs, stalls, and other ap- 
purtonaneos, in Droitwich, Worcestershire 
parcol of the possessions of ltob*. Winter 
attainted' (Cal. 1608-10, p. 372). lie was 
made sowor to the king, and on 19 June 1608 
was knighted at Groenwich. 

But his rise scorned less rapid than he de¬ 
sired. lie was ‘hindorod in hie expectation, 
and, to shift off discontent, forced to travel.' 
He paid a visit to tho Low Countries in 1609, 
and ho is said to have written some valuable 
‘ Observations upon the State of the Seven¬ 
teen Provinces.’ In L010, on Mb return homo, 
his claims to a good diplomatic appointment, 
wero generally dismissed, and his close rela- 
t ions with Oarr, who was created Viscount 
Bochestor in 1610, appoarod to placo the 
highostpolitical profermont within liis grasp. 
Bochestor 1 could ontor into no scheme nor 
pursue aiiy measure without tho advice and 
oonourroneo of hisfriond, nor conld Overbuty 
onjoy any felicity but in tho company of him 
lie lovod.’ Placeman nought liis countenance 
in order to rocommond thomsolvos to Roches¬ 
ter, and Bacon is said to havo habitually 
1 stooped and orouchod to him.’ 

Mouuwbilo Bochestor involvod himBelf iu 
a liaison with "Francos Howard, countosB of 
Essex, Ovorbury encouraged tho intrigue, 
although ho know that tho countess was a 
woman of abandoned character, and he com¬ 
posed many of tho poems and letters with 
whioh Boohuslcr sought tlio Indy’s favour. 
If Ovorbury's friend Bon Jonson is to he 
trustod, Ovorbury’s complacence was duo to 
his own ontranoe on a similar suit. lie had 
fallen in love witli tho Countess of Rutland, 
Sir PhilipSidney’s daught or, and had written, 
Jonson assorted, his woll-knownpoem celled 
‘ A Wife ’ with a viow to securing the 
countess's good graces. At Ovorbury’s re¬ 
quest, Jonson,'who was ignorant of Over- 
imry’s sentiments or design, road tho verses 
to Lady Rutland; but on learning the 
oharaoter of tlio advances, at which ho felt 
lio had been innocently induced to oonniye, 
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Jonson declined all farther intercourse with 
Overbury (JoNsoir, Conversations with Drum¬ 
mond, p. 16). 

"Whatever may have been Overbury’s 
opinion of Lady Essex’s fitness to become 
Rochester’s mistress, he had no doubt what¬ 
ever of her unfitness to become Rochester’s 
wife. As soon, therefore, as she had suc¬ 
ceeded in divorcing her husband^ the Earl of 
Essex, and had avowed her intention of 
marrying Rochester, Overbury passionately 
entreated the latter to break with her. But 
the lady had gained complete control of her 
lover, and Rochester, apparently for the first 
time in his life, resented his friend’s advice, 
Overbury porsisted in his unwelcome counsel, 
and, according to his father, directed Roches¬ 
ter's attention to his poem on ‘ A "Wife,’‘ to 
prove that Rochester could make a better 
choice than a divorced countess.’ Rochester, 
goaded by the taunts of his resolute mistress, 
was roused to retaliate, but the anticipation 
of an abiding broach with Overbury alarmed 
him. lie was apparently conscious that 
Overbury was in possession of some informa¬ 
tion which, if revealed, might injure or .even 
ruin him. In Scotland it was hinted that 
the mysterious secret concerned on attempt 
which Overbury ond Rochester had jointly 
made to murder Prince Henry. But at any 
risk Rochester resolved to relieve himself, at 
least temporarily, of his friend’s company. 
The unscrupulous Earl of Northampton, 
who was grand-uncle of Lady Essex, and had 
set his heart on the match, strongly recom¬ 
mended Overbury’s removal from a scene in 
which he could work mischief. Accordingly 
dames I was induced to offer Overbury a 
diplomatic appointment. Winwood asserts 
that he was invited to become ambassador 
in France or in the Low Countries (Win- 
wood, Memorials, iii. 447, 463) j but Bishop 
Goodman states that ‘some meaner place’ 
was suggested, and John Chamberlain the 
letter-writer and Sir Simonds D'Ewes men¬ 
tion Russia (Notes and Queries, Gth ser. v. 
360-1). Evory bait was held out to lead him 
to accept the offer. The lord chancellor and 
the Earn of Pembroke are said to have hinted 
at the king's command that employment 
abroad was to bs the prelude of high office 
at home, and the post of treasurer of the 
royal household was mentioned as likely to 
fall at an early date into his hands. But 
Overbury steadily refused to entertain the 
proposal, and his obstinacy excited adverse 
criticism at court. Both the king and queen 
viewed him with little favour. The king, 
who was jealoitf of the affection long shown 
him by the favourite Rochester, was reported 
to resent 1 the stiff carriage of his fortune,’ 


and to nourish 1 a rooted hatred in his heart 
towards him,’ At the Bame time the queen 
was credited with harbouring some ill-feeling 
because she imagined be had once laughed 
at her disrespectfully while walking with 
Rochester heneathher window at Greenwich 
Palace; Overbury, it seems, had overheard 
her speak of him as Rochester's ‘governor,’ 
and the remark moved him to laughter. 
Lndy Howard’s friends naturally neglected 
no opportunity of emphasising Overhury’s 
intractability. The gossip ran that ‘there 
was much ado* to save Overbuiy from a 
‘ public censure of banishment and loss of 
office’ (Southampton to Winwood, 4 Aug. 
1618). But Rochester and Northampton 
came to an understanding that his sojourn 
for a few months in the Tower would Batisfy 
the situation. His withdrawal from public 
life would at any rate enable Rochester to 
proceed with hie marriage without molesta¬ 
tion, Consequently, on 26 April 1618, ‘ about 
bx o'clock in the evening, Sir Thomas Over- 
bury woe from the council-chamber conveyed 
by a clerk of the council and two of the guard 
to the Tower, and there by warrant consigned 
to the lieutenant as close prisoner.’ 

The incident produced almost a panic at 
court. Wotton, who witnessed the arrest, 
wrote that the ‘ quality and relation of the 
person bred in beholders infinite amazement.’ 
The antecedent circumstances were not 
generally known, but Wotton showed ex¬ 
ceptional sagacity when he prophesied that 
Overbury ‘shall return no more to this 
stage.' 

No proof has been adduced that Rochester 
regarded Overbury’s imprisonment ae other 
than a temporary expedient. Rochester’s 
intended bride, however, viewed it in an¬ 
other light. There seems no question that 
she at once determined to murder Overbury 
in the Tower. She had already suggested 
his assassination to one Sir Davy Wood, who 
believed that Overbury bad done him some 
injury, She had even promised Wood a re¬ 
ward of 1,000Z. as soon as the deed was done. 
But Sir Davy made it a condition that the 
countess should secure a pardon from Roches¬ 
ter before he entered on the design, and, 
as she wns unable to procure such an in¬ 
strument, the negotiation went no further. 
Aftor Overhury’s committal, her granduncle 
N orthompton, although he may not have been 
wholly in her confidence, readily aided her 
in the preliminary steps of her plot against 
0 verhury’s life, and did not too closely inquire 
into her aims. By Northampton’s influence, 
she contrived the dismissal of the lieutenant 
of the Tower, Sir William Wand, a man of un¬ 
bending virtue, from whom it was hopeless to 
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expect any help, In bis place the countess 
ana her friends put Sir (Jervaso BLelwys [q.v.l, 
a protSgd of the Howard family, who could 
he trusted to do anything that was told him. 
[Rochester was easily persuaded that a confi¬ 
dential ally like Ilelwys would koep a watch¬ 
ful eye on Ovorbury’s correspondence with 
friends outside tlio Tower, and prevent the 
divulgence of awkward secrets. On 0 May 
Ilelwys was installed in tlio Tower. The 
countess and Northampton maintained con¬ 
tinuous communication with him, and exer¬ 
cised complete control over him. At their 
bidding he took into his service as gaoler one 
of the countess's creatures, Richard Weston, 
and appointed him Overbury’s personal at¬ 
tendant. Weston had instructions to mix 
with Overbury’s food the poisonous contents 
•of certain phials which were forwarded to 
him hy others of the counteas’s agents, Mrs. 
Tumor, a woman who kept a house for im¬ 
moral purposes, and James Franklin, an apo¬ 
thecary. At the same time, as if to make 
assuranco doubly sure, Lady Essex obtained 
permission from Ilelwys to provide Ovor- 
bury’a tablo with confectionery, which tlio 
lieutenant was warned to allow none but 
the prisoner to taste. According to Frank¬ 
lin’s subsequent confossion, the oliiof poison 
employed was white arsenic, but ‘ aqua foxtis, 
mercury, powder of diamonds, lapis costitus, 
great, spiders, and oantharidcs,’ also figured 
in the list of drugs with which Franklin 
corrupted Overburps food (Amos, p, 8157). 

Overbury was in feeble health on arriving 
at the Towor j and although his suflurings, 
largely duo to the machinations of liis 
enemies, were soon stated to bo ‘without 
parallel,’ his ailments woro attributed to 
natural causos. He himself lied no suspicions 
of tlioir true origin. Visitors were denied 
him, and his fatlmr was not ' able to onlor- 
tain the loasl speech with himbut ho was 
at liberty to write to Ida physicians, to 
Rochoster, and to otlior friends, and many 
pathetic letters from him are extant,in whioh 
ho narrated his bodily torment s and clamoured 
forreloaso ( JZarleian MS. 7002). Bo cleverly 
was tho plot worked, howevor, and so defec¬ 
tive was tbo medical science of the day, that 
two of tho most eminent physicians in Lon¬ 
don, Naesmith and Oraig, who were deputed 
to oxamina him, were completely deceived 
as to his condition. Tho poisons operated 
slowly, but af( or threo months' imprisonment 
Overbury’s health ruaohod a critical stage. It 
was reported that I-Ielwys, in order the more 
effectually to depress his prisoner's spirits, 
moved him to a dark and unwholesome cell, 
where * ho sc&rco beheld the light of tho sun,’ 

There is much difficulty in unravelling the 


exact course of events during the last davs 
of Overbury’s life. Ilelwys, after convinointr 
himself that Ovorbury was alarmingly iff 
appears to have summoned a new medics! 
attendant, one Paul do Lobel, an apothecary 
of Lime Street, who was associated in the pro- 
fession with the ominent phyaloian Mayerna 
Lobel seems to have diagnosed OverbmVs 
ailment as consumption, due to melancholy 
(Amos, p. 108). Thereupon, by order of the 
countess, who was impatient of further delay 
the gaoler, "Weston, bribed a man iu Lobclg 
employ to males short work of the victim. 
On Id Sept, 1018, three months and seventeen 
days aftor Ovarbury’s first committal, Lobel's 
assistant administered to him a clyster of 
corrosive sublimate. The previous treatment 
had reduced him to slim and bone, and about 
five o’clock in the morning of Wednesday 
the 16th ho died of exhaustion. A jury of 
warders and follow prisoners at once pro¬ 
nounced a verdict of natural death, and he 
was buried in tho choir of the church in the 
Tower between throo and four o’clock on the 
same afternoon. In 1G29 Sir John Eliot 
[q. v.] was committed to the same cell in the 
Tower that Ovorbury had occupied. 

On 20 Dec. 1013 Rochester (created Earl 
of Somerset on 8 Nov.) married the divorced 
couutoss. Bon Jonson, in an ‘epithalnmium,’ 
expressed a hope that the lady might ‘Outbes 
that “ Wife ” m worth thy friend did make’ 
—au allusion toOvorbury and his well-known 
poem (Notes and Queries, 3rd ser. viii. 806). 
Noarly two years passed before the mysterious 
circumslanaea attending Ovorbury’s death 
came to light. In July 1016 Sir Ralph Win- 
wood first learnt that tho case was one of 
murder from a correspondent, who gained the 
information at Flushing from a hoy in the 
employ of one of the apothecaries formerly in 
attendance on Ovorbury. Investigations fol¬ 
lowed in tho autumn, and warrants were 
issuod for (he arrests of tho Borland Countess 
of Somerset, of Ilelwys, and of all the at- 
Umdants on Overbury in tho Towor. The 
Earl of Northampton, whom the evidence 
showed to be an accomplice, had died iu 1614. 
West on, Franklin, Mrs. Turner, and Ilelwys 
wore tried on 18 Nov. and wore convicted and 
oxocutod | tho Earl and Countess of Somerset 
were brought to trial in May 1010, and were 
also conviclod, but were pardonod and were 
released from the Towor in 1621. Theobvious 
anxiety of tho king to shelbor tho earl and 
his wifo encouraged a suspicion that ha had 
connived at the murder. Foryears the whole 
spieodo was popularly regarded as the most 
startling incident on recoil. Overbury’s 
father, who survived his murdered son thirty 
years, relates how he was usually followed 
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in the street by a crowd, calling after him characters and conceited news written bv 
‘There goea Sir Thomas Overbury’s father,’ himself and other learned gentlemen his 

The anagram on ‘ Thomas Overburie < 0, Friends ’ (Brit, Mus.) The « Characters ’_ 

0 , a busie murther ’—was long familiar. the earliest of their kind—show much insight 

Oyerbury was a singularly cultivated man. into human nature, and are very pithily ex- 
Ben Jonson addressed to him, before they pressed; but it is uncertain bo wmany of them 
quarrelled, a poem in which he credited him or of the succeeding paragraphs of ‘news’ 
with permanently introducing into court are Overbury’s compositions, and how many 
circles a love of art and literature. The belongto his friends. A third impression,also 
chief verse-writers vied with each other in in 1614, supplied 1 addition of sundry other 
lamenting his early death, and, after the new characters,’ bringing the number to 
facts of his murder became known, they be- twenty-five. A fourth impression contained 
wailed his fate in many pathetic elegies, thirty characters (1614, 4to). Three ‘char 
As many as twenty writers contributed under raoters’—a tinker, an apparitor, and an al- 
their initials premtory verses to the early manac-maker—first appearing in the sixth 
editions of the ‘Wife,’ among the writers edition in 1616, are by J. Cocke; and an 
being William Browne and John Ford the added essay there, ‘Newes from the Coun- 
dramatist (of. Notes and Queries, 4th ser.iy. trey,'is by Donne. An eighth edition (1616) 
386-71. John Ford also obtained alicenseto contained 1 new elegies on hia untimely death.’ 
publish a work (not extant) entitled ‘ ABooke Many apocryphal ‘witty conceits’ and some 
called Sir Thomas Overburyes Ghost, eon- brier poems were added in 1622 and repro- 
tayneing the history of his life and Untimely duced in 1638. As many as twenty editions 
death, by John Ford, gent.’ (26 Nov. 1616). appeared up to 1878, the last being ‘dlua- 
Bichard Niccole [q. v.] published his ‘Over- fcrated by Giles Oldieworth, nephew to the 
buries Vision’ in 1616, and Samuel Howlands same Sir T. 0.’ (Bodleian). It was reprinted 
a broadside. A Latin couplet, ‘In. statuam in Oapell’s ‘ Prolusions,’ 1762. 
ligneam Overburii,' appears in Lord Herbert In 1620 was issued ‘ The first and second 
or Cherbury’s ‘ Poems,’ ad. Ohurton Oollins, part of the Remedy of Love. Written by Sir 

S . 124 (of. Dtobah, Epigrams, 1616, p. 104; Thomas Overbury.’ London, by N.Okes(Bri- 
OOT, Philomythie, 1610, i. 7 sq.; Owen, Epi- tieh Museum). In1626 appeared‘SirThomas 
grams, 1612, v. 48; Bancbofi, Epigrams'). Oyerbury his Observations in his Travailes 
Overbury’s chief work, ‘A Wife now the .. . upon the state of the Seventeen Provinces 
Widdow of Sir T. Overhurye,’ a sensible little in 1609.’ The manuscript of the work is at 
poem on marriage, of slender poetic merit, Lambeth (841, f, 16). This was licensed for 
was first published inLondon inl614. It was press on 28 Jan. 1615-16, but no earlier edi- 
licensed for the press on 13 Dec. 1618, and tion is known. Anew edition is dated 1661, 
became exceptionally popular, five editions and contains Pass’s portrait. The work was 
appearing in 1614. One of the last lines— included in the ‘Harleian Miscellany 1 (1744 

He comes too near who comas to bo denied- “j} 1808), and a French translation waspub- 

ushed at Ghent m 1863. 

obtained currency as a proverb. Contempo- In 1766 appeared ‘The Miscellaneous 
rary imitations abounded. ‘ The Husbande,’ Works inVerse and Prose of Sir Thomas 
with commendatory verses by Ben Jonsan, Overbury, Knight, with Memoir of his Life, 
appeared in 1614; ‘ A Second Select Hus- Tenth edition ’ This rejected most of the 
hand,’ by John Davies of Hereford, in 1610; apocryphal additions. The latest and fullest 
‘The Description of a Good Wife,’ by Brath- edition of his works was edited by Edward 
waite, and Patrick Hannay’s ‘ Happy Hus- F. Rimbault in 1866, in Bussell Smith’s 
band,’ in 1619. In 1681 followed Wye Sal- Library 1 of Old Authors; but the text of the 
tonstall’s ‘Pictures Loqnentes,’ and in 1663 ‘ Wife ’ is not vary satisfactory, and needs 
Robert Aylett’s ‘A Wife not ready made but revision in the light of extant contemporary 
bespoken. Of the rare first edition of the manuscripts (cf. Coipibb, BibliographiaalAo- 
1 Wife’ (12mo) two copies are known—one eount, ii. 06 sq.; Notes and Queries, 4th ser. 
in the Bodleian, and the other at Trinity Ool- ii. 434). Mr. Bimb&ult included a collection 
lege, Cambridge. A quarto edition, issued in of anecdotes (‘ Orumms fal’n from King 
the same year, with aportrait by Simon Pass, James’s Table ’), which is assigned to Over- 
and four panegyrics on the author, includes bury in Havl. MS, 7682, f. 42. The work Was 
an attractive appendix of twenty-one ' Cha- first printed in the ‘Prince’s Cabala,’ 1716, as 
raeiers.’ The title runs: ' A Wife now the ; the ‘Table Talk of King James, collected by 
Widow of Sir Thomas Overbury, being a most Sir Thomas Oyerbury.’ 
exquisite and singular Poem of the choice j In 1648 was published the ‘ Arraignment 
of a Wife, whereunto are added many witty ! and Conviction of S 1 Walter Rawleigh [in 
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1G03J . . . coppied "by Sir Tho. Overbury,’ 
but its ascription to Overbury may well be 
doubted. 

A portrait in the picture gallery at Oxford 
is said to represent Overbury, aud to bo tho 
work of Isaac Oliver [q.v.J A very rare 
print by Robert Elstrncko is inscribed in 
a comer ’The Portraiture of Sir Thomas 
Overbury, knight, ootat. 32,’ and shows him. 
in the act of writing out liis epitaph, It is 



edition of * Tho Wife,’ has been reproduced 
in later issues, 

Ovorhury’s nephew. Sir Thomas Ovrmurar 
tho younger (d. 1G84;, was son of his next 
brother. Sir Giles, by Anne (d. 1600), (laugh- 
ter of Sir John Shurfield of Wield, Sussex, 
lie settled on the eslato of Bourton-on-tho- 
Uill after proving his father’s will in 1653, 
and was knight od on 25 J uno 1660. IIo was 
11 country gentleman who, according to Wood, 
‘ was a groat traveller beyond the seas, and 
afterwards afavourerof prot estant disaontors.' 
Ju 1676 ho issued, in tlio form of a letter to 
Thomas Shirley, a doctor of mudicine in Lon¬ 
don, ‘A true and perfect Account of tho 
Examination, Confession, Trial, Condemna¬ 
tion, and Execution of Joan Perry and her 
two Sons for 1 ho supposed Murder of William 
ITarrison, Gont.’ 1 Larrison, who was steward 
to the Viscountess Campden at Campdcn, 
was a neighbour of Ovorbury, and 011 16 Ang, 
1660 disappeared mysteriously, whereupon 
his servant, John l’erry, assort ed t hat ho, with 
his mother and brother, had murdered Ids 
master. Although Jolm’s at ory was wholly un- 
corroboratad, tho three porsons incriminated 
wero arrested, tried, convicted, and hanged; 
but subsequently Ilarrison returned homo, 
stat ing that ho bad been kidnapped and been 
sold as a slavo in Turkey. The curious tract 
is reprinted in tho Ilarleian ‘ Miscellany' 
(1810, viii. 86 sq.; ef. Notes anti Queries, 8th 
ser. viii. 64). Ovorbury also puhlishodanony¬ 
mously ‘Queries proposed to tlio serious Con¬ 
sideration of those who impose upon others 
inTliings of Divine and Supernatural Rovola- 
tion, and porseoute any upon tho account 
of Religion,’ 1077. To this traot (luorge 
Vernon, rector of Bourton-on-tho-Wntur, 
ropliod in ‘Ataxia) Obstaculum, an Answer 
to cortain Queries dispersed in some parts of 
Gloucestershire,’ 1077. Ovorbury retorted 
in ‘ Ratiocinium Vomaculum,’ 1678. Lato in 
life ho sold his proparty at Dour ton and re¬ 
moved to Quinton. IIo was buriod at Quint on 
on 0 March 1C81M. By his wife Ilostor Loach 
ho left a daughter Mary, who married at 
Dourton in 1653 Sir William "Whitolocko. 


• Pk Overbuiy’s autobiographic noto? 

ln , MS-1® t78. and the lettraa of Overhuiv 
while m the Tower in IUrl. MS. 7002, areyZ 
valuable; of. Horald and Gousalogist, viii. 4 m 
soq, Niccols’s poem, Overburic’s Ghost ifiig- 
gives ft usofhl com omporary account of tho 
murder. Soe also Tho Bloody Downfall of Ada 

tfiry,Murder, Ambition (doalingwithlVestonend 

Mrs.Tumor), London, 1615, 4to,inHuth Library- 

Tho Narrative History of King James for the 
first fourteen years [with] tho arraignment of 
Sir J. Elvis, London, 1661, 4to (with portrait of 
Ovorbury); Weldon’s Court and Character of 
King Jamos, 1660; A truo and historical Rela- 
tion of tho Poysoning of Sir Thomas Ovorbury 
with tho several Arraignments and Speeches of 
those I lint were executed thereupon, 16fil- gj ( 
SiraondsD’Ewos's Autobiography, 1846; Andrew 
Amos’S Groat Oyer of Poisoning: tho Trial of 
tho Earl of Somerset, 1818, passim ; Brydgos’s 
Memoirs of Poors during the reign of .Tamos I - 
Gardiner's TTisl..; Calendars of State Papers’ 
1611-18; Wood’s Athonoo Oxon. ed. Bliss, ii’ 
133 sq. ; Rlmbnult’s preface to his eoUaoted edi¬ 
tion of Ovorbury’s works; Hunter's manuscript 
Ohoms Vatnm in Addit.MS, 24488, pp. 289 sq.} 

OVEREND, MARMADUICE (d. 1700), 
organist and composur, was a pupil of Dr. 
William Boyco. In L760 ho wns organist 
of Tbleworth, Middlesex, where ho died in 
1790. IIo was buriod on 25 June (Parish 
ltogistor). 

Ovoroml puhlishod: 1. ‘ Eplfchalamium,’ 
for solo and chorus, with instrumental ac¬ 
companiments, 1760. 2. ‘ Twelve Sonatas,' 
for two Violins and violoncello, ‘ the basses 
of which oro correctly figured for the accom¬ 
paniment on tho harpsichord. 1 3. A canon 
for eight voices, ‘Glory be to the Father,’ 
d. ‘A Brief Account of, and an Introduction 
to, oight Loci urea in tho Hcionco of Music,’ 
1781. It docs not appear that the loctures 
wore delivered, and tlio pamphlet contains 
only a method of finding musical ratios, by 
strings represented by straight linos or num¬ 
bers. Tito process by which tho calculations 
are made, and ‘ tho radical sources of melody 
and harmony explained,’ was to bo deve¬ 
loped in tho course of tho lectures, Dr. 
Boyoo's manuscript treatise of composition, 
then in the hands of Ovorend, forrnod the 
basis of the system proposed. 

[Grove’s Diet, of Musio, ii. 618, Wairon’a 
Oittchos, 1886; Ovoroml’s will,Registers, P.O.O. 
(Bishop), 16.] L. M. M, 

OVERSTONE, Babon. [See Low, 
Samobd Jonhs, 1706-1883.] 

OVERTON, CHARLES (1805-1889), 
divine, sixth son of John Overton (1768- 
1838) [q. v.], rector of St. Margaret's and St. 
Orux, was born in York in 1805. lie was 
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brought up to be a civil engineer, and there¬ 
fore was not sent to a university; but in 
1829 he was ordained deacon by the Arch¬ 
bishop of York (Dr. Harcourt). He was 
for a short time assistant curate of Christ 
Churchj Harrogate, but in the year of his 
ordination removed to Romaldkirk, in the 
beautiful neighbourhood of Barnard Castle. 
He received priest’s orders in 1830 from the 
Bishop of Chester (Dr. J. B. Sumner), and 
in 1837 was presented by the same bishop 
to the vicarage of Olapham, in the dales of 
the West Riding of Yorkshire. In 1841 
Bishop Sumner presented him to the vicarage 
of Cottingham, near Hull, where he spunt 
the remainder of his life. 

Overton, like his father, held evangelical 
views, but could sympathise with good men 
who belonged to other schools of thought. 
He was an able preacher and an active 
parish priest in his large and scattered parish, 
which then included the now separate pa¬ 
rishes of Skidby and Nowland. Through his 
exertions the parish church of Cottingham 
was restored, a parsonage and schools were 
built, the income increased, while schools 
and vicarago houses were built at Skidby and 
Newland. He died on 31 March 1889, and 
was buried at Cottingham. 

In 1829 he married Amelia Charlesworth, 
who died in 1886. By her he had a family 
of four sons and three daughters. 

Overton wrote both in prose and verse. 
His first essay, a poem entitled ‘Ecclesia 
Anglicana' (London, n.d.), was written at 
Romaldkirk to celebrate the restoration of 
York Minster after its partial destruction 
by the fanatic Jonathan Martin (1782-1838) 

t q.v.] A later edition appeared in 1868. 
t was good-humouredly satirised by Tom 
Moore, who oommenced Ms parody: 

Sweet singer of Romaldkirk, thou who art 
reckoned, 

By critics episcopal, David the Second, 

If thus, as a curate, so lofty your flight, 

Only think in a Rectory how you would write! 

In 1847 appeared the first part, and in 1849 
the second part, of the most popular of his 
works: ‘ CottageLeotures on Banyan's “Pil¬ 
grim’s Progress” practically explained.’ These 
publications were very favourably received 
by the evangelical party, both in England and 
America. In 1818 he published ‘ Cottage 
Lectures on the Lord’s Prayer _ practically 
explained j delivered in the Parish Church 
of Cottingham.’ In 1860 ‘The Expository 
Preacher j or St. Matthew’s Gospel practi¬ 
cally expounded In Cottingham Church,’ 
2 vols., and "A Voice from Yorkshire: a 
Scene at Goodmanham [Godmundingham],in 


the East Riding, a.d. 627, with Notes;’ in 
1861, ‘ The Histoiy of Cottingham; and in 
1866, ‘The Life or Joseph, in twenty-three 
Expository Lectures.’ 

[Private information; Memoir of Rev. Charles 
Overton; obituary notices in the Guardian and 
the local newspapers; account of tbe Overtons 
among the Historical Families of Yorkshire in 
the Leeds Mercury; Works of T, Moore 1 

J. H. 0. 

OVERTON, CONSTANTINE (d. 1687), 
quaker, was a freeman of Shrewsbury, and 
was one of the first to join the quaker 
society in Shropshire. As early as April 
1667 he wrote from Shrewsbury gaol an ex¬ 
postulation called 1 The Priest's Wickednesse 
and Cruelty, laid open, and made manifest. 
By Priest Smith of Cressedge, persecuting 
the Servants of the Lord, whose outward 
Dwellings is in and about Shrewsbury. As 
also the Proceedings of Judge Nicholas, and 
the Court of Justice, bo called, against them 
so persecuted by the Priest, at the last) gene¬ 
ral! Assizes holden at Bridgenorth for the 

to the PriestSj’^Lonion, 1667. In 1662 Con¬ 
stantine and his brother Humphrey were in 
rison for not paying tithes. On 26 Feb. 
663 the former was seized at a meeting at 
Shrewsbury, and sent to prison; and in 1666 
he was disfranchised, as freeman ctf Shrews¬ 
bury, because he refused to take oaths, and 
held meetings in his house. At the olose of 
the same year he and his brother Humphrey, 
with their two men-servants, were committed 
to gaol for keeping their shops open on Christ¬ 
mas day. Constantine Overton issued a 
token with the shoemakers’ arms in 1063. 
In May 1670 the mayor and officers came to 
his house in Shrewsbury, and took down the 
names of all present at a meeting, sent four 
to prison, and fined the rest, Constantine, 
Humphrey, and Thomas Overton being the 
heaviest sufferers. The meeting being re¬ 
sumed the following week, they were again 
heavily fined, and later also forthe offence of 
keeping open shop on Christmasday, At the 
general proclamation, March 1672, Thomas 
Overton was released from Shropshire county 
gaol, having spent seven years in prison, and 
part of the time in London. Constantine 
married, on 6 March 1668, Mary Turner (d. 
23 Oct. 1087), and died on 7 Oct. 1687. 

[Besso’s Sufferings, i, 750, 751, 753, 754, 756; 
The Humble Appeale and Petition of Mary 
Overton, prisoner in Bridowell [1846]; Janney’s 
HiBt. of Friends, iii. 222; MacOlintock and 
Strong’s Diet, of Biogr, vii. 402; Gough’s Hist, 
of Quakers, iv. 311-14; Owen and Blakeway’s 
Hist, of Shrewsbury, i, 490; Registers at Devon¬ 
shire House.] 0. F. S. 
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OVERTON - , JOHN (1040-1708 f), print- when he was appointed, through the influence 
seller, wns the principal vendor of mezzo- of Wilbcrforce, to the chancellor’s livinua 
tints of his day. Noble thinlis he ■woe con- of St. Crux and St, Margaret’s in the city 
nected with Itobort Scot, the bookseller, of of York. Overton, like most of the early 
Little Britain. His shop was at ‘ the White evangelicals, was a strong tory in polities and 
Itorse without Newgate, London, whore he a great admirer of Mr. Pitt. lie took an 
succoedod Potor Stent and an elder John active part in promoting the election of 

Overton, and where ho was followed by "Wilberforoe for the county of York, He died 
Henry Ovorton, probably his son, who pub- at York on 17 July 1838, and was buried in 
lushed many mezzotint portraits, some with the chancel of St. Crux, in a vault with his 
E, Cooper. Towards the ond of his life wife. 

Henry Overton wns in partnership with I, In 1792 he married Elizabeth Stodart of 
Mode. Another member of the family was Rcetk, near Ilawes, in the Yorkshire dales 
Philip Overton, who brought out mozzotint whose father was agent to the lairds of 

S ortraits down to a period subsequent to Arkendalo. By her, who died in 1827, he 
7C0 at the Golden Buck, near St. Dunstan’s had a family of twelve children, eight sons 
Church, opposite Fetter Lana, in Pleat Strest, and four daughters. The Bons all grew up 
London, where he was succeeded by M. Over- to manhood, and were all six feet and up. 
ton, and afterwards by Robert Sayor. Both wards in height. Four of them—John, Wu- 
Henry and Philip Ovorton were uenofactors liam, Thomas, and Charles—received holy 
to William Bowyer on the occasion of the orders ; two WBte lawyers, and two were 
firo at liis prinling-oflieo, on 80 Jan. 1712 doctors. John, the oldest (B,A, 1820 and 
(Nioiror.s, Lit. Anecd. i. (12). M.A. 1828,Trinity Collego, Cambridge), won 

A portrait of John Ovorton, in wig ond the Seatonian prize at Cambridge and was 
hands, ‘ solatia sure 08, A.n, J 708,’ is described rootor of Scssay; ho also won tho declamation 
by J. Ohaloner Smith, who stales that his prize at Trinity Collego. OharleB, the sixth 
address ‘ is to bo found on many works of son, is separately nolicod, 
the times of Charles II, James if, and Wil- Ovorton is cluofly known as the author of 
liam III, some being after stales of tho lino 'The Truo Churchmen Ascertained; or an 
engravings by tho elder Failkome’ ( British Apology for those ol‘ the regular clergy of 
Mmotinto Portraits, 1884, iv. 1Q99-170Q). the establishment who are sometimes called 
(Notes and Queries, 6th sor. ii. 347, 414, 408; Evangelical Ministers, occasioned by the 
Noble’s Biographical History of England, 1800, publications of Drs. 1‘oluy, Hoy, and Croft, 
iii. 428-30; Gay’s Trivia, ii. 488-0; North’s Lifo Messrs. Daubeny, Ludlam, Polwhelo, the 
of John North, 1826, iii. 290-3.) H. R. T, Reviewers, &c.’ It was published at York 

in 1801, and reached a second edition in 1802. 
OVERTON, JOHN (1763-1888), divine, The avangelioals, Overton contended, ‘ are 
born in 1768 at Monk Iryslon in Yorkshire, Hie true churchmen; and, in a vory firada- 
where his father was a email landed pro- mental and important sense of the word, 
prielor, belongod to an ancient Yorkshire Mr, Daubeny and his associates ore dissenters 
family which was early in the fourteenth from the Church of England.’ Tho challenge 
century sottlod at Easing ton nail in Holder- was quickly taken up. In 1802 Dr. Edward 
ness, and of which Major-general Robert Pearson [it. v.], the Christian advooateotOom- 
Ovorlon[q. v.] was a member. The ancestral bridge, published ‘ Remarks on tho Doctrine 
estates passed by sale into the Milnor family of Justification by Faith in a Letter to J. Oven- 
towards tho dose of the seventeenth century, ton,’followed In tho same year by‘Remarks 
John appears to have rqoeivod his early in a Second Letter.’ Archdoacon Daubeny 
education in tho village soliool at Monk defended his position, in 1803, In his 1 Vim- 
Fryston, whence ho proceeded to Magdalene dicioa Eaolosiro Auglicanto,’ which is almost 
College,Cambridge,graduating!!.A. in 1700, entirely occupied with ‘The True Olmrck- 
Magdnlene was then beginning to bo a men.’ A rather unfavourable review of 
stronghold of the evangelical party. lie Overton’s book appeared, moreover, in the 
had a high reputation at college, but un- 1 Christian Observer,’a periodical which had 
fortunately overworked himself, and foil boon latoly Blartod for the express purpose of 
ill just beroro the tripos examination cornu advancing tho oause of which,Overton was 
on. ITo wns therefore obliged to bo content the champion. Ho roplied in 1 Four Letters 
with an ordinary dogree, Having rocoivod to the Editor of the “Christian Observer.”’ 
holy orders, he boenmo assistant curalo to The editor was Zachary Macaulay [q. v.], fa- 
William Richardson of York, one of the t her of tliq historian. ‘ThoTruoOhurchman’ 
leaders of the ovangelicnl party in tho north, was,however, warmly weleonfod by tho ovau- 
He remained with Richardson until 1802, golicals generally as an able and manly de- 
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fence of their position, as appears from a 
number of private letters, still m the posses¬ 
sion of the family, from men like Charles 
Simeon, Richard Cecil, Professor Parish, Wil¬ 
liam Iley, and Thomas Dikes. Overton pub¬ 
lished a patriotic sermon in 1803 on the 
renewal of the French war after the short¬ 
lived peace of 1802, which was highly praised 
in the * British Critic,’ and anotner in 1814 
on the premature rejoicingsoverthe supposed 
downfall of Bonaparte. 

[Private information from the Esv. Thomas 
Overton, rector of Black Notley (son of John 
Overton), the Sev. P. Arnold Overton, vioar of 
High Cross (his great-grandson), and Mrs, Over¬ 
ton (widow of his eon Henry) j John Overton’s 
Works, passim, and Archdeacon Danbeny's Yin- 
dicise EccWib Anglicans.] J. E. 0. 

OVERTON, JOHN (1764-1838), writer 
on sacred chronology, was born in 1764 at 
Thetford in Lincolnshire, the son of a cot¬ 
tager. He had in his early years a strong 
desire to study astronomy; the opportunity 
of gratifying it came whan, through the joint 
influence of the rector of the parish and 
Thomas Cholmondeley, afterwards first baron 
Delamere, he received an appointment in the 
excise. The telescopes he used in his ob¬ 
servations were of hiB own construction. In 
1812 he began to apply astronomical results 
to biblical chronology, especially to the 
questions arising out of the scriptural genea¬ 
logies of Christ, and published in 1817 1 The 
Genealogy of Ohriet elucidated by Sacred 
History. . . with a new System of Sacred 
Chronology and the true Meaning 1 of the 
Weeks in Daniel,’ 2 vols. He printed the 
hook himself at his house at Orayford in 
Rent, and issued it as ‘ an antidote to the 
venomous pen of Volney.’ At Foot’s Cray 
and Paul’s Cray he founded Sunday schools. 
In 1820 appeared ‘The Books of Genesis and 
Daniel’ (m connection with modern astro¬ 
nomy), defended against Count Volney and 
Dr. Francis; also ‘The Sonship of Christ,’ 
against J ohn Gorton and the Rev. Mr. Evans, 
being supplementary matter to 'The Genea¬ 
logy of Christ.’ This book has for its fronti¬ 
spiece on engraved portrait of the author, 
‘®t. 67;’ he was then living in King’s Road, 
Chelsea, whither he had removed from Kent 
in 1827. The conclusions of these two works 
were afterwards summarised in a pamphlet, 
‘ A View of Scored History and its Ghrono- 
logjf in connexion with Modern Astronomy,’ 

Other pamphlets by Overton are: ‘The 
Chronology of the Apocalypse investigated 
and defended,’„1822; ‘An Inquiry into the 
Truth and Use of the Book of Enoch as to its 
Prophecies, Visions, and Accounts of Fallen 


Angels,’1822; ‘Strictures on Dr. Ohalmers’e 
Discourse on Astronomy,’ Deptford, 1823, 
8 vo; and ‘The Apocalyptic Whore of Baby¬ 
lon considered not the Pope of Rome,’ 1830. 
He was a contributor to the ‘ Gentleman's 

Overton died at^ose Cottage, King’s Road, 
Chelsea, on 1 Dec, 1838. 

[Overton's Works; Gent. Mag. 1839, i. 102.] 

C. P. 

OVERTON, RICHARD (y?.1046),pam- 
phleteer, was probably a relative of Henry 
Overton, a printer, who began to publish in 
1629, and had in 1042 a shop in Pope’s Head 
Alley, London (Aebbe, Stationers’ Register, 
iv. 218, 494; Lraroir, Catalogue qf Broad¬ 
sides in the possession of the Society of Anti¬ 
quaries). Richard Overton probably spent 
part or his early life in Holland (B. Evans, 
Early English Baptists, i. 264). He began 
publishing anonymous attacks on the bishops 
about the time of the opening of the Long 
parliament, together with some pungent verse 
satires, like ‘ Lambeth Fayre ’ and ‘ Articles 
of High Treason against Oheapside Cross/ 
1042. 

Overton turned next to theology, and wrote 
an anonymous tract on‘Man’s Mortality,’4to, 
1648. This he described as ‘ a treatise wherein 
’tis proved, both theologically and philo¬ 
sophically, that whole man (as a rational orea- 
ture) is a oompound wholly mortal, contrary 
to that common distinction of soul and body: 
and that the present going of the soul into 
heaven or hell is a mere fiction; and that at 
the resurrection is the beginning of our im¬ 
mortality, and then actual condemnation and 
salvation, andnothefore.’Eccl. iii. ISisquoted 
as a motto, and the tract is signed ‘R. 0.,’ and 
said to be 'printed by John Canne’ [q. v,] 
at Amsterdam. According to Thomason’s 
note in the British Museum copy, it appeared 
on 19 Jan. 1643-4, and was really printed in 
London (Massoit, Life of Milton, iii. 166). 
The tract made a great stir, and a small sect 
arose known as 'soul sleepers,’ who adopted 
Overton’s doctrine in a slightly modified form 
(Paoixt, Eeresiography, ed. 1062, p. 081), 
On 26 Aug. 1844the House of Commons, on 
the petition of the Stationers’ Company, 
ordered that the authors, printers, and pub¬ 
lishers of the pamphlets against the immor¬ 
tality of the soul and concerning divorce 
should be diligently inquired for, thus 
coupling Overton with Mutan as the most 
dangerousof heretics (Massoit, iii 164; Com¬ 
mons' Journak,m, 300). DanielFeatfeyCq.v.] 
in the ‘Dippers Dipt’ and Thomas Edwards 
(1699-1647) [q. v.J in ‘ Gangrcena’ (i, 28) 
both, denounced the unknown author, the 
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Meanwhile Overton had commenced a History,xvi, 161). He vot unconditional 
violent onslaught against the "Westminster released on 16 Sept. 1647 ( Lords' JournaU 
assembly, under the pseudonym of ‘Marlin ix. 436, 440). This imprisonment did not 
Marpriost,’ who was represented as the son diminish Overton’s democratic seal. He had 
of Martin Marprolato, tlio antagonist of the a groat share in promoting the petition of tliB 
Elizabethan bishops. Tho series of tracts lie London levellers (11 Sept. 1648), He 
issued under this name, of which the chief also one of those who presented to Fairfax on 
are ‘The Arraignment of Mr. Persecution,' 28 l>oo. 1648 the ‘Pleafor Common Right and 
‘Martin’s Echo,’ and ‘A Sacred Synodical Freedom,’ a protest against the alterations 
Decretal,’ were published clandestinely in made by the council of the armyinLilburne’s 
1046, with fanl nstic print ors’ names appended draft of the Agreement of tho People. On 
to them. The ‘ Decretal ’ is a supposed order 28 March 1640 he was arrested, with LilburnB 
of tho Westminster assembly for tho author's and two otlior leaders of the levellers, as onB 
arrest, purporting to bo ‘printed by Martin of tho authors of 'England’s new Chains Die- 
Olaw-Clorgy, prinlor to tho reverend As- oovorod.’ Overton, who refused to aeknow- 
sembly of JL)i vinos, for Bartholomew liimg- lodge tlio authority of tho council of state or 
priest, and are to bo sold at liis shop in Tola- to answer their questions, was committed to 
ration Streot, at. tlio sign of the Subjects' tho Tower (A Picture of the Council qfState 
Liberty, right, opposite to Persecuting Court.’ 1649, pp. 26-4.6 j Commons' Journals, vi. 174 ’ 
Prynno denounced those tracts to the parlia- 183; Cal, State Vapors, Dom, 1019-50, pp! 
ment as tho quintessence of scurrility and 67-9), In conjunction with his three fallow- 
blasphemy, and demanded the punishment of prisoners he issued on 1 Mny 1049 the ‘Agree- 
tho writer, whom ho supposed to bo llonry mont of the Freo People of England,'followed 
.Robinson (A Fresh Disco von/ nf some Pro- oil 14 April by a pamphlet denying tlie charge 
digious Few Wandering Hlasing Stars, 1646, that they sought to overthrow properly and 
»>. 9). Overtoil's authorship was suspected, social order (A Manifestation from Idai- 
buL could not bo proved (A Defiance against tenant-colonel John Lilburne, Mr. Biohard 
all Arbitrary Usurpations, 4to, 1640, p, 26). Overton, ami others, aommonly, though un¬ 
lit) did not own his responsibility till 1048, justly, styled Levellers, 4to, 1649). 
when t ho assembly of divines had come t o an On his own account lie published on 2 July 
end (A Picture of tho Council of State, 4to, o' Delinncu ’ t o tho government, in the form 
1649, p. 36). of a letter addressed 4 to tlio cilizons usually 

In 1646 Overton, who had been concerned mooting at the Whalebone in Lothbury, 
in printing some of Lilhnme’s pamphlets, behind tho ltoynl Exchange,’ a plaoo whioh 
I oolc up his ease against tho lords, ana puli- wiib the headquarters of the London level- 
lishod ‘An Alarum to tho Ilousa of Lords lore. Tlio failure of tlio govornmont to obtain 
against their Insolent Usurpation of the avordiotagainstLilbumoinvolvodtherelease 
common Liberties and Uiglits of this Nation, of his associates, and on 8 Nov. Overton's 
manifested in their Attempts against Lieu- liberation was ordered (Cal, State Papers, 
tenant-colonel JolmLilburne,’4to, 1646. For Dora. 1649-60, p. 662). Tho only condition 
this ho was nrrested liy order of the houso was that ho should take tho engagement to 
on 11 Aug. 1646, and, refusing to acknow- bo faithful to the Commonwealth, whioh he 
ledge thoir jurisdiction, was committed to probably had no hesitation in doing. InSep- 
Newgato (Lords' Journals, viii. 467; Ilist. t,ember 1054 Overton proposed to turn spy, 
MSS, Comm. 6th ltep, pp. 46, ISO). But, in and oil'ored liis services to Thurloo for the 
spite of liis confinement, he contrived to discovery of plots against tho Protector’s go- 
iiublish a narrative of liis arrest., entitled ‘ A vornmont. In tho following spring ho was 
Iloflanco against all Arbitrary Usurpations,' implicated in the projected rising of the 
and a still more violent atlaolc on tho peers, levellers, and fled to Flanders in company 
■called ‘ An Arrow shot from the Prison of with Li o ulonan t - colonol Sexby. There, 
Newgato into tho Prerogative Bowels of tho through the agonoy of Sir Marmaduke (after- - 
Arbitrary House of Lords.’ His wife Mary wards Lord) Langdalo [q. v.], ho applied to 
and his brother Thomas were also imprisoned Charles II, and rocoivud a commission from 
forsimilaroilbncoa (i'A.p,172; lords' Journals, liim. Some months later ho rot urnod to Eng- 
viii. 64.6,648; The Petition of Mary Overton, land, supplied with Spanish money by Sexby, 
Prisoner in Bridewell, to the House of Com- and charged to bring about an insurrection 
■mons, 4to, 1647). ( Thurloo State, Papers, ii, 600„vi. 830-8; Cal, 

Tlio army took up the oauso of Ovorlon Clarendon Papers, iii. 65 ; JSgerton MS, 2686, 
and his fellow prisoners, and demanded that f, 880). 
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Overton’s later history is obscure. He -was 
again in prison in December 1859, and bis 
arrest -was ordered on 22 Oct. 1668, appa- 
rently for printing something against the 
government of Charles II ( Common s’ Journals, 
vii. 800: Cal. State Papers, Dom. 1883-4,1 

p. 811). 

It is difficult to give a complete list of j 
Overton's works, as many are anonymous. 
The chief are the following: 1. ‘ New Lam¬ 
beth Fair newly Consecrated, wherein all 
Home's Helics are set at sale’ (a satire in 
verse), 1042. 2. * Articles of High Treason 
exhibited, against Cheapside Cross, with the 
last Will and Testament of the said Cross’ 
(a satire in verse), 1642, 8. ‘ Man’s Mor¬ 

tality,’ Amsterdam, 1648; a second and en¬ 
larged edition was published in 1655, in 8vo, 
entitled ‘ Man wholly Mortal,’ 4. ‘ The 
Arraignment of Mr. Persecution ... by 
Revorand young Martin Marpriest,’ 1645. 

6. ‘A Snored Synodical Decretal for the 
Apprehension of Martin Marpriest,’ 1646. 

6. ‘ Martin's Echo; or a Remonstrance from 
his Holiness, Master Marpriest’ [about 1645]. 

7. * An Alarum to the House of Lords,’ 1646, 

8. ‘ A Defence against all arbitrary Usurpa¬ 

tions, either of the House of Lords or any 
other,’ 1646. 9. ‘An Arrow against all 

Tyrants or Tyrauny,’ 1646. 10. ‘The Com¬ 
moners’ Complaint,’ 1646. 11. ‘ Tho Outcries 
of oppressed Commons’ (by Lilburne and 
Overton jointly), 1647. 12. 1 An Appealfrom 
the Degenerate Representative Body, the 
Commons of England, assembled at West¬ 
minster, to the. . . Free People in general, 
and especially to his Excellency, Sir Thomas 
Fairfax,’ 1047. 13. ‘ The Copy of a Letter 
writton to tho General from Lieutenant- 
colonel Lilburne and Mr. Overton on bbhulf 
of Mr. Loekyer,’ 1049. 14. ‘A Picture of 
the Council of State’ (by Overton and three 
others), 1649. 16. ‘ A Manifestation of Lieu¬ 
tenant -colonelLilbume and Mir.O verton, &o.,’ 
1649, 16, ‘ An Agreement of tho Free People 
of England tendered os a Peace-offering to 
this distressed Nation, by Lieutenant-colonel 
Lilburne, Mr. Overton, &c.,’ 1649. 17. ‘ Over¬ 
ton's Defiance of Act of Pardon,’ 1649.18.‘The 
Baiting of the Great Bull of Basban,’ 1849. 
There are also a number of petitions addressed 
by Overton to the two houses of parliament. 

[Brit. Mus. Oat,; authorities cited in the 
article,] 0- H, F, 

OVERTON, ROBERT (fl. 1640-1668), 
soldier, son of John Overton of Easington in 
IIoldornesB, Yorkshire,horn about 1609, was 
admill ed to Gray’s Inn on 1 Nov. 1631 (Pouir 
sorr, llolderness, ii. 877; Fchtbk, Cray’s Inn 
Ifeyliter, p. 194). At the beginning of the 
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civil war he took up arawfor the parliament, 
served under the Fairfaxes, and distinguished 
himself in the defence of Hull and at the 
battle of Marstou Moor (Ludlow, Memoirs, 
ed. 1698, i. 78; Miltoh, Works, ed. Bohn, 
i. 298). In August 1045, when parliament 
made Sir Thomas Fairfax [see Fairfax, 
Thomas, third Lord Fairfax] governor of 
Pontefract, he appointed Colonel Overton his 
deputy. In September Overton reduced Sandal 
Castle (Report on the Portland MSS. i. 279). 
Ferdinando lord Fairfax [q. v.] urged his son 
to find a command for Overton in the regular 
army (23 March 1647), but Sir Thomas, while 
expressing hie desire ‘to bring so deserving 
a man into the army,’ was not able to do so 
till the summer of 1047. About July 1647 
Overton succeeded to the command of the 
foot regiment late Colonel Herbert’s, and 
shortly afterwards became also governor of 
Hull. In June 1648 the mayor and corpora¬ 
tion of Hull petitioned for his removal; but 
Fair&x strongly supported him , and lie was 
also backed by a section of the townsmen 
(Portland MSS. i. 408, 478; Rbshwobth, 
vii. 1021), In the second civil war Over¬ 
ton’s regiment fought under Cromwell in 
Wales and in the north, while its colonel 
guarded null, and drove the cavaliers out of 
the Isle of Axholme. 

Overton took no part in the king’s trial, 
but thoroughly approved of that measure. 
As early os February 1648 he had expressed 
the view that it would be a happy thing if 
God would please to dispossess the king ‘ of 
three transitory kingdoms to infeoff him in 
an eternal one 1 (Fairfax Correspondence, iii. 
11), Both liie regiment and the garrison of 
Hull sent addresses in support of the army 
leaders; but Overton clearly disagreed on 
several points with the policy of the new 
government (A Declaration of the Garrison 
of Mull, 4to, 1049), In 1650 Overton accom- 
aniod Oromwell to Scotland, commanded a 
rigade of foot at the battle of Dunbar, and 
was made governor of Edinburgh after its 
occupation by Oromwell (September 1060; 
Nickolls, Letters and Papers of State ad- 
dressedto Cromwell, 1748,fol.p.24; CARLVLB, 
Cromwell, letter cri.) His regiment formed 
part of the force sent over to Fife in July 
1651, and he commanded the reserve at the 
victory of Inyerkeithing (tb. letter olxxv.; 
Heath, Chronicle, pp. 505,639). Remaining 
with Monck in Sootlaad when Oromwell fol¬ 
lowed Charles II into England,Overton helped 
to complete the subjugation of Scotland, and 
commanded an expedition which reduced and 
garrisoned the Orkneys (Tanner MSS. Bod¬ 
leian Library, lv. 170), On 14 May 1662por- 
Jiament voted him 4001. a year m Scottish 

4h 
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lands as n reward for Iris sorviees (Commons' Papers, Camden Soo. ii. 24-]), HissuTroossfl 

Journals, vii. 132). When Doimo, Monok's ftooomplici'H in Scotland wflie court-inarUallnd 

successor, was recalled from Scotland, lie ap- and cashiered j but Overton himself was 
pointod Overton to command all the English never formally tried. Aft er about two years' 
forces m tho west of that country (30 lice, rigorous imprisonment in the Tower lie was 
1662; Clarice MSS. xxiv. 86). It was to transported to Jersey, and confined in Rl wa . 
Overton, as governor of Abovdoen, that Sir belli Castle there 1 ill Mutch 1658 (The Sad 
Alexander Irvine appealed when ho was ox- Suffering Case of Mqior-genmtl Robert Our- 
communicated by I lie prasbylory of Abordoon ton., by J. R,, 1059, Ito; Tium.oE iii 87* 
(Spalding Club Miscellany, iii. 205). 147, 185, 217, 279; Cal. State Papers Dom’ 

In 1663 Overton, who fuul now succeeded 1058-9, p. 269). On 3 Feb. 16159 (Jritdi 
to the family estate at Rasing ton, returned Williamson, Overton’s sister, presented a 
to England, and again became governor of potition to Richard Ormnwoll’s parliament 
Dull. Deeply imbued with the views of the on behalf of her brother, and that body 01 - 
iiflh monarchy mon, and dissatisfied with dored that he should bo brought to London 
tlip slow progress of tho work of reformation to have his cas< 1 heard. On 10 March aftor 
under the rulo of tho parliament, he liailod hearing Overton, it voted liis immediate re- 
with enthusiasm Cromwell's forcible dissalu- loaso, and pronounced bis imprisonment al 
tion of that body. Ho wroto al onea to JorBeyillogitl(Dim'i'ON,Farf(«»«"/?<ffryDia™ 
Cromwell approving tlie not, and promising iii. 46; iv. 120,150; Commons’ Journals. vii! 
his support and that of his garrison (More 014). 

Hearts and Hand* appearing for tho work The fall of Richard Oromwell and tbs re- 
. . .beingturn Tetters . . .fromColonel Robert (iteration of tile Long parliament was fol- 
Overton, Governor of Hull. . .and the Qffv- lowed by tho redress of Overton's wrongs, 
errs of the said Garrison, 1063, 4to). Rut, On 16 Juno the commit Ion for tho nomina- 
tho dissolution of tho Littlo parliament and tion of ofliccrs voted Hint ho should be re- 
tho assumption by Oromwell of tho post of stored to liis reghuont audhisotluircoramauds, 
Protector filled him willi doubts and sus- while parliament, two days later appointed a 
picious. lie doolarod liis dissatisfaction to commit too to examine into his losses, and 
Oremwoll, lolling him that if I 10 saw lie did sou how they could bo compensated (Cal 
design to sot. up Jiimsolf and not tho good of State Papers, Dom. 1058 0, p.376; CommonJ 
tbs nation, ho would not set 0110 foot hoforo Journal, vii. MR, 7.38), Overton was one of 
another to servo him. ‘ Thou wort a knavo the sovon ooniraissionuiN in whom parliament 
if thou wouldst,’ answered Cromwell; mul, on 12 Out. 1869 vested tho government of 
in the end, Overton retained liis commission tho army (ib, vii. 796). liis reputation with 
on tho promise 1 0 doiiver it up when lie could tho republicans, tho strength of Hull, and 
not conscientiously servo ilio Protector any tho importance of its magazine mndo lus ad- 
longor (Tmmi.on, iii. 110). In Sept,ember bnronooofgreftlvalnotooTtberoftliooontend- 
1654ho returned In his commandinHootland, ing parties in (ho army, lie and Ills officers 
but in December was arrested and sent pri- rentRud to sign the address to parliament 
sonor to England 011 the charge of ini muling which Fleetwood and tho English army on¬ 
to head a military insurrocliqu against, I lie eulalod, nor would they return a definite 
government. Overton’s own indiscreet uon- answer to Mbnck’s appeals to thorn to co¬ 
duct insanolloningmootingsoftlindisaffected operate with the Hoottisli army. Overton 
officers under liis command certainly gave nought to modiato, and publiiliod an oxhorla- 
ground for suspicion. Tho anomies of tho tion to both parlies to unite in maintaining 
govornmontrogardodhiuinsaprobaliloloador, tho Lord’s cause (A True. Narrative of the 
and used liis name Prooly m their plots, Proceedings in Varna went, Oounoil, Sfo., 1660, 
Charles II wroto to liirn t.o promise forgive- 4lo, p. 10'; The Humble and Healing Advice 
ness for past disloyalty, and rewards for Bor- of Robert Overton, 1069, 4to). The am- 
vico in oflbct ing a rest oration (Cal. Clarendon biguity of his conduct, his preparations for 
Papers, ii. 344). Tho levellers oxpuol od that a siege, and tho incendiary hsttors which hs 
ho would seize Mouok, I ako command of tlio circulated among the troops in Yorkshire, 
urmyin Scotland, and march into England to caused Mouck great embarrassment. On 
restore tho Commonwunltli. An examination 4 March 10(10 tho council of stilt operomptorily 
of tho evidonco loads to tlio conclusion that ordered him to observe whatever orders hs 
ho was innocent, but. it is not surprising t hat rocoivod from M onek, and six days Inter to 
lio was boliovud to bo guilty. Tho Protector come to London at onco (Cal State Papers, 
hold him as deliberately faithless to his pro- Dom. 1650 00, pp. 881, .‘ISP*; Ikicmt, Ghro- 
mlso, and treated him with great ho verily nicle, od, Phillips, 1670, pp. 700,718). Ovor- 
(Oabuxle, Cromwell, Speooh v.j Clarks ton hud undoubtedly mteudod to make a 
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last stand for the republic, and to frustrate 
Monck’s design for bringing back the king; 
but the disaffection of the town and the 
divisions of the garrison obliged himpeace- 
ably to give up his government to Colonel 
Fairfax, and obey the orders of the council 
(Ludlow, Memoirs, ii. 869, ed. 1098), 

The rest of Overton’s life was mostly spent 
in prison. Haying neither taken part in the j 
trial of the king, nor sat on the tribunals 
which condemned the royalist leaders, Over- 
ton was not excepted from the Act of In¬ 
demnity. But he was regarded os one of the 
heads of the fifth monarchy men, and on the 
first rumour of on insurrection among them 
was arrested and sent to the Tower (Decem¬ 
ber 1000; Heath, Chronicle, ed. 1668, p. 784). 
On 9 Nov. 1601 a warrant was signed for his 
conveyance to Ohepstow Castle. Apparently 
he succeeded in obtaining a short interval of 
freedom; but on 26 May 1068 he was again 
arrested as ‘ suspected of seditious practices, 
and refusing to take the oaths or give se¬ 
curity.’ In January 1664 the government 
resolved to send him to Jersey, and he was 
still imprisoned there in February 1668. The 
date and place of his death are unknown 
(JSist. MSS. Comm. 11th Rep. pfc. vii. pp. 8 , 
a; Cal. State Papers, Dom. 1668-4 p. 461, 
1607-8 p. 229). 

Overton married in 1682 Anns, daughter of 
Joremy Gardiner of Stratford, Bow, Middle¬ 
sex (Ohhstur, London Marriage Lkenoes, 
p. 1002). His oldest son, John, was admitted 
to Gray’a Inn on 11 Nov. 1661, and was 
probably the author of a work on ‘ Eng¬ 
lish Military Discipline’published in 1872 
(Fostbh, Gray's Irm Register, T>. 292). His 
grandson Robert, who died in 1721, sold the 
family estate to the Milners of Nun Apple- 
ton (Poulbon, Holderness, ii. 877). 

Overton was a scholar as well as a soldier, 
Milton celebrates his exploits in the 1 Defensio 
Seouuda,’ and addresses him as ' bound to 
me these many years past in a friendship of 
more than brotherly closeness and affection, 
both by the similarity of our tastes and the 
sweotness of your manners’ (Masson, Life 
of Milton, iv. 602, 607, 621). * Civil and 
discreet,’ * a scholar, but a little pedantic,’ is 
the character given of him by nis prisoner, 
Sir James Turner (Memoirs, pp. 78-82), 
John Canno, who was Overton s anaplain at 
Hull, dedicated to Mm his ‘ Voice from the 
Temple,’ 4to, 1663, and probably exercised 
considerable influence^ upon Mb religious 
views ( Yorkshire Dianes, Surtees Soo. 1876, 
pp. 148, 422). Overton’s letters, many of 
which are in print among the 1 ThurloePapers,’ 
show his disinterested devotion to bis cause, 
and his willingness to suffer for it. ‘ If I be 


called,’ he wrote in 1654, ‘to seal the cause 
of God and my country with my blood, by 
suffering death, or by beanng any testimony 
to the interest of my nation and the despised 
truths of these times, he is able to support 
and save me, as the sun to shine upon me.. , , 
If I can but keep faith and a good conscience, 
I shall assuredly finish my course with joy’ 
(Thueloh, iii. 47). 

[Authorities cited in the article] 0. H. f“. 

OVERTON, WILLIAM (1626 P-1609), 
bishop of Coventry and Lichfield, born in 
London between 1620 and 1530, is said to 
have been of the same family as Robert 
Overton [q. y.] f the major-general, and to 
have owed his early education to Glaston¬ 
bury Abbey; it is certain that he was elected 
to a demyBhip at Magdalen College, Oxford, 
in 1589, and that he became perpetual fellow 
of the college in 1661. He graduated B.A. 
in 1647 and M.A. in 1663; in the latter 
degree he was incorporated at Cambridge in 
1662, Ha received the degree of BD. on 
16 Feb. 1666-6 and D.D. two days later. He 
became in 1653 rector of Balcombe, Sussex, 
and vicar of Eccleshall, Staffordshire. The 
rectory of Swinnerton, Staffordshire, was 
conferred on him in 1666. In 1669 he was 
installed prebendary of Winchester. Other 
benefices conferred on him in early life were 
Upham and Nurstiing (both in I 60 O), Exton 
(1661), Cotton (1602), and Buriton (1669). 
In 1668 he became canon of OMchester, 

Overton managed to spend much time in 
Oxford, and in 1664 he took a prominent port 
in the reception given to Queen Elizabeth on 
the occasion of her famous visit to Oxford, in 
company with the Earl of Leicester. The day 
after the queen’s arrival, Sunday, 1 Sept., 
Overton preached an English sermon in the 
morning at Christ Church, choosing for his 
text Psalmcxviii. 24: ‘ This is the day wMch 
the Lord hath made,’ &o. Unhappily her 
majesty was too tired with her journey to be 
present (Nichols, Progresses, a. 209). He 
took part, however, in the disputations held 
before the queen on Thursday, 6 Sept., when, 
in answer to the question ‘ whether it was 
lawful for a private individual to take up arms 
against a bad prince,’ he maintained that ‘ it 
was lawful for a private person to consult 
the good of the Republic, and. that good was 
best consulted if the had Prince was killed.' 
Overton’s sentiments do not appear to have 


in upon him. He received the treasurership of 
Ohichester Cathedral in 1667, a canonry at 
Salisbury in 1670, besides becoming rector of 
Btoke-npon-Trent and of Hanbury. Finally, 
in 1679, he was promoted to the bishopric of 
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Coventry and Lichfield. lie is generally 
spoken of as bishop of Lichfield, but at that 
time Coventry was not only joined with 
Licli field, but also took the first place in the 
title. Ho hold till) see for nearly thirty years, 
residing at. llccleslmll Castle, tho country 
scat of the bishops, the poker at Licliflold hav¬ 
ing been destroyed in the days ol' I-Ionry VIIL 
lie lmd the reputation of being' 1 gonial, hos¬ 
pitable, and kind to tho poor,’audit is added 
that 1 lio kopf his house in good repair, which 
married bishops wore observed not to do.’ 
Bishop Overtoil is gibbeted byMavtin Mur- 
l’relnte as an 1 unlearned prelate,’ but this is 
hardly consistent with his known antece¬ 
dents at Oxford, lie wits also accused of 
having made 1 seventy lewd and unloarnod 
ministers for money’’ in one day (1 'eoude, 
Uhl, of England, xii. 0). His episcopate 
was uneventful. A few ‘Acts of Overton ’ 
aro found in the diocesan rrgisl era; and there 
was a famous disputohotweon tho bishop and 
two candidates for tho chancellorship oft.hu 
diooeso, Messrs. Beacon and Zachary ihibing- 
t.nn, which was finally sottlod by nn appeal to 
Wlutgift, who thou hold Ilia neighbouring 
bishopric of'Worcester. It is supposed that 
it was in referonco to this dispute that Over- 
ion prencliud his sermon ‘Against Discord,’ 
which is the only sermon of his extant in 
print. He bold a visitation of his cathodral 
at. Lichfield in 1000, and bis charge on tho 
occasion was published under lliu title of 
‘((ratio doetissima ot. gruvissium habit a in 
Homo Capitular! Lichfield ad Pnubendarios 
et roliqumn (lleruni in Visitationo Picolosim 
sum (lalliedmlis congregalum, an. 1000.’ In 
1001 ) ho not only wrote liis own epitaph, but, 
ne.luallyhad it put up in Ecolosliall Ohuroh. 
ft was as follows: 

lloo hi hi spo inXte nwui'gondi nomiil Williolmus 
Overton, Convent, olLichtluldEpiscopuH, 1008. 

1 lo died on 9 April 1009, and was buried 
bnsido both his wives in Eoeloshall Church, 
where a t omh was orooted to his moimtry with 
liis etligicH in his opiscopal habits. Ovorlon 
was twice married: first, to Margaret, tho 
eldest, daughter of William Barlow, bishop of 
Chichester, Tho lady’s mollicr successfully 
carried out her resolve to marry all her five 
daughters Lo bishops. Overton’s second wife 
wns Mary, daughter of Edward Deadstock 
by Elixahnth Scrimshaw, a dosoimdaiiL of Sir 
John Talbot. 

[Manuscript in possession of tho writ or j 
JSlimliothan Oxford ; ItunrintH of ltaro Tenets by 
O. Plnmmor (Oxf, I fist. Hoe.); Diocesan History 
of Lichfield (B.P.C.K.); Nichols's Progresses of 
t-luoon Elizabeth, i. 2011, 2!11; Oal. Htalo Vapors, 
Dorn. passimi Lodge's Illustrations, 1701 , iii. 


7».; Wood’s Atbonoc Oxon. ed. Bliss, ii 40 ga. 
Wood's Hist, and Antiq. of tho University of 
Oxford ; Mai-Prolato Tracts, Eostor’s Alumni 
Oxon. | J. H. 0. 


OWAIN ap EDWIN (d. 1101), Welsh 
chioftam, wns the son of Edwin ap Gromy 
ap Einon ap Chvou ap Ilywel Dda and 
Iworydd, daughtor of Oynfyn ap Owerstan 
IJis lather held Oounsillt (near Elint) from 
llobort of Ehuddlan at the lime of the 
Domesday survoy, and was probably the 
most important, Welshman at this lime in 
Togeingl. To this position Owain probably 
succeeded about 1090. In 1098 he gave 
assistance to liis suzerain, Earl Hugh of 
Ghost or, and lo Earl Hugh of Shrewsbury 
in their joint invasion of Anglesey, and 
(hereby acquired the name of ‘ t hvaiu Fradivr’ 
(i.e. tho Traitor). On tho flight of Uvuffydd 
ap Oynan and Oadwgan ap liloddyn in the 
name yaar the invadors sol, him up as rnler 
over Gwynedd j but a revolt of the Welsh 
brought (lie two leaders back ftom Ireland 
in 109t), and Owaiu’s rule eamo lo an end, 
ITodiediu 1101, ul'ior a long illness. His 
sons, Llywaroh, flronw, Rhiddid, Meilyr, 
mid I ouaf, won> men of importance in Te- 
geingl, nun some of lliom foundod families of 
note in the district. lliu daughter Anghorad 
wns the wife of Orullydd ap Gynan [q. v.] 

[Aimalea Oambrim j Brut y Tywywigion, Ox¬ 
ford odil.j ISrut. y Saesim, iu Iho Myvyrian 
Arehutoiogy.J J. E, L, 

OWAIN Ai* OADWUAN {d. 1110), 
prince of I’owys, was tlio son of Onilwgan ap 
Bleddyu np Oynfyn [sco Oaiiwuah, d . 1112], 
Ilo spent a part of Jus childhood at the court 
of Muivohuartae.il, king of Dublin and of 
Munster, whither I 10 was sent for protection 
during the ‘invasion of tho two earls’ (1098), 
lmt ho no doubt returned to Wales when Ins 
father became lord of Ooredigion and part of 
l’owys. In 1L00 ho murdered Moling and 
Griltri, sous of Traliaiarn ap Oaradog, a deed 
which early betrayed tho violence oi' his dis¬ 
position, In 1110 ho committed nn outrage 
which had serious consequences. Gsrald of 
Windsor, tho castellan of Pembroke, was 
building himself a home at Oonarth Bychan 
(unidentified, hut possibly Garowj Laws, 
Little England beyond Wales, p. 3 05),and had 
already t niton Uiilhor his wife Nosl (daugh¬ 
ter of TOiys ap Towdivr) and hsr children. 
Owain paid n visit to Nosl, who was his 
second cousin, and, becoming violently 
onnmourod of lior, orgimisod a night attack 
upon tire half-built fort roes and carried her 
oil'. Ondwgan voiuly ondoAvourod to ward 
oil’ tho vengeanco curtain to follow Buoh a 
deed by inducing Owain to restore his cap- 
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five. Otlicr Welsh princes were sent into 
Oadwgan’s territories by Henry I to avenge 
the wrongs of his officer, and father and son 
were forced to go into hiding. Owain sailed 
across to Ireland and sought refuge with his 
old protector, Muiroheartacli. Cadwgan was 
able in a little while to recover Ceredigion, 
hut had to promise that he would have no 
dealings with his lawless son, Unfortu- 
tiinately, he had no control over Owain’s 
movements. Before the and of the year the 
fugitive had returned, and, finding the new 
prxnoe of Powys, Madog ap Rhiryd, at odds 
with the Normans, entered into an alliance 
with him. Henry set another ruler over 
Powys in the person of Torwerth ap Bleddyn 
[q. v.], whereupon Owain and Madog esta¬ 
blished themselves as freehootsrs, using 
lorwerth’s territory as a retreat. It was in 
vain that Iorwerth appealed to them to have 
some regard for his reputation; they only 
quitted his territory when he gathored 
together a host against them. After devas¬ 
tating Meirionydd, Owain ventured once 
again into Ceredigion, and soon began a 
course of border plunder at tha expense of 
tho men of Dyfed. The murder of a pro¬ 
minent Fleming, William of Brabant, by 
Owain and hie men was reported Lo Henry 
as he was in conference with Cadwgan. 
Convinced that nothing could he made of 
Owain, the king now deprived Cadwgan of 
Ceredigion, wluch was given to Gilbert de 
Glare. Owain thereupon made his escape 
once more to Ireland. But in 1112 Iorwerth 
of Powys was slain by Madog ap Rhiryd, 
the vacant lordship was given to Uadwgan, 
and Owain was forgiven. Madog, however, 
slew Oadwgon before Owain reappeared in 
Powys; he received a portion oi the lord- 
Bhip from the crown authorities, but the 
greator part was givon to Owain. In tho 
following year Madog fell into the hands of 
Owain’e captain of tho guards, Maredudd ap 
Bleddyn [q. v.], and at Owain^ command 
I ho captive was blinded and deprived of bis 
lands. 

Henry J’s expedition of 1114 was largely 
directed against Owain, who took roiuge 
with Gruflydd ap Cynan; but the Welsh 
had not much difficulty in purchasing terms 
of peace, and when Ilenry crossed to Nor¬ 
mandy in Soplembor, tho prince of Powys 
was ouo of his retinue. He returned with 
the king in the following July, having in 
the meantime been knighted. 80 completely 
was he now restored to favour that in 1116 
Ilenry entrusted to him the task of subduing 
tho rebellious Gvuilydd ap Rhys [q. v.], who 
was actively asserting his claim to the lord¬ 
ship of Doheubarth. Owain led a host into 


YBtrad Tywi, but, while ravaging with a 
small company near Carmarthen, was unex¬ 
pectedly attacked by a Flemish army under 
Gerald of Windsor and killed. 

[Annales Cambria; Brut y Tywysogion, Ox¬ 
ford odit. pp. 280-302; Flor. Wig] J. E. L. 


OWAIN GWYNEDD or Owajk ap 
Ghtteeidd {d. 1169), king of Gwynedd or 
North Wales, was the eldest son of Gruflydd 
ap Cynan [q, v.], king of Gwynedd, and his 
wife Angharad {d. 1162), daughter of Owain 
ap Edwin [q. v.] In 1121 he was sent by his 
father with a large army against Meirio¬ 
nydd. His brother Cadwaladr [aee Oad- 
WALADB, d. 1172] accompanied him on this 
expedition. They succeeded in transplant¬ 
ing many of the men of Meirionydd with 
their property inLleyn {Brut y Tywysogion, 
p. 160). In 1180 0 similar predatory expedi¬ 
tion against Ceredigion was also conducted 
by the two brothers, in the course of which 
Aberystwith Castle was burnt. At the end 
of the year the brothers led a second inva¬ 
sion of Oeredigion, and won a victory over 
‘the French and Flemings’ at Aberteivi 
(Cardigan), whereupon they returned with 
great spoil and many prisoners to Gwynedd 
(ib. p. 160; of. Annales Cambria, p. 40, 
which gives the right date). In 1137 the 
death of Gruflydd ap Cynan gave Owain 
the succession to the throne of North Wales. 
He immediately led a third expedition to 
Oeredigion and, marching through the land 
until he reached the shores of the Bristol 
Channel, burnt Ystradmeurig, Llanstepban, 
and even Carmarthen itself. But he soon 
sought to make peace with his South-Welsh 
rivals, and promised to give hie daughter 
in marriage to bis nephew Anarawd, son 
of Gruflydd on Rhys ( d . 1187) [q. v.], the 
late prince of South Wales. But Cadwaladr, 
who had for his portion the former conquests 
made by him and Owain in Oeredigion, re¬ 
sented this alliance, killed Anarawd in 
1148, and carried off his niece. Owain now 
sent his son Howel to take possession of 
Oadwaladris lands. In 1144 Cadwaladr, 
who had fled to Ireland, appeared off the 
Menai Straits with a fleet ot Irish Danes. 
But Owain prudently reconciled himself 
with Cadwaladr, whereupon tho pirates 
blinded their treacherous ally. Owam fell 
upon the Danes, and drove them back to Dub¬ 
lin. But in 1146 Owain’s sons were again 
attacking Cadwaladr, until he was forced to 
talcs refuge with the English. 

The confusion which prevailed in England 
under the reign of Stephen gave Owain 
Gwynedd an unequalled opportunity for the 
extension and consolidation of bis power. 
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Despite his constant struggles with his kins¬ 
man, Owain seldom lost sight of this object, 
and the prowess of his sons, Jlowel and 
Oynan, ably seconded his efforts, In 1147 
Owain lost his favourite son Rhun; but the 
1 insufferable sorrow ’ into whioh this cala¬ 
mity throw him was soon ‘ turnod to sudden 
joy’ by the news of the capture of Gwydd- 
grug (Mold). 'And when Owain our 
prince heard of this, he became rolievod of 
all pain and from every sorrowing thought, 
and reoovored his accustomed energy' (Bruty 
Tyumogion, p. 172). In 1148 Owain built a 
castle in Yale, very notir the English border. 
BotliRandulf, earl of Chester, and Madog ap 
Maredudd [q. v.l, prince of Powys, resented 
this, and in 1140 Madog joined with the earl 
to attack Owain, but was signally defeated 
at, Oounsillt. But Owain’s power was still 
diminished by family feuds. In 1149 ho 
was forced to imprison his son Oynan, In 
1161 he drove his brother Oadwalndv from 
his refuge in Anglosoa, and blinded and 
runt,haled his brother Cadwullcm, and his 
nephew, Cadwallon’s sou, Ounechk. Such 
vigorous and bloodthirsty measures sccurod 
his hold more firmly ovor Gwynedd. In 
1166 lie was ablo to lend an expedition 
against Ceredigion. 

Henry TI had nowsucceedod to the English 
throne, and put down tho anarchy oi’ the 
last reign. Cadwnladr and Madog urgod 
him on to resist the successful aggressions of 
Owain Gwynedd, and in July 1107 thorn 100 k 
place ITeiiry’s first oxiioditiou against North 
Walos. Whilo the English array encamped 
on the frontier of Ohesluru, Owain and his 
sons took up their position at Basingwctrk, 
wliioli they fortified with ontronohmonts (ib. 
p.lfid). Tho dark wood of Oennadlog separated 
trliu two armies. Homy sunt part of his army 
by tho coast, whilo tho rest tliroadod ills 
douse forest. But the sons of Owain attacked 
tho English amidst, tho wood with such suc¬ 
cess that Ilemy of Essex, tho constable, 
dropped tho king's standard andflod in despair. 
Thu king, however, rallied lus troops, and 
successfully pushed through tho wood; 
wheroupou Owain fled from Busing work to a 
place called Oil Owain, whilo Henry 11 occu¬ 
pied llhuddlan, and sent tho fleet to land llvu 
second army in Anglosoa, Tho English su f- 
lored savornly, but Owain was in groat 
danger of being crushed batwoou tho Moot 
and tho army, Neither party was in a con¬ 
dition to push mallors to extremities, so 
that peace was easily patchod up. Owain 
performed homage to Henry as his liege lord, 
surrendered host ages as a pledge of his fut lire 
loyalty, and restored Oodwalndr, Henry’s 
ally, to his former territory. Thu English 


boasted that the Welsh were subdued to the 
English king’s will, hut Henry’s expedition 
was no very brilliant success, and Owain’s 
power was as strong as over, as Boon as the 
English host had recrosscd tho Dee (Gee 
vase, i. 166-0; Will. Nhwe. in Howlbw’b 
Chron. Stephen, Henry II, and Richard I 
i. 107-0; Robert op Tokighy in it. i T ’ 
193; Brut y Tywyeogim,ym. 186-8; Annalcs 
Cambr. pp. 40-7 ; Grit. Oamur. Itin. Wall 
in Opera, vi. 130, 137. Miss Norgate’s good 
modern account of tho expedition is only 
vitiated by her partial reliance on the so- 
called 1 Oaradocol Lin near van,’really Towel’s 
Hixtocnth-oentmy ‘ History of Cambria ’), 

In 1169 Owain’s son Morgan was slain 
by craft; but the next, fow years were a 
period of comparative poaco, as his nephew 
Rhys ah G ruflydd [q, v.], commonly called the 
Lord Rhys, prince of fiouth Wales, now at¬ 
tract edmost of tlio English attention through 
lus vigorous resist anco to the marchers in 
Smith Wales. ()wain hinibolf seems to have 
boon on the sido of tho broach against his 
South-WoWi rival, and his brother Cad¬ 
wnladr and his sons llowel and Cynan ac¬ 
tually fought with tho Earls of Chester and 
Glare against tho Lord Rhys (Bruly Tywy- 
rof/'wn, p. 194), while Owain handed over a 
Welsh prisoner to tho mnrehers ( ib , p. 194). 
In 1162 Owain was unpaged in war with 
Xlowol ap Iouav, lord of Arwystli, who got 
possession of the castlo of Talaworu in Cy- 
veiliog through treachery (ib. p. 106). But 
Owain invaded Arwystli, and his ‘insup¬ 
portable sorrow ’ for tho loss of the castle 
was changed to ‘sudden joy’ whonhiisarmy 
almost annihilated tho forces of his rival and 
wont homo with a vast' booty. In 1168 he 
lmd tlio satisfaction of seeing Henry direct 
liis second Welsh expedition against Rhys 
and tho Kauth-Wolsh; hut tho complete 
triumph of tho invading army soohibIo have 
tightened the bonds that hound Owain to his 
overlord. It was through Owain’s inter¬ 
vention that his nephew Rhys was induced 
to mnlto his submission to Hoary II at Pon- 
ondor (Gut. Oamur. Opera, viii. 216) In the 
Hiimmnr of] 104 Owain appeared at the coun¬ 
cil of Woodstock along with lus nopliow 
lthys and some of his cliinf nobloB, whore, on 
1 July, they all ronowod their homage to 
llcnry (Ralph jib Dioexo, i. 811). 

Tho rostloBS chieftain did not, however, 
long keep tko peace. In 1166 both Owain 
and his nephew Rhys of Booth Wales had 
renewed their plundering inroads (Robert 
ob Tqiugny in IIowlett, iv. 222). In this 
yoar Owain’s son Davydd *soe Davydp I] 
devastated Englefiold, the district bolwoon 
the Olwyd and Chester, and removed the 
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inhabitants into the vale of Clwyd. This 
action seems to have brought Henry II again 
to "Wales, but he advanced no further than 
Ehuddlan, where he remained three days 
(probably in May 1165 j Eyton, Itinerary 
of Henry II, p. 76 j Bbidgmas, Hist, of the 
Princes of South Wales, pp, 48-9). In July, 
however, the king led a more formidable ex¬ 
pedition against South Wales, where Rhys, 
like Owain, had been devastating the Eng¬ 
lish border. For the first time the rival 
Welsh chieftains joined together in resisting 
the English invaders. Owain marched with 
Cadwalndr at the head of the men of Gwy¬ 
nedd to join Rhys. Even the men of Powys, 
now led by Owain Cyveiliog [q. v.], joined in 
the national resistance. The united host of 
the three Welsh districts encamped at Oor- 
wen to oppose Henry. The king marched 
through the vale of Ceiriog, where he lost 
many men in the woods, and at last got en- 
tanglod amidst the Berwyn mountains. Rain 
and tempest completed the discomfiture ol 
the English (‘ parum vel niehil profecit,’ 
GiiRVA.SE, i, 197), and, provisions falling 
short, Honry was forced to return without 
having encountered the enemy. In his rage 
Ilenry ordered the hostages that were still 
in his hands to be blinded. Among them 
were Cadwallon and Cynvrig, two of Owain’s 
sons. Another son, named Llywelyn, died 
during the same year. 

The English king’s decided repulse gave 
Owain a stronger position than ever, especi¬ 
ally as Ilenry II now absented himself from 
England for the next six years, and nothing 
was done by the central power to check the 
aggressions of the Welsh chieftains, or their 
constant wars with the marchers. Owain had 
waged war against Welsh prince and Nor¬ 
man marcher alike. His destruction of Bas- 
iugwerk in 1166 was a menace to the Earl 
of _ Chester. In alliance with Owain Cy- 
veiliog ho drove out Iorwerth Qoch from 
Moclmaut, upon which the two Owains di¬ 
vided the land between them. But in 1167 
the allies quarrelled, aud Owain Gwynedd 
formed a fresh combination with Rhys of 
South Wales against the lord of Powys, 
Some sharp fighting ensued. . Caereineon was 
wrested from Owain Cyveiliog and handed 
over to a vassal prince, Owain Vychaa, Tala- 
wera was conquered and appropriated by the 
lord Rhys. But Owain Cyveiliog called in 
tho help of the Norman marchers, destroyed 
Oastell Caereineon, which the t wo Owains had 
previously erected, and killed all the garri¬ 
son. The two Owains and Rhys, however, 
still kept thoirsforoes together, and atoned for 
their check in Caereineon by a destructive 
inroad against the English castles of Englo- 


field. They burnt the strongholds of Rhud- 
dlan and Prestatyn, and then ‘every one 
returned happy and victorious to his own 
country’ (Bruty Tyuiyeogion ,p. 206; Annates 
Cambr. p. 67). This was almost the last of 
Owain’s warlike exploits. 

Owain's declining years were embittered 
by a long and complicated struggle with the 
church. He naturally wished to keep his 
own bishopric of Baugor free from the in¬ 
trusion of the Norman nominees of the Eng¬ 
lish king, but the struggle for ecclesiaatical 
independence was complicated by the irre¬ 
gular and uncanonical life of the native 
champion. Owain was, however, a pious 
man after his fashion; and Giraldus Com- 
brensis quoteB some of his quaint sayings 
in the matter {Opera, vi. 144). Early m 
his reign Owain had a sharp contest with 
Maurice or Meurig, who woe consecrated 
bishop of Bangor in 1189 in succession to 
David (d. 1189 P) [q. v.] Though Maurice 
had some hesitation in professing canonical 
obedience to Canterbury, and though he was 
duly elected by ‘ clergy and people” of Gwy¬ 
nedd, Owain wrote indignantly to Bishop 
Bernard, the Norman bishop of St. David’s, 
complaining that Maurice had 1 entered the 
church of St. Daniel not at the door, hut like 
a thief ’(IIaddah and Sttjbbb, Councils, i. 
846 j cf. Gib, Cambr. Opera, iii. 69), and pro¬ 
posed a meeting with Bernard and the South- 
Welsh prince Anorawd at Aberdovev, to 
combine against the intruder. After Mau¬ 
rice’s death, however, in 1161, Owain ob¬ 
stinately kept the see of Bangor vacant, 
despite the vigorous protests of Archbishop 
Thomas of Canterbury and of Pope Alex¬ 
ander III. After 1164 Thomas's exile com¬ 
plicated the situation, and gave Owain the 
opportunity of prolonging his resistance to 
attempts which probably would have resulted 
in the intrusion of a Norman nominee, as in 
SoutliWales. About 1106 he wrote to Thomas, 
proposing that the archbishop should allow 
the consecration of a bishop of Bangor else¬ 
where than at Canterbury, on condition that 
he professed canonical obedience to Canter¬ 
bury. Owain added, moreover, that Thomas 
ought to grant the request, as no law com¬ 
pelled the king of Gwynedd to subjection to 
Canterbury, but simply his good will (Had- 
dah and Stubbs, i, 864-5). Thomas naturally 
refused this request, whereupon Owain seems 
to have provided a nominee for the see, who 
sought for consecration in Ireland from the 
Archbishop of Dublin. This naturally made 
matters worse; and the dispute was further 
aggravated by the pope nominating another 
candidate. But the old prince now married 
his cousin Crisiant,an alliance that drewupon 
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him the fresh wrath of tho church. lie was 
ultimately excommunicated by Thomas, and 
died in November 1109, without bemg free 
from tho ban (ib. i. 364-74.; cf. Mat. Hist. 
Becket, v. 229-39, Rolls Ser.) But the Welsh 
ecclesiastics cared. litLlo for tho sentences of 
Canterbury. Owain duly received the last 
sacraments of the church (Bruty Tywysogion, 
p, 206), and was buried in consecrated around. 
IliB tomb was placed beside that of his brother 
Oadwaladr, in tho presbytery of Bangor Ca¬ 
thedral, before tho nigh altar; but on Arch¬ 
bishop Baldwin’s visit lo Bangor during his 
crusading tour in 1188, the Bishop of Bangor 
was directed hy the primate to remove the 
body of the excommunicated Icing from tho 
bacred precinots of the church (Out. OisiBU. 
Opera, vi. J38). 

Giraldue Oambreneis describes Owain as a 
man of groat moderation ancl wisdom, and 
combines him with his nephew Maredudd ah 
Gruffydd and Ownin Cyvoiliog [q. v.] as the 
only three men colobratud in the Wales ofliis 
timo for justice, pruclonco, and moderation in 
their rule (ib. vi. 144- 6 ). Tho 1 Brut y Ty wy- 
sogion ’ (p. 206, cf. p. 1(58) epwiks of him us 
‘ a man of the most extraordinary sagacity, 
nobleness, fortitude, and hravory, invincible 
from hie youth, who never denied any one 
the requoht he mado.’ The hard Owalohmai, 
in an ode commemorating one of Owam’e vic¬ 
tories, also ext olb lus gonorosity, describing 
him ae aprince who will ‘neither cringe nor 
hoard up wealth’ (translations of lliis pooni 
aro in S'lm'ums’silt. <f the Jvymry, pj>. 18- 
19; Araheealogia Cambrensis, lstsor. uL 75- 
76; and the Cimbro-Brifon, i. 229-33 ; 
Gray's woll-lmown ‘Triumphs of Owen' Ib 
a froo rendering of this ode). Owain wus 
much celebrated by tho hards. Five of 
Gwalchmai’e jioomB aro addressed to him 
(Myvyrian Awhaiolotjy of Wales, mp. 142- 
146, Denbigh reprint). Oyutldolw also wrote 
hie praises and those of hie family (ib. pp. 
149-51, 163), while Daniel ah Llosgwrn 
Mow and Soisyll wrote elegies upon him (ib. 
pp. 193, 238). O'wain’s merit wus that lie 
continued tliosucoessiiilnisistancetoni archer 
encroachment wliiok his father had begun 
in the roign of Stephan. It required no small 
pertinacity on Ownin’s port lo mulcoso great 
a Icing as Iloury 11 give up in despair his 
efforts to reduce Gwynedd to satisfaction. 
Owain seems, however, to havo been more 
bloodthirsty than most mou of his time 
and nation; and Die chroniclers record many 
instances of murders and mutilations, espe¬ 
cially of kinsfolk, affect ad at his oonimaud. 
Yet his careor made it possible to preserve 
a strong Welsh slato against the Normans; 
and but for his strenuous acts tho successes 


of Llywolyn ab Torwertli in tho next sene- 
ration would hardly have been possible 

0 wain’s matrimonial relations were of the 
irregular type common to his agu nna coun¬ 
try, and few of his numerous children were 
regarded by tho stricter chuichmen as legi¬ 
timate. Before the old king died the fierce 
strife between his sens for his succession had 
already broken out, Ho is said to have had 
soventeen sonH (Stebiibnh, p. 25 ; cf. also 
Oynddolw’s ‘ M arwiiad t eilu Ywein Gwynet ’ 
in My mjrian A rehaiolvyy, pp. 163-4); and the 
following children of Ownin are mentioned 
in tho WolRh clnoniclos. Tho name of the 
mother is also given when known: (1) Bowel 
(d. 1171P), whoso mothor, Pyvog, was an 
Irish lady, and who was very famous both 
as a bard and as a warrior [Beo Ilowm, ab 
Owain Gwrannn]; (2) Davydd, Owain’s 
ultimato succossov (boo BavaiibI], who was 
liis son by liis cousin CJrisiaul, and there¬ 
fore) looked upon with special disfavour by 
tlio stricter churchmen ns tho son of an 
incestuous union (Grit. CIambb. vi, 134); 

(8) lthodri (d. aft or 1104), also a son of Ori- 
situtl (Bruty Tywyxnyion , p. 224; of. Myvyrian 
Arekaioloyy, pp. 201-3); (4) Torwerth, the 
father of Llywolyn ap lor worth [q. v.], tho 
only one of ()wain’s surviving sons regarded 
by tlio church rb legitimate; (5) Llywelyn 
(d. 1165), much ouJngisod by tlio chroniclers 
(ib. p. 202); (0) (Jyimn (d. 1174), Ilowel’s 
companion in his ourlior exploits; (7) Mael- 
gwu (<l. after 1174); (8) (Jynvrig (d. 1189); 

(9) Itliun (d. \ 147), ‘the most praiseworthy 
young man of tho British nation’ (Bruty 
Tymysoyim, p. 170, which minutely describes 
his personal appearance). Ho was presumably 
a son ol’ Pyvog ((hmtiimi Unit, p. 182); 

(10) Morgan, killed in J158; (11) another 
Oynvrig, who, with (12) Ondwallon, waa 
blinded by IEenry T1 in 1165 (Brut y Tymj- 
sogitm, p. 202; Gweidian Brut wills them 
luiys und (ladwallon); (18) one daughter, 
Augliarad, is mentionod, who was a full 
sister of lorwerth, and theroforo legitimate 
(Brut y Tuioysogion, p. 212), and who married 
Morgan «b Soisyll; (14) another daughter, 
whose name is not given, was bolrolheaeavly 
in Owain’s ruign to her couain Anarowd ap 
llliys ap Grullydd of South'Walos. For the 
reputed son of Owain who is fuhled to have 
discovered America, sou Madou at? Owain 
Chvxmiin). 

[The fullest details eoino from Brut y Tywyso- 
gion (Rolls. Ser.), nr with fi hotter text in lIvans'B 
Oxford edition; 1ml tho faulty chronology of 
that oliroiiialo can bo in seine moiwuro corrected 
by tlio more acaarato but sciuitiCr Latin Annales 
Cambria* (Rolls Bur.) Tho G wontiun Brut (Cam- 
biinn Archicological Association) gives haidly 
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any fresh particulars, See also Materials for the 
History of Archbishop Thomas Beeket, especially 
vol. v., Ghi'dldus Cambrensis, Opera, Ralph de 
Diceto, Benedictus Abbas, Garvsse of Canter¬ 
bury ; Chronicles of Stephen, Henry II, and Ri¬ 
chard I, ed. Howlett (all in Rolls Ser ); Haddan 
and Stubbs’s Councils, i. 364-74 ; Myvyrian Ar- 
chaiology of Wales (Denbigh reprint); Stephens’s 
Literature of the Kymry.J T. I?. T. 

OWAIN BROGYNTYN (J,. 1180), 
Welsh chieftain, was a natural son of Madog 
ap Maredudd [q, v.] His mother is said to 
have been a daughter of the 'Black Reeve’ 
of Rug in Edeyrnion. He took his name 
from the fortress of Porkington, near Os¬ 
westry, which was in Madog's hands during 
the troubles of the reign of Stephen, ana 
was then known to the Welsh as Brogyntyn. 
The nature of his connection with the place 
is uncertain; if at any time he held it, he 
did not transmit it to his descendants. 
Owain succeeded to two of the districts ruled 
over by his father—viz. Dinmael and Edeyrn¬ 
ion. From a manuscript in the Sebright 
collection, quoted in the 1 Archseologia Oam- 
hrensis ’ (1st ser. i. 106), he appears to have 
borne rule for a time in Penllyn also. The 
‘ Wenhmvm ’ which he gave to the monks 
of Basing werk (see David’s confirmation of 
the grant, dated 1240, in Duodald, Munast . 
Angl. v. 208) may have been Gwem hefin, 
near Bala, (twain married: 1. Sioned, 
daughter of Hywel ap Madog ap Idnerth, 
by whom he. had no issue; 2. Marred, 
daughter of Einion ab Seisyll of Mathaforn, 
by whom he had three sons, Gruffydd, 
lileddyn (for whom see Ryhdb, Fcedera , 
i. 78, ed. 1889), and lorwerth. His postsrity 
long had rights of lordship in Dinmael and 
Edeyrnion. 

[Dwim's Heraldic Visitations of Wales, ii. 
100; A. N. Palmer in Cymmrodor. x. 38-42; 
Powol’a Historio of Cambria, reprint of 1811, 
p. 163.] J. E, L. 

OWAIN OYVEILIOG or Owain au 
GnuifiiTDD ( d . 1197), prince of Powys, was 
the son of Gruffydd ap Maredudd, brother 
of Madog ap Maredudd [q, v.], prince of 
Powys. He was, it is said, the offspring 
of an irregular union of his father with 
Gworvyl, daughter of Urgen ah Howel, 
In 1169 Owain and his brother Meurig re¬ 
ceived from their uncle Madog, then ruling 
over Powys, the district of Oyveiliog, a re¬ 
gion including most of the middle valley 
of the Dovey, and corresponding to the 
western portions of the modern Montgomery¬ 
shire. Owain ^mained so closely connected 
with Oyveiliog that he derived from it his 
ordinary descriptive name, which effectually 


distinguished him from his rival, Owain ah 
Gruffydd, called Owam Gwynedd [q. v.] 
Madog died in 1180, and his son Llywelyn 
being slain immediately afterwards, Owain 
succeeded to the lordship of all Powys. In 
the first years of Ins reign Owain continued 
his uncle’s general policy of alliance with 
the English against his dangerous neighbour 
and rival, Owam Gwynedd. But the grow¬ 
ing pressure of the Norman marchers, backed 
up by Henry I, seems to have caused Owain to 
alter Ms poncy; and in 1166 he joined Owain 
Gwynedd and the Lord Rhys of South Wales 
[see Rhys ab Gettfeydd] in their resistance 
to Henry H's invasion during that summer. 
Most of the fighting took place in Powys, and 
Henry II withdrew, beaten by the elements 
and wont of food as much os by the enemy, 
and never ventured on another Welsh cam¬ 
paign. The alliance between the two Owains 
was continued for some time. In 1166 they 
drove out their foimer ally, lorwerth Goch, 
from his territory in Mochn&nt, and divided 
that district between them. But in 1167 the 
allieB quarrelled, and Owain Gwynedd joined 
with Rhys of South Woles againBt Owain 
Oyveiliog, though the prince of Powys had 
married Rhys’s daughter. Their joint forces 
invaded Powys, took possession of Oaereineon 
and Talaweru, and put Owain to flight. The 
lord of Powys now fell back on his old friends 
the marchers. Hesoonrcappearedincompany 
with a ‘French’ army, won back the lands he 
had lost, and destroyed the new castle wMch 
Ms foes had built in Oaereineon. War con¬ 
tinued between Owain Cyveiliogand Rhys. 
In 1171 Rhys again invaded Powys, and 
forced Owain to surrender Beven hostages 
for Ms good behaviour. But a quieter time 
now followed in Wales. Davydd, prince of 
Gwynedd [see DAVYDD I], Owain Gwynedd’s 
son and successor, was Henry IPs son-in-law. 
The Lord Rhys had become the king's ‘jus¬ 
tice in South Wales.’ Henry found it wisest 
to leave the Welsh princes pretty much to 
themselves, and they on their part found it 
prudent to recognise his supremacy. Powerin 
Wales was, moreover, so divided that no single 
Welsh prince had much chance of winning 
great triumphs over Ms neighbours. Owain 
accordingly continued in his dependence on 
Henry II. Constant intercourse between 
Owain and his overlord led to a good deal 
of personal friendliness between them; and 
Gixaldus Cambrensis tells a story how, when 
dining with the king at Shrewsbury, Owain. 
founameansof covertly rebuking his overlord 
for Ms habit of keeping benefices long vacant 
in order to enjoy the custody of their tempora¬ 
lities (Opera, vi. 144-6). In May 1177 he at¬ 
tended the great council at Oxford, at which 
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Henry II made bis son Jobn lord of Ire¬ 
land. All the othor Welsh chieftains were 
there, and all of them took oaths of fealty 
to Ilenry as thoir overlord (Branmoius 
Abbas, i. 162; of. Itou, IIov. ii. 134), As Owain 

? rew older his sons Qwonwynwyn [q. v.] and 
ladwallon took his place in the plundering' 
forays and other wild enterprises of a Welsh 
chieftain. Tho Wolsh chronicles malio these 
youths responsible for tho treacherous murder 
of their cousin, Owain ab Maclog, in 1186 
(Brut y Tywysoyion, p. 232) ; but (Jiraldus 
Oambrensis (vi. 142-3) makes their father 
directly responsible for this crime, in L188 
Owain alono of tho princes of Walus did not 

J o out with his people to moot Arehbiallop 
laid win when that prelate, in tho course of 
his crusading tour, approached his dominions, 
For this nogligonco he was excommunicated 
(Gib. Oamub. vi. 144). Owain busied his 
declining years with tho foundation of the 
Oistcrcian monastery of Strata Marcella 
(Ystrad Marclioll). There lie ultimately 
took tho monustio habit, and thora I 10 died 
in 1107 at n good old nge. Oweuwynwyn, 
who succoedcd to his futher’s dominions, 
completed the endowment of Owain’s foun¬ 
dation of Strata Marcella (Arch. Oamhr. 3rd 
sor. xiii. 117). 

There is another story, that Strata Mar¬ 
cella was founded by Madog ap Gruflydd 
Mador fq. v.J in about 1200. But this soorns 
to be a contusion between Strata Marcella 
and Vullo Oruois in Yale. Tho ‘ chartor of 
foundation’ printed hi Dugdalo's ‘ Monusti- 
cou ’ (v. 030) scorns roally to rotor to tho 
latter rather than the former foundation. 

Gimldus Oambrensis inoludes Owain Oy v- 
oiliog with Owain Gwynodd and Marodudd 
ab UrulTydd ab ltlivs of South Wales us tho 
throe Welshmen who in his days were con¬ 
spicuous for thoir justice, prudence, and 
moderation as rulers (Opera, vi. 140), His 
lavish hospitality— 1 Thoru was drinking 
without rogrot, without refusal, And with¬ 
out any kind of want’—is celebrated by 
Cynddolw. Owain Oyveiliog was also spe¬ 
cially distinguished for tho readme® of his 
tongue (ih. vi, 1 11). IIo wits also a pool of 
some merit, liis host-known productions 
buiug some vorsos on Y Gylchau Cymru 
(tho circuit through Wains), and a longer 
song on the Uirlas horn. Thcso are printod 
in tho ‘ Myvyriau Arcliaiology of Wales,’ 
pp, 100-2. There aro also printud in tlio 
same collection two poems of Oyuddelw 
(pp. 101, 170) celebrating the praises of 
Owain. 

(Brut y Tywysogion, Rolls Sor. and od. X 0. 
Evans j Annulos Cambria, Rolls 8w\; GwonUim 
Brat Uainbi-inn Areliioologieal Association; Gi- 


raldi Oambrensis Opera, Rolls Sor.; Duedile’, 
Monasticon, vol. v.; Bonodietaa Abbas Rolls 
Scr.; Archmotogia Cambronsis, 3rd ssr xiii 
116-32 ; Myvyrian Arohuielogy of Wales', Den¬ 
bigh reprint; Stephens's Litornturo of Um 
Kymry, pp. 2o-37.] T. F. T. 

OWAIN, CHJTYN Ifl. 1480), Welsh 
haid, was more formally designated Gruflydd 
ap IIuw ab Owain. He wiir a native of 
J1 actor Saesneg, tho detached portion of 
Flint shire, and there lonmt Ida oi't from 
Dafydd ab ISdmwnt of Ilanraor, whom hois 
said to have accompanied us a servitor to 
the great Eisteddfod hold in Carmarthen 
about 1 lol. Later in lifa ho lived at Ifton 
near Oswestry, and was also olosely con¬ 
nected with tho moniihlory of Bnsingwerk, 
Flintshire. Fiftoou of liie pooms aro printed 
in ‘ Gorohestion Boirdd Oymvu,’ hut many 
more exist in manuscript, (iulyn Owain 
was not only a poet, hut ennied on the old 
bardic functions of chronicler and genea¬ 
logist. Bowel says (Historic of Cambria, ed, 
1811, p. 288) I Jut Henry VII, uo t long 
after his aocossion, directed throe commis¬ 
sioners to inquire into tho pedigree of his 
ancestor, Owen Tmlor, nnd inuntlons Qutyn 
Owain us one of tho heralds consulted by 
them. In tho return made by the commis¬ 
sioners, and primed as tho first appendix to 
Wynne’s edition of the ‘Historic,’ the bard’s 
name prominently appears. lie also wrote 
with Tiis own hand most of ‘Llyfr i)u 
1 lasing,’ or ‘ Tho Book of llasingwerk,’ a 
manuscript of ‘ Brut y Uronliinoedd,’ and 
the ' Dmihinndd y Hanson ’ type of ‘ 13rut y 
Tywysogion,’ now in the possession of llev. 
T, L. (h'illith, roclor of Deal (Anbuiun 
Ownif, Introduction to 1 Brut y Tywyso- 
gion,’extra vol. of Art'hceoloma, Oambrenaie, 
1803). 

IGureliostum BoiviUl Cymru, 2nd edit. ; 
A relueolngiu Oambrensis, 41,Ii Hor. iv. 314-10.1 

J. E . U 

OWATN hlYVYR (17-11-1814), Welsh 
antiquary, [Boo Jonih, ()wun.] 

OWEN. [Boo also Owns.] 

OWEN oif Wauih (<l 1378), soldier in 
tho French service, claunod to bo tho right¬ 
ful hoiv of (ho princes of Wales, and, ac¬ 
cording to the Mlnlomont atlnhulod to him 
by Froissart (viii. 48-0, od. Luce), was son 
of Aymon or Edmund, a Wolsh prince, who 
had boon wrongfully pint to doutli by the 
English king, Many yotu-e afterwards Owen 
Qlendowec excused bis petition for French 
help on tbo ground Hurt, lm ww the right heir 
by consanguinity of Owen of Wales,who had 
diod in tho service of France (Chron. des Fj- 
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ligieux de 8. Denys, iil 164, Collection des 
Documents Infldits), It would therefore seem 
that Owen’s pretensions were not altogether 
groundless. Lettenhove thinks that he be¬ 
longed to the family from which the house of 
Tudor sprang. i 

Owen went to France as a boy after his 
father’s death, and was kindly received by 
Philip of Valois, who made him one of his 
pages. lie continued in the service of John II, 
and fought under him at Poitiers on 19 Sept. 
1366, but had the good fortune to escape from 
the battle. After the peace of Bretigny in 
1360 he went to Lombardy, and there won 
much distinction as a soldier (Feoibsabt, is, 
77, ed. Raynaud). On the renewal of the war 
with England Owen returned to France, and 
in 1369 Charles V conceived the idea of creat¬ 
ing a diversion by a rebellion in Wales. With 
this purpose an armament was collected at 
Harneur under the direction of Owen and a 
Welsh squire, whom Owen had won over, 
named John Win or Wynn. On putting to 
sea in December, they returned on account 
of bad weather (Proissabt, vxi. Ixxxiv, n. 1, 
xcv,r;. 2; Pakis, Orandes Chroniques, vi. 320, 
323). Two years afterwards, on 8 May 
1372, the French king gave directions for 
the preparation of a fleet at Harfleur, and 
two days later Owen issued a proclamation, 
in which he asserted his hereditary rights 
ns prince of Wales, and acknowledged his 
indebtedness to the French king for three 
hundred thousand francBforthecost of the ex¬ 
pedition (Delisle, Mandements de Charles V, 
p. 457; Lettenhove’s Notes to Fkoissaet, 
viii. 436-6). It was intended that the 
French armament ahoald co-operate with a 
fleet from Spain; but the non-arrival of the 
latter foroe caused a diversion of the expe¬ 
dition against the Channel Islands. The 
Guernsey legends flx. the date of Owen’s in¬ 
vasion on 6 Jan., and say that he landed on 
a Tuesday; but it is dear that it took place 
in the early sutnmer, and perhaps Tuesday, 
16 June, was tho true date. Owen landed 
his troops at Yazon Bay, on the west coast 
of Guernsey, aud, taking the natives by sur¬ 
prise, marched across the island, while his 
ships sailed round and landed another force 
near St. Peter Port. A fierce fight took 
plnco on the high ground above the port, at 
a spot now covered by the modern town. 
Despite the timely arrival of an English re¬ 
inforcement from St. Sauveur le Vicomte, 
the men of Guernsey were routed with great 
loss, and forced to take refuge in Castle 
Cornet, Owen laid siege to the castle with¬ 
out success; but, according to the Guernsey 
] ogend,was, through the treachery of Bregard, 
a French monk of Vale Abbey, more suc¬ 


cessful at St. Sampson’s and Vale Oaetle. 
One version of Froissart (viii. SOI, ed, Luce) 
alleges that Owen also made a descent on 
Jersey. While Owen was still before Castle 
Cornet he was recalled by a message from 
the French king. On 23 June John Hastings, 
second earl of Pembroke [q. v.T, had been 
defeated and taken prisoner by a French and 
Spanish fleet, and Owen was now ordered to 
go to Santander and arrange for a joint attack 
on La Rochelle. 

After refitting at Harfleur, Owen sailed for 
Spain, and reached Santander on the morn¬ 
ing of the very day when the Spanish fleet, 
under Don Ruy Diaz de Rojas, arrived with 
Pembroke ana the other prisoners. (This 
was not later than 19 July; see Luce’s notes 
ap, Fkoissaet, vol. viii. p. xxx.) The news 
of their arrival was brought to Owen at his 
hostelry. As he came out he met Pem¬ 
broke, whom ho recognised and reproached 
with the robbery of his Welsh lands. One 
of the earl’s squires promptly challenged 
Owen, who, however, refused to fight with 
a prisoner, Owen was favourably received 
by Henry of Traetamare, and Ruy Diaz de 
Rojas was ordered to join in an attack on La 
Rochelle (Fboissakt, viii. 64, ed. Luce); 
another account represents Owen as seeking 
aid for his Welsh expedition, and makes the 
Spaniards declare that they would go beyond 
the Straits of Morocco, or anywhere but 
Wales ( Chron . des Qrntre premiers Valois, 
p. 286 j perhaps this incident really belongs 
to some other occasion). The combined 
fleet under Owen and Ruy Diaz de Rojas 
appeared before La Rochelle early in August 
1372. While they were there engaged, Jean 
de Groilly, the Oaptal de Buch, surprised and 
defeated a French force at Soubise. Owen 
hod disembarked, and now in hie turn sur¬ 
prised the Oaptal da Buch as he lay before 
Soubise, and took him and Sir Thomas Percy 
[q. v,] prisoners. According to Froissart, 
Percy’s captor was Owen’s Welsh chaplain, 
David House; the man was a Welshman, but 
his true name web Honvel Flinc (Luce’s notes 
to Fboissakt, viii. p, xxxviii). Next day 
(28 Aug.) Owen made an attack on the castle 
of Soubise, which was promptly surrendered 
by its defenders in return for a safe-conduct. 
Owen then went back to La Rochelle, where 
he was already in treaty with the to wnsmen, 
who on 8 Sept, rose against the English garri¬ 
son and delivered the city to Owen. After an 
interval Owen went with his prisoner, the 

a :al de Buch, to Paris, where he arrived on 
eo. Inthefollowingspring(1378)hewas 
serving under Bertrand du Guesclin, and was 
present at the battle of Ohizd on 28 March. 
On 9 June he was retained with a hundred 
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men under the Dulio of Burgundy (Dn- 
LmM, Mandements de Chat les V, p. 0(ifi),and 
on 22 July occurs os captain of La Tour do 
Brouo. It semes hardly likely iliat during this 
time Owen should have taken part in a de¬ 
scent on the English roast, as stated by PYois- 
sarl(viii. pp.Lax, 122). On 28 Jan. 1374 lie 
was engaged in Sainlongo with a hundred 
men at arms, and in tko autumn was serving 
in the fleet under Jean do Yienno at the siege 
of St. Sauveux le Vicomt e, which fortress sur¬ 
rendered on 3 July 1876. In the autumn 
Owen took part in the expedition of E 11 - 
guerroad de Ooucy to Aleaco against the 
latter’B cousin Leopold of Austria. 

Owen is doubtless the person claiming to 
be ‘lioir of Wales’ with whom Sir .lohn 
Monslrewovtli was intriguing in 1377 ( Chron, 
Anglico, p. 186). In the autumn of 1377 
Owen was serving under J jouis of Anjou at tho 
siege of Bergerac. In tho following month lie 
damated an English detachment, and, after 
the capture of Hurtle in Oclobor, was ordered 
to undertake the siege of Alertagno in I’oUou. 
After recruiting for a time at Saint os ho 
marched against Mortuguu about tho end of 
1877 (Ouv.ui.nHt, ii, 314-16; EnoissAitr, ix. 
4,19, 25 -7). lie wan still engaged on the 
eioge when in July 1378 there minus to him 
a squire from the Welsh marches named 
John Lambo, who, by giviug out that ho woe 
on his way to take service with hie country¬ 
man, had made his way unharmed through 
Brittany. Lambs assured Owen that all 
Wales was eager for hia coming, and, by thus 
working on hia credulity, was taken into Ilia 
service and confidence. lie then wailed for 
a favourable opportunity, and one morning, 
when Owen had gone out unarmed to view 
the castle with no ot hoi' campauiou, treacher¬ 
ously slow him. Owen was buried at llio 
church of St. Legor, about four miles from 
Moriugno. Hie assassin took refuge in Mon¬ 
tagna, whoro, according to Eroisaort, lie was 
somewhat coldly roooivod. However, on 
18 Sept., when John de Neville, firth Baron 
Nevillo ol'JLtftby [q. v. - ],raised the siege, Lambo 
and two companions were rewarded for ac¬ 
complishing Owen's death. Thu murder of 
Owen is alleged to have been done iu revenge 
for his treatment of tho Uaptal do Buell («6. 
ix. 74-0, p. li.) 

Owen’s invasion of Guernsey Jills a largo 
place in the island legend, and a ballad in 
the Guernsey patois has survived under 
various forms, According to this ballad, 
Owen had married, at La Groville in Franco, 
a Princess Eleanor, with whom ho obtained 
great wealth, and who had couio with him 
to Guernsey, In its fullest form tho hailed 
reialos that after his attack on the island 


Owen was taken prisoner by an English 
off the coast of Brittanyf and 
Southampton. There he was put to death 
aud his wife was consigned to beggary. This’ 
of courso, is pure fiction; but it looks like a 
hazy recollection of the capturo of Eleanor 
de Montfort [q, v.I the intended wife of 
Llywelyn ab Gniffydd[q. v.], m!276. In the 
Guernsey account Owen’s soldiers are called 
Sarragousies, which may moan Aragonese- 
hut tho whole narrative ie mixed up -with 
legends, and porluipa confused with other in¬ 
vasions. Tho Uuernsoy logond eaye that 
Gwen lauded in early morning, and that the 
alarm was given by a peasant called Jean 
Let oeq; ‘stirring early like Joan Letocq’ has 
become proverbial in the island. 

(Excopt for tho possible reference in the 
Chrcmicoii Auglite, 1328-88, there ib no allusion 
to Owen in English olu-ouielos or vcconle yet 
publish od. Eioissarl, od.Luco and Rayuaud viii 
44-9, 84 84,122, 190, ix. 4, 10, 26-7, 74-9, and 
Lnco and Raynaud's notoa, and od. Kervyn de 
Lottonhovo, ix 72-8, and notes, viii. 488-8 
ix. ,>07-8, xxii. 26 0; Ohroniquc doa Qnatro 
premiers Valois (Hoc. do l’lli.sl, do Enures); 
Cavelier’s tlhrun. do It du Q-ueselin, ii. 18G-7 
273, 298, 314-16; Dclislo's Miunlomonts do 
Charles V (both those in Collection des Docu¬ 
ments in Adit a Hurl'Hist. do Franco); Lopez de 
Ayala’s Orfarica del Ray Knritpio Hegnndo, in 
Crilliilfts do his Royos do Castilla, ii, 34, 1779 ; 
(Juornsoy Magazine, vol. vii. Jnno, October, No- 
vomboc, Ducomlior, with notes by Sir Edgar 
Mui'Culloch (tlio original bnlliul and translation: 
of. English vcj'He tmiislation in Guernsey and 
Jersey Magazine, vol. ii.); DupouL’s Hietoire du 
Outontin ut do sen lies, pp. 416-18 (Oven can 
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OWEN GLENDOWER (13fi9f-1416P), 
Welsh rebel. |8ue Gl.UNUOWtllt.] 

OWEN TU1)()U (,}. 1461), grandfather 
of Henry VII. [Hue Tudor.] 

OWEN, A LI UE(r/. 1613), philanthropist, 
and wife of Thomas Owen (if, 1698) [q. v.), 
the judge, was daughter of Thomas Wilkes, 
«. liindowuov, of Islington, near Ixmdon. Ilia 
mime occurs in a deed, dated 3 Nov. 1666, 
as I ouant or occupier of n field within the 
manor of Jiornsbury (Towjitirs, l'erambula~ 
Hon of Islington, p, J48m; Knura, Mow- 
nif.nta Woslinonastorienmu, 1683,p. 197). In 
her childhood, whim in tho fields at Isling¬ 
ton, ‘sporting with oilier children,’she had 
a, narrow escape of being killed by an arrow, 
shot by some unskilful archer, which ‘pierced 
quite t.hovow tho lint on her Wad/ l*or this 
providential oecapoehc recorded her gratitude 
in later lifo by the orection of a school and 
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almshouses on the spot. The story appeared 
in this form within five \ ears of "her death, 
in the second edition of Stow’s 'Survey,’pub¬ 
lished in 1618. Later on it received many 
embellishments. 

Alice Wilkes was three times married: 
(1) to Henry Robinson, a member of the 
Brewers’ Company, by whom she had six 
sons and five daughters; (2) to William 
Elkin, an alderman of London, by whom she 
had one daughter, Ursula, married to Sir 
Roger Owen of Condover, Shropshire; (8) to 
the judge Thomas Owen. It is as the widow 
of Mr. Justice Owen that she is often styled 
Dame Alice Owen, or even Lady Owen; 
hut Owen was never knighted (Neale and 
Bray LEY, History and Antiquities, &e., ii. 

Blythe death of her third husband, 21 Deo. 
1698, Mistress Owen was left free to carry 
out her long-cherished plans. On 6 June 
1608 she obtained license to purchase at 
Islington and Olerkenwell eleven acres of 
ground, whereon to erect a hospital for ten 
poor widows, and to vest the same and other 
lands, to the value of 40/. a year, in the 
Brewers’ Company (Cal. State Papers, Dom. 
Ser. 1008-10, p. 488). The site had pre¬ 
viously been known as the ‘ Ermytage’ field. 
Here she erected a school, free chapel, and 
almshouses, on the oast side of St. John 
Street Road, which stood till 1841. In 
one of the gables three iron arrows were 
fixed, as a memorial of the event above de¬ 
scribed (Lewis, History of St. Mary, Isling¬ 
ton, p. 418 j Gent. Mag. vol. lxxxii. pt. ii, 
p. 130). By indentures dated in 1609, she 
gave to the Browers’ Company a yearly rent- 
charge of 25/., in support of her almshouses. 
On 20 Sept. 1013 she mado rules and orders 
for her new school. She had previously, by 
her will, dated 10 June 1613, directed the 
purchase of land to the amount of 20/. a 
year for the maintenance of its master {(Re¬ 
port of the , , . Livery Companies' Commis¬ 
sion, 1884, v. 33). She made many othor 
bequests, especially to Christ’s Hospital 
and the two universities of Oxford and 
Cambridge (cf. Stow, Survay, ed. 1618, 

p. 212). 

Alice Owen died 26 Oct. 1618, and was 
buried in the parish church of St. Mary, Is¬ 
lington, where a monument preserved her 
efligy and those of her children (Cole MSS. 
vol. xi. f, 176) till 1761, when, on the 
pulling down of the old fabric, part of the 
monument was removed to tho school, and 
a fresh one erected to her memory in the 
now church ^Nelson, History of Islington, 
p. 320). 

By 1830 the value of the trust estates in 


Islington and Olerkenwell had grown to 
900/. a year {Report, ubi supra). In 1841 the 
school and almshouses were rebuilt, at a cost 
of about 0,000/., on a new site in Owen 
Street, Islington, a little distance from the 
old (Literary World, 11 Jan. 1840). On 
14 Aug. 1878 a new scheme obtained the 
royal assent, by which the school of Alice 
Owen was expanded into two—one for about 
three hundred boys, and the other for thB 
like number of girls (City Press, 18 Sept. 
1876 [ Livery Companies Commission Report, 
v. 38). 

[Historical Dictionary of England and'Wales, 
1892, Fuller’s Worthies, 1082; Tomlins’s Ysal- 
don: a Perambulation of Islington, 1888; Nel¬ 
son’s History of Islington, 1811 (the copy num¬ 
bered 1 0349bin the Brit. Hub. Library has many 
additional notes by Sir Henry Ellis); Pink’s 
History of Olerkenwell, 1866.] J. ft. L. 

OWEN, ANEUEIN (1792-1861), Welsh 
historical scholar, horn on 23 July 1792, was 
son, by his wife, Sarah Elizabeth, of Wil¬ 
liam Owen [bbb Puqhe, William Owen] 
(Adgof uwch Anghof, 1883, pp. 176—7). 
while he was still a child his father took 
the additional name of Pughe on inheriting 
some property at Nantglyn, Denbighshire. 
Thither the family accordingly moved from 
London. Young Owen was for a short time 
at Friar’s School, Bangor, but was chiefly 
educated by his father, who took special 
pains to tram his son in the Welsh historical 
and literary studies in which he was him¬ 
self proficient. Arrived at manhood, Aneu- 
rin made his home at Tanygyrt, near Nant¬ 
glyn, and in 1820 married Jane Lloyd, also 
of Nantglyn (Seven Gomel’, June 1820). His 
occupations were mainly literary until the 
passing of the Tithe Commutation Act in 
1886, when he was appointed one of the 
assistant tithe commissioners for England 
and Wales. On the death of Colonel Wade 
he was made an assistant poor-law commis¬ 
sioner ; but the duties of this position tried 
his weak constitution, and he resigned it. 
When the work of tithe commutation grew 
less urgent, he was appointed, under the En¬ 
closures Act of 1846, a commissioner for 
the inclosuie of commonable lands. 

When the government resolved in 1822 to 
publish a uniform edition of the ancient his¬ 
torians of the country, the Welsh portion of 
the work was entrusted to John Humphreys 
Parry [q, v.] On Parry’s death in 1826 his 
duties were transferred to Owen, who thus be- 
| came the adviser of the Record Office upon all 
Welsh matters. His work falls mainly under 
two heads—the publication of the ancient 
WelBh laws, and the accumulation of mate¬ 
rial for an edition of the ‘ Chronicle of the 
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Frincos.’ Both tasks were carried on con¬ 
currently during the period 1830-40; li¬ 
braries wero visited, manuscripts copied, and 
collations made, and in 1B41 the Record edi¬ 
tion of Ilia laws appeared in two forms, a 
large folio and two quarto volumes. It is 
remarkable not only for tlio care and accu¬ 
racy with which the manuscripts are repro¬ 
duced, but also as distinguishing for the first 
time the three versions (VonedoLian, Dimo- 
tian, and Gwentian) of the original law of 
Hywel. The edition of the * Chronicle of 
the Princes’ (‘Brat y TvwyBogion,' a con¬ 
tinuation of Geoffrey of Monmouth’s work, 
but, unlike it, baeod on contemporary evi¬ 
dence) did not appear in Owen’s life! ime. 
The inconsiderable portion of tke ‘ Chroni¬ 
cle ’ which ends at 1060 was indeed oditod 
by him for tho ‘Monument a Historioa Bri- 
tannica,* 1848, but tho bulk of bis material 
remained unpublished, and wont to the Ro- 
cord Office on liis death in 1851. Complaint 
was made in ‘ Arolitoologia Oambronsis’ 
(3rd sor. v. 235) that tho papers thus handed 
over were carelessly lcopt, and aocoss to thorn 
had boon granted to porsona who wore using 
them without aclcnowlodgmuiit; andwhon 
in 1800 the Rolls edition of ‘ Brut y Ty wy- 
sogion ’ appeared, under the editorship of tho 
Rev. J. williams (Ab Ithel), the reviewer 
in the ‘ Archinologm Oambiensis' (3rd ear. 
vii. 98-108) assarted Lliat the text, the 
translation, and all that was valuablo in the 
preface wero tho work of Owen, who was 
nevertheless uumontionod in tho book. In 
1808 Owon’s transcript and translation of 
tlio ao-callod ‘Gwenlian Brut’(a Glamor¬ 
ganshire version of the 1 Chronicle ’), with 
tho introduction ho had praparod for tho 
1 Monument a,’ and a letter on tho Welsh 
chronicles to II. Petrie, wore printod ns uu 
extra volume by tlui Cambrian Archuxdogi- 
cal Association. 

1 No Welsh arehroologist since tho days of 
Edward Llwyd has appeared superior to 
Anmirhi Owen’ ( Arahtcoloy . Cambr .) He 
was an acourate and woll-informed paleo¬ 
grapher and an apt historical critio. with 
all his father's knowledge of the Welsh lan¬ 
guage, ke had none of his father’s eccentri¬ 
cities, Tic took akouu interest in the Welsh 
movements of his day, und particularly in the 
Eistoddfod; ho was ono of a committeo of five 
appointed at the Abergavenny Eisteddfod 
(1888) to consider tbo reform of Welsh or¬ 
thography, and in 1882 won a silver medal 
at the Beaumaris Eisteddfod for tho host. 
Welsh essay on 'Agriculture, 1 The osstay 
was published in the ‘Transactions’ of tho 
Eisteddfod, 1839, and also in a aoparate 
volume. Owen died on 17 July 1851 at 


' rro W“i near Denbigh (Annual Register 
lor lool). 

[Enwogion Cymru, 1870 ; Arohoeol. Cambr 
3rd Bor. lv. 208-12, v. 23S, vi. 184-6, vii 93' 
103, Ancient Laws of Wales, 1841, Preface- 
Transactions of Beaumaris Eistoddfod, 1839.1 ' 

J. E. XT 

OWEN, OIJARLES, D.D, (d. 1748),pre E - 
bytorion minister, was a youngor brother of 
.Tumos Owon (1654-1708) [q, v.] He buc- 
oeedad Peter Aspinwall (d. June 1690. aged 
00) as minister of Cairo Street Chapel, War¬ 
rington, Lancashire, and first appears at the 
* general meeting’ of Lancashire ministers 
hold at Bolton on 13 April 1897. He was 
a member of the Warrington elassh, and 
acted as moderator at Liverpool on 22 April 
17 L0 ftnd 8 Nov. 1721. lJo educated, or 
parity educated, students for tho ministry, 
desisting for a timo owing to the Schism Bill 
of 1714, hut resuming lator. Ilia aoaclemy, 
though small, had considerable reputation; 
as it was not supported by tho presbyterian 
fund, it is probublo (luit ho did not teach 
theology. Among bis pupils (1733)wasJob 
Orton fq. v.] On 8 Nov. 1728 ho received 
tlio diploma of D.J). from tho Edinburgh Uni¬ 
versity, together wit h Isaac Watts and others 
This was probably a tribute to liis treatise 
on redemption (1723), Owen, however, is 
romomberod rather us a political dissenter 
than as a tliBologieal wrilor. On the death 
of Queen Anne (1714) ho published a sermon, 
the spirit of winch is sufficiently indicated 
by the text (1 Kings, xyi. 20). liis ‘Plain 
Dealing’ (1715) was the snbjeot of an indict¬ 
ment ; and, though no conviction followed, 
lie was mulcted in heavy expenses. Most of 
liis subsequent political publications were 
anonymous, but tlieir authorship wbb well 
known, and ()won was regarded as a pillar 
of tho Hanoverian, cause in tho north of 
England during the period which followed 
tho rebellion of 1715. llo had no love for 
quakors. Uo maintained alnrgo congregation 
at Warring! on for nrniriy fifty years, and died 
on 17 Eob. 1740. ills funeral sermon was 


preached by his nephew, .Josiali Owon[q. v.l 
Liis son John (d, 1775) is often described 
as his successor; but he was minister at 
Wlmrlan, Lancashire, though living in War¬ 
rington, Owen’s successor at Warrington 
was John Seddon (1726-1770) [q. v,] 

Ho published, besides funeral sermons for 
Thomas Risky (1710) and Mary Lythgow 
(reprinted 1758), and oilier singlo sdrrauns: 
1. ‘ Some Account of tho Life and Writings 
of... James Owon,’ &c., 1709,12mo. 2. ‘ The 
Soono of Delusions.. . . Ilist/jrioul Account 
of Prophetiolc Tmposluros,’ &c., 1712,12mo; 
translated into Gorman, Leipzig, 1716; 
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answered in 1728 by John Laey {fl. 1787) 
[q. v.] 3. ‘ Hymns Sacred to the Lord’sTable. 
Collected and Methodiz'd,’ &c., Leverpoole, 
1712,8vo (the first book known to have been 
printedinLiverpool). 4. ‘DonatusBedivivus; 
or a Reprimand to a Modern Ohurch-Sehis- 
matick,’ &c., 1714, 8vo; reprinted, with the 
title ‘ Eebaptization Condemned,’ &c,, 1716, 
8vo (an attack on two clergymen who had re- 
baptxsed a conforming dissenter). 6. ‘ The 
Amazon Disarm’d,’ &c., 1714, 8vo (defence 
of No. 4 against a reply by Jane Ohorlton). 

6. ‘ Plain Dealing; or Separation without 
Sclusm,’ Ac, 1716,8vo; 12th ed., 1727,8vo. 

7. ‘ The Yalidity of the Dissenting Ministry,’ 
&c., 1716, 8vo. 8. ‘ A Vindication of Plain 
Dealing from ... two Country Curates,’ &c., 
1716, 8vo (anon.) 9. ‘ Plain Dealing and its 
Vindication Defended,’ &c., 1716,8vo (anon.) 
10. ‘ The Dissenting Ministry still Valid,’ &c., 
1716,8 vo (anon.) (m defence of James Owen’s 
1 Ilistory of Ordination,’ 1709). 11. * The 
Jure Divino Woe,’ &c., 1717, 8vo (thanks¬ 
giving sermon at Manchester on anniversary 
of battle of Preston, 14 Nov. 1716, with 
appendix), 12. ‘ Plain Hensons (1) For Dis¬ 
senting .. . (2) Why Dissenters are not. . . 
guilty of Schism,’ &c., 1717, Svo (anon.); 
28rd ed., 1786, 8vo. 18. ‘The Dissenters’ 
Claim. . .for Civil Offices,’ &c., 1717, Svo 
(anon.) 14. ‘ The Danger of the Church and 
Kingdom from Foreigners,’ &c., 1721, 8vo 
(anon.) 16. ‘ Tho Wonders of BedeBming 
Lovo,’ &c., 1723,12mo; abridged as ‘ Medi¬ 
tations on the Incarnation,’ &c. (Bel. Tract 
Soc.), 1830,12mo. 16. 1 An Alarm to Pro¬ 
testant Princes and People,’ &c., 1726, 8vo 
(anon.) 17. ‘Religious Gratitude; Sevon 
Practical Discourses,’ 1781,12mo. 18. ‘ An 
Essay towards the Natural History of Ser¬ 
pents,’ &c., 1742, 4to. Posthumous was 
19. ‘ The Character and Conduct of Eccle¬ 
siastics in Church and State,’ &c., Shrews¬ 
bury, 1768, 12mo (edited by Ffrancis] 
B[oult]). He also edited ‘ Tho Validity of the 
Dissenting Ministry’ and other posthumous 
works of his brother, James Owen. 

[Funeral Sermon by .Tosiah Owen, 1718; Or¬ 
ton’s Letters, 1808, l. 169; "Williams’s Life of 
Matthew Henry, 1828, pp. 143 seq., 2G3; Bogue 
and Bennett’s Hist, of Dissenters, 1633, ii. 224; 
Autobiography of William Stout, 1861, pp. 89 
seq.; Beamont’s Jacobite Trials (Chatham Soc.), 
1862, p, 63 j Notes and Quorioa, 19 Nov. 1853 
p. 492, 81 Jen. 1874 pp. 90 seq., 1 May 1876 
p. 366, 17 Feb. 1894 p. 135, Cal. of Edinburgh 
Graduates, 1858, p. 289; Transactions of Hist 
Soc. Lano. and Cheshire, 1881, p. 121; Halley’s 
Lancashire, 1889, il. 821 seq., 351; Turnor's 
Nonconformist "Register, 1881, p. 86 ; Minutes 
of Manchester Presbyterian Ulassis (Ohetham 
Soo.), 1881, Hi. 338 seq.; Nightingale's Lan- 


cashire Nonconformity [1892], iv. 214 seq.; 
manuscript Minutes of Warrington Class® 
(1719-22) in Benshaw Street Chapel Library, 
Liverpool.] A, <J. 

OWEN, GOBBET (1646-1671), Latin 
poet, son of William Owen, a clergyman, of 
Pontesbury, Shropshire, was bom at Hinton 
in that county in 1640. He was sent to a 
private school kept by a ‘ loyal parson ’ named 
Scofield at Shrewsbury, where ne made rapid 
progress in learning; but his friends soon 
sent him to France, and afterwards to Flan¬ 
ders, to he touched by Charles II for the 
cure of the king’s evil, from which malady 
he was so great a sufferer that he went about 
on crutches. In May 1668 he was sent to 
Westminster School, and in the following 
year he was admitted a king’s scholar. Here 
‘ it was usual with him to speak forty or fifty 
smooth and elegant verses extempore, in 
little more than half an hour.’ In 1664 he 
was elected a student of Christ Church, Ox¬ 
ford, and ‘ in a short time was well versed 
in the most crabbed subtilties of philosophy.’ 
He became a student of Lincoln's Inn in 

1666 (Fostbb, Alumni Oxon. early ser. iii. 
1098). After graduating B.A, on 21 May 

1667 he studied medicine, and he took the 
degree of M.A. on 28 March 1669-70 (Wood, 
Fasti Oxon. ed. Bliss, ii. 297, 808). Wood 
says he was ' the most forward person of his 
age in the university for his polite learning.’ 
He died about 18 Jan. 1670-1, and was 
buried in the church at Oondover, Shrop¬ 
shire. 

Ho was the author of: 1. ‘ Carmen Pin- 
daricum in Theatre Sheldoniano in so- 
lennibus magnifici operisencaamis recitatum/ 
Oxford, 1669, 4lo, reprinted in ‘Musnrum 
Anglicanarum Analecta,’ 1721, vol. i., and 
in ‘Muses Anglican®,’ 1741, vol. i. Dr. 
Johnson says that in this poem ‘ all kinds of 
verse are shaken together.’ 2. ‘DiversPoems, 
in Manuscript, with Translations of Poetry, 
particularly the “Otho” of M. de Corneille, 
which he rendered into English Verse.’ 

[Wood's Athen® Oxon, iii. 924; Wood’s 
Annals (Gutoh), ii. 801; Welch’s Alumni West- 
mon, (Fhillimore), p. 157 ; Foster’s Alumni 
Oxon.] T. O. 

OWEN, DAVID, D.D. (fi. 1642), con¬ 
troversialist, a native of the Isle of Anglesea, 
was eduoated at Catharine Hall, Cambridge, 
where he graduated B.A. in 1698. He after¬ 
wards migrated to Clare Hall, where he com¬ 
menced M. A. in 1602. He was incorporated 
in the latter degree at Oxford on 14 June 
1608. He took the degree of B.D. at Cam¬ 
bridge in 1609, and was created D.D. in 
1618. For many years he was chaplain to 
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John Ramsay, viscount JIadington, aftsr- 
wards Earl oi' lloldemess. 

Ills works arc: 1. ‘Herod and Pilate 
reconciled; or tlio Concord of Papist and 
Pvritnn (against Scripture, Fathers, Oouncels, 
and otlier Orthodoxall Writers), for Lire Coer¬ 
cion, Deposition, and Killing of Kings, dis¬ 
covered,’Cambridge, 1010, 4.to, dedicated to 
Joim Ramsay, viscount Darlington, The 
original manuscript, entitled ‘ The power of 
Princes and tlio dutio of Subjects,’ is in tbs 
King’s collodion in the British Museum, 
18 B.v. This work was reprinted, without 
the dedication, under tlio title of ‘A Por- 
swasiou to Loyalty, or tlic Svhiocts Dvtio, 
Wherein is proved that resisting or deposing 
of Kings (under wliat specious pretences 
soover couched) is utterly unlawfull. Col¬ 
lected by D.O.,’ London, 1042, 4to. A 
Dutch translation, entitled ‘IIorodoH unde 
Pilatus voreeniglitj’hy Johann Wtonhegaerl 
or Utonbogarit, appeared in 16CO. 2. ‘ Anti- 
Parmus, sivo Jletorminatio do Jure Regie:, 
habit a Cantabrigico in SulioliH Thoologieis 
10 April. 1010, contra Davidam Paraniui 
cnotorosq. reformatio ut, Romanon Roligionis 
AmtimonarohaH,’Cambridge, 1022,8vn, dedi¬ 
cated to James I. An English translation 
by Robert Mossoin [q. v.], aftorwards bisliop 
of Deny, was published at York, 1042, 4to, 
David Pill' 00 us or Wanglin' was professor of 
divinity at Heidelberg, and his work, entitled 
‘ Oommuntarius iu Epistelnm ad liomanos,' 
published utPrankfortin 1000, being regarded 
us nn iittaek upon the royal authoi'it v, was 
puhlidyburnt in St. Paul’s Churchyard, Lon¬ 
don, on 21 June 1022 (lliucnr, Court and 
Times of dames I, ii. 317). 3. ‘ Duloctio 
Oalumniarura, Sophiamatuin, et Tmpostu- 
rarum Annnymi Papist®, efui Dialugo sub 
omen t it 0 tit.nlo, Dous ot. Rax, coimius est 
nstvuero Pot esl atom Populo-Papalem ad 
coorciouom et dopoHitionem Regum,' manu¬ 
script in (ha Royal collection, British Mu¬ 
seum, 10 B. xiii. The dedication, to the 
Earl of lloldornoss, is datod 21 July 162L. 

[Information from J. W, (Hark, oat]., M.A,; 
Addit, MR 5877, f. 104; Bnillot, TniitA den 
Anti, ii. 144; Birch’s Court amt Times of 
James I, ii, 828 ; Oasloy's Cal, of MSS, p. 277; 
Hey wood and Wrighrs Umnbridgo University 
Tran sac lions, ii, 292; Watt's Blbl. Brit,; Wood’s 
Pasti Oxon. (Bliss), i. 328,] T, O. 

OWEN, DAVID or DAPYD1) Y 
GARREG WEN (1720-1740), Welsh har¬ 
per, was tlio son oi' Owon I [umphroys, by his 
wife Gwen Roberts of Jsnlll, 11 member'of a 
family that was traditionally believed to bo 
descended from tho physicians of Myddvai. 
Ilowas bom in 1720, at a farmhouse called 
Y GarrogWou, near Portmadoc, Camarvon- 


Blure. Thoro ho died in 1749, and was buried 
in tho churchyard of Ynyscynhaiarn, where 
m 1840 a monument, with a Welsh inscrip¬ 
tion and the figure of a Iuirp, was erected by 
subscription ovor his grave. 1 

Owen was a competent player on tho harn 
Ti’adition attributes to him the authorshin 
of tho well-known air which, in all Welsh 
collections of national songs, boars his own 
namo of ‘ Dafydd y Oarrog Wen ’ as its title, 
though it is known in Bcotlmid by the name 
of ‘July Jott.’ Hume account for this by 
saying t hat it was sont by Dafydd 1 0 a oonsin 
nf bis (or, according to others, a brother 
namod Rhys), who was then a gardener at 
Roslin Castle in Scotland, where the airsoou 
became popular under a new name; but 
othors, who accopt its Scottish origin,assert 
t liat it was simply a fa vouril e one of Dafydd’s. 
The air, however, possesses a distinctly IVelsli 
diameter. According to the Welsh tradition 
Dafydd when on his denth-bed had fallen in 
a trance, and wns believed to be dead, but 
muldonly reviving, tolcl bis mother that lie’ 
had just hoard one of tho sweot est songs of 
lioavon, which, on bis harp being handed 
him, ho then played; but as I bo last note 
was dying away Dafydd, too, died. The air 
was preserved from memory by his mother, 
who was herself a good harpist and a fair 
poetess. Hir Walter Beolt wrote words for 
the air, onlitlwl ‘ Tim Dying Bard.’ Scott, 
adds that the bard 1 requested that the air 
might lio performed at his funoral,’ and that, 
according to I bo ‘ Welsh Harper’ (od, John 
Parry, p. 110), waB done. Atloasttwo otlier 
airs are ascribed til Dafydd, namely, ‘ Uodiad 
yr Ehedydd’ (‘Rising of tlio Lark’) and 
‘Difymvoli Gwyr Oriuoielh,' which is also 
known as‘ Uoslin Castle’inKcotlond,where 
tradition says it wns popularised bjr the same 
cousin to whom Dafydd also sent it, Evan 
Evans (louan (llan (iemonydd) wrote words 
(inWelsU)fortliis air. Tin > English and W disk 
wordH for tho otlier two airs, in Brinley 
Richards's 1 Songs of Wales ’ (pp. 68,70), are 
by John Oxouford and ,L Oeiviog Hughes re¬ 
spectively. 

[Wolsh Miustrolsio, iv. p. vii; Hoots Minstrel- 
sis, iv. 78; Janos’s WoIrIi Mnsioians, p. 81; 
Enwoghm Oymrn by Poulkss, pp. 174-5; 
Uymru Pit, i. 348. h'or an account of Dafydd’s 
familyi-ooYOoKtmmi byAlltud Eitlon, Tromadoe, 
1802, pp. 50-08, wburo also all lire local tradi- 
tinne are rollootod.] D. Ll, T. 

OWEN, DAVID (1784-1841), Welsh 
poet,best known byhls bnrdiotitleof‘Dewi 
Wyn 0 Eifiou,’ wns the son of Owen Dafydd 
anil Catherine, his second wife', who lived on 
the farm of Gaorwnn, in tho parish of Llany- 
slumdwy, Carnarvonshire. IIo was baptised 
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on IS June 1784. He attended school at 
neighbouring Tillages until an improvement 
in bis parents’circumstances enabled them to 
send him and his younger brother, Owen 
{the only other child), to a boarding school at 
Bangor Iscoed, Flintshire. Owen established 
himself as a shopkeeper at Pwllheli; bat his 
brother David was less ambitious, and re¬ 
turned to the farm at Gnerwsn, where he 
assisted his father until the latter's death in 
1816, and afterwards managed the place him¬ 
self, contriving to amass before his death a 
considerable sum of money. lie joined his 
brother at Pwllheli in 1827, without, how¬ 
ever, ceasing to hold Gaerwen, whither he re¬ 
turned in 1837, upon Owen’s death. Ha died 
on 17 Jan. 1841, and was buried at Llangybi, 

While still a schoolboy in Carnarvonshire 
DewiWyn showed an aptitude for composing 
in the alliterative ‘strict’ metres of Welsh 
poetry. The most prominent Welsh poets 
of the day were, with one or two exceptions, 
Carnarvonshire men, and RobertWilliama of 
Bettws Fawr (Robert ap Gwilym Ddu) tilled 
a farm in the same parish as Dewi’s parents. 
Thus the young poet lived in a congenial 
atmosphere, and was already a skilful com¬ 
poser at the age of eighteen. Robert ap 
Gwilym Ddu was probably his chief bardic 
instructor; they continued cIobb friends until 
Dewi’s death. DewiWyn first became known 
to the Welsh public as n poet of promise in 
1804. The Gwyneddigion Society of London, 
under the leadership of Dr. William Owen 
Pughe [q. v.] and Owen Jones (Owain Myfyr), 
was endeavouring to revive the old bardic 
customs, and, among other enterprises, of¬ 
fered for several years an annual medal for 
the beat poem on a given subject in the 
strict met res. The subject for 1808 was ‘ The 
Memory of Goronwy Owain.’ Dewi Wyn 
compoted, and was assigned the second place, 
Griffith Williams (Gutyn Peris) being de¬ 
clared the winner of the medal. The next 
subject announced was ‘ The Isle of Britain 
and its Defence against an Alien Race.’ In 
1806 Dewi Wyn Bent in his ‘ Awdl Molawd 
Ynys Prydain,’ but the society, after muoh 
discussion, gavo him again the second place, 
and declared the poem bearing the pseudo¬ 
nym ‘ Bardd Owsg ’ to be the best. ‘Bardd 
Gwsg’was Hugh Maurice, a nephew of Owain 
Myfyr, the autocrat of the Gwyneddigion; 
but, yielding to the force of public opinion, 
he declined to reveal bis real name, where¬ 
upon the society declared him to have for¬ 
feited the medal, and awarded it to Dewi 
Wyn. 

In September 1811 at the Eisteddfod held 
at Tremandoc a silver cup was offered for 
the best poem upon ‘Agriculture/ and Dewi 
von. xiv. 


Wyn was awarded the prize, But it was 
withheld owing to the action of influential 
members of the Gwyneddigion Society (of. 
Seven Gomer, March, 1820: Blodau Arfon , 
1889, appendix). The quarrel between the 
poet and the society finally camo to a head 
m 1819. In connection with the Denbigh 
Eisteddfod of that year the society’s medal 
was offered for the best poem upon ‘ Charity ’ 
(Elusengarweh); no announcement was made 
as to the result at the Eisteddfod itself, but 
some three weeks later ‘ Y Dryw/ viz., the 
Rev. Edward Hughes of Bodfari, was de¬ 
clared the winner. The injustice of this 
award, from the poetic point of view, was 
manifest, for the poem sent in by Dewi Wyn 
is one of the noblest in Welsh literature. 

These disappointments so mortified Dewi 
that, after one or two fierce onslaughts in 
verse upon his foes, he gave up poetry alto¬ 
gether, writing scarcely anything from 1823 
until his death. Once, in 1832, he broke the 
silence with ' Stanzas to the Menai Bridge.’ 
His power and genius as a poet are now 
generally recognised, but in his own day he 
received less than his due from those who 
only saw in him an assertive self-esteem, im¬ 
patience of criticism, and asperity of temper. 
Towards the end of his life he suffered much 
from religious melancholy; always attached 
to the baptist denomination, he did not enter 
its communion until the vear before he died. 

Dewi Wyn’s published works are: 1. A 
volume containing the poem on ‘Agricul¬ 
ture,’ and a few others, 1812. 2. ‘Awdl 

Elusengarweh/with a prefatory let ter to the 
poets of Woles, published early in 1820. 
3. ‘ Blodau Arfon/ containing the bulk of the 
poBt’s writings, Chester, 1812, is illustrated 
by on engraving of Dewi Wyn, from a por¬ 
trait by Boos, with a memoir compiled by 
EhenFardd from the notes of John Thomas, 
Ohwilog. 4. An appendix to ‘Blodau Arfon/ 
Carnarvon, 1869, contains additional poems 
and further notes upon the poet’s life and 
genius by Cynddelw (Rev. R. Ellis). 

[Blodau Arfon and Atodind; lottera in Adgof 
uwch Anghof, Penygroes, 1888; Origin and Pro- 

S ss8 of the Gwyneddigion Society, by W. D. 

athnrt, London, 1831; Enwogion Cymru, 
Liverpool, 1870.] J. E. L. 

OWEN, DAVID (1794-1866), Welsh 
journalist, best known os ‘Brutus/was born 
m 1794 at Llanpnmsaint, near Carmarthen, 
where his father, Benjamin Owen (a shoe¬ 
maker), was parish clerk. His mother was 
a member of a baptist church, Though he 
was not sent from the district to school, he 
received a good education, including the ele¬ 
ments of Latin. After a brief experience of 
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medical studios horesoliod In enter tlu> bap- 
tist ministry. ]Ie joined tlm Bu.ptist Gollego 
at Bristol, out in a yeartho patty persecutions 
of liis fellow-studoiits, debt, and a roving 
spirit drove him back to Wales. Aflor keep¬ 
ing soliool for a short tirno at Gilfacli, near 
A bur, Carnarvonshire, ho wits invited (o take 
charge of the small baptist churches of Taly- 
graig, Qalltrueth, Ty'ndomcn, and liiios llir- 
wnmi, inlheLhiyn district of Carnarvonshire, 
fta was accordingly ordainud, and sottled at 
Llangiiiii, shortly aft ur wards marrying Anne, 
thedauglitor of Thomas Jones of lihnndir, a 
farmer of tho locality. Owen’s stipend was 
Bmall, and he was still compelled to oka out, a 
livelihood by hooping school and by giving 
medical nd vice (0 his neighbours, In 1824 ha 
niftdohisflrst appearanoo in literature, Being 
out of humour with tho ‘ Cyniroigyddion ’ or 
Wolsli Lnnguoge Society of Lloyn, ho sent 1 0 
‘ Soron Comer,’ the leading Wolsli magazine 
of the day, an artido on "Tho Poverty of the 
Welsh Language,’ signed ‘Brutus, Llcyn,’ 
Tho nbilityof tho art icle, wliioli wont to show 
that tho Wolsli had no lilorature worthy of 
mention, was at once recognised; it was 
answered by Owallter Moeliain and Ourn- 
huanawo, and when Owen rovoalod himself 
as it* author liis vapvtt aliou as a W olsh writ or 
was established. Kamo, liowovor, did not 
bring him broad, and, under pressure of 
poverty, bo falsely told Dr, bant Carpenter 
of Bristol Unit llio cong regal ions under bis 
charge wore leaning 1 0 wards unit nt'ianiHra, 
and asked, since bo, ustbeir minister, slinrinl 
thoir views, for help from tlin prosbylorinn 
fund. The inquiries set 011 fool by Dr. Car- 
pouter soon exposed the deception ; lho facts 
came to the knowledge of tho baptists of 
North Wales, nud nl the Pwllheli Associa¬ 
tion 1 Brutus ’ was expelled from tho bap¬ 
tist denomination. IIis fathor-in-law was 
an independent,, and this, with his (hum as 
a writer, secured liis admission as a inom- 
borortlie ohnroli of that douomiuulum at 
Oapol Ncwydd. Tlo marked ids eliange of 
allegianco by writing n book against adult 
baptiBm, but, though allowed to preach in 
tho independent churches, won no great 
popularity among Iliom. ifisnuxl step was 
to move to Tyddyti Sweep, Maun mlrtfwyn, 
near Lltiuerahyiuedd, AngJosey, whore there 
was an independent church. Here ho met 
with 110 hotter success, anti in a short time 
mo ved again t o BonUiowydd, near Carnarvon, 
At both places ho kept school. 

Towards tho end of 1827 ho Immune editor 
of ‘Llouad yr Oos,’ on undenominational 
monthly magazine, published at Abor- 
yslwithj nun early in 1828 1m established 
himself at Lloubadaiii Ifawr, within easy 


reach of the printing office. I n 1880 the 
printer, who was on tho evo of banlmratcv 
sold tho goodwill of the * Llouad 1 to J 6 f 
l'roy Jones of Llandovery, whit hot accord' 
ingly ‘ Brutus ’ followed it, as editor. Hem 
it was as unprofitable as at Aberystwith 
and in Oolobor 1830 the goodwill was sold 
to William Boos, a Llandovery printer and 
a mirnbor of indopendont ministers’who 
wisbod to start a similar magazine in connec¬ 
tion with their denomination. The result 
was tho appearance of the * Efongylydd ’ m 
1831, with ‘ Hnilus ’ as editor; but in 1836 
differences ariise on political questions be¬ 
tween tho publisher, a churchman, and tlie 
independent minis! era, who wnro the chief 
contributors, and the ‘Efongylydd’ ceased 
1o appear, Tho independents startad the 
‘Diwygiwr’ at Llanelly; ltees established 
tho ‘ Ilaul,’ with 'Brutus ’ as editor, for the 
dofonee of 1 110 church. This involved a fresh 
change of creed on tho pari of ' Brutus,’ who 
now became a olmrcliimin. 

Tlo continued to edit, the ‘ Haul ’ until liis 
dentil, making it tho vehicle of merciless 
sotiro of lho nonconformists, whom he had 
doserlod, IBs homo for (lie earlier part of 
this period was a enllago in Owtn dwr, on 
the rood from Llandovery to Brecon. Later 
on ho movod to Broil Art hen in tho same 
district. He died on 1(1 Jan, 1800, and was 
buriod in Llywel churchyard. 

‘ BrutuB 1 was tho au(lior of lho following 
WoIhIi works: I. * A Treatise in Dofonoo of 
InfautBaplisiiJ,’Ahprystwitli,1828, 2.‘Pro¬ 
ceedings of the Established Church,’ 1841. 
3. 1 F,basin,’ netea on the career of John 
Elias of Anglesey (d. 1811), wvitlon under 
tlm|)HOudonyniof‘Bli>ddyn,’ 1814. d.'Christ- 
mtism,’ a similar account of Christmas Evans 
(<?, 18118), n. ‘A Geography of tho Bible,’ 

I ilangollen, n.d. 8. ‘ Briitiisiunn,’ a soleo- 
tien of liis lion-OOntfevewial writings, pub¬ 
lished for him (froo of cost, it is said) by 
Mr. Boos of I Hondo very in 18DB. Since his 
death ‘ Wil Brydydd y Coed ’ has boen re¬ 
printed from (lie ‘ Haul ’ (Carmarthen, 1876), 
andaseoond adilionhns appeared of‘Ohrist- 
masia'(Liverpool, 1887). 

(Tho fullest, acoonnt of ‘ Brutus’ is Uuit givon 
in tho TrauLhuilydd for April and Oetobor, 1867, 
by a friond of long standing (tho Into J. E. 
ltllsby Jones, it is believed); there is a fairly 
complete bibliography in Ashton's (Wolsli) His¬ 
tory of Wolsh Lilorature from 1060 to 1860 
(1804). Information lias been kindly supplied 
by Messrs, T. Hoborls and IT. Ellis, Abor, and 
Mr. A. McKillop,Llunorehy Woild ] J. 1, L. 

OWEN, EDWARD (L7JW-1807), irons- 
Ifttor of Juvimftl and Poraius, third son of 
llftvid Owoa of 1 ilnngnrig, Montgomeryshire, 
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was born m 1728, and matriculated at Jesus 
Collogo, Oxford, on 22 March 1746-6, gra¬ 
duating B.A, on 1 Dec. 1749, and M.A. on 
1 June 1762. He was appointed head¬ 
master of the grammar school at Warring¬ 
ton on 4 June 1767, incumbent of Sankey 
Ohapel in 1768, and rector of Warrington 
on 14 Sept. 1767. The first and third of 
these offices he retained until his death. The 
dilapidated fabrics of school and church 
each received extensive repairs under his 
uidance, and both as master and clergyman 
e acquired a high local reputation. A mong 
his pupils were George Tierney, president of 
the board of control; Dr. John Wright,fellow 
of Brasenose College, Oxford; John Almon, 
Dr. Thomas Barnes, and John Fitchett, He 
was president of the Warrington Library, 
which was established in 1760, and took a 
prominent part in the promotion of the 
literary and social interests of the town. 
Owen died unmarried in April 1807, and was 
buried in the chancel of Warrington parish 
church. His portrait is preserved in the War- 
ringtou Museum, and a silhouette portrait 
is given in Kendrick’s ‘ Warrington W orthies.’ 

Gilbert Wakefield speaks of Owen as ‘ a 
man of most elegant learning, unimpeach¬ 
able veracity, and peculiar benevolence of 
heart; ’ he was, however, lampooned in 
Thomas SoddonsV Characteristic Strictures,’ 
1779. His chief work is his ‘ Satires of 
.Tuvonal and Porsius, translated into Eng¬ 
lish Verso,’ London, 1786, 2 vols. 12mo j 
later editions dated 1786 and 1810. He 
wrote also ‘A New Latin Accidence, or a 
Comulote Introduction to . .. Latin Gram¬ 
mar/1770; 6th edit., 1779 ; other editions, 
entitled ‘The Common Accidence Improved,’ 
1800, 1801, 1819; and 'Elemanta Latina 
Melrica,’ 1796. 

[Marsh’s Locturos on the Literary Hist, of 
Warrington; Bo.imont'a Warrington Church 
Notes, 1878, p. 104; Kendrick's W.irrington 
Worthies; Wakefield's Memoirs, 1792, p. 181; 
Foster's Alumni Oxon.; Smith’s Bibl. Anti- 
Ctuakoriana.] 0. W. S. 

OWEN, Sin EDWARD CAMPBELL 
RICH (1771-1849), admiral, bom in 1771, 
son of Captain William Owen of the navy 
(a. 1778), and first cousin of David Owen, 
senior wrangler in 1777, was home on the 
books of the Enterprise in the Mediterra¬ 
nean when he was barely four years old, 
and 1780-2 lie was similarly borne on the 
books of skips in the West Indies. His ac¬ 
tual entry into the navy seems to have been 
1786, on board tlie Oulloden, guardship at 
Plymouth, Jib afterwards served on the 
homo, Mediterranean, North American, and 
West Indian stations; and on 6 Nov. 1798 


waB promoted to be lieutenant of the For¬ 
tune. Afterwards, on the home station, 
in the summer of 1796, he was acting-cap¬ 
tain of the Impregnable with Rear-admiral 
Sir Thomas Rich, ms godfather, and of the 
Queen Charlotte with Sir John Colpoys; 
and on 19 Sept, was promoted commander. 
In May 1797 he had charge of a division of 
gun-brigs at the Nore, under the command 
of Sir Erasmus Gower. On 28 April 1798 
he was posted to the Northumberland, from 
which he was moved to the Irresistible, in 
the Medway. In 1801 he commanded the 
Nemesis in the North Sea and off Dunkirk 
or Boulogne. In May 1802 he was ap¬ 
pointed to the Immortality, in which, on the 
renewal of the war, he was actively em- 
loyed on the coast of France, capturing or 
estroying a very great number of the enemy’s 
nnboats or privateers, more especially, on 
0 July 1804, when, in conjunction with 
four brigs and a northerly gale, he insured 
the destruction of many gunboats and seve¬ 
ral hundred soldiers between Boulogne and 
Staples (James, iii, 227-8; Chevauob, iii. 
107). In October 1800 he was moved to the 
Clyde and ordered to hoiBt a broad pennant. 
In 1809 he was attached to the Walcheren 
expedition. He afterwards commanded the 
Inconstant in the North Sea, and in 1813 
the Cornwall. In 1814 he commanded the 
Dorset yacht, and on 2 Jan. 1816 was nomi¬ 
nated a K.O.B. In 1816 he was appointed 
to the Royal Sovereign yacht, which he com¬ 
manded for Ihe next six years; and from 
1822 to 1826 was commander-in-chief in the 
West IndieB, with a broad pennant in the 
Gloucester. On 27 May 1826 he was pro¬ 
moted to be rear-admiral; in 1827 he was 
surveyor-general of the ordnance; in March 
1828 was appointed on the council of the 
lord high-admiral; and from December 1828 
to 1882 was commander-in-chief in the East 
Indies, On his return he was nominated a 
G.C.H. on 24 Oct. 1882. He became a vice- 
admiral on 10 Jan. 1837, and from 1841 to 
1846 was commander-in-chief in the Medi¬ 
terranean, with his flag in the Queen and 
afterwards in the Formidable. He was nomi¬ 
nated a G.O.B. on 8 May 1846; became 
admiral on 11 Deo, 1846, and died on 8 Oct. 
1840. He married, in 1829, Selina, daughter 
of John Baker Hay, captain in the navy. 

[Marshall’s Roy Nay. Biogr. iii. (vol. ii.) 128; 
O'Byrne’s Nnv, Biogr. Diet.; Journal of the Royal 
Geographical Society, vol, xx. p. xxxiv; Gent. 
Mag. 1849, ii. 647.] J. K. la 

OWEN, EDWARD PRYCE (1788-1803), 
artist, horn in March 1788, was the only son 
of Archdeacon Hugh Owen (1761-1827) 

4 0 2 
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fq.v. j Hu wrn, educated at, St. John's Oolluge, 
Uimbridge, whore I 10 gradual i'cl 15.A. 1810, 
M A. 18 U>. A l’t rv oflicia! ing for some t imo at 
I’uric Klioet Chopel, Grosvenor S([iuvro, Lon¬ 
don, lu> bpcnino vicar of Wellington, and rec¬ 
tor of Kyton-npon-tht'-Wililinoors, Shrop¬ 
shire, holding these livings from 27 Fob. 1823 
(Fotm/n, lmh\r lierlm.) till 1810, Wliilo 
(ravelling in Franco and liclgnnn, and (in 
18JO) in Italy, the Levant, (lorinnny, and 
Switzerland, ho rondo nuraorous drawings, 
from which ho afterwards produced etchings 
and pictures in oils. Ilo contrilmtod He vend 
plates to tins * History of Shrewsbury,’ 182/5, 
by Hugh Owen (his lather) and J. U. IBlako- 
way, and issued tlui following; 1. ‘Etch¬ 
ings of Ancient Buildings in Shrewsbury ’ 
(with lol lorprefiS),Naa. 1 and 2 only, London, 
1820-1, fol. 2. ‘ Etchings ’ (portrait and 
Ibrty-llvo plat os), London, 182(3, royal fol.; 
privately print oil. 3. ‘Tho Hook of Etch¬ 
ings,’ vol. 1 . 1812; vol. ii. 1850. 

In tiro lattor part of his life Owon livod 
at BoUws Hall, JVIontgomerysliiro. ILo died 
id dill'llonham oil 15 .Inly 1803. 

[Gunt. Mag. 1883, pt. ii. pp. 211. :I 8 <); Itud- 
gravo’s Diet, of Artist h ; Coni'cr’s lliogr. Diet.; 
Hmihort’s Allgoniotmis KiiimtlorJjoxii'on j licit. 
Mas. Oat,.] W. W. 

OWEN, EfjJjTH (J78!) 1808), Wolsli 
antiquary and poet, son of (Avon Ellis and 
Ann Thomas Ins wil'e, of Oofnymeusyild, in 
(ho parish of Ynys Oynhiiinrn, (Jum'nrvtm- 
Bhiro, was horn on 151 March J 780. Ilo wont 
to soliool til Ponmorfn, and wuh al'terwavda 
(tent to Hhrewshury; on returning homo ho 
settled at Oel'ynmtuisydd, and on his Jiilher's 
doatli look charge of llm farm. Ho spout 
(ho res! of his life at Cofnyiiiousyilil as a 
prosperous fanner of much local iiilliioneo, 
and diod there on 27 Jan. 18(18. Hu was 
oliiolly remarkable as a writer of ‘ miglyiiion’ 
(stanzas), as a local antiquary and gimealo- 
gisl, and ns Ihefrimnl and tutor of (ho young 
poets of the district. Tho ‘Literary Society 
of Oofiiyniousydd,’ I he precursor of many a 
sooioty of tho kind in Wales, met fortnightly 
at his limit ,0 and uudov his presidoney for 
tilovon years (181(5-57). ITis poetical and 
prOBO.writings were published, with a bio¬ 
graphical notion, under tho title of ‘(toll 
Moudwy’ (‘The Hermit's Cell’) in 1877 
(Tromadog). Four duyH before Ins death ho 
had been elected a follow of tho Homely of 
Antiquaries. 

[Cloll Moiulwy.l J. If. r,. 

OWEN, Hut FltANtJJS FillLll> (JIW- 
J dFFE- (1828 1801), tl irector of Sout It Ken¬ 
sington HI itsoum and orgn niter of exhibitions, 
born on 8 Juno 1828, was third son of Captain 
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Char os Ounhlle-tIwcn H N., and Mary, on l v 
daughter of Sir Homy Blosret, formerly chief 
just ico ot Bengal. Ilo was orioinafiy in- 
11 mled for tlio sea, and at tlio age of twelve 
ontoied tho navy, but, I 10 was oblieod hv 
woak health to abandon the profession alter 
Iho years’ service in the Mediterranean and 
tho West Indies. In 185J tho influence of 
an older brother, Lioutonanl-colonel Ilenry 
Charles Cnnlille-Ownn [q. v,], obtained him 
a post in tho Soimico nuclAil Department 
then rooontly ostablisheil through Hie initial 
t i vo of Sir LI enry Colo [q, v.] This able ad- 
niiiiistmtor perceived m Owen talents not 
unlike his own, and in 1855 appointed hun 
ns one of tho stiporiu torn! cuts, undev himself 
of tlio Bril ish sect ion of tlio International ex¬ 
hibit ion held at Paris in that year. Thus com¬ 
menced tlm work for which Owen showed 
a special capacity, anil in the execution of 
which lio obt niiiod for himself a unique repu¬ 
tation. To Oulu and Owen jmiBt bo largely 
at tribulod tho sneeeBS which attended the 
establishment of hit mint ionul oxhibitiona j 
for, if the original idea was duo to Cole, its 
successful development was largely the work 
of Owen. Willi less original power than 
Oolo, Owon had an equal i.ipaeily for or¬ 
ganisation, and an ('von grantor Facility for 
taking up new ideas and carrying tliom to a 
successful issue. Until had singular per¬ 
sonal influence. OoIo’h masterful individu¬ 
ality overpoworad opposition j Owon’s charm 
of manner and natural geniality prevented 
it. 


Owen’s snceOBSful administration in Paris 
in 1855 led to liiH appoint moot in 1857 ns 
deputy gonoval superintendent, of tlio South 
Kensington Museum, and in 1800 lio was 
promoted to tho post of assistant director, 
(kilo being director of the museum and secre¬ 
tary of tho Heienro and Art Department. 
In 1802 the second great. London exhibition 
was hold, and Owon act oil as director of the 
foreign sections, a post for which liis know¬ 
ledge of foreign languages specially qualified 
him. In 1807 another exhibition was held 
in Paris, and Owen was second in command 
to Oolo as assistant executive commissioner. 
80 much credit did lie obtain by his assiduous 
labmirs t hat. when a commisBion was appointed 
t» provide for tho rojirosentatiou of Eng¬ 
land at iho Vienna exhibition in 1878 Owon 
warn nuula its secretary, and suorossfully 
copod with tho specialdiflicnUins of Iho post. 
In tin 1 same year Colo retired from tho two 
posts ho held at South Kensington, and one 
of Ilium, 1 lio directorship of tho museum, wcb 
conferred upon Owen. r 
Tho next intermit ionnl exhibition was that 
hold at Philodolpliia in 187(1. Owon was 
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appointed executive commissioner for Great 
Britain, and visited America for tlie purpose 
of making the preliminarv arrangements. 
Circumstances, however, le4 to his resigna¬ 
tion of the appointment, which was after¬ 
wards filled by Sir Herbert Sandford. In 
1878, howover, ho again had charge of the 
British section at the exhibition held in 
Paris. There he was extremely popular, 
alike with his own countrymen, the French 
officials, and the representatives of other 
countries. At the close of the exhibition he 
was created a K.O.M.G. and C.I.E. (he had 
received the O.B. after Vienna), and was also 
the recipient of many foreign decorations, in¬ 
cluding that of grand officer of the Legion 
of Honour. 

Owen subsequently turned his foreign 
experiences to useful account in his own 
country. When a scheme was put forward 
for a fisheries exhibition in 1883, its pro¬ 
moters wero glad to securo his assistance. 
The proposal, as it came to him, was no more 
attractive than the scheme for annual exhi¬ 
bitions which had collapsed in Sir Henry 
Cole’s hands in 1874. Owen introduced an 
element of amusement and popularity, and 
the Fisheries exhibition became the fashion¬ 
able lounge of London for the summer of 
1883. He followed this up with the Health 
(1884) and Inventions (1886) exhibitions on 
a similar scale, and completed the series with 
the Colonial and Indian exhibition of 1886. 
For this a royal commission was appointed, 
with the Prince of Wales as president and 
Owen as ita executive officer. The plan was 
well received in the colonies, and the exhi¬ 
bition proved in every way, pecuniarily, so¬ 
cially, and politically, a great success. Owen 
was made a K.O.B., but a serious disappoint¬ 
ment followed. The Colonial and Indian ex¬ 
hibition developed into the Imperial Insti¬ 
tute, founded in 1887, on the occasion of her 
Majesty's jubilee, and it was anticipated that 
its management would have been given to 
Owon. The direction of the institute was, 
however, placed in other hands. 

In 1893 Owen retired, after some years of 
failing health, from his post at the South 
Kensington Museum. Though he made no 
pretence to expert knowledge, and never 
professed any special enthusiasm for art, he 
took great interest in his official work, and 
found in it abundant scope for his adminis¬ 
trative powers, It was, however, in the 
more publio life connected with exhibitions 
that Owen's real happiness lay. The popu¬ 
larity ho deservedly obtained was a keen 
pleasure to hiss, and ke always seemed rest- 
loss when, in the intervals between one ex¬ 
hibition and another, his energies were con- 
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fined to the routine work of thp museum. He 
died at Lowestoft on 23 March 1894. 

He married, iu 1854, Tenny, daughter of 
Baron Fritz von Reitzenstaie, of the royal 
Prussian horse-guards, and had a family ot 
two sons and six daughters. 

Lady Cunliffe-Owen died at liirUey Cliff, 
Lowestoft, on 24 Oct. 1894, aged 63. 

[Obituary notices in Times 24 March 1894, 
Standard 24 March 1891, Journal Society Arts 
80 March 1894, notice in the World, 23 Oct. 

1878, personal knowledge ] H. T. W. 

OWEN, GEORGE (d. 1558), physician, 
was bom in the diocese of Worcester, and was 
educated at Oxford. He hecame probationer- 
fellow of Merton College in 1619 (Bhob- 
iuok, Memorials of Merton College, p. 261), 
and graduated M.A. in 1621, M.B. m 1626, 
andM.D.in 1628 (Oxford Vniv. Register, Ox¬ 
ford Hist. Soo. i. 20). In 1626 he received a 
lioense to practise hie profession, and ap¬ 
parently at first settled at Oxford; but soon 
after his graduation he was appointed phy¬ 
sician to Henry VIII, and frequently visited 
the court. He, together with John Chambre 
and William Butts, attended the birth of 
Prince Edward, afterwards Edward VI, in 
1637, and signed the letter to the council 
announcing the serious condition of the 
child’s mother, Jane Seymour. The state¬ 
ment that he performed the Caesarian opera¬ 
tion upon her is untrue. Through 1687 and 
1688 he was often summoned to prescribe 
for the prince (of. Nichols, Lit. Remains of 
Edward VI, yy- *-*v, xxxv). The kingproved 
a generous client, and made him many grants 
of lands and houses in Oxford and ita 
neighbourhood, to which Owen added by 
extensive purchases. In 1687 he was given 
the manor of Yointon, Oxfordshire. In 1641 
he received the Bite of Rewley Abbey, which 
soon passed to Christ Ohurch; and he 
acquired Inu Hall and St, Alban Hall, 
winch had formed part of Cardinal Wolsey’s 
property, These buildings were subsequently 
sold to Merton College. In 1646 he acquiied 
Oumnor Place. Godsfcow Abbey also fell 
into Owen’s hands, and there he often re¬ 
sided. He was one of the subscribing wit¬ 
nesses to the will of Henry VIII, who left 
him alegaoy of 100 1. (cf. Ellis, Orig,Letters, 
8rd ser. lii. 288). 

Edward VI continued him in his office of 
royal physician, and treated him with as 
much liberality as his father. In 1660 he 
bought the rectory and chapel of St. GileB, 
Oxford (Wood, City of Oxford, ii. 70). By 
letters patent, dated 4 Feb. 1662-8, Edward 
gave to him, jointly with Henry Martin 
of Oxford, Durham College, which they sold 
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a yew later to Sir Thomas Pope for the siLe 
of his projected Trinity College (ib. p. 274). 
On 25 Got, 1552 ho received a royal grant of 
land of tlio value of 20/. a year. 

Moanwhile he wait talcing a prominent 
placo in his profession, and was held in 
osteoin by tlio public. Lelnud addressed an 
‘Encomium, 1 ‘Ad D. Audnenum Modicum 
Rogium; 1 and, according to his liioud 
Thomas Caiua [q. v.],l\c and Queen Catharine 
Parr joined in inducing Onius to tranehite 
into English Erasmus's paraphrase of Ht. 
Mark’s Gospel. IIo was admitted a follow 
of the College of Physicians on 26 June 
1616; on elect in 1662, in placo of Dr. John 
Oliambre, deceased; and on 2 Oct. 1553 was 
elected president, to which office ho woe rc- 
appoinlod in the following year. At t he samo 
timo I 10 was nominated royal physician on 
Mary’s accession, and in the first year of tlio 
now reign ho was instrumental in obtaining 
an act for tlio confirmation and enlargement 
of the powers of the College of Physicians. 
Two years Inter, when a difference arose 
between the Collago of Physicians and tlia 
university of Oxford concerning the admis¬ 
sion by the latter of Simon Ludford and 
David Laughton (0 the degree of bachelor of 
luadioino, Cardinal Polo, thou clmncollor of 
tlio university, directed that body to consult 
Dr. Owen ana Dr. Thomas 11 uys, the queen’s 
physicians, 'do institucudis ratimiiliusqnibus 
Oxouionsia academia in admit! midis modieis 
nit orot nr.' () won and his colleague suggest od 
an agreement which the clianoollor approvod 
and ratified. Owen remained till his death on 
friondly terms with Queen Mary. Jn the 
spring of L666 eho sunt him to Woodstock 
to report on the health of tlio Princess Eliza¬ 
beth. At the uuwyeur of J65G hu presented 
the qttoou with ‘two pottloB of preserves’ 
(Ntciolas, Privy Puna Jivyensos of Princess 
Mary). Ho died ol' an opidemic iulormil tent 
fever on 18 Oel. 1568. and was buried on 
24 (Jot. at 8l. Stephen’s Oliuroh, 'Walbrook 
(MA.oirra, Diary, p. 3 77). lie was the author 
of atroatiso named ‘ A meet Diot for tlio Now 
Ague, set forth by Mr. l)r, 0 won,’fol .London, 
1658 (Tamnrk). ’ 

Owen left two wins, and two daughters, 
Lottico and Elizabeth, Thu oklur son, Richard 
(hven of Godst ow, married Mary, daught or of 
Mir Leonard Ohamborlaino of Shurburno, Ux- 
fordahiro, and had issue. William, tlio second 
son, was, with his wifo Anno, daughter of John 
Rawley of Dillusby, Northamptonshire, resid¬ 
ing at Ouinnor Placo when Amy Kohsart met 
her death tliore in 1500 [sue under Ditdt.hy, 
RojnmT,EAJtr,oifLiHaM3 ( raB]. WilliamOwon 
sold Oumnar 1 0 Anthony Porst or in 1572, and 
in the samo year was eloclod M.P, for Oxford 


(Tuenou, Records of Oxford, pp. 388-01 Hs 
seems to have retained his father’s property 
at Godst ow, and resided thero. * 3 
John Owen, described in 1016 as a Homan 
out hone, of Godstow, was Richard Owen’s 
grandson, and great-grandson of the physi¬ 
cian. Tic achieved some notoriety 1111616 
by being charged with using the tieason- 
ablo expression that it was lawful to Mil 
the king, Binco lie was excommunicato. The 
jury brought in a verdict of guilty, and sen¬ 
tence of duatli was ntWBed; but, aTter remain¬ 
ing in prison in tlio king’s bench for three 
years, (hven was liberated and pardoned on 
24 J uly 1618, at the request of the Spanish 
ambassador, 011 condition of his leaving the 
country within twenty days ( State TiialsAi. 
870; GaioiTnur, Iliat. ii. 804-6; Cal. State 
Papers, 1 fill-18, pp. 548,568). 


[Visitation of Oxfordshire, 1666 and 1674 
(Harl. flood, pp, 127-8 ; Mimic’s doll, of Phys. 
i. 881 "Wood's Alliomu Oxen. od. Blis-, 1. 274; 
John Chambers's Worcostorahiro Biographies' 
pp. 60 sq.; Taunor’s Jliogr, Brit.] S. L, 


OWEN, GEORGE (ft. 1604), author. 
[See Harry, GiioRcm Owun.] 

OWEN, GEORGE (1652-1613), county 
historian, born in 1562 at lloullys, near 
Newport, I’cinbrokeshiro, was tlio oldest son 
of William Owen (1400-1574) Iq.vj, by 
Elizabeth Tlurhurt, a (lcHoimdant ol' Wfiliani, 
iirst oarl of Pembroke of the Herbert line. 
On the attainment, of liis majority, Newport 
OastIu and tlio baronial rights of the lord¬ 
ship of Kernes wero delivered to him hv his 
father, and for twenty years of his life he 
was in oonlliet with the council of the 
marohos as to his possession of ‘juraiugalia’ 
within the barony. Commissions sat at New¬ 
port in 1588 anil t68i) to take evidonooon 
tlio point, and it appears that Owen was at 
one time placed under arrest iu liis own 
castle of Nowport. hi 1678 he was admitted 
member of Barnard’s Inn, but appears to 
have always rosidod iu Pembrokeshire, where 
he held tlio office of vice-admiral for the 
comities of Pembroke and Onrdigon, and 
was sheriff for the fanner county in 1587 
and hi 1602. In his capacity as magistrate 
«f a maritime county I 10 was aetivo in the 
timo of the Spanish scare, mid loiters ad¬ 
dressed by him and some colleagues to the 
council am stillpresorvod (Cal, State Papers, 
Dom. Sor. !i() July and 28 Oct. 1500; cf. 
MruEXUHiT, Carmarthen, p. 115). In 1502, 
on tlio attainder of Mir John Porrott [q. v.], 
Owen was 0110 of thocommissionors appointed 
by tlio crown to survey Pensott’s property 
(Ownw, Pcmhrolmhire, pp, 180 ». 2,101). 
lie died in 1618. 
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Owen's chief literary work was the ‘ De¬ 
scription of Pembrokeshire,’ dated 18 May 
1603, which was indifferently edited, with 
some important omissions, for the ‘ Cambrian 
Register’ (vols. i. and ii.) in 1795-6 by 
Richard Fenton. The copy used by Fen¬ 
ton subsequently belonged, to Sir Thomas 
Phillipps [q. v.] (Phillipps MS. 13474). The 
original manuscript in the British Museum 
(Harleian MS. 6260) has been faithfully re¬ 
produced by a descendant of the author, 
Mr. Henry Owen of Withybush. under the 
titlo of Owen’s ‘Pembrokeshire* (Cyimnro- 
dorion Record Ser., No, 1, London, 1802, 
8vo). Another autograph manuscript has 
since been discovered in the Marquis of 
Bute’s collection (Arch. Cambr. 6th ser. 
ix. 330); and a transcript of Harleian MS 
6260, made by Bishop Burgess, is now in 
the library of St. David’s College, Lampeter. 
In design the work is similar to Carew’s 
‘ Survey of Cornwall,’ and presents a valuable 
picture of country life in the Elizabethan 
age. But it also contains so remarkably ac¬ 
curate an account of the geology of South 
Wales that Owen has been styled * the patri¬ 
arch of English geologists’ (see Edinburgh 
Review, April 1841, lxxiii. 3 ; of. Oontmahu, 
Outlines of Geology, ed. Phillips, 1822, In¬ 
troduction, p. xl). 

Among Owen’s other works are the follow¬ 
ing: 1. ‘The Description of Wales,'written 
in 1602, and printed in the ‘Gentleman’s 
Magazine ’ (1823, pt. ii.) from an inaccurate 
transcript (Phillipps MS. 6869) of the ori¬ 
ginal autograph manuscript now preserved 
at the Bodleian Library (Gough MS. Wales, 
No. 3; see its history in Gough, British 
Topography, 2nd ed. 1780, ii. 496). [See 
Habbv, GuoKanOwnir,towhomit is ascribed 
in error.] 2. ‘The Description of Milford 
Havon,’ written in 1696, probably with the 
view of inducing the government to fortify 
the haven. There is an autograph copy in 
the Phillipps Library, MS, 14446 (see Pen- 
buhdook Wotdham, Tour through Wales, 
1781 edit. p. 70), and a transcript among 
the Additional MSS. in the British Mu¬ 
seum (No. 22628). 3. ‘A Catalogs and 

Gonelogie of the Lordes of ICemes/ being 
Rawlinson MS. B. 469 in the Bodleian. 
The foregoing throe works are printed (from 
the originals) in the appendix to Owen’s 
‘ Pembrokeshire.’ 4. ‘ Baronia de Kernes,’ 
being a treatise on the position of Kernes as 
a lordahip-mavchor, together with charters 
and documonts relating to the barony, col¬ 
lected by Owen, and preserved at Bronwydd, 
near Cardigan^ These, with some other 
shorter tracts, were published by the Cam¬ 
brian Archaeological Association in 1861-2 


(London, 8vo). Seven of the charter’, with 
Owen’s notes, had been previously published 
in 1841 by Sir Thomas Phillipps at the 
Middlehill Press under the title of ‘ Cart* 
Barom® de Kernes ex MSS. Georgii de 
Carewe arm. de Crowcombe in Com. So¬ 
merset.' 6. 1 A Treatise of the Government 
of Wales,’ printed in Clive’s ‘History of 
Ludlow’ (pp 97-146) from LansdowneMS. 
No. 216, art. 1, in the British Museum, which 
appears to he in part a copy of the Harleian 
MS. 141, art. I, whioh is given in the 
appendix to Owen’s ‘ Pembrokeshire,’ and 
was previously printed incorrectly in Lloyd’s 
‘ Histoiy of Powys Fudog,’ ii. I, A sum¬ 
mary or this tract is also given in Penuant’e 
‘Tours in Wales' (ed. Rhys, iii. 266). 

Besides the above, Owen left a consider¬ 
able quantity of short treatises, many ol 
which fell into IhB hands of Fenton, who at 
one time intended publishing them (see hie 
Pembrokeshire, p. 403), hut several of them 
were subsequently sold by his son in 1858 
to Sir Thomas Phillipps. Among those not 
already enumerated are Owen’s commonplace 
took,called ‘TheTaylor’s Cushion ’ (PhillippB 
MS. 14427), which is referred to in Rees’s 
‘ Beauties of England and Wales ’ (voL xviii. 
undei ‘ South Wales,’ sub flue), and a col¬ 
lection of Welsh pedigrees is attributed to 
him. Another volume of pedigiees, written 
mostly in Owen’s hand, and in part printed 
in LewiB Dwnn’s ‘Heraldic Visitations’ (ii. 
293-364), where Owen is erroneously iden¬ 
tified bv the editor with his son, George 
Owen, York herald (cf. also i, 7, 8, and 
Introduction, p. xxvii, where an englyn by 
Dwnn in honour of Owen is printed), is pre¬ 
served in the British Museum (Egerton MS. 
2686), while Harleian MS. 6008 also con¬ 
tains some legal tracts by him. An extensive 
manuscript, known as the ‘ Vairdre Book,’ 
containing inter alia a survey of the barony 
of Kernes, made in 1694, is preserved at 
Bronwydd. Another topographical work 
in Owen’s hand, entitled ‘ Pemhvock and 
Kernes,’ carno into the possession of Mr. 
Henry Owen of Withybush. A similar 
manuscript (now lost) is summarised in 
Browne Willis's ‘ Survey of the Cathedral 
Church of St. Davids' (pp. 88-73), London, 
1717, Svo, and is there assumed (cf. Gough, 
British Topography, ii. 616) to have been 
written by Owen lor the use of Oamden in 
preparing probably the sixth edition of the 
‘ Britannia ’ (1607, fol.) To that work Owen 
also supplied a mop of Pembrokeshire (pp. 
608-9), a facsimile of which iB prefixed to 
Owen s ‘ Pembrokeshire ’ (ed. 1892).. Other 
short pieces by Owen have been printed in 
< Archeeologia Camhrensis ’ (8rd ser, viii. 14- 
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18,226-7, xiii, 132-6; see also Philosophical 
Transactions, No. 208, p. 48). Camden ac¬ 
knowledges Owen's assistance, mid speaks of 
liim as> ' vonerandto antiquif atis cultor 
exhnius,’ and Dinoley, in the ‘ Heauforl Pro¬ 
gress,’ aa. 1888 (p. 266), where a drawing of 
Owen’s arms is exhibited. refers to him as ' a 
singular lover and industrious collector of 
antiquities,’ 

Owon was twice marriod: 11 rat, about 1678, 
to Elizabeth, daughter and colusiress of 
William Philipps of Vic ton, in Vombrolcu- 
shire, by whom he had ten children, the 
oldest sou buing Alban Owen, who succoudod 
his father as lord of Kernes in 1808, and took 
a prominent part in county alTuirs during 
tho civil wars (Laws, Little Eng land beyond 
Wales, fry. 321-3; Pmr.irrs, Civil Wars in 
Wales and the Marches, ii. 4, 86), A col¬ 
lodion of tho anus of tho London City 
companies, by Allinn Owon, with his sig¬ 
nature attached, is prosorvod in tho Vliillipps 
Library at Cheltenham (MH. 18140, No, 
106). 

Owen’s socond wife, according to a manu¬ 
script alleged to bo by himself, and printed 
by fronton (Pembrokeshire, p. 66.3), was Ann, 
daughter of John Qwillim, ‘ a French gentle¬ 
man of antiont descent in Normandy,’ Hut, 
according to n pedigree signed by Owon him¬ 
self (hoc a facsimile of this signature, No. 6 
on front ispioco to Dwnn, Heraldic Visita¬ 
tions, vol. ii.; of, i. 161), slm was ‘Aukred 
[i.o. Anglmrad |, daughter of William Olnlod 
of Oaurmarthou, gout.’ Ohilcd is, however, 
described ns ‘ a tinker* in n pedigree of the 
IlenllyB family by David Edwurdes of lUiyd 
y dors, near Carmarthen (1677), prosorvod 
at, the College of Arms (Vrotlioro MSS, v. 80). 
According to Kdwtirdos’spedigree, Owon had 
by bis wound wife seven children (according 
to Dwnu twelve). Among the sous wore 
George Owen (rZ. 1006) [q, v.|, York herald, 
and Evan (1560-1662), The latter matri¬ 
culated from Joans College, Oxford, 5) Nov. 
1622, and proouedod H.A. same day, M,A, 
2L Juno 1625, H.I). 81 Aug, 1636, and 11,1), 
12 April 1013; lie was appointed rector of 
Newport 1822, of LlnuycUllwydog 1626, and 
of w alwvn’fl Oastle (nil in Pembrokeshire) 
1638, mid was chancellor of Ht. David's from 
1044 until his death, 80 Deo, 1602 (Fomtjju, 
Altami n mural tahlot, was placed 

to bis memory in the chancel of Llnwluidon 
Uhurch (sco copy of uworiplion in Finn on, 
op, oil. p. 818). 

(Tho chief authority is tho Introduction to 
Owen’s PonibrtikoHhij'n (rolorrnd to ahovo), where 
irarltciilly even thing kuewu about Owon’s life 
h collect, d, and the mimuroiis ernm of termor 
biographies sot right.) V, Li,. T, 


lus second wife, was ‘ got* before' mainace'' 
and was bore at lionllys in VembrokesMro 
lie was appointed rouge croix in the place 
of John Mradshaw on 28 Peb, 1626 (Cal 
State Papers, Dom. Ser. TIis patent os 
rouge croix is given in Kvaim* Fadara ed 
11 ay no, vol. viii. pi. i. p. 214), and was pro¬ 
moted to the post of York herald bvsignetin 
December 1633, and by patent 8 Jan, follow¬ 
ing, II o is probably to be identified with the 
Gooi'ro Owen who was admitted at Gray’s 
Inn 4 Aug. 1033 (Oray's Inn Iteyister). H 0 
attended the Earl of Arundel in Ins ex¬ 
pedition against tlio Hcottish covonanterain 
1630, and, according to Wood (Fasti Oxon. 
ii. 61 n.), was despatched on a mission in the 
king’s sorvioo to Wales in tlio following 
year. Ho was with tlio rotiuuo of Charles I 
at Oxford in 1043, whore, on 12 April, he 
was croak'd D.O.L., and ho subsequently 
accompanied tho Icing when ho proceeded to 
invest Gloucester on 10 Aug. m the same 
your (VuiLurs, Ciril Wars in Wales and the 
Marches, i. 168), but afterwards, according 
to Wood (1. c.), * lie miserably swerved from 
his loyalty (and attended at the funeral of 
tho Karl of Essex, solomnised 22 Oct. 1610), 
and, by a scandalous agreement, got him¬ 
self to bo madu Norroy king of arms by 
the usurper (from well ’ in 1658, on which 
account ‘Into wrilei-H on heraldic matters 
call him “ tho usurping Norroy”’ (Fraraox, 
Pemhivheshtre, p. 668). In 10(10 ho was re¬ 
appointed York herald, and hold tho office 
until lie resigned it m 1668, when ho was 
succeeded by his son-in-law, John Wingfield 
(Cal. State Papers, Dam. Sov. 12 April 1608; 
of. also 26 July). With Elks Ashmolo [q.v.), 
lie directed the funeral in Loudon of Bryan 
Walton, bishop of Ohoster, on 5 J)oo. 1661 
(Wool), Fasti, ii. 81 w.) llo married Ito- 
booon, daughter of Kir Thomas Dayrell of 
Lillingalonc, Huckitighamahiru, by whom ho 
hud two sons, who both died without issue, 
Bud a daughter, who was married to his 
suceuHsor, Wingilold. llo died in Pembroke¬ 
shire 13 May 1665 (Puuk, Desiderata Curiam, 
od. 1732, xiv. 37). 

llo has boon very generally confounded 
with hie father, especially by heraldic writers 
(I’liNTON, 1, o,), while both liavo also been 
confounded with George up Owen op Harry 
(Rowlands, Llyfruddiaeth y Qysnry, p. 78), 
commonly called George Owon Ilarrylq.v.], 
who was a contemporary and near neighbour 
In the Lambeth Library (MS, No. 263) there 
is an English tranalat ion of Cfcraklus’s ‘Itins- 
rarium Oambrim’ and the first book of tlio 
'Oumbrioo Doscrlptio ’ (with thu two prefaces 
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addressed to Langton), from Dr, David 
Dowel’s edition (London, 1585, 8vo), by 
• George Owen, gent., 1602,’ and dedicated 
to George Owen the elder, that is, son and 
father respectively. Owen is also said 
(Mottle, Bill. Her. p. 600) to have ‘ com¬ 
piled a history of Pembrokeshire, the original 
MS. of which was in the possession of Ilowel 
Vaughan, esq. of Hengwrt;’ but this is only 
another instance of the confusion of names, 
os this refers to his father's work on Pem¬ 
brokeshire. 

Among undoubted specimens of Owen’s 
own heraldic work are his grant of a coat- 
of-anns in 1664 to Colonel Philip Jones 
[q. v.], now preserved at Fonmon Castle, 
Glamorganshire (FlUirois, Charters of Swan¬ 
sea, p. 188), and the * Golden Grove Pedigree 
Parchment Boll,’ dated 1641, being the 
pedigree of the Vaughans, earls of Carbery, 
which is ' splendidly illuminated and fully 
emblazoned in the most sumptuous manner ' 
(Arch. Cambr. 6th aer. x. 168-9). There 
are also at the British Museum pedigrees of 
Worcestershire families dated 1684 (Add. 
MS. 19816, ff. 100-24), and a short tract, 
dated 1638, ‘ touching the precedency of a 
baronet’s daughter ’ (tb. 14110, f. 86). 

[Owen's Pembrokeshire, ed. 1892, Introduc¬ 
tion, pp. xii, xiii; Miseollanea Geneatog. He- 
raldica, 2nd aer. vol. li. ; authorities cited 
above.] D. Lu T. 

OWEN, GOBONWY or GEONOW 
(1728-1769 ?), Welsh poet, son of Owen 
Goronwy, a tinker, and Jane Parry, his wife, 
wae born on 1 Jan. 1728 in a small cottage 
at Bhos Pawl", in the parish of Llanfair 
Matliafarn Eithaf, Anglesey. His father, 
though not without talent, was idle and 
drunken, and it was only through the 
strenuous efforts of his mother, a woman of 
energy and character, that Owen obtained his 
early education. He first attended a school 
at Llanallgo, near his home, which has been 
supposed to he one of the many circulating 
schools established by Griffith Jones (1688- 
1761) [q. v,] of Llanddowror. Showing de¬ 
cided aplilude for study, he was next sent to 
Friars School, Bangor, where he remained 
from 1737 until 1741. After an unsuccess¬ 
ful application in 1741 to Owen Meyrick of 
Bodorgan for assistance wherewith to pro¬ 
ceed to Oxford (Zifa and Works of Qoronwy 
Owain, od. Jones, 1876, ii. 10-11), and a 
brief oxperionoe as under-master in a school 
at Pwllheli, Owen in 1742 went to Oxford, 
probably with the aid of Edvard Wynne of 
Bodowryd. Ho entered Jesus College, ma¬ 
triculating on 8 June 1742; after three 
years' residence he was ordained deacon in 
1746, but left the university without a de¬ 


gree. He obtained a curacy at Selattyn, 
near Oswestry, adding to his clerical duties 
soma work at the grammar school. He was 
admitted to priest’s ordeis, and in August 
1747 married a young widow, Ellen, daugh¬ 
ter of Owen Hughes, ironmonger and aider- 
man of Oswestry. In September 1748 the 
young couple removed to Doniiington, Shrop¬ 
shire, where Owen took the mastership of a 
small endowed school, and with it the curacy 
of the neighbouring church of Uppington. 

It was after several years’ residence at 
Donnington that he attracted the attention 
of lovers of Welsh literature as a Welsh 
poet. As a boy he had learnt to use the 
strict Welsh metres, having composed 
* Calendr y Oarwr ’ (‘ The Lovers Calendar ’) 
at Pwllheli; hut he had written nothing for 
years, and had indeed lost Bight of his Welsh 
friends, when, towards the end of 1761, he 
opened a correspondence with Lewis Morris 
[q. v.] ; this led to the composition of 
‘ Cywydd y Farn Fawr’ (‘ Lay of the Last 
Judgment') and other odes m the same 
metre, which were at once recognised as of 
high merit. Some fruitless efforts were 
made by Lewis Morris and his family to find 
him a place in Wales. Hub next move was, 
in 1768, to a curacy at Walton, near Liver¬ 
pool, worth 86/. per annum, towhich weresoon 
added a house in the churchyard and 6/. for 
the superintendence of the school. Owen 
was now in fairly good circumstances, but 
he was in ill-health, and visited Liverpool 
taverns more frequently than was desirable. 
In May 1766 he accepted the post of secretary 
to the newly established Cymmrodorion 
Society of London, with the prospect of 
becoming minister of a Welsh church in the 
metropolis. He removed to London, only to 
find that it was not possible to establish the 
proposed church j a curacy worth 60/. was 
found for him at Northolt,Middlesex, whence 
he was able to attend wi fchout much difficulty 
the periodical meetings of the Cymmrodorion. 
Here he remained for two years and a half, 
yielding more and more to habits of intem¬ 
perance, to which his wife was also addicted, 
and quite wearing out the patience of his 
friends the Morrises. Towards the end of 
1767 he was offered, probably as a means of 
extricating him from his difficulties, the 
mastership of the school attached to William 
and Mary College, Williamsburg, Virginia. 
Having obtained some assistance from the 
Oymmrodorion, he sailed in December, and 
early in 1768 entered upon his duties. His 
wife died during the voyage, and he married 
within a year Mrs. Clayton, who was sister 
to the president of the college, but within a 
twelvemonth he was again left a widower. 
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It appears that in 1760 lie lost his master¬ 
ship through riotous conduct, afterwards be¬ 
came minister of St. Andrew’s, Brniibwiok 
County, Virginia, and died in tills position 
about 1769, A letter he sent in J uly 1767 to 
Richard Morris, enclosing an elegy upon 
Lewis Morris, gives somo particulars of his 
life at this period, and from this it Rooms 
that ho had married a third time, and had 
then three children besides Robert (born at 
Donnington in 17-19). 

Few Welsh pools havo shown a greater 
mastery of the language than Owen, whose 
classical training is reflected in the purity 
and suppleness of his Welsh style. ITe wrote 
entirely in the strict moires, favouring espe¬ 
cially the ‘ cywydd ’ form. His letters are 
models of racy, idiomatic Welsh prose. The 
following editions of his works have ap¬ 
peared: 1. ‘Diddanwch Tculimidd’ (1st 
edit. London, 1763; 2nd edit. Carnarvon, 
1817), containing the built ol' his poetry. 
2. ‘Gronoviana,’ Llanrwst, 1860, containing 
Llie poetry and correspondence, prooodod by 
a life and critical notices. 3. ‘ l’nutioal 
Works of Rev. Gorouwy Owon,’ edited by 
lliii Uov. Robert Jones, 2 vols. London, 1876, 
a similar compilation on a somowliat larger 
scale. 

[The biographies in the socond odition of 
Diddanwch Toulunidd, 1817, tho Llanrwst odi- 
tion of the works of Owon, arid the edition of 
the liov. Robert Jonos; Foil or's Alumni Oxen. 
171B-1888.J J. 14. L. 

OWEN, GRIFFITH (d. 1717), colonist 
and doot or, was son of Robert Owon (il. 1684) 
of Dolsoroau,Doiguliy, by .1 one, his wife, born 
in Merionethshire. Having beon oduontod 
for tho modioal profession, no omigrut od in 
1084, wi thliisparuuts, 10 Pennsylvania, wiiere 
ho was one oi tho first doctors in llie now 
colony founded by William Penn [q, v.] Ho 
settled iu Philadelphia, and became a mem¬ 
ber of tho executive council, 11 justice of tho 
poaco, and a commissioner for tho disposal of 
land. In tlu> autumn of l(K10, Philadelphia 
being visited by a malignant disease called 
by Isaac Novris ‘ tho Barbadces distemper,’ 
which carried oil' 220 porsons between Au¬ 
gust. and 22 Oct., Owen and a son, who com¬ 
menced practice at that lime, distinguished 
themselves by their devotion and shill. 

Owen undertook long journeys, both alone 
and with English ministers, to distant moot¬ 
ings of the quakors in America, and worked 
among the Indians, lie was much esteemed 
in 1 ho colony, and Ponn, when troubled about 
his son William, nvpvosaod his wish that the 
young man’s coulldonco might bo gained by 
’tender Griffith Owon, for I 10 fools and sees’, 


... - k, Pennsylvania,Hist. 

bm 11 'Tr 8) ' W01 } d - at 

• . IIlB Bon tll ° physician died on 7 March 
1731-2. Owon wrote, wit? 

Antient Testimony reno 

George Koith (1639P-171 

printod and sold by T. Sowle, I 095 . rl 

printedmthe appendix (pp. 31-40) to Gerard 

Grouse’s ‘History of Quakers,’ 1096. 

[Movris’b Contributions to Med. Hist, in Mom 
of tho Uist. Soo. of Pa, pp. 330-18; Journal of 
Thomas Story, pp. 173, 170-7, 227, 240, 241 
Index to Obituary Noticos in Pennsylvania 
Oasotta; Pennsylvania Mug.x. 07 ,237, 344 , jd,;. 
180 n ,; Penn and Logan Correspondence, Penn¬ 
sylvania Hist. Soo. ix. 101 , 102 , 171,177 i«i 
203, 206, 214, 220 , 200,266,268; Janney'sW 
of Friends, iii. 63, 187 - 8 ; Proud’s Hist. ofPenn- 
sylvamu, ii. 00 , 100 ; Smith’s Catalogue; Got¬ 
ti on'a Hist, of Pennsylvania, p. 602.] 0 . P. 3 . 

OWEN, HENRY (1716-1796), divine 
and scholar, was son of William Owen, a 
gon Homan of good estate, whoso house was 
sit ualoil at tho foot of Oador Idris, near 
Dolgelly. Morionuthsliiro, wlioro tho son was 
born in 1710. Ho was educated at Ruthin 
school, Denbigh, and entered Jesus College, 
Oxford, 011 10 April 1736. lie graduated 
B.A. 1730, M.A. 1743, M.B. 1740, and M.D. 
1763. lu 1740 ho was ordaiued deaoon and 
priest, and was appointed to a curacy in 
Gloucestershire, whore he at the somo time 
pmetisod mudioino for three years; ‘but 
neither his feelings nor his health would 
suffer him to continue tluit profession.’ IIs 
subsequently boaamo chaplain to Sir Mat¬ 
thew Foalhorslmihaugh, to whom ho dedi¬ 
cated, in 1766, | Tho Intent. and Propriety of 
theSoripLuroMiracles,’ and by whom ho was 
presented iu 1762 to the vicarage of Torling 
in Essex. OimtunmomnooiiHly he acted as 
curate to Sir Ralph Thorosby, rector of Stoka 
Nuwinglon (of. Parish Rog. August 1767 to 
April 1700). I 11 April 1700 lie rosiguud 
Torling in Hssox on being presented to tho 
rectory of Hi. Olavo, Hart Hi reel, London. 
Shortly after ho boeamo chaplain to Dr. 
Shutu Barrington, then bishop of Llandaff,to 
whom hu dedicated many of his works, and 
from whom ho vot'd vod, !n]776,lhovionj:ago 
of Edmonton, Middlesex, which he hold by a 
spooial dispensation with tho rectory of St. 
Olavo’s. lie was Boyio lecturer from 1760 
to 1771, and published Iiis sermons, which 
again dealt with tho scripture miracles. In 
April 1791 110 resigned St. Olavo’s in favour 
of his son. 

Owen’s reputation for learning is amply 
attested by contemporaries . #1 Bowyer ac¬ 
knowledged his indebtedness to Owen in his 
edition of tlui How Testament, and left him 
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1001. in Ms will and such of his Hebrew books 
as he cared to take. Nichols dedicated to 
Owen 1 Bowyer's Greek Testament,’ 1788, 
4to, and Owen helped to complete many of 
Bowyer’s works, Owen died at Edmonton 
on 14 Oct. 1795. He married, on 80 Sept. 
1760, Mary, daughter of Dr. Butts, bishop of 
Norwich, who survived him, dying at Brom¬ 
ley College on 18 June 1804. By her he had 
a son, Henry Butts Owen, and five daugh¬ 
ters. The son was elected, in 1791, afternoon 
lecturer of All Ilallows, Barking. 

Owen’s chief works, not already noticed, 
were: 1. ‘ Harmonica Trigonometrica j or a 
short Treatise of Trigonometry,’ 1748, 8vo 
(anonymous). 2. 1 Observations on the Four 
Gospels; tending chiefly to ascertain the time 
of thou Publication, and to illustrate the 
form and manner of their Composition,’ 1764, 
8vo. 8. ‘ Directions for young Students in 
Divinity, with regard to those Attainments 
which are necessary to qualify them for Holy 
Orders,’ 1st edit. 1766,2nd edit. 1773 8vo and 
177812mo, 3rd edit. 1782,4fch edit. 1790,6th 
edit. 1809, all London. 4. ‘ An Enquiry into 
the present State of the Septuagint Version 
of the Old Testament, 1709,8vo. 6. ‘ Critica 
Sacra; or a short Introduction to Hebrew 
Criticism,’ 1774,8vo; a supplement, in answer 
to some remarks by Raphael Baruh, appeared 
in the following year. G. ‘ Collatio cadicis 
Cottoniani Geneseos cum editione Humana a 
Joanne Ernesto Grabs jam olim faota nunc 
Jomuin summacura edita ah Henrico Owen, 
M.D.,’ &c., London, 1778 (Geabe’s Collation 
of the Cotton MS., with the Codex Vatieanus ; 
soe NlOUOXS, IAtemry Anecdotes, ii. 488, 
iv. 198, and a long review of it in Qmt. Mag. 
1778,p. 694). 7. ‘A brief Account, histo¬ 
rical and critical, of the Soptuagint Version 
of the Old Testament, to which is added a 
Dissertation on the comparative Excellency 
of the Hebrew and Samaritan Pentateuoh,’ 
London, 1787,8vo. 8. * The Modes of Quotas 
tion used by the Evangelical Writers, ex¬ 
plained and vindicated,’ London, 1799, 4to, 
with a long and influential list of subscribers. 
9. ‘Sixteen Sermons on various Subjects, 
by the Rev. Dr. nenry Owen,’ 2 vols. Lon¬ 
don, 1797; a posthumous publication by his 
son, for the bene flt of two unprovided daugh¬ 
ter’s. 

[boater's Alumni Oxon. (1716-1888); Nichols's 
Literary Anecdotes, ii. 438, iii. 8, 81, 99, &c, 
(loc. eit.), Illustrations of Literary History, v. 
813, 795, vi. 869, viii. 208; Gent. Mug. 1780 
pp. 203, 480, 1778 p. 96, 1704 p. 870, 1796 pp. 
884, 1111; information from the Rev. Canon 
Shelford, rector V Stoke Newington and pre¬ 
bendary of St. Paul's; Works in Brit. Mus.; 
Watt’s Bibl. Brit.] W. A. S. 


OWEN, HENRY CHARLES CUN- 
LIFFE- (1821-1867), lieutenant-colonel 
royal engineers and brevet-colonel, son of 
Captain Charles Ounliffe-Owen, R.N., and 
of his wife Mary, daughter of Sir Henry 
Blossef,knt., chief justice of Bengal, was horn 
at Lausanne, Switzerland, on 16 Oct. 1821. 
Sir Francis Philip Ounliffe-Owen [q. v.] was 
his brother. He was educated privately, 
and, after passing through the Royal Mili¬ 
tary Academy at Woolwich, obtained acom- 
miseion as second lieutenant in the corps 
of royal engineers on 19 March 1839. He 
went to Chatham for the usual course of pro¬ 
fessional instruction, and thence to Devon- 
port. In January 1841 Owen was sent to 
the Mauritius. On 30 Sept, he was pro¬ 
moted lieutenant. In January 1845 he was 
ordered to the Cape of Good Hope, where 
he took part in the campaign then going on 
against the insurgent Boers, and in the Kaffir 
war of 1846-7. He was thanked for Ms 
services in general orders by Sir P. Maitland 
and Sir G. Pechels, and he received the 
Kaffir war medal. On 28 Oct. 1847 he was 
promoted second captain. Owen returned to 
England in April 1846, and was first quartered 
at Devonport and then at Chatham, until, 
in November 1860, he was permitted by the 
commander-in-chief to accept an appoint¬ 
ment under the royal commission for the 
exMbition of 1851 as computer of space for 
the United Kingdom, and later as superin¬ 
tendent of the foreign departments, and 
finally, after the exMbition waB opened, as 
its general superintendent. Owen’s courtesy, 
firmness, and business habits won hi m golden 
opinions. When the exhibition closed, Owen 
was appointed to another civil post—inspector 
of art schools in the department of practical 
art. then under the board of trade, with offices 
at Marlborough Houbs. He was elected an 
associate-member of the Institution of Civil 
Engineers on 3 Feb. 1862. 

On the outbreak of the Crimean war Owen 
resigned Ms civil appointment. In January 
1865 he joined the army before Sebastopol. 
He was very severely wounded by a musket- 
bell when engaged in the trenches in direct¬ 
ing his men to turn some rifle-pits in front 
of the Redan, which had just been cap¬ 
tured from the Russians. He lost his leg, 
and was invalided home. Owen was men¬ 
tioned in despatches by Lord Raglan. Ho 
was made a O.B., given a pension of 100/. 
per annum, received the war medal and clasp, 
was appointed officer of the Legion of Honour, 
and received the fifth class of the Medjidie 
and the Turkish war medal. On 17 July 1866 
he waB promoted brevet-major. 

InOctober 1865 be was appointed assistant 
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inspoctor-genoral of fortifications at the wai 
oilico, ami in April I860 deputy insjiectoi' 
guttural of fortilirutious under Sir .lolin Fox 
Buigoyne [q.v.JTho latter post lie iiold until 
August 18(10, when ho was appointed com¬ 
manding royal engineer of tho western dis¬ 
trict. Owen had boon promoted brevet 
lienteiuint-colottol on 6 .luuo 181)0, and on 
22 Nov. 1861 he wus promoted brovot-colonoh 
On 1 April 1802 ho hocaino a rogimontal 
liuutenimt-colonol. During his command in 
tho western district, tho important land and 
sua fortifications for tho protection of tho 
dockyard and naval baso at. Dovonport, con¬ 
verting tho plaeo into a first-claps fortress, 
wero commoneod, as woll as ths dofoncos ol’ 
tho Severn atBroaudown and at Stoop and 
Flat Holmes, which wore also in his district. 
Tho Plymouth dofonoes absorbed most of 
Owen’s time and attention, and it was wliilo 
engaged in inspecting the progress of soma 
of these works that, he caught a chill, from 
the olTcetfl of which ho died on 7 March 
1807, lie was buried in Plymouth oomo- 
tory. A stain ed-glnss window was oroclad 
to his momovy in tho chancel of St.,Tames’,s 
Church, Plymouth. 

Owon married in 1855, in London, Agnes, 
daughtor of Lewis Oubilt, can., by whom ho 
loft a son Edward, horn 1 .Tim. 1857. Ilia 
widow married, in 1872, tho llov. Iloury 
Edward ‘Willing!on, hi.A. 

Owen was a man of charming manner, 
and a most pleasant companion. A hard 
worker and devoted to his profossinu, his 
sympathies wore broad and many-sided. TIo 
was a good limn, and gonorally loved. TIo 
was n high churchman, a friend of Edward 
Bouverio PiiBoy [a. v.lond one of 1 110 origi¬ 
nal founders of tho English Church Union. 
There are in tho possession of Ids son a sepia 
drawing of him as a child, and a life-sized 
medallion of him inlalor life donn by Francis 
Adams. 

Owen contributed tho following papers to 
tho ‘Professional Papers of tho Corps of 
Royal F.nffinoers,’ in vol. ix. now ser., 1 Ex¬ 
periments m Breaching a Morion of Masonry 
at Gibraltar in 185!); in vols. xii. and xiii., 
‘Fort ideal ions versus Forts;’ in vol. xiv., 

‘ Remarks on Expanse Magazines.’ 

| Despatches; ltoyal Engineers' Records; War 
Office Records; private information,] 

R. It. V, 

OWEN, nunn, vert Joint nvuiras 
(1015 1 (18(1), josnit, born in Atiglosoa in .1 uno 
1016, wus admitted a student of iho English 
Golleuo lit ltnmo on 26 Dec. 1050, was or- 
dainudpriest in tho church of St, Jolm Lnlc- 
nm on JC March 1040 1, and left Romo for 


England 011 28 Sopt. 1643. TT 0 ente^dfe 
Socioty of .Jesus at Watten, near St. Omm 

S? i'S ttud rut ‘ u 7°. d t0 English mission 
m 1050. In a cat aloguo of Jesuits for 1666 
lie is mentioned as then sewing the colhnm 
or district of St, Francis Xavier, comiirisina 

South Wales,Monmouthshiro,Herefordshire 
»«d Gloucestershire. Snhsenuentlv he was 

y8 l Doc° d 1080 IInl:ywoll, wlloro he died on 

He was the author of: 1. A report in 
Welsh, of Roger Wiietstone’s cure at St. 
Wmefnd’s woll; manuscript at Stonyhurst 
College. 2. ‘ On tho Griovousness of Mortal 
Sin, especially of ITerosy’ (anon.), London 
1008. 8 . Tho prayer-hook called ‘The Kev 
of Heaven’ (anon.), London, 1670, 4 . A 
catechism in Welsh, Loudon, 1688. 

[ I)o Baclcor’s Dilil, dos Eevivains do la Oom- 
piiguio do Jdmm, ii. 1003; Eoloy’s Rocords, iy. 
518, vi. 343, vii, 500; London and Dublin Or¬ 
thodox Journal, 1830,ii. 82,83 n ; Oliror’s JoBuit 
Oolloctions, j). 152.] T. o_ 

OWEN, TIUGII (1030-1700), of Bron- 
clydwr, Merinnothshire, nonconformist 
proaolior, born in 1080, was the son of 
Humphrey Owen, tho son of John Owen, 
tho son of John Lewis Owon, mombor for 
Merioneth in the third parliament of Eliza¬ 
beth, and son of Lewis Owen (d. 1556) [q.y.l 
Hugh was intended for the church, and en¬ 
tered Jesus College, Oxford, matriculating on 
21 July 1000 (Alumni O.ron. 1600-1714); but 
the passing of the Act of Uniformity in 1082 
and tho ejection of such clergy us would not 
conform disturbed liis plans, and, after a 
short rosidonoo in London, lio rntumed to 
J ironelydwr to spend the rest of his days as 
a nonconformist preacher. Tlioro being no 
indepondonl church in his district, ho was 
ordained a teaching older of tho Wrexham 
Tiuroh (PALMBB, Older Nonm\formity of 
Wre.rham, p. 4 I), with authority to preach 
whern I 10 eouhl 111 Wales. Ilis preaching 
tours, which extended into the neighbour¬ 
ing counties of Carnarvon anil Montgomery, 
often lasted for throe months at a timo, and 
laid tho foundation of tho lalor noncon¬ 
formist ehurchos of tho district. On the 

ue of tho declaration of indulgence in 
1672 his house was licensed for independent 
preaching, and in a few years a church hadbecn 
formed there, of which Owon retained tho 
oversight, until his death. During the reign 
of James II ho was for a short time confined 
;n l’owis Oustlo, but on the whole he was 
,iot subjected to much persecution. Oweu 
>oro a high charnel or for teiffix'.rauco of life, 
joncrosity to tlm poor, and oliavity towards 
huso who dilTnnxl from him TIo died on 
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15 March 1699-1700, in hia sixty-first year, 
according to the inscription on his tombstone 
in Llanegryn churchyard. Of his children, 
John (d. 27 June 1700) succeeded him as 
minister at Bronclydwr; one daughter mar¬ 
ried Edward Kenrick of Wrexham (who suc¬ 
ceeded hia brother-in-law at Bronclydwr), 
and another William Farmer of Whitley, 
Shropshire. 

[Calomy's Nonconf. Mem. ed. Palmer, 1775, 
ii. 616-18; Boss’s Protestant Nonconformity in 
Wales, 2nd edit. pp. 181, 188, 281-5 ; Traetho- 
dydd, 1862, pp. 290-7; Palmer’s Older Noncon¬ 
formity of Wrexham, pp. 65, 66.] J. E. L, 

OWEN, HUGH (1761-1827), topo¬ 
grapher, horn in 1701, was .the only son of 
Pryce Owen, M.D., a physician of Shrews¬ 
bury, by his wife Bridget, only daughter of 
John Whitfield, esq. He was educated at 
St. John’s Oolloge, Cambridge, where he 
graduated B.A. in 1783, and M.A. in 1807 
\Ornduati Cantabr. 1846, p. 236). In 1791 
he was presented by tho Earl of Tankerville 
to tho vicarage of St. Julian, Shrewsbury; 
in 1803 he was collated by Bishop Douglas 
to the prebend of Gillingham Minor in the 
cathedral of Salisbury; and in 1819 he was 
presented by the dean and chapter of Exeter 
to a portion of the vicarage of Bampton, 
Oxfordshire. lie was a fellow of the Society 
of Antiquaries, and filled the office of mayor 
of Shrewsbury in 1819. 

He was collated by Bishop Cornwallis on 
27 Deo. 1821 to the archdeaconry of Salop, 
and on SO March 1822 to the prebend of 
Bishopshill in the church of Lichfield. On 
the death of his friend John Brickdale 
Blakeway fq. v.l in 1826, he succeeded 
him as minister of the royal peculiar of St. 
Mary’s, Shrewsbury, and he then resigned 
the church of St. Julian, though he con¬ 
tinued to he portionist of the vicarage of 
Bampton. He died at Shrewsbury on 28 Deo, 
1827. Hie only son, Edward Pryce Owen, 
is separately noticed. 

His principal work, undertaken in colla¬ 
boration with Blakeway, is ‘ A History of 
Shrewsbury, 1 in two large volumes, London, 
1826, 4to. He had already published, anony¬ 
mously, ‘Some Account of the ancient and 
resent State of Shrewsbury,’ Shrewsbury, 
808, 8vo, and 1810, 12mo,_awork replete 
with information, especially iu the ecclesias¬ 
tical port, To Britton’s ‘ Architectural An¬ 
tiquities ’ (vol. iv.) he contributed, with 
Biakoway, descriptions of Wenlock Abbey, 
and of Ludlow and Stokesay Oastles. 

(Gent. Mag. 1826 pt. ii. pp. 821, 431,1828 
pt. i. p. 89; Ete Nevo’s Fasti, i. 675, 691, ii, 

681; Upcott’s Engl. Topography, iii. 1141; 
Lowndes's Bibl. Man. (Bohn), p. 1750; Carlisle’s 


Endowed Grammar Schools, iii. 39.5; Leighton’s 
Guide through the Town of Shrewsbury, pp. 
108, 184.] T. Cl 

OWEN, HUGn (1784— 1801), colonel, 
was born at Denbigh on 23 May 1784, and 
educated at the grammar school at Audlem, 
Cheshire. Through the influence of Sir Cor¬ 
bet Oorbet, hart., of Adderley, a kinsman 
of Stapleton Cotton (afterwards firat Vis¬ 
count Comhermere) [q. v.l, Owen was ap¬ 
pointed captain in the Shropshire volun¬ 
teers on 24 Nov. 1803. In December 1803, 
with the aid of a recruiting party of the 16th 
light dragoons stationed at Market Dray¬ 
ton, Shropshire, Owen raised thirty men, 
which entitled him to a cometcy. He was 
appointed comet in the regiment, which was 
then commanded by Sir Stapleton Cotton, 
on SI July 1808, became lieutenant on 
9 July 1807, and embarked with it for Por¬ 
tugal in 1809. Speaking French, Spanish, 
and Portuguese fluently, lie was much em¬ 
ployed in outpost duties and scouting. He 
commanded the united skirmishers of the 
cavalry brigade atTalavera. In 1810 he wa* 
appointed captain of cavalry in the Portu¬ 
guese army, under Marshal Beresford, and 
was aide-de-camp to Sir Henry Fane [q. v.l, 
in command of the rear-guard of General 
Hill's division in the retreat to Torres Vedras. 
He was afterwards brigade-major to Sir 
Loftus Otway, commanding a brigade of the 
1st, 4th, 7th, and 10th regiments of Portu- 

f uese cavalry; and then aide-de-camp and 
rigade-major to Sir Benjamin D’TJrban, 
commanding a brigade of the 1st, 6th, 11th, 
and 12th Portuguese cavalry. At the battle 
of Vittoria on 21 June 1813, when leading 
the brigade into action, in the temporary ab¬ 
sence of General D’TJrban, who had been 
sent on to reconnoitre, his name was noted 
down by Wellington, who next morning 
directed him to memorialise for a troop in 
the 18th hussars, to which he was duly 
gazetted from 22 June 1813, subsequently 
receiving Portuguese rank as major and lieu¬ 
tenant-colonel. At the peace he returned 
with the Portuguese army to Portugal, in 
1816 was ordered to organise the 6th regi¬ 
ment of cavalry, which in the subsequent 
civil wars, as ‘ Os Dragones de Chares,’ be¬ 
come famous for its high discipline and supe¬ 
riority in the field. Electing to remain in 
the Portuguese army, Owen, after obtaining 
a majority in the 7th hussars, sold out of the 
British service on 4 Sept. 1817. In. 1820 he 
accompanied Lord Boresford to Brazil, and 
was sent home to Lisbon with despatches 
and the brevet rank of colonel in the 4th 
cavalry. On arrival he found that the king’s 
government had been superseded, and Lord 
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Heronftirtl and all other foreign officers sum- he retained after tlio reorganisation of tlT 
marily dismissed, Owen relived into private commission under tho namo of tho local 
life, and resided On Ins estate at Villa Nova government board irnlil bis retirement in 
do Raraisa, noar Oporto. During Hie subso- November 1872. During these twenty years 
quunt civil wars Dom Pedro ollered to np- ho represented the departmental nil the Mr- 
point Owon his personal aide-de-camp, with Lament ary committees on poor-law subjects 
llin rank of gonoral; hut, not having tlio per- notably the Andover inquiry in 1846, J ’ 
mission of his own sovereign, Owon declined Owon appears to have' first interest ad him- 
tho honour. self in educational work in 1839 by actinir 

Owon was a knight commander of San as secretary of a movement, for establishing 
Bsntod’Avis! mulknight of the Tower and a British school at Islington; but shortly 
Sword, and had tho Peninsular gold cross, afterwards ho turned his attention to the 
the Peninsular modal with clasps for Tala- wants of Wales, and on 20 Aug. 1843 be 
vera, Albuora, Victoria, and Pyroneos, ITo addressed and had widely distributed a 
died at, flarratl’s Hall, Baiisletul, Surrey, J Letter to tho Welsh People’ on the sub- 
lC Dee. 1801, aged 70. Sir John Bonnie, ject of day-schools. In November be wrr 
who met him in Oporto in 186/5, described instrumental in inducing the British and 
himoaovor six fool, in height, with a deter- foreign School Socioty to appoint an agent 
mined count enanco ; and still full of (Ira and to aid tho inovomont in North Wules, where 
otmvgy. Mi Itemuo’s request ho wrote a prior to that timo there wore only two 
memoir of Ala;or tho lion. Somors (locks British schools in exist,oneo. Uo also pro- 
la relative of llounio, killed at Burgos in cured the nppoinlmont of another agent for 
1812), which wns printed for private eircu- South Wales a low yearn later. In August 
Intion hy "Rennie. Owon published ‘The 1846, on tlio formation ol flic Cambrian 
Oivil War in Portugal and tho Siogo of Educational Society, wliirli was practically 
Oporto’ (London, 183(1, 8vo), being on Mug- a Wolsh branch of tlio Hritish ami Foroign 
lish translation of hiH Portuguese work, ‘ A School Society, Owon became its honorary 
Uuiimt Oivil oin Portugal, o Sitio do Porto secret ary, in which eapaoily lie was in fre- 
o a Mnrto do Bon Poilvo. Por hum Kstmn- quont commnniontion with (ho oommiUco 
goiro ’ (1811(1, 12mo). of council on odueatlon, and nnulsrccl con- 

[■Jnfcirmntion furnished by Hugh Owon, osq., siderablo assist mien to the commissioners 
V.H.A.; Army Lists, Autobiography of Sir John appointed by tliat department in Ootobor 
Bennie, b'.BN. (Loudon, 1876), p. 332.) 1846 to inquire into tho state of education 

If. M. 0. in Wales (sen (heir Roper I, JH47,pt.ii, p.2), 

OWEN, Sin IIUCUI (1804 1881), pro- By moans of a Welsh riui^tmis comma, widen 
motor of Welsh education and jiliilaii- ho privatoly conducted in Deconibor 181(1, 
thropisl, linrn on 14 Jan. 1804, at V Pool ho challenged the claims of (lie national 
farm, near Talyfoel Perry, in tho parish of schools,pul forward on Imlinlf of tho (Jhnwlv 
Llangeinwon, Anglesey, was tho eldest. Him of England, In enjoy a monopoly of govern- 
of Owon Owon, by Maty (d. 1862), dauglitnr ment support in Wales (Brilrn Quarterly 
of Owon JoncH, a pronmiont oalvinistic mo- liaaiew, January 1871). in bis census sche- 
(liodist leador (I Geitfam, 1892, p. 140). duloa ho obtained information about Welsh 
Owen Owon’s father, Hugh, who wns a cur- deaf mutes, and was thereby the means of 
rier nt Carnarvon, afforded, in 1770, protcc- J’onniiig in 1847 tlio Cambrian Association 
lion from an ungry mob to tho first noncon- for tho TMuentlon of tho Dual’ and Dumb, 
fnrmist who preached after the nwlhodisl which established shortly after n training- 
revival in that, town (ITintuits, Shthotfie- school Cor (hem at Abevystwitlqsulwoquniuy 
iiartlt Cymru, ii. 227). removed to Swansea, (hvmi also wroto 

Hugh the younger received hiscdnealion niunurous loiters 1,o the Wolsh roagasinos 
ill a private Bclinol at Carnarvon, and, after and for general distribution, notably one 
a brief Htay on tho fawn at home, proceeded did (id 17 March 1817, in which ho explained 
in Alarcli 1826 to London, whom lie became aud popularised tho aims and motuodp of 
clerk to u barrislor, and afterwards ontorod Hritish schools, and organised I ho opinions 
o solicitor's ollioo. Tbero ho coutinuud for of Wolsh nonconformists in favour of stato- 
ftbout ten yoars, until lu* was appointed on aidod undenraninalioual oduefttion, against 
23 Poh. 183(1 to a clerkship at the poor-law which a largo sect bra of thorn wore at that 
commission, After remaining for about six timo opposed. Ily 1870-1 tlioro wore 271 
years in tlio ‘parish properly ’ department, such staln-aidml schools in. Wales, with an 
where his practical knowledge of law nvovitgo attondanen of !12,4f?5 ohildren. In 
proved of great mirvloo, lie was promoted in t ho meantime Owon had in 1866 boon olootod 
1853 to Lhopost, of chief clerk, an oflico which,] a mnmbor of tho committee of tho British 



Owen 1311 Owen 


and Foreign School Society, and in 1850 
helped to establish a normal college for 
teachers ■which was opened at Bangor in 
1858. He also took an active part in esta¬ 
blishing a similar institution at Swansea for 
the training of schoolmistresses. Many years 
afterwards, in the autumn of 1879, he pre¬ 
pared a schemfe for connecting elementary 
schools with higher grade schools by means 
of scholarships, and this resulted in the 
foundation or the North Wales Scholarship 
Association, which, until the recent esta¬ 
blishment of intermediate schools and the 
consequent dissolution of the society in 1894, 
filled an important gap in the educational 
system of North Wales. 

The great work of the later half of Owen’s 
life was the organisation of higher education 
in Wales, and it is to him, above all others, 
that the University College of Wales at Aber- 
ystwith owes its existence. The idea was first 
mooted by him at a private meeting held in 
London in April 1864, when he was ap¬ 
pointed one or a committee of three to pre¬ 
pare a ‘ Proposal to establish Queen’s Col¬ 
leges’ in Wales similar to those in Ireland 
(the proposal and outlines of constitution 
are printed in the ‘Report of the Committee 
on Welsh Education, 1881,’ Appendix, Nos. 
1, 2); but owing to the government being 
preoccupied by the Crimean war and other 
matters, very littlo progress was made until 
September 1863, when it was discussed by 
Owen, Thomas Nicholas [q. v.l and others 
at a sectional meeting of the Eisteddfod at 
Swansea. A few months later a London 
committee was formed, of which Owen be¬ 
came one of the honorary secretaries. Owing 
to the scant support afforded it by the land¬ 
owning class and the church party generally, 
only about 12,0007, had been collected at the 
oponing of the college in October 1872, and 
a debt of over 7,0001, had been incurred, 
Resigning his position at the local govern¬ 
ment board so as to devote his whole time 
to the cause of Welsh education, Owen, who 
from 1871 to 1877 was honorary secretary of 
the institution, organised, at the suggestion 
of a Welsh journalist, John Griffith, better 
known as Gohebydd, a house-to-house 
canvass of Wales, and addressed meetings in 
all parts of the country, resulting in the pay¬ 
ment of the debt and in the collection of 
about 9,0001. for a snstentation fond, os 
well as in the creation of a strong public 
opinion in favour of higher education. With¬ 
out government aid the college would, how¬ 
ever, have collapsed. On Owen’s initiative, 
a departmental committee was appointed on 
2fi Aug. 1880, with Lord Aberdave as chair¬ 
man, to inquire * into the condition of inter¬ 


mediate and higher education in Wales and 
Monmouthshire.’ Subsequently, on 27 Jan. 
1881, he laid before the committee a com¬ 
plete scheme for secondary education in 
Wales, which has Bineehis death been carried 
into effect, -with only a few modifications, by 
means of the Welsh Intermediate Education 
Act of1889. His other educational aims have 
also been fulfilled by the establishment of 
two other university colleges m Wales, in 
addition to that at Aherystwith, which has 
been, placed on a permanent footing; while 
all_ three in 1894 became constituents of a 
university for Wales incorporated by royal 
charter. ‘ He may almost be said,’ according 
to Mr, Lewis Morris, ‘ to have created, or 
at any rate to have discovered, the thirst 
for education which now plays a great part 
in the present of Wales, and will play a 
greater part still in itB future.’ 

Owen was the chief instrument in bring¬ 
ing about a reform in the Eisteddfod, thereby 
renewing its usefulness and reviving the 
national interest in it. As the outcome of a 
scheme submitted by him at the Aberdore 
meeting in 1861, there were established, in 
connection with the usual competitive as¬ 
semblies, sectional meetings for the considera¬ 
tion of papers dealing with Welsh move¬ 
ments. In 1866 he invited Matthew Arnold, 
who spoke of him as an ‘ old acquaintance,’ 
to reaa a paper at the Eisteddfod held that 
year at Chester. Arnold Bent him a sym¬ 
pathetic reply, but declined the invitation 
(AnNOl.D, On the Study of Celtic Literature, 
Introduction, pp. v-xiv). At the Carnarvon 
meeting in 1880 Owen himself read a paper 
advocating a scheme for placing the con¬ 
trol of the Eisteddfod in the hands of a per¬ 
manent body, since called the National 
Eisteddfod Association,aclingin conjunction 
with ' Tr Orsedd,’ or oongress of hards (see 
First Report o/Msteddfod Association, Octo¬ 
ber 1881). With John Griffith (Y Gohebydd) 
Owen was also the means of reviving in 
November 1878 the Honourable Society of 
Oymmrodorion, extinct since 1848. 

Throughout his life he waB also closely 
identified with philanthropic work. With 
Griffith Davies [q. v.] ana other members 
of the Welsh methodist chapel at Jewiu 
Orescent, to which he then belonged, he 
founded in 1837 a Welsh provident society, 
and continued to take an active port in its 
management until 1862 j and in July 1873 
he was the chief means of establishing the 
London Welsh Charitable Aid Society. He 
was for twenty-three years honorary secre¬ 
tary, and subsequently vice-president, of the 
London Fever Hospital. He was also one 
of the vice-presidents of the National Thrift 
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Society, and treasurer, _ and for many yoars 
chairman of tho executive committee of the 
National Temperance League, That society 
had his portrait painted, in October 1881, for 
inclusion in a series of portrait s of temperance 
advocatos. "For a short time ho sat on the 
Iiondon School Board, being elected to suc¬ 
ceed William McCitUagh Torrens [q. v.] for 
tho Finsbury division in 1872. 

In recognition of his 1 services to the causa 
of education in Wales,’ ho was knighted in 
AugusLl88l; but by this timoliia health was 
failing, and on 20 Nov. ho died at Mentone, 
and was buried on 26 Nov. in Abnoy Tark 
cemetery. 

A statue in bronze, by Mr. Milo Griffith, 
has been erected by public subscription to 
his memory at Carnarvon, whore it was un¬ 
veiled on 22 Oct. 1888; and lliero is a bust 
of him, by Mr. William Davies (Mynorydd), 
nt the .Royal Institution, Swansea. 

By his wife Ami Wade, who prrdooansed 
him in 1870, ho had soveral children, of 


government board 1882-1898, 

[Memoirs of Owen by Mr. Lewis Morris (in 
V Gymmroilor, i, 89, 48), and Mr. Merchant 
Williams (in the RorlDwgon for May 1882,with 
portrait), bath of whom worn ebboly associated 
with him in boiiio of his Inter educational work. 
Thu authority for his early life is an auloliio- 
grapliionl Hkotcli published posthumously in tho 
NorthWalos Chronicle; while hie own evidonco 
before tho committee an Walsh education in 
1880-1 (see above) gives tho best account of bis 
work in connection with Ahorystwith Col logo, 
Roi also 'SirlTugliGvon,litsLifoandLifo-Work,’ 
by W. E. Uavioa (being tho ossuy to which tho 
prize offered by tho Nntionnl Eisteddfod Associa¬ 
tion wns nwnvded lit tho Liverpool Eisloddfod in 
1884), Loudon, 1885, 8vo; and a Welsh monioir 
by T. L. (tho Rov. Thomas Levi), published by 
IheRoliniousTrnct Society, 1888, 8vo, both of 
which have portraits of Owen,] D, Lr.. T. 

owen, Humphrey ( 1713 - 1708 ), 

Bodloy’s librarian and principal of Jesus 
College, Oxford, son of Humphrey Owen, 
gentleman, was born at Moifod in Mont¬ 
gomeryshire in 1712. On 16 Nov. 1718hn was 
admitted batullar of .Torus College, olected 
scholar 28 Dec. 1723, and fallow 13 Juno 
1720. Ho took tho B.A. degree in 1722, 
M.A, iul726,B.D. in 1788, aiuID.D. in 1763. 
In 171*1 he became rector of Tradiugton 
(sooond portion), Worcost orshire, which he 
held till 1703, though recalled to Oxford by 
his election unopposed to tho Bodleian libra- 
riansliip oil 10 Nov. 174.7. In 1762-3 lie 
was ciivato-in-chargo of Kingston-Bagpuzo, 


whom two sons and four daughters survived 
him, his eldest son being Sir Hugh Owen, 
Q.C.H., permanent secretary of tho local 


Berkshire, and having been, on 10 liny 17 C 3 
elected principal of his college, wns presented 
on 18 Aug. to the rectory of Rotherfteld- 
Peppard, Oxfordshire. Ho died on 26 March 
1768 (Oxford Journal, 2 April ] 768), and was 
buried in Jesus College Chapel (Wood, Col¬ 
leges and Halls, od. Dutch, p. 589). 

As Bodley’s librarian, Owen is chiefly re¬ 
markable for his numerous appointments of 
Welshmen to subordinate poets. The beet 
known of those was John Price [q. y.], who 
succeeded him, having been acting-librarian 
from 1765 to 1707. Owen superintended the 
removal of tho Arundel marbles from the gal¬ 
lery to a spocial room in 1749, gave the rare 
St, Albans’ * Frnot us Tumporum’ in 1750, and 
took ovor the valuablo Clarendon and Carte 
papers, and tho Walker, Ballard, Holman, 
and Rawlinson manuscripts; but the prooesB 
of cataloguing, ‘ generally inert' in hiBtime, 
was so completely paralysed by the last 
bequest, in 1755, that it is still hi arrears 
(Cr.AKK, Cataloguing of MSS. in the Bodl. 
Libr. 1800). Letters are oxlant to Owen 
from Browne Willis and Rawlinson, 1748- 
1756 (Iiawt. MS. C. 989); and it is clearthat 
ho was, liko his correspondents, a Jacobite. 
Tlioro aro ol liar letters and notes to or by 
him in various Bodloian books, and a letter 
to Ducarel is printod in Nichols’s 1 Illustra¬ 
tions of Literature’ (iv. 000), 

[FoBtorie Alumni Oxun.; Murray's Annals of 
tho Bodleian Library, passim; authorities above; 
nolos from Josus Oollngo books, kindly com- 
mmiieiitod by tho 11 uv. LI. Thomas, M.A., vice- 
prinaipal,) H. E. U, B. 

OWEN, JACOB (1778-1870), architect, 
wns bom on 28 July 1778 in North Wales, 
After boing oduoalod at Monmonth, ho was 
apprenticed ho William Underhill, an en¬ 
gineer, who was occupied on ennal works in 
Btaflbrdehire. In 1804 ho wns appointed 
clerk of tho works to tho royal onomoer de¬ 
partment at Portsmouth, and in 1832 wns 
transferred to tho Irish hoard of works in 
Dublin as principal engineer and architect, 
which appointment ho hold until 1866. Ilia 
executed works weru almost exclusively 
(hose connected with his public appointment. 
In 1848 ho eroclod the criminal lunatio 
asylum at Dnndrmn, near Dublin (soe 16th 
Report of the Board of Public Work, Ireland, 
L848, p. 16), and in 1860 Mountjoy Prison, 
Dublin. lie made many additions to the 
Four Courts and Queen’s Inns in Dublin, and 
erecied model schools and other government 
buildings in Ireland. 

He died at Croat Bridge, Tipton, Stafford¬ 
shire, on 26 Oct. 1870, anjj, was buried in 
Mount Jerome oomotcry, Dublin, 

Ho married tho daughter of his master, 



Owen 1313 

William Underhill, and by her had seventeen 
children. Of his sons, Jeremiah Owen be¬ 
came metallurgist to the admiralty and store 
receiver at Woolwich dockyard ; Thomas 
EllisOwen(d. 1862), architect atPortsmouth, 
was surveyor for the South Hampshire dis¬ 
trict, and was instrumental in the develop¬ 
ment of Southeea as a watering-place (he 
designed in 1842-8 the French Protestant 
Ohurch at St. Martin’a-le-Grand, which was 
taken down in 1888 for the extension of the 
general post office, and in 1861 the church 
of St. Jude's, Southssa) ; Joseph Butter- 
worth Owen (1809-1872) held successively 
the livings of Walsall Wood (1886-7), St. 
Mary Bilston, Staffordshire (1835-51), St, 
John's Chapel, Bedford Row (1854-7), and 
St. Jude’s, Chelsea (1868-72) j and James 
Higgins Owen (Dublin, B.A, 1844, M.A. 
1862) succeeded his father as architect to the 
Irish board of works, and died on 9 April 1891. 
Owen’s fourth daughter, Elizabeth Helen, 
married Sir Charles Lanyon [q. v.] of Bel¬ 
fast, and was the mother of Colonel Sir Wil¬ 
liam Owen Lanyon [q. v.] 

[Diet, of Architecture; Wheatley and Cun¬ 
ningham’s London Past and Present, ii. 78 ; in¬ 
formation from C. A. Owen, esq. of Dublin, and 
P. A. Owen, esq. of London and Walsall.] 

B. P. 

OWEN, JAMES (1664-1706), presby- 
terian minister, second son of John Owen, 
and elder brother of Charles Owen [q. v.], 
was born on 1 Nov. 1654, at the farmhouse 
of Bryn, in the parish of Abemant, Carmar¬ 
thenshire, the birthplace of James Howell 
[q. v.], the author of ‘ Epistolm Ho-elionee,’ 
whoso nephew, James Howell, a clergyman, 
wob 1ns godfather. Hie grandfather had 
served in the royalist forces during the civil 
war j his parents were strongly attached to 
episcopacy, but their nino children all be¬ 
come nonconformists. James, after passing 
through a country school, was grounded in 
classics at Carmarthen by James Pioton, a 
quaker, from whom he went to the Carmar¬ 
then grammar school. About 1672 he took 
a course of philosophy under Samuel Jones 
(1628-1097) [q. v.] He looked forward to 
the ministry, but was undecided about con¬ 
forming, his first deep convictions having 
been reoeived (about 1668) from a non¬ 
conformist preacher. After aoting as a 
tutor, he spent six months with Ilowell, his 
godfather, who did his best to remove hie 
scruples. He decided for nonconformity, 
and placed himself with Stephen Hughes 
(d. 1088), ejeci^d from Meidrym, Carmar¬ 
thenshire, and afterwards congregational 
minister at Swansea, who had a great reputa- 
vot. xxv. 
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tion for training preachers. Owen’s preaching 
attracted the notice of the ecclesiastical 
courts, and on the advice of Henry Maurice 
(d, 30 July 1682) of Merthyr Tydvil, Gla- 
morganahire, he removed to North Wales, 
settling at Bodwell, near Pwllheli, Carnar¬ 
vonshire. After nine months’ work here, hie 
position became unsafe, Travelling by night, 
he made his way to Hugh Owen {d. 1699, 
aged 62), at Bronycludwr, Merionethshire, 
and preached os hie assistant for some little 
time. 

In November 1676 he became chaplain to 
Mrs. Baker of Swinney, near Oswestry, 
Shropshire, and at the same time took charge 
of a nonconformist congregation founded at 
Oswestry by Roland Nevet (d. 8 Dec. 1675), 
the ejected vicar. He was ordained by pres¬ 
byters in October 1677. From Oswestry he 
conducted a North-Wales mission, having a 
monthly lecture at Ruthin, Denbighshire. 
In 1081 he was challenged to a public dis¬ 
cussion on ordination by William Lloyd 
(1627-1717) [q. v.], then bishop of St. ABaph. 
The discussion took place in the town-hall, 
OsweBtry, on 27 Sept. 1681; Lloyd wsb sup¬ 
ported by Henry Dodwell the elder [q. v.J, 
and Owen by Philip Henry [q. v.] (see re¬ 
port i n Williams, Life of Philip Henry, 1826, 
pji. 880 seq.) Lloyd in 1688 acquainted Owen 
with the invitation to William of Orange, 
saying they had been ‘ angry brethren,’ but 
must now make common cause. After the 
Toleration Act, Owen removed his Ruthin 
leoture to Denbigh, and set up others at 
Llanvyllin,Montgomeryshire, and Wrexham, 
Denbighshire. He had great difficulty in 
getting Mb meeting-places licensed, and was 
often disturbed. In 1690 he started at Oswes¬ 
try, an academy for training students for the 
ministry, which was supported by the London 
presbyterianfund, In 1098,andagaminl699, 
he was invited as assistant to John Chorlton 
[a. v.] at Cross Street Chapel, Manchester. 
These invitations he declined; but early in 
1700 he beoame minister of High Street 
Ohapel, Shrewsbury, as co - pastor with 
Francis Tallents [q. v.] He continued Me 
academy at Shrewsbury, and kept up his 
lecturing in Wales, For thirty years he had 
been subject to calculus, and died of this dis¬ 
order on 8 April 1706. His funeral sermon 
was preached (11 April) by Matthew Henry 
[q. v,] His portrait is prefixed to his * Life ’ 
iy his brother, Charles Owen, D.D. [a, v.] 
He married, first, at Oswestry, on 17 Nov. 
1679, Sarah George id. January 1693), by 
whom be had seven children, of whom two 
survived him; secondly, in 1693, the widow 
of Alderman R. Edwards of Oswestry (she 
died in August 1099); thirdly, on 12 Aug. 
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1700, Elizabeth, daughter of John Wynne, 
of Coperlomy, Flintshire, and widow of John 
Hough of Oliester. 

He published, besides a Welsh piooe 
(1693 n on duties of ministers and people, 
audn thanksgiving sermon (1090) in Eng¬ 
lish: 1. 1 Trugaredd it Barn/. &c, [mercy and 
judgment), 1087, Bvo; reprinted 1716, 8vo. 
2. 'Hedyeld Plant o’r Nofoodd,’ &c. [infant 
baptism from heaven], 1(508, 8vo (tlin first 
book in Welsh on ilia baptist controversy j 
answered by llenjamiu Keneli [q, v.l, in 
'Light broke forth in Wales, 1 (fee,, KI98,8vo; 
Owen replied in 1701). 3.' A Pina for Hcrip- 
turo Ordination,’ &e,, 1694, 12mo (prefaced 
bv Daniel Williams, T),D.) 4. ‘Ttttamnn 
Evangolieuin,’ Sea., 1097, 8vo (defence of 
No. 8 against Thomas Gipps [q. v,l) 6. ‘ Lto- 
marks on a Bonnon . . . by . . . Clipps/ (fee,, 
1097, 4lo. (Gipps thought Chorlton assisted 
Owen in this able pamphlet), 6, ' A fur¬ 
ther Vindication of t he Dissenters from I ho 
Hector of Bury,’ &e., 1099, tie, 7. ‘ An 
Answer to tlio Lied or of Bury’s Loti or,’ (fee,, 
1(599, 4lo. 8, ‘Moderation a Virtue,’ (fee., 
1708, 4to (a dofouoo of ‘occasional con¬ 
formity’). 9. ‘Moderation still a Virtue,’ 
&o.,1704,4to. 10.' Tim Ilislory of tlm (Inn- 
socration of Altars,’(kc., 1700,4to. II. 'Vin- 
dloiai Britanuiem,’ (fee., 170(5, 4to (in answor 
1o Lloyd’s ‘ I tistoric Account,’ 1084). Pos¬ 
thumous worn: 12.‘Tim History ofTmagos 
and Image Worship,’ (fee., 1709, Hvo. 18. ‘ A 
History of Ordination,’ &*., 1700, firo (com¬ 
pleted by Ohurlos ( )wmi,I) I).) ] fo translated 
the Westminster Assembly’s sliorter cato- 
tihism into Welsh, 1701, wrote a profueo to 
Jolm Delme’s ‘Method of Broaching/ 1701, 
and supplied Oaluiuy with his account of the 
Welsh ejected divines. 

[funeral Surmou by ITonry, 1700; Life by 
Charles Owon, 1709 j Jlieharda’s Weis 1 1 Noncon¬ 
formist's Memorial, 1820, pp. 814 Rug.; NoaVa 
Hist, of tlio Purities (Toulmin), 1822, y. 58 ; 
Williiuus'a Lifo of Philip Hnnty, 1825, pp, 152 
eoq.; Rous's Ilirt. Prut. Nimeonf. ill Wales, 1888, 
pp. 247 niiq. 287 seq. ; Jeremy's 1’roshyterian 
Fund, 1886, pp, 12, 86 anq | A. <), 

OWEN, JOHN (1600 P-1622), opigritm- 
matist, third son of Thomas Owen of L’hw 
Dhu,in tlm parish of Llanannon, Carnarvon- 
Hliiro, wus born at l’las du about, 16(10. His 
mother was Jano, fUHter of SirWillimn M orris. 
Ho was oduoated at Winchester School under 
Thomas 15ilson [q. v.], and at New College, 
Oxford, of which lie became probationer fol¬ 
low in 1082, and actual fellow in 1081. On 
2 May 1690 ho proceeded 15.G.L. In 1091 he 
loft Oxford, and taught school nt. Trolooh, 
Monmouthshire. About 1691 1m became 
headmaster of lung Henry Vlll's school, 


Warwick, where lie had Sir Thomas Fuoksr 
ing (1692-1636) [q. y.] as a pupil, ^ 
earliest dated epigram is of 1606, on Wil¬ 
liam Cecil, lord Burghloyjq. v.]; his first 
publication was in 1600. Wood and others 
affirm that this first publication was plaosil 
on tlm 1 toman index for tlm opigram 

An Petrus funrit Romm, sub judico lis ost- 
Simoiimn Rninro 1101110 fuisso negnt. ' 


lint tliis epigram first appeared in his third 
collection (i. 8) j in liis first collection (ifi 
18!)) is 1 110 opig ram — v 

Ultimas in Bulyma ICiiphas fuit urbo aaonrdos, 
(It pnvhilmut, ttoui.i primus in urlxi Kaphas. 

For those and similar hits, his uncle,a Roman 
catholic, ‘dashed Ids name out of his last 
will.’ Owon’s epigrams, wliioli exhibit 
wliat Wood calls ‘ un ingenious liberty of 
joking,’ won groat popularity, and retained 
it,longer uhroadthnn til homo. He deals freely 
in anagrams, puns, and tlm like, and at best 
is an imitator of Martial; but lie will always 
bo road with ini (trust fur bin contemporary 
allusions and his sprightly good sense. The 
host known lino in (Avon's work— 


Tempera mutnatur, nos et niutamur in illis 

(fourth collection, i. 08)— is not of his own 
composition. It, appeared in Flam son’s ‘De¬ 
scription of Hrilayno’in 1077, and is erro¬ 
neously referred to as Ovid’s in Lyly’s 
‘ Knpliuos ’ (od, Arbor, p. 142) (of. Notes 
and Queriee, 81,li stir. iv. 4 10, v. 74,192,3785. 

Latterly Owon is said to liavo owed lm 
maintenance to his kinsman, Lord-keeper 
Williams. H is remarkable that, though lie 
addresses epigrams to numerous patrons and 
relatives, there are none addressed to Wil¬ 
liams, Home epigrams in his earlier collec¬ 
tions were nditrowd to Owon lumsolf by 
such writers as Hir John Haringlon fq.v.], 
John Hoskins (166(5-1088) la. v.l, and Wil- 
1 itun J ames (1612-1 (517) [q, v.J In his third 
coiled Lou he explains tliu exclusion of versts 
‘in iaudom auloris/ on the principle that 
verses must st and 111 * fall by their own merits. 
Owon died in I Jimdon in 1 (i22, and was buried 
in Ht, Paul's Cathedral, whom a memorial 
brusH, bearing his effigy and six Latin verses, 
was placed by Williams, Tie was unmarried. 
His epitaph (Inscribes him hr short in stature; 
his portrait, prefixed 1 0 his epigrams,lias often 
been reproduced. His namo is latinised by 
himself, Audomms, 

Thoro are olovon books of Owen’s epigrams, 
with n small post,humous appendix, but (ex- 
copl in some translations) they are not 
numbered consecutively. ’JJlioy were origi¬ 
nally published ns follows! .1. ‘Jommis 
Atwiooui ISpigraminatvm Libri Tras,’ &o., 
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1006, 8vo | two editions within a mouth; 
dedicated to Mary, daughter of Thomas Sack- 
ville, first earl of Dorset, and wife of Sir 
Henry Neville, afterwards seventh baron 
Abergavenny. 2. 1 Epigrammatum Joannis 
Owen . . . Liber Singularis,’ &c,, 1007, 8vo, 
dedicated to Lady Arhella [sio] Stuart; ap¬ 
pended is * Monosticha, queedam Ethica et 
Politica veterum Sapientum.’ 8. ‘Epigram- 
matum Joannis Owen . . . Libri Tres,’ &c., 
1012, 8vo; bks. i. and ii. dedicated to Henry, 
prince of Wales; bk. iii. to Charles, duke 
of York. 4. ‘ Epigrammatum Joannis Owen 
. . .Libri Tree,’ &e., 1018 P 12mo; dedicated 
respectively to Sir Edward Noel (afterwards 
second viscount Oampden) [q.v.], Sir William 
Sidley, and Sir Hoger Owen [see under Owen, 
Thomas, cl. 1598]. 

The first collected edition appears to he 
Amsterdam, 1024. Of numerous Elzevir 
editions, the best is 1647,24mo (three slightly 
varying issues same year); the finest edition 
is Paris, 1794, 18mo, 2 vols., large paper, 
12mo; largest paper, Svo (four copies); also 
vellum (four copies); the latest edition is 
Leipzig, 1824, 8vo. Neither Lowndes nor 
Brunet mentions editions at Breslau, 1668, 
24mo;1706, 12mo. 

Translations into English were published 
by John Vicars [q. v.l, 1619, 8vo; llTohert] 
Il[ayman] [q. vj, 1628,8vo; Henry llarfleto 
iq.vj, 1058, 8vo; Thomas Peeke [q. vg, six 
hundred epigrams, in ‘ Paruassi Puerpenum,’ 
1059,8vo; and Thomas Harvey, 1677,12mo, 
1078,12mo (complete). Into French by Le¬ 
brun, Brussels, 1709 12mo, 1710 12mo 
(complete): De Pommeraul^ Ixelles, 1818, 
8vo (anon.); and De KAnvalantj Lyons, 
1819,18mo. Into German by Valentin Lciber, 
IlanihuTg, 1058, 12mo; Jona, 1061, 24mo 
(compleLe); and into Spanish by E. de la 
Torro, Madrid, 1674r-82,4to ; 1721, 8vo. 

[Wood’s Athenro Oxen, (Blits), ii. 320 seq.; 
BrunOt’s Manuel du Libraire, 1802 ii. 1493, 
1803 iv. 300 seq.; Colvile’s Worthies of War¬ 
wickshire. 1870 pp. 689 seq.; Lowndes's Biblio¬ 
grapher’s Man. (Bohn), 1884 ; Notes and ttueiies, 
Hth ser. viii. 04, 10th ter, ii. 140, and xi. 21; 
Vaporoau’b Dictionnaire Universel des Littera¬ 
teurs, 187B>] A. G, 

OWEN, JOHN (1680-1661), bishop of 
St. Asaph, eldest son of Owen Owens (d. 
1593) and Jane, his second wife. The father 
graduated M.A. at Cambridge in 1664, but 
'incorporated at Oxford on 21 Feb, 1665-6; 
lie became reotor, suooesaivaly, of Burton- 
Latimer, Northamptonshire, Llangeinwen 
in Anglesey (Rowlands, Mona Antigua 2te- 
staurata, p. 844), and archdeacon of Angle¬ 
sey, being the last archdeacon who held it 
plena Jure, the bishops of Bangor subse¬ 


quently holding it in commendam. He was 
buried at Burton-Latimer on 21 March 1592- 
1593, having mairied, first, Margaret Mat¬ 
thews, and, secondly, Jane, a daughter of 
Robert Griffith, esq., of Carnarvon, by whom 
he had five sons and three daughters. 

John was baptised at Burton-Latimer on 
8 Nov. 1680, and graduated B.A from 
Christ’s College, Cambridge, in 1690-7. Be 
subsequently became fellow of Jesus College, 
Cambridge, andproceeded M.A. in 1000 and 
D.D. in 1618. He was incorporated M.A. at 
Oxford on 10 July 1600. He remained at 
Cambridge for some years, and appears as 
taxor there in 1008; hut one of the same 
name was presented to the parsonage of 
Aberfraw, Anglesey, on 28 Feb. 1604-6 
( Cal. State Papers, Dom. James I, vii. 82). 
In 1608 he succeeded to the rectory of 
Burton-Latimer and was appointed chaplain 
to Prince Charles. In 1625 he received the 
rectories of Carlton, Northamptonshire, and 
of Cottingham in the same comity. 

Owen was favourably known to Laud, and 
was lilted by Charles I. Accordingly, on 
18 Aug, 1629, he was elected bishop of St. 
Asaph. Lloyd says he was chosen as an 
expedient third party, Charles being much 
troubled by two competitors (Lloid, Me¬ 
moirs, p. 669; Fuller, Worthies, ii. 509, 
Cal. State Papers, Dom., Car. I, cslviii. 34). 
He was consecrated at Croydon on 20 Sept., 
instituted on 28 Sept., and had his tempo¬ 
ralities restored on 26 Sept. 1629. In the 
same month, on 15 Sept. 1629, he received a 
grantto hold in commendam the archdeaconry 
of St. Asaph and other benefices within his 
dioceBe, and that of Bangor to a value not 
exceeding 1607. per annum (ib. ccxxxviii. 38). 
He was bald in much esteem in his diocese, 
where he boasted that he was connected by 
descent with every family of quality. He 
was active in the pastoral work of his 
bishopric (sea a return of the state of his 
diocese in 1683, in Lambeth MS. No. 943), 
and was the first to institute a series of 
Welsh sermons to be preached in the parish 
church the first Sunday of each month by 
such members of the parishes derived a por¬ 
tion of their income from its tithes. He 
superintended improvements in the struc¬ 
ture of the cuthedral, including the building 
of a new organ in 1085 (Willis, Surrey qfSt. 
Asaph, App. No. 37). Owen held six rectories 
with his bishopric, mostly in commendam. 

In Hie civil wars he suffered for his loyalty 
to Charles. Having joined in the petition 
of the eleven bishops on 80 Dec. 1641 {Com¬ 
mons' Journals, ii. 868 ), he was impeached 
of high treason and imprisoned (Lloyd says 
twice) in the Tower, On 6 April following, 
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Owen 1316 

when liis bishoprio was Bequestrated, lie was 
allowed by parliament 5001, per annum. In 
Lloyd and Walker this appears as a fine 
of 600/. on composition, but there is 110 re¬ 
cord of his compounding (see Calendar of 
tho Committee for Compounding), The se¬ 
questration of his rootories, the sale of liis 
upiscopal property and desecration of liis 
palace wore matters of course. Owen died 
on lo Oct. 1661, at Perth Kiusoy, and was 
buried in tho oathodral church of St. Asaph, 
under the bishops’ throne (21 Oct.) 

Owen marriod, first: Sarah llodelow of 
Cambridgeshire, by whom he had a son, Ro¬ 
bert Owon, follow of All Souls, Oxford, 
li.O.L. on 8 l)oc. 1600, and shortly after 
cliancollor of the diocese of St. Asaph; and 
a daughter, married to Dr. William Griffith, 
chancellor of Bangor and St. Asaph. The 
first wife was buried at Burlon-Latimer in 
February 1621. Owen’s second wife was 
Elizabeth Gray; and his third wife, Elin, 
daughter of Eoborfc Wyn of Oonway. 

The assertion that he was the author of 
1 ITorod and Pilate ’ is incorrect (see Wood, 
Athena) O.ron. iv. 831). lie is slated in tho 
1 State Papers ’ (Dom. Oar. I. cccclxxiv. 
No. 64) 1 0 have composed in Welsh a treat iso 
on tho ten commandments. About, tho be¬ 
ginning of 1041 be prayed tho king in a peti¬ 
tion to authorise the printing of it. 

(Poster’s Alumni; Oxf. Univ, Hog. (Oxf. Hist. 
Soc.), od. Clark; Lniwdowuo MSS. 1 ) 82 , It. 186-<1, 
086, i, 182; Addit. MS. 15071, JT. 40, 40, 41), 

(17; Thomas's Ilist. of St. Asaph, pp, 98, 201, 

027; Browne Willis's Harvey of St. Asaph; 
Wood's Atlienir Oxon. ii. 880, iv. 831, and Vnsti, 

i. 170, 280; Walkor's SutTn-ings of tho Olorgy, 

ii. 1; Lloyd’s Memoirs, p. 600; Cooper’s A (home; 
Williams’s lliogr. Diet, of Eminent Welshmen; 
IlridgoB's Sfori lmmplonshiro, ii. 224-0; Pallor's 
Worthies, ii. 507 ; Rowland's Mona Antiqua 
ltoBt»urftla,p. 344; Commons’ Journals, ii. 235, 
303, 614; .State Papers, Dom.passim; informa¬ 
tion from tho Rev. Frnnois B. Nownian, rector 
of Burlon-Latimer; tho Rev. J. Jones, rocl or of 
Llaniyilin; tho Rev. IIugh Jones, roctor of Llnn- 
roost; tho Rev. T. A. Vaughan, rector of lthudd- 
lan; the Rov. T. P. Davies, vicar or Whilfowl.l 

W. A, S. 

OWEN, Sin JOHN (1600-1086), royalist 
colonel, was tho oldest son of John Owon 
of Olononny, Carnarvonshire, and Ellen Mau¬ 
rice, heiress of Olononny and Porkington. 
liis father was tho fourth son of Robert 
Owon of Bodsilin, Carnarvonshire, tho secre¬ 
tary to Walsingham, Owon was a staunch 
royalist, and is said hy Lloyd to liavo tnlcou 
part in seven battles, nine sieges, and thirty- 
two actions {Memoirs, p. 068). Tn lOi-i 
he was governor of Tlarlooh Castle, and 
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vice-admiral of North Wales (Wamujetox 
Prince Bupert, ii. 426). Numerous letters 
from Prince Rupert, giving him military in- 
structions, are extant ( Ormesby Core MSS.) 
On 23 Oot. 1644 he was ordered to rendez¬ 
vous at Ruabon, on 24 April 1646 to march 
to Ileroibrd with a thousand men, and on 
23 Feb. 1646-0 to rendezvous with the 
prince at Wrexham {Ilist. MSS. Comm. 2nd 
Rep, pp, 86-7). Ho distinguished himself 
at the capture of Bristol by Rupert, and 
was desperately wounded there (OLAnmr- 
D 0 N, vii. 133). On 10 Deo. 1644 he was 
appointed by Rupert governor of the town 
and eaBtlo of Ruabon, m succession to Arch¬ 
bishop Williams, who had boon governor 
sinco 1 Aug. 1643. llo was knighted by 
(Jhurles on 17 Doo. 1044 at Oxford (Dotnestie 
Pntiy Iloolc, 48a, Record Oilico). Williams 
had spent money on Ruabon Castle, and de¬ 
clined to givo it up to Owon, and Owen had 
to saizo it by some! lung like force (0 May 
1016). The appointment led to a long-stand¬ 
ing quarrel with the archbishop, against 
whom Owon exhibited articles of high trea- 
Bon before CluirloB at Raglan on 20 July 
1046 {Ilist, MSS. Comm. 2nd Rep. p. 80), 
Tn September of tho same yonr his commis¬ 
sion as governor of the town and castle was 
renewed, but in Aug uat 1046 he yielded it up 
to the parliamentary Oolonel Mytton [q. v.] 
(Conway taken hy Storm ; confirmed in The 
Weekly Account for 12-1!) Aug. 1640), Owen 
trealod at first, indopendonlly with Mytton, 
but on tho final surrender of tlio castle 
Williams played a treacherous part (sec 
Ilist. MSS. Comm. 2nd Rop. p. 86, 9 Nov. 
164(1; Ilaeket’s 1 Extraordinary Apology for 
Williams’ in Serinia Ileserata, ii. 218), 
(hven subsequently retired to Olononny, and 
numerous fines were levied out of his estate 
for delinquency—part of 4,071/. on 18 Feb. 
J 640-7, part of 1,000/. on 20 Sept. 1648, and 
his composition taken at a tenth and valued 
nt 771/. on 27 May J 0-17 {Calendar qf Com¬ 
mittee for Compounding, pp. 68,181,1764). 

In J647 l’rinco Rupert invited Owen to 
enter the service of (he king of France 
( Wakduhiok, Prince Ilupert, iii. 237), an 
ollbv whioli he seems to have declined. In 
1648 I 10 headed a lust rising for Charles I 
along with Colonel Floyd; he Jod four hun¬ 
dred mon to 1 lui all nek of Carnarvon, defeated 
Major-general Mytton and William Lloyd, 
high shorin' of Merioneth, and laid siege to 
tho town. Lloyd was wounded in tho action, 
was made prisoner, and was dragged about 
the stroot till he bled to doath {The Bloody 
Murthning of Mr, Lloyd, B^it, Mus.) The 
parliamentary troops being reinforced by the 
arrival of Colonels Carter and Twistleton, a 
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second action took place at Llandegai. Owen 
was ultimately defeated, dragged from his 
horse, and made prisoner by one Captain 
Taylor, who was voted bv the commons 
2002. out of Owen’s estate (Commons? Jour¬ 
nals, v. 692, 10 Juno 1648). A. few days 
before, on 8 J une 1648, Sheriff Lloyd's family 
had been voted a sum of 1,0002, out of Owen's 
estate ( Calendar of Committee for Compound¬ 
ing, p. 1842), Owen was committed close 
prisoner to Denbigh Castle (Mist, MSS. 
Comm. 7th Rep. p. 123), but was ordered by 
the commons to be sent for as a delinquent 
by the serieant-at-arms on 14 June 1048, 
and on 26 July he was committed to Wind¬ 
sor Castle on a charge of high treason ( Com- 
mans' Journals, v. 600, 648; see Gardiner, 
Civil War, iv. 261, and Carlyle, ii. 76, for 
an account of Cromwell’s anger at the par¬ 
liament’s order for his removal to London). 

The commons (10 Nov. 1648) and the 
lords (14 Nov.) passed, independently, an 
ordinance for the banishment of Owen along 
with James, earl of Cambridge, Henry, earl 
of Holland, Arthur, lord Capel, and George, 
lord Goring (lords' Journals, x. 688), but it 
was subsequently determined to put them on 
theirtrinl. On S Feb. 1048-9they were ordered 
to appear for trial (see List of Judges of the 
Court, Brit. Mus. 869/83, f. 13), and on 8 
Marohfollowingall received sentence of death 
(Clarendon, xi. 266). Clarendon (vii. 261) 
asserts that, preferring to be beheaded in such 
good company, Owen made no effort to save 
his life, and that his sentence was remitted 
owing to Ireton's contemptuous oharity. As 
a matter of fact, Owen petitioned for his life 
(Command Journals, vi. 168) on 7 March 
1648-9, and a petition was also presented on 
his behalf on 8 March, when the vote for his 
respite passed by 28 to 23 (ii. p. 169), and 
he acknowledged the parliament’s grace in 
a very humble epistle (Wakbcbton, Prince 
Rupert, iii. 409; Mist. MSS. Comm. 7th 
Rep. p. 72). According to Sir Edward 
Nicholas, Owen was reprieved at the suit of 
the Spanish and Dutch ambassadors, and on 
the threat of his countrymen that they would 
slay a hundred of the parliamentary men in 
revenge if he were executed (Carte, Original 
Letters, i. 247). When the Restoration took 
place, Owen interceded on behalf of Edmond, 
a son of the regicide, James Ohaloner [q. v.], 

under &od of the preservation o"f his life. 

Owen returned to his native county. But 
in 1869 ho attempted to raise Anglesey, 
Carnarvon, and Merioneth, at the same 
time that Sir George Booth raised Cheshire. 
He failed, and his estates were again ordered 
to be sequestered, as he was ‘known to be 


fled,' unless he appeared within ten days 
(Calendar of Committee fur Co ,1 pounding, 
p. 3260, 30 Sept. 1669 and 2(1 Jan. 1660-00). 
At the Restoration he petitioned fir redress 
and revenge, but with what rc-ult dms not 
appear (cf, Commo?is’ Journals, viii. 101,200, 
November 1600). In March 1661 bo re¬ 
ceived, along with others, a grant ol tbo over¬ 
plus of prizes token by the privateer Hi> hard 
Pettingall from the Dutch for 20,9701 (Cal. 
State Papers, Dom. 1663). 

Owen died in 1666, and was buried in the 
church of Peumorva, Carnarvonshire, where 
Pennant saw an inscription to him (Tour, 
p. 263). His estates still belong to his lineal 
descendant, Mrs. OrmeBby Gore, by whom 
his portrait is preserved at Porkington (en¬ 
graved in 4to edition of Pennant’s 1 Tours,’ 
where is also a copy of his funeral inscrip¬ 
tion). An engraving of Owen by T, Cald¬ 
well is mentioned by Bromley. 

Owen married, in 1617, Janet, daughter 
of Griffith Vaughan, sheriff of Merioneth (for 
whom Bee Dwnn, Visitations, ii. 219.) His 
eldest son, William, suffered sequestration in 
the wars (Lloyd, Memoirs, p. 669). 

Owen’s brother, Colonel William Owen, 
was governor of Harlech in Merionethshire, 
and was the contriver of the general insur¬ 
rection in North Wales in 1648. He was 
captured at Nottingham in August of the 
same year, and suffered sequestration and 
banishment. 

[Domestic Entry Book, 48a, Record Office 
(Catalogue of Knights); List of the Judges, 
&c. 161K-9; Conway taken by Storm, 19 Aug. 
1640; Weekly Account for 12 Aug. 1646; Cla¬ 
rendon Rebellion, vii. 133, xi. 262, 266, 261; 
Cent, Mag. 1866, i. 15 ; Warliurton’s Prince 
Rupert, ii. 401, 425, iii. 61, 237, 409; Tanner 
MBA lix. 471, 403, 662, 676, 680, 612; Old 
Parliamentary Hist. xv. 2, 171; Cary's Civil 
War, i. 177 ! Carlyle’s Cromwell, i. 304-7,424- 
427 ; Lloyd’s Memoirs, p. 668; Pennant's Tour 
in Wales, i. 262, 263 ; Williams's Diet, of Emi¬ 
nent Welshmen; Dwnn’g Heraldio Visitation of 
Three Counties of North Wales, ii. 219; Rush- 
worth 11 . iv. 1148, 1130; Commons' Journals, 
v. 602, 600, 648, vi. 168-9, viii. 180; Lords’ 
Journals, x, 688-600; Addit. MS. 6847, ff. 307, 
444; State Papers, Dom. 1646; Calendars, 
1646-65; Calendar of Committee for Compound¬ 
ing ; Hist. MSS. Comm. 2nd Rep. p. 86 (a count 
of the Ormesby Gore MS., from wmoh Wsihurton 
drew largely, and which contains numerous re¬ 
ferences to Sir John Owen), 7th Rep. pp. 71, 
128,8th Rep. p. 200; Fairfax Oorrespondenoe, 
11 . ii. 66; Gardiner’s Civil War, iii. 393, 615, 
521; The Cruel and Bloody Murthering of Mi. 
Lloyd, High Sheriff of Merioneth, 1648; A Per¬ 
fect Diurnall, 16 Nov, 1646; Hacket's Scrinia 
Roserato, ii, 218; Carte's Original Letters, i, 
247.] W.A. S. 
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OWEN, JOHN, D.D. (1616-1083), theo¬ 
logian, of an old Welsh family, was second 
son of tho Rov. llenry Owen, vicar of Slad- 
kainplon, Oxfordshire, wliore he was horn in 
1016. lie matriculated at Queen’s College, 
Oxford (having been previously at a school 
in tho town kept by Edward Sylvester), on 
4 Nov, 1031, graduated B.A. on 11 June 
1632, proceeded M.A. on 27 April 163(5, and 
wos created D.D. on 28 Dec. 16(38. As an 
imdorgruduato he read prodigiously, and 
relaxed his mind with lluts-playing and 
athletics. Dr. Thomas Wilson ftp v.J was his 
music-master, and his tutor Dr. Thomas 
Barlow [q.v.j, whoso friendship he retained 
throughout life, lie studied with equal 
7 ,os! classics, mathematics, philosophy, theo¬ 
logy, Ilebrow, and rabbinical loro, in 1637 
he loft tho university rather than submit to 
Land’s new slatulos, and, being already in 
holy orders, became chaplain to Bir Robert 
Dormer of Aseott, Oxfordshire. lie was 
afterwards chaplain to John, lord Lovelace 
al Hurley, Tlerkshiiu On tho outbreak of 
tiui civil war ho removed to Ohurterhouso 
Yard, London, whore ho obtained relief from 
eovoro spiritual distress, from which ho hod 
long suilbrod, and published two tracts: 

axla nurcfmicrwumKij, or a Display of 
Armimanism, being a Discovery of tho old 
Pelagian Idol, Freewill, with tho new Hod¬ 
dens Contingency,’ 1613,4to; and'The Duty 
of I’ustors and L’ooplo Distinguished, or a 
Brief Disconrso touching tho Administra¬ 
tion of Things commandod in Religion,’ 
1043, 4to. Tho former, a tronchant polomie 
against Arminianism, gol him preferment 
to tho sequestered rectory of Fordham, 
Essex; from tho iattor it appears that ho 
then held the presbytorian tlioory of church 
government, which, however, ho changed for 
mdupondeney upon a more thorough inves¬ 
tigation of thn history of tho primitive 
ohuroli. Tho t ransit ion was already olluotod 
in 1646 (cf, his iirst sermon preached beibro 
parliament, 1 A Vision of unchangeable free 
Mercy, to:., whereuuto is annexed u short 
Reformative about (Jhuvoli Movorumput,’ &o. 
London, 10 US, 4to), 

About this lime, on the death of tho trim 
incumbent, Owou was ejected from tho 
lt'ordham living by tlio patron; but, having 
takon tho covenant, was instituted by order 
of tbo Uouse of Lords, on the recommenda¬ 
tion of (lie IOarl of Warwick, to tlie neigh¬ 
bouring vicarage ofOoggushnll {Lords' Jour¬ 
nals, viii. 467). Hero ho modelled his church 
entirely on congregational principles, of 
which ho published an exposition, entitled 
‘ EhIioqI ; or Rules of Direction for the 
Walking of the Saints in Fellowship,’ Lon¬ 


don, 1648, 12mo. The Bame year he re- 
sumod ins polemic against Armimanism Ire 
the publication of < Sal us Electorum SaiWs 
Jean ; or the Death of Doath in. thB Dlath 
of Christ ’ (London, 4 to). Tho anhnomian 
tendency of this work elicit od protests from 
both Diehard Baxter and John Ilornerq.v.'' 
(cf. Baxtiiii. Aphorisms of Justification Ay- 
peudix; and ( )whn’s rejoinder Of t/ie Death 
iif Christ, the Price lie paid, and the Pur¬ 
chase lie made, &c., London, 1650). 

On tho surrender of OolcheBtor to Sir 
Thomas Fairfax, 27 Aug. 1648, Owen, at 
hit. request, preached two thanksgiving ser¬ 
mons—Olio at Colchester, tho other at Rom¬ 
ford. Both wore printed under the title 
* Kbnnoznr: a Memorial of tho Deliverance or 
Essex, County and Oommitloo, 1 &o,, London, 
1648,4lo. Ho preached before parliament 
on tho day following the oxeoution of the 
king, but made only thn most dmtnnt allu¬ 
sion l o t hut event. Tho sormon was printed 
shortly after its delivery, togother with a 
brief defence of the right of private judg¬ 
ment, mil it led "A Discourse about Tolera¬ 
tion and the Duty of I lie Civill Magistrate’ 
(London, Kill), 4to). 1 Ovpavav Oiipivm,’ 
another of Ids sermons before parliament, 
ireached on 11) April following, and puh- 
ishect tho sumo year (London, 4to), led to 
liis acquaintance being sought by Cromwell, 
whom 1m attondod ns chaplain in Ireland 
llis sermon on tho spiritual stale of that 
couulry, preached before parliament on 
28 Fob. l(ijj) 60, occasioned tho passing of 
an ordinance for tho re-endowment of Trinity 
College, Dublin,and the establishmonltheie 
of six salaried parliamentary prcaclinrs, On 
8 March 1610-60 Owen was appointed 
preacher to the council of state. In the 
autumn ho at (ended Cromwell in Scotland, 
and, having taken tho engagement, was in¬ 
truded into tho dunnery of Christ Ohuroli, 
Oxford, on 18 March J 0/50—J, in tho room 
of Edward Reynolds fq, v.], being about 
the sumo time appointed preacher at St. 
Mary’s. On 24 Oct, 105 L ho preached bo- 
foro parliament (ho thanksgiving sermon for 
(lie victory of Worcester; on 6 Feb. 1651-2 
Ircton’s funeral sermon. At Oxford olliees 
were uocumulnlod upon him. On 15 June 
1(352 Orotnwoll, then chancellor of the uni¬ 
versity, placed him on t ho hoard of visitors, 
on 0 Sept, following nominated him vice- 
ohancollor, and on 10 Oet. put the chancel¬ 
lorship in commission andmadohim flrstcom- 
m lesion or. About tho sumo time he was 
lluced on tho commission for licensing trams- 
iitions of tho Bible, and on 21J,March 16(38-4 
on (hat for approving publio proaohsrs, On 
27 Juno following 1m was returned to por- 
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liament for the university, but was unseated 
on account of bis orders. He served, how¬ 
ever,_ os chairman of a committee of referees 
appointed by the Protector's council (Id July 
1664) to devise means for the Christian 
composing of differences in the kirk of Scot¬ 
land, and as one of the associates of the 
committees of toleration, and for the con¬ 
sideration of the proposals of Manasseh ben 
Israel (1654-6), 

Owen retained the vice-chancellorship 
until 1668, when (9 Oct.) he was replaced 
bv Or. John Conant. In his execution of 
the office he displayed equal vigour and 
moderation. When the royalist rising was 
anticipated in the spring of 1664-6, he made 
himself responsible for the security of the 
town and county of Oxford, and was fre¬ 
quently to he seen riding at the head of a 
troop of horse, wallmounted, and aimed with 
sword and pistol. In defiance of academical 
etiquette, he dressed more like a layman 
than a divine, but was so far from slovenly 
that Anthony & Wood represents him as 
a fop; he was a strict disciplinarian, and 
curbed the license of the terra Jilii by ar¬ 
resting one of them with his own hands and 
sending him to Bocardo (the university 
gaol). He fostered learning and piety, and 
discouraged persecution. He connived at 
the public use of the proscribed liturgy of the 
church of England in the house of Dr. Tho¬ 
mas Willis [q. v.l, in the immediate vicinity 
of Christ Church; and to his influence it 
was mainly due that the Laudian professor 
of Arabic was secured in the possession of 
his Berkshire reotory [see Pocoox, EdwabdJ. 

Notwithstanding the heavy responsibili¬ 
ties which his various offices entailed, Owen 
found time to pass through the university 
press several elaborate theological treatises. 
In his ‘ Diatriba de Divina Justitia seu Jus- 
tithe Vmdicatricia Vindiciee 1 (1668, 8vo) he 
attempted to out the ground from under the 
feet of the Socinian by deducing the abso¬ 
lute necessity of satisfaction for sm from the 
constitution of the divine nature. lie also 
plunged afresh into the Arminian contro¬ 
versy, opposing to John Goodwin’s ‘Re¬ 
demption Redeemed ’ his ‘ Doctrine of the 
Saints’ Perseverance explained and con¬ 
firmed,’ published in 1664 (fob), with 
‘Animadversions on Dr. H. Hammond’s 
“ Dissertationes Qualuor”’ (on the evidence 
for episcopacy afforded by the Ignatiau 
epistles) [see Good win, John, and Hahmond, 
IIdnbt]. In 1055, at the request of the 
council of state, he entered the lists against 
John BiddleJcpv.] with ‘Vindicies Evan- 
golicee; or the Mystery of the Gospel vin¬ 
dicated and Socmiamsme examined,’ 4to. 


This work brought Hammond into the field 
with a defence of the orthodoxy of Grotins, 
whom Owen had classed among Socinians. 
Owen replied in ‘ A Review of the Annota¬ 
tions of Hug 0 Grotius in reference to the Doc¬ 
trine of the Deity and Satisfaction of Christ; 
with a Defence of the Charge formerly laid 
againbt them’ (1656, 4to). To the same 
period belong several of his best known minor 
treatises—viz . 1 Of the Mortification of Sin 
m Believers,’ 1666, 8vo (2nd edit. 1668); 
‘ Of Communion with God the Father, Son, 
and Holy Ghost, each Person distinctly in 
Love, Grace, and Consolation,’ 1667,4to, a 
piece of wire-drawn mysticism, severely cri¬ 
ticised by William Sherlock [q.v.J in 1674 
(cf, infra); ‘ Of Schism: the true Nature of 
it discovered and considered with reference 
to the Present Differences in Religion,’1657, 
8vo, an ingenious attempt to exonerate non¬ 
conformists from the guilt of schism, which 

J irovoked an answer from Daniel Cawdry 
q.v.], to which Owen rejoined in ‘A Re¬ 
view of the True Nature of Schism,’&c., 
1667, 8vo; ‘Of Temptation: the Nature 
and Power of it,’ &c., 1668, 8vo; ‘ Of the 
Divine Original, Authority, Self-evidencing 
Light and Power of the Scriptures,’ 1669, 
8vo. Appended to this work were some ill- 
judged ‘ Considerations on the Prolegomena 
and Appendix to the late Biblia Poly- 
siotta,’ which drew from Brian Walton 
[q.v,] an animated reply; and ‘ Some Exer- 
oitations’ (in Latin) against the quoker 
theory of inspiration, which were answered 
with unfriendly heat by Samuel Fisher in 
‘ Rustious ad Academicos’ [see Ftshdb, 
SiinJUL, 1606-1666], Owen attended the 
synod of independent divines held at the 
Savoy, 29 Sept, to 12 Oot. 1668, when 
the confession of faith known as the Savoy 
Declaration was formulated. 

After the abdication of Richard Cromwell 
Owen was commissioned by the council of 
state to raise a volunteer corpsfor the defence 
of Oxford. During the critical period which 
ensued he was in London, straining every 
nerve to secure Houck’s adhesion to the in¬ 
dependent faotion, Ejected from Christ 
Ohurch on 13 Maroh 1069-00, he returned 
to an estate which he had bought at 
Stadhompton, and while there published 
©eo Xoyov/ieva irairoSajra, an encyclopaedic 
Latin treatise on the history of religion 
and. theology, natural and revealed, from the 
creation to the reformation. While the bill 
for uniformity in the prayers and csremonies 
of the church of England was pending, he 
tendered a temperate protest against it in 
‘A Discourse concerning Liturgies and their 
Imposition,’ London, 1662, 8vo, This tract 
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appeared anonymously, as also did his able 
‘Animadversions ’ on tho ‘ Fiat Lux ’ of Vin¬ 
cent Canes [a. v.l, published the same year 
(London, 8vo). The latter-work was acknow¬ 
ledged by Owen in the ‘ Vindication ’ of it 
which ho published in 1664, So signal was 
tho service which by these works he was 
thought to have rendered to the protestant 
” i that Lord Clarendon offered him 

S -eferment if he would conform to the 
of England, IIo remained true to 
his principles, however, and in 1664-6 was 
indicted at Oxford for holding religious as¬ 
semblies in his house. Ho escaped without 
imprisonment, and removed to London. 
There he pleaded the cause of religious 
liberty in several anonymous tracts: ‘ In¬ 
dulgence and Toleration considered ’ and 
‘ A Peace Oilbring or Ploa for Indulgence,’ 
both published in 1667,4to; and ‘Truth and. 
Innocenco vindicated’ (1669, 8vo), a roply 
to Samuel Parker’s ‘ Discourse on Ecclesias¬ 
tical Polity.’ There, too, ho publiahod (also 
anonymously) ‘ A Brief Instruction on the 
Worship of God andDiscipline of the Ohurohos 
of tho New Testament ’ (1667, ISmo) ; 
‘ The Nature, Fowar, Decoit, and Provaluncy 
of the Remainders of Indwelling Sin in 
Believers ’ (1608,8vo); and, with his namo, 
in 1669, ‘ A Practical Exposition on Psalm 
cxxx ’ (4to), and a ‘A Brief Declaration and 
Vindication of tho Doctrine of tho Trinity ’ 
(12mo), both of which have been frequently 
reprinted (sec bibliographical note, infra). 
Ilia elaborate ‘ Exercitations on the Epistle 
to tho Hebrews, 1 of which the first volume 
appeared in 1668 (fol.), were completed 
in four volumes, of which the inbt was not 
published until after his death (London, 
1684, fol.) In 1670 a minute bv Owen on the 
Conventicle Bill was submitted to the I-louso 
of Lords. In 1671 he issued an argument 
on bebalf of tho strict observance of tho 
Sunday, entitled * Exercitations concerning 
tho Name, &a., of a Day of Sacred Host’ 
(London, 8vo) j and in 1672 u dissuasive 
against tho praotico of occasional conformity 
adopted by some of tliB loss strict dissontors, 
entitled ‘ A Discourse concerning Evangoli- 
cal Love, Churoh Peace, and Unity’ (Con¬ 
don, 8vo). 

Owon bad powerful friends at court, among 
them Sir John Trovor, secretary of statoin tho 
Cabal i George, first earl of Berkeley [q, v,]; 
.Roger Boyle, first oarl of Orrory [q. v. j ; Ar¬ 
thur Annealey, flrat earl of Anglesey; and 
Philip, fourth lord Wharl on[q, v.J, whom he 
frequently visited at Wooburn, Buckingham¬ 
shire. In 1674 tho Duko of York wkilod 
away a vacant hour nb Tunbridge Wolle in 
discussing with him the rights and wrongs 


of nonconformity; and Charles II gave him 
a private audience at London, and a thousand 
guineas for distribution among the sufferers 
by tlie penal laws. Hence, notwithstanding 
the Conventicle Act and the revocation 
of the declaration of indulgence, by wkieh 
its operation had been at first suspended 
Owon was suffered to preach; and, after 
dallying with Baxter’s project for a union 
of the prosbyterians and independents, ac¬ 
cepted m 1673 the pastorate of an inde¬ 
pendent congregation in Leadonholl Street. 
Among his fioek were Fleetwood, Desborough 
and Sir John Ilartopp [q. v.] In 1674 ap¬ 
peared his ‘ Vindication of Some Passages m 
aDiscourso concerning Communion with God 
from tho Exceptions of William Sherlock' 
(London, 8vo). In his ‘ HvevpaToXoyla ; or 
a Discourse concerning the Holy Spirit,’ 
published tho samo year (fol.), his ‘Nature 
of Apoatflcio from the Profession of the 
Gospol, and the Punishment of Apostates 
declared’ (1670, 8vo), as also in his ‘Reason 
of Faith’ (1677, 8vo), and ‘Doctrine of 
Justification by Faith through the Imputa¬ 
tion of tliu Righteousness of Christ ’ (1677, 
4to), his ‘ XpuTTakoyia ; or a Declaration 
of tho Glorious Mystery or the Person of 
Christ, God and Man,’ &e. (1679. 4to), his 
‘ Oluiroh of Romo no Safe Guido’ (1679,4to), 
and his ‘Union among Protestants’ (1680, 
4to), he bent his whole strength to the task 
of arresting tho movements towards Roms on 
tho ona hand, and rationalism on the other. 

In 1680 an attack on dissenters by Stilling- 
fleet, in one of his sermons, drew from Owen 
an anonymous * Brief Vindication of the 
Nonconformists from the Oliargo ofSchisme’ 
(4 to), to which Btillingttuet replied by a 
* DiBcoutBo of tho Unreasonableness of Sepa¬ 
ration.’ Owen rejoined with * An Enquiry 
into tho Original Natnro, Institution, Powor, 
Order, and Communion of Evangolioal 
Ohurohos’ (1681, 4to), wherein he en¬ 
deavoured to provo that the ecclesiastical 
polity of tho first two oonturios was con¬ 
gregational. This provotl to be Owen’s Iasi 
controversy. In 1681 ho published at London 
‘ <bpivi)pa rov Itvevparos ; or the Grace and 
Duty of boing Spiritually-Minded’ (4lo); 
and anonymously in tho following year‘A 
Brief and Impartial Account of the Nature 
of the Protestant Religion ’ (4to, reprinted in 
1690); and a tract 1 Of tho Work of the 
Iloly Spirit in Prayor 1 (8vo). IIo was en¬ 
gaged In passing through the press his 
‘Meditations and Discourses on the Glory 
of Christ,’ when a protractod and painful 
illness—he suffered from both stone and 
asthma—terminated his life oif St. Bartholo¬ 
mew’s Day, 24 Aug. 1683. His remains were 



Owen 


1321 


interred on 4 Sept., with many tokens of 
public respect, in BnnhiH Fields, his funeral 
sermon heing preached by David Olarkson 
fq. v.] His library was sold by auotion on 
Olay 1684, 

Owen married twice. Bv his first wife 
(married at Fordham, died 1676) he had 
eleven children, all of whom died in his 
lifetime. By his second wife (who survived 
him), Dorotny, widow of Thomas D’Oyley 
of Chiselhampton, near Stadhampton, married 
at London, by license, dated 21 June 1677, 
he had no children. She brought him a con¬ 
siderable fortune, which enabled him to keep 
hie carriage and a villa, first at Kensington, 
and afterwards at Boling, 

Owen was a tall and strong man, the 
dignity of whose appearance was not dimi¬ 
nished by a slight scholar’s stoop. His 
somewhat irregular features were animated 
by a smile of extreme sweetness. Portraits 
of him, by By ley, are in the Baptist College, 
Bristol, and the Lancashire Independent Ool- 
lege: another^ by an unknown painter, is in 
the National Portrait Gallery, London: this 
has been engraved in line for Thane’s series 
of historical portraits. For other engravings 
see his ‘ Sermons,’ ed. 1721, fob, and the col¬ 
lective editions of his works, Palmer’s ‘Non- 
conformista’Memorial,’and Middleton’s ‘Bio- 
grapkia Evangelica ’ (ef. Bromley, Cat. of 
Portraits, p. 137). 

Owen ranks with Baxter and Howe among 
the most eminent of puritan divines. A 
trenchant controversialist, he distinguished 
himself no less by temperatenese of tone than 
by vigour of polemic. Hie learning was 
vast, various, and profound, and his mastery 
of colvinistio theology complete. On the 
other hand, his style is somewhat tortuous 
and his method unduly discursive, so that 
his works are often tedious reading. His 
only essay in elegant scholarship consists of 
some poor elegiacs in Cromwell’s honour, 
published in the ‘ Musarum Oxoniensium 
’E\aio(j)opia ’ in 1664. 

The 1 Meditations and Discourses. on the 
Glory of Christ,’ which he was revising at 
the timo of his death, appeared at London in 
two parts; pt. i. in 1681 (fol.), and pt, ii. in 
1891 (fob). Both parts were reprinted in one 
volume in 1896, 8vo; 2nd edit. 1717,12mo j 
later reprints Glasgow, 1700 ; Sheffield, 
1792, 8voi London, 1880 P and 1866 P.8vo. 
A manuscript, ‘Answer unto Two Questions j 
with Twelve Arguments against any Con¬ 
formity toWorskip not of Divins Institution,’ 
found among his papers upon his death, 
fell into Baxter’s hands, ana occasioned his 
‘Oatliolick Communion defended,’ 1684. _ The 
tract thus answered before it was printed 
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was first published in 1720 (London, 8vo). 
Other posthumous works appeared at London 
as follows'. ‘The Principlesot the Doctrine 
of Christ unfolded in two short C.itecbihines/ 
1084,12mo; ‘ A Treatise on the Dominion 
of Sin and Grace,’ 1688 (Edinburgh, 1789, 
12mo); ‘The True Nature of a Gospel Church 
and its Government,’ 1689,4to; ‘A Guide to 
Church Fellowship and Order according to 
the Gospel-Institute,’1692,12mo; ‘TwoDis- 
courses concerning the Holy Spirit and His 
Work—the one oi the Spirit os a Comforter, 
the other as He is the Author of Spiritual 
Gifts,’ 1698 (Glasgow, 1792), 8vo [see Cla.- 
oett, William]; ‘The Gospel Grounds and 
Evidences of the Faith of God’s Elect,’ 1709, 
8vo; Twenty-five Discourses suitable to the 
Lord’s Supper,’ ed, R. Winter, 1760 (Leeds, 
1806), 12mo. 

Owen’s ‘Works’(including,however, only 
the XpitrroXoy‘a, the treatises on communion 
with God, sin, temptation, the death of ChriBt, 
and the ‘ Display of Anninianism’) and ser¬ 
mons (including tracts, Latin orations dur¬ 
ing his vice-chancellorship, with his ‘Life’ 
by Asty) were published at London in 1721, 
2 vols. fob Two collective editions, includ¬ 
ing sermons, appeared during the nineteenth 
century: (1) by T. Russell, with ‘Life’ by 
W. Orme, London, 1820, 28 vols. 8vo (the 
last seven volumes being the ‘ Exercitations 
on the EpistlB to the Hebrews, 1 ed. Orme) j 
(2) by W. H. Goold, with ‘Life’ by A. 
Thomson, London, 1860-6, 24 vole. 8vo. 

Particular treatises have appeared, where 
not otherwise specified, at London, os fol¬ 
lows : 1, ‘ Certaine Treatises formerly pub¬ 
lished at severall times now reduced into 
One Volume, viz. (i.) “A Display of the 
Erroura of the Armmians concerning Free¬ 
will ; ” (ii.) “ A Treatise of the Redemption 
and Reconciliation that is in the Blood of 
Christ; ” (iii.) “ The Duty of Pastors and Peo¬ 
ple distinguished,”’ 1640, 4to. 2. ‘ Eshcol,’ 
1666P 1700.1764. 12mo. 3. ‘Ofthe Mor¬ 
tification of Sin in Believers,’ 1668, 1788, 
12mo; and in John Wesley's ‘Christian Li¬ 
brary,’ voLx. 1820,8yo. 4. ‘TheNature, &c., 
of the Remainders of Indwelling Sin in Be¬ 
lievers,’ 1076,1782,1806,1826, l2mo; Pais¬ 
ley, 1772,12mo; Glasgow, 1826,12mo, 6.‘A 
Brief Declaration and Vindication of the 
Doctrine of the Trinity,’ 1670, 1719, 8vo. 
0. QtoXoyuvptua Havro&aird, Bremen, 1684, 
4to. 7. ‘ A Brief Instruction in the Wor¬ 
ship of God and Discipline of the Churched 
of the New Testament,’ 1688, 8vo. 8. ‘ Me¬ 
ditations and Discourses of the Glory of 
Christ/ 1717,18S0P 12mo; Glasgow, 1790, 
8voj Sheffield, 1792,8vo; Edinburgh, 1856? 
8vo. 9. ‘Solus Electorum Sanguis Josu,’ 
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Edinburgh, 1765, 1846, 8vo. JO. 'A Dis¬ 
sertation on Divine Justice ’ (translation of 
the ‘Diatriba de Divina Justitia’ by J. Staf¬ 
ford), 1770, 12mo, 11. ‘Of Temptation,’ 
Paisley, 1772,12mo ; London, 1806, 1831, 
12mo, J2. UvevnuToKoyta, Glasgow, 1791, 
2 vols. 8vo. 18. ‘Two Discourses concern¬ 
ing tlie Iloly Spirit and Ilis Work,’ Glas¬ 
gow, 1792,8vo. L 4 . 1 Two Treatises: (i.) “ The 
Mori ideation of Sin in Beliovers;” (ii.) “Of 
Temptation,’”1809, 8vo. 16. ‘A Treatise on 
tho Nature and Beauty of Gospel Worship,’ 
1812, 8vo. 10. 'A brief and impartial Ac¬ 
count of the Protestant lloligion,’ 1822. 
17. ‘ Tho GraceandDuly of being Spiritually- 
Mindod,’ od. T. Ohalinors, Glasgow, 1820; 
London, 1884, 12mo. 18. ‘A Treatise on 
tho Sahbath ’ (being tho 1 Exercitations enn- 
oerning the Day of Sacred Rest’), od. J. W. 
Brooks, 1829, 1881, 12mo. 19. ‘Of Com¬ 
munion with God,’ Edinburgh, 1849, 32mo; 
and London, 1869,12mo. 

Several volumes of selections from his 
more popular works have also appeared, viz,: 

‘ 0weniana,’ ed. Art bur Young, London, 1817, 
8va; ‘Solcotions from tho Works of John 
()wou,’ od. W. Wilson, London, 1826, 12ino; 
1 Select British Divinos,’ od. Bradley,London, 
1824-27, vols. xiii-xxv.; ‘ Christian Library,’ 
od. J. AYesley, vols. x. and xi.; a 1) utcli trans¬ 
lation of the ‘Exercitations on tho Epistle 
to tho Hebrews,’ by Simon Oommenieq, ap¬ 
peared at Amsterdam, 1733-40, 7 vols, 4to; 
an English abridgment of tho original, en¬ 
titled ‘Exposition of tho Epistlo to tho llo- 
brows,’ with ‘ Life 1 of () wen by E. Wi Uiams, 
was published in London, 1790, t vols. 8va ; 
and u reprint of tho entire work, wilh the 
treat ise on the Sabbath, od. AVright, Edin¬ 
burgh, 1812-14, 7 vols. 8vo. 

[Tho principal primary authorities arc tho 
lives in Wood's Til homo Oxon, (Bliss), Biogmphia 
Britannica, tho rolled ivo edition of Oivon’s Sur- 
mons (1721). To those add Wood’s Life and 
Times (Oxford Hist. Roc.), i. 148, 221, 307, An¬ 
nals, ed. dutch, vol.ii.pt. ii.pp. 044—61 j Poster's 
Alnnmi Oxon.; Bog. Univ. Oxford (Cnmdon Sue.); 
Boliq. Biatnr. od, Sylvostor (1000), i. 04, 107, 
111, ii. 107, iii. 00, OS, 108, with Uahvmy’s 
Continuation, ii. Q17-22, and Account, pp. 53-1; 
Ludlow’s Mom. od. 1771, p.272; Wliitolosko’s 
Mom,; Thurloo Stato Papers,iii. 28); Scoboll’s 
Acts, 1064, c. 00; Burton’s Diary, ii, 66 ; Tlist. 
M88, Comm. OthBop. App p, 400,7th Bop. App. 
p. 804; Addit. MS. 16070, if. 177, 182, 206; 
Peek's Dosuloiuta Ctiriosa, ii. 601; Evolyu’s Mora, 
od. Bray, i. 200; Lysons’s Environs of Loudon 
(Middlesex), p. 228; Luttroll’a Eolation of Stats 
Affairs; Monica's Memoirs of Eager Boyle, Earl 
of Orrory (1743),p. 101 ; Granger's Bingr, Hist, of 
Engl.; Life of Owen prollxod to his Expos! tiomof 
the Epistlo to tho Hebrews, od, Williams, 1780; 


Livos by AYilliam Ormo (first published in 18101 
and Andrew Thomsen prefixed to the collective 
editions of Owen’s Works by Russell (I826)and 
Goold (1860-6) rospcotivoly; and in Palmer's 
Nouconi. Memorial ; Middleton’s Biographia 
Evongelica; Bogus and Bennett’s Hist, of Dis¬ 
senters ; Wilson’s Hist, of Dissenting Churches- 
Christ. Biogr. (Religious Tract Soc.), 1835 - 
Evang, Succession, 3rd ser. 1884; Notes and 
Queries, 8th ser, yiii. 64; Neal’s Hist, of tho 
Puritans.] J, M. E. 

OWEN", JOHN (1766—1822), divine, was 
son of Richard Owen of Old Btroet, London, 
lie entered St. Paul's school on 18 Oct! 
1777, wliouco he proceeded in 1784, as Sykes 
exhibitioner, to Magdalene College, Cam¬ 
bridge (admitted a sizar 10 May). He mi¬ 
grated to Corpus Ohristi College, and was 
admitted a scholar on the old foundation on 
17 Nov. 1784, graduated H.A. in 1788, be- 
enmo a fellow ii April 1789, and proceeded 
M.A. in 1701. 

In tho spring of 1791 he went on the con- 
t burnt, at first as tutor to a young gentleman. 
In Soplombor 1792 ho loft Geneva for the 
south of Franco, and arrived in Lyons to 
find it in t ho bauds of a revolutionary mob. 
llo with difficulty escaped to Switzerland. 
On Ilia return to England, early in 1793, 
Owen published some loltors whioli ho had 
addrossed to W. Jlelsham as ‘ Travels into 
Different Parts of Europe, in the years 1791 
and 1782, with familiar llomarliB on Places, 
Mini, and Manners,’ London, 1700, 2 vols. 
Boon after his return ho was ordained, and 
on L Ropt. 1794 ho married and settled at 
Cambridge. On 11 March and C Aug. 1794 
Owon preached two aesizo sermons in the uni¬ 
versity church of Bt. Mary’s. Tlioso wore pub¬ 
lished at Cambridge in 1794. In tho same 
year ho publisliod ‘Tho Ilotrospeot; or Refloe- 
t ions on tho State of Religion and Politics in 
Franco and Groat Britain,’ London, 1794. 
At tho ond of 1705 Owon was presented by 
Beilby l’ortsus [q. v.], bishop oi London, to 
the curacy of Fulham, Middlesex, where he 
resided for sovontoeu and a half years. 
Poi'tens had prosontod him in 1808 to the 
rectory of Pagleshura, Essex; and when, in 
1813, Dr. Randolph, Portons’s successor, re- 

S uired Owen’s rosidenco there, ho resigned 
iioJftilham curacy. Ho aftorwards became 
ministor of Park Chapel, Chelsea. 

Owon’s connection with tho British and 
Foreign Bible Society is his chief claim 1 to 
remembrance. From 23 April 1804—a &w 
weeks after its foundation—until bis death be 
wits its principal secretary, although unpaid. 
Ho wroto, in defence of tho sogiety, a ‘ Latter 
to a Country Clergyman, occasioned by his 
Address to Lord Teigamonth, &o., by a 
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Suburban Clergyman ; ’ and to on attack by 
Thomas Twining and Major Scott Waring 
on tho soeiaty’s work in India, on the 
ground that a conquered nation’s free exer¬ 
cise of religion was improperly interfered 
with, Owen replied in ‘ An Address to the 
Chairman of the East India Company,’ &c., 
London, 1st, 2nd, and 3rd editions, 1807. 
At the request of some of its members 
1 )wen wrote ‘The History of the Origin and 
First Ten Years of the British and Foreign 
Bible Society,’ 2 yols. London, 1818. This 
was reviewed by Robert Southey [q. v.] in 
t he ‘ Quarterly Review,’ 1827, vol. xxxvi. pp. I 
1-28, who, while calling Gwen one ‘ of its I 
most amiable as well as able advocates,’ 
severely censures the society’s translations. 
A French translation of the work appeared. 

In August 1818 Owen went abroad, to 
assist at tho establishment of a branch bible 
society in Paris, and to inspect the progress 
of the Turkish New Testament, then in course 
of preparation for the socioty by Professor 
Kioffer. lie visited Pastor Oberlin and the 
branches established at Zurich, St. Gall, Con¬ 
stance, and other Swiss towns. He returned 
to England in December, and published ‘Brief 
Extracts from Letters on the Object and Con¬ 
nexions of the British and Foreign Bible So¬ 
ciety,’ London, 1819. He also wrote ‘ Two 
Letters on the Subject of the French Bible,’ 
London, 1 st and 2nd editions, 1822. This was 
in reply to a charge of Socinianism brought 
against the translation. 

Owen died at Ramsgate on 26 Sept. 1822, 
and was buried at Fulham. Jlis widow, whose 
maiden name was Charlotte Green, and 
soveral children survived him. One of his 
daughters married tho eldest son of William 
Wilberforce [q. v.] 

Besides sermons and the works noted, 
Owen wrote: 1. ‘ The Christian Monitor for 
the last Days,’ 1799; 2nd edit. 1808. 2, ‘ An 
Earnest Expostulation with those who Live 
in the Neglect of Public Worship,’ London, 
1801. 3. 1 Tho FasliionablsWorld Displayed,’ 
by ‘Thoophilus Christian, esq.,’ 1st edit. Lon¬ 
don, 1804 ; 2nd edit., with a dedication to 
Beilby Porteus, bishop of London, 3rd edit. 
1806 ; 6th edit. 1806; 7th edit. 1809. An 
eighth edition was published before 1822. 
A New York edition from the fifth London 
edition appeared in 1800, 

[Graduati Cantata, p. 362; Masters’s Hist, of 
Corpus Ohristi, Cambridge, ed. Lamb, 417-20 ; 
Gent. Mag. September 1813, pp. 228-8 ; works 
above mentioned; Faulkner’s Historical and 
Topographical Account of Fulham, p. 260 ; ex¬ 
tracts from thc'Brgiater of Corpus Chrisli Col¬ 
lege, per the Rev. J. R. Harmer, librarian. 
Owen’s funeral sermon, entitled The Character 


and Happiness of them that die in the Lord, 
was preached by William Denltry [q. v.] on 
13 Oct. at Park Chapel, and published, London, 
1822; 2nd edit, same place and date. Another 
by Joseph Hughes, M A., surviving secretary oi 
the Bible Society, preached at Dr. Winter's 
meeting-house, New Court, Carey Street, on 
27 Oct., was also published, London, 1822. A 
Tribute of Gratitude, by one of his congrega¬ 
tion, and an Ode to Owen's memory, were pub¬ 
lished, London, 1822, and Thetford, 1823, re¬ 
spectively.] 0. F. 8. 

OWEN, JOHN (1821-1883), Welsh 
musician, known in Wales by his pseudonym 
of ‘ Owain Alaw,’ was born in Crane Street, 
Chester, on 14 Nov. 1821. His father was the 
captain of a small vessel; both parents were 
natives of Llanfachreth, Merionethshire, hilt 
had settled in Chester shortly before his birth. 
Owen began life as apprentice to a firm of 
cutlers, Messrs. Powell & Edwards; hut in 
1844, having shown a conspicuous aptitude 
for music, he gave up business and became a 
professional musician. He was organist in 
succession of Lady Huntingdon’s chapel, St. 
Paul’s, Boughton, St. Bridget’s, St. Mary's, 
and the Welsh church (all in Chester), and at 
the same time gave tuition in music. It was, 
however, in connection with the Eisteddfod 
that he attracted the notice of his fellow- 
countrymen. His success in winning the prize 
for the best anthem attheRoyalEisteddfodof 
Rhuddlan (1860) was the first of a series of 
victories which gave ‘Owain Alaw’ a recog¬ 
nised place among Welsh musicians. He 
devoted himself energeticaRy to composition, 
and during the next few yearn wrote a large 
number of glees, songs, and anthems, pub¬ 
lished in various Welsh musical magazines of 
the time. His only attempts at more ambi¬ 
tious work were the ‘ Prince of Wales Cantata ’ 
(1862) and the ‘ Festival of Wales ’ Cantata 
(1866). In 1860 appeared under his editor¬ 
ship the first number of ‘ Gems of Welsh 
Melody,’ a collection of Welsh airs, published 
in four numbers at Ruthin (2nd edit. Wrex¬ 
ham, 1873). His fluent and melodious style 
of composition made him one of the most 
popular of Welsh musicians, and he was also 
much in request as conductor and adjudi¬ 
cator, lie died at Chester on 29 Jan. 1883. 

[Article by D. Emlyn Evans in Geninen, i. 
124-30.] J. E. L. 

OWEN, JOSIAH (1711 P-1766), presto- 
terian minister, was bora about 1711. He 
was a nephew of James Owen (1664-1706) 
[q, v.], and of Charles Owen, D.D. [q. v.J, 
and is generally said to have been the son of 
their eldest brother, David Owen (d. 7 Oct. 
1710, aged 69), minister of Henllan, Carmar¬ 
thenshire. He may have been a posthumous 
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eon, but he has probably been confused with 
David Owen’s son Jeremiah, who was edu¬ 
cated by James Owen, succeeded his father 
at Henllan, and, after holding various pas¬ 
torates in England, died in America. Josiah 
Owen was educated by his uncle, Charles 
Owen, at Warrington. His first settlement 
was at Bridgnorth, Shropshire (after 1729), 
which he left in 1736, Ho then minis¬ 
tered for short periods at Walsall, and at 
Stone, Staffordshire. Some time after June 
1740 he became minister of Blackwator 
Street Chapel, Roolidale, Lancashire. His 
ministry was immediately successful, and his 
chapel was enlarged in 1743. He came into 
note in connection with the rebellion of 
1746 as a strong writer against the political 
and religious principles oftlic Jacobites. To 
him has been assigned the pun on the word 
Jacobite which belongs to Daniel Burgess 
(1616-1718) [q. v.] He published a sermon 
with the title, ‘ All is well; or the Defent of 
tho late Rebellion ... an exalted and illus¬ 
trious Blessing,’ 1746, In his treatment of 
Thomas Duacon [q. ▼.], whom ho calls * the 
Master-Tool ’ of the faction, he was particu¬ 
larly harsh. An anonymous letter (dated 
‘ Manchester, 6 Oct. 1740 ’) in the ‘ Whitehall 
Evening Post’ (11 Oct.) sooited at Deacon 
for pulling off his hat when passing tho * rebel 
heads’ or his unfortunate son and another 
insurgont, affixed to the Mnuchesier Ex¬ 
change. ‘ Some suppose he offere up a prayer 
for thorn, others to them.’ This lotter was 
defended in the 1 Gentleman’s Magazine ’ by 
a letter (dated 'Manchester, 19 Deo. 1740 ! ) 
bearing the odd signature 1 Philopatriio,’ 
which Owen subsequently acknowledged as 
his. John Byrom [q. v.] referred, in ‘ An 

Epistleloa Friend,’to 'thelow-bred0-ns 

of tho age,’ and published a ballad on ' tho 
zealot of Rochdale,’ under the titlo of ‘Sir 
Lowbred 0 .. N, or the Hottentot Knight,’ 
retorting a conrso gibo by Owen. Tho letter 
was fully persuaded of the goodness of his 
cause, butnot sufficiently careful of his facts. 
Though nominally a prosbylerian, he was 
warmly opposed to ‘ synodB and assemblies,’ 
and is said to havo been instrumental (about 
1760) in prevailing with tho ‘provincial 
meeting’ of the ‘associated ministers of 
Lancashire’ to discontinue the customary 
questions respecting the internal state of onn- , 
gregationB. In debate, as in pamphlet war, j 
ho was famous for his powers of retort. His 
ministry at Rochdale closed on 14 June 
1762. He beoame minister of the prosby- 
terian congregation atEUenthorp, Yorkshire, 
whore ho died in 1766,' oet. 44.’ 

Ho published, in addition to separate ser¬ 
mons, including funeral sermons for Charles 
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D V D : (j 74 , 6 )- .Tames 
(1746): 1. ‘ A Letter to the Bishop of Litch¬ 
field and Coventry,’&c, 1746,8vo ; two edi¬ 
tions m the same year. 2. ‘Jacobite and 
Non-luring Principles freely Examined,’ &e 
Manchester,1747, 8vo; 2nd edit. 1748, 8vo: 
to some copies of the second edition a new 
title-page, ‘ The Humourist,’ &o., was prefixed 
(among other answers was ‘ A Lotter to the 
Clergy of Manchester, probably bv Thomas 
Percival (1719-1788), of Royton & 
8. 1 Dr. Deacon try’d before his own Tribunal ’ 
&c., Manchester, 1748, 8vo. ’ 

[Gentleman’s Magazine, 1746 pp. 679 sea 
088 seq., 1747 pp. 78 seq, 1748 pp. 206 seq • 
Monthly Repository, 1821, p. 478; Lathbm’s 
Hist, of the Nonjurors, 1846, pp. 3 bi seq • 
Christian Reformer, 1866, pp. 366 seq. ; Byrom’s 
Diary (Chatham Boo.), 1867, ii. 431; Miall’s 
Congregationohsm in Yorkshire, 1868, p. 260- 
Halley’s Lancashire, 1889, ii. 864 Beq (calls him 
James Owen); Unitarian Horald, 11 June and 
7 July 1882 (articles by Richard Pilcher), 
Rees’s Hint. Prot. Nonconf. in Wales, 1883* 
p. 294; Nightingale’s Lancashire Nonconformity 
[1802], iii. 242; Pooms of John Byrom (Ohotham 
Boo.), 1894, ii. 362, 868 sq.] A.G. 

OWEN, LEWIS (d. 1666), Welsh ad¬ 
ministrator, was the son of Owen ap Hywel 
ap Llywelvn of Llwyn, Dolgellau. Under 
Henry VIII he became vice-chamberlain of 
North Wales and baron of the exchequer of 
Carnarvon, taking from the latter office his 
familiar title of ‘ y Barwn Owen.’ lie was 
sheriff of Merioneth for 1646-6 and 1664-5, 
and he represented the county in the parlia¬ 
ments of 1647, of the spring of 1663, and of 
1564. He lived at Owrt Plas yn dre, Dol¬ 
gellau, which, until its recent removal to 
Newtown, was pointed out to tourists as 
1 Owen Qlyndwr’s parliament-house.’ Owen 
mot his death at the hands of ' Gwylliaid 
Oochion Mawddwy,’ the red-hoired brigands 
of tho Mawddwy district. Empowered by 
a commission to extirpate tho band, he and 
John Wynn ap Maredudd of Gwydir one 
Ohristmas-eve seized over eighty of them, 
and in due time had them exeouted. The 
rest swore revenge, and on 11 Oet. 1666 way¬ 
laid him near Mallwyd as he was returning 
from tho Montgomeryshire assizes. His 
rotinuo fled, leaving only his son-in-law, John 
Lloyd of Oeiswyn, to defend him, and he fell 
pierced with more than thirty wounds. The 
spot is still known os ‘ Llidiart y Barwn,’ 
tho Baron’s Gate. 

Owen married Margaret, daughter of Ro¬ 
bert Puleston, rector of Gresford, and had 
seven sous—John Lewis of pwrt Plas yn 
dre, nugli of Cae’rberilan, Edward of Hen- 
gwrt, Gruffydd of Peniarth, Robert of Bron- 
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elydwr, Simon and Ellis—and four daugh¬ 
ters : Elin, Elizabeth, Catrin, and Mary. His 
descendant, Hugh Owen (1639-17(50), is 
separately noticed. Many important Merio¬ 
nethshire families, such as the Wynnes of 
Peniarth and the Vaughans of Nannau, trace 
their descent from him. 

(Dwnn’s Heraldic Visitations of 'Wales, ii. 
236-7; Pennant's Tours in Wales, ii. 232-4: 
Kalendars of Gwynedd, 1873; Yorke's Boynl 
Tribes of Wales, ed. Williams, 1887,] J. E. L. 

OWEN, LEWIS (1632-1694), bishop of 
Cassano. [See Lnwis, Owns.] 

OWEN ; LEWIS (1672-1633), contro¬ 
versialist, is perhaps the Lewis Owen, eldest 
son of Gtruflydd Owen, who was fourth son 
of Lewis Owen (d. 1666) [q. v.], baron of the 
exchequer, of Carnarvon (Dwnst, Heraldic 
Visitations, ii. 67,238). lie certainly came of 
a Merionethshire family, was bom in 1672, 
and matriculated from Christ Church, Oxford, 
on 4 Dec. 1690, aged 18 (Foster, Alumni 
Oxon. 1600-1714, iii. 1100). He left the uni¬ 
versity without taking a degree, having, ac¬ 
cording to Wood, ‘ some petty employment 
bestowed on him about that time. After¬ 
wards ho travelled, in the latter end of Q. 
Elizab. and beginning of K. James, into several 
countries of Europe; and in Spain, making 
a longer continuance than elsewhere, he 
entered himself, if I mistake no), into the 
Society of Jesus at Valladolid, where he con¬ 
tinued a curious observer among them for 
some time. At length, being fully satisfied 
of their intrigues, which tended, as he said, 
to worldly policy rather than true religion, 
he left, and became a bitter enemy against 
them, as well in. his discourses as writings ’ 
{Athena O.ron. ii. 480). He must be dis¬ 
tinguished from the Hugh Owen, a josuit, 
who was implicated in the gunpowder plot, 
hut escaped to Brussels, and thence proceeded 
to Spain. Hugh’s extradition was the subject 
of some dispute between the English and 
Spanish governments in 1606 (of. WnrwooD, 
Memorials, vol. ii. passim). 

In 1606 Lewis Owen published ‘A Key of 
the Spanish Tongue, or a plains and easie 
Introduction whereby a man may in very 
short time attaine to the knowledge and per¬ 
fection of that Language,’ London, 12mo 
(Hazmtt, JHbl. Collections, 2nd ser. p. 4 39). 
A copy with the title-page lacking ie in the 
Bodleian Library, Oxford. It is dedicated 
to Sir Roger Owen, justice of the peace for 
Shropshire [see under Owns, Thomas, d. 
16981, Sir Thomas Myddelton[q. v.], and John 
Lloya of the Iqper Temple, who was knighted 
in 1623. All of these were connected with 
Merionethshire, and were generous patrons of 


Owen. Oweu had originated the idea of the 
book while he was in Castile; it contains 
certain rules of grammar and pronunciation, 
a short dictionary of Spanish and English 
words, and a parallel translation of the first 
epistle general of St. John. 

Oweu was again at Madrid in 1607, where 
he was nearly murdered by some assassins 
hired by James Field, an Irishman, and 
had other adventures (The Tin-masking of 
all Popish Monks, &c. passim). He may 
possibly be the Lewis Owen who was granted 
a share of the tithe in Farley and Ootton. 
Staffordshire, on 20 July 1007 {Cal. State 
Papers, Dom. Ser. 1603-10, p. 366). In 1609 
he published ‘ Oatholique Traditions: u 
Treatise of the Beliefs of the Christians of 
Asia, Europa, and Africa, in favour of the 
Lovers of the Oatholicke Trutk and the 
Peace of the Ohurch. Written in French by 
Th. A. I. O., and translated into English by 
L. O.,’ London, 1009, 4to. A copy is in tbe 
British Museum Library, and another copy 
in tbe same library, with a new title-page, 
dated 1610, gives Owen's name in full. This 
work would imply that Owen had not yet 
adopted his subsequent extreme anti-Ro- 
manist position. In the following year he 
was sent by ‘ an honourable man and privy 
councellor ’ to Rome, to discover the designs 
of Hugh O’Neill, second earl of Tyrone [q. v.] 
He made his way through France and Italy 
to Rome as a pedlar, carrying two packs of 
merchandise, containing pictures, images of 
the saints, &c. ( Speculum, Jesuiticum, pp. 
41-2). After two years’ stay he went to 
Genoa, In August 1613 he was at Padua 
and Venice, whence he made his way to the 
Netherlands. He reached London during the 
spring of 1614, when he wrote to Winwood, 
stating that he had arrived sick and poor, after 
spending many years abroad for his country's 
benefit. He was intending to return to 
Brussels, and offered to continue his services, 
hut looked for some reward. Forthenext few 
years he was abroad, and visited Aix-la- 
Chapelle, Venice, and Emmerich in Holland. 

He appears to have finally returned to 
England soon afterwords, and devoted him¬ 
self there to literary and other work. In 
1626 he published ‘ The Running Register, 
recording a True Relation of the English 
Oolledges, Seminaries, and Oloysters in all 
Forraine Parts, &c. By Lewis Owen,’ Lon¬ 
don, 1626, 4lo, pp. 118. It iB dedicated 
to Sir Juliu6 Caesar [n, y.] Copies are in 
the British Museum and Bodleian libraries, 
Owen gives an interesting account of these 
oolleges, which he had himself visited; the 
college at Lisbon alone is omitted, and for 
information respecting it Owen refers tha 
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Deader to an account recently published by 
one of its former inmates, 

In August 1628 Owen -was apparently in 
tho employ of the government as a spy, and 
he arrested in London Christopher Mallory, 
who was viewing the ordnance which had 
been ombarked for the French expedition, 
apparently in order to give information to 
the enemy. In the same year lie published 
‘ The Unmasking of all Popish Monks, Friers, 
and Iesuit s, or a Trent iso of thoir Genealogio, 
Beginnings, Proceedings, and Present Stato. 
Together with some Briefo Observations 
of their Treasons, Murders, Fornications, 
ImposLiros, Blasphemies, &c, , . . Written 
as a causal or forewarning for Great Britaino. 
By Lewis Owen,’ London, 1628,4to, pp. 164; 
dedicated to Sir John Lloyd. In this work 
Owen gives many details which had come 
under his own observation, and iueidontally 
offers some account of his travels; copies of 
it arc in the British Museum and Bodleian 
Libraries. In 1020ho brnuglilout ‘Speculum 
Josuitieuni, or the Tesuites Looking Glasse, 
wherein they may behold Ignatius (their 
Patron), his Progresao, their owns Pilgrim¬ 
age, &c. By L, 0.,’ London, 1020, 4lo. To 
this is added ‘A True Catalogue of the 
dames of all tho Cities, Townes, and other 
places where the Jesuits have any Oolledgos 
or Religious Houses in Ifluropo.’ One copy 
is in the Bodleian Library, and another, 
bound up with Sir Edwin Sandy s’s ‘ Knropre 
Speculum,' and dated 1632, is iii the British 
Museum Library. 

If Owon ie rightly identified with tho 
grandson of Lewis Owen the judge, ho must 
have euoceoded his mother's brother, Wil¬ 
liam David Lloyd, in the Peniarlh oslato, 
Merionethshire, and died in 1888, leaving 
two dauglit era. The older, Margavot, married 
(1) Richard 0 won (d. 1627 P) of Machynlleth, 
and (2) Samuel Herbert, a cousin of Ldward, 
first lord Herbert of Ohorbury [q, v.l; hor 
eldest son, by hor first husband, was Lewis 
Owen, who represented Merionethshire in 
parliament in 1600, and owned tho original 
manuscript of Lewis Dwnn's ‘Heraldic Visi¬ 
tations.’ 

[Authorities quoted; works in Brit, Mus. am] 
Bodloiau Libraries. Wood's account in Athomu, 
od. Bliss, ii. 480, has boon fruqnor.tly roprinlud 
in the Biographical Dictionaries of Chalmers, 
Hobo, and Didot, and in tho Biogs, XJnivorsolle,] 

A. F, I>, 

OWEN, MORGAN (115815 P-1040), 
bishop of Llandnfi', was tho third sou of 
the Rev. Owon ltees of Y Lasallt, in the 
parish of Myddfai (Mollivey), Carmarthen¬ 
shire, whore lie was horn about 1686. He 
U described as a descendant of the physicians 


of Myddfai, and an inheritor of much of 
then- landed property in that parish (The 
Physicians of Myddoai, published for 
Welsh MSS. Society, 186], Introduction 
p. xxx). He was educated at the grammar 
school, Carmarthen (Sfurrem,, Carmarthen 

B 02), and was for four years servitor to 
avid Williams (who was probably anative 
of Myddfai, of which parish he subsequently 
became vicar) at Jesus College, Oxford, where 
Williams had matriculated 7 Nov. 1600 
(Foster, Alumni Oxon.) Owen matriculated 
ns a member of the same college on 10 Dec. 
1008, and beoame chaplain of New College' 
whence lie graduated B.A. (as Owen Mor¬ 
gan) fi July 1613; lio proceeded M.A. from 
Hart Hall, 4 June 1010. IIo was introduced 
to the notico of Laud when bishop of St. 
David's, and was appointed his chaplain, 
and subsequently, through his influence 
as chancellor of tho university of Oxford, 
he was made D.D. (at the time of the 
king’s visit to Oxford), 31 Aug. 1636, 
then being described as of Jesus Ool- 
logo, Wood (At ken eo Oxon. iv. 803) de¬ 
scribes him as woll honofinod in Wales, Hb 
was rector of Port Eynon in Glamorganshire 
1619, oanou of St, David’s 1623, deputy- 
chancellor of Carmarthen ( Cal. of State 
Papers, Dom. Sev, 17 April 1624), preben¬ 
dary of tho collogialo church of Brecon 
1026, precentor 1037, and rector of Newtown 
1640 (Foster, Alumni Oxon.) lie was 
oloctad bishop of Llandafl' 12 March 1639— 
1040, and installed SO June 1640 (Cal, of 
Slate Papers, Dom, Ser, sub 28 Feb. and 
2 April 1040); lie held the rectories of Bed- 
wns and liudry, in commendam. 

Boing a riob man, and possessed of many 
lands, he onolosod tho south yard of St, 
Mary’s Church at Oxford, und built in 1037, 
at tho expense of 2307 , 1 tho boauliful porch 
leading from tho high street infotbc church, 
with tho imago of our lady and a babe in 
her arms at the top of it,’ which gave great 
ofii'uce to the puritans, and was defaced by 
the parliamentary soldiers. It was assumed 
that Laud had sanctioned this work as okan- 
eellor of tho university, and evidence to that 
effoet was brought against Laud at his trial 
(Prynne, Canterbury's Doom, pp. 71-2, 
477-8; Wood, History and Antiquities of 
Oxford, ed. Gutcli, 1, 435). 

Owen was ono of the bishops impeached, 
4 Aug, 1041, of high crimes and misde- 
mcano urs fovpromulgatingthocttuonaof 1040 
(House of Commons' Journals, 23 Feb. 1640, 
and 4 Aug. 1041), and was imprisoned in the 
Tower (Cal. State Tapers, Dqjn, Ser. 21 Dec. 
1048), Ho was at liberty, however, in De¬ 
cember, and was one of the twelve bishops 
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who on 30 Deo. signed a protest against the 
action of the Long parliament, for which they 
were on the same day impeached of high 
treason, and committed to the Tower (see 
the ‘Protest’ in Glabendoit, Hist, of the 
Hebellion, iv. 140; Lira, Works, ed. Bliss, 
iii. 248,464; Rogers, Protests of the Lords, 
i. 7-8). They were again and again brought 
to the bar of the House of Lords to plead, 
and Owen put in the same plea of not guilty 
as the others, Phillips, in his ‘Civil War 
in Wales and the Harohes ’ (i. 91), on what 
authority is not known, slates, however, 
that Owen pleaded that he had signed 
the protest 1 through ignorance and indiscre¬ 
tion, and that he had no designs to over¬ 
throw the fundamental laws of the land.’ 
The bishops were eventually voted by parlia¬ 
ment guilty of pnemunire, and all their 
estatesiorfeited, excepting small sums which 
wereallowed each of them, Owen being voted, 
on 6 April 1042,200/. a year (House of Com¬ 
mons’ Journals ). Thereupon the bishops 
were released on bail; but, the commons ob¬ 
jecting, they were re-arrested and confined 
for six weeks longer, when, upon giving 
bonds for 6,000/. they were allowed to depart 
from the Tower, having ‘ spent the time 
betwixt New Year’s Eve and Whitsuntide in 
those safe walls’ (see Journals of House of 
Lords between 30 Dec. 1641 and May 1042; 
also Ham, Hard Measure). Owen then re¬ 
tired to Wales, ‘ whither his sufferings like¬ 
wise followed him, as well for the soke of his 
Patron as of his order and loyalty ’ ( Waxkbb, 
Sufferings of the Clergy, ed. 1714, pt. ii. 
p. 37). IDs palace at Mathem, near Chep¬ 
stow, with (ill his revenues, was seized by one 
Green from Cardiff. Thereupon Owen went 
to live at his birthplace, Y Lasallt, where 
he was visited by the puritanical vicar, 
Rees Prichard [q. v.] of Llandovery, whom 
he is said to have accompanied on a 
visit to St. David’s, 2 Aug, 1643 (Prichard's 
‘Memoirs’ in Canwyll y Cymru, ed. Rees, 
. 314). He died at Y Lasallt 6 March 1644— 
645 (Wood, Athena, loc. cit.; inscription 
on memorial slab in Myddfai Oliurok, see 
Arch. Cambr. 3rd ser. iv. 419, v. 71). Local 
tradition says his death was precipitated by 
the news of Laud’s execution (see Pbiohabd, 
Mmoirs, p, 317 ; Willis, Llandaff, p, 70). 
He was buried on the north side or the altar 
in Myddfai Church, Byhiswill, datedl4Deo, 
1644, and proved 12 Dec, 1645, he bequeathed 
20/. a year to the grammar school at Car¬ 
marthen out of the rectory of St. Ishmael's, 
Carmarthenshire (see Table of Pious Bene¬ 
factors in St.JPeter’s Church, Carmarthen). 

On 21 Dec. 1048, having previously peti¬ 
tioned the committee of the fords ana com¬ 


mons in December 1646, Morgan, son of 
Rees Owen, a brother of and ‘right heir’ to 
the bishop, compoundedforhis uncle's seques¬ 
tered estates. The nephew’s claim to the 
property was resisted by an old servant of 
the bishopj Owen Prico, on the strength of 
a lease said to have been granted to him 
about October 1641, when, it was stated, 
Owen was in the Tower (Cal. State Papers, 
Dorn. Ser. 31 Deo. 1648; Cal. of Proceeding* 
of the Committee for Compounding, 1643- 

1660, pp. 1881-2). 

The family surname adopted by the de¬ 
scendants of Morgan ap Rees was Rice, a 
grandson of bis being Morgan Rice, lord of 
the manor of Tooting Graveney and high 
sheriff of Surrey in 1776. The bulk of the 
biskop’R property was, however, inherited by 
another nephew, Morgan Owen, who diocl 
in 1667, and was succeeded by his son, Henry 
Owen, both of whom are commemorated on 
a slab in Myddfai Church (ut supra ; Phy¬ 
sician* of Myddfai, loc. cit.) 

[Wood’s Athonce Oxon. iv. 803; Willis’s 
Survey of Llandaff, p. 70; Laud's Works, ed. 
Bliss, vol. iii.] D. Lt. T. 

OWEN, NICHOLAS (d. 1606), jesuit, 
often called ‘Little John’ from his diminu¬ 
tive stature, which led to his name being 
sometimes given os John Owen, entered the 
Society of Jesus as a temporal coadjutor 
about 1679. Henry More (1686-1661) [q. v.] 
calle Mm one of the first English lay brothers. 
Owen had probably been a builder, and, after 
joining the society, was at different times ser¬ 
vant to Campion, Garnett, John Gerard, and 
others, who found his arcMtectural skill of 
the greatest use. He evinced considerable in¬ 
genuity hi constructing secret cupboards and 
passages, and by tMs means saved many 
Jesuits from capture. About 1690 he made his 
profession after the usual period of probation, 
and is said to have laboured more than twenty 
years near London. He was Mmself impri¬ 
soned more than once; in 1694 he was trans¬ 
ferred from the Marshalsea to the Tower, 
whence he escaped; he is said to have planned 
and effected the escape of John Gerard (1564- 
1637) [q.v.jfrom the Tower in 1697. From 
this time until 1606 he travelled with Henry 
Garnett [q. v.], and he furnished the plans 
for Hin d fin Hall, Worcestershire, which was 
built as a hiding-place for priests; there, in 
December and January 1006-6, he was con¬ 
cealed with Chambers in one of the secret 
closets, wMle Garnett and Oldcorne were 
hiding in another (cf. Nash, Worcestershire, 
i, 684). After the house had been carefully 
watched for four days, Owen gave himself 
up, in order to save Garnett, bv personating 
him, according to Owen’s catholic biogra- 
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pliers, bat, according to the report in the 
* State Papers,’ because he was almost starved 
to death. He was imprisoned in the Tower, 
and examined on 20 Feb. 1606; he denied 
having ovor known, seen, or heard of Gor- 
uett or Oldcorne. Persisting in this denial 
at a second examination on 1 March, tor¬ 
ture was applied, and Owen than admitted 
his attendance on Garnett at Hindlip, but 
wouldnot disclose any further knowledge of 
him. He was threatened with furtlior tor¬ 
ture at a subsequent examination, but died 
before it took place. The official account 
states tlmt he committed suicido, and at an 
inquest held ou his body in the Tower a 
verdict of felo de ae wasreturnod. But it is 
not improbable that he died from the effects 
of torture. Owen must be distinguished from 
an Irish Jesuit of the same name who died in 
1640. ills brother Homy was a catliolio 
bookseller. 

[Out. State Papers, Dom. Sor. 1G03-10, pas¬ 
sim; Abbot's Antilogia advorsus Apologiam pro 
H. darnelo, 1813, pp. 114-15; More’s Hist. 
Prov. Anglican®, 1800, p. 322, &o.; Tnnnor’s 
Vita et Mora Movlyrnm, 1876, pp. 73-0 ; Law’s 
Cataloguo of Mtiglirii Martyrs; Challonor's Mar¬ 
tyrs lo the Roman Catholic Faith; Oliver's 
Oolloctunoa; Foley's Records, iv. 245-67, vol. vii, 
pt. i. 581-2; Morris's Condition of Catholics 
under James I, including Father Gerard’s Nar¬ 
rative of the Gunpowder Plot; Jardino's Gun- 
powdor Plot, published separately and in Crimi¬ 
nal Trials, vol. ii.; Gardinor’s Hist, of England, 
i, 272; Hopworth Dixon’s Her Majesty's Tower, 
od. 1887; J. II. Pollen’s Fathor llunry Gnrnot 
and the Qunpowdor Plot, 1888 ; Notes and 
Querioa, 2nd sor, viii. 260.] A, F. P. 

OWEN, NICHOLAS (1762-1811), Welsh 
antiquary, the son of Nioliolas Owon, rootor 
of Llandyfrydog, Anglesey, was horn in 1762. 
On 30 June 1769 he matriculated from Josus 
College, Oxford, aged 17, and graduated 
B.A. in 1778, and M.A. in 1770. Soon 
afterwards ho succeeded his fathor as rootor 
of Llandyfrydog, and about 1800 received 
the living of Meyllloyrn, Carnarvonshire, 
together with the porpolual curaoy of Boll- 
wring in tho same county. Ho died unmar¬ 
ried in June 1811. 

Besides a sermon proachod in aid of tho 
Sunday school at Winslow, Buckingham¬ 
shire, m 1788, Owon published: 1, ‘British 
Remains; or a Oollootion of Antiquities re¬ 
lating to the Britons,' London, 1777, 8vo ; 
this conlainsa history of the lords-raaroliers, 
an account of tho supposed discovory of Ame¬ 
rica by Madog ap Owain Gwynedd [a. v.l, a 
biography of Edward Lliuyd [q.v.], and oilier 
antiquarian mnttor. 2. ‘SeleclPhrases of 
Horaco,’ London, 1786, 8vo; a collection of 


phrases not very happily translated, and 
designed for the use of schoolboys. 8. ‘ Car¬ 
narvonshire : a Skoteh of its History,’ & c 
London, 1792, 8vo. He is also said to bo 
tho author of * A History of the Island of 
Anglesey,with Memoirs of Owen Glendower ’ 
London, 1776, Bvo. ’ 

[Works in Brit. Mus. Library ; Halkett and 
Laing's Diet, of Anon, and Pseudon. Lit, i, col. 
207, ii. col. 1169 ; Foster’s Alumni Oxon. 1716 .' 
1888 ; Watt's Bibl. Brit.; Rowland's Cambrian 
Bibl. pp. 681-2, 869-70 ; Cathrall’s Hist of 
North Wales, ii. 64; Gout, Mag. 1777 i, 44 ^ 
1R11 i. 082; Notes and Quories, 3rd sor viii' 
437, x, 621.] A. F.P. ' 

_ OWEN, RTCJIARI) (1008-1083), royalist 
divine, was son of CADWATiADim Owns 
(1662-1617), by Blanohe, daughtor of John 
Roberts, younger brother lo Lewis Anwyl of 
Park, Merionethshire (Dwnh, Visitations 0 / 
Wales , ii. 216). Cadwallador, who was also 
of Merioneth, matriculated at Jcsub College, 
Oxford, on 2 4 Nov. 1681; graduated B.A. 
in 1683, M.A. in 1688, and B.D. in 1603; 
and was olected follow of Oriel College in 
1686. In 1607 he was acting as Sir Robert 
Harley's tutor at Oriel College. He was 
appointed lo tho rectory of Llanfechain in 
Montgomeryshire in 1001, made vicar of 
Llanbrynmair in tho samo county in 1608, 
and sinecure rector of the same place in 
1610. Hb was buriod at Lhinfochain on 
8 April 1017 (Parish Register). He is said 
to liavo boon a groat disputant, and to have 
gone by the uamo of ‘ Sic docos.’ Wood says 
that holiad ‘heard he was a writer,’but 
know nothing of his works. 

Richard was born on 3 Oct. 1006 nt 
Llanfnchain, and baptised tliore on 7 Oct. 
following (par. reg.) Ho matriculated at 
Oxford on 28 June 1622, entering Oriel 
College ns a servitor. On 80 Marcli be was 
elected Dudley exhibitioner, and held tho 
exhibition till 26 Oct. 1620. IIo was Bible 
olork from 26 Oct. 1624 till 2 Fob. 1627, 
graduated B.A. on 19 Feb. 1624-6, was 
elected fellow of bis college on 21 March 
1627-8, and procoodod M.A. on 22 June 
1030, and 13,1). on 4 Doc. 1838. Ho became 
rector of Llanfocliain in 1634, was insti¬ 
tuted to tiie vicarngo of Eltliam in Kent on 
10 Feb, 1686, and to tho roctory of St. 
S within, Loudon Slone, 011 2 Sept. 1689. 
IIo resigned his fellowship at Oriol in 1688. 
In 1018 I 10 was ejected from Ms livings on 
account of his adhoronce to the royalist 
oauso. During his sequestration lie resided 
at Eltliam. IIo was on intimate tarms with 
John Evelyn, at whoso house (Snyss Court) 
ho occasionally preached and administered 
the sacrament. On 18 Nov. 1066 he peti- 
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tioned the council for liberty to proacli; on 
16 Dec, Dr. John Owen [q. v.], vice-chancellor 
nf Oxford, and Joseph Oaryl certified his 
fitness, and referred his case to the committee 
for the approbation of public preachers, and 
he was approved on 30 Dec. In the same 
year he was made minister of North Cray in 
Sent, and he resigned Eltham in 1958. At 
the Restoration he retained North Cray, and 
by act of parliament was allowed to choose 
which of Ids former livings should be re¬ 
stored to him. He chose St. Swithin. 
He was created D.D. of Oxford on 1 Aug. 
1660, and received the prebend of Re- 
culverland at St. Raul’s on 10 Aug. He 
died in January 1682-3, and was buried at 
Eltham on 27 Jan. He never wavered in 
Ids orthodoxy or his loyalty. 

He had a numerous family. Nine sons 
and three daughters were buried in Eltham 
Church, and are commemorated on a marble 
monument erected by Owen in 1679. His 
first wife, Anne, the mother of ten of his 
children, died in March 1662-3; and on 
6 Jan. 1054^6 he married Amy Kidwell, by 
whom he had at least two sons. She lived 
till March 1894. An amusing letter from 
her to John Evelyn in 1080, on the subject 
of her ‘trading for tulips,’ is printed, with 
Evelyn’s answer, in the ‘Diary and Corre¬ 
spondence,’ 1869 (i. 41-2). Edward Owen 
(1661-1678), the fourth son, was chosen fel¬ 
low of Magdalen College, Oxford, in 1074. 

Owen is held hy some to ha responsible for 
the free translation and amplification in Latin 
of the 1 Hoval Apologia ’ (1648) hy Q-eorge 
Bate [q. v.j, entitled ‘ Elenchus Motuum 
nuperorum in Anglia simul ac juris regii ac 
parliamentarii brevis narratio,’ London, 1660. 
By others the ‘Royal Apologie’ and the 
1 Elenchus' are both assigned to Bate him¬ 
self. Owen is also stated to have translated 
into English many, if not all, of Juvenal’s 
satires, hut none Beams to have been pub¬ 
lished. He published ‘Paulus, Multiformis 
Condo ad Clerum,’ London, 1088, a Latin 
sermon delivered at St. Alphege, London, on 
8 May of the same year. 

[Thomas’s Diocbsb of St. Asapb, p. 757; Ros¬ 
ter's Alumni Oxon. 1600-1711; Shadwoll's Reg. 
Orielense, pp. 173-4, 310; Wood's Athenae 
(Bliss), iv. cols. 81-5; Wood's Fasti (Bliss), 
i. cola. 414, 466, 502, ii. col. 240; Hasted’s 
Hist, of Kent, i. 84, 169; Drake’s Hundred of 
Blackhoath, pp. 202, 203, 209, 211,212; New- 
court’s Repertorium, i. 206, 643 ; Evelyn’s 
Diary, 1869, i. 268, 289, 297, 299, 300, 321-2, 
346, iv. 41-3; Cal. State Papers, Dom. 8er. 
1668-7 pp. 168, 199, 1660-1 p. 406; Le Neve’s 
Fasti fHardy), <ii. 431; Walker’s Sufferings of 
the Clergy, pt. ii. pp. 63, 173; Bloxam’s Reg* of 
Magdalen Coll. v. 286; Will in Somerset House 
V01 XIV 


P. C. C. 24 Drax; Welch’B Alumni West- 
mon,; Llaufechain Parish Register per the Rev. 
David Jones.] B. P. 

OWEN, Sib RICHARD (1804-1892), 
naturalist, bom at Lancaster in a house at 
the corner of Brock and Thurnliam Streets 
on 20 July 1804, was younger son of Richard 
Owen (1764-1809), a West India merchant, 
formerly of Fulmer Place, Buckinghamshire. 
His grandfather, William Owen, had mar¬ 
ried Elizabeth, daughter of Richard Esk- 
rigge, owner of Fulmer Place, and high 
sheriff of Buckinghamshire in 1741. Owen’s 
mother, Catherine (1760-1838), was the 
widow of James Longworth of Ormskirk, 
Lancashire, and was a daughter of Robert 
Purrin (1720-1767), oigauiat of the parish 
church of Lancaster. The Parrins were of 
Huguenot origin. By Richard Owen, her 
second husband (whom she married on 8 Nov. 
1792), she had six children, of whom the 
eldest, Jame9 Hawkins, born in 1798, died 
in Demerara in 1827. 

At the age of six Richard, the future natu¬ 
ralist, was sent to the grammar school at 
Lancaster, where one of his schoolfellows was 
William Who well, a native of the town, after¬ 
wards master of Trinity. Owen and Whewell 
remained close friends through life. At school 
he showed few signs of promise, and heraldry 
was his only hobby. In August 1820 he was 
apprenticed to a surgeon and apothecary of 
Lancaster named Dickson, on whose death 
in 1822 he was transferred to Joseph Seed, 
and from Seed, who became a naval surgeon, 
he waB transferred in 1828 to Jamee Stock- 
dale Harrison. Harrison’s pupils had access 
to the county gaol, and conducted post¬ 
mortem examinations there. Owen was soon 
deeply interested in the study of anatomy. 

In October 1824, before the full term of his 
apprenticeship expired, he matriculated at 
the university of Edinburgh, and had the 
good fortune to attend the anatomical course 
of Dr. John Barclay (1768-1826) [q. v.], 
then approaching the olose of a successful 
career as an extra-academical lecturer. Bar¬ 
clay’s teaching was of a very superior order 
to that of the third Alexander Monro [q. v.j, 
who, by virtue of hereditary influences, was 
the university professor of anatomy, In his 
work ‘ On the Nature of Limbs,’ Owen refers 
to ‘ the extensive knowledge of comparative 
anatomy possessed by my revered preceptor 
in anatomy,Dr. Barclay,’ and always spoke of 
him with affectionate regard. At the same 
time he attended the academical courses of 
James Home in the practice of medicine, of 
John Mackintosh on midwifery, of Andrew 
Duncan on materia medica, besides the lec¬ 
tures of Robert Jameson and W. R. Alison. 

4a 
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With Gavin Milroy [q. v.] he founded a 
students’ society, which ha christened, with 
prophetic import, the * Hunterian Society.’ 

Owen did not remain in Edinburgh to 
take Ids degree, but, at Barclay's suggestion, 
removed, in the spring of 1825, to St. Bar¬ 
tholomew's Hospital in London, no carried 
with him a letter of introduction from Bar¬ 
clay to John Abernethy [q. v.], who at once 
appointed him prosector for his surgical lec¬ 
tures. Owen passod the examination for the 
membership of the Royal Oollego of Sur¬ 
geons on 18 Aug, 1828. Tlioreupon ho sot 
up in private practice at 11 Ooolt's Court, 
Carey Slroet, Lincoln’s Inn Fields. 

In 1820 lie became lecturer ou comparative 
anatomy at St. Bartholomew's Hospital, hut 
his emoluments were small, and he mado some 
efforts to obtain the post of house surgeon at 
the BirminghamHospital in 1830. He did not 
persist in his candidature, and liis intorost in 
comparative anatomy rapid ly grow all-absorb¬ 
ing. Ilia first published soioutifio work was, 
however, in the direction of surgical patho¬ 
logy-—* An Account of the Dissection of tho 
parts concerned in the Anouvism for the Cure 
of whioh Dr. Slovens tied the internal Tliao 
Artery at Santa Cruz in 1812.’ This appeared 
in 1880 in tho ‘ Transactions of the Modico- 
Ohh'urgical Society’ (xvi. 210-35). But 
thenceforward liis writings mainly dealt with 
tho results of liis anatomical researches, 

In 1827 Owen bad obtained through the 
influence of Abovnothy tint post of assistant 
conservator to Dio Hunterian Museum of tho 
Royal Collogo of Surgeons. Tho conservator 
of tho Museum was W ill iain Oli ft [q.v.], J ohn 
TTuntor's last and most, do voted pupil and as¬ 
sistant ( under whoso guardianship Hunter’s 
collections liadhecn carefullyproserved during 
the long interval between the (loath of their 
founder and Iboir transference to the custody 
of the College of Surgeons. From Clift Owoh 
imbibed an enthusiast ic rovoroneo for h is groat 
master, John Iluntor, wliioh was continually 
augmented by closer study of his works, In 
18300wen mado Cuvier’s acquaintance at tlio 
Hunterian Museum, and in tho following 
year, in response to the groat naturalist’s in¬ 
vitation, he visited Paris,where lie attended 
tlieloctiires of Cuvier and Geo (Troy Bl. Hilaire, 
and worked in the dissenting rooms and publio 
galleries of the Jardin dos Plantes. In 1 BBS 
his ‘Memoiron thePoarly Nautilus’attructod 
a good deal of attention, and, m Professor 
Huxley's words, ‘placed its author at a bound 
in the mint rank of anatomical monographers.’ 
In January 1833 Owen started tho ‘ Zoological 
Magazine,’ which, howevor, he ceased to edit 
and sold in July, On 13 Doc. 183d lie was 
elected F.R.S. On 20 July 1835 his pro¬ 


spects admitted of his marrying, after an en¬ 
gagement of over seven years, Caroline Clift" 
the only daughter of his chief, and in 1842 
ho was associated with Clift as joint conser¬ 
vator of the museum. On Olift's retirement 
soon after, he became sole conservator with 
J. T. Quekott as assistant. ' 

Meanwhile, in April 1836, lie had been 
mado first Hunterian professor of compara¬ 
tive anatomy and physiology at the Royal 
College of Surgeons, with the obligation to 
deliver twenty-four annual leoturpB illustra¬ 
tive of the Hunterian collections; and this 
du t,y lie fulfilled regnlarly down to liis retire¬ 
ment from tho college in 1866. lie was 
always more widely known by tho title of 
‘ Professor Owon ’ than by the knightly addi¬ 
tion of his later years. 

Owen's scientific reputation grew rapidly. 
In 1888 hewne awarded the Wollaston gold 
medal by the Geological Society, and in 1830 
I 10 was elected corresponding member of the 
Institute of Franco. In this year also he 
helpod to found tlm Royal Microscopical So¬ 
ciety, of which lio was the first president 
(184,0-1). J 11 1842 ho accepted a civil list 
ponsion of 2003. ollbred him by Sir Robert 
Peel. Shortly afterwards lie refused the 
offer of knighthood. 

Tho importance and interest attaching to 
Owen’s anatomical work, as disclosed in his 
lectures and writings, secured for him an 
influential position m society. The prince 
consort was attracted l>y liis books. Iu 1830 
ho first, mot Charles Darwin, on tho latter's 
return from South America. Oarlylo asked 
to ho introduced to him in 1812; and he 
soon reckoned among his acquaintances Tur¬ 
ner, Mulrcady, Dickons, and Tennyson, and 
almost all contemporaries wlio won distinc¬ 
tion in litoratiu’o or art. no visited Sir 
Robert l’uel at Drayton Manor, and discussed 
questions of museum organisai ion with kim, 
2 iropnmuling a plan for uniting tlic oolleotion 
of fossil bones in the British Museum with 
the speeimBnsof rocimt comparative anatomy 
in the College of Surgoons (1 L840). Among 
men of kindred pursuits, Buckland, Sedg¬ 
wick, Brodorip, Murchison, Sir Philip Egev- 
ton, and Lord Enniskillen wore at this time 
his most intimate associates. In 1846 he 
was elect oil into tho select body of represen¬ 
tative men oalled * Tho Club,’ founded by 
Dr. Johnson and limited to forty members. 
TTis scientific attainments and energy also 
brought him into close rolations with public 
affairs. In 1847 ho was appointed 0 member 
of a government commission for inquiring 
into the health of tho metropolis; and sub¬ 
sequently (in 1840) of ono 011 Smilhfleid and 
the other meat markots, He strongly adyo- 
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caled the entire suppression of intramural 1 published in five quarto volumes between 
slaughterhouses, and of the concomitant evil 1833 and 1840. This work, which has been 
of the passage of droves of sheep and cattle taken as a model for many other subsequently 
through the streets of London. For the published catalogues, contains a minute de- 
Great exhibition of 1861 he was appointed scription of nearly four thousand prepara- 
a member of the preliminary committee of tions, including, besides those of Hunter, 
organisation, and he acted as chairman of the many added by Owen himself. The labour 
jury on raw materials, alimentary substances, invoivedin producing it was greatly increased 
&c., and published an elaborate report on by the circumstance that the origin of a large 
their awards, He also delivered at the same number of Hunter's specimens had not been 
time to the Society of Arts a lecture on ‘ Raw preserved, and even the species of the animals 
Animal Products, and their Uses in Manu- from which they were derived had to be dis- 
facture.’ covered bytediousresearchesamongolddocu- 

Until 1852 he occupied small apartments znents, or by comparison with freBh dissec- 
within the building of the College of Sur- tions. It was mainly to aid him in this work 
geons; these, however inconvenient they that he engaged upon the long series of dis- 
might be in some respects, furnished him seotions of animals which died from time to 
wi fch unusual facilities for pursuing his work time in the gardens of the Zoological Society, 
by night as well as by day in the museum, dis- the descriptions of which, as published in 
secting rooms, and library of that institution, the 'Proceedings and Transactions’ of the 
But in 1862 the queen gave him the charming society, form a precious fund of information 
cottage called Sheen Lodge in Richmond upon the comparative anatomy of the higher 
Park, where he resided until the end of his vertebrates. The series commences with an 
life. In 1863 he went to Paris with his wife, account of the anatomy of an orong utan, 
and lectured in French at the 1 Institute Two which was communicated to the first scion- 
years later he revisited Paris in the capacity tific meeting of the society, held on the 
of juror of the Universal exhibition, being evening of Tuesday, 9 Nov. 1830, and was 
appointed chairman of the jury on ‘ Prepared continued with descriptions of dissections of 
and Preserved Alimentary Substances.’ For the beaver, suricate, acouchy, Thibet bear, 
his services Napoleon III created him a gannet, crocodile, armadillo, seal, kangaroo, 
knight of the Legion of Honour. In 1866 he tapir, toucan, flamingo, hyrax, hombill, 
attended the opening ceremony at the Crystal oheetah, capybara, pelican, kinkajou, wom- 
Palace, Sydenham, in the grounds of whioh hat, giraffe, dugong, apteryx, wart-hog, 
he had suggested and devisod the exhibition walrus, great ant-eater, and many others, 
of models of extinct animals. To these ha Among the many obscure subjects in 
wrote a guide-book (London, 1854, 12mo), anatomy and physiology on which he threw 
entitled ' Geology and Inhabitants of the much light by his researches at this period 
Ancient World/ were several connected with the generation, 

In 1868, when Owen had reached the development, and structure of the Marsu- 
zenith of his fame, and was recognised pialia and Monotrema, groups which always 
throughout Europe as the first anatomist of had great interest for him. It is a curious 
his day, a change came over his career. Diffi- coincidence that his first paper communi- 
oulties with the governing body of the Ool- cated to the Royal Society (in 1882), ‘ On the 
lege of Surgeons, arising from his impatience Mammary Glands of the Omithorhynchui 
at being required to perform, wbat he con- paradoxus,’ was one of a series which only 
sidered the lower administrative duties of terminated in. almost the last which lie 
hie office, caused him readily to take advan- offered to the eame society (in 1887), being 
tago of an offer from the trustees of tho Bri- a description of a newly excluded young of 
tisn Museum to undertake a newly oreated the same animal, published in the 1 Proceed- 
post, that of superintendent of the natural ings ’ (xlii. 891). 

history departments of the museum. On the completion of the * Catalogue of 

The years 1827-66, which Owen spent in the Physiological Series,’ his curatorial 
the service of tho Royal College of Surgeons, duties led him to undertake the catalogues 
form, the first of the two periods into which of the osteological collections of reoent and 
his careor may be divided; and in the course extinct forms. This task necessitated 
of these years he mainly made his reputation minute studies of the modifications of the 
as an anatomist. His earliest work in con- skeleton in all vertebrated animals, and 
nection with the museum was the prepara- researches into their dentition, the latter 
tion of the monumental ‘Descriptive and being finally embodied in his great work 
Illustrative Catalogue of the Physiological on ‘ Odontography ’ (1840-6), in which 
Series of Comparative Anatomy,’ which was he brought a vast amount of light out 
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of what was previously chaotic in our know¬ 
ledge of the subject, and cleared the way 
for all future work upon it. Although 
recent advances of knowledge have shown 
that there are difficulties in accepting the 
whole of Owen's system of homologies and 
notation of the teeth of mammals, it wus 
an immense improvement upon anything of 
the hind which existed before, and a con¬ 
siderable part of it seems likely to remain a 
permanent addition to our means of describ¬ 
ing these organs. The close study of the 
bones and teeth of existing animals was of 
extreme importance to him in his long con¬ 
tinued and laborious researches into fossil 
forms; and, following in the footsteps of 
Cuvier, he fully appreciated and deeply pro¬ 
fited by the study of the living in elucidating 
the dead, and vice versa. Porhaps the best 
example of this is to be seen in his elaborate 
memoir on the Mylodon, published in 1842, 
entitled * Description of the Skeleton of an 
Extinct Gigantic Sloth (Mylodon robustus, 
Owen), with Observations on the Osteology, 
Natural Affinities, and Probable Habits of 
the Megatheroid Quadrupeds in General,’ a 
masterpiece both of anatomical description 
and of reasoning and inference. A com¬ 
paratively popular outcome of some of his 
work in this direction was the volume on 
‘British Fossil Mammals and Birds,’ pub¬ 
lished in 1844-6 as a companion to 1 lie works 
of Yarrall, Bell, and others on the recent 
fauna of our island. He also wrol a, assisted 
by Dr. S. P. Woodward, the article ‘ Palm- 
ontology ’ for the ‘ Encyclopaedia Britannica,’ 
which, wliBn afterwards published in a sepa¬ 
rate form, reached a second edition in 1861. 

To thie period of his life belong the courses 
of Huntorian lectures, given aunually at the 
College of Surgeons, each year on a fresh 
subject, and each year the means of bring¬ 
ing before the world new and original dis¬ 
coveries which attracted, oven fascinated, 
large audiences, and did much to foster an 
interest in the science among cultivated 
people of various classes and professions. 
They also added greatly to the scientific re¬ 
nown of the college in which they were 
given. In thie period also, being deeply in¬ 
fluenced by the philosophy of Qken, ho began 
the development and popularisation of those 
transcendental views of anatomy—the con¬ 
ception of creation according to types, and 
the construction of tho vertebrate archotypo. 
Such views, though now obsoleto, had great 
attractions and even uses in thorn day, and 
wore accepted by many, at all events as work¬ 
ing hypotheses; around the hypotheses facts 
could be marshalled, and out of them grew 
a methodical system of anatomical termino- 
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logy, much of which has survived to the pre¬ 
sent time. The recognition of homology and 
its distinction from analogy, which was so 
strongly insisted on by Owen, marked a dis¬ 
tinct advance in philosophical anatomy 
These generalisations, first announced m 
lectures at the College of Surgeons, -were 
afterwards embodied in two works: ‘The 
Archetype and Homologies of the Vertebrate 
Skeleton,’ 1848, and ‘ The Nature of Limbs ’ 
1849. ’ 

Among the contributions which Owen 
made to our knowledge of the structure of 
invertebrate animals, one of the most im¬ 
portant was the exhaustive memoir on the 
pearly nautilus (1888), founded on the dis¬ 
section of a specimen of this, at that time 
exceedingly rare, animal, sent to him in 
spirit by his fiiend Dr. George Bennett of 
Sydney. This was illustrated by carefully 
executed drawings by hie own hand. The 
Cephalopoda continued to engage his atten¬ 
tion, and the merits of a memoir on fossil 
belemnites from the Oxford clay, published 
in the ‘ Philosophical Transactions * in 1844, 
was tho cause assigned for the award to him 
of the royal medal in 1846. He contributed 
the article' Cephalopoda ’ to the 1 Cyclopedia 
of Anatomy and Physiology’ (1886), cata¬ 
logued the extinct cephalopoda in the mu¬ 
seum of the Royal Oollego of Surgeons (1866), 
and wrote original papers on ‘Olavagella’ 
(1834). ‘ Trichina spiralis ’ (1836), 1 Lingua- 
tula ' (1886), ‘ Dist oma ’ (1836), ‘ Spondylus ’ 
(1888), ‘Euploclclla’(1841), ‘Terebratula’ 
(in the introduction to Davidson’s clnssical 
‘ Monograph of the British Fossil Brachio- 
pods,’ 1868), and many other subjects, in¬ 
cluding the well-lmown essay on ‘ Partheno¬ 
genesis, or tho Successive Production of 
l’rocreatinglndividuals from a Single Ovum,' 
1849. 

In 1848 his ‘ Lectures on the Comparative 
Anatomy and Physiology of the Inverte¬ 
brate Animals,’ in the form of notes taken 
by hispupil, Mr,W.WluteCooper,appeared as 
a separate work. Of this, a second expanded 
and revised edition was published in 1866. 
By tliis time, as the Royal Society’s * Cata¬ 
logue of Scientific Papers ’ shows, he had 
been the author of as many as 260 separate 
soientifio memoirs. 

In 1860 Owen began the second period of 
his career on his migration from the OollBge 
of Surgoons to the British Museum, where 
the natural history departments had been 
placed under his charge, with a salary of 800/. 
a year. Previously those departments had 
been under the direct control of a ‘ principal 
librarian ' who had been invariably chosen 
from the literary side of the establishment. 
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They consequently had not obtained their due 1 
share of attention in the general and financial 
administration. It was believed that if they 
were grouped together and placed under a 
strong administrator, who should be able to 
exercise influence in advocating their claims 
to consideration, and who should be respon¬ 
sible for their internal working, their position 
in the establishment would be improved. 
Owen, however, encountered the difficulties 
which are nearly always experienced by an 
outsider suddenly imported into the midst 
of an existing establishment without any 
well-defined functions. The principal li¬ 
brarian, Sir Anthony Panizzi[q. v.], was little 
disposed to share any of his authority with 
another. The heads of the departments, es¬ 
pecially Dr. J. E. Gray, keeper of zoology, pre¬ 
ferred to maintain the independence to which 
they were accustomed within their own sphere 
of action, and to have no intermediary between 
themselves and the trustees, except the prin¬ 
cipal librarian, who, if on the one hand exhi¬ 
biting little sympathy, had also, from lack of 
special knowledge, littlepower of interference 
in detail. Hence Owen found himself in a 
situation the duties of which were little more 
than nominal. Nothing could have served 
his purpose better. His indomitable industry 
was given full play in the directions for which 
his talents were best fitted, and with the 
magnificent material in the collections of 
the museum at his command, he set to work 
with great vigour upon a renewed series of 
researches, the results of which for many 
years taxed the resources of most of the 
scientific societies of London to publish. It 
followed from the nature of the materials 
that came most readily to his hand, and the 
smaller facilities for dissection available, that 
his original work was henceforth mainly 
confined to osteology, and chiefly to that of 
extinct animals. The rich treasures of the , 
palaeontological department were explored, 
named, and described, as were also the valu¬ 
able additions which poured in from various 
parts of the world, attracted in many cases 
by Owen's great reputation. The long series 
of papers on the gigant .10 extinct birds of 
New Zealand, begun in the year 1838 at the 
College of Surgeons with the receipt of the 
fragment of a femur, upon which the first 
evidence of their existence was based, was 
nowcontinued at intervals as fresh materials 
arrived. The marsupials of Australia, the 
edentates of South America, the triassic rep¬ 
tiles from South Africa, the Areheeapterya 
from Soleuhofen, the mesozoic mammals 
from the Purbeofc, the aborigines of the An¬ 
daman islands, the cave remains, human and 
otherwise, of the South of Trance, the ceta¬ 


cea of the Suffolk crag, the gorilla and other 
anthropoid apes, the dodo, great auk, md 
Chiromys, and many other remarkable forms 
of animal life were all subjects of elaborate 
memoirs from his untiring pen. These were 
adorned in every case with a profusion of 
admirable illustrations, drawn as often as 
possible of the full size of nature. Hie con¬ 
tributions to the publications of the Pal*- 
ontographical Society, mainly upon the ex¬ 
tinct reptiles of the British Isles, fill more 
than a thousand pages, and are illustrated 
by nearly three hundred plates. 

He now also found leisure to perform the 
pious duty of vindicating the scientific re¬ 
putation of his great predecessor, John 
Hunter, by arranging and revising for pub¬ 
lication a large collection of precious manu¬ 
scripts containing records of dissections of 
animals, and observations and reflection*, 
upon numerous subjects connected with 
anatomy, physiology, and natural history m 
general. These were published in 1861, in 
two closely printed octavo volumes, entitled 
‘ Essays and Observations in Natural His¬ 
tory, Anatomy, Physiology, Psychology, and 
Geology, by John Hunter, being his Pos- 
thumouB Papers on those Subjects.’ The 
original manuscripts had been destroyed by 
Sir Everard Home [q.v.] in 1823, but fortu¬ 
nately not before vvillkni Clift had taken 
copies of the greater part of them, and it was 
from these copies that the work was compiled. 

In 1866 were published the first and 
second volumes, and in 1868 the third 
volume, of Owen’s great book on the ‘ Ana¬ 
tomy and Physiology of the Vertebrates.’ 
This is the most encyclopaedic work on 
the subject accomplished bv any one man 
since Ouvier’s ‘Lepons d’Anatomic Com- 
parfie,’ and contains an immense mass of 
information, mainly based upon original ob¬ 
servations and dissections. It is in fact a 
collection of nearly all his previous memoirs, 
arranged in systematic order, generally in 
the very words in which they were originally 
written, and, unfortunately, sometimes with¬ 
out the revision which advances made in the 
subject by the labours of others would have 
rendered desirable. Very little of the classi¬ 
fication adopted in this work, either the 
primary division of the vertebrates into beem a- 
tocrya and hsematotherma, or the divisions 
into classes and sub-classes, has been ac¬ 
cepted by other zoologists. The division of 
the mammalia into four sub-classes of equi¬ 
valent value, upheld by Owen not only in 
this work, hut in various other publications 
issued about the same time (‘ Eede Lecture’ 
1869), founded upon cerebral characteristics, 
was especially open to oritioism. Though 
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the separation, of tho monotonies and mar¬ 
supials from all the others us a distinct 
group (Lyencephala) is capable of -vindica¬ 
tion, the three other sub-classes, Lissen- 
cepliala, Gyronceplmla, and Archencephaia, 
grade so imperceptibly into ouch other that 
thoir distinction, as sub-classes cannot bti 
maintained. The proposed definition of the 
distinguishing characters of tho brain of man 
(Archencephaia) from that of other mammals 
gave rise to a somewhat acute controversy, 
the echoes of which reached beyond tho 
roalms of purely scientific literature. On the 
other hand, the radical distinction hcitwuen 
tho Lwo groups of Ungulatus, the odd-tood 
and tho ovon-toed, first indieatod by Cuvier, 
when ii outing of tho fossil forms, was 
thoroughly worked out by Owen through 
every portion of their organisation, and re¬ 
mains us a solid coutrihutiou to a rational 
system of classification. 

Tlie chapter called ‘ General Conclusions’ 
at tliu end of tho third volume is devoted to 
a summary of liis views on tho principal con¬ 
troverted biological questions of the day, 
especially in relation to tho teaching of Dar¬ 
win, just then coming into groat prominonco. 
All hough from tho peculiarly involved stylo 
of Owen’s writing, especially upon those sub¬ 
jects, it is soinolimes diilloull to define his 
real opinions, it. appears that befoTO tho pub¬ 
lication of tlie ‘ Origin of Speoit'H ’ he hud 
‘ been led to recognise spneius as exemplify¬ 
ing the continuous operation of natural law, 
or secondary cause, and that not only suc¬ 
cessively but progressively. 1 Durwin's special 
doctrine of ‘natural selection,’ however, ho 
never appreciated. lie attacked it. with 
acerbity in an anonymous article on Dar¬ 
win's ‘ Origin of Species ’ in tho • Edinburgh 
Review’ for April I860; and ho was be¬ 
lieved by Darwin to have inspired tho Bishop 
of Oxford’s hostile notice of that book in tlie 
‘ Quart orly Review'oft ho same date, Owen’s 
strong opposition to Darwin’s doctrine caused 
him, though quite erroneously, to be looked 
upon by those outside the world ol‘ science 
ns a supporter of the old-fasliioned and thon 
more ‘orthodox’ view of special creation. 
II is most distinct utterance upon this sub¬ 
ject is conloinod in the following para¬ 
graph:—'So, being unable to accept the 
volitional hypothesis, or that of impulse from 
within, or the selective force exerted by out¬ 
ward circumstances, I deem au innate ten¬ 
dency to deviate from parental type, operat¬ 
ing through periods of adequate duration, to 
be tbo most) probable nature, or way of opera¬ 
tion, of the secondary law, whereby speoioB 
have been derived one from the other ’ (op. 
tit. iii, 807). Owen’s ambiguous attitude to , 


tho whole topic excited in Darwin as much 
resentment as was possible in a man of his 
magnanimous temper (see historical sketch 
prefixed to the sixth edition of Dauwin’s 
Origin of Species, 1872, and The life a rul 
Letters of Charles Darwin, 1887, vol. ii, i n 
reference to tho controversy ut the British 
Association at Oxford in I860). 

Owen’s career as a lecturer did not entirely 
cease with liis connection with the College of 
Surgeons, as, by permission of the authorities 
of tho Museum of Practical Geology in Jermyn 
Street, he gave several courses on the fossil 
remains of animals, open to tho public, in the 
theatre of that instil ution; and ho held in the 
years 18/59, 1800, and 1801, in conjunction 
wilh his ofiioo at the British Museum, the 
Pullorinn professorship of physiology in the 
Royal Inst itutiou. In 1858 he acted as pre¬ 
sident of the British Association which met 
at Leods. His address hugely dealt with the 
need of constructing 011 adequate fines a 
nationul museum of natural history and the 
desirability of a popular exposition of the 
secrets of science. On tho revival of tho 
annual lecture on Sir Robert ltcds’s founda¬ 
tion in tho university of Cambridge, in 1859, 
ho was appointed to give the first, and took 
for his subject tho classification of the mam¬ 
malia. Ilb also occasionally lectured at the 
Royal Institution on Friday evenings, his 
last appearance therB being on 20 April 1861, 
when ho delivered tho discourse ‘ On the 
Scope and Appliances of a NationalMuseum 
of Hal urnl History.’ In April 1802 he gave 
four lectures on birds nt tl 10 London Institu¬ 
tion, and at luter dates leotured at Bradford, 
Nowcast lo, and other provincial towns. As 
late as May 187‘J he gave a discourse at the 
Royal Colonial Instituto upon ‘tho Extinot 
Animals of the British Colonies.’ 

Although Owon look scarcely any part in 
t ho del ails of tho administration of the British 
Museum, one subject relating to that esta¬ 
blishment long engaged his attention from 
his first connection with it. That the ac¬ 
commodation aiforded by the rooms devoted 
to natural history in tlie museum at Blooms¬ 
bury was painfully inadequate was evident. 
Space must he obtained somowliere, even for 
tho proper conservation and display of the 
existing collections, to say nothing of the 
vast additions that must be expected if the 
subject wore to bo represented in anything 
like tho way in which it deserved to he in 
his eyes, and Oweu in this respect had very 
largo views. As oarly as February 1869 he 
submitted a strong report to the trustees, 
setting forth liis views resecting a national 
museum of natural history, accompanied with 
a plan, which was forwarded lo the treasury, 
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and subsequently printed by order of tbe 
House of Commons {Pari. Papers, 121, i.fol. 
1869). At the outset liis scheme •was re¬ 
jected by the government, who held that a 
supplementary exhibition gallery to the 
British Museum was all that was reasonably 
required. The scientific public, the officers 
of the museum, and the trustees 'were much 
divided as to whether it would be better to 
endeavour to obtain ground for an extension 
in the neighbourhood of the existingmuseum, 
or to remove a portion of the collection to 
another locality. After some apparent hesi¬ 
tation, Owen threw himself strongly on the 
side of those who took the latter view, 
and he urged upon the government, and 
upon the public generally, in annual museum 
returns, lectures, and pamphlets, the desir¬ 
ability of the scheme. By 1863 opinion had 
sufficiently advanced for the purchase of laud 
at South Kensington to he voted in parlia¬ 
ment, hut it was not until ten years later 
that the building was actually commenced. 
It was opened to the public in 1881. In his 
address as president of the Biological Section 
of the British Association at the York meet¬ 
ing in 1881, Owen gave a history of the part 
he took in promoting the building of the new 
museum, including his success in enlisting 
the sympathy of Mr. Gladstone, by whose 
powerful aid the difficulties and opposition 
with which the plan was met in parliament 
were mainly overcome. Hjb earlier views 
upon the subject are fully explained in a 
small work entitled ‘On the Extent and 
Aims of a National Mnseum of Natural His¬ 
tory/ published in 1862, being an expansion 
of the lecture he gave at the Royal Institu¬ 
tion in the previous year. Much controversy 
arose as to the best principle of museum 
organisation. Owen adhered to the old view 
of a public exhibition on a very extensive 
scale, while the greater number of naturalists 
of the time preferred the system of dividing 
the collections into a comparatively limited, 
ublic exhibition, the hulk of the specimens 
eing kept in a mannor accessible only to the 
researches of advanoed students. The Royal 
Commission on the Advancement Df Science, 
of which the Duke of Devonshire was chair¬ 
man, investigated the subject fully, and re¬ 
ported fin 1874) in favour of the latter view j 
but in tlie new building at South Kensington 
there was, unfortunately, little provision made 
for carrying it out in a satisfactory manner. 

In 1869, in his report to the trustees, 
Owen recommended that the new museum 
building, ‘ besides giving the requisite accom¬ 
modation to <$he several classes of natural 
history objects, as they had been by authority 
exhibited and arranged for public instruction 


and gratification, should also include a ball 
or exhibition space for a distinct department, 
adapted to convey an elementary knowledge 
of the subjects of all tbe divisions of natural 
history to the large proportion of public 
visitors not specially conversant with any of 
those subjects.’ And subsequently he advo¬ 
cated, with greater distinctness, ' an apart¬ 
ment devoted to the specimens selected to 
show type characters of the principal groups 
of organised and crystallised forms. This 
would constitute an epitome of natural his¬ 
tory, and should convey to the eye, in the 
easiest way, an elementary knowledge of the 
sciences.’ In every modification which the 
plans of the new building underwent, a hall 
for the purpose indicated in the above pas¬ 
sages formed a prominent feature, being in 
tbe later stages of the development of the 
building, called, for want of a better name, 
the 1 Index Museum.’ Though Owen gave 
the suggestion and designed the general plan 
of the hall, the arrangement of its contents 
was left to hie successor to carry out. 

In another part of his original scheme he 
was less successful. The lecture theatre 
which he had throughout urged with great 
pertinacity as a necessary accompaniment to 
a natural history museum, was, as he says in 
the address referred to above, ‘ erased from 
my plan, and the elementary courses of lec¬ 
tures remain for future fulfilment.’ 

On several other important questions of 
museum arrangement Owen allowed his 
views, even when essentially philosophical 
as well as practical, to he overruled. As 
long ago as December 1841 he submitted to 
the museum committee of the Royal College 
of Surgeons the question of incorporating in 
one catalogue and system of arrangement 
the fossil bones of extinct animals with the 

r iznens of recent osteology; and shortly 
awards laid before the committee a re¬ 
port pointing out the advantages of such a 
plan, Strangely enough, though receiving 
the formal approval of the council, no steps 
were taken to carry it out as long as he was 
at the college. He returned to the question 
in reference to the arrangement of the new 
National Museum, and, although no longer 
advocating so complete an incorporation of 
the two series, apparently in consideration 
of the interests of the division into ' depart¬ 
ments’ which he foimd in existence there, 
he says: ‘ The department of zoology in 
such a museum should be so located as to 
afford the easiest transit from the specimens 
of existing to those of extinct animals. The 
geologist specially devoted to the study of 
the evidence of extinct vegetation ought, in 
like manner, to have means of comparing his 
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fossils with ilia collections of recent plants.’ 
Provision for such an arrangement is clearly 
indicated in all tlio early plans foT the build¬ 
ing in which the spaco for the different sub¬ 
jects is allocated, but not a trace of it re¬ 
mained in the llnal disposition of the con¬ 
tents of the museum as Owen left it in 1883. 

Another essentialfoature of Owen’s original 
plan, without which, ho says, ‘ no collection 
of zoology can be regarded as complete,’ was 
a gallery of physical ethnology, the size of 
which ho estimated (in 1802) at 150 ft. in 
length by 60 ft. in width. It was to contain 
casts of the ontiro body, coloured after life, 
of characteristic parts, as the head und face, 
skolotons of every variety arranged aide by 
side for facility of comparison, tho brain pre¬ 
served in epirits, showing its characteristic 
size and diBtinelivo structures, &c ‘The 
series of zoology,’ I 10 says, ‘ would lack its 
most important feature wore tho illustrations 
of the physical characters of tho human race 
to be omitted.’ 

An adequate exhibition of tho celncaa,both 
by means of stuffed specimens and skeletons, 
also always formed a prominent element in 
bis demand for spaco. ‘ Birds, shells, mine¬ 
rals,’ he wroto, ‘ are to beseon in any museum j 
but the largest, strangest, rarest specimens 
of the highest class of animals oan only bo 
studied in tho gallerios of a national one.' 
And again: ‘ If a national museum does not 
afford the naturalist the muans of comparing 
the cetacea, we never shall know anything 
about those most singular and anomalous 
animals.' 

When, however, thecontents of the museum 
wore finally arranged, nominally under his 
direction, physical anthropology was only 
represented by a few skeletons and skulls 
placod in a corner of tho great gallery de¬ 
voted to the ostoology of the mammalia, and 
the (ino series of cetacean skeletons could 
only bo accommodated in a most unsuitable 
place for exhibition in a part of tho base¬ 
ment not originally destined for any Bnoh 
purpoao. Tho truth is that the division of 
tho museum establishment into four distinct 
departments, each with its own head, loft 
tho ‘ superintendent 1 practically poworleas, 
and Owen'sgeniuH did not lioin the direction 
of such a reorganisation as might havo boon 
effected during the critical period of tho re¬ 
moval of the collections from Bloomsbury 
and thoir installation, in U 10 now building. 
Advancing age also probably indisposed him 
to encounter the difficulties which inevitably 
arise from interference with timo-honoured 
traditions, At length, at the close of the 
year 1888, being in his oightioth year, he 
asked to he relieved from tho responsibilities 


of an office the duties of which he had prac¬ 
tically ceased to perform. r 

Apart from kiB duties at the museum, Owen 
had since 1866 maintained close relations 
with the royol family and with many pro¬ 
minent contemporaries. In April 1860 he 
lectured to tho royal children by the prince 
consort’s request at Buckingham Palace. In 
March and April 1864 he lectured before the 
queen, the king of the Belgians, and the 
royal family at Windsor, and in 1889 he was 
much gratifiod by tho queen’s expression of 
her wish that his family Bkould reside at 
Shorn Lodge after his death. Among other 
influential friends wore Lord John Russell, 
whom ho frequently visited at Pembroke 
Lodge, Prince Charles Lucion Bonaparte, 
Uharlos Dickens, Jonny Lind, George Eliot, 
G, II. Lewes, Sir Henry Acland, Sir Edwin 
Olmdwiok, Sir Jarnos Paget, Mr. ltuskiu, and 
Lord Tennyson. In 1867 ho saw much of 
Livingstone, and helped him willi his ‘Mis¬ 
sionary Travels and ltesoarolios in South 
Africa,’writing in his private diary ‘Poor 
Livingstone, ho little thought wlmt it was 
to wnlo a book till he began.' In this year 
moreover he was awardo<.l a distinction that 
he had greatly covoted, tiro ‘ Prix Cuvier’ of 
tho French Academy. In August 1860, being 
then 60 years of age, lie visitod Switzerland, 
ond made the nseont of the Cime de Jazi. 
In 1869 his health gave symptoms of decline, 
and as the guest of Sir John Fowler, ho made 
a first visit to Egypt, in the parly of the 
Prince and Princess of Wales, ond under 
the guidance of Sir Samuel Baker. lie ro- 
poated the visit in 1871, in 1873, when he 
mol. Emerson at Cairo, and in 1874., when he 
had some intercourse with ‘ Chinese Gordon.’ 
He had refused tho presidency of the Geolo¬ 
gical Society in 1871, and was created a O.B. 
at tile instance of Mr. Gladstone in 1878. 

Tho nine remaining years 0 f O weu'slife, sub¬ 
sequent to his retirement from tho museum 
(1888-1892), wero spent in peaceful retire¬ 
ment at Sheen Lodge, an ideal rosulmcs for 
0110 who hod such a kuen onjoyment of the 
charms of nature iu ovary form, for, though 
so largo a portion of his active lifo had been 
passed among dry bones, anatomical speci- 
mons, microscopes, and books, he retained a 
genuine love for outdoor natural history, and 
tliosiglitof the door and other animals in the 
park, tho birds and insects in tho garden, the 
troos, flowers, and varying aspects of tho sky 
tilled him with enthusiastic admiration. One 
of his favourite occupations thovo rosultod in 
the publication in 1888 of ‘ Notos on Birds 
in my Garden,’ lie also hiyl his library 
around him, and the habit of strenuous work 
novor deserted him till failing memory and 
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bodily infirmity made it no longer possible 
to continue tnat flow of contributions to 
scientific literature which had never ceased 
during a period of sixty-two years, his first 
and last papers being dated respectively 1826 
and 1888. On 6 Jan. 1884 he was gazetted 
K.O.B., and on Mr. Gladstone’s initiative his 
pension was supplemented by 1001. annually. 
His wife had died 7 May 1878, and his only 
son in 1888, but the son (who had held an 
appointment in the Foreign Office) left a 
widow and seven children, who, coming to 
reside with him at Sheen, completely relieved 
his latter days of the solitude in which they 
would otherwise have been passed. During 
the summer of 1893 his strength gradually 
failed, and he died on the 18th of December, 
literally of old age. In accordance with his 
own expressed desire, he was buried in the 
churchyard of Ham, near Richmond, in the 
some grave with his wife. 

Despite the prodigious amount of work 
that Owen did in his special subjects, he 
found time for many other occupations or re¬ 
laxations. He was a great reader of poetry 
and romance, and, being gifted with a won¬ 
derful memory, could repeat by heart, even 
in his old age, page after page of Milton 
and other favourite authors. For music he 
had a positive passion; in the busiest period 
of his life he might constantly he Been at 
public concerts, listening with rapt atten¬ 
tion, and in his earlier days was himself 
no mean vocalist, and acquired consider¬ 
able profioienoy in playing the violoncello 
and flute. Nothing afforded him more re¬ 
laxation during his hard work than a visit 
to the theatre, and it is stated in his ‘ Life ’ 
that when Weber's 1 Oheron ’ was first pro¬ 
duced in London, he went to see it thirty 
nights in succession i In addition to his other 
accomplishments he was an expert chess 
player, and had for opponents at one time 
or another Sir Edwin Landseer, Lonsdale, 
and Staunton. He was also a neat and care¬ 
ful draughtsman; the large number of anato¬ 
mical sketches he left behind him testify to 
his industry in this direction. HiB hand¬ 
writing was unusually clear and finished, 
considering the vast quantity of manuscript 
that flowed from his pen, for he rarely re¬ 
sorted to dictation or any labour-saving pro¬ 
cess. Only those who have had to clear out 
rooms, officiol or private, which have been 
long occupied by him, can have any idea of 
the quantity of memoranda and extracts 
which he made with his own hand, and 
most of the books he was in the habit of 
using were filled with notes and comments. 

Owen’s was a very remarkable personality, 
both physically and mentally. He was tall 


and ungainly in figure, with massive head, 
lofty forehead, curiously round, prominent 
and expressive eyes, high cheek bones, large 
mouth and projecting chin, long, lank, dark 
hair, and during the greater part of his life, 
smooth-shaven face, and very florid com¬ 
plexion. Though in his general intercourse 
with others usually possessed of much of the 
ceremonial courtesy of the old school, and 
when in congenial society a delightful com¬ 
an ion, owing to his unfailing flow of anec- 
ote, considerable sense of humour, and 
strongly developed faculty of imagination, he 
was not only an extremely adroit contro¬ 
versialist, but no man could say harder things 
of an adversary or rival. Unfortunately, 
he grew bo addicted to acrimonious con¬ 
troversy that many who followed kindred 
pursuits held somewhat aloof from him, and 
in later life his position among scientific men 
was one of comparative isolation. To this 
cause, combined with a certain inaptitude 
for ordinary business affairs, may he attri¬ 
buted the fact that he was not invited to 
occupy several of the distinguished official 
positions in science to which his immense 
labours and brilliant talents would otherwise 
have entitled him. 

In addition to the honours already detailed 
and many others of minor significance (of 
which a mil list is given in the ' Life’ by his 
grandson), he received the Prussian Order 
‘Pour le Mfirite’ in 1861, the Gross of the 
Frenoh Legion of Honour in 1866, and was 
also decorated by the king of Italy with the 
Order of St. Maurice and St. Lazarus (1862), 
by the emperor of Brazil with the Order of 
the Bose (1867), and by the king of the 
Belgians with the Order of Leopold (1878). 
He was chosen one of the eight foreign 
associates of the Institute of France in 1869. 
The universities of Oxford, Cambridge, and 
Dublin conferred upon him their honorary 
degrees, and he was an honorary or corre¬ 
sponding member of nearly every important 
Bcientifio society in the world. The Royal 
College of Physicians conferred on him the 
Baly medal (for physiology) in 1809, and 
the Royal College of Surgeons its honorary 
gold medal in 1888. He was the first to re¬ 
ceive the gold medal established by the Lin- 
nean Society at the centenary meeting of 
that body in 1888. The Royal Society, on 
the council of which he served for five sepa¬ 
rate periods, awarded him one of the royal 
medals in 1846, and the Copley medal in 1851. 

A fine portrait of Owen as a young man, 
by Pickeragill, is reproduced ss frontispiece 
to the ‘Lae’ issued by his grandson, the 
Rev. Richard Owen, in 1894. In the same 
work are reproduced portraits from a daguer- 
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reotype taken in 1848, and from a photograph 
token, in later life. In 1881 hie portrait was 
painted by Mr. Holman Hunt, and exhibited 
111 the Grosvenor Gallery (see ' Times,’ 2 May 
1881). In the same year Mr. Hamo 'l'horny- 
croft, It,A., exhibited a bust of Owen at Ine 
Royal Aoadomy, A posthumous full-length 
bronze statue by Mr. Brook, R.A., was exe¬ 
cuted for thB hall of the Natural History 
Museum, and a marble bust, by Mr. Gilbert, 
R.A., for the Royal College of Surgeons. 

Apart from his innumerable contributions 
to scientific periodicals, special memoirs, and 
catalogues, tho following are Owen’s chiof 
works: 1. ‘Odontographyj or a Treatise on 
the Comparative Anatomy of the Teeth, their 
Physiological Relations, Mode of Develop¬ 
ment, and Microscopic Structure in tho Ver¬ 
tebrate Animals. Text and Atlas.’ London, 
41 o, 1840-5. 2,‘ The Zoology of tho Voyage 
of Her Majesty’s Ship Boogie, .. during the 
Years 1832 to 1836.’ Part i. Fossil Mam¬ 
malia, London, 1840. 3. ‘ Lectures on the 
Comparative Anatomy and Physiology of the 
Invertebrate Animals, delivered at tho Royal 
College of Surgeons in 1843' (from notes 
takon by Owen s pupil, W, WhiLe Cooper), 
London, 1843, 8vo (2nd edit. 1860). This 
forms vol, i. of the ‘Hunterian Lectures,’ of 
which vol. ii. (Fishes) appeared in 1840. 4. ‘A 
History of British Fossil Mammals and Birds/ 
London, 8vo, 1848 (issued in twelvo parts bo- 
tween 1844 and 1840). 0. ‘A History of 
British Fossil Reptiles,’ 4 vols. 4lo, L810-84. 
(A reprint of pupors which appeared between 
1849 and 1884 in tho publications of the 
Palmontological and other Societies). 6. 1 On 
ParthonogoneBia, or the successive pro¬ 
duction of procreating individuals from a 
single ovum,’ London, 1849, 8vo. 7. ‘ In¬ 
stances of the Power of God as manifested 
in llis Animal Creation/London, 186C (2nd 
edit. 1804. 8. 1 On the Classification and 
Geographical Distribution of tho Mommalia ’ 
(Rede Leoluro at Cambridge), Loudon, ] 869, 
8vo. 9. ‘The Principal Forma of the Skele¬ 
ton and tho Teeth, as the Basis for a System 
of Natural II istory and Comparative Ana¬ 
tomy’ (Ore’s Circle of tho Sciences), London, 
1860, 8vo, 10. ‘On the Extent and Aims 
of a National Museum of Natural History/ 
London, 8vo, 1802. 11, ‘On tho Anatomy 
of Vortebral os/ 3 vols. 8vo, London, Vol. 1 . 
Fishes and Reptiles, i860; vol. ii. Birds and 
Mammals, 1800; vol, iii. Mammals, 1808. 
12. ‘Memoir on tho Dodo/with an historical 
Introduction by W. J. Broderip, London, 4lo, 
1808. 18. ‘ Researches on the Fossil Re¬ 
mains of the Extinct Mammals of Australia, 
with a notice of the Extinct Marsupials 
of England/ 2 vols. London, 4to, 1877-8. | 


14. * Memoirs on the Extinct Wingless Birds 
of New Zealand, with an Appendix on those 
of England, Australia, Nowioundland, Mau¬ 
ritius, and Rodriguez/ 2 vols. London, 4to 
1879. 16. ‘Experimental Physiology- its 

Benefits to Mankind/ London, 8vo 1882 
16. ‘ Aspects of the Body in Vertebrates and 
Invertebrates/ London, 8vo, 1883. A com¬ 
plete list of Owen’s contributions to scientific 
journals; Remarks, Descriptions, Notes, Ob¬ 
servations, Reviews, Reports, Catalogues 
and Appendices is given in 1 The Life, bv 
his Grandson’ (1894, ii. 833-86). 

But no account of Owen’s enormous contri¬ 
butions to scientific literature would be com¬ 
plete without mention of his custom of having 
privately struck oli'a cert ain number of copies 
both of t he text and illustrations of memoirs 
communioated to various societies, and at a 
later poriod of issuing and selling them as in¬ 
dependent works, with slight alterations and 
additions, and with very little reference to the 
fact that they had been previously published 
elsewhere; tho original signatures to the 
sheets and lettering of the plates were invari¬ 
ably alt ered. Nob. 5,18, and 14 in the above 
list are examples of this confusing practice. 
Although Owen’s method of double publica¬ 
tion may have made his memoirs more ac¬ 
cessible to specialists working at particular 
subjects, it. has caused much confusion m 
determining the real datos of his discoveries 
and of their publication. For scientific pur¬ 
poses tho original memoirs should always bo 
consulted. 

[Memoir contributed by the present writer to 
tho Proceedings of tho Royal Sooioty in 1893; 
the Lite of Richard Owen by his grandson, the 
Rev. liiohard Owen, with an essay on Owen's 
position in anatomical science by T. H. Huxley, 
F.U.N. (2 vols. IBM); Leonard Huxloy's Life 
and Letters of T. II. Iluxloy (2 vols. 1900).] 

W. H. F-n. 

OWEN, ROBERT (1771-1858), so¬ 
cialist, born on 14 May 1771, at Newtown, 
Montgomeryshire, was son of Robert Owen, 
by Itis wife, Anno Williams. The father, 
a saddler and ironmonger, was postmaster 
of Newtown^ then a country town of about 
a thousand inhabitants. Robert, youngest 
but one of seven children, was an active lad; 
he was the bestrunnor and Joaper among his 
companions, and ai'torwards became a good 
dancer. He was sent to a day school at a 
very early oge. Soon afterwards, by hastily 
swallowing somo scalding ‘ flummery ’—a 
preparation of flour and milk—he injured 
his digestion for life. Ho says thattho con¬ 
sequent necessity of careful attention to diet 
hod a great effect upou hie ekarnctov. ne 
learnt all that his master could teach so 
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quickly that when seven years old lie was 
made 'usher.' He had a passion for reading, 
and books were lent to him by the clergy¬ 
man, doctor, and lawyer. He read the or¬ 
dinary standard literature, including ' Robin¬ 
son Crusoe ’ and Richardson's novels, and 
believed every word to be true. He after¬ 
wards read histories, books of travel, and 
biography. Some methodisfc ladies lent him 
a number of religious books, and ho says that 
the study of controversies convinced him 
before be was ten years old that there was 
‘ something fundamentally wrong in all re¬ 
ligions’ (own Life, p. 4). This early passion 
for reading disappeared under the pressure 
of business, and in later life he read little 
except newspapers and statistical books. He 
acted as usher for two years, and then be¬ 
came assistant in a small shop of grocery and 
haberdashery. He became anxious to see the 
world, and was allowed, when he had com¬ 
pleted his tenth year, to j oin his eldest brother 
William, then a saddler in London. After 
a short stay in London he was placed with 
McGuffog, an honest and shrewd Scotsman, 
who had been a pedlar, and had started a 
successful business in Stamford, Northamp¬ 
tonshire. McGuffog had become famous for 
the sale of the finer articles of female wear, 
and Owen became a good judge of different 
fabrics. His masterwaskindandconsiderate, 
and he was able to spend many hours before 
and after his day’s work meditating and 
reading in Burloigh Park. Seneca was a 
favourite author. The McGuffogs belonged 
to different churches: and Owen now deve¬ 
loped his early scepticism, and reluctantly 
abandoned Christianity. He had, however, 
previously written a letter to Pitt, the prime 
minister, suggesting measures for better ob¬ 
servance of the Sabbath. The publication a 
few days later of a proclamation in that 
aanse was supposed by the McGuffogs and 
himself to be a consequence, though he after¬ 
wards perceived that it could Be only a 
coincidence. 

Meanwhile Owen's ambition was confined 
to business. After four years at Stamford 
and a brief holiday he became assistant in a 
haberdasher’s shop on old London Bridge, 
where he received 25 l. a year, besides board 
nnd lodging. His employers were kind, but 
the work so severe in the busy season 
that lie had only five hours for sleep. He 
was glad to accept an offer of 40 1. a year for 
a similar situation with 0 Mr. Satterfield in 
Manchester. At this time the cotton trade 
was in process of rapid development. Owen 
formed an j*cquaintanoe with a mechanic 
named Jones, who made whe bonnet-frames 
for Satterfield, and was anxious to make 


some of the new machinery for cotton spin¬ 
ning. Owen borrowed 1001. from his brother, 
and took a workshop with Jones, where they 
soon had forty men at work. Owen had to 
keep the hooks, manage the men, and look 
as wise as he could till he had learnt his new 
business. Affairs prospered till a capitalist 
offered to buy him out. He was glad to set 
up for himself, took a room, and began spin¬ 
ning yarn, which he sold to the ugent of 
some Glasgow manufacturers. He formed an 
alliance with two young Scotsmen, James 
McConnell and John Kennedy (1769-1865) 
[q. v.], afterwards successful cotton spinners, 
about 1790, and was soon clearing six pounds 
a week. A Mr. Drinkwater of Manchester 
required a manager for a large business. 
Owen applied for the post, and, though he 
was younger and demanded a larger salary 
than otherapplicants,Drinkwater was pleased 
by his manner, and appointed him. He had 
now charge of a mill employing five hun¬ 
dred persona, and filled with machinery of 
which he knew little. Drinkwater left the 
whole business to him. He studied the ar¬ 
rangements carefully, and mastered them 
thoroughly in six weeks. He had, he says, 
by this time learnt his great principle—that, 
as character is made by circumstances, all 
anger is out of place. His management of 
the workmen was at anyrate successful, and 
they were soon distinguished for sobriety 
and good order. The knowledge of fabrics ac¬ 
quired at McGuffog’s stood him in good stead. 
The mill produced the finest kinds of yam, 
the cotton being spun into 120 banks to the 
pound. Owen increased this by 1792 to 260, 
and afterwards to 800, hanks to the pound. 
He was among the first to make use of the Sea 
Island cotton, none of the North American 
cotton having been used previously to 1791, 
in the new machinery. Owen’s’ skill greatly 
increased the profits of the business, while 
his own mind was being impressed by the re¬ 
fection that more attention was generally paid 
to the 1 dead ’ than to the ‘ living machinery.’ 
During the first year Drinkwater proposed a 
new agreement with him, which he gladly 
accepted. He was to have 4001 for the second 
year, 600k in the third, and a partnership, 
with a quarter of the profits, in the fourth. 
He was becoming known in Manchester; 
he was on friendly terms with Dalton the 
chemist, and became a member of the ‘ Lite¬ 
rary and Philosophical Society of Man¬ 
chester.’ He still spoke, he says (ib. p 31), 
an imperfect mixture of Welsh and English, 
but apparently mode an impression _ upon 
more cultivated minds. He Tecords a dispute 
with John Ferriar [q. v.], says that he had 
the best of the argument, though the worst 
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of the rhetoric, in discussions with Coleridge, 
who visited Manchester (74. p, 80), perhaps 
during his tour for starting the * Watchman 
and gained the name of the ‘reasoning 
machine.’ lie was also intimate with Robert 
Fulton, who was in Manchester in 1794, and 
lent him money to carry out inventions con¬ 
nected with canal navigation (*4. pp, 04-70). 
Drinkwater desired to withdraw from the 
partnership agreement in consequence of somo 
family arrangements, and offered to continue 
Owen as manager at any salary he chosB to 
name. Owen at once gave up the ogreomont, 
but refused to romain as manager. ITc stayed 
for a year till Drinltwat or could And a com¬ 
petent successor, and in 1794-6 formed the 
‘Ohorlton Twist Company,’ two old-esta¬ 
blished firms taking some part in the enter¬ 
prise. Owen superintended the new mills 
which were built at Ohorlton, and made the 
purchases. ITis business led him frequently 
to Glasgow. Hot Imre mado the acquaintance 
of Anne Caroline Dale, daughter of David 
Dalo fq. v.) Dale was the proprietor of mills 
at New Lanark on tho falls of the Clyde, 
whioh he had started in 1785 in combination 
with Arkwright. Miss Dale immediately 
confided to a friend that she would never 
t ako any husband nnloss Owen were the man. 
Owen was diflldont until the friend revealed 
tho confidence to him. Miss Dale, when lie 
ventured to speak, said that she must first 
obtain the consent of lior father, to whom he 
was still unknown. The father, ns a man of 
strong religious principles, was likely to ho 
repelled by Owen’s views. A happy thought 
suggested itself to Owen, lluit ho should in¬ 
troduce himself by offering to buy tho New 
Lanark mills. Owen, with tho help of his 
partners, agreed to buy tho mills for 00,0007., 
to he paid in twenty annual instalments. 
Dole took a liking to Owen in the courso of 
their muelings, and after a time consented to 
accept the young man as his son-in-law. In 
spite of many discussions upon religious 
questions, Dale and Owen remained upon 
affectionate toms till Dale’s death in 1808. 
Mrs. Owen also retained hor early religious 
opinions, which her husband treated with 
tenderness. 

Owen soys that his property at this time 
•was worth 3,0004 (i4, p, 65), but his in- 
oomo was rising rapidly, lie had for two 
years oooupied Groonheys at Manchester, the 
residence of Do Quincoy's father. IIo mar- 
riod Miss Dalo on 80 Sept. 1790 j and, loav- 
ing the Okorlt on mills to his portnors, under¬ 
took the ‘government’ of New Lanark about 
1 Jan. 1800. Tho Ohorlton mills wore soon 
afterwards sold. 

Owen now rosolved to carry out the plans 


suggested by hie experience at Drinkwaterie 
Ills workmen and their families numbered* 
about thirteen hundred, and there were four 
or five hundred pauper children. The men 
were given to drink and dishonosty; and the 

children, chiefly sentfrom workhouses, though 

Dale had tried to provide for their comfort 
and instruction, were terribly overworked. 
Owen look no more pauper children, and* 
began to improve the houses and machinery. 
Tho workmen disliked him as a foreigner and 
obstructed his plans. lie won upon them by 
arranging stores at which good articles were 
sold for low prices, and still more by his 
conduct during the American embargo in 
1806. He stopped the mills for four months, 
but paid tho workmen their full wageB, 
amnnntingto more than 7,0004 He was now 
nblo to introduce othermeasurosfor diminish¬ 
ing temptations to drink and cheolting pil¬ 
ferers. lie was especially proud of a quaint 
arrangement for marking each man's conduct 
daily by a ‘silent monitor,' a label coloured 
variously to indicato goodness and bndness 
and placed opposite each man's post. He 
was anxious to apply his principles more 
thoroughly by forming tbo charaotore of bis 
people from, the firat, and resolved to set up 
schools. IIo was Htill only a partner, with a 
ninth share of the profits and 1,0004 a year 
as manager. lie calculated the outlay for a 
proposed school at 5,0004 besides an annual 
expense. The partners made some diiBoul- 
t ies; aud, although thoy gave him a piece of 
plate with a flattering inscription, they hesi¬ 
tated to co-oporato in liis plans. He tigreod 
to buy them out, tho business being valued at 
84,0004, and tho profits during the ten years 
of tho firm's oxistenco having been 60,0004, 
after paying fivo per cent, on the capital. A 
now partnership was now forrnod, In which 
()won had the largest of five unoqual shares 
besides bis 1,0004 a year. Tho now part¬ 
ners, howovur, objected to his measures, 
and it was finally dooided that tho works 
should be sold by auction. Tho partners 
spread discouraging accounts of the result 
of Owen’s management, intending to buy tlie 
mills for a small sum, Owen meanwhile was 
tired of partnera who looked merely to pro¬ 
fit, and rasolvod to find men who would 
sympathise with his aims. He circulated » 
pamphlet, called ‘A New View of Socioty’ 
(revtsod by Francis Place, according to Mr. 
Ilolyoako’a Lifs and Last Day s, p, 18), 
describing his principles, and found ready 
support. Ho proposod to raise 180,0004 in 
ten shares, of whioh he held five himselfs 
John Walker of Arno’s Grovo^took three; 
Joseph Foster of Bromley, William Allen 
[q, v.], Joseph Fox (a dentist), Michael Gibbs 
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(afterwards lord mayor), and Jeremy Ben- 
fcham had one share a piece. Owen proposed 
that five per cent, should he paid on capital, 
and the whole surplus devoted to general 
education and improvement of the labourer’s 
condition. Owen returned to Glasgow for 
the auction with Allen, Poster, and Gibbs, 
and, after an exciting contest, the business j 
was knocked down to him for 114,1001. The 
net profit of the four years’ partnership had I 
been 160,0001, Owen was enthusiastically I 
received, apparently at the beginning of 
1814, by his workmen upon his return, and 
had now for a time a free hand for his pro¬ 
jects. The population was about two tnou- 
sand five hundred (own Life, p. 180). 

Owen’s new school system was to provide 
his ' living machinery.’ He had been inte¬ 
rested in the plans of Bell and Lancaster, 
which caused most of the educational dis¬ 
cussion of the day, and had subscribed to 
both committees. He presided at a public 
dinner given to Lancaster at Glasgow in 
1812 and made an impressive speech (given 
in the Appendix to his Life). His system at 
New Lanark showed much sense and bene¬ 
volence. There were schools for all the chil¬ 
dren under twelve, at which age they conld 
enter the works. Owen, however, was es¬ 
pecially proud of his infant school, where 
children were received as soon as they could 
walk. IIs claimed to he the founder of in¬ 
fant schools. His ‘ institution for the for¬ 
mation of character,’ which included schools 
of three grades, was opened on 1 Jan. 1816. 
His first principle was that the children 
should never be beaten ; that they should 
always be addressed kindly, and instructed 
to make each other happy. He took for 
teacher of his infant school a man who could 
scarcely read or write, but was patieut and 
fond of children. He used to teach by ob¬ 
jects, avoided overstrain, and thought that 
books should hardly be used for children I 
under ten. Dancing, music, and drilling 
were an essential part of the system, and he 
declares that his school children were the 
* happiest human beingB he ever saw ’ (own 
Life, p. 136). His infant school was imi¬ 
tated by Lord Lansdowne, Brougham, and 
others, to whom he transferred his master in 
order to start a new school at Westminster. 

The New Lanark institutions had now 
become famous. Owen says (ib. p. 114) that 
during the ten years preceding 1824 the an¬ 
nual number or visitors was two thousand. 
He lived bom 1808, with his family and Mrs. 
Owen's four sisters, at Braxfield House, pre¬ 
viously occupied by the well-known judge 

E see MiOOTJmir, Eobtiet], and there received 
lie distinguished guests. His acquaintances 


included many clergymen, from the Arch¬ 
bishop of Canterbury (Sutton) downwards; 
Wilberforce, Clarkson, and other abolition¬ 
ists; Malthus, Mackintosh, and the utilita¬ 
rian group—Bentham, James Mill, and Fran¬ 
cis Place. Owen’s views were at the time in 
favour of paternal government, and showed 
no democratic tendency. He was opposed 
to Malthusian views, in which he observes 
{ib. p. 104) that Mrs. Malthus agreed with 
him, and to the laissez-faire tendencies of the 
economists. The tory government were dis¬ 
posed to take him up. Lord Liverpool re¬ 
ceived him; and Lord Sidmouth had his 
essays circulated by government in order 
to elicit comments from qualified people. 
J. Q. Adams, then United States minister 
in London, took copies for the United States: 
the ambassadors of Auatria and Prussia 
consulted him; and he declares that Napo¬ 
leon was converted at Elba by reading his 
essays, and would have applied their prin¬ 
ciples if the sovereigns of Europe had not 
interfered in 1816 (ib. iii.202; an unpublished 
letter of Place, communicated by Mr. Graham 
Wallas, notices the despatch of a pamphlet 
to Elba). Tho Grandduke Nicholas (after¬ 
wards emperor of Russia) visited him at New 
Lanark, and offered, he sayB, to take two 
million of the 1 surplus population ’ of England 
and establish a Russian New Lanark under 
Owen (ib. p. 140). He beoame acquainted with 
the English royal family, and especially the 
Duke of Kent. Owen thus became a prophet, 
He attributed hisremarkable successes at New 
Lanark, not to the singular combination of 
good husineBs qualities with genuine bene¬ 
volence and mild persistence which seems to 
have attracted aE who met him, but to the 
abstract principle which he began to preach 
as a secret for reforming the world. This 
doctrine, which he never wearied of re¬ 
peating, was thot, as character is made by 
circumstances, men are therefore not respon¬ 
sible for their actions, and should he moulded 
into goodness instead of being punished. He 
began to preach this with apostolic fervour. 
His first public action, however, was more 
practical. He called a meeting of manufac¬ 
turers at Glasgow in 1816, and proposed a 
petition for removing the tax upon the im¬ 
port of cotton. This was carried unani¬ 
mously. He then proposed resolutions ap¬ 
proving a measure for limiting the hours of 
children’s labour in mills. No one would 
second them, hut Owen went to London to 
lay his proposals before government. The 
first Sir Robert Feel undertook to bring 
before the House of Commons a measure 
founded upon them. Peel consented to the 
appointment of a committee to investigate 
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(he question of the employment of children 
in. mills. The manufacturers of Glasgow en¬ 
deavoured to injure Owen by charges, sup¬ 
ported by the minister of Lanark, to the 
effect that ho had used seditious language in 
his address on the institution for the forma¬ 
tion of character. Sidmouth had already seen 
the address, and dismissed the charge as ridi¬ 
culous. Owen attended the committee at 
every meeting for two sea-dons. He was dis¬ 
gusted by the concessions made by Peol to the 
manufacturers, and handed over his duty to 
Nathaniel Gould and Richard Oastler [q, v." 
The Factory Act of 1819 was the result of 
(his agitation. Owen had proposed that uo 
child under ten should be employed in any 
factory; that no child under eighteen should 
he worked for more than ten and a half 
hours; and that some schooling should be 
given, and a system of inspection provided 
(see Appendix in second volume of Life). 

The distress which followed the peace led 
to the formation of a committee, under the 
presidency of Archbishop Sutton, for which 
Owen prepared a report, afterwards pub¬ 
lished, suggesting as the only remedy for 
the evils a system of educating and ox'vil¬ 
lages of unity and co-operation ’ (own Life, 
p. 129). Sturges Bourne’s committee on 
the poor law, then sitting, declined to 
examine him, and ho decided to expound his 
views through the press. O 11 30 July 1817 
he published a letter in the papers, followed 
by others on 9 and 10 Aug., announcing a 
meeting for 14 Aug. at the Oity of London 
Tavern. He circulated thirty thousand copies 
of these papers, besides other documents, at 
a cost of 4,000/. The mail-coaches wore do- 
layed twenty minutes beyond tho hour of 
starting by fiis mass of papers. A crowded 
and successful meeting was hold on the 14 th, 
and adjourned to the 2ls(. Owen had been 
challenged to give his religious views, He 
had discovered that the religions of tho 
world were the great obstacle to progress, 
and ho resolved to announce this piece 
of news to tho meeting, thougli expect¬ 
ing to be 'torn in pieces. 1 He made the 
statement in the most dramatic fashion, and 
thereby, he thought, struck the death-blow 
of bigotry and superstition. A pause was 
followed by a few nisses, when an * eloctrlc 
shock ’ seemed to pass through the audience, 
and a hurst of' heartfelt applause ’ drowned 
all dissent. Some ‘political economists,’ 
however, talked against time, and, to seoure 
peaco, Owen permitted his motion for ap¬ 
pointing a committee to he negatived. 

He declares that when the meeting met 
he was the most popular man of the day. 
and that the government was' at his mercy 


(£5, p. 168). Though allowance must be 
made for Owen’s self-esteem, Lt is remark¬ 
able that after this declaration he retained 
so many supporters among tha respectable. 
His simplicity seems to have disarmed an¬ 
tipathy. From this time he devoted him¬ 
self to tho propagation of his theories, and 
to schemes intended to give them effect. In 
the autumn he went abroad, with introduc¬ 
tions to great men, including one from the 
Duke of Kent to the Duke of Orleans. He 
travelled with Professor Pictet of Geneva; 
they wen t to Paris withOuvier, crossing the 
Ohaunel in a French frigate. He was inlro- 
d need to La Place, Alexander von Ilumboldt, 
andotherdislinguishedmenatParis. Hethen 
went t,n Switzerland, where he saw Sismondi, 

visited Oberlin at Freiburg,Pea talozziatYver- 

duu, and Follenberg at Hofwyl. He visited 
Frankfort, where the Germanic diot was sit¬ 
ting, and afterwards Aix-la-Ohapelle, to at¬ 
tend thecongressof 1818. He sawmanydiplo¬ 
matists, and presented papers to the Junperor 
Alexander, who treated him rather con¬ 
temptuously. Affcnrimollicr visit to Switzer¬ 
land, lie returned to Knglund about the 
beginning of 1819. Up offered himself in 
1819 as a candidate for the Lanark burghs; 
hut some of tho electors were bribed in liis 
absence, and he never entered parliament. 
His declaration of wav against religion had 
olienatod most of his supporters, and the 
newspapers had turned against him. A 
committee, however, was formed (26 June 
1819) to carry out liis plans, of which the 
Duke of Kent was president. The commit¬ 
tee included not only high dignitaries, but 
sucli economists as Ricardo and Torrens. It 
foiled, however, to raise 8,000/. out of tlie 
60,000/. proposed, and was dissolved in De¬ 
comber 1819 (documents in Appendix to 
Life, vol. ii.) The Duke of Kent died in 
J onuary 1820. A meeting was soon after¬ 
wards hold by the county of Lanark to con¬ 
sider the existing distress. Owen attended, 
and drew up a report (dated May 1820, and 
■iven in Life, vol. ii.) 

Owen’s political economy was heterodox 
and extremely crude. He held the common 
opinions about over-production and the bad 
effects of all machinery in displacing labour, 
lie proposed to substitute tlie spade for the 
plough, and he announoed the socialist doc¬ 
trine that ‘ the natural standard of value ’ is 
' human labour.’ He advooated a scheme in 
which, as he says, he had been anticipated by 
JohnBellers[q. v.j, one of whosepomphlelshe 
reprinted. He proposed to form village com¬ 
munities of two to three hundred families, 
partly on the New Lanark model, which were 
to be arranged round common buildings, and 
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in which all labour was to bs for the good of 
the community. Owen, circulated the report 
at liis own expense; it was translated into 
French and German, and proposals were 
made for carrying the scheme into effect, 
fie first held that three-quarters of a million 
would be required, but consented at last to 
make a beginning with 50,0001. A. J. 
Hamilton offered a site at Motherwell, not 
far from Lanark. Owen subscribed 10,0001,, 
but ultimately withdrew from the scheme in 
consequence of differences of opinion with 
other promoters. A community was started 
at Orbiston, near Motherwell, under the ma¬ 
nagement of Abram Oombe, brother of An¬ 
drew and George Combe fq. v.], who had 
visited New Lanark in 1820, and become an 
ardent disciple of Owen. Combe disapproved 
of the thoroughly communistic principles 
which were adopted in September 1826, after 
the scheme had been at work for a year. His 
death, on 27 Aug. 1827, gave a death-blow to 
the scheme, and the buildings were pulled 
down in 1828. 

Owen also withdrew gradually from New 
Lanark. His associate Allen naturally ob¬ 
jected to his anti-religious principles, and, as 
a quaker, to the singing, dancing, and mili¬ 
tary drill. Various disputes arose, and an 
agreement was made in January 1824- (given 
in New Existence, v. 201) which gave effect to 
some of Allen’s views. Owen was discon¬ 
tented with the management, and finally 
withdrew in 1829. He now made a small 
settlement upon each of his children, and 
considered himself at liberty to spend the 
rest of his money upon his various projects. 

Meanwhile Owen was energetically pro¬ 
mulgating his doctrines. In 1821 he started 
a periodical called ‘ The Economist,' which 
ran for a year, and was followed by 1 The 
Political Economist and Universal Philan¬ 
thropist,’ 1828, and ‘ The Advocate of ike 
■Working Classes,’ 1827-7 (Holtoake, His¬ 
tory of Co-operation, i. 108), more or less in¬ 
spired by him. He visited Ireland in 1828, 
argued with professors at Maynooth, and 
held meetings at the Rotunda in Dublin 
(18 March, 12 and 19 April 1828), which 
resulted in the formation of the Hibernian 
Philanthropic Society. There was, however, 
a strong opposition, and these meetings, ac¬ 
cording to Mr. Holyoake {Life and Last Bays, 
p. 8), ‘ sealed the fate of his social reform.' 
In 1824 Owen heard from an Englishman, 
who, after settling in America, bad visited 
Braxfield, of an estate of 80,000 acres on the 
Wabash river, in the states of Illinois and 
Indiana. It belonged to a German colony 
who had emigrated from Wiirtemberg in 
1804, under the guidance of a Lutheran 


teacher named Rapp. They combined busi¬ 
ness energy with peculiar religious views, 
and bad prospered upon this land, to which 
they had given the name Harmony. They 
now wished to move on. Owen sailed iii 
the autumn of 1824, and bought the village, 
with 20,000 acres, for 80,0001. in April 1825. 
On his way Owen was invited to give two 
addresses in the Hall of Representatives at 
Washington, which were attended by the 
president and other officials. He at once 
proceeded to Harmony, where nine hundred 
people soon assembled, and a provisional 
committee of management was appointed. 
Owen returned to England in 1826, and 
madefreskjournoys to 1 New Harmony’ attke 
end of the same year, and again in the win¬ 
ters of 1820-7 and 1827-8. A constitution 
was framed on 6 Feb. 1826 upon com¬ 
munist principles. Owen, though he had 
intended a longer period of probation, was 
asked to manage the affairs for a year. Com¬ 
munities sprang up in imitation at various 
places, and several were grouped round New 
Harmony, A Mr. Maclure founded a school 
system on a large scalo. Difficulties, how¬ 
ever, soon arose. The heterogeneous collec¬ 
tion of colonists gradually gave up theii 
communism. Owen on his visits did liishe3t 
to patch things up, and gave large sums oi 
money. He found, however, that the com¬ 
munities had deserted Us principles, and in 
1828 had finally to break off his connection 
with the place, leaving the communities to 
do as they pleased. Owen had in ono way 
or other spent upon this experiment over 
40,0001. He bad given to his sons Robert 
and William two snares in the New Lanark 
property, which they soon afterwards again 
made over to him when his funds ran low. 
Ultimately lie settled upon them the New 
Harmony property, reserving for himself 
an annuity of 8001., which for many years 
was his only means of support. The rest had 
been spent * on liis various philanthropicol 
enterprises and publications (R. D. Owes, 
Threading my Way, pp. 261-3). 

While in England, in the following sum¬ 
mer, Owen received an application from some 
parsons to whom the Mexican government 
bad granted lands in Texas to help him in 
colonising. He sailed on 22 Nov. 1828 with 
introductions to the Mexican authorities, 
and was received with high honours by the 
president, Victoria. He was told that con¬ 
gress would grant Um a territory fifty 
leagues broad, stretching through 13|° of 
latitude. It was only necessary to change 
the law which made profession of Catholicism 
necessary in Mexican territory. In the win¬ 
ter, however, a new party came into power, 
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and no more was heard of the grant to 
Owen. He returned by the United States, 
and held a publio discussion at Cincinnati 
on 1 April 1829, dined with President Jaclc- 
son and the secretary of state, Van Buren, 
and brought back pacific messages from them 
to the English foreign secrotary, Lord Aber¬ 
deen, who gave him an interview, _ 

Owen’s schemes had failed, as might have 
been expected, ovon upon his own principles. 
He had laid the greatest stress at New 
Lanark upon the necessity of ‘ forming cha¬ 
racter’ in infancy, and he might have in¬ 
ferred that miscellaneous collections of un¬ 
prepared people would not have tho neces- 
Bary qualities for success in new undertakings. 
He now Bet about propagating his dootrine 
by lectures, and by promoting various asso¬ 
ciations. A ‘ London Co-operative Society 1 
had been started in 1824, with rooms in Bur- 
tonSbreet,Burton Crescent, where discussions 
were held, afterwards transferred to Chan¬ 
cery Lans (noLTOAKB, ii. US). Here J. S. 
Mill and Charles Austen and othershad hand- 
to-hand fights with the ‘ Owenites ’ (Mm, 
Autobiography, p. 123-6). Tho ‘Co-opera¬ 
tive Magazine ’was started in January 1828, 
and gave accounts of the ‘ New Harmony’ 
community. It was published during the 
next three years as a sixpenny monthly. In 
1830 it gave way to tho 1 British Co-opera¬ 
tor ’ and the 1 Oo-operativc Miscellany, and 
other journals expounded Owen’s theories 
(HoLTO-tra, ii. 123, 136, 129). Many so¬ 
cieties were started, and ‘ congresses’—the 
name is said to have been then first applied 
to such gatherings—were frequently held in 1 
1829, and for some years later. Owen held 
meetings; ho gave Sunday lectures at the 
Mechanics’ Institute in Southampton Build¬ 
ings, until objections arose, and afterwards at 
the ‘Institute of tho Industrious Classes,’and 
in Burton Street. In 1882 he started a 
scheme which caused much excitement, 
Ho had published since 14 April 1882 a 
penny paper called ' The Crisis,’ and in that 
periodical he announced in June the forma¬ 
tion of an association to pvomoto the ex¬ 
change of all commodities upon the ‘ only 
equitable principle ’ of giving ‘ equal values 
of labour.’ To carry out this, an ‘ Equitable 
Labour Exchange’ was opened on 8 Sept. 
1882 at a building in Gray's Inn ltoad, called 
the Bazaar. It had belonged to ouo Brom¬ 
ley, who had pressod Owen to uso it for a 
now society, and Owen had thought it suit¬ 
able for his experiment, which had already 
been partly set going elsewhere, Any goods 
might be deposited init; ‘ labour notes,’wliioh 
had been elaborately contrived to avoid for¬ 
gery, were given in exchange, and the goods 


deposited might be bought in the same cur¬ 
rency. The systemwas exceedingly crude 
and indeed scarcely intelligible. There was* 
however, a rush to the exchange. A large 
amount of deposits was made, and the ex¬ 
ample was imitated, especially at Birming¬ 
ham. Ditlicultie8 soon arose. Bromley mode 
exorbitant claims for rent, though Owen had 
understood that he had offered his premises 
gratuitously. It was determined to move 
the exchange to Blackfriars. Bromley in 
January 1888 made a forcible entry intothe 
premises, and Owen paid large sums to settle 
the matter. Bromley tried to appropriate 
the scheme himself, hut soon failed. The 
exchange was moved to Charlotte Street, 
Fitzroy Square, where Owen, helped by his 
son Robert Bale Owen, continued to lecture 
for some time, and a new constitution was 
framed. It only survived for a short time; 
Owen made up a deficiency of 2,6001, for 
wliioh he held himself to be morally, though 
ho was not legally, responsible. 

Owen’s activity continuodforseverolyears, 
and had a great effect in stimulating the co¬ 
operative movement in the country, though 
exciting comparatively little public interest. 
Ho took part in the co-operative congresses, 

! of which seven met from 1830 to 1884, and 
| in the succeeding 1 socialist congresses,’ of 
which there wero fourteen from 1886 to 1846, 
and was frequently chairman (noiroAKEji. 
182-96 for a list of these congresses), He 
took the part of the Dorset labourers con¬ 
victed in 1834, whoso case caused much 
excitement at tlio time. The chief organ of 
the party was tho ‘ New Moral World,’ a 
weekly journal by Robort Owon and his dis¬ 
ciples, which was continued from 1884 to 
1841. It called itself the organ of tho ‘ Asso¬ 
ciation of all Glasses of all Nations,’ and at a 
later period the ‘ Gazette of the Universal 
Community Society of Rational Religion¬ 
ists.’ The onrly volumes contained many 
communications from Owen, A ‘Boole of 
the New Moral World’ by Owon himself 
appeared in seven parts (with somo ohanges 
of title) betweon 1826 and 1844. It con¬ 
tains some of the fullest statements of his doc¬ 
trines. Owen’s expects! ions became rasher 
and vaguer as his real influence declined. Mr. 
Ilolyoako gives an account of his activity as 
a travelling lecturer as late as 1838 (i. 102). 
He hud, however, been nearly forgotten by 
the general public when, in 1840, be was 
presented to the queen by Lord Normanby, 
who was denounced on tlio occasion (24 Jan. 
1840) by Bishop Philpotfs in the House of 
Lords. The bishop had to admty that Owen's 
charooterwos irreproachable, though his prin¬ 
ciples were abominable. Owen was after- 
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wards president of tlie short-lived community 
at Queenwood, Hampshire, but not an active 
member, From 1844 to 1847 he was again 
resident in America, and after his return 
published * Revolution in Mind and Prac¬ 
tice,’ 1849, and ‘ Letters to the Human Race,’ 
1860. lie spent many of his later years 
with a family at Sevenoaks. 

Owen continued his appeals to the publio 
in various forms, .till his mind was evidently 
growing feeble. In November 1860 he be¬ 
gan to publish a weekly ‘Journal,' which 
lasted till the end of 1862. He petitioned 
parliament in 1851 for a committee to ex¬ 
amine his schemes. During the same year 
he circulated tracts, translated into French 
and German, for distribution among visitors 
to the exhibition. He began to publish his 
‘Rational Quarterly’in June 1863, includ¬ 
ing letters to the Prince Consort and minis¬ 
ters. About the same time he proposed him¬ 
self for election by any constituency whioh 
would elect him ‘ free of all trouble and ex- 
ense.’ He was converted to spiritualism 
y a medium in America about 1864, and in 
1864 began the ‘ New Existence of Man upon 
Earth,’ with an ‘ outline of his early life.’ 
Eight parts of this appeared, and contain 
some documents in regard to his Irish ex¬ 
perience and his disputes with Allen. It 
afterwards diverges into spiritualism, and 
gives commf&uoations from Franklin, Jeffer¬ 
son, the Duke of Kent, and some posthumous 
dramas by Shakespeare. Owen held meet¬ 
ings at St. Martin’s Hall in 1866, where he 
announced the inauguration of the ‘ true 
millennial state of human existence,’ and 
afterwards published a series of traots called 
‘TheMillannialGazette.’ His autobiography, 
a very interesting and clear account of his 
early life, appeared in 1867-8. In 1867 he 
convened a ‘ Congress of the Advanced Minds 
of the World.’ He presented himself at an 
educational conference held at Willis’s Rooms 
in June 1867 under the presidency of the 
Prince Consort j and he appeared at the first 
two meetings of the Social Science Associa¬ 
tion held at Birmingham in October 1867 
(where he read a paper), and at Liverpool in 
October 1868. Thougn very feeble, he was 

E laced on the platform and introduced by 
is old friend Brougham to the meeting. He 
pronounced a few words, and was then cur¬ 
ried to bed. After a fortnight’s confinement 
he begged to be taken to his native place, 
Newtown. He went thither, made another 
journey to Liverpool, and finally returned to 
Newtown, and died there in the hotel on 
17 Nov. 1868, in presence of his son, Robert 
Dale Owen, xle was buried very simply in 
the grave of his parents in the ruins of St, 
VOL. xiv, 


Mary’s, after the Anglican service had been 
performed at the new church. Many of his 
old friends and persons interested in social¬ 
ism and co-operation attended the funeral. 
Mr. Holyoake soon afterwards delivered an 
eloquent oration upon him at a meeting at 
Rochdale, under the presidency of Mr. Jacob 
Bright. 

He left three sons—Robert Dale, Daniel 
Dale, and David Dale Owen—the first of 
whom is separately noticed ; the other two 
became professors m American colleges. 

Owen's works have been mentioned above. 
The early ‘ New View of Society, or Essays 
on the Principle of the Formation of the 
Human Character,’ originally published in 
1818-16, is reprinted at the end of his 
1 Life,’ and gives his essential views. The 
numerous periodicals which he wrote or 
inspired, and various unpublished addresses 
ana discussions, contain little more than re¬ 
petitions of the same theme. A list of the 
more important is given in Mr. Hblyoake's 
‘Life ana LastDays.’ A drawing in crayons of 
Owen by S. B. and a medallion by Leverotti 
are in toe National Portrait Gallery, Lon¬ 
don. 

Owen may be described as one of those 
intolerable bores who are the salt of toe 
earth. To the whigs and the political econo¬ 
mists he appeared chiefly as abore. Macaulay 
describes him (letter of 8 June 1831) at a 
fancy ball tfymg to convert Sheil to co¬ 
operation, and then proving to the catholic 
Mrs. Shell that moral responsibility did not 
exist. Miss Martinean ( Autobiogr . i, 230-3) 
describes his attempts to convert Her in the 
same spirit; and he seems to have been re¬ 
garded in such circles as a social butt, whoBe 
absurdity was forgiven for his good humour 
(see Hazlitt, Table Talk, i. 78, * Of People 
with One Idea’; and for a characteristic criti¬ 
cism in 1816, Hazlitt, Political Essays, pp. 
97-104). He was essentially a man of one 
idea; that idea, too, was only partially right, 
and enforced less by argument than by in¬ 
cessant and monotonous repetition. Yet he 
will certainly be recognised as one of tha 
most important figures in the social history 
of the time. His great business capacities 
enabled him to make an import oat stand 
against some of the evils produced by the 
unprecedented extension of the factory sys¬ 
tem. He was not iu sympathy with any 
political party. Cobbett, who shared some 
of his views, treats him with contemptuous 
ridicule (Political Pegister, August 1817). 
Southey, while approving his social aims, 
was alienated by ms religious teaching (see 
especially Souihet, Colloquies, 1829, p. 62, 
where he is called the ‘happiest, most bene* 
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£cent, and most practical of all enthusiasts,’ 
and pp. 132-47). Although Bontham was 
his partner and Bdcardo joined his com¬ 
mittee, liis condemnation of the laissez- 
faire principle and his denunciations of 
competition made him tho opponent of the 
utilitarians. In his later years his head 
seems to have been turned, His absorption 
in his idea led him to attribute to it akind 
of magical efficacy, and his adventures in 
America showed n complete forgelfulnoss of 
all tho businesslike precautions to which the 
success of Now Lanark had been due. He 
had succeeded by training the young, and 
fancied that he could make a community by 
simply collecting an untrained mass of noody 
adventure™. Yet his influence upon the 
growth of co-operation in its subterranean 
period was enormous, and he sowed the seed 
of a harvest which lias been reaped by his 
disciples. 

Personally, according to RobcrtDnle Owen, 
who no doubt Bpoaks the truth, he was mast 
amiable. Ills ruling passion was houovo- 
lenoe; ho was exceedingly fond of children; 
spent a fortune to promoto the welfare of his 
raoe, and had a command of tempor which 
enahlod him to conciliate opponents. IIo 
had apparently all the obstinaoy without the 
irritability generally attributed to his coun¬ 
trymen. Ilis son says that ho was so like 
Brougham in person that ho might have boon 
taken for him (It. D. Owns, Threading my 
Wag, p. 180); hut, with a vanity as great as 
Brougham’s, I 10 had what Brougham unfortu¬ 
nately wanted—the power of making even 
his vanity subsidiary to his principles. 

(Tho Life of Robert Owon, written by bimBolf, 
vol.i.l867,givoslholifodowntol820; a second 
vulnmo, published in 1868, does not continue tho 
narrativo: it consists of an appoint ix giving sonio 
important documents. William Lucas ftargant's 
Robert Owon and his Philosophy, 1800, was 
writton with information from Owen's friend and 
executor,WilliiimParorq.v,] Sargantdisnpprovod 
of 0 won’s' philosophy,’ but tho book is careful and 
impartial. Life, Tiinos, and Labours of Robort 
Owon, by Lloyd Jones [q, v.], posthumous, adds 
little to tbo above ; G, J, llolyoako’s History of 
Co-oporallon in England, 2 vok 1876,1886, and 
Life and Last Days of Robort Owen, 1871. first 
published in 1868 j Robort Dale Owon’s Threading 
myWny, 1874 j aLifopublished otPhiladelphia 
in I860, and A. J. Booth’s Robert Owon, 1880, 
add no facts. The last eolleots some interesting 
notices of the co-opomtivo movement. R, Owen 
and Now Lanark, by a formor toncher, 1880 j 
Owen’s nooount of tho Now Lanark schools in 
the Report upon Education in the Metropolis, 
presented to tho House of Commons in 1810 ; 
see also Robert Dale Owon’s Outline of the Sys¬ 
tem of Education at New Lanark, 1821, and New 


Views of Mr. Owon of Lanark examined by H (j 
MaoNab [q. v.) The last gives an interesting 
report from a visitor. The various perio dical s 
above noticed give a good deal of scattered auto- 
biography, and incidental details of Owen’s later 
activity; John Humphrey Noyes's History of 
American Socialisms, 1870, pp. 30-66, gives an 
account of the New Harmony experiment.! 

L.S. 

OWEN, ROBERT DALE (1801-1877) 
publicist and author, was horn in Glasgow 
on 9 Nov. 180], and was the eldest sou of 
Hubert Owen [q, v.l ThoNewLanarkfactory 
was then at the height of its prosperity, 
and Owen received an excellent education. 
At the age of fifteen he was deeply in¬ 
fluenced by a brief hut important acquaint¬ 
ance with Clarkson, and in the following 
y oar was sent to tho Swiss college of Ilofwyl, 
thon flourishing under the direction of Fel- 
lonborg, Tho influences thus received con¬ 
firmed his innate tendency to a somewhat 
inconsiderate philanthropy, and induced him 
to sympathise with hiB fathor’s unfortunate 
transfer of his industrial and social activity 
from Scotland to America, whoro I 10 hoped to 
find a wider scope for his projects as a moral 
and economical reformer. Tho circumstances 
conncctod with the Now I farmony experiment 
have been montionod under Owns-, Robert. 
Its mismanagement is fully admitted in the 
autobiography of Robert Dale Owen, who 
sumB up: ‘ A grave mistake os to money; yet 
bettor than the opposite extreme,’ lie had 
joined it in 1826; ‘in tho spring of 1827 
New Harmony ceased to bo a community,* 
and he returned to Europe with Frances 
Wright [soe Daruskont, FjUNonsbin whom, 
as woll aBin her onterpriso at Nnshoba towards 
tho gradual conversionof thonogroosinto free 
labourers, ho had conceived a deep interest. 
After making tho acquaintance of Lafayette 
and othor distinguished personages, ho re¬ 
turned to America, onablod his father 1 to 
get rid of certain swindlers in whom he had 
placod an unmerited confidence,’ edited fora 
tima tho ‘ Now Harmony Gazelto,’ and in 
1828 commencod at Now Harmony, with 
Francos Wright, tho publication of the ‘ Free 
Inquirer,’ an avowedly socialistic journal, full 
of attacks on Christianity and the esta¬ 
blished order of things. This naturally in¬ 
volved him in much obloquy, which was not 
diminished either by the tracts lie published 
in conjunction with Frances Wright, or by his 
platform discussions, and his endeavour to deal 
with t ho delicate question of Malthusianism in 
liiB ‘ Moral Physiology ’ (1831). In 1832 this 
phase of his career came to an epd; and he de- 
votodliimself to the public affairs of the State 
of Indiana, boing elected to the legislature in 
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18S6. His action in this capacity -was highly 
beneficial, tha appropriation to the public 
schools of half the surplus revenue paid over 
by the United States Government being 
principally due to him. In 1848 and after¬ 
wards he was elected for three successive 
terms to the House of Representatives. As 
a democrat he acted with his party, and 
vigorously supported in a published speech 
the annexation of Texas, though a measure 
mainly urged by the slave power with the 
object of obtaining more votes in congress. 
A speech on the Oregon question also at¬ 
tracted much attention. He was more cha¬ 
racteristically employed in promoting the 
organisation of the Smithsonian Institution, 
and was appointed chairman of the com¬ 
mittee on the subject. He afterwards be¬ 
came one of the regents. In 1860 and 1861 
he took an active part in the revision of the 
constitution of Indiana, and passed a bill 
securing widows and married women inde- 
endent rights of property, on which account 
e received a testimonial from the women of 
the state. This legislation contributed to 
the reprehensible laxity of Indiana legisla¬ 
tion on divorce, on which subject Owen had 
a lively epistolary controversy, published in 
pamphlet form, with Horace Greeley. In 
1860 he published a useful and practical 
treatise on the construction of plank roads, 
a subject of great importance in America. 
From 1868 to 1868 he was United States 
minister at Naples. During the civil war 
he was active as a pamphleteer on the 
union Bide, especially as the author of ‘The 
Policy of Emancipation,’ tinea letters ad¬ 
dressed respectively to President Lincoln 
and two of his ministers, advocating the 
immediate emancipation of the slaves. The 
letter to the president was placed in his 
hands three days before the issue of his 
famous emancipation proclamation (1 Jan. 
1803), and is affirmed by Secretary Chase to 
have had considerable weight with him; but 
it is known on Lincoln's own authority that 
he had decided upon tha issue of his procla¬ 
mation on receiving the news of M'Olellon’s 
victory at Antiotam Creek. Owen’s letter is, 
nevertheless, avery cogent piece of reasoning. 
In 1883 ho was chairman of a committee 
appointed by Secretary Stanton to examine 
into the condition of lie emancipated freed- 
men, and embodied his observations and de¬ 
ductions in a work entitled ‘The"Wrong of 
Slavery, the Right of Emancipation, and the 
Future of the African Race in the United 
States’ (1864). He had already, like his 
father, exchtyjged his early materialism for 
a spiritualism embracing belief in almost all 
descriptions of alleged supernatural phe¬ 


nomena, and had published in 1869 the book 
bv which he is probably most widely known, 
‘Footfalls on theBoundary ofanotherWorld.’ 
It is full of striking stories, well told. ‘De¬ 
batable Land between this "World and the 
next,’ a work of similar character, followed 
in 1872. In 1874 he published ‘ Threading 
my Way,’ an autobiography of the first 
twenty-seven years of his life. It is full of 
interest, and it is to he regretted that ho did 
not carry out his intention of completing it. 
In his latter days ho was for a time deluded 
by the notorious ‘ medium,’ Katie King, and 
suffered from an attack of insanity, from 
which, however, he soon recovered. He died 
at his summer residence on Lake George 
on 17 June 1877. His character and his 
standing as a public man are well conveyed 
in the obituary notice in the New York 
1 Nation’: ‘ Mr, Owen was a gentleman in tho 
best sense of the word, and his early educa¬ 
tion in Switzerland and lifelong scholarly 
habits, joined to native moderation of cha¬ 
racter, secured for him a sphere of usefulness 
and a degree of public esteem which his more 
radical and less dispassionate associates failed 
to attain.’ 

Owen's daughter Rosamond was second 
wife of Laurence Oliphant [q. v.] 

[Owen's Threading my "Way, 1874; Apple- 
ton’s Dictionary of American Biography; New 
York Nation, 6 July 1877.] B. G. 

OWEN, Sib ROGER (1673-1617). [See 
under Owen, Thomas, d. 1698.] 

OWEN, SAMUEL (1769 P-1867), water¬ 
colour painter, was born about 1769. 
Nothing is recorded of him before 1794, 
when he exhibited * A Sea View ’ at the 
Royal Academy. This was followed in 
1797, after the victory of Cape St. Vincent, 
by ‘A View of the British and Spanish Fleets,' 
and in 1799 by three drawings of the en¬ 
gagement between the Director (Oaptoin 
Bligh) and the Vryheid (Admiral DeWinter) 
in the action off Camperdown on 11 Oct. 
1797. These, with three other drawings ex¬ 
hibited in 1802 and 1807, complete the num¬ 
ber of his exhibits at the Royal Academy. 
In 1808 he joined the Associated Artists 
in "Water-Colours, and sent eleven draw¬ 
ings of shipping and marine subjects to the 
first exhibition of that short-lived body. 
He exhibited also twelve works in 1809, 
and six in 1810, hut after that date he 
resigned his membership. His works are 
carefully drawn and freshly coloured, and 
possess much merit. Among them are the 
Beries of eighty-four drawings which were 
engraved by William Bernard Cooke for his 
work ‘ The Thames,’ published in 1811, and 
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seven others made for the* Picturesque Tour 
on the River Thames,’ published by Wil¬ 
liam Westell, II, A .1 and himself in 1828. 

Owen died at Sunbury on 8 Dec. 1887, in 
his 89th year, but had long before ceased 
to practise his art. The Victoria and Albert 
Mueeum has ‘Shipping in a Oalm,’ ‘Indiaman 
lying-to for a Pilot,’ ‘ Luggers on the Shore,’ 
and seven other river and Bea pieces by him. 
A small half-length portrait of Owen in 
water-colours, signed ‘ Montague, 1796,’ earn e 
into the possession of Dr. Edward II, Esurd 
of Lewisham High Road, London. 

[Art Journal, 1888, p, 02; Redgrave’s Dic¬ 
tionary of Artists of the English School, 1878; 
Royal Academy Exhibition Catalogues, 1704- 
1807; Exhibition Catalogues of the Associated 
Artists in Wator-Colours, 1808-10,] 

D. E. G. 

OWEN, TIIA/NKFULL (1020-108 L), 
independent divine, son of Philip Owen or 
Taplow, Buckinghamshire, gentleman, wae 
born in 1020, and was soul to St. Paul’s 
school, when hie father wont to reside in 
London. Ho hold an exhibition from St, 
Paul’s to tho university, 1087-60. Ilu ma¬ 
triculated from Exolor College, Oxford, on 

I June 1080, graduatod B.A. on 10 .Tan. 
1680-40, was elected follow of Lincoln Col¬ 
lege in 1642, and proceeded M.A. July 1640. 
lie wa3 ‘remarkably presumed inliis youth, 
as he was swimming near Oxford, after he 
had sunk twice under water’ (Calamy, Nrn- 
cmifunliist’s Memorial, i. 181). Ho ciuno 
into prominence on the appointment of the 
parliamentary ‘Commission to reform and 
regulate the Univoreity ’ in 1047. On 
30 Sept, he was appointed by Lincoln Col¬ 
lege one of the dolegales to the visitors. On 

II May 1048 ho appeared before the visit ors 
and submit tod ‘to tho authority of parlia¬ 
ment in this viflilatiou.’ On 19 May ho whs 
appointed by tho proctors one of tho twenty 
delegates, of whom tho minority, or at least 
tun, wore to consider and answer in tho name 
of the university all inquiries pertaining to the 
government of tho university. On 6 July ho 
wob placed by the visitors on a ‘ committee for 
the examination of all such as are candidates 
for any fellowship, scholarship, nr other place 
in this miiversitie.’ On 18 Maroh 1649 he 
was appointed senior proctor for the univer¬ 
sity. In October he was made ono of tho 
suh-di'legateB * qui animadversioues suas (e 
corpora statutomm Univeraitatis) referrent 
si quto superstitiosam pravitatom roferront’ 
(Woos, Life, od. Clark). In the next year 
no was added to tho proacliors bofore the uni¬ 
versity as one of the representatives of the 
independent parly which had now come into 
power. On 0 Sopt. 1060, at the committee 


for the reformation of the universities, he was 
appointed president of St. John’s College on 
the resignal ion of Francis Oheynell [q.’v.l 
who would not accept the ‘ engagement?'The 
1 ten seniors 1 of the college consented. His 
first signature as president occurs on 18 Dec. 
Itis management of the college property w&b 
far from satisfactory; during hie tenure of 
oiiice much of the college estates was as¬ 
signed on leases of lives to his friends and 
relot ions. On 16 Juno 1062 a new committee 
was appointed by parliament, of which Owen 
W'as a mombor, It first sat on 20 June 1868, 
and Owen was constant in his attendance! 
ITe was a member also of the new body of 
visit ors appointed by Cromwell on 2 Sept. 
1064, and attended its moetings till the end; 
ho was, moroover, a member of the commit¬ 
tee on scandalous ministers. 

As one of the most important of tho inde¬ 
pendent party in Oxford, and as having been 
actively concerned in all tho most obnoxious 
proceedings of the parliamentary authorities 
m the changes in university discipline, direc¬ 
tion, and patronage, it wan clear that Owen 
could not ho pomittod to retain hie post 
after tho Restoration. Tie was ejected by 
tho commissioners in J00O, his lust signature 
in the collogo register boing on 19 July 
1000. IIo lived privately in London, and did 
not conform. On the death of Dr. Thomas 
Goodwin [q. v.l, pastor of the independent 
congregal ion in Fetter Lane, London, lie was 
chosen to succeed liim, hut died suddenly 
within a fortnight, on 1 April 1081, at his 
houso in llatton Gnrden, llo was buried 
in Bunhill Fields. 

When Dr. John Owon (1016-IG88) [q. v.] 
govu notice of Thunkfull Owen’s funeral, he 
said ' that he had not loft liis follow behind 
him for learning, religion, and good humour,’ 
‘lie was a man,’says Ualamy (i. 181),‘of 
gentoel learning and an oxeollent temper; 
admired for an uncommon fluency and easi¬ 
ness in Lis composures and for the peculiar 
purity of liis Latin stylo.’ 

The following wo A is attributed to him: 
' A truo and lively Representation of Po- 

S , showing that Papery is only New 
ril’d Paganism and perfectly destruc¬ 
tive of the great Ends and Purposes of God 
in the Gospel,’ London, printed by R. Ever- 
ingham for W. Kettilby, at the Bishop’s 
Head in St, Paul’s Churchyard, 1079. It 
is a pamphlet of oighty-ono octavo pages, 
charging the Roman church with idolatry, 
attacking indulgences, and taking objection 
especially to three points of ultramontane 
theology: ‘(1) tho doctrine of the direction 
of tho intention; (2) tho dootrine of proba¬ 
bility; (8) that of sacerdotal absolution 
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upon, confession at the hour of death.' He 
quotes Chillingworth with approbation. He 
had intended to amplify his work under the 
title ‘ Imago Imaginis,’ in which he was to 
have shown 1 that Rome papal was an image 
of Rome pagan.’ There is extant a cata¬ 
logue of his books, with those of Ralph 
Button, ‘ to be sold by auction by John 
Dunmore in Ivy Lane, on 7 Nov. 1681.’ 

[St. John’s College MSS.; Calamy’s Noncon¬ 
formist's Memorial, ed, Palmer; Wood’s Life, 
ed. A. Clark (Oxf. Hist. Soc.); Gardiner's Re¬ 
gister of St. Paul's School; Poster’s Alumni 
Oxon.; Burrows's Register of the Visitois of 
the University of Oxford, 1647-68 (Camden 
Society).] W. H. H, 

OWEN, THOMAS (d. 1698), judge, 
second son of Richard Owen, a merchant of 
Shrewsbury, by his wife Mary (d. 1668), 
daughter of Thomas Ottley of the same 
town, was born at Oondover in Shropshire. 
He went to Oxford, and graduated in arts 
on 17 April 1669, either at Broadgates 
nail or at Christ Church. On 18 April 
1662 he entered at Lincoln’s Inn, and was 
called to the bar on 4 June 1670. He sat 


by an unknown painter, was in 1888 in the 
possession of Mr. Reginald Cholmondeiey. 

Sir Roger Owen (1673-1617), the eldest 
surviving son, matriculated from Christ 
Ohurch, Oxford, in 1690, and graduated B.A. 
in 1692. He became a barrister of Lincoln’s 
Inn in 1613, and was treasurer of the inn in 
1613. ITis residence was at Oondover, Shrop¬ 
shire. He was elected M.P. for ShewBbury 
in 1597, and for Shropshire in 1601, 1606, 
1610, and 1614. He was sheriff of Shrop¬ 
shire (1608-4). On SO May 1604 he was 
knighted. In parliament he often sided with 
the opposition, although he was a champion 
of the clergy, and in 1610he argued that the 
king must 1 esign all claim to levy impositions 
by his own will. On 21 May he was one of 
the members deputed by the commons to 
confer with the lords on the question of im¬ 
positions, and complicated the discussion by 
irrelevant remarks ou the laws of foreign 
countries. His assiduous support of views 
unfavourable to the king led to his dismissal 
from the commission of the peace for Shrop¬ 
shire when the parliament of 1614 was dis¬ 
solved. Owen was buried at Oondover on 


in parliament as M.P. for Shrewsbury in 
1684-6. He became reader of the Inn in 
Lent term 1688, and a serjeant in 1689. He 
was appointed a member of the council of 
the marches of Wales at the and of 1690 
(Cal. State Papers, Horn. 1681-90, p, 703), 
and a queen’s eerieant on 26 Jan. 1698. 
‘ By his unwearied industry,’ says Wood 
(Athenm Oxon. 3rd. edit. i. 078) ‘ advanced 
by a good natural genie and judgment, he 
became a noted counsellor, and much re¬ 
sorted to for advice.’ He collected reports of 
decisions in the common pleas inlaw French, 
which were translated and printed in folio in 
1666, and had generally a high reputation. 
Lord Burghley selected him as conveyancer 
to eettle deeds in his behalf on the intended 
marriage of his granddaughter, Lady Bridget, 
with the Earl of Pembroke's eldest son in 
1697 (State Papers, Dorn. ed. Green, 1696- 
1697, p. 497). On 21 Jan. 1694 he became 
a judge of tho court of common pleas, not, as 
Ditgdale says, of the king's bench, but was 
not knighted. Further promotion to be 
master of the wards was expected for him, 
when he died on 21 Dec. 1698. He was 
buried in Westminster Abbey, on the south 
side of the choir, in a marble tomb with a 
recumbent effigy (Dari, Westminster Abbey, 
ii. 88; Neai®, Westminster Abbey, ii, 24Q), 
By hie first wife, Sarah, daughter of Hum¬ 
phrey Baskerville, he had five sons—among 
whom was Sir Roger Owen [see belowjj— 
and five daughters, His second wife, Alice, 
is separately noticed. A portrait of Owen, 


6 June 1617. Camden wrote of him, ‘ mul- 
tiplici doctrina tanto patre digmssimus.’ He 
married Ursula, daughter of William Elkin, 
the second husband of his stepmother, Alice, 
hut left no male issue, and Oondover passed 
to his brother, Sir William (Foster, Alumni ; 
Gabdinbb, Mist. ii. 106,288, 249; Ftjilbr. 
Worthies, ed, Nichols, lii. 81 j Owen and 
Blabhwav, Sheriffs of Shropshire, p. 99). 

[Ross’s Lives of the Judges; UngdalB’s Ori- 
gineB, pp. 41, 258; Tanner’s Bibl. Brit.; Mis¬ 
cellanea Geneaiog. et Herald. 2nd ser. ii. 370-1 ; 
Arohteologia, rol. i. pp. xni, xx ; Poster's 
Alumni Oxon. 1500-1714; and see art. Owbn, 
Axicb.) J. A. H. 

OWEN, THOMAS (1667-1618), ieeuit, 
bom in Hampshire in 1667, studied huma¬ 
nities at Douay, and law at Paris, and en¬ 
tered the Society of Jesus at Lyons in 1679. 
Afterwards he taughtrhetoricaadphilosophy 
at Tournon, where he became prefect of 
studies and spiritual director. Eventually he 
was summoned to Rome, aud appointed, first, 
confessor, aud then minister in the English 
College. Father Robert Parsons [q.v.], on his 
deathbed in 1010, made arequesttothefathar- 
general, ClaudiusAquaviva,thatOwen might 
succeed him in the office of rector of the col¬ 
lege and prefect of the English mission. The 
recommendation was adopted, and Owen held 
those offices until his death on 8 Dec. 1618. 
A status of the English College at Rome foi 
1618 says that Thomas Owen and his brothei 
Cyprian were of every ancient catholic house. 

Owen was the author of the folio wing trans- 



Owen 


135° 


Owen 


Infcions from the French: 1. ‘ A Latter of a 
Catholiko Man beyond the Seas, written to 
his Friond in England, inclvding another of 
Peter Ooton, Priest, of the Society of Iosus, 
to the Queoue Rogent of France. , .To veil¬ 
ing the imputation of tho death of Ilenry the 
IIII, late K. of Franco, to Priests, losuitas, 
■or Oatholicko Doctrino’ [St. Omer], 1010, 
8 vo. The ‘ Oatlioliko Man’ subscribes him¬ 
self T. A. —Audoenus, being tho latinised 
form of Owen, 2. ‘ Tho Oopio of a Letter 
aont from Paris to tho Reverend Fathers of 
tho Society of Toaus who livo in England. 
Contayning an Anawore to tho Calumnia¬ 
tions of Anti-Colon against tho same Society 
in generall, and Fa. Coton in partieulor' 
Omer], Kill, 4to. 3. 1 Cardinal Porron’s 

tier to Isaac Casaubon/ St. Omer, 1012. 

[Do BticWs Bihl, des Earivuins do la Com- 
pagnio do Jcmip. ii. 1603; Dodd's Church HiaU 
11 . 417; Douay Dinrios, p. 430; Foloy's Records, 
vi. 081, 1 77, vii. 662; Oliver’s Jesuit Collootions, 
p. 103: Southwell's llibl. Scriplorum Hoo. Jcsu, 
p. 764.) T. C. 

OWEIST, THOMAS (17-10-1812), agri¬ 
cultural writor, son of Thomas Owen of 
Anglesey, was horn tharo in 17-19. On 
20 March 1707 he matriculatod from .Tosus 
College, Oxford, and graduated B.A. in 1770; 
migrating to Queen's College, he proceeded 
Al.A. in 1778. In 1779 ho was presented to 
tho living of Upton Scudamore, Wiltshire, 
lie died m Anglesey in May 1812. Owen 
was author of: 1. ‘Three Books of M. 
Terontius Varro translated into English,’ 
Oxford University Press, 1800, 8vo, 
2. ‘ rvamowKii, Agricultural Pursuits, trans¬ 
lated from tlio Grook,’ 2 vols, London, 1805- 
1806, 8yo. 3. ‘Fourtcon Boohs of Palla¬ 
dios on Agriculture,’ Loudon, 1807, 8vo. 
Donaldson describes these translations as 
‘ honost performances.’ 

A contemporary Tiioma.8 Earns Owisn 
( 1764-1814), son of William Owen of Con¬ 
way, Oarnarvonshiro, was oloctod scholar of 
Westminster School in 1780, matriculated 
as atudont from Christ Church, Oxford, on 
20 May 1785, and graduated B.A. in 1789; 
he was presented to the living of South 
Stoke, Oxfordshire, in 1792, and Llandylry- 
dog, Anglesey, in 1794, whore I 10 also be¬ 
came an ‘able, aotivo, and upright magis¬ 
trate,’ Ho died in 1814, and was buried in 
Iilanfftir-is-Gaer Church, Carnarvonshire. lie 
wrote * Methodism Unmasked', or tho Pro¬ 
gress of Puritanism,' 1802, 8vo. 

[Works in Brit. Mua. Library; Foster’s 
Alumni Oxon. 1716-1880; Watt’s llibl. Brit,; 
Donaldson’s Agricultural Biogr, pp. 89-60 ; 
Hoaro's Modern Wiltshire, Warminstor, p. 94 j 


Oent. Meg. 3802, i. 623-fl, ii. 642-8, 1806 u 
830-3 1812 j. 497, ii. 183, 1816 i. 91 Welch's 
Queen’s Scholars, pp. 412, 419.) a. F, p. 

OWEN, WILLIAM (1469 P -15741 
luwyor, born about 1469 in Pembrokeshire 
was the son of Rhys ap Owon of Henllvs’ 
near Newport, Pembrokeshire, by Jane 
daughter of Owon Elliott of Earwore in 
tho same county. According to his son’s ac¬ 
count, he was a * follow-student and near 
cousin of Sir Thomas Elyot’ [q. Vl ] An 
ancestor, Richard de lloda, had married 
Ales, the only daughter of Nicholas Fitz- 
martin, great-grandson of Marlin of Tours 
and lord of tho barony of Kemos in Pem¬ 
brokeshire j in virtuo of this descent, Owen 
after a suit which lasted ninoteen years’ 
recovered tlio barony of Homes from Sir 
John Tucket, son of Jamoe, lord Andley 
(beheaded in 1497), into whose family it 
had passed in the foniulo line (Camden 
Britannia, 6 th ed. 1007, p. 512). In the 
deed of release, which is dated 21 Aug. 1643, 
Owon is described as of Mnasgwonitii in the 
county of Monmouth, hut tho family resi¬ 
dence was Henllys, Pembrokeshire. Owen 
bocamo a member of the Middlo Temple, 
where lio was 1 chamhur-fellow with Sir 
Anthony FiUlierhert ’ (1470-1538), whose 
‘ Abridgment of tho Laws ’ (‘ La Graunde 
Abridgement.,’ London, 1514) I 10 is said to 
have written out. Ho himself compiled a 
much loss bulky abridgment, * in boo small a 
volume as tlio prioo thereof was but 12 th,’ 
entitled ‘ Lo Brogoinont de toulcB les Esta- 
tutos . . . nouvellemat Ahhreges correctes, 
et amondos,’ par 8 vo [Londoii, 1521, 8 vo, 
2nd ed. 1528; both oditiouSj being printed 
by Pyiison). Tlio running t itlo of the work 
is ‘Lo Brogoinont de Statutis,’ and the 
articles are in alphabetical order (Ames, 
Typographical Antiquities, ed. Herbert, i. 
208, 281). Williams, in his ‘Eminent 
Welshmen,’ attributes to Owen an earlier 
odition, dotod 1499, of which there is a copy 
without a title-page in the British Museum. 
Many years before liis doatli ho gave up the 
practice of tho law, and retired to Pembroke¬ 
shire, whore, among other offices, he held 
that of vice-admiral for Moulli Wales. 

Tie was ulso 0110 of tho Pembrokeshire 
memhors of the commission appointed in 
1537 for tho division of Walesinto counties, 
lio died 29 March 1574, and was buried 
tlio following day at Nevern, Pembrokeshire 
(Owi)H', Bmbrolfeshire, i. 239 j Arch, Ccmbr. 
1807, 3rd sor. xiii. 182). According to his 
son’s account, ho ‘ was present at the coro¬ 
nation and proclamation of thirteen kings 
and queens of England, and £ivod undor the 
fourteenth, and alflo saw eight bishops in 
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St. Davids, and all liis lifetime was never 
sick but once, and at his dying day wanted 
not one tooth.’ 

Owen married Elisabeth, daughter of Sir 
•George Herbert, brother to William, first 
■earl of Pembroke of the Herbert line (second 
creation), and by her he had, among other 
children, George Owen (1553-1618) [a. r.] 
He had also several illegitimate children, 
some of whom are mentioned in Dwnn’s 
* Heraldic Visitations ’ (i. 157). 

[The chiof authority is the Description of 
Pembrokeshire by his son George Owen (1552- 
1613) [q. v.], edited by Mr. Henry Owen, 1892, 
pp. 236-9, and Introduction generally; see also 
Fenton's Pembrokeshire, p. 563.] D. Ll. T. 

OWEN, WILLIAM (1580 ? - 15B7), 
Welsh poet, better known by his bar- 
■dio name of William Lleyn or Llyn, was 
bom at Llanginn in Lleyn, Carnarvonshire, 
being, according to tradition, a natural son of 
■one of the Griffiths of Cefn Amwlch, by whom 
he was educated for the church. The date 
of his birth is generally given as 1540, but 
since GruflyddHiraelhog, who was his bardie 
teacher, died in 1650, the date of 1530 is more 
probable (Cambrian Biography, p. 842, sub 
William Lleyn and G. ap Rhys, Ilenyddiaeth 
Qymreig, p. 308 n.) Owen is always de¬ 
scribed as M.A., but where he graduated ap¬ 
pears unknown. He was appointed vicar of 
Oswestry in 1688, and died there in 1687 
{Thomas, Diocese of St. Asaph, p. 655). 

lie was present at the Eisteddfod held by 
virtue of a royal commission at Oaerwys 
23 May 1368, when he received the degree 
of chief hard (Pekhant, Tows in Wales, 

ii. 93-6). It was probably on that occasion 
that he had a poetical contest with a rival 
hard, Owain Gwynedd. He is almost the 
only Welsh poet of the day who was not a 
Homan catholic, and he is credited with 
having instructed in the rules of Welsh 
prosody Edmund Prys [q. v.J the evange¬ 
lical psalm-writer. Owen shows himself a 
master of style, but his poems also possess 
such intrinsic merit that lie is generally con¬ 
sidered the greatest Welsh poet in. the 
period between Dafydd ab Gwilym and 
Goronwy Owen. Nine pieces by him, in¬ 
cluding his elegy on his teacher, Grufi'ydd 
Iliraetnog, are printed in * Qorohestion 
Beirdd Oymru/ ed. 1864, pp. 260-77, and 
three others were published in ‘ Y Brython,’ 

iii. 117,283, 894; but. a large number still re- 
mainunpublished. Nearly onehundredpoems 
by him—some of them probably duplicates— 
are found in thirty-three different volume b 
( between 14806 and 15059) in the Addi¬ 
tional MSS.,"’in the British Museum, while 
No. 16055 contains a Welsh vocabulary by 


him, transcribed by Lewis Morris, Among 
the Hengwrt MSS., now at Penairth, No. 
110 is in the poet's own handwriting, while 
Nos. 168, 282, 247, and 253<z contain some 
of his poems (see ‘Catalogue of Hengwrt 
MSS.’ in Arch. Cambr. 3rd eer. xv, 209, 852, 
4th ser. i, 73, 828). His own elegy was 
written hv Rhys Cain. Another poet of the 
name of Huw Lleyn is supposed by some to 
have been his brother. 

[Hanes Llenyddiaath Gymreig, by G. ap 
Rhys, pp. 302-9; Williams's Eminent Welsh¬ 
men (p. 279), and Fotilkee’s Enwogion Cymru, 
sab Lleyn; Catalogue of Manuscripts at the 
Britisli Museum.] D. Lt T. 

OWEN, WILLIAM (1769-1826), por¬ 
trait-painter, was bora atLudlow, Shropshire, 
in 1769. He was the son of a bookseller, and, 
after having been educated at Ludlow gram¬ 
mar school, was sent in 1786 to London, 
where he became a pupil of Charles Catton, 
R.A., the coach-painter. Soon afterwards he 
attracted the notice of Sir Joshua Reynolds, 
whose picture of ‘Perdita’ he had copied, 
and ha was indebted to Reynolds for some 
valuable advice. He entered the Royal Aca¬ 
demy as a student in 1791, and hie earliest 
exhibited works—a portrait of a gentleman 
and a view of Ludford Bridgo, Shropshire 
—appeared in the exhibition of 1792; and 
in each succeeding year, except 1828, he 
contributed portraits and occasional rustic 
subjectB. Some of the most eminent men of 
the day were among his sitters, and his 
portraits were truthful and characteristic, 
although somewhat weak in drawing. Among 
them were the Duke of Cumberland, after¬ 
wards king of Hanover; William Pitt, Lord 
Grenville, Lord-chancellors Eldon and 
Loughborough, Lord-chief-justice Abbott, 
afterwards Lord Tenterden; Sir William 
Scott, afterwards Lord Stowell; the Marquis 
of Stafford, the Earl of Bridgewater, Admiral 
Viscount Exmouth, Dr. Rowley, bishop of 
London, and afterwards archbishop of Can¬ 
terbury ; and Sir John Soane, B.A. His 
portraits of ladieswere notequallysuccessful. 
His fancy subjects included ‘ The Beggar’s 
Daughter of Bednall Green,’ 1801; ‘The 
Schoolmistress,’ ongraved by James Ward, 
and ‘ A Sleeping Girl,’ 1802; ‘The Children 
in the Wood,’ 1806; ‘Girl at the Spring’ 
and‘The Roadside/ 1807 5 ‘The Fortune 
Teller,’ 1808; and ‘A Cottage Door; Sum¬ 
mer Evening/ 1809. 

Owen was elected an associate of the 
Royal Academy in 1804, and an academician 
in 1806, when he presented as his diploma 
work a ‘ Boy and Kitten,’ In 1810 he was 
appointed portrait-painter to the Prince of 
Wales, and in 1813principal portrait-painter 
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tso tlie prince-regent, who offered liim the 
honour of knighthood, which lie declined, 
His income was at this time 3,000/, a year; 
but not long aftorwards his health began _ to 
fail, and eventually an affection of the spine 
confined him to his room and rendered liim 
unable to paint, Many of his unfinished por¬ 
traits wero completed by Edward Daniel 
Leahy [q. v.] 

Owen died of poison, through a mistake of 
a chemist's assistant, at 83 Bruton Street, 
Borkeley Square, Loudon, on 11 March 1826, 

Ilis portraits of Alexander Weddorburn, 
Lord Loughborough (aftorwards Earl of 
Rosslyn), and of John Wilson Orokcr, as well 
as a portrait of John Fhilpot Curran, which 
is in his stylo, aro hi the National Portrait 
Gallery. 

[Gent,. Mag. 1826, i. 670 ; Times, 16 and 
10 March 1826 j llodgravo’s Diet, of Artists of tlio 
English School, 1878; Bryan’s Diet, of Painters 
and Engravers, od. (1 raves mid Armstrong, 1880-0, 
ii. 239; Royal Acadomy Exhibition Catalognoa, 
1792-1821.] 11. E.G. 

OWEN, WILLIAM (1769-1836), Welsh 
lexicographer. [SeuPuun.] 

OWEN, WILLIAM FITZWILLIAM 
(1774-1867), vice-admiral, born in 1774, 
younger brothor of Sir Edward Campbell 
Rich Owen [q. v.), entered tho navy in June 
1788 and served in different ships on the 
hume and West Indian stations. Ilo was 
midshipman of the Cullodou in tho battle of 
1 Juno 1794, and of tho London, bearing tho 
flng of Vice-admiral Oolpoys, at the time of the 
groat mut iny. On 12 J line 1707 ho was pro¬ 
moted to the rank of lieutenant, and appointed 
to command 1 ko Flamer gun-vossol, LI 0 con¬ 
tinued serving in the Ohannul during tho war, 
and in July 1803 was appointed to command 
the Soaflowor brig, in whioli ho wont to the 
East Indies, In Suplembor 1808 ho explored 
tho Maidive Islands, then very imperfectly 
known, and on 10 Nov. disoovorod the Soa¬ 
flowor Olmnnol between Si-biru and Si-pora 
on tho west coast of Suinn tra. On 27 Nov. ho 

I diot od tho squadron under Sir Edward Pul- 
ow (afterwards Viscount Exmouth) [q. v.] 
into Batavia roods, and aftorwards shared in 


the operations which resultod in the total de¬ 
struction of the Dutch man-of-war. In Sep¬ 
tember 1808 lio was taken by the French 
and detained in Mauritius till June 1810 
when he was exchanged. Tie had mean¬ 
time been promolod, on 20 May 1809, to 
be commander, and was now employed at 
Madras as superintendent of the transports 
fitting out for Mauritius. In November he 
was appointed to tho Barracouta, which, in 
1811, iormod part of the force at the reduc¬ 
tion of Java, In May 1811 ho was pro¬ 
moted to tho rank of captain, and was posted 
in Docombor 1o the Cornelia frigate. He 
returned to England with a convoy in 1813, 
and in March 1816 wob appoint od to the 
survey of the lalcoB of Canada, from which 
he came homo in May 1810. 

In August 1821 Owon was appointed to 
tho Levon, in which, for upwards of four 
yuars, he was employed in tho survey of the 
coast, of Africa, and 111 February 1820 in sup¬ 
porting tho troops in tho war with Ashanti. 
In 1827 ho roturnod, in tho lidon, to the coast 
of Africa, whoro ho settled tho colony at 
Fornniulo Po. After some timo on' the 
coast of South America, tho Eden returned 
to England in (lie cud of L831, and was paid 
off. in 1817 ho oommanded tlio Columbia 
Burvoyiiig-sliip on tho const of North Ame¬ 
rica, but returned to England on his promo¬ 
tion to flag rank on 21 l)oc. 1847. Ilo had 
no further Borvico, but become a vico-admiral 
on 27 Oct. 1854, accepted a pension on the 
reserved list on fl Feb, 1HG6, and diod at St. 
John's, N.13,, on 3 Nov. 1867. 

In 1833 Owon published a ‘ Narrative of 
Voyagos to explore tho Shores of Africa, 
Arabia, and Madagascar in Tl.M. Ships Loven 
and Barracouta’ (2 vols. 8vo), It is, how¬ 
ever, by his accurate survoys of coasts, till 
then only explored, I hat Owon is boBt known. 
Tho charts of the west and oast coauLs of 
Africa, of Madagascar, Mauritius, and of 
Asia, from Adon to Capo Comorin, drawn 
under his superintendence, are very nume¬ 
rous, and form the basis of those still in use. 

[Marshall's Roy. Nav, Biogr, vi. (supplement, 
pt, ii,), 378; O’iiyrno’s Nav, Biogr. Did. i Gout, 
Mag, 1868, i. 112.] J.K.L. 
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second Duke, 1742-1817; Percy, Hugh, 
third Duke, 1786-1847; Percy, Algernon, 
fourth Duke, 1702-1805, 

Northumberland, titular Duke of, See Dud¬ 
ley, Sir Robert (1578-1649). 

Northumberland, Earls of. See Morear, fl. 

1066; CopBi, d, 1067; Goepatrie, fl. 1067 ; 
Comin, Robert de, d. 1069; Waltheof, d, 

1076 ; Walcber, d. 1080; Mowbray, Robert 
de, d. 1125 7; Pudsey, Hugh de, 1123 ?— 

1106; Peroy, Henry, first Earl of the Peroy 
family, 1842-1408; Peroy, Henry, second 
Earl, 1894-1455; Percy, Henry, third Earl, 
1421-1461, under Peroy, Henry, second 
Eorl; Neville, John, d. 1471 1 Peroy, Henry, 
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fourth Earl, 1440-1489 j Eero?, Henry Al¬ 
gernon, filth Earl, 1478-1527; Percy, Henry 
Algotnon, sixth Earl, 1008 ?-1507 i 3?oroy, 
Thomas, seventh Earl, 1628-1572; Foray, 
Henry, eighth Earl, 1582 ?—168B t Percy, 
Henry, ninth Earl, 1504-1082; Percy, Al¬ 
gernon, tenth Earl, 1002-1008, 

Northumbrians, Kings of the, See Ethelirid, 
iZ. 017; Edwin, BBS 9—088; Oswald, 005 ?-* 
012; Oswy, 612 9-670 j Aldfrith, d. 705; 
Osred, G97 9-710; Osrio, d. 729; OBWulf, d. 
768; Ceolwnlf, d. 704; Eadbert, d. 708; 
Osred, d. 702; Oswulf, d, 790; Eardwulf, 
tl. 810; Osberht, cZ. 807; ABllu, d. 807. 
Northwell or Norwoll, 'William de (d. 1808) . 047 
Nortlwrold, Hugh of (d. 1254), , . . 048 

Northwood, John de (d. 1817), Soe under 
NartInroad or Norbhwode, John de, Baron 
Northwood, 

Northwood or NorLliwode, John de, Baron 
Northwood (1264-1810) . . . . 050 

Northwood or Northwode, Boger de (<Z. 1285) 050 
Norton, Bonham (1606-1085). Seo undor 
Norton, William. 

Norton, Caroline Elisabeth Sarah (1808-1877) 051 
Norton, Clmpplo (1740-1818) .... 031! 
Norton, Christian ( fl, 1740-1700) . . . 054 

Norton, Eletolior, first Baron Srantloy (1710- 

1789). 054 

Norton, Pranaos, Lady (1040-1731) . . 037 

Norton, Humphrey (fl. 1066-1000) . . 067 

Norton, John (fl. I486). 068 

Norton, Sir John (d. 1684) , . 050 

Norton, John Ul. 1012). Seo under Norton, 
William. 

Norton, John (1OO0-1OG3) . . . .050 

Norton, John (fl. 1874).000 

Norton, John Bruce (1815-1888) . , . 601 

Norton, Matthew Thomas (17B2-1800) . . 001 

Norton, Bichard (<Z, 1420) .... 002 

Norton, Bichard (1488 P-1588) . . . 002 

Norton, Boberl (16409-1587?) . , .008 

Norton, Bobert (<Z. 1006) .... 004 

Norton, Sir Sampson {d. 1517) , . , 004 

Norton, Snmuol (1548-1004?). , . ,005 

Norton, Thomas (fl. 1477) .... 005 

Norton, Thomas (3 502-1684) . . . . 000 

Norton, William (1527-1600) . . . , 070 

Norwoll, William de (rf. 1808). Sso North- 
well. 

Norwich, first Earl of the Booond oroation. 

Seo Coring, Coorge (1688 9-1808), 

Norwich, John do, Boron Norwich (<Z. 1802) . 071 
Norwich, Baiph do (fl. 1250) . . . . 078 

Norwich, Bobort (d. 15861 .... 878 

Norwioh, Sir Walter do («, 1829) , . . 074 

Norwioh, Wfiliom of (1298 7-1856), Soe 
Baloman. 

Norwold, Hugh of (cZ. 1254). Soe Norlhwold. 
Norwood, Eiohard (1500 9-1070) . . . 676 

Norwyoh, Georgo (ft, 1400) .... (176 

Notary, Julian (fl, 1408-1520) . . . 070 

Nothelm (d. 780). 070 

Nott, George Frederick (1707-1841) . . 077 

Noll, John. H.D. (1761-1825), . . . 078 

Nott, Sir Thomas (1600-1081) . . .070 

Nott. Sir William (1782-1845) . . . 070 

Nottingham, Earls of. Seo Mowbray, Thomas, 
first Earl of the second creation, 1800 9- 
1800; Howard, Charles, first Earl of the 
sixth creation, 1580-1024; Pinch ( Honoago, 
first Earl of tho soyeuth creation, 1021- 


1082; Finoh, Daniel, second Earl, 1647- 
1730 ; Pinoh-Hatton, George William, fifth 
Earl, 1701-1858. 

Nottingham, William of (d. 1251) , . ,684 

Notion or Norton. William de (fl. 1B46-1868) 884 
Nourse, Edward (1701-1701) . . . .gee 

Nourso, Timothy (d. 1690) .... 686 

Noyello, Vinoent (1781-1801). . . .660 

Nowell, Nowel, or NoeL Alexander (1607 9- 

1002). . 

Nowoll, Incroaso (1500-1056) , , , .896 

Nowell or Nowel, Lauronoe (d. 1670) , .695 

Nowoll, Baiph (iZ. 1144 9), See Baiph. 

Nowell, Samuol (1084-1688). See undor 
Nowell, Increase. 

Nowell, Thomas (1700-1801) . . . , 600 

Nowor or NowerB, Francis (d. 1670) , , 687 

Noyc or Noy, William (1577-1084). . .898 

Nuoe, Thomas ( d. 1017).700 

Nugent, Baron, Boo Grenville, George Nugent 
(1788-1850). ' 

Nugent, Sir Charles Edmund (17599- 

1844).. • . 701 

Nugent, Sir Christopher, fourteenth Baron 

Dolyinjl 544-1602). 701 

Nugent, Christopher id. 1781) , , .704 

Nugent, Christopher \d. 1776) . . . 704 

Nugont, Sir George (1757-1849) . . . 705 

Nugent, John, fifth Earl of Westmoalli (1072- 

1754). 70B 

Nugent, Larall, Count Nugent (1777-1802) . 70S 
Nugont, Nicholas (d. 1582) . , . ,708 

Nugont, Sir Bioliard, tenth Baron Dolyin 

(2.1400 9). 709 

Nugont, Bioliard, twelfth Baron Dolviu (rZ. 

1588?).710 

Nugent, Bioliard (fl. 1G04), Soe undor 
Nugont. Nicholas. 

Nugont, Sir Bioliard, flfioonth Baron Delyin, 
first Earl of Wostmealli (1588-1042) , . 711 

Nugont, Bioliard, sooond Earl of Westmeath 

(ei. 1084). 718 

Nugont, Bobort, Earl Nugont (1702-1788), 
who aftorwaras assumed the surname of 

Craggs ..714 

Nugeut, Thomas, titular Barou of Biverston 

< d. 1715).710 

Nugont, Thomas, fourth Earl of Westmeath 

(1050-1762) . 717 

Nugont, Thomas, LL.D. (1700 9-1772) . .718 

Nugont, William (i(. 1026) . . . ,718 

Nunn, Marianne (1778-1847) .... 719 
Nunn, William (1780-1840). Seo under Nunn, 
Morinnuo. 

Nunua or Nun (fl. 710) . , , . ,719 

Nunnoloy, Thomas (1809-1870) , . .720 

Nulhall, Thomas (d, 1776) , . . 720 

Nutt, Joseph (1700-1775) . , . .721 

Nuttall, Josiah 1771-1840) . . . .721 

Nuttall, Thomas (1788-1850) , . . .721 

Nuttall, Thomas (1828-1800) . . . .722 


Nuttall, Thomas (1828-1890) .... 
Nuttall, William (fZ, 1840) > . • , 

Nutter, William (1769 9-1802) . 

Nutting, Joseph (fl, 1700) . . , . 

Nye, John (iZ. 1088). 

Nyo, Nathaniel (fl. 1048) » . . . 

Nye, Philip (1500 9-1672) , 

Nye, Stephen (1348 9-1719) . . . . 

Nyndgo, Alexander (fl. 1578), , . 

Nyron, John (1781-1887) . 

Nyron, John (fl. 1880). See under Nyren, 
John (1704-1807). 
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Oakeley, Sir Charles, first Baronet (1751-1828) 72I) 
Oakeley, Frederiok (1802-1880) . . .781 

Oakeley, Sir Herbert, third Baronet (1791- 


1845). 782 

Oakes, Sir Henry (1758-1827). See under 
Oakes, Sir Hildebrand. 

Oakes, Sir Hildebrand (1754-2822) . . 7 89 

Oakes, John Wright (1820-1887) . . . 7B4 

Oakes, Thomas (1844-1719), See under Oakes, 
Urion. 

Oakes, Urian (1881 7-1681) . , . . 784 

Oakley, Edward (fl. 1782) .... 785 

Oakley, John (1834-1890) . . . . 780 

Oakley, Octavius (1800-1867).... 787 
Oakman, John (1748 7-1798) . . . . 787 

Oasland or Osland, Henry (1825-1708) . . 787 

Oastler, Bichard (1789-1881) . . . . 798 

Oates, Francis (1840-1875) . . . . 740 

Oates, Titus (1849-1705). . . . 741 


Oatlonda, Henry of. See Henry, Duke of 
Gloucester (1889-1680). 

O'Beimo, Thomas (Lewis (1748 7-1828) . . 748 

O’Braein, Tighearnaoh (d. 1088) . , . 750 

O'Brien, Barnabas, sixth Earl of Thomond 

(d. 1657). 750 

O'Brien, Brian Buadh (d. 1276) . . . 761 

O’Brien, Charles, fifth Viscount Clare (d. 1708 ) 762 
O’Brien, Charles, sixth Viscount Clare (1669- 
1 761). See under O’Brien, Charles, fifth 
Viscount Clare. 

O'Brien, Conchobhar (d. 1267) . . . 762 

O’Brien, Conor (d. 1589). 753 

O’Brien, Oonor, third Earl of Thomond 

(1684 7-1681). 764 

O’Brien, Daniel, first Viscount Clare (1577 7- 

1868). 766 

O'Brien, Daniel, third Viscount Clare (d. 1600). 

See under O'Brien, Daniel, first Viscount 
Clare. 

O'Brien, Domhnall (d. 1194) .... 768 
O’Brien, Donat Henohy (1785-1857) . . 758 

O’Brien, Donogh Cairbreoh (d. 1242) . . 767 

O’Brien, Donough (d. 1004) . . . . 757 

O'Brien, Donough, Baron of Ibriokan and 

fourth Earl of Thomond (d. 1824) . . 757 

O’Brien, Edward (1808-1840) . . . . 769 

O’Brien, Henry (1808-1885) . . . 769 

O’Brien, James, third Marquis oi Thomond 
and seventh Earl of Inahiquin (1789-1855). 780 
O'Brien, James [Bronterre] (1805-1884). . 760 

O'Brien, James Thomas (1792-1874) . . 781 

O'Brien, John (d. 1767). 782 

O’Brien, Sir Luciua Henry (d. 1796) . . 768 

O’Brien, Matthew (1814-1866) . . . 764 

O'Brien, Murrough, first Earl of Thomond 
and first Baron Inohiquin (d. 1551) . . 764 

O'Brien, Murrough, first Earl of Inohiqain 
and sixth Boron Inohiquin (1614-1874) . 765 

O'Brien, Murtoeh (d. 1119) . . . .772 

O'Brien, Patrick (17617-1800). See Cotter, 
O'Brien, Paul (1750 7-1820) . . , . 772 

O'Brien, Terenoe or Toirdhelbhaoh (d. 1460). 778 
O'Brien, Terenoe Albert (1800-1651) , . 778 

O'Brien, Turlqugh (1009-1080) . . . 774 

O'Brien, William, second Earl of Inehiquin 


(1088 7-1092). 776 

O'Brien, William (d. 1816) . . . .778 

O’Brien, William Smith (1808-1804) . . 777 

O’Brolohain, Flaibhertaoh (d. 1176) . . 782 

O'Bruadair, Dated (fl. 1660-1694) . . . 788 

O’Bryan, William (1778-1808) . . . 784 

O’Bryen, Dennis (1763-1832) , . . 786 
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O’Bryen, Edward (1754 7-1808) . . . 785 

O’Byrne, Fiagh Mao Hugh (1644 7-1597) . 786 

O'Cahan or O'Kone, Sir Donnell Ballagh, or 
1 the freckled’(d. 1617 7) . . . 789 

O'Callaghan, Edmond Bailey (1797-1860) . 780 
O'Callaghan, John Cornelius (1806-1883) . 791 

O Callaghan, Sir (Robert William (2777-1840) 791 
O'Caran, Gilln-an-Choimhdedh (d. 1180) . 792 

O'Carolan or Cardan, Torlogh (1670-1788) . 792 
O'Carroll, Moolsuthain (d. 1031) . . . 794 

O'Oorroll, Margaret (d. 1451) .... 795 
Occam, Nicholas oi (fl. 1280).... 795 
Oooam, William (d, 1849 ?)■ Sec Ockham. 
Oooleve, Thomas (1870 7-1450 7). See Hoo- 
clevc. 

O’Cearbhall (d. 888), lord of Ossory. See 
Ceorbhall. 

O'Ceomaidh, Brian (1667-1840). See Kear¬ 
ney, Barnabas. 

Ochiltree, second Baron. See Stewart, Andrew 
(fl. 1548-1598). 

Ochiltree, Michael (fl. 1425-1445) . . . 705 

Oohino, Bernardino (1487-1564) . , .795 

Ochs, Johann Rudolph (1678-1749). See 
under Oohs or Ocks, John Ralph. 

Ochs or Ocks, John Ralph (1704-1788) . . 798 

Oohterlony, Sir David (1758-1825). . . 798 

Ockham, BaronB of. See King, Peter, first 
Lord (King, 1889-1734; King, Peter, seventh 
Lord King, 1778-1883. 

Ockham, Nicholas off fl. 1280). See Occam. 
Ockham or Occam, William (d. 18407) . . 802 

Oakland, Christopher (d. 1690 ?). See Ocland. 
Ookley, Simon (1678-1720) . . . . 807 

Ocks, John Ralph (1704-1788). Bee Ochs. 

Ocland, Christopher (d. 1690 7) . . . 810 

O'Clery, Cucoigcriohe (d. 1664). See under 

O’Clery, Lughaidh. 

O'Clery, Lughaidh (fl. 1609) .... 811 
O'Clery, Michael (1676-1648) . . , . 819 

O'Cobh ihsigh, Darmot (fl. 2584) . . . 824 

O'Connell, Daniel or Daniel Charles, Count 

(1745 7-1888). 815 

O'Connell, Daniel (1775-1847) . . . 816 

O'Connell, John (1810-1858) . . . 884 

O'Connell, Sir Maurice Charles (1813-1879) . 885 
O'Connoll, Sir Maurice Charles Philip (d. 

1848). 886 

O'Connell, Morgan (1804-1886) . . . 887 

O’Oonnell, Moritz, Baron O’Connell (1740 7- 

1880). 888 

O’Connell, Peter (1748-1826) . . . . 838 

O'Connor. See also O'Conor. 

O'Connor, Aedh (d, 10871 . . , . 888 

O'Connor, Arthur (1783-1852) , , . 839 

O'Connor, Bernard (1886 7-1886). See Con¬ 
nor. 

O'Oonnor, Brian or Bernard (1490 7-1580 7), 
more properly known as Brian O’Ckraor 

Poly.840 

O’Connor, Calvaok (1684-1856) . . . 848 

O'Connor, Oathal (d. 1010) . . . .848 

O’Connor, Cathal (1160 7-1224) . , . 848 

O’Connor or O'Conor Foly, Cathal or Charles, 
otherwise known as Don Carlos (1640-1596). 

See under O'Connor, Brian or Bernard 
(1490 7-1680 ?). 

O'Connor, Feargus (1794-1856) . . . 845 

O'Connor, Hugh (1617-1689). See under 
O'Connor, Otuvaoh. 

O'Connor, James Arthur (1791-1841) . , 847 

O'Connor, John (1824-1887) . . . . 818 
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O'Connor, John (1880-1889) . . • . 

O'Connor, Lulco Smytlio (1800-1878) ,. . 

O'Connor, Bodorio, or in Irish Bnoidhri (tl. 

1118) . 

O'Connor, Rodorio (1116 ?-1108) . . 

O’Connor, Roger (1782-1884) . . . . 

O’Connor, Turlough (1088-1100) . , . 

O'Conor. Soo also O'Connor, 

O'Oonor, Charles (1710-1701). 

O’Conor, Charles (1701-1828j.... 
O’Conor, Matthew (1778-1814) 

O'Conor, William Anderson (1B20-1B87) ■ 

Oata, Ocga, Oht, or Oiria (d. 6B2 7). 

O'Oullone, John (1764-1810) . 

O'Curry, Eugene (1708-1802).... 
O'Daly, Aongus (d. i860) . . . . 

O'Daly, Aengus (d. 1617) .... 

O'Daly, Daniol or Dominic (1500-1062), Soo 
Daly. 

O’Daly, Donnoliadh (tl. 1244) . . , 
O'Dnly, Mniredhach (fl. 1918) . , 

Odfla, Hoe Odo. 

Odell, (Thomas (1001-1740) .... 

O'Dompsoy, Dormot (tl. 1108). . 

O'Dovauy or O'Duano, Cornelius (1588- 

10JS). 

Odger, George (1620-1877) .... 

Odingsells, Gabriel (1000-1784) 

Odington, Walter, or Walter ol Evesham (fl, 
1820). See Walter. 

Odo or Oda (tl. 060) ..... 

Odo or Odda (d. 1060). 

Odo (il. 1097). 

Odo oi Canterbury (tl. 1200) ... . : 

Odo of Oherlton, or, less familiarly, Shersfcon 

(tl 1247).! 

O'Doghorty, Sir Cahir (1587-1008). , 

O'Dohorty, William JamoH (1888-1808). , i 

O’Doirnln, Pator (1082-1708). . . I 

O'Domhnuill, William (d. 1028). See Daniol. 
Odane, William of (d. 1208). See llotliuin. 
O'Donnel. James Louis (1788-1811) . . I 

O'Donnell, Oalvagh (tl. 1800). . , . 1 

O'Donnell, Daniol (1060-1786) 

O'Donnell, Godfrey (d. 1268) , . , , . 

O’Donnall, Hugh Balldearg (tl. 1704) , . I 

O'Donnell, Hugh Roe (10717-1602) , . I 

O'Donnoll, John Francis (1807-1874) . , l 

O'Donnoll, Manus (if. 1604) . . . , i 

O'Donnell, Mary Stuart (fl. 1888), See 
under O'DonnoU, Rory, first Earl ef Tyr- 
aonnel. 

O'Donnell, Sir Niall Oarv (1609-1029) , , I 

O'Donnoll, Rory, first Earl of Tyroaunol 

(1676-1608).I 

O'Donovan, Edmund (1844-1880) . . . I 

O’Donovam Joim (1809-1801).... I 
O’Duane, Cornelius (1688-1012), See O’Da- 
vany. 

O'Dugan, John, the Groat ((2.1072) , , i 

O’Diunn, flillanimaomh (1102-1100) . . I 

O'Farreily, Foardoroha (fl. 1700) , . , I 

O’Forrall, Rioliard Mors (1707-1880) , . I 

Oita (fl. 709).I 

Oita (d. 700).I 

Oltaloy, Baroness. See Digby, Lotties, Lady 
(1588 7-1068). 

Oitaly, Lords or Barons of, Heo Filgerald, 
O oral(l,(f, 1204; Fitzgerald, Maurice, 11017- 
1267 j Filztlioinns, John, first Earl of Kil¬ 
dare, tl. 1810; Fitzgerald, (Thomas, tenth 
Earl of KildiU'o, 1518-1887. 


Offtey, Sir Thomas (1606 7-1882) , , . 89ft 

Offer, George (1787-1804) . . , (iqq 

Offord, Andrew (d. 1088) . , . qoj 

Offord or Ufford, John do (d, 1849) . . 001 

O'Fiholy, Domlmall (fl. 1 B 0 B), Soe under 
O'Fiholy, Maurice, 

O'Fiholy, Maurtoe (d. 1B18) . , . ,002 

O'Flahorty, Rodorio (1029-1718) . . , sos 

O'Flyn, Fioolia (d. 12B0). Seo MacFlymi, 
Florence or Flann, 

Oftfer (tl. 002).. 

Ogborno, David (tl. 1801) . , . , flod 

Ogbome, Elizaboth (1708 7-1858) . . ,005 

Ogborno, John (1788-1887) . , , .005 

Ogdon, James (1718-1802) , . . ,905 

Ogden, Jonathan Robert (1800-1882) , . oofl 

Ogdon, Samuel (1028 7-18U7). . . ,606 

Ogdon, Samuel (1710-1778) , , . ,907 

Ogilby, John (1600-1070) . . . , flftg 

Ogilvia. Seo also Ogilvy. 

Ogllvio, Charles Atmoro (1708-1878) . on 

Ogilvio, JumoB (1700-1820) . . , , U 12 

Ogilvio or Ogilby, John (1580 7-1018) . . m 2 

Ogilvio, John (1788-181B) ..... 014 

Ogilvio, John (1707-1887) . , . . ftlG 

Ogilvio, William (1780-1B10) . . . .015 

Ogilvy. See also Ogilvio. 

Ogilvy, Alexander, Bocond Baron of Inver- 

quhority (tl. 1460). 016 

Ogilvy, Sir Alexander (tl. 1727) . . .017 

Ogilvy, David, Lord Ogilvy and titular Earl 

ol Airtie (1725-1808).917 

Ogilvy, Sir George, of Dunlugas, Banffshire, 
first Lord Banff ((7.1668) . . . . 018 

Ogilvy, Sir Goorgo, of Burras (fl. 1084-1670) 019 
Ogilvy or Ogilvio, James, ilttlior BixlU Baron 
Ogilvy of Airiio (fl. 1606) . . , , 020 

Ogilvy, JamoB, first Earl of Airiio (16087- 

1806). 921 

Ogilvy, James, Bocond Earl of Airiio (1615 ?- 

17047) .. 032 

Ogilvy, JamoB, fourth Earl o£ Findlater and 
first Earl of Bonflold (1664-1780) . . 023 

Ogilvy, JamoB, sixth Earl of Fhullalur and 
third Earl of Soaflold <1714 7-1770) . , 925 

Ogjlvy, John (fl. 1802-1001) . . . ,025 

Ogilvy or Ogilvio, Sir Patrick, sovontli Baron 

of Boyne (fl. 1707). 026 

Ogilvy or Ogilvio, Sir Walter (tl. 1140) . . 926 

O'Glaean, Mini (fl, 1620-1068) . . ,927 

Oglamler, Sir John (1686-1856) . . . 928 

Oglo, Sir Oholoner (1881 7-1750) . . . 028 

Oglo, Sir Charles (1775-1868). , . ,980 

Oglo, Uliarlos Chalonor (1381-1878) . , 980 

Ogle, Goorgo (1701-1740) . . . . 081 

Oglo, Goorgo (1742-1814) . . • . 031 

Oglo, James Adoy (1702-1867) . . . 933 

Oglo, Sir John (1500-1040) . . . .938 

Oglo, John (1647 7-1886 7) . 095 

Ogle, Owon, second Baron Ogle (1499 7- 

1486 7). 085 

Oglo, Sir Robert do (d. 1802) . . . .986 

Oglo, Robert, first Baron Oglo (d. 1469) . 988 

Oglethorpe, James Edward (lB85-178Bj. . 937 

Oglethorpe, Owen (tl. 1660) . . . .049 

Oglethorpe, Sir Thoopliilns (1050-1702). . 944 

O’Gorman, Maulmuiro (<Z. 1181), called, ac¬ 
cording to Colgan, Marianus Gorman, . 946 

O’Gorman Mahon, Tho (1800-1891). Soe 
Mahon, Charles James Patriolcf 
O'Grady, Rtandish, flrBt Viscount Guillamoro 
(1768-1840) . 645 
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O'Grady, Blandish, second Viscount Guilla- 
more (1792-1818). See under O'Grady, 
Stan dish, first Viscount Guillamore. 

Ogston, Francia (1808-1887) . . , . 916 

O’Hagan, John (1822-1890) . . . . 017 

O'Hagan, Thomas, first Baron O’Hagan 

(1812-1885). 017 

O’Haingli, Donat (cl, 1095) . . . .910 

O'Haingli, Samuel (A. 1121). See under 
O'Haingli, Donat. 

O'Hallornn, Sir Joseph (1789-1813) . . 950 

O’Hnlloran, Lawrence Hynes (1760-1881). 

See Halloran. 

O’Halloran, Sylvester (1728-1807) . . .931 

O'Halloran, Thomas Shnldham (1797-1870) . 952 
O’Halloran, William Littlejohn (1806-1885). 

See under O'Halloran, Sir Joseph. 

O'Hanlon, Redmond (A. 1881), . , .953 

O'Hanly, Donat (cl. 1085), See O'Haingli. 
O’Hara, Sir Charles, first Baron Tyiawley 

(1840 7-1721).931 

O'Hara, Charles (1740 7-1803) . . .935 

O’Hara, James, Baron Kilmaine and second 
Baron Tyrawley (1090-1778) . . .930 

O’Hara, Kane (1714 7-1782) . . , .937 

O'Hartagain, Cinetli (d, 975) .... 938 
O'Heam, Francis (1753-1801), . , , 938 

O'Hely, Patriot (cl. 1578) . . . .950 

O'Hempsy, Denis (1895 7-1807) . . . 939 

O'Heney, Matthew (d. 1206) .... 060 
O'Higgin, Teague (A. 1617) . . . .900 

O'Higgins, Don Ambrosio, Marquis de Osarno 
(17207-1801), originally Ambrose Higgins , 962 

Olithere (fl. 880). 968 

O'Hurley, Dermot (1519 7-1584) . . .068 

O'Hussey, Eochaidh ( fl. 1680) . . . 904 

O’Hussey or O’Heogliuso, Maelbrighde (cl. 
1014), who adopted in religion the name 

Bonarentura.066 

O'Kane, Eachmorcaeh (1720-1790). . .905 

Olce, George Colwell (1821-1874) . . , 060 

O’Kearney or Carney (O'Cearnnidh), John 
(A. 16007). See Kearney. 

O'Keefe, Eoghan (1656-1726) . . , .966 

O'Keeffe, Adelaide (1770-1855?). See under 
O'Keeffe. John. 

O'Keeffe, John (1747-1833) . . . .900 

O’Kelly, Charles (1621-1695) . . , .908 

O'Kelly, Bennis (1720 7-1787) . . .909 

O'Kelly, Joseph (1B82-1888) . . , . B70 

O’Kelly, Patrick (1754-1833 7) 970 

O'Kelly, Ralph (cl. 1801). See Kelly. 

Okely, Francis (1710 7-1794) . . . . 871 

Okeover, Okever, or Oker, John (fl, 1019- 

1081). 972 

Okes, Richard (1797-1888) . . . ,072 

Okey, John (A. 1002) . . . ., . 978 

Okay, Samuel (fl, 1705-1780) . . . .074 

Okham, John de (fl. 1317) .... 075 

Oking, Robert (fl. 1525-1564). . . .973 

Olaf Godfreyson (A. 941). 975 

Olaf Sitrioson (d. 981), known in the sagas as 
Olaf the Red and Olaf Oaaran . . . 970 

Olaf (1177 7-1288), called the Black . . 978 

Old, John (fl. 1545-1655) 979 

Oldcastle, Sir John, atyled Lord Cobham (A. 

1417) 080 

Oldoorne, Edward (1561-1000) . . 987 

Olde, John (^.1545-1555). Soe Old. 

Oldenburg, Henry (1013 7-1677) . ,088 

Oldfield, Anne (1088-1780) . ,990 

Oldfield, Henry George [A. 1701 ?) . , 004 


See under 


Oldfield or Otefield, John (1627 7-1082) . 994 

Oldfield, John (1789-1808) . . . . 904 

Oldfield, Joshua, D,D. (1656-1729) . . 996 

Oldfield, Thomas (1756-1789) . . . 997 

Oldfield, Thomas Hinton Burley (1755-1322) 996 
Oldhall, Sir William (18907-1406?) . . 099 

Oldham, Hugh (d, 1519) . , . . 999 

Oldham, John (16007-1088) . . . . 1001 

Oldham, John (1633-1688) .... 1009 
Oldham, John (1770-1840) .... 1004 
Oldham, Nathaniel (fl. 1740) . . . 1003 

Oldham, Thomas (1801-1351). See under 
Oldham, John (1779-1840). 

Oldham, Thomas (1810-1878) , , . 1005 

Oldis. Sea Oldys, 

Oldisworth, Giles (1619-1878) , , . 1006 

Oldisworth, Michael (1591-1G54 7) . . 1097 

Oldisworth, William (1080-1784) . . . 1008 

Oldmixon, John (1878-17421.... 1009 
Oldsworth See Oldisworth. 

Oldys or Oldis, Valentine (1820-1685) . . 1018 

Oldys, William (15917-1645). See under 
Oldys, William (1096-17811. 

Oldys, William (1680-1708). See under 
Oldys, William (1696-1781). 

Oldys, William (1096-17011 .... 1018 
O'Leary, Aithnr (1729-1802). . , . 1017 

O'Leary, Ellen (1881-1889) .... 1020 
O'Leary, Joseph (fl. 1883). See under 
O'Leary, Joseph ( A. 1845 7). 

O’Leary, Joseph (A. 1845 7) . , , . 1020 

Oley, Barnabas (1602-1080) .... 1031 
Olifsrd, Sir William (d. 1829). See Oliphant, 

Sir William. 

Oliphant, Carolina (1766-1845). See Naitne, 
Carolina, Baroness Naime. 

Oliphant, Francis Wilson (1818-1839) , , 1028 

Oliphant, James (1784-1818), . , 1024 

Oliphant, 8ir Laurence, of Abordnlgie, first 
Baron Oliphant (d. 1500?) , . . 1024 

Oliphant, Laurence, third Baron Oliphant 

(A. 1560). 1025 

Oliphant, Laurence, fourth Baron Oliphant 

(1620-1598). 1025 

Oliphant, Laurenoe (1601-1767) . . . 1028 

Oliphant, Laurenoe (1829-1888) , , . 1027 

Oliphant, Thomas (1799-1878) . . . 1081 

Oliphant or Olifard, Sir William (A. 1820) . 1032 

Oliphant, Sir William, Lord Newton (1651- 

1626). 1088 

Oliver of Malmesbury, otherwise known as 
Eilmer, Elmer, or Jsthelmeer (fl. 1066) . 1004 

Oliver (A. 1219).1035 

Oliver, Andrew (1706-1774) .... 1085 
Oliver, Aroher James (1774-1842) . . 1036 

Oliver, Emma Sophia (1819-1885). See 
under Oliver, William (1804 7-1858). 

Oliver, George, D.D. (1781-1861) . . . 1088 

Oliver, George, D.D. (1782-1887) . . . 1087 

Oliver, Olivier, or Ollivier, Isaac (16567- 

1017).1039 

Oliver, John (A. 1552). 1040 

Oliver, John (1601-1861). See under Oliver, 

John Id. 1552). 

Oliver, John (1028-1701) .... 1041 

Oliver, Jcbn (1883-1660) .... 1042 

Oliver, Martha Cranmer, always known as 
Pattie Oliver (1884-1880) .... 1042 
Oliver or Olivier, Peter (1694-1048) ■ . 1043 

Oliver, Richard (17847-1784) . , . 1048 

Oliver, Robert Dudley (1760-1850) . . 1044 

Oliver or Olyuer, Thomas (A. 1624) , . 1045 


-1881). See under Oliver, 
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Olivet, Thomas (1725-1700). See Olivers. 

Oliver, Thomas (1784-1H16) .... 1015 
Oliver, Tom (1780-181)4) . . , ,1010 

Oliver, William (1010-1710) . . . .1017 

Oliver, William (1005-1704) .... 1047 
Oliver, William (1804 7-1858) . . .1010 

Olivers, Thomas (1725-1700).... 1050 
Ollier, Charles (1788-1859) . . , . 1050 

Ollier, Edmund (1827-1888) .... 1051 
Olliffe, Sir Joseph Francis (1808-1880). . 1052 

Ollivant, Allred (1798-1882) .... 1052 
OUyffe, John (1047-1717) .... 1038 

Olmius, John LuUrell-, third Earl of Oor- 
hampton (tl. 1809). See under Lultroll, 
James. 

O’Loolilainn, Domlmall (1048-1121) . . 1054 

O'Lochlainn, Muirohcavtaoh (tl, 1100) . . 10G6 

O’Loghlen, Sir Column Michael (1810- 

1877). 1067 

O’Loghlon, Sir Miehaol (1780-1842) . .1057 
O’Lothchain, Cuan [cl. 1024).... 1058 
O’Maelohonaire, Fuarfoasn ( fl. 1088) . . 1058 

O'Mahony, Oonnor or Constantino (fl, 1050). 

See Mahony, 

O’Mahony, Daniol (cl. 1714) .... 1050 
O’Mahony, Jolm (1B10-1H77). . . .1051 

O'Malley, George (tl. 1848) .... 1002 
O’Malley, Grace (1680 7-1000 7) . 1008 

O'Malloy. Tliadens (1700-1877) . . . 1004 

O'MaalinhuaidU, Francis (fl. lflflO), See 
Molloy. 

O’Monra, Barry Edward (1780-1880) . . 1005 

O'Moara, Dormod or Dormllms (fl. 1010). 

See Meara. 

O’Moiura, Edmund (cl. 1080). Sob Moara. 
O’Meara, Kathlaon (1B89-1888) . . . 1000 

Ommannoy, Sir John Aoworth (1778-1855) . 1007 
O'Molloy, Albln, or Alpin O'Moohnliuaidh 

(cl. 1228). 1008 

O'Molloy, Francis (fl. 10011). See Molloy. 
O'Moran, James (1785-1784).... 1008 
O’Moro, Rory (fl. 1554), See under O’Moro, 

Kory or Rury Ogo. 

O’Moro, Hovy or Rury Ogo (<Z. 1578) . . 1060 

O’Moro, Rory (fl. 1020-1058) . . . 1070 

O'Muleonry, Foarfaasa (fl, 1080). See 
O'Maolohonniro. 

O'Mullon, Thomas (fl, 1086-1708), Boo Taato, 
Jolm. 

O'Nnal orO’Nenlo. See also O'Neill. 

O'Neal, Jeffrey Mamet (fl, 1700-1772) . . 1073 

O’Neil, O’Noalo, and O'Neal. Boo also 
O’Neill. 

O'Neil, Henry Nelson (1817-1880) . . 1078 

O’Neill, Charles Honry Ht, John, second Vis- 
oounb and first Earl O'Noill (1770-1841), 

See under O’Neill, John, Oral Viscount 
O’Noill In thopoorago of Ireland. 

O’Noill, Con Baoaoli, i.o. ClaudviB or the 
Lame, first Earl of Tyrone (1484,7- 

1560 7). 1072 

O’Noill, Daniol (1513 7-Hliii), . . .1075 

O'Noill, Elian (1701-1872). See Bochor, 
Elisa, Lady, 

O’Noill, Sir Folim (IflOl 7-1050), Soo O’Noill, 

Sir Pholiin, 

O'Noill, Flaithbhoartaoh (tZ.1080). . .1078 

O’Noill, Gordon (d. 1704). See under O’Noill, 

Sir J’liolim. 

O'Neill, Henry (tl. 1802) . , . 

O’Noill, Honry (cl, 1480) 

O’Noill, Henry (1800-1880) , , . 


1071) 

1070 

1080 


O’Noill, Hugh (d. 1230), lord of Gmel 
Foghorn, often aalled loss aoouratelv 

lord of Tyrone. . 

O'Noill, Hugh, third Baron of Dungannon 
and sooond Earl of Tyrone (1540 7-1018) infra 

VWx.il! TTna.1. / VI 

• . 1092 

, . '’Neill in the 

peorago of Ireland (1740-1708). . inoa 

O'Noill, John (1777 7-1800?) . . . JjJJJ 

O’NoiU, John Bruoo Eiohard, third Viscount 
(1780-1855). Soo under O’Neill, John, first 
Viscount O'NoiU in the peerage of Ireland, 
O’Neill, Sir Neill orNiall (1558 7-1050). lost 
O'Noill,Owen or Eoghnn(lB80 7-1450), 1096 

O'Noill, Owen Boo (15007-1048) . . 1095 

O'Noill, Sir Pholim (1004 7-1068) . . 1098 

O’Neill, Shano (1500 7-1507).... Uoa 
O' Neill, Bir Turlough Luinoaoh (1680 7-1596) 1107 
O'NoiU, William Ohiohosler, first Baron 

O'NoiU (1818-1888). 1110 

Onslow, Arthur (1591-1708) .... mo 
Onslow, Goorgo (1781—1702) .... mg 
Onulow, Goorgo, first Earl of Onslow (1781- 

1814).. . Ills 

Omdow, Goorgo or Qoorgeo (1784-1858) . 1116 

Onslow, Richard (1528-1571) , , , mo 

Onslow, Sir Richard (1001-1004) . . .1117 

Onslow, Itiohard, first Baron Onslow (1054- 

1717).. 

Onslow, Sir Bioliard (1741-1817) . . . 1119 

Onslow, TliomaB, sooond F,arl of Onslow 
(1755-1827). Soo under Onslow, George, 
first Earl of Onslow. 

Omvhyn, Thomas (rZ. 1880) .... Ill# 
Opiaius, Johannos (fl. 1497). . , . 1120 

Opto, Mrs. Amelia (1700-1858) . , . 1120 

Opie, John (1751-1807). 1124 

O'Quinn, Jeremiah (d, 1067). . , , 1127 

Oram, Edward (fl. 1770-1800). Soe under 
Oram, William. 

Oram, "william(d. 1777) .... 1128 

Oraugo, Frinooss of (1581-1000). Soo Maiy. 
Orohoyord or Qroliard, William (rZ. 1501) . 1129 

Ord, Crovon (1756-1882) .... 1129 

Ord, Sir Harry St. Goorgo (1810-1886). . 1180 

Ord, John (1720 7-1814), Boo undor Ord or 
Oi'do, Robert, 

Ord, John Walkor (1811-1868) . . . 1151 

Ord or Ordo, Rohorl (tl. 1778) , , . 1182 

Ordo, Sir John (1761-1824) .... 1182 
Ordo, nttorwards Ordo-Fowlntt, Thomas, 
first Caron Bolton (1748-18071 , . , 1188 

Ordorious VitaliB or Ordorln Vital (1076- 

1148?) .1186 

Ordgar or Organ (iZ. 071) .... 1180 

Ordgar or Orgar (fl, 1006). Soo undor Ord¬ 
gar or Orgar (tl. 971). 

Ordgar or Orgar (rZ, 1007 7). Soo undor Ord. 
gar or Orgar (a. 971). 

Owlish, Rowlauil Mason (1824-1880) . , 1157 

O'Ziuilly, Alexander(1722 7-1704). , . 1188 

O’ltoffly, Andrew (1742-1882) . . . 1180 

O’RoiUy, Edmund (1000-1009) , . . 1140 

O'Hoilly, Edmund Joseph (1811-1878). . H4 

O’Boilly, Edward (cl. 1829) .... 1141 
O'ltoilly, Hugli (1580-1058), Soo under 
O’Bouly, Edmund. 

O’Reilly, Hugh (A. 1004 7). See Reilly. 

O’Reilly, Jolm Boylo (1844-1890) T . .1142 

O'Reilly, Milos, pseudonym. Soo Ilalpin or 
Ilalpino, Charles Graham (1829-3808). 
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O'Reilly, Myles William Patriot (1825-1880) 1144 
O’EeiUy, Philip MacBugh (d. 1857 ?) . . 1144 

Orem, William (fl. 1702) .... 1146 

Orfora, Earls of. See Russell, Edward, 1658- 
1727; Walpole, Sir Robert, first Earl of 
the second creation, 1676-1745; Walpole, 
Horatio, fourth Earl, 1717-1797. 

Orford, Robert (fl. 1290). See under Orford, 
Robert (d. 1810). 

Orfora, Robert (d. 1810) .... 1146 

Orger, Maty Ann (1788-1849) . . . 1147 

Oriel, first Baron. See Poster, John (1740- 
1828). 

Orivalle, Hugh de (d. 1085) , , . . 1118 

Orkney, Earls of. See Paul, d. 1099; Sin¬ 
clair, William, 14047-1480; Stewart, 
Robert, d. 1592; Stewart, Patriok, d. 1814; 
Hamilton, Lord George, 1808-1787. 

Orkney, Oonntess of (1857 7-1788). Sea 
Timers, Elizabeth. 

Orleans, Duchess of, fifth daughter of 
Charles I. See Henrietta or Henrietta 
Anne (1844-1870). 

Orlton or Orleton, Adam of (d. 1845). See 
Adam. 

Orm or Ormin (fl, 1200 7) .... 1148 

Orme, Daniel (1768 7-1882 7) 1149 

Orme, Robert (1728-1801) .... 1150 

Orme, William (1787-1830) .... 1151 
Ormerod, Edward Latham (1619-1678) . 1162 

Ormerod, George (1785-1878) . . . 1152 

Ormerod, George Wareing (1810-1891) . 1154 

Ormerod, Oliver (1580 7-1628) . . . 1154 

Ormerod, William Piers (1818-1880) . . 1155 

Ormesby or Ormaby, William de (d. 1817) . 1156 
Ormidale, Lord (1802-1880). See Maofar- 
lane, Robert. 

Ormin (fl. 1200). Sea Orm. 

Ormiston, Lord (1668-1786). See Cookburn, 
Adam. 

Ormond, Lord, See Chambers, David 
(1580 7-1892). 

Ormond, Earl of. See Douglas, Archibald 
(1609-1666). 

Ormonde, Bakes of. See Butler, James, 
first Duke, 1810-1688; Butler, James, 
second Duke, 1665-1746. 

Ormonde, Earls of. See Butler, James, 
second Earl, 1881-1882 ; Butler, James, 
fourth Earl, d. 1462; Butler, James, fifth 
Earl, 1420-1461; Butler, John, sixth Earl, 
d. 1478; Butler, Sir Pierce, eighth Earl, 
d. 1589; Butler, Thomas, tenth Earl, 
1582-1014; Butler, Walter, eleventh Earl, 
1560-1688; Butler, James, twelfth Earl, 
1610-1688. 

Ormonde, Sir James (d. 1497) . . • 1158 

Otmsby, William de (d. 1817). See 
Ormesby. 

Ornsby, George (1809-1886) .... 1167 
Ornsby, Robert (1820-1889) .... 1158 
Oronsay, Baron. See McNeill, Duncan, 
Baron Colonsay and Oronsay (1798-1874). 
O'Rourke, Sir Brmn-na-Murtha (d. 1691) . 1158 
O'Rourke, Brian Oge or Brian-na-Samh- 
thaob (d. 1604), See under O'Rourke, Sir 
Brian-na-Murtha. 

O'Rourke, Edmund (1814-1879). See (Fal¬ 
coner. 

O'Rourke, Tiefian (d. 1172).... 1180 

Orr, Hugh (1717-1798). 1101 

Oit, James (1770-1818)..... 1181 


Orr, John (1760 7-1885). 1151 

Orr, William (1766-1797) .... 1162 

Orrery, Earls of. See Boyle, Roger, first 
Eerl, 1621-1879; Boyle, Charles, fourth 
Earl, 1676-1781; Boyle, John, fifth E&rl, 
1701-1762. 

Orrery, Countess of (1746-1840). See 
Monokton, Mary. 

Orridge, Benjamin Broaden (1814-1870) . 1168 

Ortehanus, Jacobus Colins (1583-1628). See 
under Ortelius, Abraham. 

Ortelius, Abraham (1527-1598) • ■ • 1163 

Orton, Job (1717-1788). 1166 

Orton, Reginald (1810-1862) , ■ . 1166 

Orum, John (d. I486?). . . . .1167 

Osbald (d. 709). 1167 

Osbaldeston, George (1787-1886). . , 1168 

Osbaldeston or Osboleton, Lambert (1594- 

1659). 1169 

OsbaldeBton, Richard (1600-1764) . . 1169 

Osbaldeston or Osboleton, William (1677- 

1645). 1170 

Osberht, Osbrith, or Osbyrht (d, 887) . , 1171 

Osbern (fl. 1090). 1171 

Osbern or Osbert (d. 1103) .... 1172 

Osbern, ClandianuB (fl. 1148) . . . 1172 

Osbert of Stoke (fl. 1186). See Clare, 
Osbert de. 

Osbolston, See Osbaldeston. 

OsbornWyddel, i.e. the Irishman (fl. 1260) 1173 
Osborn, Elias (1643-1720) .... 117B 

Osborn, George (1808-1891) .... 1174 
Osborn, John (1684 7-1684?) . . .1175 

Osborn, Robert Dnrie (18B5-1889) . . 1175 

Osborn, Bhernrd (1822-1876) . . . 1176 

OBborne, Dorothy, afterwords Lady Temple 
(1627-1095). See under Temple, Sir 
William. 

Osborne, Sir Edward (1580 7-1B91) . , 1178 

Osborne, Francis (1593-1659) . . . 1179 

OBborne, Francis, fifth Duke of Leeds (1751- 

1799). 1180 

Osborne, George Alexander (1806-1898) . 1188 

Osborne or Osborn, Henry (16987-1771) . 1184 

Osborne, Peregrine, second Duke of Leeds 
(1658-1729). . . . ‘ . . . 1185 

Osborne, Peter (1521-1592) .... 1186 
Osborne, Sir Peter (1584-1658). See under 
Osborne, Peter. 

Osborne, Ralph Bernal (1808-1882), See 
Bernal. 

Osborne, Ruth (1680-1751) .... 1187 
Osborne, Lord Sidney Godolphin (1808-1889) 1188 
Osborne, Sir Thomas, successively first Earl 
of Dauby, Marquis of Carmarthen, and 
Duke of Leeds (1681-1712) . . . 1189 

Osborne, Thomas id. 1757 ) .... 1197 
Osborne, William, MR, (1788-1808) . . 1199 

Osbrith (d. 867). See Osberht, 

Osburga or Osburh (fl. 861).... 1199 
Osgar, Osoar, or Ordgar (d. 984) . , . 1199 

Osgitb or Osyth (fl. 7th cent. 7), See Osybh, 
Osgodby, Adam de (d. 1816).... 1200 
Osgod Clapa (d. 1054) , . . . .1201 

Osgoode, William (1754-1824) . , . 1201 

Q'Bhanassy, Sir John (1818-1888) . . 1202 

O'Shanghnessy, Arthur William Edgar 

(1844-1881). 1202 

O'Shaughnoesy, William (1674-1744) . . 1208 

O'Shaughneeey, Sir William Brooke (1809- 
1889), afterwards Sir William O’Sbaugh- 
nessy Brooke.1204 
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1200 

1207 

1207 

1207 

120 !) 

1200 

1200 

1200 

1210 


Oslioro (fit 680) . . 1205 

Oskytol (d. 071), whoso name also appears a# 
Osoytol, Osonitol. Outdid ol, Osketall, 
Askotillus, Uaoytol, Uekqtillus, Oacokillus 1205 

Osloe ( fi. 000). 1203 

Osier, Edward (1708-1808) . 

Osmund (fl. 758) . 

Osmund ( fi, 808) . 

Osmund or Osmer, Saint (<7,1000) 

Osred (007 ?-710) . 

Osred (d, 702) • , . 

'Qsric ((?, 084).... 

Osric (d, 720). 

Ossian or Oisin ... 

Ossington, ’Visaount. Sea Denison, John 
Evelyn (1800-1878). 

OsBory, Earls of. Soo Bullor, Sir Dioroo or 
Piers, Aral Earl, it. 1580; Butler, Thomas, 
third Earl, 1582-1014; Butler, Walter, 
fourth Earl, 1500-1088; Butler, James, 
flfth Earl, 1010-1088. 

Ossory, styled Earl of (1081-1080). See 
Butler, Thomas. 

Ossory, Lord of. Soo Oearhliall (d. 888). 

Ostler, William (fi. 1001-1028) . . .1211 

Ostrith or OsUiryth (t7. 007). . ■ .1211 

O'Sullivan or O'Sullivan Bcaro, Donall (1500- 

101b).1212 

O'Sullivan, (Sir) John (fi. 1747) . . . 1212 

O'Sullivan, Mortimor (17017-1850) . , 1218 

O'Sullivan or O'SuUivan-Ucaro, Philip 

(1500 7-1000?).1211 

O'Sullivan, Bamuol (1700-1851). Suo Ulldor 
O'Sullivan, Mortimer. 

O'Sullivan, Thomas Herbert Id. 1824). See 
under O'Sullivan, (Sir) John. 

Oswald or Osnuald, Saint (005 7-012) . , 

Oswald, Saint (<l 002). 

Oswald or Oswald (fl. 1010) .... 

Oswald (tZ.1407) ...... 

Oswald, Goorgo (tZ. 1810). Soe ttndor Oswald, 
lUehard. 

Oswald, .lames (1715-1700) . . , , 1220 

Oswald, John (tl. 1708). 1220 

Oswald, Sir John (1771-1810) . . . 1221 

Oswald, Richard (1705-1781) , . . 1221) 

Oswell, William Cotton (1818-1808) . .1221 

Oswcn, John (fi. 1548-1558).... 1226 
Oswosiry, Lord of. Soo Eltealan, John H 
(1228-1207). 

Oswln or Oswini (ll, 051) . , . 1220 

Oswulf or OhuII (it 758) .... 1227 
Oswnlf or Osulf (tl 1007) .... 1227 
Oswy, Osulu, Oswiu, Oswin, Osguid, Oswous, 

Oswius (0127-070). 1227 
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Ould, Sir Fielding (1710-1780) 

Oultou, Walley Chamberlain (1770 7-1820 71 
Oueeley, Sir Fredenok Arthur Gore 11825 - 
1889) .... 

Ousoley, Gideon (1702-1830)’ 
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